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ABSTRACT

A cultural resources survey of a portion of the Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center.
Thibodaux, Lafourche Parish, Louisiana, was conducted by Coastal Environments, Inc.
(CEI). Jean Lafitte National Historical Park and Preserve is developing the site of the circa
1905 Percy-Lobdell Building and surrounding area in Thibodaux for use as an interpretive
center focusing on the Cajun culture as it exists in a wetlands setting. A Phase II-Level II
survey of the site was conducted by CEI in April and May 1989. These investigations
uncovered the foundations of several nineteenth and twentieth century structures and led to the
recovery of numerous nineteenth and early-twentieth century artifacts. This study also
indicated that past soil disturbances had affected much of the area to the extent that no intact
cultural featUres or midden were extant in much of the project area

CEI revisited the site on several occasions in June and July 1989 while the National
Park Service was preparing the site for new construction. Supplementary information was
gathered on several previously recorded architectural features at that time. CEI again revisited
the site in November 1989 during pre-construction activities related to the construction of a
new structure to the west of the Percy-Lobdell Building. Numerous artifacts were recovered
during the course of this work and several previously unknown architectural features
discovered and recorded. All of the approximately 1.28 ha (3.17 ac) of the project area has
been designated as Louisiana site 16 LF 164.

iii



iv

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
II
I
I
I
I



TABLE OF CONTENTS

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
Ii,
I
I
I
I

Abstract .

List of Figures .

List of Tables ···· .

Acknowledgements .

Chapter 1: Introduction .
Research Design .

Chapter 2: Geology .
Delta Formation , , .
Soil Types .
Bayou Lafourche and Bayou Terrebonne ' .

Bayou Lafourche .
Bayou Terrebonne .

Chapter 3: Regional Culture History .
Aboriginal Occupation .
European Settlement .

French Colonial Period: 1699-1763 .
Spanish Colonial Period: 1763-1803 .
American Period: 1803-1989 .

Chapter 4: Project Area History ..
Spanish Colonial Period: 1763-1803 ..
American Period: 1803-1989 .

Plantation Period: 1803-1846 .
Commercial Period: 1846-1989 " .

Lot 205: 1846-1889 .
Lot 204: 1846-1989 ..
Lot 200 and 203: 1846-1989 ..
Lots 201 and 202: 1846-1989 ..
An Street and Church Street: 1846-

1989 .

Chapter 5: Previous Archaeological Research .
1988 Babson and Orser Survey ..

Area 1 .
Area 2 .
Results .

Chapter 6: Field Investigation .
Surveying .
Auger and Shovel Testing .

Area 1 .
Area 2 .
Area 3 .
Area 4 .

v

iii

IX

xv

XVll

1
4

7
7
9

10
10
12

15
15
17
17
18
19

29
29
35
35
38
39
54
64
75

81

85
85
85
87
87

89
90
90
90
94
94
96



Results of Auger and Shovel Testing 96
Backhoe Excavation "'" '" . 96

Area 1 ,.......................... 100
Trench 5 100

Area 2. 102
Trench 1 102
Trench 2 103
Trench 3 .....•......................... 105
Trench 4 .. ... ... .... ... .. ... .... 105

Area 4....... 108
Trench 6 .... ... ... .. ... ... ... .. 108
Trench 7 109

Results of Backhoe, Excavation.......... 110
Mechanical and Hand Stripping 111

Area 1 113
Strip Area 4....................... 113
Strip Area 5........................... 117

Area2 118
StripArea1.~ 119
Strip Area 2........................... 122
Strip Area 3 and 3A................................................... 125

Area 3.............................................................................. 128
Strip Area 6.............................................................. 128

Area 4 ,............................................................ 128
Results of Mechanical and Hand Strippin 128

Test Units................................................ 129
Area 1.......................... 130

Trench 5 130
Strip Area 4....... 133

Area 2 140
Strip Area 1.............................................................. 140
Strip Area 2.............................................................. 143

Results of Test Unit Excavations........... 148
Monitoring of Demolition and Landscaping.... 149

Area 1 ,.................. 149
Area 2........... 149
Area 3........ 149
Area 4............................................ 150
Results of Demolition and Landscaping... 152

Monitoring of Site Preparation for Constructi n.................................... 152
1847 to Circa 1910 Anderson Dwelling.. 153
Circa 1850 to Circa 1910 BakerylDwellin 155
1905 Construction Debris....................................................... 155
1905 to Circa 1986 Storm Drain........... 155
Circa 1910 to Circa 1972 Stables.......... 155
Circa 1972 Trash P[ts 4........... 155
Circa 1850 Privy............................... 156
Nineteenth Century Brick Foundation...... 180
Nineteenth Century Plank Fence............ 181
Nineteenth Century Wood-Lined Well..... 182
1905 Boardwalk Foundations................ 182
Early-Twentieth Century Trash Midden.... 182
Mid-Twentieth Century Fuel Tanks........................................... 185
Results of Site Preparation for Construeti n............................... 185

vi

I
I
I
I
I
I
I'
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
)1

I
I
I
I



I,
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

Chapter 7: Summary and Conclusions................................................ 189
Summary " " .. . . . . . 189

Areas 1 and 4: Parcels 109-02 (partial),
109-04, 109-05, 109-06, 109-07, 109-08,
109-11, and 109-12........................................................... 189

Area 2: Parcels 109-02 (partial) and 109-10. 190
Area 3: Parcel 109-02 (partial)............................................... 190
Art Street and Church Street: Parcels 109-01,

109-09 (partial), and 109-13................................................ 191
Conclusions .. .. . .. . . .. . . .. . .. . . .. . . . . . . . . .. . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 191

Appendix: Analytical Techniques 199

References.......................................................................................... 213

vii



vi i i

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



ix

Figure 10. Relationship between parcel and lot numbers in
the project area....................................... .. . . . .. . . . . . .. . . . . . . .. . .. . . . . . . 30

Figure 11. Ownership of Lots 200 through 205, 1780 to date................ 31

Figure 12. Thibodaux and vicinity on the 1856 plat map
of Township 15 South, Range 16 East,
Southeastern District, Louisiana......... . .. . . .. . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . .. . . .. . . . . . . . . . . 36

Figure 13. Ponion of James B. Grinnage's 1846 map of
Thibodaux, as copied by J.A. Lovell.......................................... 38

Figure 14. Advertisement of J. Larkin & Co............................................... 40

Figure 15. Advertisement of Hawley & Anderson..................... 40

Figure 16. Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center project
area in 1898 45

Figure 17. Circa 1900 photograph of the project area............ 46

LIST OF FIGURES

8

3

22

16

20

24

26

28Canal Boulevard in 1897 .

A.R. Waud sketch of Thibodaux and Bayou
Lafourche in 1866 .

Thibodaux and the surrounding area in 1860-
1862 .

Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center project area,
Thibodaux, !..ouisiana .

1988 Map of the project area showing the limits
of the summer 1989 archaeological survey .

Spatial extent and chronology of the Mississippi
River delta systems .

A~~ginal culture sequence in southern
!..oUJS1ana .

Thibodaux and the surrounding area in 1817 .

'''Thibodeauxville'' and the surrounding area in
1834 .

Figure 1.

Figure 2.

Figure 4.

Figure 3.

Figure 5.

Figure 6.

Figure 7.

Figure 8.

Figure 9.

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



Figure 18. Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center
project area in 1907.......................... 47

Figure 19. Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center project
area in 1912..................................... 48

Figure 20. Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center project
area in 1916..... 49

Figure 21. Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center project
area in 1927......................................................................... 50

Figure 22. Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center project
area in 1932.. 52

Figure 23. Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center project~
area in 1954 .,......................... 53

Figure 24. Advertisement for Anheuser-Busch's "Bev "
soft drink......................................... 59

Figure 25. Circa 1912 view of the project area, as s en
from the Jackson Street bridge............... 60

Figure 26. Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center project
area in 1924...................................... .. ... ..... .... .. .. .. . .... .. .. .. ... 62

Figure 27. North f~ade of the Percy-Lobdell Buildin in
1989................................................ 63

Figure 28. Circa 1915 photograph !of "0. Naquin, Thi ux
BoilerWorks".................................... 71

Figure 29. The Gulf Bulk Plant in 1989 74

Figure 30. View of the house on Parcel 109-06....... 79

Figure 31. View of the house on!Parcel 109-08....... 82

Figure 32. Archaeological investigations conducted by B bson
and Orser at the Wetlands Acadian Cultural enter
in 1988............................................. 86

Figure 33. Locations of auger and shovel tests excava ed
during the summer 11989..................... 91

Figure 34. Auger testing Area 2 in the vicinity of the ate-
nineteenth century bakery located in Ar a 2. 95

Figure 35. Shovel testing through concrete rubble in 97

Figure 36. Locations of backhoe tlrenches excavated d ng
the summer 1989 archaeological investigati ns
of the Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center .. 101

x

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



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

Figure 37. Excavation of Trench 2 ······················....... 104

Figure 38. Exposed portions of the wall and fireplace-like
foundations of the 1847 George Anderson house .. 106

Figure 39. Profile of the east wall of Trench 4 in the vicinity
of the north wall foundation of the 1847 George
Anderson house ...... ... .. ... .. .... .. .. .... . .. .. ... ... . .. .. .. . .. . .... . 107

Figure 40. East wall profile of Trench 7, between N35
and N32.25 109

Figure 41. Brick foundations of an interior wall of the
Thibodaux Boiler Works in Trench 7.......................................... 111

Figure 42. Areas stripped during the summer 1989
archaeological investigations of the Wetlands
Acadian Cultural Center...................................... 112

Figure 43. Plan view of the Thibodeaux Boiler Works
boiler foundation ... . .. ..... ... . .. . .. .. ... . ... .. .. ... . 116

Figure 44. Plan view of Strip Area 5........................................................ 118

Figure 45. The concrete foundations of the circa 1910 stable/
warehouse/winery building in Strip Area 1-
Feature 1 119

Figure 46. Strip Area I-Features 3 and 4, in situ concrete
foundations of the stables constructed in circa 1910............................. 120

Figure 47. Plan view of Strip Area I-Features 2, 5 ,6, and 7 121

Figure 48. Stripping of Strip Area 2......................................................... 123

Figure 49. Plan view of the brick foundation of the 1847
George Anderson dwelling in Strip Area 2....... 124

Figure 50. Strip Area 3 after the completion of stripping............................... 126

Figure 51. Strip Area 7-Feature 1, a brick storm drain 127

Figure 52. Strip Area 6-Feature 1 129

Figure 53. Strip Area 4 during excavation of test units....... 134

Figure 54 Strip Area 4-Test Unit 1.... 135

Figure 55. South and west profiles of Strip Area 4-Test
Unit 1................. 136

Figure 56. West profile of Strip Area 4-Test Unit 2......... 139

Figure 57. East profile of Strip Area I-Test Unit 1...................................... 141

xi



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

Figure 73. Plain early ironstones ~nd whitewares reco ered
from the Lot 205 privy, Wetlands Acadian
Cultural Center 180

Figure 69. Blue transfer-printed. early whiteware ce
vessels imponed by B. Brower & Co. of ew
Orleans between 1838 and 1855............. 177

Figure 70. Varieties of edged blue, early whiteware ce c
vessels recovered from the Lot 205 privy,
Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center 178

Figure 59. Strip Area 2-Test Unit 1, brick foundatio of
the nonh wall of the 1847 George Ander on
dwelling..... 145

Figure 60. Strip Area 2-Test Unit 2... .. 1147

Figure 61. Brick foundation of the Percy-Lobdell Co.• Ltd..
grain elevator... . ... .... ... ..... ...... . .... ... ... .. . ... .. .. ..... .. . ... .. ..... .. .. ... 150

Figure 62. East wall foundation (!)f the Thibodaux Bo ler
Works Co., Ltd. . 151

Figure 63. Limits of the Wetlands Acadian Cultural Cen
construction area..................................................................... 153

Figure 64. Major archaeological features recorded d . g
monitoring of construction site preparation at
the Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center 154

Figure 65. South profile of 1850 privy excavated d ng
site preparation of the Wetlands Acadian C tural
Center 157

Figure 68. Blue transfer printed imponers mark of B. B wer
& Co. on reverse of blue transfer-printed. e ly
whiteware butter dish........................... 176

Figure 58. South profile of Strip Area I-Test Uni 1.................................... 143
i

Figure 66. Frequency of window glass recovered fro the
Lot 205 privy relative to its date of manufa ure.. .. . .... .... ... ... . .. .. ... .. 173

Figure 67. Glassware recovered from the Lot 205 pri y,
Wetlands Acadian Cuhural Center 174

Figure 71. One of two late pearlware pitchers with an lar
banded decoration rec(!)vered from the Lot 05
privy. Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center .. 179

Figure 72. Plain late creamwares recovered from the at
205 privy, Wetlands Acadian Cultural Cent r 179



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

Figure 74. Hand-painted polychrome pearlware wash basin
recovered from the early-twentieth century trash
midden, Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center 179

Figure 75. Areal relationships between archaeological
features and snipping conducted by CEI in the
summer of 1989 within the limits of the new
construction area ·············· 186

xiii



xiv

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



xv

LIST OF TABLES

Artifacts Recovered from the Seven Strip Areas
of the Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center .... .... . ... . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . ... . .. . . . 114

Anifacts Recovered from Trench 5-Test Unit 1
of the Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center . . .. . . . . . .. . . . . .. . . . . 131

140

144

146

138

134

Artifacts Recovered During Shovel Testing at
the Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center During
Monitoring of the Site Preparation for
Construction..... .. . . . .. . .. . . .. . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . .. . . . . . .. . . .. . . 158

Artifacts Recovered from the Lot 205 Privy,
Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center 159

Reconstructed Vessels from the Lot 205 Privy,
Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center 166

Anifacts Recovered from Strip Area 2-Test
Unit I, Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center

Artifacts Recovered from Strip Area 2-Test
Unit 2, Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center

Artifacts Recovered from Strip Area I-Test
Unit I, Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center

Anifacts Recovered from Strip Area 4-Test
Unit I, Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center

Artifacts Recovered from Strip Area 4-Test
Unit 2, Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center

Features Encountered During the Excavation of
Test Units at the Wetlands Acadian Cultural
Center. 148

1854 Inventory of the Estate of Edward Hays.............................. 42

1856 Inventory of the Estate of Edward Hays 43

Anifacts Recovered During Auger and Shovel
Testing at the Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center 92

Anifaets Recovered During the Excavation of
Backhoe Trenches at the Wetlands Acadian
Cultural Center .. .. . . 98

Table 10.

Table 11.

Table 8.

Table 14.

Table 7.

Table 6.

Table 9.

Table 1.

Table 2.

Table 3.

Table 4.

Table 5.

Table 13

Table 15.

Table 12.

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



Table 16. Manufacturer and Impbtters' Marks from L veil
of the Lot 205 Privy, Wetlands Acadian C tural
Center 168

Table 17. Reconstt'Ucted glass Vessels from the Lot 05
Privy, Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center . 169

Table 18. Glass Manufacturer and Bottlers' Marks m
Levell of the Lot 205 Privy, Wetlands Ac .an
QJ1tural Center... . . . . .. . . .. . . .. . .. . . .. . . . . . .. . . .. . . . . . . . .. . . . . . .. . . . 171

Table 19. Manufacturer and Impqners' Marks from Le els 2
and 3 of the Lot 205 Privy, Wetlands Ac dian
Cultural Center .. . . . .. . . . . . . . . . .. .. .. . . . . . . . . . .. 172

Table 20. Glass Manufacturer and Bottlers' Marks fr m
Levels 2 and 3 of the Lot 205 Privy, We ands
Acadian Cultural Center... .. . . .. . . .. .. . .. . . .. . . . . . . .. . . .. . . .. 174

Table 21. Artifacts Recovered During Stripping of th
Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center Constru "on
Site 181

Table 22. Glass Manufacturer and Bottlers' Marks fr m
the Boardwalk Midden, Wetlands Acadian C tural
Center.......................................................................... .... ... 183

Table 23. Reconstructed Vessels form the Early-Twen "eth
Century Trash Midden, Wetlands Acadian C tural
Center Construction Site........................ 184

xvi

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



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

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

Fieldwork for this project was conducted by Carey Coxe, Fred Detro, ~ari.lyn
Fowlkes, Thurston Hahn m, Laura Harkins, David Hebert, and Andrew Summers. Histonc~
research was conducted by Fred Detro, Marilyn Fowlkes, Thurston Hahn III, ~nd DaVId
Hebert. Mr. Philip Bourgeois, of Bourgeois and Son, Inc., operated the h~avy ~wpment f~r
the project. Although Mr. Bourgeois had never excavated an archaeolOgIcal sIte before, hIS
experience with both backhoes and bulldozers enabled him to locate features by feel before any
other members of the field crew could see them.

Special thanks go to Ms. Melissa Kramer, librarian of the main branch of the Lafourche
Parish Public Library, along with her staff for their consideration and patience with the long
weeks of excavation in their parking lot Mr. Michael Foret, head archivist of the Ellender
Memorial Library, Nicholls State University, aided the author and Marilyn Fowlkes immensely
during their sean:h of the Nicholls an:hives.

Mr. and Mrs. David Platter and Mrs. Joan Heben graciously opened their homes for
the author; their hospitality is sincerely appreciated. Many thanks go to the citizens of
Thibodaux who took the time to view the an:haeological investigations and provide information
penaining to the recent uses of the site. Mr. Philip Bourgeois, Mrs. Joan Heben, Mr. Carrol
Hernandez, Mr. and Mrs. David Plater, and Mr. Dale Rogers were particularly helpful in this
regard.

The members of the Excavating Contractors, Inc., construction crew who removed the
various structures on the site during the summer of 1989 are thanked for their assistance in
aiding the author in his numerous visits made to the site during demolition activities. Mr. Jeff
A. Willett, Assistant Superintendent of the project for Excavating Contractors, Inc., was
particularly helpful in this regard and went out of his way to inform the author of all features
encountered during the his absence. Mr. Willett's assistance is greatly appreciated.

Similar thanks are also extended to Mr. Ralph Yunk, Project Supervisor, and Mr. Ron
Shields, Project Inspector, for the National Park Service. Both Mr. Yunk and Mr. Shields
aided the author and other members of CEI during our visits to the site in November 1989.
Mr. Yunk and Mr. Shields, like Mr. Willett, went out of their way to collect artifacts uncovered
during site preparation and in pointing out archaeological features to the author. Thanks is also
extended to Mr. Steve Boudreaux, trackhoe operator for Thompson Construction and Mr.
Lanny Barrois, supervisor and Manager of Thompson Construction. Mr. Boudreaux enabled
the author to investigate several archaeological features that would not have otherwise been
available for study during the National Park Service's preparation of the site for new
construction.

Mr. Sam Hamilton, of Hamilton and Associates, served as overall Project Manager for
the project. Cataloging of all anifacts recovered during the course of the project was conducted
by Marilyn Fowlkes and Susan Watts. Figures and tables for the repon were prepared by
Thurston Hahn m, Curtis Latiolais, Mandi Norris, and Susan Watts. All artifact photographs
for the repon were taken by Melissa Braud. Linda Abadie, Laura Harkins, Ramona Mayer,
Cherie Schwab, Susan Watts, and Jacqui van Beek aided in the preparation of the draft and
fmal reports.

xvii



I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I,
I
I
I
I
I
I



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

CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

This repon presents the resu~ts of ~~a~e II intensive archaeol~gical investigatio~s
(Level mand monitoring of constrUcnon acnVlnes at the Wetlands Acadian Cultural Cente~m
Thibodaux, Louisiana (Figure 1). This cultural resources survey of the Wetlands Acadl.an
Cultural Center was by conducted by Coastal Environments, Inc. (CEI), under contract with
Hamilton and Associates of Opelousas, Louisiana. The project area, consisting of Lots 200
through 205 (Figure 2), is irregular in shape and is bound to the north by Bayou Lafourche, to
the east by the Church Street extension, to the south by St. Mary Street (also known as
Louisiana Highway 1), and to the west by An Street. The project area measures approximately
1.28 ha (3.17 ac) in downtown Thibodaux.

Jean Lafitte National Historical Park and Preserve, a division of the National Park
Service, is in the process of developing the area as an interpretive center focusing on Cajun
culture, paying panicular interest to its development in the bayou regions of the state. This
center, which will utilize the existing Percy-Lobdell Building, will primarily house a display
area depicting various facets ofAcadian and Cajun lifeways and a small auditorium for lectures
and audiovisual presentations.

In 1988 David Babson and Dr. Charles Orser, Jr., (1988) conducted a Level II
archaeological survey of Lots 203 through 205 and assigned Louisiana site number
16 LF 164 to their project area. Because Babson and Orser found that there was a high
potential of locating intact archaeological material within the project area, they recommended
that a second phase of work be undenaken. Shonly after Babson and Orser's investigation,
the National Park Service added Lots 200 through 202 to the parle The current project was
designed to funher test Lots 203 through 205 and also test Lots 200 through 202. The site
boundaries of 16 LF 164 were expanded at that time to include the entire block (Lots 200
through 205).

When CEI conducted its initial investigation of the area between 20 April and 27 May
1989, however, a portion of Lots 201 and 202 had not yet been acquired by the National Park ~
Service (see Figure 2); therefore, no archaeology was conducted there at that time. Similarly,
the park was also to include the Art Street and Church Street Extension rights-of-way adjacent
of the project area. However, the Church Street Extension right-of-way had not been acquired
prior to CErs initial visit to the site and no archaeological investigations were conducted there. _
While the National Park Service had not yet acquired all of Lots 201 and 202 prior to CEl's
initial investigations, thec0II!p'le~e.history.of b(}t~. of these lots. was. res~.arched. This
information was necessaryItnlttainfng'aclearertiiiderstanding of the projeCt area as'a whole
and is presented along with the history of the other four lots of the project area in Chapter 4.

Following CEl's spring fieldwork at the site, the National Park Service acquired the
rem~n~er of ~ts 201 and 202. The National Park Service subsequently removed the
remammg standing strUctures on the propeny and graded the site in preparation for the
constrUction of the new park. CEI returned to the site several times in June and July 1989 to
monitor these activities and to record any newly discovered features. Much of Lot 205 was
subject to additional pre-construction activities in November 1989 in preparation for the
construction of a new building to the immediate west of the Percy-Lobdell Building and CEI
returned to the site to monitor those activities as well.
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----------------------

In~SliRQlionstJlIMWel/andsAcadian Cuiturai Cenler

Because Federal funding is being used to suppo the construction of the Wetlands
Acadian Cultural Center, developme,t of the proposed con auction site must meet a number of
Federal guidelines.. The most notabk of these are: The N tional Historic Preservation Act of
1966 (as amended in 1980); Executive Order 11593 0 1971; Department of the Interior
regulations; and the Secretary of the Interior's Standards Guidelines for Archaeology and
Historic Preservation.
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e project area's transition from
1840s the block was inhabited by
features may provide evidence of
. goods such as French wines or

The historical records indicate that following
agriculture to residential and commercial use during the la
groups of various ethnicity. The examination of residenti
this ethnicity in the fonn of the preseiDce or absence of ce
hard alcohols.

Although the project area was settled by the Gu' ume Hamon family in 1785, it did
not become pan of the town of Thibodaux until the mid nineteenth century. Before being
included in a larger plantation in about 1825, the project a was pan of a small farm. The
area continued to be used for agricultural purposes til about 1846. The historical
documentation suggests that there were no dwellings in th project area prior to 1847 and that
the land was used strictly for agricultural purposes. The haeological record., however, may
provide additional infonnation concCIIDng land usage in thi between 1785 and 1846.

2. Is there any evidence of etbnicity exhibited i the archaeological record?

The archaeological investigaqon of the Wetlands adian Cultural Center project area
took into consideration the potential for addressing sev specific research topics which are
imponant to our understanding of eighteenth, nineteenth, and early-twentieth century life in
Louisiana. The specific topics that were to be addressed uring this work were derived from
Louisiana's Comprehensive Archaeological Plan (Smith et . 1983) and are presented below.

1. What function did the project area serve pri r to its incorporation into the
town of Thibodaux?

In addition to these Federal guidelines, Jean tte National Historical Park and
Preserve must follow the guidelines pf the 1982 General gement Plan and Development
Concept Plan for the park. These pm guidelines stip that the park should aid cultural
groups in maintaining their heritage, aid in the preservati n of information pertaining to the
cultural practices of regional cultures, provide contex background for the park's cultural
resources, and, finally, not impede the natural growth and hange of regional cultures. These
measures will allow for the preservation of information re . g to area cultures, Cajun culture
in this case, without adversely affecting the members 0 that culture. In this way, future
generations will be able to study the history and natural gro of Cajun culture.

Historical research for this project was conducted in the state and public libraries of
Baton Rouge, Louisiana, and the main branch of the ourche Parish Public Library.
Records held by the archives of the Ellender Memorial 'brary, Nicholls State University,
Thibodaux, were also consulted during the course of . project. Additional research was
conducted in the Cartographic Services Division, De t ofGeography and Anthropology.
and the Louisiana and Lower Mississippi Valley Collectio , Louisiana State University, Baton
Rouge, Louisiana. Research was also conducted in the Lafourche Parish courthouse and
included consultation of conveyance records, mongage ords, civil suits, probate records,

. tax records, and the minutes of town meetings. Finally, everal short oral interviews were
conducted with area residents who came to view the arc logical work in progress.
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Chapter 1: lntrodJ,u;lion

3 . What are the archaeological signatures of the numerous small antebellum
and postbellum industries that were present within the project area during
the late-nineteenth and twentieth centuries?

Although there were several residences within the project area throughout the late
nineteenth and twentieth centuries, there were also a number of industries presenL Historically
known industries present within the project area consist of a boilerworks, a cooperage, a fuel
distribution plant. a sawmill, a tinshop, and a wine bottling planL Very little is known
archaeologically about these industries. Examination of structural features. trash middens. and
other cultural features should help to present a better understanding of the archaeological
expression of these industries.

4 • What are the archaeological signatures of the numerous small antebellum
and postbellum service centers that were present within the project area
during the late-nineteenth and twentieth centuries?

In addition to the above mentioned industties. there were a number of service centers
within the project area as well. Historically known service centers present within the project
area consist of a bakery, a fruit stand, a livery. a meat market, and a wholesale grocery. Like
the industries, very little is archaeologically known about these types of service centers.
Examination of structural featUres, trash middens. and other cultural features should help to
present a better understanding of the archaeological expression of these businesses.

5
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CHAPTER 2

GEOLOGY

The Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center project area is located within the Mississippi
River Deltaic Plain, a massive wedge of sediments deposited by various Mississippi River
systems over the past 7,000 years. Detailed studies of the evolution of the deltaic plain have
been made by Fisk (1944), Kolb and Van Lopik (1958), Frazier (1967), Saucier (974), and
Weinstein and Gagliano (1985). For the purposes of this report, only brief reviews of the
geologic and soil settings of the project area will be presented.

The natural land surface of the project area is nearly flat, with maximum. elevations at
about 4.72 m (15.50 ft) above sea level. This naturaIland surface is an expression of only the
latest elements of a long sequence of delta formation in the region. An outline of the currently
accepted sequence of delta formation is presented below, as is a discussion of the types of soils
present in the project area. Finally, Bayous Lafourche and Terrebonne, and their interaction
with one another, are discussed.

Deltll Formation

The Maringouin Delta is the earliest known Mississippi River deltaic system (Figure 3).
Radiocarbon dates of this buried deltaic system suggest that it was active between 6,500 and
9,000 years ago (Weinstein and Gagliano 1985:122). The trunk channel of this system was
apparently located along the western edge of the Mississippi River alluvial valley.

Approximately 7,000 years ago, rising sea levels began to erode and inundate the
extremities of the Maringouin Delta. In response to the decreasing gradient as a result of sea
level rise, the Mississippi River began to form a new delta system known as the Teche Delta
(Figure 3). Based on radiocarbon dates and archaeological data, it appears that the Teche Delta
was active about 3,400 to 5,800 years ago (Weinstein and Gagliano 1985:123). Bayou Teche
now occupies the Teche Delta trunk channel.

A substantial diversion in the flow of the Mississippi River occurred about 35 kIn
(21 mi) north of Baton Rouge about 4,800 years ago, while the Teche Delta was still actively
building. This diversion shifted increasing amounts of the river's flow to the central and
eastern portions of the Mississippi River alluvial valley. This eastward flow eventually led to
the creation and subsequent development of the Metairie, Cocodrie, or early SL Bernard Delta
complex (Frazier 1967; Kolb and Van Lopik 1958; Weinstein and Gagliano 1985). Based on
archaeological data and radiocarbon samples, it appears that Bayou Lafourche began to form in
present-day Donaldsonville during this period as a distributary of the aunk channel of the river.
The natural levees of this distributary may have reached as far south as present-day Thibodaux.

Between 3,400 and 1,800 B.P. the Metairie Delta expanded into two major deltaic
lobes (Figure 3): the La Loutre or St. Bernard Deltas (Weinstein and Gagliano 1985:123).
The sediments carned by the aunk channel of this system, now occupied by Bayou La Loutre,
formed much of present-day SL Bernard Parish.

Flow down the Bayou Lafourche distributary continued throughout this period. By
about 2,000 B.P., these distributaries captured the majority of the Mississippi River's flow.
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YEARS B••

1

DELTA

......... _._.- ). -..- . ....,..

1 MARINGOUIN 8000-85 0

2 TECHE 5800-38 0

3 METAIRIE 4800-340

4 LA LOUTRIE (St. B.rnard)-- 3400-1800

5 LAFOURCHE-TERREBONNE- 2000-0

6 PLAQUEMINES 1000-0

7 BALIZE 800-0

In~srigalionsat the Wetlands Acadian CwtllTai Center

Increased flow through this distributary system even
Lafourche-Terrebonne deltaic system (see Figure 3). S
to the creation of the present landforms in Terrebonne and

Figure 3. Spatial extent and chronology or the Mississippi River delta
systems (after Weinstein and Ga iano 1985:124).

The general sequence of events related to the devel pment of the Lafourche-Terrebonne
deltaic system are known; however, disagreement over some specifics of chronology and
associated individual landforms (Le., channel/levee se ents) stillexisL Delineation of the
age, spatial extent, and associated landforms of the Lafi urche-Terrebonne Delta has relied
heavily on archaeological data. These have been revie ed and discussed in Beavers et a1.
(1984) and Weinstein and Gagliano (1985).

Frazier (1967:300) suggested that since about 4,2 years ago, Bayou Lafourche has
received some type of flow from the Mississippi River. H argued that between approximately
2,500 and 3,500 years ago, the Bayou Terrebonne lobe 0 the Lafourche-Terrebonne system
was developed. This lobe extended south and southwest m Bayou Lafourche at Thibodaux
with Bayou Terrebonne as its main distributary. Weinstei and Gagliano (1985:141-142) have
associated a number of prehistoric sites of the Mark ille period, dating ca. A.D. 1 to

Frazier (1967), relying primarily on core-log da
delineated five separate lobes for the Lafourche-Terrebo
called it). He suggested that the initial sedimentation
possibly, as early as 5,600 years ago and, by 4,500 ye
extended natural levees to the vicinity of present-day Thi
this early delta stage are bmied beneath two or more me
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Chapler 2: GeotoRY

A.D. 400, with landforms of the Bayou Terrebonne lobe; generally supporting Frazier's latest
dates for this feature.

Subsequently, Bayou Terrebonne was reoccupied and what Frazier (1967:300)
identified as a third Lafourche delta lobe developed. This lobe extended south-southwest,
lengthening Bayou Black and eventually reoccupying the distal portions of the much earlier
Teche system. Progradation of this system resulted in the development of the landforms in the
lower Terrebonne system along Bayous Grand Coteau, Little Coteau, and Blue.

The founh deltaic lobe of the Lafourche-Terrebonne complex is the most extensive and
was formed along a number of disaibutaries (Frazier 1967:301). Landforms, called by Frazier
the ''Lafourche and Terrebonne," form a considerable portion of the present-day deltaic plain of
Lafourche and Terrebonne Parishes. Frazier (1967:301) dated this formation between 400 and
1,200 B.P.

Frazier (1967:301) suggested that the fIfth and final lobe associated with the Lafourche­
Terrebonne Delta system, which he called the "Lafourche," prograded Bayou Lafourche
southeast from Thibodaux. His radiocarbon dates on organics underlying or associated with
levee features of this final delta lobe suggest that it was active from approximately 400 B.P.
until recent times. According to Frazier, the delta lobe, with Bayou Lafourche as the main
channel, prograded into and almost completely filled the low flood basin (the Barataria Basin),
then existing between Bayou Grand Coteau and the Mississippi River. Lac des Allemands and
Lake Salvador are remnants of the large, brackish-water lake that once existed in this area.

Weinstein and Gagliano (1985:143-145) proposed that, at least, portions of the Bayou
Lafourche distributary system below Thibodaux had been formed by about 1,500 years ago,
considerably earlier than is evidenced by the dates collected by Frazier. Support for their early
date is provided by the presence of several prehistoric, Coles Creek Period occupations along
lower Bayou Lafourche and other disaibutaries associated with Frazier's final Lafourche Lobe.
These sites suggest dates for Lafourche Lobe landforms of at least 900 B.P. and, possibly, as
early as 1,200 B.P. Thus, the archaeological data argue that the Lafourche Lobe may be twice
as old as had been postulated by Frazier.

Approximately 1,000 years ago, flow into the Lafourche-Terrebonne system began to
decrease and an increase in flow ocCUII'ed in the old La Loutre system. The former La Loutre­
Mississippi course was partially reoccupied at this time, and a significant amount of flow
occurred in the Bayou des Familles area, producing deposition into the upper Barataria region.
The delta system associated with this diversion is known as the Plaquemines and was
responsible for producing much of the land surface in Plaquemines and S1. Bernard Parishes
(see Figure 3).

The fmal Mississippi River delta lobe is known as the Balize Delta and is associated
with the present channel of the river. Progradation of the Balize Delta began about 600 years
ago and has produced the southernmost portions of Plaquemines Parish (see Figure 3).

Soil Types

In terms of human settlement, natural levees are the most important features in the
deltaic region, simply because they generally provide the only elevated and dry landform
suitable for habitation. In addition to providing an elevated and drained surface for the
establishment of settlements, natural levees provide rich, tillable soil amenable to prehistoric
horticulture and modern agriculture. Natural levees also support a rich biotic assemblage, a
large segment of which can be exploited by man. Natural floral species include a variety of

9
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acorn and nut-bearing trees such as live oak (Quercw vir iniana), water oak (Quercw nigra).
pecan (Carya illionensis). and hickory (Carya cordi/emUs)

The soil type associated with the elevated levee feature in the project area is
Commerce silt loam (Matthews 1984:plate 14). In the ~ect area., however. the use of these
specific soil types as indicators of natural levee featUres serious limitations. Soil types are
defined on the basis of smface or near-surface soil condi ons and do not consider subsmface
features. Using soil types alone as al guide for identifying levee features or developing
predictive statements about site disttibutions. or the del . plain in general. is imprecise and,
generally. inappropriate. Hence. it is not possible to u soil-type designations to identify
older streams and their natural levee systems that have s' ce been covered with more recent
alluvium.

Commerce silt loam is found on the highest portio s of the natural levees along Bayou
Lafourche and its distributaries and makes up four perc t of the land smface of Lafourche
Parish. These loams arc somewhat poorly drained, tely permeable, finn mineral soils
that formed in loamy alluvium. Commerce silt loams. hich have a slope of less than one
percent, generally have a surface layer of about 15.24 (6 in) of dark grayish brown silt
loam. The second soil layer of the Commerce series. ex~ .ng to a depth of approximately
22.86 cm below surface (embs), is c-.aracterized by a dark gray silt loam (Matthews 1984:54).

The subsoil of the Commerce series consists of fo separate levels. The first subsoil
level. between 22.86 and 40.64 cmbs (9 to 16 in), is a grayish brown silty clay loam.
Immediately below this lies 20.32 em (8 in) of grayish bro silt loam. The thUd level of this
series consists of 12.7 em (5 in) of grayish brown silt I The final subsoil level. between
73.66 and 91.44 embs (29 to 36 inbs). consists of a grayis brown silty clay loam. Below the
subsoil. to a depth of at least 152.40 embs (60 in), lies very fine sandy loam (Matthews
1984:54).

While the soils of the project area have been iden' ed as Commerce silt loams. it was
not possible to differentiate between its many zones d . g the course of fieldwork. Past
consnuction activities had disturbed many portions of th project area. disrupting the natural
stratigraphy of the area. Additionally. it was noted during the course of fieldwork that several
episodes of filling had occurred in die project area., funh disrupting the natural stratigraphy.
Finally, Rangia cuneata. oyster shell. asphalt. and ceme t were used through the course of
time to cover much of the project area so that it could be for drives and parking.

Bayou Lafourche and Bayou

While the initial development of Bayou Lafourche and Bayou Terrebonne is presented
above. this section will focus on the recent history. g logically speaking. of these two
streams.

Bayou Lafourche

Bayou Lafourche. once ana~ distributary of the Mississippi River, exists today only
because of the needs of the inhabitants residing along its banks. From the time Bayou
Lafourche was flI'St explored by El.1t'Opeans until the early- entieth century. the waterway was
used as a primary means of transporting goods and peopl into and out of the Lafourche area.
In fact. ease of transportation and the relative safety from ood waters along its natural levees
undoubtedly led both aboriginal and European populations 0 settle along its banks.

While the European population along the bayou w originally served by small sailing
vessels and flatboats plying its waters. steamboats beg carrying trade from Lafourche to

10
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New Orleans as early as 1825. Passage past the head of the bayou at Donaldsonville.
however, was usually limited only to those months when high water on the Mississippi River
sufficiently covered the sandbar at the bayou's juncture with the river. Periods of low water
during the Fall usually lowered water levels in the region enough to make it possible to ford the
bayou in Donaldsonville.

The sandbar at the head of Bayou Lafourche caused many problems for those persons
and businesses wishing to conduct trade between the river and communities located along the
bayou's banks. After railroads connected the upper Lafourche region with New Orleans and
other areas in the mid-nineteenth century, many people began suggesting that the bayou be
closed off at Donaldsonville to prevent flooding from occurring along Bayou Lafourche.
Although levees were constructed between Donaldsonville and Lockpon by 1817 (Bowie
1935:25), these levees often proved inadequate, because floodwaters rose every season as
more and more areas outside of the region built levees. As more communities built levees,
floodwaters had fewer and fewer places to go and flood levels were forced to rise in all of the
Mississippi River's disttibutaries.

Mter almost SO years, the Louisiana State Legislature finally conceded to the rising
floodwaters and passed an act to build locks in Donaldsonville to prevent flooding of the
parishes along Bayou Lafomche. However, the locks were not built immediately and in 1902
another act was passed to construct a dam until locks could be built at a later date. In 1903 the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) began erecting a tempOrary dam across the head of
the bayou. The temporary dam quickly turned into a full-fledged levee, which was completed
by the USACE in 1904.

While the closing of the bayou prevented floodwaters from reaching those communities
along its banks, it also prevented those same communities from having access to readily
available freshwater. In 1930 Thibodaux was forced to construct a 17-mi-Iong pipeline from
the town to the Mississippi River so that it could have access to a supply of freshwater. The
bayou, no longer able to flush itself, was rapidly filled by sediment, water lilies, and pollution.

Many residents of the area complained about the lack of freshwater and the filling of the
stagnant stream, and demanded that water from the Mississippi River once again be allowed to
flow down the bayou. The State Legislature, still slow to aCt, finally approved a proposal to
build a pumping station at Donaldsonville in 1952, 50 years after it ordered the waterway
closed. This pumping station was to allow a controlled flow of water to enter Bayou
Lafomche so that it could be cleansed of the impediments and pollution accumulated over five
decades and also allow communities to have ready access to potable water. Three years passed
before the pumps went into operation.

As a result of Hurricane Betsy in 1965, the pumping station at Donaldsonville was
rendered inoperative for several days. The closing of the pumping station caused a great deal
of anxiety in those communities that depended on Bayou Lafourche for freshwater. In 1969
construction of a low sill dam in Thibodaux was approved. This dam, today located in front of
downtown Thibodaux, allowed the bayou to act as a reservoir of freshwater should the
pumping facility fail.

The locks approved for construction in Donaldsonville 90 years ago have never been
built. Although the lower reaches of the bayou are still navigable, the construction of a number
of stationary bridges and the sill dam at Thibodaux have rendered it unnavigable from
Donaldsonville to at least the community of St. Charles. What boat traffic that does occur on
Bayou Lafourche is generally limited to that stretch of the bayou below Houma and consists
largely of shrimp boats traveling to and from the Gulf of Mexico.

11
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Bayou Ten-ebonne

Today. Bayou TeITebonne does not exist within e boundaries of Lafourche Parish.
This bayou. in the traditional sense of the word, begins j t inside the TeITebonne Parish line.
Between Bayou Lafourche and the Lafourche-TeITebonn Parish line, Bayou TeITebonne was
channelled. filled. and finally replaced with culverts.

The original head of Bayou l'eITebonne is subject much popular debate in and around
Thibodaux. Some argue that the natural stream bed 0 the bayou ran. essentially. along
present-day Canal Boulevard to the! present intersection f that street with Bayou Lafourche.
Others argue that this was not a very logical course bee se it would have placed the head of
Bayou TeITebonne on the inside of a bend of Bayou ourche. contrary to normal steam
dynamics. This second group opts instead for a Bayou eITebonne course that would have
more nearly followed present-day Iackson Street and in Bayou Lafourche in or near
the present project area. This group argues that a sa located in this part of town would
likely have been constructed at the juncture of the two ous and not merely on the bank of
Bayou Lafourche. Intuitively. the latter argument app to carry the most weight since the
project area is located on an outside bend of Bayou Lafo he.

While it is beyond the scope of this repon to st y this controversy in depth. it is
necessary to examine it to some e~tent because of its p ssible impact on the project area.
Unfortunately. at least from the view of this controversy. a canal was built at present-day Canal
Boulevard in the 1820s to connect Bayou Terrebonne to ayou Lafourche. The early date of
the construction of this canal greatly limits the amount of sources available for studying the
natural course of Bayou TeITebonne.

One problem in determining the exact location 0 the juncture of Bayou TeITebonne
with Bayou Lafourche is that they may not have actually· terseeted, at least not in the last two
centuries. At the beginning of the 1810 Population Cens of Lafourche Parish. the recorder
noted that Bayou TeITebonne had its headwaters 0.75 mi from Bayou Lafourche during low
water and 0.5 mi during high water. As this is the only own contemporary description of
the headwaters of Bayou TeITebonne. it is not possible t substantiate it with other sources.
However. there is no reason to doubt its veracity and real argument may be where the
bayou was rather than where itjoinecd with Bayou Lafourc e.

Although there are very few detailed eighteenth- or y-nineteenth-centUIy maps of the
Thibodaux area, some insight into the natural course of ayou TeITebonne was ascertained
during the normal course of study of the project area's istory. Section 22. Township 15
South, Range 16 East, Southeastern District of Louisi a, was subject to four transactions
prior to 1820 (see Chapter 4). None of the four sales f this section. which includes the
present project area as well as part of the land on the ou· bend of Bayou Lafomche that is in
question. mention Bayou Terrebonne. As such an im nut feature would likely not go
unrecorded in an early land transaction. it would appear Bayou TeITebonne was not located
on this parcel of land. at least not !between 1808 and 1 19. In fact, the complete lack of
mention of the bayou in the transac$ns would suggest th it was not located on this parcel of
land during the entire European oc¢upation of the area. Furthermore. it is unlikely that the
bayou was located adjacent to the property. for the rec r would probably have made some
note of the property's location relative to the stream.

While studying the early history of the project and the beginning of the town of
Thibodaux (see Chapter 3), two references to Bayou ~ bonne were found. In 1818 Henry
Iohnson sold Section 24 (see Figure 1) to Henry S. Th' ux (Lafo. Par. COB 'A', folio
363). When this sale was made, the property was des ·bed as "... fronting on the bayou
Lafourche, at Bayou Dearbonne [Bayou Terrebonne] .. " (Lafo. Par. COB 'A', folio 363).
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This sale would seem to indicate that Bayou Terrebonne was located on the Johnson propeny,
or at least very close to it.

Thibodaux apparently combined Section 24 with Section 25, which he had acquired
prior to 1811, and promised to sell it to Benjamin Winchester in 1819 (Lafo. Par. COB 'A',
folio 364). When Thibodaux made this promise, the propeny was described as being
"... on the west side of Bayou Darbonne ..." (Laio. Par. COB 'A', folio 364). This
notation would seem to indicate that the bayou was located in Section 26 or, more likely, in the
eastern extreme of the propeny. Regardless, this would place the namral channel in the vicinity
of present-day Canal Boulevard.

Only one transaction involving Section 23 was consulted for this project. This
transaetion, the first to involve this property since its original settlement in about 1785, dated to
1817. No mention of Bayou Terrebonne was made in this sale.

Unfonunately, it is not possible to determine the exact natural course of Bayou
Terrebonne or exactly when and where it originally joined Bayou Lafourche without ftrst
developing cross sections taken from soil borings made in the entire Thibodaux area. As such
an undertaking is far beyond the scope of this project, the current researchers must rely wholly
on those historical documents consulted for this study. Based on these documents, it would
appear that the natural course of Bayou Terrebonne was located, at least in the very late-

oeighteenth and early-nineteenth centuries, near present-day Canal Boulevard, and had its
headwaters some distance from Bayou Lafourche. Only further historical and geological
research will locate its position more accurately.
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CHAPTER 3

REGIONAL CULTURE HISTORY

Aboriginal Occupation

The currently accepted cultural sequence for southern Louisiana is presented in
Figure 4. This sequence illusttates the cultural growth from early small bands of migratory
hunters to agriculturally based societies that inhabited villages and built temples. Fairly detailed
discussions of the southern Louisiana phases can be found in Mcintire (1958), Gagliano et al.
(1975), Neuman (1984), Davis (1984), and Weinstein and Gagliano (1985). Hunter et al.
(1988) provides a thorough discussion of southern Lafourche aboriginal populations,
particularly of the historic period. Hence, aboriginal occupations are not discussed in depth
here; rather, a brief synopsis of the cultural periods of southern Louisiana is presented.

The following discussion begins with the Tchula Period (circa 500 B.C. to A.D. 1)
because no surface landforms in the project area are old enough to support earlier prehistoric
occupations. The Tchula Period (Tchefuncte Culture) is best characterized by the introduction
of a well developed ceramic complex into the Lower Mississippi Valley. Prior to this period,
with the exception of a minor amount of ceramics produced during the Poverty Point Period,
the region had been essentially aceramic. In South Louisiana, Tchefuncte occupations are
usually associated with shell middens, primarily composed of accumulations of Rangia
cuneata. These accumulations of shells were the by-products of the Tchefuncte's use of
Rangia cuneata as a common food source. Tchefuncte burials are often found in these shell
accumulations. The archaeological record suggests that the aboriginal occupations of this
period depended on intensive hunting and gathering, and in the coastal area, on fishing and
shellfish collecting (Byrd 1976).

From about A.D. 1 until about A.D. 400, the Lower Mississippi Valley and associated
regions received influences that seem to relate to the Ohio Hopewellian tradition. The
manifestation of this Middle Woodland lifeway in the Lower Valley is the Marksville culture.
Ceramics of the period were decorated with distinct design motifs. New types of artifacts that
were added to those held over from earlier cultures include ground stone effigies, effigy pipes,
bone fish hooks, shell beads and pendants, and copper ear spools and bracelets.

It is debatable whether woodland tradition peoples were agriculturalists. Some scholars
argue that large villages such as those of the Marksville period must have been based on
agriculture (Brain 1976:58-59). Others, however, believe that an efficient hunting and
gathering economy that utilized a wide variety of seasonally available resources could not only
suppon large numbers of people but might, in fact, work against a shift to a subsistence pattern
based on com agriculture (Caldwell 1971).

The succeeding period. Baytown, is difficult to defme. It is marked by an apparent
increase in the number of sites. Ceramic designs suggest the entry of influences into the area
from the upper Mississippi Valley and the Gulf coastal area to the southeasL The appearance
of numerous flat-topped, pyramidal temple mounds indicates the introduction of new religious
influences. These mounds are most often located on the crests of natural levee ridges and
likely served as the religious or ceremonial centers for surrounding agricultural communities.
In the coastal area, numerous shell middens, rich in animal and bird remains, are known from
this period as well.
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Chapter 3: ReRIoNJl Culture History

The Coles Creek culture, which appears about A.D. 700, is marked by a dramatic rise
in the number of sites in the Lower Mississippi Valley. This cultural period is known for its
numerous small village sites and seasonally occupied camps. During this period, the bow and
arrow replaced the dart and atlad. Com has been found at a few Coles Creek sites, suggesting
that agriculture was being practiced at least by the end of the period.

The fmal prehistoric period in the southern Louisiana sequence is the Mississippi,
characterized in the area by the Plaquemine culture. This culture is identified primarily on the
basis of changes in ceramic styles (Quimby 1951). Plaquemine culture likely represents an
indigenous people producing clay-tempered ponery whose tradition was impacted by an
expanding Mississippian culture spreading south down the Mississsippi Valley and west from
the Mobile Bay region. The basic panems of settlement. economic organization, and religious
activities of this period are continued from the earlier Baytown and Coles Creek periods.
Modifications of these patterns are believed to result from a more complex hierarchical.
sociopolitical establishment and larger ceremonial centers. Large scale constrUction of mounds
and ceremonial centers was introduced in this area by the nearby Mississippian culture during
this time.

When Europeans began to settle the Lafourche area in the eighteenth century there were
three distinct tribes occupying the area-ouacha (or Washa), Chaouacha, and Chitimacha.
There are no known sites that can be definitively related to these tribal groups in the immediate
vicinity of the project area. Given Thibodaux's proximity to Bayou Lafourche and Bayou
Terrebonne, however, it is highly likely that the Thibodaux area was at one time senled by
these people.

European Settlement

French Colonial Period: 1699·1763

The first known record of Bayou Lafourche was made on 13 March 1699 when Pierre
Le Moyne, Sieur d'Iberville, first governor of the colony of Louisiana, recorded the existence
of the channel. Iberville's Indian guides called the bayou the Washa River (Brasseaux
1981:45), named after the predominate tribe residing along its banks. Jean Baptiste Le Moyne.
Sieur de Bienville, Iberville's younger brother, explored the Washa River in September 1699
from its headwaters to a Washa village, some 12 leagues down the stream (Le Harpe in
Swanton 1911:298).

When Louis Juchereau de St. Denis visited the bayou in 1705 in search of Indian
slaves, he found that the Washa had been largely replaced by the Chitimacha. As the
Chitimacha were the dominant group by 1705, the bayou became known as the "Riviere des
Chetimachas." The Chitimacha were not predisposed to being friendly with the French
explorers and made several anacks on their settlements. In 1707 St. Denis returned to the
Bayou Lafourche area and raided the Chitimacha village in revenge for a Chitimacha anack
against a small French pany (Penicault in McWilliams 1953:70-72, 101-102). St. Denis'
anack resulted in an II-year war between the French and the Chitimacha, effectively bringing
European settlement to a standstill for the remainder of the early-eighteenth century.

The area iJDIllediately SU1TOunding Bayou Lafourche saw little in the way of permanent
settlements throughout the French Colonial Period. Those Europeans who did enter the area
were primarily traders and trappers (Bowie 1935:11). It was not until the 1750s that the first
permanent settlements were constrUcted in the Ascension Parish region (Marchand 1931:20).
Even by the 1770s, only a few Spanish and French families resided along the banks of the
upper reaches of the bayou (West 1986:7).
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Spanish Colonial Period: 1763·1803

The first major influx of settlers into the Bayou urche area were the Acadians. The
Acadians, who were forcibly removCd by the British gov ent from their homeland in Nova
Scotia and the surrounding area betWeen 1755 and 1763 Heben 1980:647). were essentially
exiled by the British and sent to a variety of settleme ts scattered throughout the world.
Generally, they were not well received in their new home and were treated as inttuders by the
indigenous populations. Therefolle. many of the Ac . refugees began to seek more
amenable surroundings in which to live.

One place that appealed to them was the French colony of Louisiana. Many of the
exiled Acadians saw Louisiana as an ideal place in whic to live, because the colony offered
not only large tracts of unoccupied land on which to settl • but also a French government that
they believed would meet their own wishes and desires. U beknownst to the Acadian refugees
until 1766, however, was that Spain had acquired Louisi a from the French in 1763. While
this acquisition brought a change in the government of the colony. the strong French culture of
South Louisiana remained vinually unchanged. Indeed, e prevailing French culture of the
area even changed many of the customs of the Spanish wh settled there.

During their 4O-year ownership of Louisiana, the Spanish government actively
encouraged immigration to Louisiana in an effon to pop the colony with Spanish subjects.
This policy was necessary for the Spanish to stave off th English and Americans who were
rapidly encroaching on Spanish territory. One group at benefited immensely from the
Spanish government's own selfish policy was the Acadian •

According to legend, the first Acadians to live in uisiana arrived in 1756. The first
documented proof of Acadians in Louisiana, however. is letter dated 6 April 1764 from Jean
Jacques Blaise d'Abadie, then governor of Louisiana, to e Minister of Marine pertaining to
the arrival of 20 Acadians in Mobile in February 1764. In April 1765. some 550 Acadians
from Santo Domingo, who had arrived in Louisiana in 17 and early 1765, were sent to settle
the Attakapas and Opelousas prairies (Robichaux 198 :3-4, 6). In 1766 a group of 216
Acadians arrived in Louisiana and were sent to settle in an area that became known as the
Acadian Coast, consisting primarily of present-day St. James Parish. By 1770 a second
Acadian Coast was formed along the Mississippi River i what is now known as Ascension
Parish (Marchand 1943:39.43).

In 1768 several Acadian families joined the Creo es from New Orleans and German
settlers from the German Coast in a revolt against Don ntonio de Ulloa, the first Spanish
governor of Louisiana. The revolt failed and a number of Acadian families moved to the
Bayou Lafourche area to escape the "Spanish interfere e in their daily lives" (Brasseaux
1985:35). In an effon to secure thei populace's loyalty to Spain and to counter the dominant
Acadian population. the Spaniards brought in colonists m the Canary Islands. The Canary
Islanders were settled throughout soUthern Louisiana. On Canary Islander settlement, which
became known as Valenzuela, was near the juncture of B you Lafourche with the Mississippi
River.

Seeking to be with their countrymen, a large con' gent of Acadians boarded seven
ships in France, where they had been in exile, and rna e the long transoceanic voyage to
Louisiana in 1785. Once in Louisiana, some 600 of these cadians settled along the banks of
Bayou Lafourche between present4day Labadieville an Thibodaux (Brasseaux 1985:35).
While the landholdings of the indivtidual families varied omewhat, the vast majority of the
settlers in the Thibodaux area claimed tracts measuring si arpents wide by fony arpents deep.
Although an arpent, like the Spanish league, sometimes v .ed in length, it generally measured
191 ft and 10 in or 192 ft.
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Chapter 3: Regionai Culuue History

Since the Acadians, and others, owned narrow strips of land, they became popularly
known as petit lulbitDnts. Unlike many of the we~thy Creole planters alo~g the. Mississippi
River, most of the petit lulbitDnts owned very few, if any, slaves. As the petit ha!',~ants lacked
money, sizable tracts of land, and a sufficient labor force, th~y were generally limited to only
subsistence agriculture of com, rice, peas, and cotton (Smerson 1953:~?). Only a few
Acadians raised cattle in the late-eighteenth centmy and even fewer were pnvl1eged enough to
own a horse.

The original Acadian settlers along Bayou Lafourche were joined in 1794 by an influx
of an additional 277 Acadians from the abandoned Thompson Creek area (Brasseaux 1985:35).
By 1798, there were 1719 "persons" and 274 slaves living along Bayou Lafourche (Robichaux
1974:150). Vinually all of the settlers in the present-day Thibodaux area during the late­
eighteenth centmy were of Acadian descent or at least married to someone of Acadian descent.
This, however, changed greatly after the Americans acquired Louisiana.

Americall Period: 1803·1989

Although Louisiana was transferred from Spain to France by the Treaty of St.
ndephonso on 1 October 1800, the French did not take formal possession of Louisiana until
30 November 1803. France, however, had already signed a treaty of cession transferring the
colony of Louisiana to the United States on 30 April 1803. As it took several months for the
United States Congress to approve the Louisiana Purchase, the American government did not
take formal possession of the colony until 20 December 1803.

Four months after the Louisiana Purchase, the Territory of Orleans, consisting of all of
Louisiana below 33 degrees latitude, was created. In 1805 the Territory of Orleans was
subdivided into several counties, one of which was the County of Lafourche. Between 1805
and 1807 the County of Lafourche consisted primarily of the present-day parishes of
Assumption, Lafourche, and Terrebonne. In 1807, the County of Lafourche was subdivided
into Assumption Parish and Lafourche Interior (Lafourche and Terrebonne Parishes).
Lafourche Interior was subdivided in 1822 to form Lafourche Interior Parish and Terrebonne
Parish. In 1853 the word "Interior" was dropped from Lafourche Interior Parish, resulting in
the present name ofLafourche Parish.

When Louisiana was acquired by the United States, the area that eventually became the
core of downtown Thibodaux (Section 24 of Township 15 South, Range 16 East) was owned
by Joseph Malbrough. Malbrough's property ran from present-day Jackson Street to Maronge
Street. On 8 December 1813 Malbrough sold his 53/4-arpent front property to Henry Johnson
for $3,000.00. At the time of this sale, Malbrough's property was described as being bound
upstream by William Hammond and downstream by Henry S. Thibodaux (Lafo. Par.,
OA 1816, folio 86). Henry S. Thibodaux had purchased the 3-arpent front tract downstream
of Malbrough (Maronge Street to Narrow Street) from Hugh G. Johnson sometime prior to
August 1811 (Lafo. Par., OA 1813, folio 101; Lafo. Par., Deeds 'A', folio 189). Although it
was not recorded until December 1822, Johnson sold the old Malbrough tract It••• at bayou
Dearbonne [Bayou Terrebonne] ..." to Thibodaux on 17 January 1818 (Lafo. Par.,
COB 'A', folio 363). The Poussin map, made in 1817, shows Thibodaux and the
surrounding area during this period (Figure 5).

Interestingly, Thibodaux promised to sell a tract of eight arpents, more or less, front to
Benjamin Winchester on 13 July 1819 (Laio. Par., COB 'A', folio 364). The property
involved in this sale is described as being bound upstream by Francois Himmel, downstream
by the lands of Scott, and lying "... on the west side of bayou Darbonne ..." (Lafo.
Par., COB 'A', folio 364). As Hammond had sold the downstream portion of his property to
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Figure S. Thibodaux and the surrounding area in 1817 (after Poussin 1817).
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Winchester never did acquire the land Thiboda had promised to sell him, even
though he made several payments toward the purchase. Thibodaux had James B. Grinage
survey and layout the front portion of the town into I in 1820. About one year after
Thibodaux's death in 1827, his widow donated a l00-ft-w de canal right-of-way from Bayou
Lafourche to Bayou Terrebonne (Matti.n 1972:6).

The 1820s were a time of great change along Bayo Lafourche. Cotton was by far the
most common cash crop grown in the Lafourche basin. ere were few plantations in the
region because cotton cultivation in the area was not panic y rewarding. As there were few
plantations and the small landholders did not require a lar e labor force, there were relatively
few slaves in the area. Only a few people tried their hands at sugarcane cultivation during the
early l820s; as a result, there were ionly four sugarhous in Lafourche Interior Parish and
three in Assumption Parish. However, an exceptionally g sugar crop was harvested about
1828 and shortly thereafter investors began infiltrating th region in search of prime land on
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Chapter 3: RegiolUlL Culture History

which to stan their own sugar plantations (Pugh n.d.:3. 6. 13). Most of those who came in
search of fertile land were Anglos from out of state.

As much of the land along Bayou Lafourche was held by petit habitants, persons
seeking to build a profitable sugar plantation were forced to buy numerous narrow strips of
land from a variety of landowners. The petit habitants took advantage of the high-going price
of their narrow strips of land and many sold their propeny to the Anglos. The petit habitants
then purchased recently-swveyed land along the lesser bayous and back slopes of the major
bayous from the United States government (Pugh n.d.:13). As a result of the rapid
development of sugar agriculture in the area, the wealthy absentee Anglo landowners largely
replaced the relatively poor petit habitants along the banks of Bayou Lafourche. Since
successful sugar agriculture required a large labor force and the landowners were able to afford
them, slaves quickly became a common sight in the Lafourche region.

In 1830 an attempt was made to incorporate the town of Thibodauxville. The act.
however, was never implemented (Martin 1972:6, 7). The upper boundary of the town in
1830 was located at present-day Jackson Street. Immediately above Jackson Street was a large
plantation, later known as Ridgefield Plantation, owned in 1830 by John Davidson Smith (see
Chapter 4).

Another attempt was made to incorporate the town in 1832, then known as
Thibodeauville, but it too was never implemented (Martin 1972:6,8). Interestingly, the 1834
Graham and Turner map shows the name of the town as "Thibodeauxville" (Figure 6), a
combination of the 1830 and 1832 names. Four years after the 1832 attempt at incorporation,
George S. Guion, who had acquired neighboring Ridgefield Plantation from Smith in 1835,
began selling small parcels of land along Bayou Lafourche immediately above Jackson Street
(see Chapter 4). On 10 March 1838 the town, by then known simply as Thibodeaux, was
successfully incorporated. The 1838 incorporation included several lots above Jackson Street
(Martin 1972:6,9). These lots were probably those laid out by Guion between 1836 and
1838.

In May 1842 Guion had one block of his propeny laid out by Grinnage into 11 lots (Lafo.
Par., COB'S', folio 133). Three months later, the town trustees contracted Apollos S.
Randall to build two wharfs on Bayou Lafourche, one at St. Philip Street and the other at
Jackson Street (Lafo. Par., minutes of town meeting 18 August 1842). On 26 May 1846 a
supplement was made to the 1838 incorporation act of Thibodeaux (Martin 1972:6). The 1846
supplement included that portion of town laid out by Guion between Church and Jackson
streets and fronting on S1. Mary Street (Manin 1972:10). Thibodeaux's name did not change
as a result of this incorporation act; it was not until 1918 that the town became known as
"Thibodaux" (Ditto 1980:42).

As a result of the 1846 act of incorporation, Church Street became the boundary
between the town of Thibodaux and Guion's Ridgefield Plantation. In June 1846 Guion had
another portion of his plantation laid off into lots by E.D. Richardson. These lots, which
include those within the project area, were all above Church street and were not within the
town limits. This land and Guion's previously subdivided propeny was used for commercial
and industrial purposes rather than residential use. .

~though.Thibodaux was the largest community in the area during the 18305 and early
1840s, It was still very small. In 1842 Father Charles M. Menard described the town as
consisting of about 30 houses stretched out along two streets (Uzee 1987:7). The town
however, was growing rapidly. •
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Figure 6. "Tbibodeauxville" aod the surrou diog area io 1834 (after
Grabam aod Turner 1834).

In 1842 C.H. Williams was contracted by the t wn to lay brick banquets 5 ft wide
along four streets in the small town (Laio. Par., Misc. P pers). In May 1842 Mrs. Henry S.
Thibodaux donated Lot 149 to the town for use as a cem tery. Mrs. Thibodaux had actually
donated the land sometime earlier but an error was made d the wrong piece of land was used
for burials. The pre-May 1842 burials were removed m the mistaken cemetery and reburied
on Lot 149 (Laio. Par., minutes of town meeting 21 Ma 1842). This is believed to be the
first cemetery in the town.

In 1843 George S. Guion donated a small tract 0 land on Jackson Street to build an
Episcopal Church. On 28 September 1843 an agreemen was made with Absalom Kees and
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Clwpter 3: Regionm CuJUUe History

James Frost. house builders. to build a brick church with a slate roof. Bishop Leonaidas Polk
consecrated the St John's Episcopal Church. the first Episcopal church west of the Mississippi
River. on 16 March 1845 (Uzee 1987:11. 12). Many of the people who owned propeny in the
project area during the nineteenth century are buried in the St. John's Episcopal Church
cemetery.

Thibodaux continued to grow during the 1840s and 1850s as the town took advantage
of its function as a trading post Since Bayou Lafourche was the only means of easily
transporting goods in and out of the region prior to the introduction of the railroad and
Thibodaux was located at Bayou Lafourche's juncture with the canal leading to Bayou
Terrebonne. much of the commerce of the area passed through Thibodaux. Bayou Lafourche.
however. hampered overland transportation somewhat. and in 1847 a city ordinance was
passed to establish a ferry at the foot of Maronge Street (Martin 1972:24).

Goods shipped between Thibodaux and New Orleans in the early-nineteenth century
could follow either two paths-up Bayou Lafourche through Donaldsonville to the Mississippi
River and thence to New Orleans or down Bayou Lafourche to Vacherie and then through a
variety of man-made and natural waterWays to New Orleans. Although the Vacherie route was
well used during the early settlement of Bayou Lafourche. its importance tapered off as larger
vessels were used to transpon goods into and out of the region. Small luggers. called
cabotteurs, carried much of the cargo that was transported to New Orleans. The fIrst steamer
to ply Bayou Lafourche, the Eagle captained by Ferdinand M. Streck, did not arrive until 1825
(Pugh n.d.:3. 8. 9).

Thibodaux remained relatively isolated from many of the contagious diseases which
swept through New Orleans with some regularity during the first half of the nineteenth century.
The first epidemic to hit Thibodaux was the 1853 Yellow Fever, it peaked in September,
leaving 1,200 sick and 300 dead in the Thibodaux area (Uzee 1987:19).

Four years after the Yellow Fever epidemic, Thibodaux began construction of a bridge
across Bayou Lafourche to replace the old ferry (Martin 1972:29). This bridge facilitated easy
transportation across the bayou while still allowing boat traffic to pass through Thibodaux.
Since users of the new bridge were subject to tolls. the town was able to maintain a relatively
steady source of income. This bridge remained in use until 1862.

As the town grew, so did the need for adequate public facilities. To prevent fIres from
spreading through the growing town. fIre wells were excavated in 1861. A new courthouse
was also erected in 1861 to replace the earlier structure which stood at the same location.
While the new courthouse was being constructed. coon proceedings were held in a nearby
building that later became James A. Frost's saloon (Martin 1972:29-30). The 1861 courthouse'
is still standing and is one of the few Louisiana antebellum courthouses still in use.

Although there was no heavy fighting in Thibodaux itself during the Civil War, the
town was still subject to its effects (Figure 7). When New Orleans fell to Union troops in
April of 1862. many Lafourche planters. like those elsewhere. desened their plantations and
fled to Texas. In May 1862 Federal troops marched down the railroad from Des Allemands to
Brashear Qty (now Morgan City) and occupied Raceland, Houma. and Terrebonne Station
(now Shriever). Confederate troops anempted to rout the Union troops from these areas on
two occasions before finally succeeding in driving the invaders back to Algiers in August 1862
(Roland 1957:49-55; Bergeron 1985:199).

One month after the Confederates forced the Union anny back to the vicinity of New
Orleans, Federal troops landed at Donaldsonville and advanced their way down Bayou
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troops, under the command of Brigadier General Alfred
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Union troops, under the command of Brigadier eneral Godfrey Weitzel, launched
another attack on Bayou Lafourche in October 1862. Weitzel, staging his attack from
Donaldsonville, advanced down Bayou Lafowche as far Labadieville before encountering
major Confederate opposition. After a shon battle, most 0 the Confederate forces retreated to
Thibodaux. Those Confederate troops that remained b ind in Labadieville continued to
defend their positions until they ran out of ammunition. Afi er running out of ammunition these
troops also retreated to Thibodaux.
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Chapter 3: Regiolllll Cldllln History

supplies on the train at Terrebonne Stati~n and retreat to ~erwickBay~ 28 October 1862.
Before leaving Thibodaux, Mouton had his men bum the railroad depot, bridges, sugar. and all
supplies. Union troops occupied Thibodaux the same day and illllDCdiatdy began rebuilding
what the Confederates had destroyed in their retreat (Bergeron 1985 195-202; Winters
1963:162).

Thibodaux, and the Lafourche District as a whole. remained in Union hands until June
1863. In that month. Confederate Colonel James P. Major. hoping to draw General Banks
away from the Union siege of Confederate held Pon Hudson, attacked the Union held
Lafourche District. Mter learning that Donaldsonville was too heavily defended to easily
attack. Major sent Colonel W.P. Lane to attack Thibodaux. In Thibodaux, Union Lieutenant
Colonel Albert Stickney learned ofl~ne'smovemem and massed his men at nearby Lafourche
Crossing (see Figme 7). When Lane anived in Thibodaux on 20 June 1863. Union troops
guarding the town ilDllM"Aliarcly fell back to Lafourche Crossin~ fightinJ small skirmi~esthe
entire way. Although Lane was unable to take Lafourche Crossmg. he did return to Thibodaux
with 140 Union prisoners (Bergeron 1985:203; Winters 1963:284-286).

Once in Thibodaux. Lane's men celebrated their victory by raiding the Union
commisury and put both the Union issue liquor and local liquor to good use. The celebrations
lasted for one and a half days before Major was able to restore command. The Confederates
resumed their attack at Lafourche Crossing at 7:00 p.m. on 21 June 1863 with 200 men under
the command of Colonel Charles L. Pyron. Many of the Confederate soldiers were still under
the influence of alcohol when the battle began anew. Union troops repulsed three Confederate
attacks before the Confederate troops returned to Thibodaux. leaving some 53 dead and
60 wounded Rebels on the battlefield. Of the 800 Union soldiers at Lafourche Crossing,
8 were killed and 40 were wounded (Bergeron 1985:203; Winters 1963:286,287).

Major abandoned Thibodaux on 22 June and moved his troops to Brashear City.
Thibodaux was reoccupied by Federal troops as soon as Major left but retreated again on

. 24 June 1863 when rumor of 3.000 advancing Confederates reached the town. The Union
forces burned all the bridges and destroyed three field guns in the vicinity ofThibodaux before
retreating all the way to Algiers. Although the attack never came. Confederate troops regained
control of Thibodaux and held it until mid-July 1863 when they fell back to Berwick Bay to
avoid being caught in a Union trap. Union troops entered Thibodaux once again shortly
thereafter and remained in control of the town for the remainder of the war (Bergeron
1985:203-205; Wmters 1963:290).

The war had a devastating effect on the sugar industry in Lafourche. as it did
throughout the South. Although a substantial number of Lafourche planters fled to Texas,
many stayed behind and attempted to continue cultivating cane. When Federal fmces invaded,
however, the slave population. which was essential in the cultivation of sugar, was freed.
Both Confederate and Union fmces also requisitioned livestock, especially horses and mules,
dealing another severe blow to planters throughout the region. As a result, many cane growers
saw their crops literally rot in the field in 1862 (Sitterson 1953:209-216; Roland 1957:67). By
1863. many planters had abandoned cane agriculture completely and opted instead for less
labor-intensive crops such as com. tobacco. and cotton. while others had to practice
subsistence farming just to survive (Sitterson 1953:216).

The town of Thibodaux was also affected by the war. Soldiers stationed at Union
encampments erected. just above the town at Ridgefield Plantation and just below the town
destroyed or looted numerous establishments in the area. The foundry was ransacked and
much of the machinery destroyed. the sawmill was left in virtual ruins. and the bridge built by
Federal troops in 1862 was in a state of disrepair by the war's end and effectively blocked all
bayou traffic from passing Thibodaux. Area planters and wealthy townspeople saw their
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fonunes vinually wiped out by the war. Commerce in 'bodaux fell off dramatically due to
the general lack of funds during Reconstruction. Con ' 'ons were so poor by 1866, many
members of the community began seriously discussing p ans to move to Central America or
Brazil (Martin 1972:43).
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1866 (courtesy of the

Thibodaux began the slow process ofreconstructio shonly after the removal of Union
troops (Figure 8). The 1862 bridge was replaced in 1866 yone which allowed bayou traffic
to once again ply the waterway unfettered (Martin 197245). The bayou, as transportation
route, was vinually replaced in 1818 after the agents 0 Ridgefield Plantation provided a
railroad right-of-way to Morgan's ~isiana and Texas' and Steamship Company from
Terrebonne Station to Church Street' (Uzee 1987:29). . railroad, a spur connecting Bayou
Lafourche to Terrebonne Station, allowed goods and pas ngers to be ttansported by rail from.
Thibodaux to New Orleans or Morgan City. The first . ad excursion, to Morgan City, was
made on 20 April 1879 (Uzee 1987:31).

Bayou Lafourche, however, continued to be used 0 ship bulk goods down the bayou
from Thibodaux for a number of years. In June 1878 cons ction of a railroad wharf between
Patrick Hogan's foundry (see Chapter 4) on the west side f Church Street to the easternmost
line of Lawrence Keefe's property on the east side of Ch h Street was authorized to facilitate
transferral of goods from rail to boat. The Lafourche Poli e Jury also authorized the Morgan's

Figure 8. A.R. Waud sketcb of Tbibodaux and Bayou
Thibodaux Branch, Lafourche Parish Public
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Chapter 3: Regional Culture History

Louisiana and Texas Railroad and Steamship Company to lay tracks on Levee Street from
Church Street to the Thibodaux Saw Mill Company, located on Bayou Lafourche just west of
present day An Street. This track, which became known as the "Levee Track," was not built
for at least 20 years.

In addition to the railroad wharf, a passenger and freight depot, stock pen, and engine
house were erected on the east corner of Church Street and the levee (Uzee 1987:32). The
depot's location was undoubtedly picked to serve the industrial community, which included
three foundries and a sawmill, all concentrated near the foot of Church Street. By 1932 the
original depot was replaced with a smaller structure at essentially the same location, and an
Express Office, later a freight depot, on the comer of St. Mary and Church streets.

Although the Thibodaux area recovered relatively quickly from the physical effects of
the Civil War, many years passed before the new social order was finally accepted. In the
winter of 1887 members of the Knights' of Labor in the Thibodaux area demanded to be paid
$1.00 to $1.25 per day, without rations, and $0.60 for six hours of overtime, in return for
their work in the sugarcane fields. Planters, however, were willing to pay only $0.75 to $1.15
per day and $0.50 for six hours of overtime. On 1 November 1887, 6,000 workers, 90% of
them Blacks, went on strike in the Thibodaux area. Fearing violence similar to an 1874 strike
in Terrebonne Parish, Governor McEnery sent the state militia to Thibodaux armed with a
Gatling gun on 2 November 1887 to protect the citizens from the strikers. Although there were
several shooting incidents, violence did not reach its peak until 23 November 1887 when a
battle broke out in Thibodaux between the citizen guard of Thibodaux and Black strikers. The
battle did not end until two whites were wounded and at least eight, and possibly as many as
30, Blacks were killed and hundreds more wounded. In response to rumors of groups of
armed Blacks heading to Thibodaux later the same day, the town cannon was hauled out as a
precaution. After the rumors proved false, the cannon was returned to the armory. While
shooting incidents continued around Thibodaux in the following weeks, the strike was
effectively broken by 26 November 1887 (Hahn 1987).

Construction of public utilities began in Thibodaux as early as the 1890s. In 1894 a
contract was let to construct a waterworks for the town; however, it was not completed until
1898 (Martin 1972:31; Uzee 1987:35). The Rural Free Delivery Service was introduced in
1896 along Bayou Lafourche, only the second service of this type in the country (Ditto
1980:43,45). In 1899, bids were accepted for the construction of a power plant to furnish
energy to the town's electrical plant (Martin 1972:32).

By the turn of the twentieth century, the railroad had captured almost all of the trade
formerly conducted by luggers and steamboats between Thibodaux and Donaldsonville. The
canal between Bayou Lafourche and Bayou Terrebonne, once an important trade route, had
deteriorated to little more that a ditch by the early 1900s (Figure 9). The lack of trade on upper
Bayou Lafourche combined with the continual silting up of its mouth and the potential for
floodwaters entering the Lafourche region resulted in the closing of Bayou Lafourche in 1904
(see Chapter 2). Prior to the closing of Bayou Lafourche, a public road on the bayou's levee
served as the primary road from Thibodaux to Donaldsonville. This road was of such
importance throughout the nineteenth century that houses constructed on those lots that
extended from it to St. Mary Street all faced the bayou. St. Mary Street was apparently a minor
road, at least in the nineteenth century, and did not act as the main thoroughfare from
Thibodaux to those points funher upstream.

The closing of Bayou Lafourche's mouth in 1904 had several ramifications. Because
the bayou was no longer subject to floodwaters from the Mississippi River, the levees along it
became ~bsolet~. AI~, the val~e of the bayou's batture increased, as it was no longer subject
to flooding dunng penods of hIgh water. Therefore, those lots in Thibodaux that formerly
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Figure 9. Canal Boulevard in 11897 (Lafourche He ·tage Society 1989:16). Note
the choked condition of the canal con ecting Bayou Lafourche to
Bayou Terrebonne.

fronted on the "Public Road" were extended to the banks the bayou in 1905. As a result. it
was no longer possible to have a public road along th bayou's edge, and the road was
abandoned.

With the closing of the Public Road, St. Mary Stre t became the main thoroughfare in
and out of town. As St. Mary Street became the main ro te out of town in 1905, buildings
erected after that date were built to face the new thoro ghfare. Additionally, post-1904
transactions involving lots between St. Mary Street and ayou Lafourche are described as
facing St. Mary Street rather than the bayou or Public Road

The levee along Bayou Lafourche did not fall int total disuse, however. Sometime
between 1898 and 1907 the Levee Track was construct by the Morgan's Louisiana and
Texas Railroad and Steamship Company between the C urch Street depot and Ridgefield
Road. This track enabled the foundry, wholesale grocers. i e manufacturers, and others in this
industrial area to ship and receive goods by rail. In 1919 scale track was built by Morgan's
Louisiana and Texas Railroad and Steamship Company i ediately south of the "Levee track"
between Church Street and Guion Street (formerly Ice S reet, now Art Street) (Lafo. Par.,
COB '50', folio 392). This scale track was built primaril for the use of the Percy-Lobdell
Co., Ltd. (see Chapter 4).
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CHAPTER 4

PROJECT AREA HISTORY

The prescnt project area consists of a city block in Thibodaux. Louisiana. bound by
Bayou Lafourche, Church Street, SL Mary Street, and Art Street. (see Figures 1 ~d 2). This
block, containing Lots 200 through 205, is a small pan of Secoon 22, Township 15 South.
Range 16 East, Southeastern District, Louisiana. A map depi~ting the vari~us lot.and parcel
numbers is provided as Figure 10. Because o! the comple~t1ty of ~e cham ~f ode for the
project area, it was deemed necessary to proVide a figure illustranng both ome and space
relationships. This information is provided in Figure 11.

The Thibodaux area was settled long before it was examined by American surveyors.
Because of this, all land transactions involving land originally settled during the colonial period
are described by noting who or what the property bounded rather than by section number.
Additionally, linear occupation along Bayou Lafourche and Bayou Terrebonne has resulted in
the description "above," denoting the upstream bayou side, and "below," the downstream
bayou side. This custom is still used today.

Spanish Colonial Period: 1763·1803

Guillaume Hamon, also known as William Hammond, and his wife Marguerite
Saulnier were the first Europeans to claim the land that makes up the present study area.
Hamon, the son of Joseph Hamon and Marie Dameue, was born about 1763, probably in the
Parish of SL Martin of Chantemay, an ecclesiastical parish near Nantes, France. Marguerite,
an Acadian exile five years senior to Guillaume, was the daughter of Charles Saulnier and
Euphrosine Lalonde. Guillaume and Marguerite were wed in Nantes on 28 November 1780
(Robichaux 1978:82). There are no records that would indicate that Guillaume and Marguerite
had children during their more than 40 years of marriage.

On 20 June 1785, Guillaume, then a carpenter, and Marguerite boarded the St. Remi as
part of the 1785 Acadian expedition to Louisiana. The St. Remi arrived in Louisiana on
9 August 1785 (Rieder and Rieder 1965:33, 43, 50). Shortly thereafter, the Hamons and
most of the other families that had arrived aboard the St. Remi were moved by the Spanish
colonial government from New Orleans to the Bayou Lafourche area. As a result of this move,
the Hamons received a 6-arpent front by 40-arpent deep land grant along the west bank of
Bayou Lafourche, 11 leagues from the Mississippi River. The modem boundaries of this grant
are Ridgefield Road, Jackson Street, Bayou Lafourche, and the Lafourche-Terrebonne Parish
line. This grant includes present-day Sections 22, 23, 155, 156, and 171 (see Figure 1).

When the 1788 General Census of the Inhabitants of Lafourche was taken, Hamon was
bound above by Etienne Darois (Sections 20 and 21) and below by Joseph Boudreaut
(Section 24). According to the 1788 census, the Harnons had 20 quarts of com~ one cow or
bull, and six swine (Robichaux 1974:32). This was slightly above the average holding in the
immediate vicinity of the project area of 20 quarts of com, no cattle, and three or four swine.

By the time the 1789 General Census of the Inhabitants of Lafourche was taken, the
Hamons had increased their holdings to 29 quans of com and 12 swine; no cattle were
accorded to the family at that time (Robichaux 1973:128). Boudreaut was not listed in the
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Chapter4: Project Area Hislorv

1789 census as residing below Hamon. It appears that Boudreaut's propeny remained
unoccupied until the early l790s when it was acquired by Joseph Malbrough.

When the 1791 Census of Lafourche des Chetmachus was taken, the Hamons owned
100 quarts of corn, six head of cattle, a ~orse, and 30 swine (Robichaux ~974:l63). ~ile the
amount of corn is about average for this census, the Hamons owned shghtly more hvestock
than the average settler in the immediate vicinity.

Although the Hamons are listed in the 1?95,. 17~7, and ~798 censu~es. of. Bayou
Lafourche (Robichaux 1974), these documents provide little mformanon beyond mdicanng that
the Hamons, along with the Darois and Malbrough families, were still residing on their
respective properties throughout the remainder of the eighteenth century. Francois Malbrough,
Joseph's son, eventually acquired the lower half of Darois' six arpents (Section 21) during the
early 1800s, probably about 1805.

American Period: 1803·1989

Because most of the activity within the project area occurred after 1803 and propeny
usage changed dramatically during this period, the American Period is subdivided into two
sub-periods: the Plantation Period and the Commercial Period.

Plantation Period: 1803·1846

In addition to the land along Bayou Lafourche, the Hamons also claimed a 6-arpent
front tract of land that straddled Bayou Terrebonne (Sections 78, 141, and 154 through 170)
(Fi~ 12). Much of the Bayou TelTCbonne claim was subject to double concessions (land
claimed by more than one party), some of which involved Hamon's Bayou Lafourche
property. While the exact location of the Hamon home between 1785 and 1808 is unknown, it
was evidently located along the banks of Bayou Lafourche between present-day Church and
Jackson streets. It is assumed the Hamon home was located there because the 4-arpent front
by 4Q-arpent deep tract between Ridgefield Road and Church Street (Sections 22, 155,
and 171) was sold to Joseph Mourvan (also MOUITaD and Morvant) on 22 November 1808.
This sale was made for $900.00 cash and included all "... hereditaments and appunainces
[sic] thereunto belonging ..." (Lafo. Par., COB 'A', folio 28). Later in the same day,
Mourvan sold the entire tract to William Henry for $1,500.00 cash, a profit of $600.00 in less
than one day (Lafo. Par., COB 'A', folio 29). Although the historical records suggest the
Hamons resided between Jackson and Church streets, there is some archaeological evidence
that indicates there was some occupation between Church and An streets during the late­
eighteenth or very early nineteenth centuries.

Henry, the Sheriff of the County of Lafourche, was sued shonly after his purchase of
the property by Thomas de la Nueva, the Lafourche County Treasurer. As a result of this suit,
William S. Watkins, Sheriff of the Second Superior Coon, District of the Territory of Orleans,
seized the 4-arpent front tract from Henry. On 18 September 1809 the propeny was sold at a
Sheriffs sale to Bela Hubbard of Assumption Parish for $1,199.00 (Lafo. Par., OA 1819,
folio 249).

When the 1810 United States census was taken, no one was living on the Mourvan
tract. At that time, Guillaume Hamon was listed as living immediately below Francois
Malbrough and above Joseph Malbrough. Although the Hamons did not have any children in
their household in 1810 (then located on Section 23), the number of people residing on their
property was increased by the presence of one l8-year-old male slave (U.S. Pop. Census
1810:Lafo. manuscript returns). Bela Hubbard, the owner of Section 22, was still living in
Assumption Parish in 1810 (U.S. Pop. Census 181O:Assumption manuscript returns).
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12. Thibodaux and vicinity on the 1856 plat m p of Township 15 South, Range
16 East, Southeastern District, Louisiana ( ouisiana Department of Natural
Resources, Division of State Lands).

Although Bela Hubbard retained possession of Sec .on 22 for almost ten years, it does
not appear that he ever resided on the property. Apparen y Hubbard continued to reside in
Assumption Parish while he used the land in Lafourche .sh as a plantation, probably for
growing cotton. On 28 May 1819 Hubbard sold his -arpent front tract to Benjamin
Winchester of S1. James Parish for $1,300.00 (Lafo. Par., OA 1819, folio 251). Winchester
added this 4-arpent front traCt to the 3-arpent front he had p hased from Francois Malbrough
two days earlier (Lafo. Par., OA 1819, folio 248), presuma ly to form a large plantation.

While Winchester ran a plaqtation on the proper during his ownership, he never
resided there. What agricultural pr(xfucts might have en produced during Winchester's
ownership is unknown. However, conon was still the m st widely grown cash crop in the
Thibodaux area during the early 1820s and it is presumed that Winchester was growing that
crop there. It was not until the late 1820s that sugarcane gan to supplant cotton along the
lower reaches of Bayou Lafourche.

On 19 February 1827 Winchester sold both tracts f land to John Davidson Smith of
Concordia Parish for the sum of $5,500.00. This sale, whi h was made in New Orleans. also
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included a 6-arpent front of land along the west bank of Bayou Te~bonne, pan of ~e second
traCt of land that was previously claim~ by Guillaume~on.. Smce the back pomons of the
Bayou Lafourche traCtS were involved In double conceSSIOns With ~e Bayo~ Terrebonne ~ct.
the Bayou Lafourche traCtS were sold fl••• with all double concession or nght of preempnon
to the same ..." (Lafo. Par., COB 'D'. folio 247).

Smith apparently did not grow any sugarcane on his newly acquired. plantation for he is
not listed in the Statement of Sugar Made in Louisiana in 1828 and 1829 (Degelos 1892).
Because there were a number of absentee landowners in the Thibodaux area in the 1830s, it is
not possible to determine w~ w~ resi~g on Section 22 when the 1830,census was take.n.. ~t
is known, however, that Snnth did not reSIde on the property, at least not m 1830. As Snnth IS
not listed in the Statement ofSugar Made in Louisiana in the Year 1831 (Degelos 1831) and
took no mortgages out against the property, it would appear that he did not grow sugarcane on
the plantation during the latter years of his ownership.

On 30 April 1835 Smith sold five contiguous tracts of land totaling about 800 ac to
John J. Guion, of Vicksburg, Mississippi, and George Seth Guion, Concordia Parish Judge.
Although this sale was not recorded until April 1835, it was actually made 28 March 1835 in
Vidalia. Louisiana. This sale included Sections 21, 22, 23, 24, and 231.75 ac of the western
part of the Bayou Terrebonne traet formerly belonging to Hamon. The Guions, who were
brothers, each paid $3,750.00 cash for 50% interest in the property (Lafo. Par., COB 'L',
folio 163 and 165). George S. Guion, who eventually became a judge in Lafourche Parish,
was the father-in-law of Governor Francis T. Nicholls.

John Guion gave George Guion power of attorney of his half interest in the propetty on
6 May 1835 so that George could run the plantation (Lafo. Par., COB 'L', folio 178). Just
five months later, John sold his half interest in the plantation to his brother for $4,000.00.
This sale, however, was not recorded until 10 February 1836 (Lafo. Par., COB 'L',
folio 293).

On 26 April 1836 George and Caroline Guion took out a mongage from the Union
Bank of Louisiana for $10,000.00 against their holding of a plantation of about 850 superficial
arpents, 18 slaves, animals, farming implements, etc. (Lafo. Par., COB 'L', folio 355).
Apparently, the Guions were trying to raise money to develop a sugar plantation for they also
began to sell one superficial arpent (approximately 0.85 ac) lots carved from Section 22 of the
plantation in April 1836 (Lafo. Par., COB 'L', folio 367). To further aid in the development
of the sugar plantation, the Guions took out another mongage for $5,000.00 on their propeny
and slaves from Union Bank of Louisiana on 14 April 1838 (Lafo. Par., COB 'N', folio 248).
The Guions still owed Union Bank of Louisiana $8,750.00 when they took out a third
mortgage for $10,000.00 from Citizens Bank of Louisiana on 12 January 1840 (Lafo. Par.,
COB 'R', folio 164).

Although the Guions owned Section 22 in 1840, it is not known who, if anyone, was
residing there when the 1840 census was taken. In all likelihood, the project area portion of
Section 22 was uninhabited and was used as fields or pasture. In May 1842 George Guion
had James B. Grinnage layout a block of eleven lots of various shapes and sizes on the eastern
fringe of his plantation (Lafo. Par., COB'S', folio 98). The map made by Grinnage of these
eleven lots was not located and their exact location is currently unknown.

All of the aforementioned mongages made by the Guions were paid by 16 August 1842
when they took out yet another mortgage against the plantation for $15,000.00 from Union
Bank of Louisiana (Lafo. Par., COB'S', folio 133). The use of mongages to develop the
planta.?0n met wid;t considerable success; in 1844 some 361 hogsheads of sugar were produced
on Gwon's plantanon (Champomier 1844).
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Commercial Period: 1846-1989

From 1785 to 1846. the land within the project was used primarily for agricultural
purposes. During the Guion ownership. land usage -thin and around the project area
changed dramatically. In June 1846 Guion had E.D. Ri hardson layout the present project
area into six lots (Figure 13). The project area. still ou ide of the town limits in 1846. has
served primarily as an industrial/commercial area since it as first laid out into lots.

As can be seen from the 1846 map. Lots 200. 203 204. and 205 did not extend all the
way to Bayou Lafourche when they were originally laid ut. Between 1846 and 1905 these
lots extended only to the Public Road that ran on the Bay Lafourche levee, As noted above.
Bayou Lafourche was cut off from the Mississippi River' 1904 to prevent floodwaters from
entering the Lafourche region. Because Bayou Lafourche as no longer subjected to flooding,
the levees extending along the bayou banks became ob ete. The closing of the bayou also
made the batture along it desirable propeny, for it w no longer subjected to periodic
inundation. Therefore. the lots fronting the levee w extended to the bayou. Further
information about this change is provided below and in Ch pter 2.
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Figure 13. Portion of James B. Grinnage's 1846 map of Thibodaux. as copied by J.A.

Lovell. sbowing tbe original lot layout in t e project area (Laro. Par. Court
House).
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After 1846, each of the six lots laid out by E.D. Richardson follow different paths
through history. For this reason, each lot is discussed separately below. Due to the layout and
the nature of ownership of the lots, these discussions are presented by lot numbers rather than
parcel numbers assigned by the National Park Service. However, as the lots were often
subdivided and/or joined, it was deemed necessary to present the historical data in relation to
the National Park Service parcel numbers as well. Following the lot histories is a short
discussion of the rights-of-way for Art and Church streets.

Lot 205: 1846·1989

Lot 205 presently consists of two parcels of land: 109-02 (partial) and 109-10. The
division of Lot 205 into two separate parcels did not occur until 1930, when the southern
portion of the lot was sold to the city of Thibodaux to allow for the straightening of St. Mary
Street. Prior to this date, both parcels share a common history. The history of the complete lot
from 1846 to 1930 is presented below.

Parcels 109·02 (partial) and 109·10: 1846·1930

Lot 205, the westernmost lot of the six in the project area, is bound to the north by
Bayou Lafourche, to the east by Lot 204, to the south by St. Mary Street, and to the west by
Art Street (see Figure 2). When this lot was frrst laid out, however, its northern boundary was
the Public Road on Bayou Lafourche (see Figure 13). This road, essentially an extension of
West First Street, was located on top of the levee that extended along the banks of Bayou
Lafourche. From 1847 to 1904 the lot is described as fronting on the Public Road while St.
Mary Street is described as bounding the rear of the property.

George S. Guion sold Lot 205 for $1,000.00 to George L. Anderson on 1 March
1847. Anderson paid Guion $333.33113 cash for the propeny and took out a conventional
mongage from Guion for the balance of the sale. This mongage was to be paid off in two

. equal payments in March 1848 and March 1849 (Lafo. Par., COB 'X', folio 506).

In 1847 Anderson, along with Richard S. Larkin, ran the foundry or metalworks of
Anderson & Larkin, at an unknown location in Thibodaux. This firm was apparently a spin­
off of the frrm of J. Larkin & Co., a metalworks shop located in Thibodaux and controlled by
J. Larkin, George Anderson, and C.F. Hawley from at least 1844 to 1845 (Figure 14) (Lafo.
Gazette 16 Nov. 1844). The relationship between Richard Larkin and J. Larkin is unknown.
Hawley and Anderson also ran a company appropriately known as Hawley & Anderson
(Figure 15), who specialized in blacksmithing and engineering (Lafo. Gazette 16 Nov. 1844).

On 11 July 1848, Anderson took out a $178.75 mongage on the lot from William
Harmstead to pay "... for labor done to a house or building on the lot ..." (Lafo. Par.,
COB '2', folio 423). The house was built in pan by Henry Fleming. Fleming used tinted
hydraulic cement to finish the exterior of the house, giving it the appearance of stone. Fleming
also plastered the interior of the house at a cost of $0.45 per square yard. The plastering job
was completed by Fleming on 30 April 1847 (Lafo. Par., 5th Jud. Coun, Civil Suit #339).
This house, constructed in March and April 1847, is probably the same structure whose
foundation was partially uncovered during CEI's investigation of the site.

Anderson was apparently having severe financial difficulty even as he was building the
house on Lot 205, for he was involved in at least nine different lawsuits in 1848 alone. Five of
these lawsuits, totaling $1,037.93 plus costs and interest, were filed against the frrm of
Anderson & Larkin (Lafo. Par., 5th Jud. Court, Civil Suits #329, #331, #345, #352,
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Anderson was obviously still in dire financial strai at this time for he had to make two
loans to pay the $2,000.00 for the lo~. Even though they h d had lawsuits against him earlier,
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Figure IS. Advertisement or Hawley &
Anderson (Lafourche Gazelle,
16 Nov. 1844).

Figure 14. Advertisement or J. Larkin
& Co. (Lafo"rch~ G4z~lle,

16 Nov. 1844).

and #363). All five of these lawsuits stem from debts incurred for unspecified goods or
services received by Anderson and Richard S. Larkin bet een March and August 1848.

Fleming also sued Andersonfor $251.65 for nonp yment of goods and services related
to the construction of Anderson's house (Lafo. Par., 5th Jud. Court. Civil Suit #339). The
seventh suit was related to $136.82 worth of unspecifi goods and/or services provided by
Joseph A. Leblanc to Anderson (Lafo. Par., 5th Jud. Co , Civil Suit #405). One suit, John
R. Verret vs. Oscar F. Smith and George Anderson, res Ited when Anderson transferred a
$154.09 debt owed to him by Smith to Verret Smith did t pay Verret the debt and Anderson
was held liable (Lafo. Par., 5th Jud. :Coun, Civil Suit #30 ).

The last 1848 suit against Amderson was for $116 80 worth of various goods acquired
by Anderson on account from the estate of Louis Lamo ux on 22 March 1847. Anderson
purchased a variety of things from the Lamoureux esta , including a Franklin Stove, two
bureaus, 15 corner files, three steel squares, frame ten ts, key hole saws, gauges, planks,
lumber, and barrels (Lafo. Par., 5th Jud. Coun, Civil S it #397). Although it is stated in
Quigley & Co. vs. Anderson and Larkin that Anderso and Larkin were in the foundry
business (Lafo. Par., 5th Jud. Coun, Civil Suit #331), the tools purchased by Anderson
suggest an occupation more related to wood working or, ore specifically, coopering. These
items, however, may have been purchased solely for the c nstruction of Anderson's house and
had nothing to do with Anderson's business ventures.

Because Anderson was unable to payoff his debts Sheriff Mathurin Bourg seized his
propeny, which apparently included a cooperage, on 19 November 1848. On 2 December
1848, Bourg put Lot 205 up for auction. However, there ere no bids that reached two-thirds
of the appraised value of $2,800.00 of the propeny a this Sheriffs Sale. As no bids
approached the appraised value of the propeny, biddin was suspended until 6 December
1848. On the 6th of December, Anderson put in the hig est bid for the propeny-$2,000.OO
(Lafo. Par., COB 'AA', folio 351). This money was u d to payoff Anderson's assoned
debts.
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Anderson was able to persuade Henry Heming to lend him $293.91 and John R. Verret to lend
him $228.33 to pay for the lot. However, Anderson had to have E.D. Richardson, the
surveyor, and James Billieu to act as securities on these loans (Lafo. Par., COB 'AA',
folio 351).

Anderson kept the propeny for only about another year before selling it to Edward
Hays for $1,600.00 on 7 March 1850. Anderson's financial problems appear to have
improved somewhat by this time, as there were no mongages against the propeny when Hays
acquired it (Lafo. Par., COB 'BB', folio 577). However, Anderson was sued at least once
more for debts incurred by Anderson & Larkin in April 1848. This suit resulted when
Anderson ttansfem:d the $300.00 debt of Trasimond Roger to Octave EIfert of St. John the
Baptiste Parish. Roger was unable to pay the debt, and, once again, Anderson was held liable
(Lafo. Par., 5th Jud. Court, Ovil Suit #629).

When Anderson died three years later on 25 September 1853, his estate contained no
real eswe and had only $463.16 left in it after. all of his debts were settled. Included in
Anderson's succession were a tool chest, a broad axe, a post auger, assorted die punches,
saws, chisels, and hoop iron (Lafo. Par., Succ. #286). These items indicate that Anderson
maintained his occupation as a cooper until his death.

The 1850 census found Edward Hays and his wife Ellen Coulon (or Conclaw) living
on Lot 205 (U.S. Pop. Census 1850:Lafo. manuscript returns). Hays, a 40-year-old
Irishman, was operating his own cooperage on the property at that time. There may have been
multiple structures on Lot 205 in 1850, for several of the households around Hays had at least
one resident cooper.

The household listed immediately after Hays in the 1850 census was headed by Owen
Conclaw, a cooper. Two of the six individuals who lived with Owen Conclaw were also
coopers, one of whom was Harry Anderson. While it is not certain, it is assumed that Harry
Anderson was somehow related to George Anderson. John Duffy, who resided with the John
Farrel family next to Owen Conclaw, was also a cooper. In 1850, the Patrick Conclaw family,
which had no coopers, was listed as residing next to the Farrel family. Listed next to Patrick
Conclaw was the Thomas Moran family. Adjacent to the Moran family was a household
shared by widow Catherine Foret's family and Michael Fitzgerald's family. Fitzgerald was
also a cooper (U.S. Pop. Census 1850:Lafo. manuscript returns). Even if these people were
not residing on Lot 205, they were almost certainly involved with Hays' cooperage.

The Hays' first child, Edward Hays, Jr., was born on 13 June 1851. Marie Catherine
Hays, the Hays' only other child, was bom on 23 November 1852 (Hebert 1979a:260-261).
The family did not grow beyond this, as Edward Hays died on or about 9 March 1854 during a
visit to Mississippi. Following Edward Hays' death, half of the interest in his property went to
his wife; the other half was divided equally between his two children. Hays' cooperage
remained in operation after his death so that the family could benefit from its assets (Lafo. Par.,
Succ. #351).

On 7 April 1854 an inventory was made of Edward Hays' belongings (Table 1). This
inventory placed the assets of his propeny at $2,352.95. As Hays had debts totaling
$2,215.432/3, however, Ellen Hays did not have enough to suppon herself and her children
(Lafo. Par., Succ. #351).

One of Hays' debts in 1854 was to Foley & Townsend, owners of the neighboring
sawmill on Lot 204. Hays owed Foley and Townsend $45.44 for a variety of lumber he had
purchased on account from the sawmill between August 1853 and January 1854 (Lafo. Par.,
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Table 1. 1854 IDveDtory of tbe Estate of Edward Ilays (Laro. Par., Succ. #351).

Succ. #351). Hays, a cooper, undoubtedly had a close bu~iness relationship with Foley and
Townsend's sawmill and patronized the establishment freqll~ntly.

A second inventory was made of Hays' belongin son 5 April 1856 in an effon to
increase the estate's assets (Table 2) (Lafo. Par., Succ. #35 ). This second inventory does not
exactly match the earlier inventory and obviously reflec~ minor changes made in the Hays
household between 1854 and 1856.. While both inventories are helpful in that they provide
some idea of the lifestyle of the H~ys family during the mid-1850s, neither describes the
improvements made to the lot nor items that would likely be found in the archaeological record.

Ellen Hays and her children left Thibodaux and moved to New Orleans in the late
1850s. While living in New Orleans, Ellen married James Dyer. Ellen, who continued to use
her first husband's surname, had two children by James-Annie and Ella Dyer (Lafo. Par.,
COB '27', folio 328). Edward Hays' heirs apparently rented Lot 205 to the Rodrigue family
after their move to New Orleans for tile Rodrigue family 'r--as residing on the Hays' property
when the 1860 census was made (U.S. Pop. Census 1860 Laio. manuscript returns). While

Items

One center table
One side table and one sofa
Half dozen can (sic] bouom chairs and two rocking chairs
One looking glass
One bed!!UWt and bedding
One bureaux. one wasIwtand., one dressing gJass, and wode tab e
One doubIc bam=Iled gmt

One bedsreaet and bedding, annoir (ste]. small dressing gJass an~ a
small table and one aadle

Twelve wooden chairs. two tables, one safe and one clock. one
SlOW

Two bedsIeads andbeddings
One cooking SlOW and cooking utensils
One lot ofcrockery ware and tins
One lot of meIasses (sic] baIrels
One lot of Coopers tools, and one bale of hay

One spade. shovel, hoe, mice. crowbaa (sic]
One heiffer (sic]
A certain lot of ground situated in the parish of LafoUIChe

right-bank of the bayou Lafourche immediately above
town of Thibodaux desiP3*l on a plan of thiny lots r1~
and executed by E.D. Ricbartlson surveyor on the 1711 ne
1846 and being lot No. 205

AmouDt

$4.00
5.00
5.00
1.00

15.00
5.00

15.00

21.00

15.00
5.00
5.00
3.00
1.70
5.50
4.50
4.00

2,000.00
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Table 2. 1856 loveotory of tbe Estate of Edward Hays (Laro. Par., Succ. #351).

Items Amouot

One cen= sable $3.00
One side table 4.00
One sofa 3.00
One rocking chair 1.00
1/2 doz. can [sic] boaom chairs 2.00
One looking gJau .50
One diniDg sable 2.50
Another diniDg rable 3.50
One safe 4.00
One doz. common chairs 4.50
OnecJock 2.50
Coal stove 5.00
One bedste31 & bedding 18.00
One bedsIcad & bedding 9.00
One bureau 4.00
Two dressiDg glasses 1.00
One washsrand .50
One ward robe 20.00
One cooking stove 1.75
Two kirchen sables 1.5
One safe 1.00
Two bedsteads 1.00
Lot of Coopers tools 2.50
Lot of window sach [sic] .50
A double bancll [sic] gun 10.00
A lot of sundries 2.50
One cow 30.00

A certain lot of ground situated in said parish in the town of
Thibodaux or immediately above the said town of Thibodaux.
designated 00 a plan of thirty lots made and execured by ED.
Richardson Surveyor on the 17th Jone 1846 2,000.00

the Rodrigues were operating a cooperage at that time, it is not known whether they were
operating it for the Hays family or for their own benefit.

The exact chain of title during the remainder of the Hays ownership is uncertain since
the Hays lived in New Orleans and several legal documents were not located in the Lafourche
Parish counhouse. As best as can be detennined, Edward Hays, Jr., died while still a minor.
As a result of the death of Edward, Jr., Marie Catherine Hays received his 25% interest in their
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father's estate. Ellen Hays apparently gave Marie Cath one Hays her 50% interest in the
ownership of Lot 205 shonly after her sons death as well leaving Marie as the sole owner of
the property. In August 1881, howe~er, Ellen Hays was ven power of attorney in the affairs
of Marie Catherine Hays {Lafo. Par., COB '27', folio 328 .

On 6 July 1893 Annie and Ella Dyer acquired t 205 with all of the buildings and
improvements thereon from Marie Catherine Hays, their ep-sister, for the sum of $1.00. As
Ellen Hays, who still held power of attorney, stated that sh was a resident ofLafourche Parish
in this sale (Laio. Par., COB '27', folio 328), she may h ve been residing on the lot at that
time while Marie Catherine Hays was living in New Od ans. In fact. Ellen Hays may have
resided there, or at least in Lafourche Parish, since 18 1 when she was given power of
anomey.

As can be imagined, the $1.00 sale price in 1893 as merely a token of the property's
true value. Indeed, when the 1895 tax assessment was made, the property was valued at
$550.00 (Laio. Par., Tax Roll 1895: entry 309). Howev ,the assessed value of property in
Thibodaux during this period typically ran between one- . and one-fourth of the market
value. Hence, the true value of the property may be plac between $1,650.00 and $2,200.00.

The Hays' cooperage must have been defunct by 1893, or shortly thereafter, as the
1898 Sanborn Fire Insurance Company map depicts a b ery and dwelling on the premises
(Figure 16). The bakery depicted on the 1898 map con isted of several structures on the
comer of St. Mary and Art streets, along with several ou uildings in the surrounding yard.
The archaeological remains of many of these structures we destroyed in the mid-1970s when
Lot 205 was cleared to make way for a parking lot.

When the 1898 map was made. that portion of t 205 facing St. Mary Street was
given three street numbers~07, 806. and 805 St. Mary ( om east to west). Early-twentieth
century maps indicate the 805 S1. Mary address was the st commonly used for Lot 205, at
least until about 1915 when the street numbering system of Thibodaux was changed. This
modification resulted in the changing of the address of Lot 05 to 320 St. Mary.

An east-west fence line. essentially separating the b ery and its yard from the dwelling
on the northern end of the property, was present when the 1898 Sanborn Fire Insurance
Company map was made. Archaeological evidence sugges that this fence line was present on
the property shortly after it was acquired by George An erson. The east-west fence was
probably removed about 1905. A north-south fence dep cted on the 1898 map effectively
separated Lot 205 from Lot 204. Based on cartographic tao the north-south fence line was
probably removed about 1918 or 1919. Although it is not own when the north-south fence
line was erected, it was presumably built during the late 18 s.

When the 1898 Sanborn Fire Insurance Compan map was made, the bakery was
probably being run by Antoine Federine. On 1 March 189 ,Federine entered into a lease with
the Dyers. It gave him use of "... the Bakery and half of the yard attached thereto ... II

for $15.00 per month (Lafo. Par., COB '32', folio 432). sumably. Federine was residing
on the property as well as operating his bakery there.

The dwelling depicted in the northern half of t 205 on the 1898 Sanborn Fire
Insurance Company map is almost certainly the one cons cted by George Anderson in 1847.
The house. a one story wooden structure with a shingle oof. had one porch facing Bayou
Lafourche and another facing to the west. Two outbuil gs related to this structure were
located adjacent to the previously m,ntioned east-west fe ce line. near the center of the lot.
One or both of these structures proba~ly represent privies. 11 vestiges of these two structures
were destroyed when the lot was cleared in the mid-1970s.
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Figure 16. Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center project area in 1898 (alter Sanborn Fire Insurance Company 1898). Note tbe bakery

on tbe corner 01 Ice and St. Mary streets, tbe various dwellings, and tbe W.H. Ragan Foundry &: Macbine Shop in the
project area at that time. Also note W.H. Ragan's Thibodeaux Ice Factory to the immediate west 01 the project area.
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t.

I

Circa 1900 pbotograpb of tbe area (Lafourcbe Heritage Society
1989:17). From left to rigbt: agan Foundry & Macbine Sbop,
dwelling facing Bayou Lafourcbe on ot 204, bouse built by George
Anderson in 1847, and W.H. Ragan's Tbi odeaux Ice Factory.

It should be noted that the dwelling shown on Lot 05 in 1898 faces the levee, or, more
accurately, the Public Road on the levee, rather than any f the modem streets (see Figure 16).
While the 1898 map does not depict the Public Road u d as a boundary in all of the legal
documents from 1846 to 1904, its location on the levee m y be presumed due to the proximity
of structures along the toe of the levee and cartographic d photographic data. The remnants
of the old Public Road may be seen in a circa 1900 photo aph of the area (Figure 17).

The Dyers kept Lot 205 only until 2 April 1904 w en they sold it to William H. Jeffries
for $2,000.00 (Lafo. Par., COB '39', folio 238). Both t e Dyers and Jeffries were living in
New Orleans when this transaction was made. As noted arlier, Lot 205, as well as all those
lots now extending to Bayou Lafourche, fronted the Pub ic Road from 1846 to 1904. When
Jeffries purchased the property in April 1904, the Public Road was the northern boundary of
the lot. This is the most recent transfer in which the Pub ic Road is given as the boundary of
any of the properties within the project area

The 1907 Sanborn Fire Insurance Company map igure 18), made during the Jeffries
owner-ship of the lot, indicates that most of the struct es related to the bakery, with the
exception of the main building, had been removed. Int restingly, the main building of the
bakery had been convened into a dwelling by that time. The residents of the two dwellings
then on the propeny are unknown. Also of interest is th removal of the east-west fence line
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Figure 18. Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center project area in 1907 (after Sanborn Fire
Insurance Company 1907). Note the replacement of the bakery at the corner
of Ice and St. Mary streets with a dwelling and the replacement of the two
dwellings on Lot 204 by the 1905 Percy-Lobdell Building. Also note the coal
pile of the Thibodeaux Boiler Works Co., Ltd.

and the outbuildings related to the dwelling on the northern end of the propcny by that time. It
is presumed that most of these changes occurred shonly after Jeffries acquired the propcny in
1904. The north-south fence line, however, apparently remained standing until 1918 or 1919.
It should be noted that Lot 205 extended all the way to Bayou Lafourche by 1907 and that the
Morgan's Louisiana & Texas Railroad's Levee Track, now occupied the top of the old levee.
This railroad essentially replaced the old Public Road. Additionally, a fuel oil tank, possibly
related to the railroad, was present on the bayou side of the track in 1907 (Figure 18).

On 12 August 1911 Jeffries sold Lot 205 to Homer McGee of New Orleans (Lafo.
Par., COB '44', folio 44). McGee never resided on the propcny. In fact, the 1912 Sanborn
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Figure 19. Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center project rea in 1912 (after Sanborn Fire
Insurance Company 1912). Note tbe replace ent of tbe dweUin, at tbe corner
of Ice and St. Mary streets and tbe 1847 nderson bouse by tbe circa 1911
Sale Stable and the addition of tbe Percy-L bdell Co., Ltd., warebouse on tbe
bank of Bayou Lafourcbe.

McGee died in New Orleans during the mid-191Os
two daughters. McGee's heirs sold Lot 205 to Percy-La
$5,000.00 (Lafo. Par., COB '49', Eolio 389). In 1921
reorganized and became the Thibodaux branch of Inters
Par., COB '52', folio 315, File #5496). However, the

Fire Insurance Company map shows that a stable had rep aced all of the earlier structures on
Lot 205 (Figure 19), probably about 1910 or 1911. The eneral configuration of the stables
remained largely unchanged until its front was remov d in about 1930 to facilitate the
straightening of St Mary Street.

The 1916 Sanborn Fire Insurance Company map ( igure 20) shows few changes were
made to the property between 1912 and 1916. The most n table changes to occur in those four
years were the closing of the stables and the constrllctio of a small incline ramp near the
northwest comer of the stables, presumably to facilitate e e of transport of goods to and from
railcars. Other changes included the addition of fences to e rear of the stables between 1912
and 1916.
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Percy-Lobdcll Co•• Ltd. A complcte discussion of the Percy-Lobdell Co., Ltd., its
predecessors, and its antecedents is provided below in the discussion ofLot 204.

Thc 1927 Sanborn Fire Insurance Company map (Figure 21) indicates that few changes
had been made to thc propcny during the previous nine years. The most notable change made
on the lot was the conversion of the stables into a warehouse, which probably occurred
between 1918 and 1920. Other changes were the addition of the Scale Track (see discussion of
Lot 204) immediately south of the Levee Track and a platfonn that extended along the Scale
Track. Both features were erected between mid-1919 and 1924, The concrete slab occupying
the leveelrailroad bed at the time of the survey is undoubtedly related to the Scale Track.
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As noted above, Lot 205 was subdivided into t 0 separate tracts of land in 1930.
These two tracts have been designated by the National P Service as parcels 109-02 (partial)
and 109-10 (see below). As these two tracts follow differe t paths through history after 1930,
the post-1930 history of the two parcels is discussed separ ely below.
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Figure 21. WetlaDds AcadiaD Cultural Center project rea iD 1927 (after SaDborD Fire
IDsuraDce CompaDy 1927). Note the repl cemeDt of the Thibodaux Boiler
Works Co., Ltd.. structures and the J. Patr ck Hogan dwelliDg with the 1925
structures of the Gulf Oil Co. Also Dote th addition of the circa 1922 Scale
Track immediately Dortb of the Percy-Lobde I BuildiDg.
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Parcel 109-02 (partial): 1930-1989

In 1930, the southern portion of Lot 205 (Parcel 109-10) was sold and the front of the
stables remov«l to facilitate the straightening of St. Mary Street (see below). One stipulation
of the sale was that the Town of Thibodaux had to pay for the removal and reconstruction of
the front of the building (Lafo. Par., COB '364', folio 427, File #18969). After the St. Mary
portion of Lot 205 was sold in 1930 and the front of the warehouse removed shonly thereafter.
little changed on the main portion of the property, now known as Parcel 109-02 (partial). The
1932 Sanborn Fire Insurance Company map shows the shortened grocery warehouse, which
by that time had automatic sprinklers, and a new oil house and ramp from the warehouse to the
Scale Track (Figure 22). The warehouse remained standing until the mid 1970s (Figure 23).

.,,/-

Very little information pertaining to the last 50 years of cultural activity on this lot is v'
available. What information there is, vinually all in the form of oral interviews, is often

"contradictory. While it is common knowledge that a winery, or more accurately a bottling
plant, operated on the premises, it is not known when the plant was in operation. The best ! ;..

account of the winery was provided by Mr. Carrol Hernandez. Mr. Hernandez, who worked Ia.-j

as a traveling salesman for Percy-Lobdell Co., Ltd., during the early 1970s, stated that the F
winery was in operation at this location from at least 1970 to about 1972. According to Mr.
Hernandez, the wine was shipped in 55-gallon drums from Algeria to Thibodaux where it was
bottled by Vermat, Inc., for Safari Wines (personal communication 1989).

According to Mr. Hernandez, the winery building was a long narrow building about
three quarters the length of the Percy-Lobdell Building. Although Mr. Hernandez was not
positive, he believed the building was constructed with corrugated metal (personal
communication 1989), the same material noted on the earlier Sanborn Fire Insurance Company
maps. Mr. David Plater (personal communication 1989) stated that he believed the building for
the winery was demolished during the mid-1970s.

The date of demolition of the stables turned winery may well be correct, for the
property was acquired by J.G. Duplantis on 8 October 1975 along with all of the rest of the
property owned by Percy-Lobdell Co., Ltd. (Lafo. Par., COB '550', folio 118, File
#413546). At the time of this sale, Percy-Lobdell Co., Ltd., owned all of what eventually
became known as Parcel 109-02, as well as 50% interest in Parcels 109-04 and 109-12 (see
below for complete discussions on these additional properties).

Duplantis maintained possession of all of Parcel 109-02 for only two years. On 6 May
1977 Duplantis sold the remainder of Lot 205 to Deep South Sporting Center, Inc., along with
all of the other property he had acquired from Percy-Lobdell Co., Ltd. (Lafo. Par., COB
'594', folio 405, File #445807). This portion of Lot 205 was apparently used for parking by
Deep South Sporting Center, Inc. On 1 February 1982, the Martha Sowell Utley Memorial
Library Trust acquired all of the land belonging to Deep South Sporting Center, Inc., at a
mortgage sale (Lafo. Par., COB '763', folio 463, File #556448). The land was leased to The
Friends of the library, Inc., Thibodaux Chapter, on 2 September 1986 for parking associated
with the library established in the Percy-Lobdell Building. The property was then donated to
the National Park Service on 3 November 1988 (Landry 1989:1-2). A more complete
description of these transactions is provided in the discussion of Lot 204.

Parcel 109-10: 1930-1989

Parcel 109-10 composes the southern portion of Lot 205. The division of Lot 205 into
two separate parcels, 109-02 (partial) and 109-10, did not occur until 1930 when the southern
portion of the lot was sold to the city of Thibodaux to allow for the straightening of St. Mary
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Figure 22. Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center project area in 1931 (after Sanborn Fire Insurance Company 1931). Note the
addition of the automobile garage on Lot 101 and the fruit warehouse on Lot 201.

-~~---~~-----~--- - -



Figure 23. Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center project area in 1954 (courtesy of Sam
Hamilton). Note the removal of the dwellings from Lots 201 and 202.

StreeL Prior to this date, both parcels share a common history. The history of Lot 205 prior to
1930 and that portion of Parcel 109-02 since 1930 is provided above.

On 4 April 1930 John M. Dupont. manager of the Percy-Lobdell Co., Ltd.• Thibodaux
branch of Interstate Wholesale Grocers. Inc.• sold the 12-ft strip of Lot 205 adjacent to St.
Mary Street to the Town of Thibodaux for $300.00 (Lafo. Par.• COB '364'. folio 427.
File #18969). This small strip of land. now known as Parcel 109-10. was needed by the town
so that St. Mary Street could be straightened where it intersects with Art Street. This roadway

Chapter 4: Project Area History
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InllestigfJlions at the Wetlantis Acadian Cultwai Center

While a great deal is known about Gary, very little s known about Hawley. As noted
earlier, Hawley was involved in the J. Larkin & Co. metal orks business with J. Larkin and
George Anderson in the mid-1840s. Hawley was also a rincipal of the blacksmithing and
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realignment required the removal of the front of the ware ouse occupying Lot 205. Because
the front of the warehouse needed to be removed, the To n of Thibodaux had to rebuild the
front of the building after the removal of the original f~ (Lafo. Par., COB '364', folio 427,
File #18969).

The 1932 Sanborn Fire Insurance Company map shows the newly angled St. Mary
Street and the somewhat shoner grocery warehouse (se Figure 22). This parcel of land
remained in the possession of Thibodaux until it was acq. by the National Park Service in
1989.

Lot 204 is only one pan of Parcell09-Q2. t 204 was not combined with any
other lots until 1918, its history from 1846 to 1918 is pre nted as a separate entity. In 1918,
however, Lot 204 began to be combined with the neigh . g lots to form a larger tract of land
that eventually became known as Parcel 109-02. As the v ·ous lots included in Parcel 109-02
(Lots 205, 204, and part of 203) begin to follow a si· history, at least in terms of their
ownership, in 1920, the post-1920 history of all lots inel in this parcel is presented here as
part of the discussion ofLot 204.

Parcel 109-02 (partial):

Lot 204 was not sold by George S. Guion for aim t two years after he had the block
laid out into six lots in 1une 1846. In fact, it was not un 4 March 1848 that Guion finally
sold the unimproved lot to Patrick H. Gary and Charles E. Hawley. This sale, made for
$1,000.00, also gave Gary and Hawley the right to remo e sand from the bayou batture in
front of their lot as long as they did not impair the leve (Lafo. Par., COB '2', folio 120).
While it is not certain why Gary and Hawley purchased th right to remove the sand from the
batture, it would seem that this sand would have offered co venient fill for the lot.

Lot 204: 1846-1989

As can be imagined, this small strip of land has not hanged substantially since 1930, at
least not on the surface. The construction of the ro and assoned gas, water, sewer,
electrical, and telephone lines along the road have affec vinually the entire parcel. These
construction activities have probably ~stroyed whatever haeological feamres that may have
existed in this parcel. Whatever arclhaeological remains at might be left are probably too
enmeshed with the roadway, gas, and!electrical lines to f . ·tate reasonably safe excavation.

Both Gary and Hawley were leading Thibodaux ci ens when they purchased this lot.
Gary, a native of Virginia, served as a town trustee in 1 40 and again in 1854, 1856, and
1857. Immigrating to Thibodaux ~ 1anuary 1832, G worked as a salesman and book
keeper at Alfred Millard's store on ~e corner of Levee an Green streets. Gary remained in
Millard's employ until1anuary 1835 when he left the town for Texas and, later, New Orleans.
In 1838 he returned to Thibodaux amd opened a store on e corner of Levee and St. Louis
streets with George W. Squires and a Mr. Jenkins. ·s arrangement with 1enkins and
Squires lasted only until 1840 when the partnership was di Ived. Gary left Thibodaux again
shonly thereafter and found work as a steamboat clerk .n New Orleans. He once again
returned to Thibodaux in 1845, at which time he opened store with Adrien Leblanc on the
corner of1ackson and Main streets. Gary dissolved this p ership after only a few years and
began a new one with Hawley to build a sawmill just a ve the town (Martin 1972:17, 18,
35, 36).
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Chapter4: Project Area HislOry

engineering company of Anderson & Hawley during this same period. Fmally, Hawley served
as town trustee in 1842, 1843, 1844, 1846, and 1847 (Martin 1972:16, 17).

While Gary and Hawley retained possession of Lot 204 for only one year, they were
able to construct a sawmill on it. Unfonunately for Gary and Hawley, the sawmill burned
down, at least in pan, shonly after its construction (Manin 1972:36). Soon after the fIre,
James Brown purchased the lot for $1,954.46 on 13 March 1849. The sawmill's
"... engine, fIXtures, etc...." were also included in this sale (Lafo. Par., COB 'BB',
folio 96). After selling the sawmill, Gary and Hawley purchased the nearby Thibodaux
Foundry. The foundry was later bmned during the Civil War, as was the bridge over Bayou
Lafourche, which Gary had been instrumental in constructing (Martin 1972:36).

It is difficult, at best, to detennine who, if anyone, was residing on Lot 204 when the
1850 census was taken. Although Brown owned the propeny at this time, he was evidently
residing with eight other adult males, two of whom were carpenters, approximately one block
from the sawmill. Sumner Townsend, future owner of the lot, and his wife are listed in the
1850 census at a location that is consistent with the location of the sawmill (U.S. Pop. Census
1850:Lafo. manuscript retmns). In addition to Townsend, it is possible that some of the
coopers that were working in Edward Hays' cooperage on Lot 205 (see above) may have been
residing on Lot 204.

Within a year of the 1850 census, Brown began to run into financial trouble. In
January 1851 Brown was sued by Marcellin Lejeune for $350.00 owed to him for boards and
labor provided in the slimmer of 1850. While it is unclear why Brown, the owner of a
sawmill, was sued for nonpayment on a load of lumber, he eventually lost the case and had to
pay the debt to Lejeune in September 1852 (Lafo. Par., 5th Jud. Coon, Suit #784).

As further evidence of Brown's fInancial problems, he sold 50% interest in Lot 204
"... together with the undivided half of the buildings, Engine, planing mill, patent right to
said planing mill and all fixtures belonging ..." to John James on 14 March 1851 (Lafo.
Par., COB DD', folio 416). Brown had evidently made a number of improvements to the
propeny between 1849 and 1851, for even though the sale was for only 50% interest, it was
made for $2,200.00 (Lafo. Par., COB 'DD', folio 416). In July 1851 James G. Allen sold
30 bmels of com for $30.00 and a carriage for $150.00 to Brown and his neighbor James .
Frost (see Lots 200 and 203). Brown never paid his $165.00 share of the debt (Lafo. Par.,
5th Jud Court, Suit #1356).

Even as the Lejeune suit was pending, Brown was sued by Cleophas Gautreaux for
$306.56 for value received. Brown also lost this case and was ordered to pay Gautreaux on
21 April 1852 (Lafo. Par., 5th Jud Coon, Suit #1008). Five days later, Brown and James
sold the sawmill to Sumner Townsend and Arthur M. Foley (Lafo. Par., COB 'EE',
folio 596).

This sale was very complicated and subject to a number of conditions. When it was
made, Townsend and Foley held a $2,175.71 special mortgage on the propeny against Brown
and James (Lafo. Par., COB 'EE', folio 596). In addition to this mottgage, there was also a
mortgage on the propeny for $2,400.00 held by the minor heirs of Joseph F. Richard (Lafo.
Par., COB 'EE', folio 596). To further complicate matters, the sale included all buildings and
improvements on the lot except "... one cistern and one small cabin ..." (Lafo. Par.,
COB 'EE', folio 596). The occupant of the building and the reason the cabin was exempted
from the sale are unknown. The final condition of the sale stipulated that Foley and Townsend
would not be able to take possession of the premises until 21 February 1853 (Lafo. Par.,
COB 'EE', folio 596).

ss



Invt!stigarions at the Wetland.r AcatiiaIa Cukuroi Center

Brown died on 10 September 1853 (Hebert 1979 ·112). His creditors, however, did
not let up in their pursuit of what was owed them. As no above, Brown had been ordered
to pay Gautreaux the $306.56 owed him in April 1852. rown never paid the debt and his
estate was brought to Dial in 1854 (Lafo. Par., 5th Jud. un, Suit #1314). Brown's estate
was also sued by Allen for not paying for the corn and uggy delivered three years earlier
(Lafo. Par., 5th Jud. Court. Suit #1356). Sumner Town nei. the estate's administrator, lost
both cases.

Townsend and Foley were involved in several lawsuits during their three-year
ownership of the sawmill. However, since they apparentl owned another sawmill from 1849
until at least 1851 (Lafo. Par.• 5th Jud. Court. Suits #4 8, #870), it is not certain that the
lawsuits pertained to lumber produced at the mill on Lot 2 . In addition to producing lumber,
Townsend and Foley also operated a brick manufactory above town (Lafo. Par., 5th Jud.
Co~ Suits #889, #1250).

In April 1855 Townsend and Foley sold Lot 204 al ng with the planing mill to Joseph
Thimothe Ledet for $3.300.00. Of this $3,300.00, Ledet aid $1,100.00 cash and mongaged
the rest to Townsend and Foley (Lafo. Par., COB '2', foli 274). It appears that the sawmill
ceased to operate at the time of this sale or immediately th after, for when Ledet sold it two
weeks after buying it, no mention was made of the p ing mill (Laio. Par., COB '2',
folio 3(0).

When Ledet sold the property to Jean Baptiste He on 3 May 1855, the property was
still subject to the mortgage held by the minor heirs of Jo h Firmin Richard, as well as the
$2,200.00 mortgage held by Townsend and Foley. Ho vert one of the terms of the sale
stipulated that Ledet retain the mortgage held by Ric s heirs. While no mention of the
planing mill is made in this sale. the improvements on the peny must have been substantial
for Hebert to accept the $2.200.00 mortgage and still pay t $1,250.00. Of the $1,250.00,
Heben was to pay Ledet $416.00 in cash. while the re . er was mongaged (Lafo.Par.,
COB '2', folio 300). Interestingly, the same day Ledet sol the lot, he purchased the services
of a l3-year-old slave from Theodule Morillon for $4 0.00 cash (Lafo. Par., COB '2',
folio 303). As best as can be determined from these nts. Ledet purchased the sawmill,
removed its machinery, and then sold the propeny to He two weeks later.

Hebert kept the propeny until 15 January 1868 wh n he sold it to Honora Kissane (or
Kassiane), the wife of Charles de LaBretone. for $ ,400.00 (Lafo. Par., COB '11',
folio 302). Heben had paid off all of the mortgages agains the property by this time and none
were listed in this sale. It is not known what use the lot rved during Hebert's 13 years of
ownership. The absence of any lawsuits on Heben's be alf and the lack of mention of a
planing mill after the April 1855 sale suggest that the sa ·11 was no longer in operation.
Indeed, the 1860 census lists Jean Hebert, a "gentleman" as residing in a location that is
consistent with Lot 204 (U.S. Pop. Census 1860:Lafo. script returns). No other families
or individuals are known to have resided on the property at t time.

Kissane retained her ownership of the propeny for nly a shan while before her death
in 1871. When the inventory of Kissane's belongings as made on 22 April 1871, the
appraisers listed the value of Lot 204, Kissane's only po session, at $1,200.00 (Lafo. Par.,
Succ. #856). Two months after the inventory was made, e lot was sold back to Jean Heben
at a Sheriffs Sale for $1,100.00 (Lafo. Par., COB '14', folo 74).
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e, was registered on 29 June 1871
purchased the propeny, he sold it
ther complicated. When Heben

privelege [sic] claim originally in
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Heben's purchase of the propeny, for the second .
(Lafo. Par., COB '14', folio 74). The same day that He
to Evariste Maronge for $1,500.00. These two sales are
sold the lot to Maronge, Heben declared that he held "...
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favor of Pierre Bouree ..." for $480.19 "... being on a cenain building and two cisterns
situated on said premises ..." (Lafo. Par.• COB '14'. folio 75). From the available
information. it appears that Kissane had sold the building. which then served as a store. and
the cisterns to BOurCe while maintaining possession of the lot and the remainder of the
improvements thereon. In a private sale made on 17 March 1871. Bouree sold the structures to
Hebert (Lafo. Par., COB '14'. folio 75). Since Heben already owned the building and
cisterns when he bought the lot from Kissane's estate, they were specifically exempted from
that sale (Lafo. Par., COB '14', folio 74).

While it is interesting to speculate that the strUctures exempted in the 1871 sale are the
same as those exempted in the 1852 sale of the lot, it is uncenain, as no mention of the
structures are made in the two 1855 sales or the 1868 sale. It is also uncertain why the
property declined in value so dramatically between 1868 and 1871. The ?nly possible
explanation is that some of the earlier structures were removed from the lot dunng this three­
year period.

The 1898 Sanborn Fire Insurance Company map was made during Maronge's
ownership of Lot 204. This map depicts two one-story, shingle-roofed, dwellings along the
lot's western edge (see Figures 16 and 17). Interestingly, one of the buildings faces the Public
Road to the nonh while the other faces St Mary Street to the south. The presence of the fence
between the two suggests that one or both of the structures were treated as separate rental
properties at that time. It is not known which. if either. of these struCtures served as the store
mentioned in the 1871 sale of the lot The lack of map coverage for the eastern portions of the
the lot make it difficult to state what, ifany, structures existed there.

As a result of the 1871 sales, Evariste Maronge was able to claim possession of the lot
and all of the improvements on it Maronge maintained possession of the property until his
death in 1905 (Hebert 1985:65). Upon his death, ownership of the property was transferred to
his daughter Octavie Maronge Frost, Maronge's wife having preceded him in death (Lafo.
Par., COB '39', folio 761). Octavie had married James A. Frost, son of James Frost and
Almira E. Ragan (see Lots 200 and 203), in 1868 (Hebert 1979b:272).

Octavie Maronge Frost retained possession of Lot 204 only until 12 April 1905 when
she sold it to Dr. Thomas Stark, president of Lobdell Co., Ltd. This sale, made for
$3,850.00, included all the buildings and improvements then on the propeny (Lafo. Par.,
COB '39', folio 761). While this may not seem to be a great deal of money today, it was a
considerable sum in 1905. The $3,850.00 paid for this lot is almost double the $2,000.00 paid
for Lot 205 in 1904. From the purchase price alone, it would appear that the present Percy­
Lobdell Building was at least in the process of construction at the time of this sale.

The valuation of Lot 204 made by early-twentieth-century tax assessors lends suppon
to the 1904-1905 consttuction date of the Percy-Lobdell building. Lot 204's tax value in 1900
was only $50.00 more than the $500.00 value placed on Lot 205, but $1,450.00 less than the
foundry on Lots 200 and 203 (Lato. Par., Tax Roll 19OO:entries 282-284). Things had
changed very little by 1904 when Lot 204 was valued at $500.00, the same as Lot 205 (Lato.
Par., Tax Roll 1904:entries 245, 246). When the 1905 tax assessment was made, however.
the value of Lot 204 had increased to $2.000.00 while Lot 205's value remained constant
(Lato. Par., Tax Roll 1905:entries 287. 288). This would suggest that construction of the
present Percy-Lobdell building was begun between late 1904 and early 1905. As the assessed
value of Lot 204 increased to $5,000.00 in 1906 (Lato. Par., Tax Roll 1906:entry 284), the
Percy-Lobdell Building apparently was not completed until late 1905 or early 1906.

One last point of interest about the 1905 sale of Lot 204 is that it is the fIrst in the
project area to designate St Mary Street as the front of the property. This indicates that what
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was once considered to be the fronl of Lots 200, 203, 2 ,and 205 was switched from the
Public Road on the levee between the April 1904 sale 0 Lot 205 and the April 1905 sale of
Lot 204. This change is very important since it indicates Sl Mary Street began to function
as the primary thoroughfare out of Thibodaux sometime .thin this 12-month period. More
imponantly, it indicates when the owners of those lots wallowed to extend their boundaries
all the way to the bayou. When the Public Road was n~ the owners of these lots were
able to claim the land betweea the edge of Bayou Lafourch and the old road. All sales of these
four lots made after 1904 provide the bayou as the n nhern boundary of the propeny.
Although this was a substantial addition to each of these 1 ts, no records of the transfers to the
individual lot owners were located.

Because the Percy-Lobdell Building and the co any that built it, the Percy-Lobdell
Co., Ltd., figure prominently in the history of the area, th company's history prior to 1905 is
discussed here. The company first appears in the court re in January 1901 when John L.
Lotxiell and Peter R. Percy of Lobdell and Percy Co., L ,leased a portion of a lot on the
southwest comer of Sl Mary Street and C1urch Street ( Figure 18) from Margaret Adam,
the widow of Remont Auslet, for five years (Lato. Par., OB '35', folio 112). Lotxiell and
Percy later used this property to establish a grocery (Oubre 1988).

On 26 March 1904 Lotxiell, president of Lo 11 and Percy Co., Ltd., sold the
company's assets to Thomas Stark, president of Lobdell 0., Ltd., for $30,000.00. This sale,
which was essentially a reorganization of the company, eluded the store on the lot leased
from Auslet, a flatboat, livestock, carts, buggies, agricul implements, and all merchandise
owned by Lobdell and Percy Co., Ltd. (Lato. Par., COB ' 9', folio 229). In April 1905 Stark
purchased Lot 204 (see above). It would appear that th Lobdell Co., Ltd., moved almost
immediately to its new property, for the 1905 tax asses ment lists the company in a place
consistent with Lot 204 (Lato. Par., Tax Roll 1905:entri 287,288). The company's quick
move to the new property lends further suppon to the e ly 1905 construction of the Percy­
Lobdell Building.

While the exact date of construction of the pres nt Percy-Lobdell Building is not
cenain, it was definitely there by 1907, as depicted on th Sanborn Fire Insurance Company
map of that year (see Figure 18). Also included on the peny in 1907 was a loading ramp
leading from the rear of the building'to Bayou Lafourche d a small structure on the bayou's
edge that probably served as a shed or warehouse. As n ted in Chapter 3, the Levee Track
was constructed by this time. This track was probabl constructed to allow the various
industries in the area to take advantage ofrail ttansponatio

On 14 January 1909 the Lobdell Co., Ltd., was ged with the Percy Grocery Co.,
Ltd., to form Percy-Lotxiell Co., Ltd. Stark was still presi ent of the Lotxiell Co., Ltd., when
the merger took place. E.U. Morvant, quite probably a scendant of Joseph Mourvan (see
above), was the president of the Pc;cy Grocery Co., Ltd. When this merger was made, the
five members of the board of directprs from each of the arent companies joined to fonn a
single, lo-member board (Lato. Par~, COB '41', folio 694 .

Some insight into the business activities of Percy Lobdell Co., Ltd., may be gained
through the J.L. Basset Collection held in the archives t Nicholls State University. This
collection contains several lists of goods purchased on ac unt by Basset from the company in
1910. Some of the goods listed in these sales include lam gloves, potted ham, tomato paste,
vanilla wafers, chips, snuff, various cigars, and "Bud Be ." The Percy-Lotxiell Co., Ltd.,
was also the distributor of an Anheuser-Busch beverage ed "Bevo" (Figure 24).

John L. Lobdell died suddenly at his home in W efield, Louisiana, on 14 August
1910 (Commercial Journal 1910:1). Lobdell's obitu . stated that he was a prominent
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Chapter 4: Project Area History

Figure 24. Advertisement for Anbeuser-Buscb's "Bevo" soft drink (Thibodaux
Commercial Journal, 17 May 1919).

planter, as well as a wholesale merchant in Thibodaux (Commercial Journal 1910:1). The
obituary also notes that' Lobdell, a resident of Thibodaux until 1909, was buried in Baton
Rouge, Louisiana (Commercial Journal 1910:1). Lobdell's death may have affected those
around him, but it apparently did not affect the organization of Percy-Lobdell Co., Ltd. No
changes were made in the company's name or its organization at this time.

The 1912 Sanborn Fire Insurance Company map (see Figure 19) shows that no
substantial changes had been made to the Percy-Lobdell Building in the previous five years.
The shed on the bayou's edge, however, was enlarged somewhat during this same five-year
period. More importantly, a large grain warehouse was built adjacent to the shed and over the
earlier loading ramp sometime between 1907 and 1912 (Figure 25).
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Figure 25. Circa 1912 view of the project area, as se D from
(Lafourche Heritage Society 1989:16). Fro left to right: SoutherD Pacific
Railroad PasseDger & Freight Depot, W.H. RagaD FouDdry & MachiDe Shop,
Percy-Lobdell BuildiDg, aDd the Percy-Lobd II Co., Ltd., shed.

Between 1912 and 1916, a large overhang was ed to the rear of the Percy-Lobdell
Building (see Figure 20). This new overhang stretched m the rear of the building to the
southern edge of the Levee Track. The shed was also su stantially enlarged during this four­
year period and an elevator was added to the 1912 gr warehouse. The 1916 map also
depicts a platform along the edge of Bayou Lafourche, ex ending from the grain warehouse to
an oil warehouse located on the boundary of Lots 200 and 203.

Parcel 109-02 (partial): 1918-1989

As noted above, the Percy-Lobdell Co., Ltd., b an to purchase several of the lots
adjoining Lot 204 in 1918. Lot 205, purchased on 11 ly 1918 (see above), was the first
adjoining lot to be acquired by the company. Just a litt! over one and a half years later, the
company acquired both Lots 200 and 203 along with a s all portion of Lot 202 from William
H. Ragan. Jr., (see below). This acquisition resulted i the Percy-Lobdell Co., Ltd., and
Octave J. Toups' ownership of the entire block of the proj ct area.

During this period, the Percy-Lobdell Co.• Ltd., tered an agreement with Morgan's
Louisiana and Texas Railroad and Steamship Compan to build a 180-ft-long scale track
between the existing Levee Track and the Percy-Lobdell uilding. As the Scale Track was to
be built primarily for the use of the Percy-Lobdell Co., Lt ., the agreement stipulated that they
were to pay for the track's installation and maintenance hile Morgan's Louisiana and Texas
Railroad and Steamship Company would conduct the actu construction. This agreement also
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Chapter 4: Projecl Area Hislory

allowed Morgan's Louisiana and Texas Railroad and Steamship Company to weigh empty
stock cars on the scale (Lafo. Par., COB '50', folio 392).

In February 1921, the Percy-Lobdell Co., Ltd., was purchased by Interstate Wholesale
Grocers, Inc., for $362,948.41 cash. Included in this sale were $239,904.16 worth of goods
held by the Percy-Lobdell Co., Ltd., in Thibodaux and Lockpon. The Percy-Lobdell Co.,
Ltd., was reorganized at that time to form the Thibodaux branch of Interstate Wholesale
Grocers, Inc. (Lafo. Par., COB '52', folio 315, File #5496). Interestingly, the Percy-Lobdell
name was not altered to reflect this change. It is quite possible that the Percy-Lobdell name
was well recognized by this time and Interstate Wholesale Grocers, Inc., did not want to lose
or confuse any of their buyers.

Interstate Wholesale Grocers, Inc., did not retain possession of all of Percy-Lobdell
Co., Ltd., real estate for very long. On 2 lanuary 1925 Interstate Wholesale Grocers, Inc.,
sold part of Lot 200 and 50% interest in portions of Lots 200, 202, and 203 to the Gulf
Refining Co. of Louisiana (see below). The remainder of the land held by Interstate Wholesale
Grocers, Inc., later became known as Parcel 109-02. A map of much of the project area was
made by 1.A. Lovell on 1 August 1924 to illustrate the land included in this sale (Figure 26).
Fortunately, this map also depicts Lot 204, which was not affected by this sale. The 1924 map
shows that no changes had been made to the major structures of Lot 204 since the 1916
Sanborn Fire Insurance Company map was drawn. Minor structures are not depicted on the
1924 map.

In lanuary 19Z1 the Sanborn Fire Insurance Company made another map of Thibodaux
(see Figure 21). This map indicates that the only additions made to Lot 204 since 1916 were
the construction of the Scale Track and a raised platform along one portion of it. The only
change made to the existing S1I'Uetures on the lot consists of the addition of an overhang to
portions of the warehouse. Since this map does not show the walkway between the warehouse
and the oil warehouse on Lots 200 and 203, it would appear that it had been removed sometime

. between 1916 and 1927. It is also noted on the 1927 map that the Percy-Lobdell Building had
automatic sprinklers installed by that time, while the warehouse and the addition of the rear of
the Percy-Lobdell Building had no sprinlders.

Five years later, another Sanborn Fire Insurance Company map was made of
Thibodaux (see Figure 22). Several changes had occurred on Lot 204 between 1927 and
1932. The addition to the rear of the Percy-Lobdell Building had been removed by 1932 and
the warehouse and shed on the edge of the bayou had been substantially altered and reduced in
size since 1927. This map also indicates that a small portion of the front of the lot had been
removed to allow for the straightening of S1. Mary Street in 1930 or 1931 (see above).
Interestingly, the 1954 map of the area (see Figure 23) does not reflect the changes shown on
the 1932 map, possibly indicating that the 1954 map may have been copied from an earlier
map.

The Percy-Lobdell Co., Ltd., remained in operation in Thibodaux until the early 1970s
(see above). As a result of a suit filed by Cora Lee Fisher et al., Interstate Wholesale Grocers,
Inc., went into liquidation (Lafo. Par., 20th Iud. Coun, Civil Suit #37608). On 8 October
1975 J.G. Duplantis purchased all of the Interstate Wholesale Grocers, Inc., land in the project
area (Lafo. Par., COB '550', folio 118, File #413546). The land included in this sale is now
known as Parcel 109-02 and consists of the bulk of Lots 205 and 203, all of Lot 204, and 50%
interest in small portions of Lots 202 and 203. Duplantis kept this property only until it was
purchased by the Deep South Sporting Center, Inc., on I February 1977 (Lafo. Par.,
COB '594', folio 405, File #445807). Deep South Sporting Center, Inc., opened a sporting
goods store in the Percy-Lobdell Building shonly thereafter (Fred Detro, personal
communication 1989).
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26. Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center project rea in 1924 (Lafo. Par., COB '56',
folio ISO, #10700). Compare the location of the J. Patrick Hogan bouse to
its location in 1927 (see Figure 21).

On 31 December 1980, Mrs. Martha Sowell Utl created the "Manha Sowell Utley
Memorial Library Trust" to finance the construction of a new public library in Thibodaux
(Landry 1989:1). On 1 February 1982 the trust acquired I of Parcel 109-02, which included
Lot 204 and the Percy-Lobdell Building, from Deep So Sporting Center, Inc. (Lafo. Par.,
COB '763', folio 463, File #556448). Four years later, n 29 May 1986, the Martha Sowell
Utley Memorial Library Trust sold the propeny to The F ends of the Library, Inc., Thibodaux
Chapter. This sale, which was in essence a donation stipulated that the Percy-Lobdell
Building be used as a library and/or a cultural center (Lan 1989: 1).

62

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



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

Chapter 4: Project Area History

On 2 September 1986, The Friends of the Library, Inc., Thibodaux Chapter,leased the
Percy-Lobdell Building for 12 years to the Lafourche Parish Council for use of the Thibodaux
Branch Library. Renovation of the Percy-Lobdell Building was begun shortly after this lease
was made. Funding of the renovation was derived from the lease to the Lafourche Parish
Council, donated services. and financial donations received by The Friends of the Library, Inc.
After the renovations were complete, the Thibodaux Branch Library was given 10,000 sq ft on
the second floor of the Percy-Lobdell Building to install a library (Landry 1989:1-2).

Prior to the completion of the renovations, the Jean Lafitte National Historical Park and
Preserve notified The Friends of the Library, Inc., that Hamilton and Associates had been
selected to design a Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center in Thibodaux. On 3 November 1988
The Friends of the Library, Inc•• donated all of Parcel 109-02 along with the Percy-Lobdell
Building to the Jean Lafitte National Historical Park: and Preserve. This donation stipulated
that the second floor of the Percy-Lobdell Building continue to be used as a library for a period
of 50 years (Landry 1989:2).

At the time of the April-May 1989 archaeological survey, the majority of Lot 204 was
occupied by the Percy-Lobdell Building (Figure 27) while the bulk of the lot to the rear of the
building was occupied by the levee/railroad track bed. The batture area, once the site of the
warehouse and shed along the bank of Bayou Lafourche, was overgrown with small trees and
weeds at the time of the survey.

. -_ .. --~-- .:':-.-~~~~"'"

Figure 27. North ra~de or the Percy-Lobdell Building in 1989 (2 May 1989).
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While the subdivision and recombination of these 0 lots may seem confusing at flISt,
the situation is somewhat improved by the fact that bo Lots 200 and 203 share a common
history from 1846 until 1925. Because of this, they are ted as one unit from their layout in
1846 until 1925, at least in terms of ownership. As no above, both lots were subdivided in
1925 and the different parcels are treated somewhat diffi ntly. As several of the parcels share
common histories with one another, as well as with other parcels, some of them are discussed
together for the period beginning in 1925.

Parcels 109-62 (partial), 109·04 ( rtial), 109-05,
109-11, and 109·12: 1846-1925

This section traces the history of both Lots 200 d 203 from 1846 until 1925. The
discussion penains to Lot 200's Parcels 109-05, 109-1 , and 109-12, as well as Lot 203's
Parcels 109-02 (partial) and 109-04 (partial) for this peri

Lot 200 was the first of the six lots in the project a to be sold by George S. Guion.
On 1 June 1846, Guion sold the unimproved lot to Cap . Ferdinand M. Streck of Ascension
Parish for $1,200.00 (Lafo. Par., COB 'X', folio 29). El ven months after Streck purchased
Lot 200, he purchased Lot 203 from Guion for $900. (Lafo. Par., COB 'Y', folio 205).
The disparity in prices of these two lots, which were es tially the same size, is probably due
to Lot 2oo's location on the comer of the Public Road and urch Street

Lot 200 is now bound by Bayou Lafourche to the north, Church Street extension to the
east, Lot 201 to the south, and Lot 203 to the west (see igure 2). Today, this lot consists of
three separate parcels of land-Parcels 109-05, 109-11 and 109-12. As Lot 200 was not
subdivided into three parcels until 1925, the history of th enm lot is provided as one unit for
the period 1846 to 1925. Although the three parcels sh a similar history after 1925, their
histories from 1925 until 1989 are presented separately low.

Lot 203 is bound to the north by Bayou Lafourc , Lot 200 to the east, Lot 202 to the
south, and Lot 204 to the west (see Figure 2). While .s would be an undesirable layout
today, as it leaves no access to an existing street, it sho be remembered that from 1846 to
1904 this lot faced the Public Road along Bayou Lafo he. Today, this lot consists of two
parcels of land-l09-02 (partial) and 109-04 (partial). S ce the lot was not subdivided until
1925, the two parcels share a common history fro 1846 until 1925. In 1925 the
southernmost portion of Lot 203 was combined with th westernmost portion of Lot 202 to
form what eventually became Parcel 109-04. Because e history of these two parcels differ
after 1925, their history after that date is provided separat ly.

While Streek never resided on either of these 10 , he does deserve some discussion.
Streck was a prominent trader and steamboat captain n Bayou Lafourche. Prior to the
introduction of steamboats in the Lafourche district, Stre k ran sailing ships between Bayou
Lafourche and New Orleans. In 1825 Streck brought the t steamboat, the Eagle, down the
bayou. As the years progressed, Streck acquired seve more steamboats (i.e., Viola and
FM. Streck) and established a regular and lucrative route tween Bayou Lafourche and New
Orleans. To help keep his steamboats fully loaded, Strec built several warehouses along the
bayou. Planters and merchants were allowed to use S k's warehouses free of charge,
presumably so they would use his boats to send their g to New Orleans.

Even though Streek kept both lots until 1850, it i doubtful any substantial structures
were erected on them during his ownership. Streck ongaged Lots 200 and 203 for
$1,250.00 to Michael Welsh shonly after he bought em (Lafo. Par., 5th Jud. Coun,
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Chapter 4: Project Area HislOry

Suit #890). Streck failed to pay the mongage off and Welsh was forced to sue him to get his
money. Welsh won the case and on 2S March 1850 Micbacl Welsh pun:hascd the two lots for
$2.500.00 (Lafo. Par., COB 'BB', folio 615). Although this sale included improvements to
the lot, it was made for only $400.00 more than when Streck originally purchased the
unimproved lots.

Welsh retained possession of Lots 200 and 203 for less than a month before selling
both to James Frost on 22 April 1850 for $2,600.00 (Lafo. Par., COB 'EE', folio 493).
James Frost was one of the many prominent citizens of Thibodaux to own land in the project
area. Frost had a partnership in a house building company with Morgan Springer in the late
1840s and 18508 (Lafo. Par., 5th Jud. Court, Suits #342, #368, #466, and #781). Prior to
Frost's business venture with Springer, he had a similar partnership with Absalom Kees (Uzee
1987:11). Frost and Kees' most important building is St. John's Episcopal Church in
Thibodaux, only two blocks from the project area (sec Chapter 3).

It is not possible to determine who, if anyone, was residing on Lots 200 and 203 when
the 1850 census was taken. Frost was not residing on the property at this time, as his home
was located three blocks away, between St. Louis and St. Philip streets (probably near the
historic Henry William Frost home on the comer of St. Philip and Sixth streets). Given the
proximity of Lots 200 and 203 to the sawmill on Lot 204 and Frost's occupation as a house
builder, it would seem likely that Frost used the two lots for his construction business. It is
possible that Frost rented out all or a portion of the lots to merchants wanting to take advantage
of the lots' good location, particularly of Lot 200.

James Frost kept both lots until his death on 15 September 1853. Based on Frost's
succession, it would appear that he may have had a lingering illness prior to his death. In the
year and a half prior to dying, Frost pun:hased a quantity of drugs on account from Lafont and
Blanchard in 1852 and Blanchard and Ransom in 1853. The more than eight pages of drugs
pun:hased by Frost in 1852 and 1853 include Electric Febrifuge, Radway's Ready Relief,
Gooey's (7) Bitters, Kecs Bitters, Henry's Magnesia, Wright's Pills, quinine pills, opium
pills, morphine, and Dally's Pain Extractor (Lafo. Par., Succ. #279). As the Yellow Fever
epidemic was running rampant through Thibodaux at the time ofFrost's death, it is conceivable
that he died of that disease.

In addition to the above-mentioned medical bills, Frost's rather lengthy succession also
contains a number of receipts from other area merchants for goods and services pun:hascd on
account. Among those Frost was in debt to were Patrick H. Gary (see discussion of Lot 204),
for "shoeing"; Aaron B. Ragan (Frost's brother-in-law), for groceries; and Foley and
Townsend (see discussion of Lot 204), for I-in and 2-in planks and a load of sawdust (Lafo.
Par., Succ. #279).

An inventory of Frost's possessions was made on 10 October 1853 (Lafo. Par.,
Succ. #279). While the inventory describes the boundaries of Lots 200 and 203, it provides
no description of the improvements on them. However, as the lots were valued at only
$2,200.00, only $100.00 more than when Streck had originally bought them, the
improvements must not have been very substantial. At the succession sale of Frost's property
on 11 January 1854, the two lots were pun:hased by Almira E. Ragan Frost, James Frost's
wife, for $2,200.00 (Lafo. Par., COB '1', folio 8). While much of Frost's property was sold
at the succession sale, the remainder of his extensive holdings were divided among his wife
and four children (James Aaron, Richmond Augustus, Henry William, and Mary Elizabeth)
(Lafo. Par., Succ. #279).

Following the elder Frost's death, Almira Ragan Frost was named tutrix of their minor
children while Mary B. Ragan, her sister, was named as undertutrix. Almira Ragan Frost,

6S



In~stigfJliolls Ql 1M Wetlands AauiUua CultwtJi Center

however, died in late 1855 or early 1856, leaving Ragan as the tutrix of the Frost
children. Unfonunatdy for them. Mary Ragan, their aunt died within a year of becoming the
tutrix (Lafo. Par., Succ. #279).

After the death of both the tutrix and the und trix, John C. Ragan, Almira and
Mary's brother, was named tutor of the children (Lafo. P ., Succ. #279). Things seem to go
badly for the minor Frosts after their uncle was named as eir tutor. On 27 February 1857 it
was decided at a family meeting that both Lots 200 and 03 should be sold together as they
were "... of no advantage, but a sourse [sic] of expen e ... and subject to deterioration
in the improvements upon there ..." (Lafo. Par., Succ. 79). Two years later, the Ragans
decided the Frost's ft••• good commodious dwelling ouse ...", slaves, and movables
should be sold (Lafo. Par., Succ. #279). Both of these ecisions appear to be the work of
John C. Ragan.

It is rather obvious that when the documents relat to the two above family meetings
are combined with other documentS of Frost's successio ,John C. Ragan was taking many
liberties with the Frost succession at the expense of Frost s children. Indeed, James A. Frost
sued John C. Ragan in June 1868 on behalf of himself and his siblings. James A. Frost
accused his uncle of mismanagement of their father's esta . By John Ragan's own admission,
he owed the estate $13,225.01, no small sum in 1868. Ju 'cc eventually prevailed, however,
and John Ragan's property was seized in partial payment f his debt (Lafo. Par., Succ. #279).

As noted above, the Ragan family decided in Fe 1857 to sell Lots 200 and 203
on behalf of the minor children of James Frost The sale did not occur, however, until
the lots and the buildings thereon were purchased by Oc ve L. Blanchard at a Sheriffs Sale
for $2,000.00 on 9 March 1858 (Lafo. Par., COB '5', foli

Octave Blanchard was a man of many facets who wned a variety of establishments.
One of his more notable possessions was the "National ouse:' which served as a coffee
shop, billiards saloon, and restaurant (Lafo. Par., 5th Jud Court, Suit #361). In addition to
the National House, Blanchard ran a wholesale and retail ery (Lafo. Par., 5th Jud. Court,
Suits #479 and #597) and a sawmill with Henry Foley o. Par., 5th Jud. Court, Suit #356;
Lafo. Par., 3rd. Jud. Court, Suit #59). Blanchard also nted Orange Grove Plantation, a
1,821-ac sugar plantation (Lafo. Par., 5th Jud. Court, Sui #597).

Blanchard was inwlved in a number of lawsuits d ' g his eight years of ownership of
Lots 200 and 203. While these lawsuits do not provide uch information on the lots within
the project area, they do shed some light on Blanchard. lone of the more interesting suits,
OL. Blanchard vs. The Steamboat Music, Blanchard accu ed the captain of the steamboat of
purposely running down his flatboat and causing $125. worth of damage (Lafo. Par., 5th
Jud. Court, Suit #24). !

While Frost never did reside on Lots 200 and 203, lanchard did, at least in 1860. The
1860 census places Blanchard, his wife Euranie Folse, the seven children, and a seamstress
and her daughter on these two lots. •According to this ce sus, Blanchard was a cooper with
real estate valued at $10,000.00 (U.S. Pop. Census 1850: afo. manuscript returns). It is not
known if Blanchard's cooperage was located on Lots 200 203.

Blanchard kept Lots 200 and 203 through the ivil War. Following a series of
lawsuits flled against him in 1866, Blanchard sold bo lots for $2,500.00, along with a
judicial judgement against Lucius Suthon for another $2 500.00 to James F. Thompson on
14 December 1866 (Lafo. Par., COB '10', folio 362). It i of interest to note that Blanchard
had acquired the wholesale and retail grocery mentioned a ve from Thompson several years
prior to this sale (Lafo. Par., 5th Jud. Court, Suit #597).
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Chapter 4: Project Area History

Thompson retained possession of both lots for almost three years. Thompson. like
Blanchard. also owned a grocery and a sawmill (Laio. Par.• 5th Jud. Court. Suits #1001.
#1002. and 4HOO4). Also like Blanchard. Thompson ran into financial difficulty just prior to
his sale of the property. In early to mid-1869 Thompson was sued three times. As a result of
the first suit. all of the goods from Thompson's store were seized to pay his $1.506.53 debt
for merchandise purchased from L.H. Gardner & Co. (Laio. Par.• 5th Jud. Coun.
Suit #1(01). Immediately after that suit was flIed on 26 May 1869, E. Loeb & Co. of New
Orleans tiled suit against Thompson for $526.10 (Laio. Par., 5th Jud. Coun, Suit #1(02).

The day after the first two suits were filed against him. Thompson was sued by John J.
Adams & Co. of New York for the phenomenal sum of $85.596.41. Thompson not only lost
Lots 200 and 203 as a result of this suit. but also his residence on Jackson Street. his store on
the corner of Levee and Jackson streets, and the lot "... known as the sawmill lot ..."
located just across Church Street from Lot 200 (Laio. Par., 5th Jud. Court. Suit #1004). This
sawmill is believed to be the same one previously owned by Blanchard.

John J. Adams & Co. acquired Lots 200 and 203 on 25 June 1869 in partial payment
of Thompson's debt (Laio. Par., COB '12', folio 382). On 24 December 1869 the company
sold both lots to the partnership of James A. Frost and Solomon Meyer for $2,000.00 (Laio.
Par., COB '13', folio 124). Although this sale included the improvements on the lot, the lot's
value was actually less than when Streek acquired them from Guion almost 20 years earlier.
This decrease would suggest the improvements were not very substantial even though the
Blanchan:l family had resided there just a few years earlier.

On 2 February 1871, James A. Frost and Solomon Meyer sold one-third interest in
both lots to Lehmann Meyer, Solomon's brother (Laio. Par., COB '13', folio 671). Although
no records were located that definitively state that there was a business establishment on Lots
200 and 203 at this time, the fact that the lots were owned by three partners suggests that there
was some son of economic activity on the property. When Frost and the Meyers sold the lots
two years later on 9 January 1873 to Patrick Hogan, the sale price was $3,000.00 (Laio. Par.•
COB '15' folio 30). This 50% increase in price further suggests that Frost and the Meyers had
indeed established a business on the property. While the type of business that might have been
established at this time is unknown, Patrick Hogan is known to have operated the Hogan
Boiler Shops and Foundry at this location. The above suggests that Frost and the Meyers
possibly began operation of a foundry at this location between 1869 and 1873.

The 1880 census of manufacturers lists Patrick Hogan's boiler manufactory as being
powered by one 8-horsepower engine and one boiler. Hogan had 13 people in his employ at
that time. The skilled mechanics, who earned $3.00 per day, and the laborers, who earned
$1.00 per day, worked 9 or 10 hours a day, depending on the time of year. Hogan's foundry
was valued at $5,000.00 in 1880, while its produCts were valued at $6,000.00. There were
two other foundries in Thibodaux in 1880, one owned by Thomas Jeffries (who once owned
Lots 200 and 203) and another by Bodley and Keefer (U.S. Manf. Census 1880:Laio.
manuscript retmns).

Hogan not only operated a foundry on Lots 200 and 203, he also sold coal. ran a store
and/or saloon, and resided on the lots. During his 100year ownership of these two lots, Hogan
was involved in a number of lawsuits, 12 of which were consulted for this study. Hogan lost
all but one of these suits. The one suit he won was fued in December 1878 against Marie L.
Ledet for her failure to pay the $937.25 owed him for coal used on Ledet's plantation (Laio.
Par., 15th Jud. Court, Suit #1577).

All eleven of the cases lost by Hogan were fued between December 1881 and January
1883. Although two of these were not located, it is known that they resulted in Hogan having
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to pay a total of $1,102.88 to Joseph Adams & Co. and Williiam C. Sheperd (Lafo. Par., Mon.
Book 'EE', folio 493). Four of the eleven lawsuits, to . g $1,565.30, were filed against
Hogan for failure to payoff promissory notes on time Lafo. Par., 20th Jud. Count Suits
#1802, #1812, #1843, and #1846).
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relation to his foundry on Lots 200
M. Schwartz for failing to pay his
him (Lafo. Par., 20th Jud. Coun,
& Co. for $145.00 worth of bolts,

ogan in 1882 (Lafo. Par., 20th Jud.

Several of the lawsuits filed against Hogan were .
and 203. In the first of these lawsuits, Hogan was sued
firm $1,997.14 for 96 sheets of flanged iron delivered
Suit #1815). Hogan was also sued by Shakespeare, Smi
blow-off valves, and check valves they had delivered to
Court, Suit #1835).

The evidence of Hogan's ownership of a saloon i derived primarily from coun suits
flIed by Joseph Dreyfus and Hermann & Grossmann Dreyfus, proprietor of Dreyfus
Imponcrs and Wholesale Dealers in Wine and Liquors, s ed Hogan because Hogan failed to
pay him the $103.90 owed for a 51-gallon burel of La Bella whiskey delivered to Hogan
(Lafo. Par., 20th Jud. Coun, Suit #1838). In Hermann & Grossmann vs. Hogan, Hogan was
sued for failure to pay the wholesale liquor dealers and ommission merchants the $167.15
owed them for goods purchased from them on account. Goods purchased by Hogan from
Hermann & Grossmann included tea, sugar, potatoes, ommeal, salmon, butter, and beer
(Lafo. Par., 20th Jud. Coun, Suit #1840).

William H. Ragan, Sr., the brother of Almira E. Ragan Frost, sued Hogan in
December 1882 for defaulting on a $1,500.00 monga e due in September 1881. This
mortgage was against Lots 200 and 203 and included the idcnce, store, workshop, lumber
shop, and foundry located thereon. As a result of Ra 's lawsuit, Lots 200 and 203 were
seized and put up for auction. William H. Ragan, Sr., su 'ned the high bid of $2,000.00 at
the Sheriffs Sale (Lafo. Par., 20th Jud. Coun, Suit #1841 .

When William H. Ragan, Sr., purchased the prop , there were 13 mongages held
against it. Eight of these were judicial mongages rcsul g from the above lawsuits. Two
special mongages were held against the property by omas L. Winder for a total of
$2,250.00 while a third special mortgage was held by . J.D. Cruchlow (1) for $800.00.
The last two mongages against the property in 1881 were egal mortgages held by the town of
Thibodaux, Lafourche Parish, and the State of Louisian for Hogan's failure to pay for his
1881 and 1882 taxes (Lafo. Par., Mon. Book 'EE', foli 493). From the above, it can be
concluded that Hogan was in dire financial trouble. Many of Hogan's creditors obviously lost
money, for Ragan's purchase price of $2,000.00 could no adequately cover the $5,484.65 in
mortgages held against the property.

Ragan, unlike Hogan was involved in very few la suits during his ownership of Lots
200 and 203. In fact, only one of the three consulted laws 'ts filed by Ragan is in reference to
his boilcrworks. In August 1884 Ragan successfully su d Marion Billiu for $90.20. This
lawsuit arose from Billiu's failure to pay Ragan for rep' he had made to Billiu's portable
engine and boiler (Lafo. Par., 20th Jud. Coun, Suit #1974.

Because Ragan was involved in few lawsuits, I ttle is known about his business
operations other tbail his interests in the Thibodaux Ice F ctory, located one block above the
project area and additional boiler works in the block below e project area. In December 1894
Ragan was sued by Julian Toulouse, a butcher (Lafo. ., 18th Jud. Court, Suit #3061).
Prior to late 1894, Ragan had allowed Toulouse to st meat in his ice house. One day,
however, he refused to let Toulouse put his meat in the cooler. This must have seriously
inconvenienced Toulouse, because he sued Ragan for $2 .00 to cover the price of the meat
plus damage to his character and business (Lafo. Par., 18 Jud. Coun, Suit #3061).
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ChlJpt~r4: PrOJ~CI Ar~a History

The 1898 Sanborn Fire Insurance Company map shows only a portion of the "W.H.
Ragan Foundry & Mach. Shop" and a ponion of the dwelling facing Church Street (see
Figure 16). It is apparent on this map, as well as the later maps, that the foundry was not
square with either Church Street or Bayou Lafourche. It is unknown why the building was
erected at this rather odd angle. This map also notes that the foundry was not in operation in
1898. This closure mUSt have been temporary, for the assessed value of the lots remained
constant from 1895 to 1900 at $2,000.00 (Lafo. Par., Tax Roll 1895: entry 310; Lafo. Par..
Tax Roll 1900: entry 284). The dwelling at 1511 Chun;:h Street was a one-story house situated
partially on Lot 200 and partially on Lot 203. This StrDcwre was undoubtedly Patrick Hogan's
old house.

This foundry was only one pan of William H. Ragan, Sr.'s metalworks. Ragan
owned at least two other tracts which were used as foundries or metalworks in Thibodaux. On
4 December 1900 he leased the Ragan's Boiler & Sheet Iron Works, located between Harrison
and Jackson streets, to Ozeme Naquin (Lafo. Par., COB '34', folio 679). Naquin used this
foundry to form pan of the Thibodaux Boiler Works Co.• Ltd.

William H. Ragan. Sr•• died on 10 September 1901 and left Lots 200 and 203 to his
son William H. Ragan. Jr., (Lafo. Par., COB '51', folio 395, File #4532). William H.
Ragan. Jr.• continued the operation of his father's foundry, although he did not actually run it.
In October 1902 William H. Ragan. Jr., purchased the westernmost 17 ft of Lot 202 from
Octave Toups (see below). The younger Ragan was essentially forced to do this to gain access
to St Mary Street as Church Street was almost completely occupied by railroad tracks and the
Public Road on the levee was soon to be closed. Without access to St. Mary Street, the
foundry would have been virtually shut off from the town.

William H. Ragan. Jr.• must have decided to get out of the foundry business shortly
after he acquired it from his father for he leased the old Hogan Boiler Shops and Foundry, less
Hogan's old residence. to Ozeme Naquin, then president of Thibodaux Boiler Works Co.,
Ltd., for $25.00 per month (Lafo. Par.• COB '38', folio 729). There were several conditions
stipulated in this lease. William H. Ragan, Jr.• had recently refurbished the roof of the
foundry and wrote into the lease that the Thibodaux Boiler Works, Co.• Ltd., would have to
pay $11.92 to cover half of the costs of the roof should they vacate the premises before the end
of the year. Ragan. Jr.• funher stipulated that the Thibodaux Boiler Works. Co.• Ltd., was to
install a 3/4-in water line from the foundry to the town's water main (Lafo. Par., COB '38',
folio 729).

The lease to Naquin was renewed in January 1905 with an option to renew again in
January 1908 at $35.00 per month (Laio. Par., COB '38', folio 729). Hogan's old residence
continued to be excepted from these leases. The reason for this exception is unknown because
William H. Ragan. Jr•• is believed to have lived in Arkansas during this period. It is quite
likely the house and associated yard. were previously leased to someone else and could not be
included in the lease to Naquin.

The 1907 Sanborn Fire Insurance Company map depicts both the foundry and the
house (see Figure 18). While the foundry depicted on the 1907 map is in the same position as
the 1898 map, the internal arrangements differ to a large extent, suggesting that the foundry
had been substantially altered between these dates, possibly before or during the re-roofing of
the building in 1903.

The foundry, as depicted on the 1907 map, was a fairly complex series of structures
consisting of the foundry itself. a machine shop, pattern shop, stage, fuel oil tanks, and a large
coal pile. The dwelling shown on the 1907 map is the same as that partially shown on the
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1898 map of the area. A small outbuilding to the rear of the house may have served as a
residential privy.

Ozcme Naquin apparendy renewed his lease th William H. Ragan, Jr., in 1908
because the Thibodaux Boiler Wotks, Co., Ltd., is sho as the occupant of the foundry on
both the 1912 and 1916 Sanborn Fire Insurance Comp y maps (sec Figures 19 and 20).
While the 1912 map of the foundry is vinually identi al to the 1907 map, the 1916 map
indicates that the coal pile and fuel oil tanks were from the premises and replaced by a
small coke house immediately south of the railroad trae (see Figure 20). Although the fuel
tanks secm to have been replaced by an oil warehouse 0 the bank of Bayou Lafourche, this
strUcture may have been more related to the Percy-Lobdc Co., Ltd., on Lot 204.

A photograph of the "0. Naquin, Thibodaux Bo' er Works" (Figure 28), taken about
this time, may have been of Naquin's foundry on Rag 's property. Since the Thibodaux
Boiler Works, Co., Ltd., had at least three locations in 'bodaux, it cannot be stated with
absolute certainty that this photograph represents the fo in the project area. However, the
photograph does reasonably match the Sanborn Fire nsurance Company maps. If this
photograph was taken of the old Hogan foundry, the view would be to the northwesL

Hogan's old dwelling. or at least what is pres to have been his dwelling, was still
standing in 1916 (sec Figure 20). However, its confi tion had changed somewhat since
1912, suggesting that it had been recendy renovated. Additionally, a linear strUcture of
unknown nature was added to the property just south of th house between 1912 and 1916 (see
Figure 20).

I.A. Braud, General Manager of Thibodaux Boil r Works, Co., Ltd., during the first
decade of this century, became president of the company 1918 (Lafo. Par., 20th Iud. Coun,
Suits #4813 and #4884). Braud must have reorganized e company, for he sold both Lots
200 and 203 along with the small ponion of Lot 202 ac uired by William H. Ragan, Ir., in
1902 to the Percy-Lobdell Co., Ltd., on 27 March 192 (Lafo. Par., COB '51', folio 395,
File #4532). Since this sale makes no specific reference t the foundry, it would appear that it
had been removed from the lots by 1920.

If the foundry was still standing in 1920, it w almost certainly removed before
February 1921 when the Percy-Lobdell Co., Ltd., was acquired by Interstate Wholesale
Grocers, Inc. (see above). The Percy-Lobdell Co., L ., would have had no need of the
foundry and it is not mentioned in this sale. As Interstate olesale Grocers, Inc., had no use
for Lot 200, the company sold the lot along with portio of Lots 202 and 203 to the Gulf
Refining Co. of Louisiana on 2Ianuary 1925 (Lafo. Par., COB '56', folio 150, File #10700).

This sale is rather complex, for Lot 200 was divid into three separate tracts of land.
Interstate Wholesale Grocers, Inc., sold 100% interest in the two tracts, or parcels, on either
side of the railroad tracks (now Parcels 109-05 and 109-11 while retaining 50% interest in the
middle tract. which included the Levee Track and the Sc Track (now Parcel 109-12) (Lafo.
Par., COB '56', folio 150, File #10700). Interstate olesale Grocers, Inc., retained
possession of 50% interest in the middle tract so that i could guarantee rail access to its
property from the track on Church StreeL To further plicate matters, the Gulf Refining
Co. of Louisiana also purchased 50% interest in the sou emmost 20 ft of Lot 203 and 50%
interest in the 17-ft strip of Lot 202 that William H. Rag , Ir., had acquired in 1902. These
two strips of land were necessary for the Gulf Refining C . of Louisiana to have access from
St. Mary Street to Lot 200. Interstate Wholesale Groc , Inc., however, apparently did not
want to sell these two small strips outright, for it enabled them to have a direct access to Lot
203 without going all the way around the Percy-Lobdell B ilding.
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Figure 28. Circa 1915 photograph of "0. Naquin, Thibodaux Hoiler Works" (Martin Collection, Archives of Ellender Memorial
Library, Nicholls State University, Thibodaux).
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The 1924 map of the area prepared for the Gulf R fining Co. of Louisiana purchase of
the propeny shows that the old house was still standing (8 Figure 26), even though it had not
been specifically mentioned in either the 1920 or 1921 cs of the propeny. The foundry, as
stated above had been removed by this time and is not dep on the 1924 map.

Because Lots 200 and 203 were subdivided an recombined in 1925, the various
parcels of these two lots follow different paths through . tory. Hence, the discussion of these
two lots after 1925, which follows, is divided into several sections.

Parcel 109-62 (psrtial):

As noted above, Interstate Wholesale Groce s, Inc., sold 50% interest in the
southernmost 20 ft of Lot 203 (a portion of Parcel 109 ) to Gulf Refining Co. of Louisiana
on 2 Ianuary 1925. The portion ofLot 203 retained by terstate Wholesale Grocers, Inc., at
this time eventually became a portion of Parcel 109-02. s the ownership of this parcel was
presented in the discussion ofLot 204, it will not be prese ted here. I

When Interstate Wholesale Grocers, Inc., sold Lot 200 and the 2o-ft snip of Lot 203 to
the Gulf RefIning Co. of Louisiana in 1925, Interstate olesale Grocers, Inc., decided to
keep the old house situated on Lots 200 and 203. Ho ever, to keep the house, Interstate
Wholesale Grocers, Inc., had to have it moved from its 0 d location to one that was solely on
Lot 203 or, more specifically, on Parcel 109-02. The res It of this move was that the front of
the house was put in the same location that its rear w in originally, albeit at a 9O-degree
angle. This move did not occur until after 1924 (see Fi 26). Since the property was sold
in 1925, it can be safely assumed that move occUlTed in at year. The house is shown at its
new location on the 1927 Sanborn Fire Insurance Comp map (see Figure 21).

The moving of the house in or about 1925 must h ve caused considerable expense for
Interstate Wholesale Grocers, Inc. However, it is doub Ul the company ever recouped its
co~ts from the move, as the house is not depicted on the 1932 Sanborn Fire Insurance
Company map (see Figure 22). In fact, there are no stru s shown on Lot 203 at all on this
map or the 1954 map (see Figure 23) other than the circa 900 Levee Track and the circa 1920
Scale Track. When this archacologicalsurvey was e, there were no structures on this
portion of Parcel 109-02.

Parcel 109·04 (psrDal):

As noted previously, Interstate Wholesale G rs, Inc., sold 50% interest in the
southernmost 20 ft of Lot 203 (a portion of Parcell -(4) to the Gulf Refining Co. of
Louisiana on 2 Ianuary 1925. This portion of Lot 203 e ntually became a portion of Parcel
109-04. The second, and last, portion of Parcel 109-04 nsists of the westernmost 17 ft of
Lot 202 originally acquired by William H. Ragan, Ir. Gulf Refining Co. of Louisiana
purchased 50% interest in both portions of this parcel fro the Percy-Lobdell Co., Ltd., at the
same time they purchased Lot 200 so that they could ha e access from Lot 200 to S1. Mary
Street (see above). This parcel had served as an access ro te ever since William H. Ragan, Jr.,
purchased the 17 ft of Lot 202 from Octave Toups in I 2 (see above). As noted above,
Interstate Wholesale Grocers, Inc., retained 50% interest i both portions of this parcel so that
they could also have unimpeded access to Lot 203.

Although this parcel was owned by two different principals after 1925, its history of
ownership after that date is tied to the histories of Parcel 109-02, 109-05, and 109-11. For
information pertaining to the history of the 50% interest 0 this parcel retained by the Interstate
Wholesale Grocers, Inc., refer to the discussion of arcel 109-02 (see above). For
information pertaining to the history of the 50% interest of this parcel acquired by the Gulf
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Refming Co. of Louisiana in 1925, refer to the discussion of Parcel 109-05 and 109-11 (see
below).

The Lot 203 portion of Parcel 109-04 served as an access route for a number of y~s
before a chain-link fence was erected along the boundary between Lots 200 and 203. This
fence effectively halted the intended use of this tract of land and it essentially became the
backyard of the house on Parcel 109-06. As far as is known, no structures ever stood on this
particular piece of land.

Parcel 109-05: 1925-1989

As noted above, Interstate Wholesale Grocers, Inc., had no use for Lot 200 in the early
1920s and the company sold the lot along with portions of Lots 202 and 203 to the Gulf
Refming Co. of Louisiana on 2 January 1925. As a result of this sale, the Gulf Refining Co.
of Louisiana acquired 100% interest in the two tracts, or parcels, on either side of the railroad
tracks (now Parcels 109-05 and 109-11) and 50% interest in the middle tract, which included
the Levee Track and the Scale Track (now Parcel 109-12) (Lafo. Par., COB '56', folio 150,
File #107(0).

Parcel 109-05, consisting of the southernmost of the three parcels of Lot 200, saw a
great deal of use after the old dwelling was removed in or about 1925. The 1927 Sanborn Fire
Insurance Company map (see Figure 21), made during the G...lf Refining Co. of Louisiana
ownership, indicates that an oil warehouse, oil pump, and four gasoline storage tanks had been
erected on the northern edge of the tract while an automobile garage had been erected in the
southeastern comer of this parcel. The oil warehouse was a cOlTUgated iron building resting on
brick piers while the garage was a concrete-floored structure with corrugated-iron sides. In
addition to these structures, a railroad spur was added to the existing tracks along Church
Street so that freight could be easily transferred from railroad cars to the oil warehouse. This
track, however, is not within the project area. All of these structures were built between 1925
ana 1927.

Based on the 1932 Sanborn Fire Insurance Company map (see Figure 22), the only
change to occur on the propeny in the previous five years was the addition of a gasoline
storage tank. The 1954 map (see Figure 23) is virtually identical to the 1932 map, except that it
does not depict the garage. The absence of the garage, however, is probably due more to its
lack of importance than to its actual absence.

On 28 March 1958 the Gulf Oil Corporation purchased all the propeny that had been
acquired by Gulf Refining Co. of Louisiana in 1925; this sale included Parcel 109-05 (Lafo.
Par., COB '233', folio 551, File #158483). Few changes were made to the property during
the Gulf Oil Corporation ownership of this parcel, with the exception of the removal of the
circa 1925 garage. Gulf Oil Corporation retained possession of what eventually became
known as Parcels 109-04, 109-05, 109-11, and 109-12 for 21 years before fmally selling all of
the property to Walter K. Naquin, Inc., on 23 May 1979 (Lafo. Par., COB '666', folio 677,
File #497908). Although no longer held by Gulf Oil Corporation, the propeny continued to be
used as a Gulf bulk plant until the late 198Os.

Walter K. Naquin, Inc., sold all four parcels of the Gulf property to William R. Ziegler
on 3 January 1983 (Lafo. Par., COB '804', folio 888, File #576065). Ziegler retained
possession of this property only until 23 June 1988, when it was turned over to Walter K.
Naquin, Inc., as partial dation en paiement. Walter K. Naquin, Inc., sold Parcel 109-05,
along with 109-11 and his 50% interest in Parcels 109-04 and 109-12, to the National Park
Service less than one year after he had reacquired it.
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When the April-May 1989 archaeological survey as conducted. the oil warehouse, oil
pump, and gasoline storage tanks were still standing (Fi 29). As noted above, the garage
had been removed several years earlier. The concrete fo dation of the garage, however, was
still extant at the time of the survey. The entire area, how ver, was cleared of all structures by
the time CEI revisited the site in the winter of 1989.

Parcel 109-11: 1925-1989

As noted in the discussion of Parcel 109-05, Inte tate Wholesale Grocers, Inc., sold
Lot 200 along with portions of Lots 202 and 203 to the Gulf Refining Co. of Louisiana on
2 January 1925 (Lafo. Par., COB '56', folio 150, File #1 700). As a result of this sale, Lot
200 was divided into three separate land tracts, with Parc 1 109-11 being the northernmost of
the three. Because the ownership of Parcel 109-11 afte 1925 is identical to that of Parcel
109-05, it will not be presented again here.

Parcel 109-11 experienced very little use after 19 . The 1927 and 1932 Sanborn Fire
Insurance Company maps depicts only the pre-1916 oi warehouse on the bank of Bayou
Lafourche within the boundaries of this parcel (see Fi s 21 and 22). The 1954 map of the
area (see Figure 23) shows a small structure had been ad ed to the property to the immediate
south of the old oil warehouse. The function of this sm structure is unknown. By the time
the April-May 1989 archaeological survey was undertake, these structures had been removed.
The entire area was, however, covered in large pieces 0 broken cement. In addition to the
cement, dense underbrush covered the western half of p el 109-11.

Figure 29. The Gulf Bulk Plant in 1989 (24 April 1989). View is to the northwest.
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ChiJpler 4: Project Area History

Parcel 109·12: 1925·1989

As discussed above, InterState Wholesale Grocers, Inc., sold Lot 200 along with
portions of Lots 202 and 203 to the Gulf Refming Co. of Louisiana on 2 January 1925 (Lafo.
Par., COB '56', folio 150, File *10700). Lot 200 was divided into three separate tracts of
land at this time with the Gulf Refining Co. acquiring 50% interest in the middle tract (now
Parcel 109-12) (Lafo. Par., COB '56', folio 150, File #10700). Interstate Wholesale
Grocers, Inc., retained 50% interest in this parcel of land so that they were assured of access to
the railroad tracks on Church Street via the Levee Track and the Scale Track.

Ownership of Parcel 109-12 remained divided between two parties until the National
Park Service acquired the 50% interest held by the Friends of the Library Trust, Inc.,
Thibodaux Chapter, and the 50% interest held by William K. Naquin, Inc., in 1989. Since the
history of ownership of both conaolling parties is discussed above, it will not be presented
here.

Although the Levee Track and Scale Track were in operation until the 1970s (see
Figure 1), both tracks had been removed prior to the April-May 1989 archaeological
investigations. At the time of that survey, there were no structures on Parcel 109-12, with the
exception of the railroad bed.

Lots 201 and 202: 1846·1989

Lot 201 is bound to the north by Lot 200, to the east by Church Street, to the south by
St. Mary Street, and to the west by Lot 202. Lot 202, in turn, is bound to the nonh by
Lot 203, to the east by Lot 201, to the south by S1. Mary Street, and to the west by Lot 204.
It should be noted here that Church Street does not literally exist today, nor has it existed since
a railroad track was constructed along its length in the 1870s (see Chapter 3).

Lot 201 is comprised of the eastern two-thirds of Parcel 109-07 and all of Parcel
109-08 (see Figure 10). The southern leg of Parcel 109-04, Parcel 109-06, and the western
third ofParcel 109-07 make up Lot 202. As these parcels, and the lots they compose, all share
a common past for much of their history, they are all considered here as one tract of land from
1846 until 1902.

Parcels 109-64 (partial), 109.06, 109.07, and
109-68: 1846·1902

George S. Guion sold both Lots 201 and 202 to Patrick Tyrls (sometimes Tirrel) on
15 January 1848 for the sum of $500.00 cash. While Guion never resided on the property,
Tyrls was not the first to live there either. In 1846 or, more likely, 1847 Guion leased Lot 201
to a Mr. A Ankrim. This lease was not to expire until 25 November 1849, at which time Tyrls
would be able to take over the buildings used by Ankrim (Lafo. Par., COB '2', folio 29).

Tyrls, a native of Galway County, Ireland, arrived in the United States in July 1840
and became a naturalized United States citizen eight months after he had purchased Lots 201
and 202 (Lafo. Par., 5th. Jud. Court, Civil Suit #435). Tyrls apparently purchased these two
lots so that he and his wife of 17 months, Ellen (or Helene) Carrick (Hebert 1978:390), could
live in Thibodaux.

By the time the 1850 census was taken, Patrick Tyrls had two children: Odelia (born
circa 1848) and James (born circa 1849) (U.S. Pop. Census 1850:Lafo. manuscript returns;
Lafo. Par., Succ. #184). When this census was taken, Tyrls was employed as a ditch digger,
as were two other adult males living in his home. In addition to the two males residing with
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the Tyrls family in 1850. one female, who was apparentl Ellen's sister, also called the Tyrls'
house her home (U.S. Pop. Census 1850:Lafo. manuscri t returns).

Patrick Tyrls died on 21 January 1851 (Lafo. P ., 5th. Iud. Court, Civil Suit *941).
When Tyrls died. Ellen Camet Tyrls was named the tu of her children, and James Brown,
owner of Lot 204 at that time. was named UDder Ultor. omas McGuire and Owen Conclaw,
who apparently resided on Edward Hays' Lot 205, w named as the appraisers of Tyrls
property. The inventory, which was made in February 1 51, found that the Tyrls owned two
bedsteads with bed and twiding, a cooking stove, uten' ,twelve chairs, a bureau and miITor,
a table, crockery, a safe (crockery cabinet), various sp s and shovels, and three lots of
property (Lafo. Par., Succ. #184).

Two of the three lots in the Tyrls inventory w Lots 201 and 202. Although these
two lots included the Tyrls' residence, they were val at only $510.00. The third lot
mentioned in Tyrls' inventory was located across the treet from their residence, on the
nonheast comer of Church and St. Mary streets. Wh' e the third lot was valued at only
$350.00, it was sold at a succession sale to Martin MeG' for $530.00 on 3 January 1852.
Interestingly, Michel Welsh, who had owned neighboring Lots 200 and 203 for a short time in
1850, served as a wimess for this sale (Lafo. Par., Succ. 184). The lot acquired by McGuire
in 1852 was later occupied by the Express Office for the' depot and is now occupied by
the Thibodaux Feed and Seed Store.

The money acquired by Ellen Carrick Tyrls from e succession sale of her husband's
lot was used to payoff her spouse's debts to Vietor Rich Ir., and Edward Murphy. Tyrls
owed Richard $127.82 for a variety of goods purchased in a six-month period on account from
Richard's store. Included in the list of items Tyrls had p based from Richard were tin cups,
pans, cups and saucers, boots, fIShing boots, assorted terial, pocket knives, soap, and
whiskey (Lafo. Par., 5th. Iud. Court, Civil Suit *941). e quantity of material purchased by
the Tyrls household. which included cotton, calico, flann , muslin, and silk, seems to suggest
that Ellen may have been a seamstress.

At the time of his death, Tyrls also owed M hy, a grocer, $56.68 for goods
purchased on account and fOl' cash advances. Goods phased from Murphy included flour,
crackers, cheese, ham, butter, salt, mackerel, coffee, tea, brandy, claret, and whiskey (Lafo.
Par., 5th. Jud. Court, Civil Suit #993). What was left 0 Patrick Tyrls estate after his debts
were paid was divided among his heirs. As a result of Lo .siana's forced heirship laws, Ellen
received 50% interest in Lots 201 and 202, while each of her twO children received 25%
interest (Lafo. Par., Succ. #1473).

The Tyrls family continued to reside on Lots 201 and 202 after Patrick Tyrls' death.
On 22 April 1857 Ellen Carrick, Tyrls' widow, married illiam Burke (Heben 1979a:116).
When Carrick married Burke, she maintained her 50% in st in ownership of Lots 201 and
202 and the lots did not become community property. years later, when the 1860 census
was taken, the family consisted of only Burke, his wife, d his step-son James Tyrls (U.S.
Pop. Census 1860:Lafo. manuscript returns). Odelia Tyrl • Patrick and Ellen's child, had died
in childhood. When Odelia died. ownership of her portio of her father's estate reverted to her
brother James (Lafo. Par., Succ. #1473).

While it is known that the Burke-Tyrls family con nued to reside on Lots 201 and 202
for some time, no information is available for the pro from the period 1860 to 1895. On
5 December 1895 Ellen CaIrick died, leaving her share of th lots to her second husband. In
June 1896 the two lots, which were valued at just $3 .00, were put up for auction at a
succession sale. William Burke purchased both lots at t time for the sum of $620.00 cash,
which went to pay off various expenses incUITed by his w· e (Lafo. Par., Suec. #1473).
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Chapter 4: Projecl Area HUlOn

In August 1896 James Tyrls, then living in Iberville Parish, protested the succession
sale because it implied that Ellen Carrick was the sole owner of the two lots, while he actually
owned 50% interest in it (Lafo. Par., Succ. #1473). The matter was resolved peaceably by
dividing the property into two parcels of land. On 5 October 1896 Burke sold his portion of
the propeny to James Patrick Hogan, who leased the boiler works on Lots 200 and 203 for
$800.00 (Lafo. Par., COB '30', folio 352). On 26 December 1896 Tyrls sold his share of the
propeny to Hogan for $225.00 cash (Lafo. Par., COB '30', folio 359). As both sales give
identical descriptions of the propeny's boundaries, it would seem that the division of land
between Tyrls and Burke was not physically enacted and was merely a reflection of their
interest in it

Hogan kept the property for only about two years before selling it to Octave J. Toups
on 8 October 1898 for $1,500.00 (Lafo. Par., COB '32', folio 102). The 1898 Sanborn Fire
Insurance Company map (see Figure 16), made just prior to this sale, depicts a one-story,
wooden tin shop on the comer of Church and St. Mary streets. This tin shop was either
erected or, more probably, converted from an earlier structure by Hogan during his shon
ownership of the property. Unfonunately, this map shows only a small portion of Lot 201 and
none ofLot 202.

On 13 October 1902 Octave Toups sold the 17-ft front of the westernmost pan of
Lot 202 to William H. Ragan (Lafo. Par., COB '38', folio 248). This portion of Lot 202 is
now part of parcel 109-04 (see below). As the remainder of Lots 201 and 202 passed through
history intact until 1928, Parcels 109-06, 109-07, and 109-08 are discussed below as a single
unit for the period 1902 to 1928.

Parcel 109-fJ4 (partial): 1902-1989

The Lot 202 portion of Parcel 109-04 came into being on 13 October 1902 when
William H. Ragan, Jr., purchased the westernmost 17 ft of Lot 202 from Octave J. Toups
(Lafo. Par., COB '38', folio 248). William H. Ragan, Jr., acquired this small strip of land so
that he could have direct access from St. Mary Street to the foundry on Lots 200 and 203.
Because this narrow strip of Lot 202 served as an access route, no structures were built on it
after 1902. In fact, it is unlikely that there ever were structures at this location prior to this
date, with the possible exception of small outbuildings. A more complete discussion of
Parcel 109-04 is offered in the section on Lots 200 and 203 (see above).

Parcels 109-06, 109-07, and 109-08:
1902-1928

Parcels 109-06, 109-07, and 109-08 comprise all of Lot 201 and most of Lot 202. As
these three parcels share a common past from 1902 until 1928, their history for this period is
provided below as a single unit. The pre-I902 history of these three parcels is provided in the
preceding sections.

Octave J. Toups remained in possession of all of Lots 201 and 202, less the small strip
he sold to Ragan in 1902, until 1921. Three Sanborn Fire Insurance Company maps were
made during Toups' ownership of the property (see Figures 18, 19, and 20). The 1907
Sanborn Ftre Insurance Company map (see Figure 18) indicates that Toups had convened the
tin shop into a market store (Parcel 109-08). A large out building to the nonhwest of the
market probably served as the store's out house.

This map also depicts two other dwellings on the two lots, one on the western edge
(Parcel 109-06) and one on the border of Lots 201 and 202 (Parcel 109-07). Both dwellings,
one at 808 St. Mary and the other at 809 S1. Mary, were wooden one-story structures facing
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St. Mary Street. Two outbuildings, probably privies, also depicted on this map along a
fence line separating the yard areas of the two dwellings. The position of the dwelling at 808
St. Mary relative to the western feJIJ.ce line suggests that it was built before Toups sold the
westernmost 17 ft of Lot 202 to Ragan in 1902. While e exact date of consttuction of the
house is unknown, its style suggests that it was built in the latter pan of the nineteenth century.
Because the house at 809 St. Mary ~s apparently identi to the 808 St. Mary house, it was
presumably erected at the same tithe, a relatively co on practice in the late-nineteenth
century.

Very little changed on the property between 1907 d the time the third map of the area
was made in 1916, with the exception of the apparent . g of the market between 1912
and 1916. The remodeling of the market consisted of the lacement of the old shingle roof
with a composition roof and the replacement of the rear m with a smaller porch. While
Toups owned the property for almost 20 years, it is no known exactly where he resided.
Obviously, with two dwellings, Toups was renting at least ne of the sttuctures.

Toups sold both lots and the improvements thereo for $4,500.00 to the parmership of
Felix B. Doucet and Philip J. Maronge on 8 November 1 21 (Lafo. Par., COB '53', folio 97,
File #6367). Doucet and Maronge remained in possession of all three parcels until 1928. The
map produced for the 1924 sale of the surrounding p perty and the 1927 Sanborn Fire
Insurance Company map (see Figures 21 and 26) show ew changes had been made to the
property. The primary change made during this period an addition to the north side of the
old tin shop.

In 1928 Lots 201 and 202 were divided into three separate tracts, each of which later
became a separate parcel of land. In October 1928, two f the tracts were sold to different
buyers. As the property becomes too fragmented at thi point to be discussed as a whole,
Parcels 109-06, 109-07, and 109-08 are discussed indivi ually below for the period 1928 to
1989.

Parcel 109-06: 1928-1989

Since Parcel 109-06 shares a common history wi the other parcels of Lots 201 and
202 prior to 1928, all information pertaining to it befo 1928 is provided above. Parcel
109-06 came into being on 9 October 1928, when Felix B. Doucet and Philip J. Maronge sold
the western third of the remainder of Lot 202 to Willie . Heben for $950.00 (Lafo. Par.,
COB '61', folio 378, File #16148). At the time of the 192 sale, Doucet and Maronge owned
most ofLot 202 and all of Lot 201. That portion of Lot 2 purchased by Hebert consisted of
a 55-ft front along St. Mary Stteetwith a depth of 51 f (Laio. Par., COB '61', folio 378,
File #16148). The property involved in this sale was by then known as 310 St. Mary (old
808 St. Mary).

Willie Hebert retained possession of 310 St. Mary til 4 February 1930, when he sold
it to Vincenzo Ciolino (Lafo. Par., COB '64', folio 207, ile #18566). The 1932 Sanborn
Fire Insurance Company map (see Figure 22) indicates tha a small addition had been made to
the eastern side of the dwellingd~g either Heben's or iolino's ownership of the property.
Heben or Ciolino also erected a frUit warehouse on th southeast corner of the propeny
sometime between 1928 and 1932.

On 18 July 1939 Vincenzo Ciolino sold his prop to Anthony T. Te1T3.cina (Laio.
Par., COB '92', folio 213, File #45458). Terracina add this property to his holding of
Parcell09-Q8 (see below). While the 1954 map does not epict a sttueture on Parcel 109-06,
it is known that a produce stand continued to be operated at this location for a number of years.
In 1970 the property was being leased or rented by Ni k Tardo, a produce dealer (Polk
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Parcel 109-07: 1928-1989

Chapter 4: Project Area History

Parcel 109-07, being a portion of Lots 201 and 202, shares a common history with the
other parcels of Lots 201 and 202 prior to 1928. Because of this, all information pertaining to
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1970:89). Tardo operated this stand for a number of years (Philip Bourgeois and Fred Detro,
personal communication 1989).

When Anthony Terracina died, his property, which included both Parcel 109-06 and
109-08, was left to his three children-Rosalie Terracina Landry, Theresea Terracina Eckert,
and Chester J. Terracina (Lato. Par., COB '562', folio 962, File #423384). The Terracina
children, who did not reside on the property, each maintained one-third interest in both parcels
for six years. On 2 November 1982 Chester Terracina bought Theresea Eckert's one-third
interest in the property (Lato. Par., COB '797', folio 225, File #572704). Less than a year
later, Chester Terracina acquired the remaining one-third interest from his sister Rosalie Landry
(Lafo. Par., COB '836', folio 395, File #59107).

At some point during the Terracina ownership of Parcel 109-06, a brick structure
replaced the earlier frame dwelling that had been on the property since at least 1907. When this
brick structure was built, or shortly thereafter, a concrete parking area was laid. The parking
lot covered vinually all of the parcel not occupied by the house or the produce stand. At the
time of the April-May 1989 archaeological investigations, the Terracina property had not yet
been acquired by the National Park Service. Both the brick structure and the produce stand
were vacant at that time (Figure 30). The National Park Service subsequently acquired the
property and had the structures on it removed.

Figure 30. View of bouse on Parcel 109·06 (24 April 1989). View is to tbe nortb.
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it prior to 1928 is provided above. Pucel109-07 became a separate entity on 6 October 1928,
when Felix B. Doucet and Philip J. Maronge sold the ce ter third of their propeny to Angele
Montet (Lafo. Par., COB '61', folio 372, File #16140). e 53-ft-front-by-51-ft-deep parcel
was sold with the dwelling and other improvements th n.

Angele Montet retained possession of the prope until her death in 1965. The 1932
Sanborn Fire Insurance map (see Figure 22) indicates th the structures on the propeny had
not significantly changed since 1907 (see Figure 18). e 1954 map of the area (see Figure
23), however, does not depict any structures at this loc tion. The absence of structures in
1954 suggests that the dwelling on what became known Parcel 109-07 had been removed
between 1932 and 1954. However, the absence of this s cture may also be a reflection of the
accuracy of the 1954 map.

When Angele Montet died, the property was left 0 Eva Penson Martinez et al. (Lafo.
Par., Succ. #7132). Montel's 15 heirs kept the property r only two months before selling it
in July 1965 to Bertrand Heben (Lafo. Par., COB '339', olio 503, File #247985; Lafo. Par.,
COB '339', folio 639, File #248220). Benrand Heben, turn, kept the propeny for only a
few months before selling it to Mary Gail Heben on 4 J uary 1966 (Lafo. Par., COB '346',
folio 257, File #254806).

Mary Gail Heben kept the property for one and a half ears before selling it to the City of
Thibodaux on 12 July 1967 (Lafo. Par., COB '370', folio 455, File #279886). After
Thibodaux acquired the propeny, an electrical transformer as erected to its rear. The National
Park Service acquired the propeny from Thibodau in 1989. When the April-May
archaeological investigations were made, the transform r occupied the northern ponion of
Parcel 109-07, while the southern portion was used as an unimproved parking area by nearby
businesses. The National Park Service subsequently h d the transformer and parking lot
removed.

Parcel 109·08: 1928-1989

Parcel 109-08 consists of the easternmost 63.9 ft front of Lot 201. The land that
composes this parcel originated as a separate tract of land a result of the division of Lots 201
and 202 into three parcels in 1928 by Felix B. Doucet and hilip J. Maronge. In that year, two
of the three parcels were sold by Doucet and Maronge ( above), leaving in their possession
only the parcel on the corner of Church and S1. Mary sets. Since Parcel 109-08 shares a
common history with the other parcels of Lots 201 and 2 2 prior to 1928, this information is
not provided here.

Sometime just prior to the 1928 sales of Parce 109-06 and 109-07, Doucet and
Maronge borrowed $2,500.00 from H.L. Sims. To sec this loan, Doucet and Maronge
used all of Lots 201 and 202, less the 17 ft of Lot 202 sol to William H. Ragan, Jr., in 1902,
as collateral as well as two other tracts of land bel w Thibodaux and the "... tools,
machinery, motors, iceboxes, and equipment ... used by [Doucet and Maronge] in the
operation of their meat market, in the Town of Thiboda ..." (Lafo. Par., 17th Jud. Coun,
Suit #7777). This meat market is undoubtedly the sto depicted on the 1927 and 1932
Sanborn Fire Insurance Company maps at the comer 0 Church and S1. Mary streets (see
Figures 21 and 22).

Sometime during the early 1930s, Sims transfi Doucet and Maronge's debt to
Anthony Terracina. While Doucet and Maronge had redu ed their debt to $1,350.00 by 1939,
they were behind in their payments. Because they were able to pay the debt off, Terracina
sued Anna Boudreaux Doucet (Felix B. Doucet, her hu band, had died in April 1932) and
Philip J. Maronge on 31 January 1939. Terracina won the case, and a writ of seizure was filed
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Chapler 4: Project Area History

on 9 February 1939 (Lafo. Par., 17th Jud. Coun, Suit #7777). Although the promissory note
stated that all of Lots 201 and 202, less the 17 ft of Lot 202 sold in 1902, were affected by the
mortgage, the majority of the two lots had been sold in 1928 (see above). Hence, only the
eastern portion of Lot 201 (now Parcel 109-08), along with the other two tracts of land and
equipment, was affected by this ruling.

Doucet and Maronge were in obvious severe fmancial trouble as a result of the
Depression, because when their property was seized, it was affected by one special mortgage,
ten judicial mortgages, and six subrogation of tax mortgages (Lafo. Par., 17th Jud. Coun,
Suit #7777). On 25 March 1939, Terracina purchased Doucet and Maronge's property within
the project area for $2,500.00 (Lafo. Par., 17th Jud. Coun, Suit #7777). This sale was
recorded five days later (Lafo. Par., COB '90', folio 53). Interestingly, the sale is recorded as
including all of Lots 201 and 202, less the 17-ft strip of Parcel 109-04. As noted above,
however, Parcels 109-06 and 109-08 were not affected by this sale.

Four months after Terracina acquired the land that eventually became Parcel 109-08, he
purchased Parcel 109-06 from Vincenzo Ciolino (see above). After 1939, both Parcels 109-06
and 109-08 follow identical paths through history, at least in terms of ownership. The
discussion of Parcel 109-06 (see above) includes the post-1939 ownership history of Parcel
109-08.

When the April-May 1989 archaeological survey was conducted, the National Park
Service had not yet acquired Parcel 109-08. A two-story frame structure occupied virtually the
entire traet (Figure 31) during CEI's initial visit to the site. By the time CEI revisited the site in
the winter of 1989, Parcel 109-08 had been cleared of all structural remains.

Art Street and Church Street: 1846-1989

Although the rights-of-way for both An Street (Parcel 109-01) and Church Street (part
of Parcel 109-09 and Parcel 109-13) were included as part of the project area on the original

. project area maps, neither had been acquired by the National Park Service at the time of the
initial archaeological survey conducted by CEI. Following the completion of the fieldwork, the
right-of-way for An Street was acquired by the National Park Service. The Church Street
right-of-way was not acquired during the course of fieldwork for this project As both rights­
of-way were included on the original project area map, a short history of Parcels 109-01,
109-09 (partial), and 109-13 is presented here.

Parcel 190-01: 1846-1989

When this section of Thibodaux was originally laid out in 1846, the ownership of the
street rights-of-way essentially reverted to the town. However, the town ofThibodaux did not
necessarily make immediate use of these rights-of-way. Art Street (Parcel 109-01), for
example, did not actually exist as a roadway until July 1988. Prior to that date, the street only
existed on paper in an arbitrary location.

Interestingly, An Street was not known by any particular name for a number of years
after the right-of-way was made in 1846. In 1849 Art Street was referred to simply as
"a street" (Lafo. Par., COB 'AA', folio 351). Between at least 1898 and 1907 An Street was
named Ice Street. This name was undoubtedly derived after W.H. Ragan's Thibodeaux Ice
Factory, located on the street's west side. This name lasted for less than 20 years before being
changed to Guion Street between 1912 and 1916. The Guion Street designation lasted for a
number of years before finally being changed to Art Street
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Figure 31. View of house on Par el 109·08 (24 April 989). Transformer to the left of
house is on Parcel 109~07. View is to the orth.

As an example of the arbitrJness of the location f An Street, the office for the W.H.
Ragan's Thibodeaux Ice Factory i:1iepicted in the cente of Art Street on the 1898 Sanborn
Fire Insurance Company map (see Figure 16). While thi office was removed by 1907, it is
noted on the 1907 and 1912 sanboF· Fire Insurance Co pany maps that the route was still
arbitrary. The road was still not in ctual existence whe Babson and Orser investigated the
area in March 1988.

Parcel 109·09 (pa~ial) and 109-13: 1846-1989

As noted above, the owners ip of the rights-of-w for the various streets in this area
of Thibodaux were transferred to th town when the area as laid out in 1846. Church Street
(part of Parcel 109-09 and Parcel 109-13), unlike An Stre t and, to a certain degree, St. Mary
Street, was a relatively major t~.roughfare during t e late-nineteenth century. This
thoroughfare, however, did not actu y serve as a vehicul route as much as a train route after
the Morgan's Louisiana and Texas R 'lroad and Steamshi Company constructed a spur track
down the street in 1878 and 1879 (Utee 1987:29).

Following the construction ~f the spur track. a n mber of ancillary structures were
erected along the track near the head lof Church Street. In 878 a railroad wharf was erected at
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the head of Church Stteet (see Figure 16). The stock pen and engine house were removed,
however. by 1907 and the Levee Track was constructed across the head of the stteeL About
1925 an additional spur traCk was added to the western extreme of the right-of-way to serve the
Gulf Bulk Plant on Lot 200. Sometime during the 191Os, the original railroad depot, which
was located on the west side of Church Stteet across from the engine house. was replaced by a
new depot at the comer of Church and SL Mary Stteets (see Figure 22). The various spur
tracks remained in use for a number of years and were not abandoned until within the last
decade. The 19101 railroad depot, which partially stands within the Church Street right-of­
way. still stands and is currently used as a feed and seed store.

Church Stteet was effectively closed to vehicular traffic by the tum of the century due
to the presence of various railroad tracks within its right-of-way. As best as can be
ascenained, an improved stteet never existed at this location. When the initial archaeological
survey was conducted by CEI in April-May 1989. Church Street only existed on paper and the
abandoned railroad bed was overgrown with weeds and grass.
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CHAPTER 5

PREVIOUS ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESEARCH

There have been a number of cultural resource surveys conducted in the general area of
Thibodaux in the past 20 years. At least seven of these were related to the construction of the
Larose to Golden Meadow Hmricane Protection Project (Gibson 1978, Rader 1978, McIntire
et al. 1981, Stout and Muller 1983, McCullough 1984, Ryan and Hicks 1984, and Goodwin
1986). Additional cultmal resources surveys have been conducted at Golden Ranch Plantation
near Raceland (McIntire 1958, Goodwin and Selby 1985, and Hunter et al. 1988); in northern
Terrebonne Parish, in relation to the construction of the U.S. 90 highway (Weinstein et al.
1978, Castille et al. 1979, and Whelan and Pearson 1988); and at nearby Acadia Plantation
(Beavers 1983, and Hahn and Castille 1988). The only archaeological investigations
conducted in the present project area, however, were by Babson and Orser (1988).

J988 Babson and Orser Survey

In March 1988 David Babson and Charles Orser, Jr., conducted an archaeological
survey of a portion of the present pro1ect area. Their survey was confined to what is now
termed Parcel 109-02, consisting of the bulk of Lot 205, all of Lot 204, and the majority of
Lot 203 (Figure 32)~ At the time of their survey, the area available for study was greatly
limited. The northern third of all three lots was covered by heavy vegetation. The vegetation
and the great quantity ofjunk discmded along the steep bayou bank made this area inaccessible
to survey. The area that was amenable to survey was also limited by the Percy-Lobdell
Building, which occupies much of Lot 204. Additionally, a parking lot covered much of Lot
205 at the time of Babson and Orser's survey. Finally, a levee ran across the nonhern third of
all three lots, making it impractical to archaeologically test those portions of the lot (Babson and
Orser 1988:44). The presence of these impediments reduced the area amenable to
archaeological testing to only 50-60% of Babson and Orser's project area.

Babson and Orser divided Parcel 109-02 into three areas: Area I, which consisted of
that portion of Lot 203 south of the levee and north of Parcel 109-04; Area 2, which consisted
of that portion of Lot 205 south of the levee and nonh of Parcel 109-05; and Area 3, which
consisted of those portions of all three lots north of the levee and south of Bayou Lafourche
(see Figure 32). The portion of Lot 204 south of the levee was not given an area number, nor
was it tested, as the Percy-Lobdell Building covers 90-95% of this portion of the lot.

In Areas 1 and 2, Babson and Orser excavated 30 auger and/or shovel tests and five
backhoe trenches. Of these, Auger Tests 1 through 10 and Backhoe Tests 1 and 2 were
excavated in Area 1. Auger Tests 11 through 30 and Backhoe Tests 3 through 5 were
excavated in Area 2. As noted above, the steep bank of the bayou, heavy undergrowth, and
quantities of trash and debris severely limited the potential for testing the northern third of
Babson and Orser's project area. Consequently, this portion of the project area, designated as
Area 3, was not tested by Babson and Orser.

Area 1

Babson and Orser found that much of the surface of Area 1 had been recently disturbed
and speculated that it was a result of the remodeling of the the Percy-Lobdell Building during
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power auger refused to penetrate more than 30 to 40 em into the stiff rubble-filled clays found
in this area (Babson and Orser 1988:45,46).

Because Babson and Orser were unsuccessful with auger testing, they opted for the use
of a backhoe to penetrate the dense soils and debris of this area. Consequently, they excavated
Backhoe Test 1, a 14-m-Iong trench, on an east-west line that corresponded to the 1907-1912
fence line on Lot 203 (see Figure 18) to locate features such as privies or trash deposits
(Babson and Orser 1988:47). With the backhoe, they were able to penetrate the industrial
debris and brick rubble, which extended to approximately 40 cmbs, and reach sterile soil.
Between 46 and 56 cmbs, Babson and Orser encountered what they interpreted to be a buried
ground surface in Backhoe Test I, which they later determined dated to the late-nineteenth or
early-twentieth century (Babson and Orser 1988:53,54).

Backhoe Test 2, a 5-m-Iong trench, was also placed on an east-west line approximately
15 m north of Trench 1 (see Figure 32). Placement of this backhoe trench was governed by a
layer of intense industrial overburden located through the use of auger tests (Babson and Orser
1988:47,48). While this trench was also excavated to sterile soil, "seepage of polluted ground
water prevented detailed examination of the base of this trench" (Babson and Orser 1988:48).
No features were located in this trench.

Area 2

Soil composition, rubble, and shell from the parking area limited Babson and Orser's
use of the two-mao-power auger to only the uppermost 20 cm of soil of Area 2. Mter eight
attempts, they resorted to shovel testing Auger Tests 19 through 30. Using shovels, Babson
and Orser were able to penetrate the recalcitrant soils of this area in only two of the twenty
attempted auger and shovel tests (Babson and Orser 1988:46).

Mter enjoying little success with the use of the auger in this area, Babson and Orser
were again forced to resort to the use of a backhoe. Backhoe Test 3, a trench of approximately
5 m long, was placed along the fence line depicted on the 1907 Sanborn Insurance Company
map (see Figures 18 and 32). This trench uncovered a concentration of bricks, which Babson
and Orser could not identify. Not wishing to disturb this possible feature, this portion of the
trench was not excavated funher. The portion of backhoe test 3 that was further excavated
encountered a cultmallense that Babson and Orser believed might represent privy fill (Babson
and Orser 1988:48, 76).

Backhoe Test 4 (see Figure 32), an approximately 5-m-Iong trench on a northwest-.
southeast line was excavated to test for slope wash from the levee. Babson and Orser found
the slope wash to be quite extensive, as they did not encounter sterile soil until a depth of 80
cmbs (Babson and Orser 1988:48).

The decision to place Backhoe Test 5, a trench of only 3 to 4 m on a roughly east-west
line (see Figure 32), in the southwest comer of Lot 205 was made largely to test an area that
was impenetrable by the power auger. Babson and Orser discovered a concentration of wine
bottle caps in this trench, which did not encounter sterile soil until a depth of 67 cmbs (Babson
and Orser 1988:48). No features were uncovered in this trench.

Results

Because the auger had been unable to penetrate the thick clays and rubble present in the
project area, Babson and Orser found that it was of little use (Babson and Orser 1988:51).
While they found the backhoe trenches provided somewhat more information, they were often
unable to associate artifacts with stratigraphic levels (Babson and Orser 1988:49); therefore,
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their chronological analysis of the ercd culDlI'al .al is somewhat questionable, at least
in terms of context. These problems combined with th lack of area open for testing and a
general lack of historical dOCumen~'on limited Babson d Orser in their interpretation of the
site. However, they were able to ide evidence of e area's industtial natUre during the
mid- and late-nineteenth centuri s, as well as some omestic occupation from the mid­
nineteenth to early-twentieth cen 'es (Babson and ser 1988:72, 73). Based on their
findings, particularly in Backhoe . ts 1 and 3, Babson d Orser determined that there were
cultural resources that were patens::'y eligible within eir project ami (Babson and Orser
1988:75, 76) and recommended further archaeologi work be conducted.

Based on their experiences, Babson and Orser mmended that mechanical stripping
be utilized to remove recent disturbances and expose burl intact cultural features. Once these
features were exposed, they rec~mended that tes' g be conducted through the hand
excavation of small test units. The further recommend that extensive historical research be
conducted to better explain those ltural materials 1 ted within the project area. Finally,
Babson and Orser recommended t those portions of their project area that had not been
tested be investigated for cultural. s (Babson and 1988:76, n).
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CHAPTER 6

FIELD INVESTIGATION

Phase IT intensive archaeological investigations (Level In and monitoring of demolition
and site preparation activities were conducted by CEI at the Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center.
located in downtown Thibodaux. Louisiana. The center, a part of the Jean Lafitte National
Historical Park and Preserve. is located on Lots 200 through 205 (see Figures I and 2). The
area, initially investigated by Babson and Orser in 1988, was first visited by CEl between
21 April 1989 and 26 May 1989. The area was subjected to intensive archaeological
investigations at that time. CEI returned to the site several times during the summer of 1989 to
monitor site demolition activities and again during the winter of 1989 to monitor activities
related to the preparation ofa portion of the site for construction.

The Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center project area (see Figure 2) is irregular in shape
and is. in general. bound to the north by Bayou Lafourche, to the east by Church Street
Extension. to the south by 5t. Mary Street, and to the west by Art Street. One portion of the
project area, Parcel 109-02. was previously subjected to an archaeological investigation by
David Babson and Charles Orser. Jr. (1988). The present study resurveyed Babson and
Orser's project area as well as Parcels 109-01, 109-04, 109-05. 109-06, 109-07, 109-08, 109­
10, 109-11. and 109-12.

Although Babson and Orser did not locate any intact cultural remains during their
survey of Parcel 109-02, they did encowiter a quantity of nineteenth-eentury material in several
of their backhoe trenches. Based on their findings, they recommended that further work in the
form of mechanical stripping and backhoe work be conducted in that area. Shortly after the
completion of their fieldwork, the National Park Service added Parcels 109-01, 109-04,
109-05, 109-07, 109-10, 109-11, and 109-12 to the culture center. Those parcels added to the
park at that time were not archaeologically surveyed until CErs initial visit to the site in the
Spring of 1989. The Park Service had not yet acquired acquired Parcels 109-06, 109-08,
109-09, and 109-13 when CEI conducted its initial work at the site. By the time CEI revisited
the site in the winter of 1989, however, the National'Park Service had acquired Parcels 109-06
and 109-08. Although Parcels 109-09 and 109-13 were not included in the archaeological
survey, they were included in the historical overview (see Chapter 4).

Prior to the initiation of CEI's fieldwork, an in-depth archaeological and historical
background study was conducted to determine what types of cultural remains might be
encountered during the course of the project. The background historical study indicated that
there was a very high potential for locating post-1846 archaeological remains in the project
area. However, the previous archaeological research indicated that some of these same areas
may have been subject to ground disturbances as a result of past construction activities and that
these remains might have been destroyed. Following the completion of the historical
background study, a series of research questions were posed to help direct the archaeological
investigations and the ensuing analysis and interpretation. These research questions were
presented in Chapter 1.

Fieldwork for the project was conducted in seven stages-surveying, auger and shovel
testing, backhoe excavation, mechanical stripping, hand excavation, monitoring of demolition
and landscaping, and, finally, monitoring of site preparation for construction. As each stage
utilized obviously different techniques, each is discussed separately below. Each discussion is
further subdivided into areas. In an effon to alleviate some confusion. Babson and Orser's
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three areas wete mainllliDed and thI designation "Alea "was given to the area east of their
project area. f

A variety of standard chronological indicators w studied during the course of both
the fieldwork and the laboratoryfalYSiS of artifacts· an effon to date both the various
features and the cultural material· general. The analyti al techniques used in this study are
presented in Appendix A.

I Surveying

The surveying of the proj~areaconsisted solely of laying a grid over the entire area.
While the National Park Service c cd for the placemen of a permanent datum point. it was
feared that such a point would destrOyed by cons ction activities. Therefore, the
northwest comer of the Percy-La Building was used a permanent danun for Areas 1,2,
and 3. However, as it was not possible to measure· y from this spot. the NOOEOO point
was placed 3 m west of the nonhwcst comer of the Percy Lobdell Building at a right angle to
the building's west wall and onth~eplane as its north wall.

It was not possible to exte this grid into Area 4 ause of heavy vegetation, various
structures, and the chain link fence eparating Area 4 fro the rest of the project area. These
impediments dictated the usc of separate datum p . t for this area. As there were no
buildings in this area that would make a permanent refi point. the danun point was placed
on the eastern edge of Lot 200, 27 ~from the northern ed of St Mary Street.

After both datum points w re set, a lQ-m grid stem was laid out over the entire
project area. This task was much ore difficult than mi t be assumed, for much of the area
was covered in concrete and shell bile the area north f the levee was covered with thick
vegetation. Because stakes or flags'could not be placed· the areas covered with concrete or
shells, spray paint was used 10 mark~thescpoints. While ot as accurate as flags or stakes, the
spray paint was the only means poss ble to mark the grid.

Aug r and Shovel Tes ·ng

A total of 47 auger tests were excavated in the ~ect area (Figure 33). Fortunately,
CEI had more success with the au~than did Babson an Orser. In most cases, the CEI field
crew was able to penetrate the reeal ·trant soils to sterile ubsoils. Alth.ough these auger tests
produced 258 artifacts (Table 3 and ppendix I), the aug tests generally provided very little
stratigraphic information that could earl to the location 0 intact features or midden due to the
quantity of fill brought into the area ,since the tum of the c ntury. A detailed discussion of the
auger testing of each area is provided below.

Area 1 ~
Area I, as defined by Babso and Orser, consists f that portion of Lot 203 (a part of

Parcel 109-02) between the levee Parcel 109-04 (see Figure 10). Although the National
Park Service did not require additional auger testing of this area, six auger tests·were excavated
in the southeast comer of this area jgure 33) in an effort t locate a possible privy depicted on
the 1907. 1912. and 1916 s. anbo Fire Insurance Co pany maps (see Figures 18, 19,
and 20).

None of the six auger tests· .this area, Auger Tes 31 through 36, reached sterile soil.
even though they were excavated to a depth of 63 to 70 cmbs. Although 63 artifacts were
recovered from these six auger tests{sce Table 3), it was ery difficult to precisely determine
their age because of the lack of1diagnostic iodieat As best as could be determined at
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I
Table 3. Artifacts RecoYered DUl iDg Auger aDd Shovl I TestiDg at the WetlaDds AcadiaD

ICultDral CeDter (16 L' 164).

AUGER GRID MAX. DItPI1I

ITEST AIl&A LOCA110N OF TEST ¢ERAMJcs GLASS MIrrAL PLASTIC CONCRETE ASPHALT
NUMBER INCM

31 1 S2Ill36 6S 0 0 1 2 0 0 I32 1 S2IB3I 70 0 2 0 0 0 2

33 1 S2IB4O 63 1 0 3 0 0 0

34 1 S3CE36 64 4 0 1 0 0 0

35 1 S3CIl3I 63 2 4 5 1 0 0 I36 1 S3CIMO 61 2 1 f4 1 0 0

n 2 NOOWOZ 61 0 0 2 1 0 0

31 2 S04W02 Y1 0 0 ~ 0 0 0

39 2 S06W02 69 0 0 ~ 0 0 0

I40 2 SI0W02 <46 5 0 ~ 0 0 0

41 2 SlOWl5 58 2 2 ~ 0 0 0

42 2 S4OW2I .56 1 1

~
0 0 0

43 2 S4OW3O 63 0 0 0 0 0

44 2 S44W21 66 0 0 ~ 0 0 0 I45 2 S44W30 70 0 1 ~ 0 0 0
<46 2 S48W21 36 0 0 ~ 0 0 0
47 2 S48W30 64 0 0 p 0 0 0
41 3 N05E2O 51 12 10 ~ 0 0 0 I49 3 NQ5B35 41 0 0 ~ 0 0 0

so 3 N05B46 CONCREl'E 0 0 ~ 0 0 0

51 3 NOSW4O 59 0 0 ~ 0 0 0
52 3 NI0B35 54 0 0 ~ 0 0 0

I53 3 N20W4O 50 0 0 ~ 0 0 0
54 3 N25BlO 53 0 0 8 0 0 0
55 3 N2SE2O CONCREl'E 0 0 ~ 0 0 0
.56 3 N25W2O S5 6 4 P 5 0 0

IY1 3 N35EOO 31 0 11 ~ 1 1 0
58 3 N35E20 CONCREI'E 0 0 ~ 0 0 0

59 3 N35W20 30 0 0 ~ 0 0 0
60 4 NOOW3O CONCREI'E 0 0 ~ 0 0 0

61 4 NIOWI0 35 0 0 ~ 0 0 0 I62 4 NI0W20 4 0 0 ~ 0 0 0
63 4 N2OWI0 3 0 0 ~ 0 0 0
64 4 N2OW2O CONCREI'E 0 0 p 0 0 0
6S 4 N3OWI0 71 0 0 p 0 0 0 I66 4 N3OW2O 3 0 0 ~ 0 0 0
67 4 N4OW2O n 0 0 ~ 0 0 0

61 4 NSOW2O 4 0 0 ~ 0 0 0

69 4 N6OEOO RUBBLE 0 0 ~ 0 0 0

I70 4 N60W20 5 0 0 ~ 0 0 0
71 4 N7OEOO 20 0 3 P 0 0 0
72 4 N7OWI0 RUBBLE 0 0 p 0 0 0
73 4 N70W20 RUBBLE 0 0 b 0 0 0
74 4 NBOWI0 so 0 0 1 0 0 0 I75 4 N80W20 59 0 0 b 0 0 0
76 4 N80W30 RUBBLE 0 0 II 0 0 0
77 4 N9OWI0 RUBBLE 0 0 D 0 0 0

ITOTAL 3S 39 ~ 11 1 :

continued I,

I

92 I
I



I
I Table 3. concluded.

Chapler 6: Field Jnvesligali.on

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

AUGER
TaT BIUCIt ROCIe ASBESTOS COAL RANGIA OYSTER BONE TOTAL

NUMBER

31 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 6

32 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 15

33 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4

34 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5

35 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 14

36 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9

37 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 4

31 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 6

39 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 6

40 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5

41 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4

42 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 30

43 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3

44 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6

45 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1

46 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
47 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3

41 0 1 3 0 0 1 0 53

49 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

50 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

51 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 4

52 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

53 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

54 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 12

55 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

56 0 1 6 0 0 0 3 28

57 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 13

51 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

59 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

61 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

62 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

63 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

64 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

6S 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

66 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

67 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2

61 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
69 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

70 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7

71 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
72 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 •
73 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 •
74 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
75 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
76 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
77 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

TOTAL 4 4 15 5 1 4 8 158
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Ten auger tests were excav in Area 3 proper ( ee Figure 33). This area, according
to Babson and Orser, consists of of Parcel 109-02 orth of the levee/railroad bed. To
facilitate a reasonable division be . ecn this area and A as 1 and 2, everything north of the
North 5-m grid line was considered' to be pan of Area 3. The six auger tests placed along the
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Area 2 consists of the sou~western portion of P el 109-02 (see Figure 11). While
the National Park Service did not ~uire additional aug testing of this area. eleven auger tests
were excavated there (see Figure 33) in an effort to locate the various structures depicted on the
Sanborn Fire Insurance Company maps.

Auger Tests 37 through 40 were excavated in attempt to fmd the remains of the
dwelling depicted on the 1898 San~ FJI'C Insurance mpany map and in the photograph of
the project area made at about the time (see Fi 16 and 17). This dwelling, located
on Lot 204, was probably built 1855 and was rem ed about 1904. Auger Test 37 was
placed to the immediate north of th structure while aug Tests 38 through 40 were excavated
within its confines. All four of th se auger tests were ery difficult to excavate. The main
problem was the extreme camp ess of the soil as a res t of heavy traffic going to and from
the nearby loading bay in the P -Lobdell Building d from this area's present use as a
parking area. The difficulty of cavating this area as exacerbated by the presence of
construction debris related to the b . ding and renovation of the Percy-Lobdell Building. Even
with these difficulties, CErs fielcll crew was able to xcavate these four auger tests to a
maximum depth of46 to 69 cmbs. .

Although 21 artifacts were recovered, there was 0 indication from the auger tests or
from the observed stratigraphy that any of the house survived the construction of the
relatively massive Percy-Lobdell Building. For this reas n and the fear that heavy mechanical
work might damage the Percy-Lpbdell Building, onI 5 m away, no further work was
conducted in this portion of Ar· 2. This area, ho ever, was revisited by CEI while
monitoring the site preparation for nstruction activities.

Only one auger test, Aug Test 41, was excav ed in an attempt to locate the main
dwelling located on Lot 205 (see Fi s 16-18 and 33). 's test was excavated to a depth of
58 cm and did not encounter si . lcant cultural mat 'al (see Table 3). As the soil was
extremely compact in this area. it was not practical to ttempt further auger testing at this
location. However, as this house Was in existence from 847 until about 1910, it was decided
that additional mechanical work in this portion of Area 2 conducted.

The last six auger tests in this area, Auger Test 42 through 47, were placed in the
southwest comer of Parcel 109-02 (Figure 34) in an effa to locate the bakery/house depicted
on the 1898 and 1907 Sanborn Fire ,Insurance maps (see igures 16 and 18). Four of these six
tests, which were augered to dep varying from 36 to 70 cmbs, encountered brick rubble.
Additionally, Auger Test 47 enco tered an obvious 'ck foundation pier. Because these
auger tests indicated that there w intact features relat to the bakery, additional work was
planned for this portion of Area 2 ( below).

the time, the artifacts from this area dated between a t 1875 and 1925. Because none of
these auger tests, which were 1 ated immediately so th of Babson and Orser's Backhoe
Test I, encountered sterile soil late-nineteenth-cen features possibly existed in this
area. it was determined that additi nal work be conduc in this area in the fann of backhoe
trenches (see below).

Area 2

Area 3



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

Chapter 0: FieLd Investigation

Figure 34. Auger testing Area 2 in the vicinity of the late-nineteenth century bakery
(24 April 1989). Note the proximity of the Lafourche Parish Public Library
parking lot. View is to the east.

sloping bank: of Bayou Lafourche in this area were designed to fulfill National Park Service
requirements to auger test Area 3 at 20-m intervals. These auger tests met with little success
because of the recent accumulation of trash and obvious disturbances. Although Auger Tests
54 and 57 were excavated in the area of the circa 1905 loading ramp and warehouse, no intact
cultural midden or features were encountered.

The four auger tests placed in the southeastern portion of Area 3 were excavated as part
of the requirements of the National Park Service to further test Area 3. However, the location
of these auger tests had to be altered from the stipulated 20-m interval because of 2-m of
concrete deposited in this portion of the site. No noteworthy features or cultural materials were
located in these four auger tests.

In addition to these ten auger tests, two additional auger tests were placed to the
immediate west of Babson and Orser's Area 3. Both of these auger tests fell within the portion
of Parcel 109-01 north of the levee/railroad bed and were included as part of Area 3. Although
W.H. Ragan's office for the Thibodeaux Ice Factory was located near these two auger tests, no
noteworthy material was recovered from either excavation.

9S
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As nothing of significance was found during au er testing of Area 3, no funher work
was planned in this portion of the project area. Ho ever, subsequent events led to the
investigation of a small area to the itDlJ'lCliiate rear of the -Lobdell Building (see below).

Area 4

A total of eighteen auger ~sts were excavated' Area 4 (see Figure 33). This area
consists of Parcels 109-Q4, 109-015, 109-06, 109-08, 1 -11, and 109-12. Parcels 109-06
and 109-08 had not yet been acq' by the National P Service when CEI visited the site in
the Spring of 1989, however, and 0 archaeological w k was conducted there at that time.
While auger testing was to be cond at lQ-m interval ,there were many instances where it
was not practical to auger test of concrete slab and concrete rubble (Figure 35). In
fact, only five of the nineteen atte pted auger tests pen trated below 10 cmbs. and only two
were excavated below 40 em (see Ie 3). All five of th auger tests that were excavated with
some degree of success were acto y dug with the use of pickaxe.

Although a few artifacts w recovered from th se auger tests, none indicated a need
for additional work in Area 4. H wever, as the maj . of the auger tests were unable to
penetrate the parking area, it was lieved that addition testing of this area was necessary,
particularly in those areas that w once occupied by e foundry and Hogan's house (see
Chapter 4). Like Babson and (1988), CErs field c w was forced to reson to the use of
a backhoe to better test this area.

Results of Auger and Shovel ITesting

A total of 47 auger tests were excavated by l's field crew. While CEI enjoyed
somewhat better results from Areas I, 2, and 3 than did Babson and Orser, the auger testing
program failed almost completely in Area 4. On the b .s of CEl's auger test results, or lack
thereof, it was deemed that funher archaeological work as necessary in the southeast corner
of Area I, the bakery and dwelling portions of Area 2, an those portions ofArea 4 that might
yield archaeological remains. Thiis additional work as completed through the use of a
backhoe and a bulldozer (see below).

i

A total of seven backhoe nches were excavat within the project area for a total
length of 57 m. Each trench was c fully excavated by the backhoe in 2-to-5-cm levels. At
least one-more often two-mem s of CEl's field cre were present during all backhoe
activities to monitor the excavatio s. Mr. Philip Bourg is, the backhoe operator, was often
able to tell when he was encoun . g cultural material 'mply by the "feel" of the backhoe's
bucket. When Mr. Bourgeois beli ved he was encounte .ng cultural material, which ranged
from foundations to bottles, he wo ld stop his excavatio and CEl's field crew would closely
investigate the area in which he was working. In this , the field crew was able to locate
several features, including two foun tions and two mid ns.

All seven backhoe trenches iencountered cultural aterial. While it is obvious that it
would be impossible to screen all of the soil removed fro the backhoe trenches, every effon
was made to recover as much mateIial as possible by han -troweling the soil during and after
its removal from the trenches. By hand-troweling, a total f 899 artifacts were recovered from
the backhoe trenches (Table 4). Generally, brick,oyste ,Rangia cuneata. and excessively
large pieces of metal were not recovered from the backh trenches because of their excessive
quantity and bulk.
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Chapter 6: Field Investigation

Figure 35. Shovel testing through concrete rubble in Area 4 (24 April
1989). Note the dense underbrush along the bank of Bayou
Lafourche. View is to the northwest.

The various backhoe trenches are discussed below in order of the area in which they
were excavated. Because they were excavated from west to east and the area designations do
not follow this same pattern, the backhoe trenches are not discussed in numerical order.
Unlike the auger tests, the trenches were numbered as Backhoe Trench 1 through 7 rather than,
following Babson and Orser's nomenclature and beginning with Backhoe Test 6.
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Table 4. Artifacts Rteo.en~ DuriDI the ESC8V. tioD 0' Backhoe TreDcbes at
the WetiaDdi AC81Paa Caltural CeDter (16 LF 164).

-

ADAl ADAZ

~!ca. TaDICH. ~. TUNCIIl TaDlCHZ

~l
PEATUUl

.-:
BACKDIIlT BACKDJRT

PEAT 1

C&ILUtIC8
e-. pt =- : 2 0 0 1
y.u...- 1 0 0 0...,...... 0 1 0 0
~ 1 40 5 29 12
s-.- 1 0 0 5s_. 'd- ( 0 1 0 1........

~
1 1 2 3

1'IItIIl 45 8 31 22

GLASS I

ma- c! 0 0 4 0....... d 29 0 0 2S
V-" ..... 52 15 0 1 0
rr-.I 0 0 1 1 0
ThOid

'
• 12 76 10 14 9

T.... ~ 120 11 20 34

METAL
hwl

NIIiIa
a.-.. 0 0 0 0 0Modaa......_

0 1 0 5 0
Ser- 0 0 2 2 0
w_ 2 3 1 5 31

MiereQ_ 10 6S 8 3 12
AbaiauaI d 2 0 0 1
D.- o 0 0 0 0
eapp. 0 0 0 0 0
Lud 0 0 0 0 0
T.... ~ 71 11 15 44

I

FAUNA
~a- 13 1 5 1

0,-

~
1 0 1 0

~ 0 0 1 0
T.... 14 1 7 1

FLORA C 1 0 2 0

LEATHER C 0 0 1 0

COAL 1 7 1 4 3

SLATE ( 0 0 1 0

PLASTIC ( 0 0 1 0

ASBESTOS ( 0 0 0 0

RUBBER ( 1 0 0 0

MORTAR ( 1 0 0 0

BRICK ( 4 0 0 0

TOTAL lIlt 2M 32 12 IN
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AllL\Z AIIL\ ..

TOrAL
TIlBNCII3 TRINeH.. TRDICH6 TRENCH'
uaaHIlT BACKDIIlT BACKDIIlT I14CJm11lT

CERAMICS
e-_* s- o 1 0 0 4
y.u-- 0 0 1 0 2
&dy...... 0 0 0 0 1
~ 21 21 .to 0 lIZ
S-- 5 33 4 0 51

s-ip '. 0 0 0 0 2..... 2 0 0 0 13
T.... 21 55 4S 0 2U

GLAIS.... 0 0 0 0 ........ 1 5 2 0 62
H •. .... 2 3 1 0 ,...... 0 0 3 0 5
tHirl"" 22 50 21 0 221
T.... 25 5. Jot 0 W

METAL
In.

Nu...... 1 0 0 0 1
MadIIII ......._

0 0 2 0 •
Sll- D 0 0 0 4
w-.. 12 4 0 0 51

U;eeI' 3 • 5 0 11..
A1IaiIaa 0 0 0 0 3
a- D 2 0 0 2
<:app. 0 0 1 0 1
1.-1 0 0 1 0 1
T.... 16 14 9 0 192

rAUNA
II-. 3 2 11 0 39
0,- 0 0 0 0 2
a- D 0 0 0 1
T.... 3 2 11 0 42

FLORA 0 0 0 0 3

LEATHEIl 0 0 7 0 I

COAL 0 0 6 0 22

SLATE 0 0 0 0 1

PLASnC 0 0 3 0 4

ASUBI'08 0 1 0 0 1

RUN" 0 0 0 0 1

MORTAR 0 0 0 0 1

BRICK 0 0 0 0 4

TOrAL 72 131 115 • lit
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Area 1

Only one backhoe trench. Backhoe Trench 5. w excavated in Area 1. This trench.
5 m long with a maximum depth pf 90 cmbs. was exc vated between S25E4O and S30E4O
(Figure 36). This tteDch was excavated at this location or a number of reasons: Babson and
Orser recommended that funher Work be conducted in 's area, CEI's auger testing program
located a substantial cultural zone duu: extended to at Ie t 70 cmbs. and the 1907. 1912. and
1916 Sanborn Fire Insurance Company maps depict a s outbuilding at this location. The
presence of the outbuilding along with the presence of th cultural material suggested that there
was possibly an intaet privy at this location.

Trench S

Trench 5 was characterized by 4 to 8 cm of R gia cuneata shell and gravel at the
surface. While this shell and gravel probably originated from the two nearby access roads to
the rear of the Percy-Lobdell Building and the foundry, i was probably redeposited during the
renovation of the Percy-Lobdell Building. The second tratum of this trench. extending to a
depth of approximately 46 to 50 cmbs. appeared to be omewhat disturbed and contained a
quantity of oyster and Rangia cuneata shell. This s tum is believed to be related to the
removal of the James Hogan' house from the site a ut 1930 and possibly some later
disturbances related to the renovation of the Percy-Lobde Building.

The third stratum of Trench 5 consisted of a v rich cultural midden that extended
through the length of the tteDch. It was designated as T nch 5-Feature 1. When this feature
was first encountered in the auger tests of this area. it w found to extend to a depth of at least
70 cmbs. As it was desired to determine the nature of e feature, the backhoe was used to
continue excavation of the southern portion of the trenc . As this portion of the trench was
excavated, great care was taken to ensure the recovery f as much information as possible.
Excavation of this feature revealed that it extended only a depth of approximately 70 cmbs,
the same depth as the earlier auger tests.

While only 1.5 m of Trench 5-Feature 1 was e cavated by the backhoe, some 264
artifacts were recovered between 46 and 70 cmbs (see T Ie 4). Of the 40 sherds of whiteware
recovered from this feature at this time, four had a light usse treattnent and one had a hand­
painted polychrome design. While these decorative echniques enjoyed relatively long
popularity, repousse treatment was most popular fr m the 1890s to the 1920s (Moir
1987:102). The remainder of the ceramics from the bac oed portion of Trench 5-Feature 1
were plain wares.

Three of the four ceramic makers' marks recov from this feature were identified.
One ceramic maker's mark was that of the Homer Lau hlin China Co. and was used from
1907 to circa 1915 (Gates and Ormerod 1982:134). An er mark. that of the D.E. McNicol
Ponery Co. "Carnation" panern.dating circa 1902 t circa 1925 (Gates and Ormerod
1982:187), was also recoveJed from this feature. Finall ,a maker's mark of the "Florence"
panern of The Standard Pottery Co.• dating circa 1910 to circa 1925 (Gates and Ormerod
1982:249), was recovered.

The seven Owens machine-made bottles reco from the backhoe portion of
Feature 1 may have been made anytime between 1903 d the 1970s. However. as Owens
Machines were most popular betwe~ about 1906 and 19 (Miller and Sullivan 1984:86-87),
these bottles probably date from~ time period. Three hine-made vessels. in addition to
the above seven, were alsorecov~ but could not be m closely dated than 1904 to present.
Additionally. two molded and lipping tooled vessels, da "ng from 1856 to 1917 (Miller and
Sullivan 1984:88.89), were recoverect. Based on glass ufacturing techniques, the mean
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A total of four backhoe trencqes were excavated in a 2. These four trenches were
excavated in an attempt to locate ~e bakerylhouse, d elling, outbuildings, and stablel
warehouse/winery depicted on the vam

l

' ous maps of the area. Each backhoe trench is discussed
separately below. ,

Trench 1

102

Trench 1 was excavated along an east-west axis be een S50W25 and S50W35 in an
effon to locate the remains of the nmeteenth-century bak on Lot 205. This lO-m-Iong
trench was excavated to a maximum q.epth of 76 cmbs. Th length of this trench was dictated
somewhat by the presence of An S~t and the exit from th Lafourche Parish Public Library

I

date of this feature would be 191:£:.8 ± 19.10. This date ts in well with the one circa 1904 to
1907 Adolphus Busch Glass M acturing Co. (Toulo 1972:26) mark found on the base
of a bottle of indete:rminare manuf:. and the one 1916 to 1929 Illinois Glass Co. (Toulouse
1972:264) mark found on the base f one of the Owens hine-made vessels.

The mean ceramic maker's~ date of 1914 ± .67, the mean glass manufacturing
date of 1919.88 ± 19.10, the mean glass maker's mark t 1914 ± 8.50, combined with the
repousse whiteware dating from 1$90 to the 1920s sug est that the material of this feature
dates between about 1912 and 1916. While the one m em machine-eut nail, dating circa
1790-1900 (Nelson 1968), is a bit CFly for this feature, 0 should be remembered that James
Hogan's house was built in the late-Jilineteenth century an would have utilized this earlier nail
type. Three wire-cut nails, dating l870 to the present (N Ison 1968), were also found at this
location, indicating that changes ,vere made to the ho se after its original construction,
probably after 1900. '

While the function of many bf the artifacts from e feature could not be determined,
those that were indicate a decidedly residential occupa 0 n. Of the 19 identified sherds of
whiteware, seven were identified a$ bowls. two as sau , four as cups, four as plates, and
two as wash basins. Most of the, glass from this po on of the trench was not readily
identified. Those glass shards that ~ere identified incl screw top jars, drinking glasses,
medicine bottles, beer bottles, liquOr flasks, and lamp s glass. Interestingly, one of the
glass shards was from the New Or~ans pharmacy of K tz & Bestoff. Because five of the
glass vessels were unbroken and many of the ceramic sherds and glass shards were of
substantial size, it would appear thatl this midden represen primary refuse thrown behind the
James Hogan house prior to its being moved in 1925.

Below this early twentieth ce*tury midden was a fo cultural stratum of about 12 em
thickness. Only 32 artifacts were :Eeredfrom this zon few of which could be reasonably
well dated. One sherd of early whO ware, which prob ly dates between the 1830s to the
1850s (Moir 1987:102), was IecO¥ , from this stratum, were two square nails that predate
1900 (Nelson 1968). While this i$ very scanty eviden e, the material below Trench 5­
Feature 1 may represent some of the earlier occupation 0 the area. This artifactual material
may be associated with the Frost o~ershipof Lot 203.

The fifth and final stratum ofiI'rench 5 consisted of sterile soil between the base of the
fourth stratum at 82 cmbs and the~ of the trench at a ut 92 cmbs. While in the field, it
was determined that Trench 5-FeatDn1. ~ dated to the early- mid-1920s, only a few years later
than determined in the laboratory. ~though the midden was of relatively late date, it was
decided that further testing of this area was needed and a t st unit was later excavated in this
trench (see below). I

Area 2
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ChDpter 6: Field Investigation

parking lot. Since neither could be disturbed without affecting traffic patterns. it was not
possible to fully cover the width of the bakery complex.

Although Trench 1 contained a large quantity of brick, only 82 artifacts were recovered
from the entire trench (see Table 4). All artifacts were grouped together and bagged as one
unit. as it was not possible to distinguish between the various stratigraphic levels during
backhoe operations.

The.paucity of artifacts recovered from this trench was rather surprising, as it was
excavated in the area of the bakery-turned-dwelling. Of the 82 recovered artifacts, 29 were
whitew&Ie sheJds. All but eight of these sherds were plainwares. The eight decorated sherds
consisted of two annular banded wares, one hand-painted sherd, two edged blue sherds, one
transfer-printed sherd, and two sheJds with repousse. All but the last decorated sherd were
common during the mid- to late-nineteenth century. The one repousse sherd probably dates
from the 18905 to the 19205 (Moir 1987:102). Only one ceramic maker's mark was recovered
from this trench, that of the J & G Meakin Co. of Hanley, England. This mark post-dates
1890 (Godden 1964:427). Because so few artifacts were recovered from anyone of the five
cultural zones of the trench and all were grouped together, no attempt was made to conduct
mean ceramic dating of the trench.

Only 20 glass shards were recovered from this trench. The four blown-glass shards
recovered from this trench &Ie all representative of one olive-colored wine bottle. The machine­
made glass from this trench is represented by a complete rat poison bottle with an embossed rat
on the side and an Owens-lliinois manufacturer's mark on the base. This screw top bottle
dates to 1930 (Toulouse 1972:403). As this bottle post-dates the demolition of the
bakery/dwelling by about 20 years, it is most likely associated with the warehouse that
occupied the same site dming the early-to-mid-twentieth century.

Although few artifacts were recovered from this trench and no distinct features were
located by the backhoe; the great quantity of brick suggested that there was indeed the

. possibility of locating additional intact structural features related to the bakery and other
structures that occupied the site. For this reason and the fact that this was the known location
of a pre-l900 structure, a second trench, Trench 2, was excavated at a right angle to Trench 1.

Trench 2

Trench 2, a IO-m-Iong trench excavated along a north-south axis, was placed between
S50W30 and S40W30 (Figure 37). This trench was excavated in a further attempt to locate the
remains of the bakery in the southern portion of Lot 205. The depth of this trench varied from
30 cmbs to 95 embs because of the presence of an abnormally high concentration of brick at
25 embs to 30 cmbs in the southern 5 m of the trench and a deep disturbance in the northern
4 m of the trench.

This trench was characterized by 8 to 10 em of Rangia cuneala shell, from the nearby
parking area, under which was 16 to 34 cm of an oxidized sandy silt with brick flecks and
charcoal. Below this stratum was the dense brick concentration in the southern portion of the
trench. Although there was no pattern to the brick and it all appeared to be rubble, it was
considered best not to continue backhoe excavation of the southern half of Trench 2, for the
quantity of brick made it impossible to easily distinguish intact features. This seemed to be the
most prudent course of action for it was feared the backhoe might inadvertently destroy a
foundation or other feature dming excavation.

As noted above, the northern portion of this trench was heavily disturbed. This
disturbance, which began at a depth of 6 embs at S44.25E30, dipped down to a depth in
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37. Excavation or Trencb 2 (28 April 1989). be late-nineteentb century bakery
is located beneath tbe backboe. Trencb 1 i located between tbe backboe and
fence. View is to tbe soutbeast.

excess of 95 cmbs, the maximum epth of the trench, at S40E30. There appeared to be no
need to ascenain the depth of this .sturbance, as the tho sands of aluminum wine caps and
several "Sweet and Low" packag s recovered from 0 to 95 cmbs indicated that this
disturbance was relatively recent. As a further indicaf n of this disturbance (designated
Trench 2-Feature I), a 105-em wide oncrete foundation as encountered between 540.45 and
541.50 in a disturbed context at a de th of 26 cmbs. The resence of the wine bottle caps and
the concrete foundation indicated hat this disturbance was probably associated with the
destruction of the stable-turned-w house-turned-wine b ttling plant, in the mid-1970s. This
late date was further supported by th presence of the "Sw et and Low" packages.

In most instances, it was not possible to distinguis the disturbed portions of Trench 2
from the undisturbed areas above 2 to 30 cmbs. Becaus of this, all artifacts from the trench
were grouped together. Although 1 artifacts were rec ered from Trench 2 (see Table 4),
the fact that much of the material w retrieved from the .sturbed portion of the trench does
not allow accurate chronological or fi nctional analysis to b conducted. The only items of note
were 31 nails, comprising almost 30 of all artifacts reeov red from Trench 2 (see Table 4); all
were wire-cut nails. It is interesting to note that two of th se nails were 40<1 nails, twenty-one
were 30<1, four were 20d, while onl four were 12d or saller. The presence of these large
nails are probably evidence of the sm Ie that replaced the b ery/house in about 1910.
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Chapter 6: Field investigation

Based on the presence of very heavy concentrations of brick rubble in the southern 5 m
of Trench 2 and in all of Trench 1, it was decided to further investigate this area through
mechanical stripping (see below). Mechanical stripping by bulldozer was deemed to be the
most advantageous method of investigation of this area, for it would allow CEI's field crew to
determine the extent of the disturbance encountered in Trench 2 and possibly determine the
source of all of the brick rubble encountered in Trenches 1 and 2, as well as relocate the brick
foundation located in Auger Test 47.

Trench 3

Trench 3 was excavated between S25WI7 and S35W17 in an effon to locate the
outbuildings depicted on Lot 205 on the 1898 and 1907 Sanborn Fire Insurance Company
maps (see Figmes 16,18, and 36). This trench, which was excavated to a maximum depth of
103 cmbs, encountered a very extensive and deep disturbance similar to the one found in the
northern portion ofTrench 2.

The stratigraphy of Trench 3 is relatively simple. The first stratum consisted of 10 to
15 cmbs of the Rangia cuneata shell that constituted the parking lot of the Lafourche Parish
Public Library. The above-mentioned disturbance was encountered immediately below the
Rangia cuneata. The depth of this disturbance varied from 50 cmbs at S35W17 to the
maximum depth of the trench at 103 cmbs at S29W17. Sterile subsoil was encountered in only
two portions of Trench 3, once at a depth of 50 to 55 cmbs between S32 and S35 and again at
a depth of 80 to 97 cmbs between S27.5 and S28.5. Like Trench 2, there seemed to be no
point in excavating this disturbance completely to subsoil because of its recent nature.

Only 72 artifacts were recovered from this trench. Although hundreds of aluminum
wine bottle caps were removed from this trench, none were retained for the artifact collection.
The recent disturbance of this trench does not allow statements to be made about the pre-1975
use of this area, at least not based on the recovered artifacts. However, it is of interest to note

. several of the artifacts recovered from this trench. The fJrSt of these were 13 sherds of a
single, plain whiteware soup plate that was approximately 60% complete. A single horseshoe,
probably from the stable that covered this area from about 1910 to about 1915, was also
recovered from Trench 3.

Three glass shards with manufacturers' marks were recovered from Trench 3. One of
these marks, from a machine-made bottle of clear glass, indicated that it was produced by the
Brockway Machine Bottle Co. sometime after 1925 (Toulouse 1972:59). The second mark,
also on a machine-made bottle, indicated that this vessel was manufactured by the Knox Glass
Bottle Co. of Mississippi between 1932 and 1953+ (Toulouse 1972:271). Interestingly, this
clear glass bottle was embossed "4/5 QUART" on its side and "WINE" on its base, suggesting
it might have been one of the bottles used by Vermat to bottle Algerian wine in the early 1970s.
The third glass manufacturer's mark, also from a machine-made bottle, was not identified.

The degree of disturbance encountered in Trench 3 made it clear to the CEI crew that
there was little hope of locating intact features related to the outbuildings of Lot 205. Because
of the disturbance present in Trench 3 and in the northern portion of Trench 2, no further
archaeological work was scheduled for the immediate vicinity of Trench 3.

Trench 4

Trench 4 was excavated in an attempt to locate the dwelling built by George Anderson
in 1847 on Lot 205 (see Figure 36). Based on the 1898 and 1907 Sanborn Fire Insurance
Company maps (see Figures 16 and 17), it was determined that this structure was roughly
bound by the NOD line, the WlO line, the S20 line, and the W20 line. To increase the
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One of the structure foundati ns consisted of a po .on of the northern wall foundation
of the 1847 dwelling. This foun ation was designa d as Trench 4-Feature 1. The
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Exposed portio s of the wall (Fea ure 1) and fireplace-like
foundations (F ature 2) of the 184 George Anderson house
".Jncovered duri g the e:'I:cavation of Trench 4 (30 April 1989t
View is to the orth.

Figure

probability of locating the foundati n of this structure, Tench 4 was excavated through the
center of its presumed location, tween S05W15 an S15W15. Two ponions of the
structure's foundation were encounte ed in this trench (Fi e 38).
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Figure 39. Profile of tbe east wall of Trencb 4 in tbe vicinity of tbe nortb wall
foundation of tbe 1847 George Anderson bouse. Tbe interface of zones F
and G represents tbe 1847 ground surface.

Trench 4-Feature 2 consisted of a brick fireplace-like foundation (see Figure 38).
While the surface area of this feature resembled that of a frreplace, it was only one course
thick-much too insubstantial for a fireplace foundation. While the exact function of this feature
remains unknown, it was presumed at the time of these excavations, as it continues to be, that
it may have served as a stove base, possibly for the Franklin Stoves purchased by George
Anderson from the Lamoureux estate in March 1847. The stratigraphy around this feature was

SS.5W14.5

UNEXCAVATED------......."'"
UNEXCAVATED

Chapter 6: Field Investigation

A RANGIA SHELL

B ASPHAlT, ROCKS, BRICK FRAGMENTS
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E VERY PALE BROWN (lOYR 813) SAND MOntED WITH 0 AND ASH
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G DARK GRAYISH BROWN (10YR 412) CLAYEY SILT WITH OXIDATION. STERILE

1--1
lOan

UNEXCAVATED

S6.5W14.5

stratigraphy of this portion of Trench 4 is rather complex (Figure 39). During the excavation
and cleaning of this portion of the trench it became readily apparent that a builder's trench was
dug prior to the construction of the wall. When this building was constructed, the ground
surface was at the interface of Stratum F and Stratum G (Figure 39). Stratum E, which
contained a quantity of ash, may date from the destruction of the Anderson building in about
1910. The remaining four zones represent fill brought to the site during the past 80 years.

These four episodes of filling raised the elevation of the ground level of the site 58 em
following the destruction of the house. At present, this portion of the foundation lies between
about 60 and 70 embs.
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similar to that of Feature I, except at the ash lense am nd Trench 4-Feature 1 was in direct
contact with the surface of this fo tion.

The 130 artifacts reeov from this trench ha e a decidedly domestic nature (see
Table 4). Interestingly. 33 of the 151 ceramics reeov from this trench were sherds of
stoneware crocks, bowls, and jars. The Bristol-type sli glaze on these sherds indicates a
post-1890 deposition. This date coincides well with th 1891+ date of a W. Adams & Co.
(Godden 1964:22) maker's mark !"¢Overed from this tre ch. Unfonunately. the level from
which this material was recovered as not determined. owever, it is believed that most of
the ceramics were recovered fro below 40 cmbs nd are associated with the post­
abandonment of the Anderson hou .

The 55 glass shards from T nch 4 included 5 sh ds of glass from 3 molded lipping
tooled vessels, 22 fragments of 3 ens machine-made essels, 2 shards of 2 machine-made
bottles, and 2 shards of a single "H . gray" insulator. . e these glass artifacts suggest a
post-1920 deposition, it should be remembered that the . acts from the various strata were
not bagged separately and therefore represent the entire ch and not individual strata.

The discovery of two mid- .! eteenth-century fo dations in this trench, coupled with
the need for additional construction information of the derson house, necessitated further
work be conducted in this area (see below). Stripping ugh the use of the bulldozer was
deemed to be the only efficient mean by which to remove e 50+ cm of overburden above the
foundation remains of George And n's dwelling. The 1 s of artifacts from this overburden
was not felt to be particularly delet . us as the overburden post-dated circa 1910.

Area 4

Area 4 consists primarily of the ground former! occupied by the Gulf Bulk Plant.
Two trenches, Trenches 6 and 7, w~ excavated in this ea. A discussion of the material
encountered in these trenches follow*.

Trench 6

Trench 6 was excavated be n N05W20 and NO W25 (see Figure 36) in an effort to
locate any possible foundations or 0 er features associa with the Hogan house prior to its
removal from this site in 1925. Thi trench was excavat to a depth of only 37 cmbs due to
the presence of a very strong petro-ehemical odor. This or was probably from gasoline that
had seeped into the soil from the neaIby fuel storage tanks.

This trench was characterizep by a surface layer f about 10 cm of very compacted
gravel, Rangia cuneata, and concre~· associated with the .ve/parking area of the bulk plant
facility. Immediately below this stra m was approximate 24 cm of a clayey silt with a very
heavy petro-ehemical odor. Within is zone was a 5-cm edge of gravel between W20 and
W22.5. A very rich cultural midden probably the same 0 e encountered earlier in Trench 5,
was uncovered at a depth of app ximately 34 cm. lthough this midden would have
undoubtedly provided a great deal 0 information about e area, this trench was not further
excavated because of the pervasiv~ petro-chemical ad r and possibly harmful working
conditions. '

. Although Trench 6 was excava~ to a depth of nly 37 cmbs, 115 artifacts were
recovered (see Table 4). Most of tIlese were recovered m the 3 cm of midden that was
excavated between 34 and 37 cmbs. I Twenty-one of the sherds of whiteware represented
coffee cups, three represented sauc rs, and 13 represen ed plates. The remaining seven
whiteware sherds were unidentified to function. All of the whiteware recovered from this

108

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
••
I
I
I
I
I
I
I



I
I
I
t
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I,

I
I

Chapter 6: Field Investigation

trench was undecorated. Also recovered from this midden were seven fragments of shoe
soles, a plastic liner for a shoe, a man's black plastic comb, and a woman's black plastic comb.
Because the area around Trench 6 was obviously contaminated, no further archaeological work
was attempted in this portion of Area 4.

Trench 7

Trench 7 was excavated between N28W20 and N35W20 (see Figure 36) in an attempt
to locate the foundation of the Thibodaux Boiler Works. As in Trench 6, there was a very
heavy petro-chemical odor emanating from the ground during excavation. While the odor was
not as powerful as in Trench 6, the contamination was strong enough to warrant the
abandonment of this area after the necessary profIles were made of the trench's walls. No
artifacts were recovered from Trench 7.

The northern 2.75 m of this trench was excavated to a depth of 100 cm. Excavation
was halted at N32.25, as an electrical conduit that ran across the trench was uncovered at
4 cmbs (Figure 40). This portion of the trench was characterized by a surface layer of 14 cm
of extremely compacted Rangia cuneata, oyster, and gravel. Below this stratum was 4 to 6 cm
of asphalt Immediately below the asphalt were two small pit-like features of very compacted

.~

Figure 40. East profile of TreDch 7, betweeD N35 aDd N32.25 (l May 1989). Black strata
represeDts coal ciDders of Feature 1. Note electrical cODduit at extreme right
of photograph.
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coal cinders that protruded into th underlying strata. s both of these pits, one of which
extended to 54 cmbs and the other 70 embs, were obvio sly related to the same depositional
event, both were designated as Tre ch 7-Feature 1. Be cen these two pits were two strata.
The first extended to a depth of 66 mbs and contained brick flecks and charcoal; the
second was only 6 to 8 em thick land contained small coal fragments. Sterile soil was
encountered at a depth of 72 to 74 cmbs. No artifacts w recovered from this portion of the
trench.

While the function of the two coal cinder pits uld not be detennined, they were
undoubtedly related to the operation of the boiler w rks. As there was no exhibited
stratigraphy within the pits themselves, they were both ntly filled in a single depositional
episode, probably at or about the $ame point in time. It was not possible, however, to
determine when these pits were u . ized as they were 0 artifacts associated with them.
However, it may be assumed that the were in use during e late-nineteenth or early-twentieth
centuries.

The extremely compacted na with the presence of the electrical
conduit and the concrete landing for e fuel storage tanks e it very difficult to excavate the
remainder of the trench. Because 0 these impediments, nly the southern 2 m of Trench 7,
between N30W20 and N28W20, w excavated south of e electrical conduit At a depth of
only 26 cmbs, an intact brick fo tion was uncovered t N28.5 (Figure 41). After careful
cleaning, a second foundation was' vered at a depth 0 36 embs at a right angle to the one
fU'St discovered (Figure 41). This fiundation, designated Trench 7-Feature 2, was located
immediately below the Rangia cuneata and gravel drive. e location of this foundation and its
relatively unsubstantial nature suggeSted that it represen an interior wall foundation of the
boiler works. Again, the lack of artifacts did not allow .s feature to be accurately dated.
However, it may be assumed that this foundation dates be cen about 1870 and 1920.

As in Trench 6, the presence of contaminants in th soil around Trench "1 forced CEl's
field crew to abandon this area, as thFe was no way to de rmine whether these contaminants
were potentially hazardous to work r safety. As worker safety was of the utmost concern,
however, no further work was condu ted in the vicinity of rench 7.

ResuUs of Backhoe Excavation

The seven backhoe trenches excavated during th course of this project were very
successful. The one backhoe trench' Area 1 located an ly-twentieth-century trash midden
while the four trenches excavated in a 2 uncovered two brick foundations and a very dense
brick concentration and the two bac oe trenches in Area 4 uncovered a brick foundation and a
trash midden. Based on these findin s, mechanical stripp ng of the areas around Trenches 1,
2, and 4 was selected as the next p of work.

It should be reiterated here that petro-ehemical con .nants were found in Trenches 6
and 7. Coupled with the "polluted groundwater" found y Babson and Orser (1988:48) in
Backhoe Test 2, it appeared that the soil contamination was spread over a fairly large portion of
the project area. Interestingly, this contamination was abse t from Trench 5.

When these investigations w~re conducted, it was own whether these petroleum
products had entered the soil throug~ leakage of the nearb storage tanks, fuel spills, or from
some outside source. Nor was it . wn how harmful th se contaminants were to humans.
Although several archaeologically in eresting features we encountered in Trenches 6 and 7,
no further work was conducted in 4 to avoid the e posure of CEl's field crew to this
potenti.ally harmful environment
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Chapter 6: Field InvestiRQUOn

t_... ,,"

" ..
Figure 41. Brick foundations of an interior wall of tbe Thibodaux Boiler Works in

Trencb 7 (IS May 1989).

Mechanical and Hand Stripping

There were several factors that prohibited the stripping of the entire project area during
CEl's initial visit to the site. The most obvious limiting factors were the presence of standing
structures on Lots 200, 201, 202, and 204 and the fact that the National Park Service had not
yet acquired several parcels of land to be included in the Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center.
The operation of the Lafourche Parish Public Library in the Percy-Lobdell Building greatly
limited the area amenable to large scale stripping in the western ponion of the project area as
destruction of the library's parking facilities would have !;!reatly inconvenienced library
patrons, both in eliminating parking places and in limiting their access to the library's entrance
(which was then on the west side of the Percv-Lobdell Buildim(l. Fonions of Lots 200 and
203 were eliminated from those areas amenabie to stripping due "to the presence of potentially
harmful contaminants in the soil.

These impediments resulted in the stripping of five separate areas through the use of a
bulldozer and two relatively small areas by hand (Figure 42). The areas that were stripped
through the use of the bulldozer were done so in levels of approximately 2 em. By stripping
areas in thin levels, CEl's field crew was able to locate a number of features before they were
irrevocably destroyed. All mechanical stripping operations were monitored by at least two
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ehopler 6: Field Investigation

members of the field crew. In addition to CEl's field crew, Mr. Philip Bourgeois, the
bulldozer operator, watched for cultural materi~. Like his previ.ous backhoe .work, ~r.
Bourgeois was often able to ~ell when the blade of ~s bulldozer c~emto contact WIth a boned
object before any archaeolOgIcal features could be VIsually recognized.

Mter each area was mechanically stripped, shovels, trowels, and brooms were used to
further clean the stripped area prior to mapping. Those areas that were not mechanically
stripped, Strip Areas 6 and 7, began with this stage of the stripping process. All artifacts
uncovered by the bulldozer and by CEl's field crew during the cleaning proces~ were grouped
together and given the provenience of Strip Area "#", Backdirt. After each stnpped are~ was
cleaned, it was photographed and any uncovered features were accurately mapped. Artifacts
recovered during this work was given the provenience of Strip Area "#", Surface. A total of
984 artifacts were collected in this manner during the stripping of the seven strip areas
(Table 5). Like the backhoe trenches. the stripping operations were not conducted in the order
of the area designations. Because of this, the discussion of the stripped areas do not follow
numerical order. Each stripped area is discussed separately below.

Area 1

Two portions of Area 1 were mechanically stripped (see Figure 42). These areas were
excavated in an attempt to locate the foundry depicted on the pre-1927 Sanborn Fire Insurance
Company maps and described in the late-nineteenth-century legal documents as' well as the
possible sawmill foundation described by Babson and Orser (1988:50). Both stripped areas
are discussed more fully below.

Strip Area 4

Strip Area 4 covered an area of 10 m2 and was bound by the NOO, E45, S10, and E35
grid lines (see Figure 42). This area was mechanically stripped in an effon to locate the

. remains of the Thibodaux Boiler Works. Mechanical stripping of this area was deemed to be
the most appropriate method of excavation. as it was necessary to open a fairly large area to
locate the foundry foundations. Backhoe trenching was not used in this area because it was
feared that such an excavation would encounter the "polluted groundwater" first discovered by
Babson and Orser (1988:48) in their excavation of Backhoe Test 2.

Stripping of this area had barely begun when a large brick foundation was uncovered in
the eastern half of the stripped area. This foundation. which lay only 2 to 5 cmbs, was
subsequently cleaned and mapped (Figure 43). While the exact nature of this foundation has
not been determined. it was apparently the foundation for a boiler that was located in the
foundry's "Pattern Shop" (see Figures 18-20). Two excavation units were dug in relation to
this foundation and are more fully discussed in a later section of this repon.

Stripping of the eastern portion of Strip Area 4 was halted when the brick foundation
was discovered while stripping of the western half of Strip Area 4 continued to a depth of
approximately 30 cmbs. At that depth a very dense layer of coal and coal cinders was
encountered. This layer probably represents the remains of the coal piles depicted on the early
Sanborn Fire Insurance Company maps. Excavation of Strip Area 4 was halted at this depth so
that contaminated soils would not be encountered there as they were only a shon distance to the
east during the excavation of Trench 7 and to the immediate south during Babson and Orser's
excavation of Backhoe Test #2. Several lengthy railroad track rails and large pieces of metal,
possibly from boilers. were uncovered immediately above the coallense. These large objects,
which were not retained for the collection. probably represent the circa 1920 dismantling of the
foundry.
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Table 5. Artitaell Recoyered torlD tbe Seven Strip Areas or tbe Wetlands Acadian
Cultural Center (l6LF 164).

AIlEA I AIlEA2

STRIP
~

TRIP STRIP STIlI STRIP STRIP STRIP
AIlEA4 IlEA 4 AIlEAS

.~
I AIlEAI AJlL\2 AIlL\2

BACXDIIlT SUIFACE MCKDIRT IDT SUJlJ'ACB BACKDIIlT SURFACE

CEItAM1CS !

Coone... - 0 0 0 0 0 2 0
w- 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
y.u-- 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ww-.. 21 1 0 11 3 40 0
s.-. 110 1 0 3 3 22 1

~ 7 0 0 0 0 1 0
I'araeIIiD 4 0 0 0 3 1 0
T.... 142 2 0 21 9 67 1

GLASS
BIowII 0 0 0 0 1 7 0
Mold 3 12 1 1 0 • 2
MaiD. 24 4 0 2 0 5 0
"'--I 0 0 0 0 0 9 0
Ullidmlified lOS 12 5 31 1 llO 35
T..... 132 .21 6 41 2 139 37

METAL

"""No
Hoadmede 0 0 0 0 1 1 0
s.p.. 1 0 0 3 1 5 0
Vn 10 0 0 59 6 23 0
ReiIIaM SpiIIlo 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
UIIideIifiod 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
M~ 32 0 0 • 1 19 10

AlumiDum 1 0 0 29 0 0 0
Ilrua 9 0 0 2. 0 0 0
Wbi181111ll11 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
TID 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
To&IlI 53 0 0 102 10 4!1 10

FAUNA i

BoDe 16 '0 5 6 2. 9 1

Sblll1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Bu_ 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
T..... 16 ·0 5 6 2. 10 1

LEATHER 0 0 0 0 0 " 0

,

SLATE 0 0 0 1 0 0 0

PLASTIC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

RUBBER 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

LINOLEUM 0 P 0 1 0 0 0

GRAPB1TE 1 P 0 0 0 0 0
I

TOTAL 30M :lo II 172 23 26S 49

continued
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AIlEAZ AIlEA.3

STRIP STRIP STRIP STRIP TOTAL

AIlEA.3 AIlEA.3A AIlEA.7 AIlEA.6

BACKDIRT BACIIDIRT BACKDIRT BACKDIRT

CERAMICSea-__
0 0 0 0 Z

~ 0 0 0 0 I

v......... 0 2 0 0 Z

ww-. II 3 0 0 ",

S- I 3 I 0 145

s.u.....- I 0 0 0 9

l'InaIIaI 0 0 I 0 9

ToW 13 8 2 0 Z65

GLASS
B'- 0 0 0 0 8

Mold 0 0 0 0 1:1

~ 0 I 0 3 39....... 0 0 1 0 10

U~ 2 13 2 2 315

ToW 2 14 3 S 40!1

METAL
u-

Naill......-. 0 0 0 0 Z
Sq-. 0 0 0 1 11
W.. 8 7 2 0 115

~SpiU 0 0 0 1 1

UIIidoaIilIed 0 0 0 0 1
M......I . 1 2 3 2 71

~ 0 7 0 2 39

lInu 1 0 0 0 U

WbII8 ...... 0 0 0 0 I

TID 0 0 0 0 I

ToW 10 16 S 6 %61

FAUNA.. 1 1 0 0 41

SIleI1 I 0 0 0 1
~ 0 0 0 0 1
ToW 2 1 0 0 43

LEATHER 1 0 0 0 1

SLATE 0 0 0 0 1

PLASTIC 0 0 0 1 I

RUBBER 0 0 0 1 1

UNOLEUM 0 0 0 0 1

GIlAPIIlTE 0 0 0 0 1

TOTAL 28 39 10 13 ,..
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ChJJpter 6: F~1d Investigation

The 30 em of soil that was removed from above the circa 1905 coal pile in the western
half of Strip Area 4 contained a variety of artifacts•.of which 344 we~ recovered fro.m the
backdirt (see Table 5). Interestingly. 142 of these artifacts were cerannc sherds. of which 94
were Bristol slip-glazed stoneware sherds. The 94 Bristol slip-glazed stoneware sherds
combined with the other 16 stoneware sherds above the coallense suggests that this area was
used as a disposal area by the Percy-Lobdell Company after they acquired Lot 2~3 in 1920 (~ee
Chapter 4). This date is in part supponed.by the 22 shards of an Owens Mac~e-made Milk
of Magnesia bottle and two other machme-made bottles recovered from thIS area. Also
recovered were ten wire-cut mills. suggesting a post 1900 date of deposition. Two shards of
molded bottles and a square nail. however. suggest that some earlier material may have been
redeposited in this area. possibly during the removal of the foundry or renovation of the Percy­
Lobdell Building. These earlier types of artifacts. however. may not have entered the
archaeological record until after 1905 as molded bottles were produced well into the twentieth
century and square nails may have been used into the early-twentieth century.

Interestingly, 30 artifacts collected during the cleaning of this strip area were located
adjacent to the southwest comer of the brick foundation (see Table 5 and Figure 43). Of these
30 artifacts, four were complete brandy or whiskey flasks of molded lipping-tooled
manufacture. In addition to these four complete vessels, fragments of four molded lipping­
tooled whiskey flasks and one machine-made whiskey flask were recovered from this small
area. These nine whiskey flasks were found in an area that would have been between the brick
boiler foundation and the exterior wall of the foundry (see Figure 18). Apparently, one or
more employees at the foundry imbibed in spirits while at work and used this out-of-the-way
area to stash their empty bottles. The presence of both molded and machine-made flasks
suggests that this practice probably occurred during the early 191Os. Because these
manufacturing techniques overlapped by over a decade. it is not possible to state with any
certainty how long this practice continued.

Although the stripping activities had located the boiler foundation of the boiler works,
. more infonnation was needed about the construction of the boiler foundation and the rest of the
building in general. Hence, two excavation units were dug, one inside the foundation and one
on the "Pattern Shop" side of the foundation. Both units are discussed below.

Strip Area 5

Strip Area 5 was excavated in an attempt to locate the possible brick foundation or floor
reponed by Babson and Orser (1988:49,50). This strip area, measuring only 3 by 5 m, could
not be expanded because of the presence of an underground drain line, underground electrical
line, and chain-link fence (Figure 44). As the historical information indicated that the sawmill
was located on Lot 204, Strip Area 5 was excavated as close to the Percy-Lobdell Building as
practicable to increase the odds of locating the foundation. One feature was encountered during
the stripping of this area, an asphalt access road. This asphalt road presumably extends from
St. Mary Street to the rear of the Percy-Lobdell Building and possibly beyond. While this
asphalt drive could not possibly have been mis-identified as a brick structure by Babson and
Orser's informant, the location of the brick feature and the hard surface encountered by Babson
and Orser during probing should have been within Strip Area 5. It is quite probable that
Babson and Orser's informant was mistaken about the exact location of the brick feature. The
asphalt drive uncovered in Strip Area 5 was undoubtedly the hard surface encountered by
Babson and Orser in 1988.

. The asphalt drive. was located 23 to 25 cmbs in the western half of Strip Area 5
(FIgure 44). Only 11 arufacts were recovered from this strip area (see Table 5), primarily
from its eastern portions. The most interesting of these was a partial "Pabst" beer bottle
manufactured by William Franzen & Son between 1900 and 1929 (Toulouse 1972:536)
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recovered from the edge of the drive. Because this drive w laid after 1901, used well into the
twentieth century. and could not easily removed. no further archaeological work was
conducted in this area.

The three areas that were s pped in Area 2 were stripped in an effon to locate the
foundation remains of the bakery/d elling. the remains f the Anderson dwelling. and the
possible brick foundation located by abson and Orser (19 8). A description of each of these
stripped areas follow.

Area 2
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Figure 45. The concrete foundations of the circa 1910 stables/warehouse/wine bottling
plant in Strip Area I-Feature 1 (8 May 1989). These large foundations were
pushed into a large refuse pit in about 1972. View is to the north.

Strip Area 1

Strip Area 1 was excavated between the S40, W25, S50, and W35 grid lines (see
Figure 42). This strip area was placed over Trenches 1 and 2 and Auger Tests 42 through 47
in an attempt to locate the brick foundation of the bakery/dwelling. Although the
bakery/dwelling extended beyond the limits of Strip Area 1, the excavation could not be
enlarged because of the exit to the library parking lot blocked expansion to me east while the
fence prevented additional excavations to the south. Excavations to tne west were blocked by
An Street and a recently installed stonn drain line (see Figure 2).

Strip Area I was mechanically stripped to a depth of only 25 to 30 cmbs as the area was
so congested with features (Figures 45, 46, 47) that it soon became impossible to maneuver the
bulldozer. After the area was cleaned by shovels, a portion of the intrusive pit first located in
Trench 2 was excavated by shovel. This modern feature, which was earlier designated as
Trench 2-Feature 1, was partially shoveled out to a maximum depth of 75 cmbs and
redesignated Strip Area I-Feature 1. The primary contents of this pit, which was apparently
excavated in the mid-I970s (see Trench 2 discussion), were concrete foundations from the
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Figure 46. Strip Area I-Features 3 and 4, in situ concrete foundations of the stables constructed in
circa 1910 (8 May 1989). The stables building was removed in circa 1972 after serving as a
warehouse and wine bottling plant. View is to the west.
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Figure 47. Plan view or Strip Area I-Features 2, 5, 6, and 7. In situ brick piers or the
late-nineteenth century to circa 1905 bakery/dwelling.

circa 1910 stables (see Figure 45) and thousands of aluminum wine bottle caps. As it was
impossible to save all of these caps, a sample of 29 were retained for the artifact collection.
While little information was found about the spatial extent of this pit, some idea of its size can
be ascertained by the size and quantity of concrete foundations that were thrown into it (see
Figure 45). Because the pit was encountered in the northern portion of Strip Area 1, in
Trench 3, Strip Area 3 (see below), and in the southern fringe of Strip Area 2 (see below), it is
obvious that this pit covered vinually the entire area that the stables had occupied. Because of
this, no further work was conducted in the stables area.

Two concrete foundations were found in situ within Strip Area 1 and given the
designation Strip Area I-Features 3 and 4 (see Figure 46). Strip Area I-Feature 3, the
northernmost foundation, had a surface area measuring 88 by 85 em and was centered at
S43.52W34.22. The second foundation measured 94 by 106 cm and was centered at
S47.38W34.30. Although the height of these foundations was not ascertained, similar ones in
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A total of 314 artifacts wete recovered during e stripping of Strip Area 2 (see
Table 5). While it was impossible 'to discern any distur ances in soil color or texture, the
missing portion of the west wall foundation and the presen e of several "Budweiser" beer cans
and window screen immediately adjacent to the southern rtion of the foundation indicated
that this area was disturbed in the I11latively recent past. addition to the "Budweiser" beer
cans, which literally floated off after a severe rain storm n 11 May 1989, several machine­
made glass vessels, including a 1974 Fanta Orange bottle, ere also found immediately above
the brick foundation. The presenc of these artifacts s ggest that much of this area was
disturbed to at least 50 cmbs durin the demolition of th stable/warehouse/winery in circa
1972 and possibly later as well. e artifacts recovered om this stripping activity are not
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tion, no funher work in relation to

the pit to their immediate north w over 60 em high. Th
composed part of the western wall f the stable that was
Because these features could offer ·ttle additional inti
these two foundations was conduc
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Strip Area I-Features 2, 5,~, and 7 were all rela to the construction of the bakery.
Although, these four features (see Figure 47) appear to omprise the wall foundation of the
northern and western walls of the "oven" depicted on the 1898 Sanborn Fire Insurance
Company map (see Figure 16), the dimensions of the stru s do not correlate. This lack of
correlation is most likely due to apparent distortion of th 1898 map. These foundations are
believed to represent the main part of the structure w ch was still standing in 1907 (see
Figure 18). An excavation unit was later placed on the 0 tside edge of the comer foundation
of this structure (see below).

A total of 172 artifacts w recovered during th stripping of Area 1 and another 23
were recovered from the stripped's surface after it h been cleaned. As these artifacts
were recovered from so close to the urface and from the 1 Os intrusive pit, they are not likely
from undisturbed contexts. Intere tingly, 71 of the to 195 artifacts were nails, most of
which were wire-cut As these . -cut nails were recov red from the pit area (Strip Area 1­
Feature 1), they are probably as . ed with the stables th t occupied the site from about 1910
to 1970. This seems to be sup by the large size 0 the nails, 40 of which were 20d or
larger. The ceramics recovered fro this area consisted primarily of plain whiteware. One
sherd of a flow-blue, decorated wh' ware soup plate an one sherd of transfer-printed, blue
whiteware vessel were recovered m the backdirt of thi strip area. Although both of these
decorations were common during th. mid- to late-nineteen century, they are believed to have
been redeposited in the 19708 trash pit None of the other . acts recovered from the backdirt
of this area are noteworthy.

Strip Area 2

Strip Area 2, an area of 10 x 20 m, was excava in an attempt to locate additional
remains of the 1847 Anderson dwe'ing (see Figure 42). This strip area was excavated over
Trench 4, between the NOO, WlO, IS20, and W20 grid ines. The shell parking lot of the
Lafourche Parish Public Library e it very difficult to 'p this area (Figure 48). Stripping
within this area was somewhat limi by the presence 0 a 3-in diameter water pipe running
north-south at about W17.

At a depth of approximate1 50 cmbs, the first c urse of the house's foundation was
uncovered between 511W16 and 51 W16 (Figure 49). S 'pping continued in this area until
all of the remaining foundation betw the W13 and W17 grid lines was uncovered The area
between the WlO and WI3 grid lin s was not mechanic ly removed, so an excavation unit
could be placed over the top of the ti undation to better rtain the stratigraphy of the area in
relation to the foundation.
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Figure 48. Stripping of Strip Area 2, Strip Area 1 is in the background (6 May 1989).
View is to the southwest.

panicularly noteworthy as they were primarily recovered from disturbed contexts. It should be
noted. however. that a handful of the 3Itifacts indicate some nineteenth-century occupation.

Those artifacts that do deserve some mention include a "Giant Reflex" spark plug with
~ patent date of 18 January 1910. This early spark plug probably represents one of the earlier
_ntemal combustion engines in Thibodaux. Also of interest were 12 sherds of a late-nineteenth
century salt-glazed stoneware bottle with "Amsterdam" impressed near the base. Another
artifact of note was a child's white enameled-tin chamber pot was recovered from the backdirt
of the stripped area. Three glass vessels recovered from Strio Area 2 were also of some
interest One of these was an olive-colored. molded and lipping tooled bottle with a crown lip.
This complete vessel. which probably dates 1895-1915. is an unusual eoior for this type of
bottle and its function is unknown. Two comolete molded medicine vials were recovered from
this area as well. All three of these glass artifacts may date prior to the construction of the
stables in about 1910.

Two excavation units were subsequently placed over the house foundation because it
was necessary to determine the method of construction of this foundation. One of these was
excavated over the nonh wall foundation. and the other over the fireplace-like foundation.
Both excavation units are discussed below.
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Figure 49. Plan view of tbe brick foundations of tbe 1847 George Anderson
dwelling in Strip .rea 2.
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ChlJpter 6: Field Investigation

Strip Areas 3 and 3A

Strip Area 3 was a mechanically stripped area excavated .betwe~n the S25, W03, S32,
and W08 grid lines (see Figure 42). This 5-by-7-m area was smpped m.an effon to relocate
the possible brick foundation uncovered by Babson and Orser (1988:48) m the eastern part of
Backhoe Test 3. Babson and Orser (1988:77) had recommended that this area be stripped to a
depth of 36 cmbs to test this possible foundation and a midden which they believed represented
privy fill.

Like Strip Area 2, this area was very difficult to strip due to soil compaction. Because
this work area was located immediately in front of the main entrance to the library, it was
conducted on a Sunday, the only day the library was closed. So as not to inconvenience
library patrons, this area was excavated, recorded, collected, and backfilled on the same day.
While Babson and Orser had encountered the possible brick foundation about 36 cmbs, no
foundation was discovered at this depth in Strip Area 3. A concrete slab was encountered only
7 cmbs in the northwestern comer of this strip area, and a dense concentration of brick rubble
at a depth of 42 cmbs (Figure 50).

When these excavations were conducted, this brick concentration was not believed to
be the feature encountered·by Babson and Orser in 1988. Funher cleaning of the edges of
Strip Area 3 uncovered another cluster of bricks at 34 cmbs between S30 and S31 in the west
wall of the stripped area (Figure 50). Unfonunately, it was not possible to extend the stripped
area at that time as it had to be immediately backfilled to be prepared for the library's opening
the following day.

Three weeks after Strip Area 3 was excavated, an additional 5-by-8-m area was opened
adjacent to the western edge of the previously stripped area. This area was designated as Strip
Area 3A (see Figure 42) and was bound by the S27, W08, S32, and W14 grid lines. This
extension was excavated to determine whether the brick located along the west wall of Strip

. Area 3 was the foundation encountered by Babson and Orser. Although Strip Area 3A
relocated the brick in question, it was found that this was another concentration of brick rubble,
albeit much smaller than that found in Strip Area 3.

This small cluster of brick rubble had obviously been located by Babson and Orser, as
the outline of their trench was clearly visible to its immediate west, between S30.05 and
S30.70 m. This fits well with the description of Babson and Orser's work, for they skipped
over this feature during their backhoe trench work and restarted on its western edge. Because
this brick cluster was located at the same depth as their possible brick feature and was adjacent
to their trench, there is little question that this concentration of brick rubble represents Babson
and Orser's possible foundation. This brick rubble, and that located in Strip Area 3, was
probably related to the construction of the nearby Percy-Lobdell Building in 1905. No attempt
was made to penetrate this brick rubble for fear of funher inconveniencing library patrons and
damaging the Percy-Lobdell Building structure.

In addition to the concrete slab and two clusters brick rubble, another concrete
foundation of the old stable was located at a depth of 20 cmbs. This 1 m2 foundation was
centered about grid point S29.10W08.05. It was also discovered that the 1970s pit located in
Trenches 2 and 3 and Strip Areas 1 and 2 extended into Strip Area 3A as well. This
disturbance began about 1 m west of the concrete foundation. The most obvious indicators of
this intrusive pit were several large pieces of concrete that were in an obviously disturbed
position and the presence of several hundred aluminum wine bottle caps from the wine bottling
plant.
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Strip Area 3 after th completion of str pping (7 May 1989). Note the
concrete slab near the round surface and t e brick rubble related to the 1905
construction of the Pery-Lobdell Building. View is to the north.

I

Only 28 artifacts were recovered from Strip Area 3 and only 39 from Strip Area 3A.
As with the previous stripped areas,! the material recover from the backdirt provided little
information. Most of the artifacts ~covered from Strip eas 3 and 3A are typical of a post­
1900 assemblage and consist primari y of plain whiteware d wire-cut nails. Because most of
these artifacts were recovered from a known disturbed con XI, they are not discussed further.

No further work was planned in this area for a varie y of reasons: the compacted nature
of the soil. making hand-excavation Idifficult at best: the otential for damage oy mechanical
excavation to the Percy-Lobdell BUilding; the lack of 'facts: the degree of disturbance
wrought by the circa 1972 trash pit; the inconvenience of xcavations immeaiately in front of
the entrance to the public library t library patrons; an the lack of noteworthy features
uncovered by the stripping of the ea. However, a ve rich turn-of-the-twentieth century
midden was encountered in this are during site preparati n for construction in the winter of
1989 (see below). Subsequent inve tigation of this mid en revealed the remains of a circa
1850 privy immediately south of Stri Area 3. The upper onions of the privy were destroyed
around the tum of the century, pr bably about the tim the Percy-Lobdell Building was
constructed. As a result of this distUrbance, much of the aterial from the privy was spread
about the circa 1905 land surface and mixed with othe early-twentieth century cultural
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Chap~r 6: Field Investigallon

material. The cultural lense believed by Babson and Orser to represent privy fill was most
likely the post 1905 midden and not the redeposited privy fill as there was no separate clearly
defined midden associated with that fJll.

Strip Area 7

Strip Area 7, measuring only 1 by 2 m, was excavated by hand after a small brick
feature was discovered immediately below a thin layer of shingles adjacent to the Percy-Lobdell
Building (see Figure 42). It was not necessary to use the bulldozer to strip the area because
this feature was located so close to the ground surface. After this area was cleared of shingles
and Rangia cuneata from the parking lot, it became readily apparent that this feature represented
a brick stonn drain (Figure 51).

A";'~•. r
~; -, - "":.L."':':')...

. .-..... ..
.:. ..-J

Figure 51. Strip Area 7-Feature 1, a brick storm drain probably
constructed when the Percy-Lobdell Building was erected in
1905 (26 May 1989). View is to the north.
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cted between 1912 and 1916, its
elevator was still standing in 1932
of the 13 artifacts recovered from
to conduct excavations through the
as planned for this area.

th mechanical and hand excavation
g these stripping operations, it was

the artifacts recovered during this

to conduct additi nal archaeological work in Area 3
testing program. se bricks were discovered near the
N09W17. The pre nce of these bricks, which appeared
y were initially di vered, required further examination

Although no plans were
following the completion of the aug
surface of the leveelrailroad bed n
to be pan of an intact feature when
in this area.
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Although it is known that ~s elevator was cons
date of its removal remains unkno . As noted above, th
and may not have been removed un' after the 19505.
this strip area were relatively modern and it was not feasibl
levee/railroad bed. Hence, no furth archaeological work

Area 4

Strip Area 6

Like Strip Area 7, the bulldotl.er was not needed mechanically strip this area for the
brick feature was located so close to the ground surface. excavation in this area, measuring
1-by-6 m, was conducted by hand (see Figure 42). A r this area was cleared, it became
obvious that these bricks formed pan of the foundation (Fi 52) of the small warehouse that
was once stood at this location. As part of this foundation as quite substantial and was in the
approximate location of the 65-ft-taU. iron-clad elevator picted on the 1916, 1927, and 1932
Sanborn Fire Insurance Company maps (see Figures 20- ), this brick feature is undoubtedly
related to that structure. This extensive foundation was bsequently removed from the site
during site preparation activities.

Investigations Ql 1M Wetlalldr AeatJUm CuburaJ Center

The first 20 cm of the conteIJts of this storm drain was excavated and found to contain
coarse sand, bricks, brick fragmen~, and shingles. On y ten artifacts (see Table 5), all of
which were of very recent manufaetlure, were recovered m this feature. The bricks used in
the construction of the storm drain ere similar to those u in the construction of the Percy­
Lobdell Building, indicating that th drain was most likel constructed when the building was
erected in 1905. The sand, brick and shingles remo from the storm drain probably
represent fill put into the drain when the building was reno ated in 1986.

No further archaeological w was conducted in .s area because the construction of
the 1905 storm drain itself would n t have provided muc useful information concerning the
site's usage. Funhermore, the app nt filling of the . in 1986 would not have provided
useful data concerning the site's usa e.

Area 3

No mechanical stripping as conducted in A a 4. As noted in the previous
discussions, much of this area had contaminated by tro-ehemicals, probably during the
early- to mid- twentieth century. B se the degree of co tamination could not be ascertained
and the health hazard potential wa unknown, the safe of CEI's field crew could not be
guaranteed. Because the archaeologi potential of this was far outweighed by the safety
of the field crew, no additional work as conducted in this

Results of Mechanical and Ha d Stripping

Seven areas, totaling 488 m2. ~ere stripped using
techniques. While a number of featufes were located d .
not possible, in general, to accuratelyl relate these features
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Chapter 0: Field InvestiRGtlOn

Figure 52. Strip Area 6-Feature 1, part of the brick foundation or the Percy-Lobdell Co.,
Ltd., warehouse and elevator (23 May 1989). View is to the north.

recovered during this phase of work. In Area 1, only two areas were mechanically stripped,
revealing the remains of a boiler foundation from the circa 1872 to 1920 foundry and a circa
1901 to 1960 asphalt access road. The four stripped areas of Area 2 uncovered the remains of
four structures: the pre-1898 to circa 1910 bakery/dwelling, the 1847 to circa 1910 Anderson
dwelling, the circa 1910 to circa 1972 stable/warehouse/wine botding plant, and the 1905 to
1986 brick storm drain. In addition to these four structural foundations, a concentration of
brick debris related to the construction of the Percy-Lobdell Building was discovered near the
entrance to that structure as was a concrete slab that was probably related to the operation of the
wine botding plant. A small strip area in Area 3 located the foundation of the 65-ft tall grain
elevator that stood to the rear of the Percy-Lobdell Building between about 1914 and the mid­
1970s.

While several of these features did not warrant further investigation, most notably the
stables/warehouse/wine bottling plant and the asphalt road, the remainder were of some
archaeological interest. Those that \vere or interest consisted of the foundry, the
bakery/dwelling, and the Anderson dwelling. Because these structures were of some
archaeological interest, each was further examined through the use of test units (see below).

Test Units

A total of six test units were excavated during the course of this project. Five were
exeavated in order to obtain more information on the construction of the various foundations
located by the auger tests, backhoe trenches. and stripping operations. The sixth test unit was
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excavated in an effort to gain IIlOIe from the circa 191 trash midden found in the southern
portion ofLot 203 during the excav ·on ofTrench 5.
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Area 1

During the excavation of T nch 5, a trash mid en thought to date circa 1914 was
encountered at about 40 cmbs. This midden was most lik Iy deposited between the late 1880s
and about 1930, during the occu tion of the nearby ogan house. One test unit was
excavated to test this feature. !

Trench 5-Test Unit 1

One 67-by-l00-cm test unit was excavated within Trench 5 (see Figure 36). This pit,
which was located between 525.5 and 526.5, was excava to test the early-twentieth-century
trash midden and underlying mid-nineteenth-century mate· located during the excavation of
Trench 5. The datum point ofTren h 5-Test Unit 1 was 26.5E40. Prior to the initiation of
the excavation of the test unit, th overburden of the sh midden was removed with a
backhoe. This overburden consist of a surface laye of 3 to 6 cm of Rangia cuneata
intermixed with lesser amounts of oyster shells and s all pebbles. This surface layer is
presumed to be the redeposited re ants of the access d to the rear of the Percy-Lobdell
Building and to the foundry, later th gasoline bulk storag plant. The second and last stratum
of the overburden consisted of 36 to 2 cm of a dark gray 10 YR 4/1), clayey silt with oyster,
Rangia cuneata, small pebbles, me , and charcoal. Thi stratum was apparently disturbed
during and after the removal of the H gan dwelling in abo t 1930.

The trash midden, Trench 5-Feature 1, was enc untered at a depth of 39 cmbs at
525.5 E40. The surface of this feature, which dippe down to a depth of 48 cmbs at
526.5E40, was excavated in two levels: 39 to 50 cmbs d 50 cmbs to the feature's greatest
depth at 83 cmbs. While this feature was excavated in two levels, there were no visible
divisions within it. In fact, there were a number of cerami and glass cross mends between the
two excavated levels of this feature.! A total of 1,142 . acts were recovered from the two
levels of this feature and another 24 . ere recovered from e north wall of the test unit within
the limits ofTrench 5-Feature 1 (Tab e 6).

Three test units were excavated in Area 1. The t of these units was excavated in
Trench 5-Feature 1 to test an early-~entieth-centurytra h midden. The two remaining test
units were excavated in an attempt tq sather additional inti nnation on the construction and use
of the boiler foundation in Snip 4.

Trench 5

The southeast comer of e h test unit was us as the datum point for that unit.
Excavation was conducted in na stratigraphic layers and all soil was screened through a
1/4-in-mesh hard screen. Numerou photographs and fl plan drawings were made of each
unit during the course of the exca ations. The excavati n of each test unit continued until
sterile soil was reach~ after whic photographs were and figures drawn of pertinent
wall profiles and test unit floors. vertical measureme are provided in centimeters below
the original ground surface. Each te$t unit is discussed se tely below.

Of the 244 ceramic sherds vered from Tre~ch 5 Feature 1. 85.25% were whiteware
(n=208) and 9.84% were porcelain or bisque (n=":'-I. e remaining 12 ceramics sherds
consisted of 11 pieces of stoneware done klolin marble. The vast majority of the whiteware
sherds were ivory tinted (n=168), f whicn 23 were po ychrome decalcomania decorated



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

Chapter 6: Field Investigation

Table 6. Artifacts recovered from Trench 5-Test Unit 1, Wetlands
Acadian Cultural Center (16 LF 164).

FEATURE I FEATURE I BELOW FEATURE I TOTAL

LEVELl LEVEL 2 FEATURE I NORTH WALL

CERAMICS
Yc1lowwue 0 0 1 0 I
CrcaIlIwue 0 0 I 0 I
Pearlwue 0 0 I 0 I
Whitcw.... lSI 48 0 9 208

StDnew"'" 6 2 0 3 11
Porcelain 9 II 1 0 21
Bisque 4 0 0 0 4

KIOiin I 0 0 0 1

Tola! 171 61 4 12 248

GLASS
Molded 23 12 0 0 35
MacbiDc IS 4 0 0 19
UmdcnIificd 223 142 2 9 376
ToIaI 261 158 2 9 430

METAL
lron

Nails
HanclzMde 0 0 1 0 I
Square 0 0 1 0 I
W=-c:ut 1 0 0 0 1
Unidentified 8 1A 3 1 36

Misccllaneoua 176 129 IS I 3n
Aluminum 1 0 0 0 I
B_ 8 4 0 0 12
Copper 0 I 0 0 I
ToIaI 194 IS8 20 2 374

FAUNA
Bone 63 43 1 I 1118
Oysu::r 2 0 0 0 2
Tola! 6S 43 I 1 110

COAL II 10 I 0 22

PLASTIC 1 0 0 0 I

BRICK 6 1 0 0 7

SOAPSTONE 2 0 0 0 2

TOTAL 711 431 28 24 1,194

wares. The remaining whitewares consisted of 20 repousse sherds, 2 gilted sherds, one hand­
painted, brown sherd, and 17 plain sherds.

Analysis of the whitewares produce a mean ceramic date of 1939.55 ± 0.48, mainly
due to the prolonged manufacture of pure white and ivory-tinted whitewares. If the period of
peak popularity is used for pure white whitewares to produce the mean ceramic date for this
feature, a mean date of 1937.95 ± 13.29 is produced. Again, this date is relatively late. In this
instance, a more accurate date may be produced by a mean ceramic maker's mark date and
comparing that date to the date range of manufacture of the various ceramics that are present.
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Both the decalcomania and repousse decorated s erds were most likely manufactured
between 1890 and the 19208. as w the gilted sherds ( oir 1987:102). This range matches
very well with the five ceramic er's marks recovered m this feature. One maker's mark
was of the Holland-based Pettus gout Company and tes 1929-1931+ (Kovel and Kovel
1986:127). The second maker's represented a fla are vessel of the "Florence" pattern
manufactured by the Standard P Company betwee about 1910 and about 1925. Three
maker's marks of the Homer Lau 0 China Company ere also recovered from this feature.
Two of the Homer Laughlin markslindicate a manufac date of 1907 to circa 1915 and the
other dates 1900 to 1960 (Gates and Onnerod 1982:134 136). These marks provide a mean
date of 1919.9 ± 8.58. or about five years later than the terial recovered from the backhoed
portion of this trench. However. the actual dates of de sition apparently occUlTed over a
period of several years. as the circa 1930 Pettus Regout ompany mark was recovered from
this feature. A lengthy period of deposition would obvi usly have been necessary for such a
rich midden to accumulate. ;

I

The non-whiteware ce cs recovered from his test unit offer little additional
chronological infonnation. All elev n of the stoneware s were Bristol slip-glazed vessels,
probably bowls. and post-date 18 (Greer 1981:264). While reasonably precise dates of
twentieth-century porcelain decorati e teChniques are not urrently available, it should be noted
that five of the eleven porcelain sh had decalcomani decorations and presumably date to
about the same period as the decal mania decorated whit ware sherds.

A number of embossed gla$s shards were recov from this feature. Many of the
shards, however. could not be cWed. One shard of the b e of a clear flask had the embossed
mark of "B-B" and possibly represents a vessel pradu ed by the Berney-Bond Glass Co.
between about 1920 and 1930 (ToUlouse 1972:70). A c mplete, though broken, "Big Boy"
soft d.rin.k bottle made by the American Bottling Compan between 1917 and 1929 (Toulouse
1972:30) and bottled in Thibodaux. Louisiana, under lice se by the Taylor Long Company of
Charlotte, North Carolina, was also recovered from this t st unit. Also located in this feature
was one glass manufacturer's maJ;'k of the Turner B s. Co.• dating circa 1915 to 1929
(Toulouse 1972:550). and one 192~ mark of the Diam d Glass Co. (Toulouse 1972:550).
The glass manufacturer's marks vide a mean date of 923.50 ± 1.29, a date that fits well
with the ceramics recovered from s test unit

Only four shards of Owe s machine-made gl ss was recovered from Trench 5­
Feature 1. All four were fragme ts of Taylor Long d Turner Bros. company vessels.
Twenty-six glass shards and vesse of molded and lippi g-tooled manufacture and 15 shards
and vessels of machine manufa were also removed m the feature within this test unit.
These 45 glass shards and vessels rovide a date of 1 .3 ±27.72. This early date may be
accounted for in part by the 21 sh of a single molded d lipping-tooled vessel.

Although they were not dateb. it should be noted at six shards of a "Horlick's Malted
Milk" bottle were recovered from this test unit, as were tw shards of a McCormick Green Seal
bottle. While the range of manufacture of Horlick's M ted Milk is unknown, it has been
recovered from several early-twentieth century archaeolo .cal contexts. It is also noteworthy
that two of the molded and lipping-tooled vessels and tw of the machine-made bottles were
unbroken. As mentioned earlier. 'these complete vess Is suggest this midden represents
primary refuse.

While the glass and ceocs removed from Tench 5-Feature 1 during backhoe
operations suggest a date of 1912 to 916, the same materi recovered from the test unit of this
feature suggests a date of about 191 to 1930. This slightl later date indicates a longer period
of deposition than was previously believed. This late date, however, does not alter the
contention that this feature is as iated with the Hog dwelling. However, it cannot be
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ChiJpler 6: Field Investigation

stated that this midden is solely related to the Hogan dwelling prior to its removal from Lot 200
to Lot 203 in about 1925. The one Pettus Regout maker's mark indicates that deposition of
this midden continued until the house was removed from the lot in about 1932.

Immediately below the circa 1912 to 1932 midden were 2 to 14 em of dark gray
(10 YR 4/1), clayey silt with brick flecks, charcoal, metal, ceramics, bone, and glass. While
only 28 artifacts were recovered from this stratum, they may represent the earliest occupation
of the area. One sherd of plain creamware, dating 1762-1820 (South 1972), and one possible
sherd of plain pearlware, dating 1780-1830 (Loftstrom 1976), were recovered from this
stratum. While not particularly early for the Thibodaux area, these two ceramic sherds are
relatively early for the known history of the project area. Whether these two sherds represent
an earlier unknown component of the project area or curation by the mid-nineteenth-century
occupants of this site is unknown. As the ftrst known settlement of the area occurred in the late
184Os, it would be entirely possible for these wares to be curated for that shon length of time.
The one sherd of yellowware from this stratum, dating 1830-1900 (Abernathy n.d.), would
seem to suppon this thesis. The single sherd of porcelain that was recovered from this zone
represents a ponion of a doll's head. One hand-made nail was recovered from this stratum.
The nail adds little information to the interpretation of the site as it could have been used
throughout the seventeenth, eighteenth, and early-nineteenth centuries (Nelson 1968).

The fifth and ftnal stratum in this unit consisted of sterile soil and was encountered at a
depth of 79 to 85 cmbs. The sterile soil was composed of a dark gray (10 YR 4/1), clayey silt
mottled with an olive-colored (5 Y 4/3), clayey silt. Only 1 to 2 em of this sterile soil was
excavated. Probing of the sterile soil yielded no refuse and excavation of this test unit was
halted.

Strip Area 4

Two test units were excavated in Strip Area 4 in attempt to gather more information on
the construction of the brick boiler foundation uncovered during the stripping operations in the

. area of the Thibodaux Boiler Works (Figure 53). Both test units are discussed below.

Strip Area 4-Test Unit 1

The ftrst test unit excavated in this area was placed in the inside southwest corner of the
boiler foundation (see Figures 43 and 53). The stripped surface at this location was only 3
cmbs. Although this excavation unit encountered nine different stratigraphic levels, it
encountered sterile soil at a depth of only 48 cmbs. Only 63 artifacts were recovered from this
test unit.

Level one of Strip Area 4-Test Unit 1 consisted of only 4 to 5 em of topsoil. Included
in this stratum were 22 artifacts (Table 7). The only artifacts that were datable from this level
were three shards of window glass which provided a mean date of 1899.35 ± 25.73. While
this small sample does not provide a very reliable date, it does fit in well with the known
history of the foundry. Other artifacts recovered from this stratum include one sherd of plain
pure white whiteware, one shard of a drinking glass, and one shard of a lamp shade. Because
these artifacts were found within the topsoil and do represent domestic debris, it is likely they
are in a disturbed context. Hence, the mean window glass date mayor may not represent a
date associated with the foundry.

The second stratum of this test unit extended to a depth of 16.5 to 17.5 cmbs and
consisted of a very dark grayish-brown (10 YR 3/2), clayey silt with a quantity of brick
fragments, coal, monar, and slag. Also included in this stratum were 21 anifacts, all but ftve
of which were unidentifiable pieces of iron. One shard of an Owen's machine-made bottle,
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Table 7. Artifacts recovered from Strip Area 4-Test Unit 1, Wetlands
Acadian CUltu~al Center (16 LF 16 ).

TES'TPITI TEST PIT 1 TEST PIT 1 ESTPITI. TEST PIT 1 TOTAL
LEVELl LEVELZ LEVEL 3 LEVEL" LEVELl

CERAMICS
Whiteware 0 4
Tollli 0 4

GLASS
~u..'e 0 0 0 0 1
Uru•.",uflal 16 3 0 3 ::J
Tollli 16 2 3 0 3 :4

:\1ETAL
Iron

:-lilI
Wire-cut 2 1 0 0 0 3
Unidcnlified 0 0 0 0 2 ::

:.tisceU..- 3 17 7 1 0 11
Totll S 18 7 1 2 33

.\.SBESTOS () ;) () 0

RUBBER 0 tJ 0 tJ

TOTAL ' ... 21 12 :: It 03
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Chapter 6: Field Investi1?Qtion

probably dating between 1904·to about 1930. was recovered from this stratum as was a
fragment of what appeared to be asbestos insulation. The only other artifact of note was a 6d
wire-cut nail with a lead or white metal head. a type often used on corrugated steel siding.

The third stratum was identical to the level above it. though more compacted. This
stratum extended to a depth of 25 to 28 cmbs. At that level, two boards that lined the bonom of
the brick feature (Figures 43 and 54) were found. Only 12 artifacts were recovered from this
level. The three shards of window glass recovered from this stratum provide a mean date of
1865.66 ± 9.73. Interestingly, one of the 8 remaining artifacts was a plain sherd of
whiteware, a rather odd domestic artifact to be recovered from an obviously industrial setting.

Figure 54. Strip Area 4·Test Unit 1 (16 May 1989). Note wood lining at
bottom of test unit.
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Figure 55. Soutb and west profiles or Strip Area 4-Test Unit 1.
Note tbat tbe second course 01 bricks in botb walls
are beader laid on edge.
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After plan maps and photographs of this level wc~ made, the boards were removed
and excavation continuecl The stra :urn immediately belo~ the boards consisted of very dark
brown (10 YR 212) coal cinders with coal slag and smal brick fragments. While this level
extended from 25 to 28 cmbs to 36.$ to 37.5 cmbs, only 1'1,,",0 artifacts were recovered: a plain
sherd of whiteware and an unidentifiable iron object. The base of this level coincides with the
base of the boiler foundation. AgainI, it is interesting to no~ the presence of the ceramics in an
industrial feature. Because this sttlltun1 was under the I~ards dividing Levels 3 and 4 but
above the bottom of the brick founcbUion, it is assumed th~ t it was deposited while the foundry
was in operal1on.

The fifth stratum of this teH unit, which extend ~ to 42 cmbs, consisted of a very
compacted layer of coal cinders (Fgure 55). Immediate ly below this level were 1.5 cm of
broken (10 YR 5/3) silt with a few ~ck flecks. The seve nth stratum of this unit consisted of
one cm of coal and coal cinders. The presence of this coal ~ense below the foundation suggests
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Chapter 6: Field Investigation

that this area may have been used for coal storage prior to the construction of the boiler
foundation. No artifacts were recovered from these three strata.

The eighth stranun to be uncovered in this test unit consisted of a brown to dark brown
(10 YR 5/3 to 4/3), clayey silt with oxidation, brick fragments, and coal. Only six artifacts
were recovered from this level, which extended from a depth of 48 cmbs (see Figure 55). One
of these was a plain sherd of whiteware and three were bottle glass. The ninth and final
stramm of this test unit consisted of sterile soil.

The paucity of datable artifacts from this test unit prevents chronological analysis of the
foundation's construction and usage. However, from the observed stratigraphy it appears that
this area was occupied for a shon while, then used for coal storage, possibly abandoned or
graded, and fmally used for the boiler foundation. It is not possible to tie these periods of
change to a temporal scale beyond broadly stating that the original occupation post-dated 1840.
Since it is known that the foundry existed in 1880, and probably in 1873, the anifacmal record
provided little absolute chronological information in this case. It is interesting to note that this
area may have been used for coal storage prior to the construction of the foundation, indicating
that the boiler may have been added to an existing structure.

Strip Area 4-Test Unit 2

A second excavation unit was placed adjacent to the outside edge of the northeast corner
of the boiler foundation at S03E43.5 (see Figure 43) in an effon to gather additional
information concerning its construction and at the same time obtain more temporal data. Like
Strip Area 4-Test Unit 1, this test unit yielded very few artifacts. Only 64 artifacts were
recovered from the five strata of this 43-cm-deep unit, which extended from 5 to 48 cmbs
(Table 8).

The first level of this test unit extended from the strip surface at 5 cmbs to a depth of 8
. to 13 cmbs and consisted of the humus layer. Thirteen artifacts were recovered from this level.
No datable artifacts were recovered from this stratum except for two shards of window glass
which produced a mean date of 1851.62 ± 11.91. Like the first test unit excavated in this area,
the artifacts recovered from this level are probably in a disturbed context because of their
proximity to the ground surface.

The second stratum of this test unit extended only to 11 to 15 cmbs and contained eight
artifacts consisting of four pieces of unidentified iron, three glass-bottle shards, and one shard
of window glass. A~alysis of the one window glass shard provided a very tenuous date of
1893.73. Of particular note in this excavation unit was the presence of a 6-in-wide timber,
later identified as 4 by 6 in, running north-south through the test unit and parallel to the brick
foundation (see Figure 43). This beam may have served as the base to an interior wall
foundation.

The soil of the third stratum on the west side of this beam consisted of a black
(10 YR 2/1) clay with a large quantity of coal, coal slag, and numerous brick fragments. The
third stratum on the east side of the beam consisted of brown (7.5 YR 4/2) clay with coal.
Because the soil was obviously different on either side of the beam, the two halves were
excavated separately.

Level 3 West extended to a depth of 16 to 21 cmbs and contained only seven artifacts,
none of which were panicularly helpful in dating the feature. The one modern machine-cut nail
recovered from Level 3 West dates circa 1835 and 1900 (Nelson 1968) and provides little
temporal information. One of the two sherds of glass that was recovered represented window
glass and produced a date of 1860.04.
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Table 8. Artifacts recovered hoOID Strip Area 4-0 "est Unit 2, Wetlands Acadian
Cultural Center (1' LF 164).

LEVEL 1 L~ELl LEVEL 3 LEVEL. LEVELS TOTAL

WEST EAST WEST EAST WEST

CERAMICS
WhiIe_ 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
TolIII 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1

GLASS
Unidendfied 4 4 2 1 0 0 3 1.
To&8I 4 4 2 1 0 0 3 14

METAL
Iron

Nlila
Modem machine cut 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
Unidentified 0 0 I 0 0 0 0 1

MiIc:cllmeou S 4 3 1 1 20 7 41
To&8I S 4 S 1 1 20 7 43

COAL 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1

ASBESTOS 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1

NYLON 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 3

CONCRETE 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1

TOTAL 13 8 7 3 1 2AI 11 64

A founh stratum was discove ed under Level 3 We t Level 4 West was excavated to a
depth of 38 to 40 cmbs. This level ~onsisted of black (H YR 2/1) clay with coal, coal slag
and brick. Only one piece of unid:ntified iron and one piece of asbestos insulation were
recovered from this level. Level 5 West produced 11 artifacts, one of which was a sherd of
window glass that provided a very tentative date of 1891.00. Sterile soil was encountered at a
depth of 46 cmbs on the west side of the beam.

Level 3 East produced three Iartifacts, one of whic h was a sherd of plain whiteware.
This level extended to a depth of 26 cmbs. Level 4 East, wlrich consisted of black (10 YR 2/1)
clayey silt, extended to a depth of only 27 to 29 cmbs. At tI~at depth, a large piece of sheet iron
that extended from under the wooden beam to 23 em eal t of the beam (see Figure 43) was
encountered. The function of this piece of metal is unknown. Because 8 cm of soil separated
the metal from the wooden beam, it is unlikely the two are related. No artifacts were recovered
from this very thin stratum.

I

The 318-in-thick sheet metal ti ')und at the base of Le el 4 East could not be removed and
only a 23-cm strip of this ponicn of tI e test unit could be e, cavated. Level 5 East was dug to a
depth of 42 cmbs, at which time s erile soil was encou ~tered. A 1 1/2-in iron pipe was
uncovered in this level at a depth of ~1 cmbs. The pipe, \\ hich ran across the unit, parallel to
the brick foundation, may have servec as a water line to the foundry. A1l20 artifacts recovered
from this level represent unidentified pieces of iron.
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A DARK BROWN (15YR 312) SIL1Y CLAY WITH OXIDIZED METAL. COAL

B DARK REDDISH GRAY (5YR 412) CLAY, STERILE

Chapter 6: Field Investigation

S's

Figure 56. West profile of Strip Area 4-Test UDit 2. Note that
the secoDd course of bricks from the bottom are
stretchers laid OD the nat. (Compare to Figure 55).
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Excavation Results of Strip Area 4

Although the two test units excavated in this area were designed to provide additional
temporal information about the foundation, neither produced very satisfactory results. The few
pieces of window glass recovered from these test units suggest a late-nineteenth-century

.structure but are not numerous enough to provide a robust date. The other chronological
indicators, such as ceramics and nails, provided very little useful information because of the
paucity of their numbers.

Fonunately, the lack of archaeological data is more than made up for by the historical
record, which indicates the foundry was probably built between 1870 and 1873 and was
definitely in operation by 1880. The presence of the thin coallense in Strip Area 4-Test Unit 1
suggests that the brick foundation uncovered in Strip Area 4 may not have been added until
after the foundry was in operation.

While the exact function of the foundation is undetermined, its size and shape suggests
a boiler base. It is interesting to note that the construction of the foundation varied somewhat
between the two test units. While one test unit was placed in the interior of the base and the
other on the exterior, it cannot account for the difference in the pattern of the fourth course of
bricks. The fourth course of bricks of Strip Area 4-Test Unit 1 consists of bricks laid on edge
as headers (see Figure 55) while that of Strip Area 4-Test Unit 2 consists of bricks laid on the
flats as stretchers (Figure 56). Although a brick mason may have had reason to use headers in
one part of a foundation and stretchers in another, it is somewhat anomalous that he would lay
a IO-to-ll-cm-wide brick on edge in one place and on its 6-t0-7-em-thick flat elsewhere on the
same course. The 3-to-5-em difference in elevation this placement would produce would make
it very difficult to construct a level foundation. Perhaps the best explanation would be that part
of the foundation was rebuilt at some point following its original construction and different
building techniques were used.
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I
Area 2

Three test units were excavated in Area 2. One w ilS excavated in Strip Area 1 next to I
one of the bakery/dwelling foundat ons; the other two iI Strip Area 2, over the foundation
remains of the 1847 Anderson dwelli~g. All three of these ~xcavation units were I-by-l-m pits

Iand were excavated by natural strati~lraphic levels. Each te~t unit is discussed below.

Strip Area 1

Strip Area 1 was mechanically stripped to a depth of 25 to 30 cmbs. The one test unit I
excavated in Strip Area 1 produced ~16 artifacts (Table 9) and was dug to the immediate north
of Strip Area I-Feature 2 (see Fi~ 47). Although Stri Area I-Feature 2 was found at 32

Icmbs, the stripped surface just nortll of the feature was m '"chanically excavated to a depth of
only 25 cmbs. The southeast comer of this I-by-l-m test 1: nit was located at S46W29.

I
Table 9. Artitaeta recovered trolD Strip Area I-Test Unit 1, Wetlands Acadian

Cultural Center ~1' LF 164).

I
LEVELl LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 ~4 B1JJLDER'S TOTAL

ITRENCH

CERAMICSYclJo__
0 0 1 0 0 1 IWhiIcw.e 0 1 1 0 0 2

TotII1 0 1 2 0 0 3

GLASS

IMold 0 0 10 2 0 12
Unidcnlificd 20 21 14 11 4 7t
To&a1 20 21 24 13 4 12

METAL

IIron
NlIiI&

Squre 0 0 2 2 1 5
Wiro-cIIt 2 0 0 0 0 2
Unidcdified 2 4 8 3 0 17 IMisa:lI..ieous S 20 (IJ S7 IS 1"

To&a1 9 24 79 62 16 l!IO

FAUNA
Bone 1 2 7 3 4 17 ITotal 1 2 7 3 4 17

FLORA 0 0 3 0 0 3

COAL 4 3 3 6 0 16 I
SUTE 0 0 0 1 0 1

,
MORTAR 0 0 0 0 1 1

IBRICK 0 0 3 0 0 3

TOTAL 34 51 1%1 &5 25 316 I
I
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~..

Figure 57. East profile of Strip Area 1-Test Unit 1 (9 May 1989). Note outline of
Trench 2 in northern portion of the test unit. View is to the east.

As discussed earlier, Trench 2 was excavated between the W29 and W30 lines. This
trench located a heavy concentration of brick. Stripping of the area located several brick
features just below this brick concentration, one of which was Strip Area I-Feature 2. Because
the qU:lntity of brick decreased appreciably just 70 cm north of what was later discovered to be
the bnck foundation of Strip Area I-Feature 2. Trench 2 dipped from 30 cmbs at S45.4W30 to
70 cmbs at S45W30. Obviously, the test unit excavated at S46W29 encountered this trench
(Figure 57). All soil recovered from the earlier trench during the excavation of the test unit was
excavated separately and discarded.

Levell of Strip Area 4-Test Unit I was excavated from 25 cmbs to a depth of 30 cmbs.
the same depth as the top of Strip Area I-Feature 2. A total of24 artifacts were recovered from
this level. Of these. 12 are clear glass shards from one or more kerosene lamp chimneys. The
only datable artifacts recovered from this level were two 30d wire-cut nails which probably
post-date 1870 (Nelson 1968). The large size of these nails suggests they are more likely
associated with the circa 1911 stables or later warehouse. Indeed. this level rested on a very
dense concentration of ash and charcoal believed to be related to the circa 1910 demolition of
the bakery/dwelling.

141



InvestigtJlions til the Wetlands AcotJion CuJturaJ Center

The ash and charcoallense f the second stratum was 3 to 5 em thick and contained 51
artifacts, almost half of which w unidentifiable pice s of iron. The only datable artifacts
recovered from this stratum w three shards of w' dow glass, which, upon analysis,
produced a date of 1865.66 ±9.7 ,and one sherd of p . whiteware that post-dates 1840.
While the three shards of window lass produce a viabl date, their small number produce a
date that is statistically questionabl

The third lense of this test hnit was similar to th fIrst, only more loosely compacted
and having a greater quantity of cr.arcoal. A total of 1 1 artifacts were recovered from this
3-cm-thick stratum. While this number of artifacts is considerably more than that of the
preceding levels, 69 Jqm:SCDt smal pieces of uniden . Ie rusted iron. Two ceramic sherds
were recovered from this chareoal lense-a plain pice of whiteware and a sherd from a
yellowware bowl with an annular IIn'own and white dce tion. While both of these ceramic
types saw long usage they were .post common in the late-nineteenth and early-twentieth
centuries. I

Ten shards of a single, mo ed bottle with the ufacturer's mark of the Adolphus
Busch Glass ManufacturingComp y (Toulouse 1972:2 ) were also recovered from Level 3.
Because this mark was found on a olded bottle, it was ufaetured between circa 1886 and
1919 (Toulouse 1972:26, 27). 's date is much m viable than the date of 1834.78 ±
11.91, derived from the two shards f window glass fro this level. Other artifacts recovered
from this level include one shard of a glass tumbler d two shards of a kerosene lamp
chimney.

,

Level 4 of this test unit consisted of 8 to 15 cm of gray (10 YR 411), oxidized silty
clay with brick flecks and minor amounts ofcharcoal. Pi -seven of the 85 artifacts recovered
from this level consisted of unidentifiable pieces of rusted iron. Two shards of a molded bottle
and two shards of window glass were recovered from .s level. The bottle glass probably
dates between 1857 and 1917. The i.window glass analysi , though very tentative, provided an
early date of 1851.62 ± 11.01.

The base of Level 4 was in' t contact with st . e soil at a depth of 45 to 55 cmbs
(see Figure 57). The sterile soil is 1 ted at 45 cmbs near the brick foundation, the same depth
as the third course of the foundation A small builder's tre ch was located along the fourth and
last course of brick. This trench as only 4 to 5 cm p and 3 cm wide and yielded 25
artifacts, 15 of which were uniden . Ie pieces of iron. No datable artifacts were recovered
from this builder's trench. .

Following the completion 0 .excavation, the north side of Feature 2 was photographed
and drawn (Figure 58). This four-course brick foundati n was obviously the corner of the
main building of the bakery/dwelling. From the corner fi undation, a single brick-wide chain
wall extended eastward towards Feature 7. This chain all was not discovered until after
excavation of this test unit was begun.

Although a number of artifacts were recovered m this test unit, over ~ third were
unidentifIable pieces of metal. S' . arly, most of the oth artifacts could not be identified or
dated. The seven window glass sh recovered from th unit suggest that this structure may
have been constructed as early as e 1850s. While this date is very tenuous, the historical
records suggest that there were a n mber of structures 0 the property during the 1850s, of
which this may have been one. As st as can be detenni ed, the structure was erected in the
mid-nineteenth century, converted in a bakery by 1898, nverted back to a dwelling in about
1905, and, fmally, removed in a ut 1910 to be replac d with the stables in about 1911.
Unfortunately, the artifacts recove from Strip Area I-Test Unit 1 reflect few of these
temporal or functional changes.
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Strip Area 2

Two test units were excavated in Strip Area 2, one to test the north wall foundation and
the other to test the possible stove foundation of the 1847 Anderson dwelling. Together, they
yielded a total of 578 artifacts. Each excavation unit is discussed below.

Strip Area 2-Test Unit 1

The strip surface of Strip Area 2 had previously been mechanically stripped to a depth
of 45 embs. Most of this material represented post 1910 fill brought to the site and, hence,
was not of archaeological interesL The fIrst test unit excavated in Strip Area 2 was a I-by-l-m
unit with the southeast comer placed at S08W12. This unit was excavated 50 em east of the
visible wall foundation that had been uncovered during the stripping of the site. This location
was selected to obtain better stratigraphic control above and alongside the foundation while
providing additional information on the foundation's construction. This 35-em-deep test unit
yielded 420 artifacts (Table 10).

The first level of Strip Area 2-Test Unit 1 consisted of 3 to 9 cm of a dark grayish­
brown (10 YR 4fl), sandy silt with minor amounts of oxidation. This stratum yielded 73
artifacts, 56 of which were window glass shards. Analysis of the window glass yielded a
mean date of 1831.47 ±24.86. Although the 1847 construction date of the Anderson dwelling
is considerably later than the mean window glass date, it does fIt well within the 1806.60 to
1856.33 date range of the window glass. If this window glass represents pan of the Anderson
dwelling, it must have entered the archaeological record when the structure was tom down in
circa 1910 for this stratum completely overlies the foundation. It is not known if this level
represents material associated solely with the destruction of the Anderson dwelling or with fill
brought in from elsewhere. No other datable artifacts were recovered from this stratum.

Level 2 of this test unit consisted of very dark grayish-brown (10 YR 3fl), clayey silt
that extended to a depth of 50 to 58 cmbs. The base of this level sloped down from the
northern edge of the test unit and passed directly over the top of the wall foundation. This level
produced 56 artifacts, 29 of which were window glass and 19, iron wire fragments. The mean

A DARI( GRAY (10YR 411) CLAYEY SILTWllH OXIDATION AND BRICK FLECKS

B DARI< GRAY (10YR 411) CLAYEY SILT WITH OXIDATION, STERILE

-­10an

Figure 58. South profile of Strip Area I-Test Unit 1.
Note chain wall in eastern portion of the
test unit. See also Figure 47.
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Table 10. Artifactl recovered 11.01D Strip Area 2.'''est Unit 1. Wetlands Acadian
Cultural C'Dter (1' ~F 164).

LEVELl J.EyEL2 LEVEL 3 LEVEL" BUILDER'S TOTAL
TRENCH

NORTH S(JPro NORTH

CERAMICS
Whilewao 0 1 2

~
0 0 3

To&lII 0 1 2 0 0 3

GLASS
Uaidcalified S8 29 187 1 1 0 336
ToLII S8 29 187 1 1 0 336

METAL
lnIn

No
Modem IIIKhiae cut 1 0 0 D 0 0 I
Squue 0 1 0 D 0 0 1
Uniclcnlified 1 1 1 D 1 0 "Miac:cUan-. 8 21 7 " 3 3 S6

To&lII 10 23 8 4 4 3 62

FAUNA
B_ 0 0 0 0 0 2
R_gia 0 1 0 0 0 1
ToLII 0 1 0 0 0 3

LEATHER 0 0 1 0 0 1

COAL 1 0 0 0 0 1-

MORTAR 4 1 8 0 0 13

BRICK 0 1 0 0 0 1

TOTAL 73 56 206 ,.. S 3 "21

date of 1832.16 ± 23.08 is essentia ly identical to the pIeceding level and also overlies the
foundation. This level may also be I'I lated to the destructic n of the Anderson house in 1910. It
was not possible to date any of the ol!her artifacts from this stratwn.

Since the wall foundation bis~ted this test unit. it lYas excavated as two separate units.
one on each side of the brick feature (Figure 59). The small. two-bricks-wide extension on the
interior side of the foundation sugge sts that this may be d e center axis of the house. Level 3
North was excavated to a depth of 5" to 59 cmbs. This la er of dark brown (10 YR 313). silty
clay contained 205 artifacts. 186 of IYhich were window g ass. Analysis of this window glass
produced a mean date of 1833.42 ± 25.05. Again. this d te is almost identical to that of the
above levels. The only other datab e artifacts were a tra sfer-printed. blue whiteware sherd
and a plain whiteware sherd. These wo ceramics produce ~ dates of 1830 to 1860 and 1840 to
1890+ (Loftstrom 1976). respectivelY'.

Level 4 North extended d01wn to sterile soil. wh ch was encountered at a depth of
73 cmbs. The 14 to 16 em of this (live gray (2.5 Y 4/2) clayey silt stratum produced only
five artifacts. It was possible to der ve a date from only 4 ne of these. a single window glass
shard dating 1826.35. It is not certain whether this is a coiTect date. as it is based on only one

144

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



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

Chapler 0: Field InVeSli!?alion

~.

-.' ""-'.' .. -',.:JIll;: .....-
~~~~t;;-;~~

. .;....... ; ........,.
:...~.. '..~

.......;.... :. '

~~.;:;.

' .. ".. ....

Figure 59. Strip Area 2-Test Unit I, brick foundation (Feature 1) of the north wall of the
1847 George Anderson house (2 May 1989).

sherd; however, it does fit in well with the other window glass from this unit. A shallow
builder's trench similar to the one found in Trench 4 was found in this test unit (see Figure 59).
Only three artifacts were recovered from this builder's trench and all were unidentifiable pieces
of rusted iron.

Level 3 South produced 77 anifacts, 60 of which were window glass. This level
extended to a depth of 71 cmbs and is identical to Level 4 North in terms of soil composition.
The window glass analysis of this level produced a mean date of 1831.13 ± 21.51, virtually
identical to the other window glass dates of this test unit. None of the other 17 anifacts from
this level of the test unit were datable.

The 332 shards of window glass recovered from this test unit. representing 79.24% of
the artifacts, is highly unusual as one would expect a greater quantity of domestic debris in this
area. Although much of the window glass was recovered from above the foundation of the
Anderson house. indicating that it did not enter the archaeological record until after the strUcture
was abandoned, it is assumed here that most, if not all, of this glass originated from that
structure. The mean date for all of the window glass recovered from this test unit is 1832.54 ±
24.13. While this date is relatively early forthe Anderson house, the 1847 construction of that
structure fits well within this date range.
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Table 11. Artifacts recovered fro. Strip Area Z-' est Unit Z, Wetlands Acadian
Cultural Center (I' LF 1(4).

LEVEL LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3 EAST WALL SOUTH TOTAL
WALL

GLASS
Mold 0 0 0 0 2 2
Unidenlified 9 18 66 0 0 93
Total 9 18 66 0 2 9S

METAL
Iroa

Nails
Modem m.:hine cut 0 1 0 0 0 1
SqIwe 0 1 0 0 0 1
Unidclllified 0 8 0 0 0 8

Miscdlmeous 1 11 0 0 0 U
Bran 0 1 0 1 0 2
Total 1 22 0 1 0 24

FAUNA
Bone 1 36 0 0 0 37
Shell 1 0 0 0 0 1
Total 2 36 0 0 0 38

LEATHER 0 1 0 0 0 1

TOTAL U 77 66 1 2 158

Strip Area 2-Test {'Tnit 2

The second test unit excavatee in Strip Area 2, dug ~ t S12W13, was designed to further
test the stove foundation originally dis~overed in Trench 4, , vhich passed to the immediate west
of this excavation unit. Probing of d: e area had revealed d at the feature was quite extensive
(see Figure 49), and it was hoped that the test unit would Yield additional information on its
construction. This l-by-l-m, 21-em-tleep test unit yielded a total of 158 artifacts (Table 11),
almost half of which were window glass.

The strip surface in this area ,of Strip Area 4 was ~3 to 46 cmbs. The first stratum
excavated from the test unit extende~down from this de] th to 53 to 56 cmbs. This level,
consisting of dark gray (10 YR 4/1), c ayey silt. existed onl~ in the eastern half of the test unit.
Mechanical scraping had removed all I>f this stratum from th~ western half. This relatively thin
zone yielded 12 artifacts. Four of tl1ese were window g ass shards from which a date of
1847 ± 8.42 was derived, a date w~ich fits well with t e construction of the Anderson
dwelling. Only one other artifact fron this level is worthy (J note: a 2-hole shell button. This
type of button was relatively common in the nineteenth cen~, second only to bone buttons,
but vinually disappeared from use by tlte early-twentieth cen~.

The second level of this test ~t extended to a deptll of 63 cmbs and uncovered all but
the third and last course of the bricks that compose this fOl ndation. The soil from this level
consisted of very dark gray to dark ~y (10 YR 3/1 to 4 1), silty clay. This level, which
extended over the higher portions of tlte feature, yielded 77 artifacts. A very tenuous date of
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Chapter 6: Field Investigation

1860.50 was derived from the twO shards of window glass recovered from this stratum.
Although this date is later than the one above it. both samples are really too small to provide
robust dates. Of particular interest from this stratum was an unfIred ".32 Shon" centerfire
pistol canridge of indetenninate manufacture.

The third and last level of this test unit was only about 2 cm thick and consisted almost
entirely of 66 shards of window glass. The little soil that was removed from this level was
identical to that above it. Interestingly, these window glass shards, many of which fit together.
dated 1875.61 ± 18.05. As this date is much more robust than the two previous dates, it
would seem to be much more acceptable. If this circa 1876 date is correct, these panes may
represent replacement windows added to the dwelling during the third quarter of the nineteenth
century. Because all of the window glass was located above the brick foundation (Figure 60;
see also Figure 49), it is possible that the glass is not associated with the Anderson dwelling.
As with the previous feature, however. it is presumed here that this glass does represent the
Anderson dwelling.

Three artifacts were recovered from the walls of this test unit. One of these was a
complete molded vial identical to those recovered from the strip collection. The second glass

- -

:~-.~?~~-'.~~~~~
Figure 60. Strip Area 2-Test Unit 2. possible Franklin stove foundation of the 1847

George Anderson house (25 May 1989).
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artifact recovered from the south w ~ of this test unit wa: a relatively large piece of an olive­
amber-colored. 3-piece, molded bettle that probably da es 1870-1917 (Miller and Sullivan
1984; Munsey 1970). I

The supposition that this foundation is the base of a wood or coal-burning stove is
supported by severill factors. The foundation is shaped in plan view so that it is very similar to
what one might expect to be a f1rep ace foundation. Hov ever, it is much too insubstantial to
support a great deal of weight given the soils on which the eature rests and is not likely to have
served such a function. The presence of several iron s ove parts located just south of the
feature and the historical records indicating that Anderson purchased a Franklin Stove in 1847
suggest that this foundation indeed s~ed as a fireproof flc)()I' for the stove.

Results of the Test Unit Exca ations

A total of six test units were excavated to test five eatures in Areas 1 and 2 (fable 12).
While these test units were excavated to better date and un~tand the nature of these features,
not all provided the desired results. The test unit excav lUed in Trench 5 suggested that the
midden located there was depositC4~ prior to and immedliately following the moving of the
Hogan house to that location in 19~ 5. The two test unit: excavated in relation to the boiler
foundation of the Thibodaux Boile r Works located in ~trip Area 4 provided virtually no
chronological information about the feature because of the lack of artifacts; however, they did
suggest that the feature may have be en added to the foun~ after it was opened in the 1870s
and was subsequently repaired.

As with the foundry, the test ~t excavated in rela ~on to the nineteenth century bakery
provided little chronological infonnation, although the ,resence of several shards of mid­
nineteenth-century window glass suggested the structure was built during the mid-nineteenth
century as the historical records suggest. The two test mits excavated in Strip Area 2 did
provide some structural information about the Anderson welling. However, as much of the
stratigraphy that was noted during tl e excavation of these units was above the remains of the
house and subsequently post date the circa 1910 lev~ling of the site, it is difficult to
unequivocally state that the artifac ts recovered from tl: ese strata are associated with the
Anderson house. Because the houSl~ was apparently leve ed, it is presumed that most of the
recovered artifacts are associated w th the Anderson and subsequent occupations of the site,
albeit as a secondary deposit.

Table 12. Features Encountered During tbe Excavatio~ of Test Units at tbe Wetlands
Acadian Cultural Centt'lr (16 LF 164).

EXCAVATION UNIT
SURVBY LOT IARCBL GRID

MAJOR FEATURE DATI OF FEATURBARBA NUMBBR ~UMBBR COORDINATE

Trench S-Teat Unill 1 203 109~ S26.SE40 TIUhMiddcn ca. 1912-1932

Strip Area 4-Teat Unit 1 1 203 1~ SC11.SE42 Boiler FouncWioD CL 187S (7rca. 1920

Strip Area 4-Teat Unit 2 1 203 !109~ S03E43.5 Boiler FouncWioD CL 187S (7)-ca. 1920

Strip Area I-Teat Unit 1 2 20S 109~ S46W29 81 kaylDwellinc FouadaIioa CI. 1850 (7)-ca 1910

Strip Area 2-Tea Unit 1 2 20S 109~ SOSW12 Dwellinc FoundIIioa 1847-ca. 1910

Strip Area 2-Teat Unit 2 2 20S !109~ S12W13 FnnkJin Stove FoundatiOll (7) 1847-ca. 1910
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Chapter 6: Field lnvt!sligalion

Monitoring ofDemolition and Landscaping

Following the completion of this phase of aIChaeological fieldwork, the Lobdell site
was cleared and landscaped. Oearing of the site consisted of the removal of most of the trees
and all of the underbrush along the bank of Bayou Lafourche, the demolition of the Gulf Bulk
Plant, and the grading of Areas 1,3, and 4. ~ecause the ~moval of the bulk pl~t and the
grading activities had the potential of uncovenng features 10 areas that had preVIOusly been
unavailable for study, a CEI aIChaeologist made numerous trips to the site during its clearing in
June and early July 1989. This effort to monitor the site demolition and landscaping was
greatly aided by the helpfulness of the construction a:ew, w~oworked closely ~th the author
in locating previously unrecorded features and collectll1g artifacts uncovered dunng the course
of normal landscaping activities. Because the construction crew cleared and landscaped each
area slightly differently, each is discussed separately below.

Area 1

The northern half of Area 1 was subjected to a substantial amount of landscaping. The
fence and underbrush separating this area from Area 4 were removed, as well as the rubble
mound from the placement of the electrical power poles next to Strip Area 4. After these
above-surface obstructions were removed, the entire area was graded. Grading activities
disturbed only the upper 20 to 25 cm of the southern portion of Area I and did not affect the
1920s trash midden discovered in Trench 5. The northern portion of the area, however, was
more heavily disturbed during landscaping of the site. The presence of the rubble mound
immediately north and the gasoline tanks immediately east of Strip Area 4 -Feature 1 resulted in
the removal of the boiler foundation.

Although the destruction of the boiler foundation is unfortunate, its removal was
unavoidable because of the presence of contaminated soil around it. Although contamination
was not noted in the two test units excavated in Strip Area 4, Babson and Orser encountered

. what they considered to be contaminated soil when they excavated nearby Backhoe Test 2.
Following the excavation of the test units, no further aIChaeological work was undenaken in
this ponion of Area 1. It is doubtful additional aIChaeological work would have provided any
new or meaningful information for this feature. Because this feature did not require additional
testing and the soils may have contained harmful chemicals, its loss, at least in terms of
aIChaeological potential, is considerably reduced.

Area 2

No major work was conducted by the construction crew in Area 2. The only portion of
this area to be affected by these construction activities was along the nonhero edge of the area,
which was subject only to minor scraping of the parking lot surface. The grading extended to a
depth of only 10 to 15 cmbs and did not affect any features in this area. This area, however,
was heavily modified during the site's preparation for new construction and numerous features
were discovered at that time. These additional features are discussed below.

Area 3

Area 3 was heavily disturbed by the landscaping activities associated with the clearing
of the site. The leveelrailroad bed was removed during landscaping of the site and the bank of
Bayou Lafourche was graded to a less steep angle. These land-moving activities necessitated
the removal of the concrete slab on the railroad bed on Lot 205 (see Figure 2). During its
removal, it became apparent that the visible part of the concrete represented only a small portion
of the entire structure. This structure was probably associated with the Scale Track.
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The brick foundation discovered in Strip Area 6, like the concrete slab, represented
only a small portion of a very large f~undation (Figure 61) This brick foundation is associated
with the grain elevator depicted on e 1916 through 193 Sanborn Fire Insurance Company
maps (see Figures 20-22). The boo pit, or basement, 0 this structure must have remained
opened until very recently, for it as full of recent h such as aluminum beer cans,
automobile tires, plastic, etc. App ntly, the basement as used as a trash dump throughout
the late 1970s. All of the trash, alon with the upper . n of the grain elevator foundation,
was removed from the site as part 0 the overall grading 0 the site. The removal of the upper
portion of this foundation was necessary for improving th drainage of the site. It is unlikely
that this circa 1914 grain elevator foundation would ha e provided a great deal of useful
archaeological information. j
Area 4

As in Area 1, the northern onion of Area 4 w heavily disturbed by landscaping
activities. The concrete foundatiol) of the gasoline sto ge tanks were quite massive and
necessitated the removal of substantial quantities of soil. 'le the removal of this foundation

l""stigaJUms at the W.,1atrds AaJdi<mc~ C....,

I

Figure 61. Briek foundation of Prey-Lobdell Co.,
View is to the south.

grain elevator (27 June 1989).
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Chapter 6: Field investigation

Figure 62. East wall foundation of the Thibodeaux Boiler Works Co.,
Ltd. (27 June 1989). View is to the south.

disturbed a large area, its very construction undoubtedly destroyed whatever features were in
the immediate vicinity.

As noted earlier, much of this area was contaminated with petro-chemicals. This,
combined with the necessary landscaping, removed much of the former parking/drive area of
the bulk plant. Removal of the concrete, shell, and asphalt along with some of the underlying
soil resulted in the discovery of the wall foundation of the front of the old Thibodeaux Boiler
Works (Figure 62). This feature was cleaned, mapped, and photographed prior to its removal.
As this area was also subject to some contamination, it was not reasonable to conduct
excavations in this portion of Area 4..
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ourche was heavily altered during
. area to remove the leveelrailroad
ou. Additional landscaping of this
of the natural levee down to Bayou

during these excavations.

That portion of Area 4 alon i the bank of Bayou
the landscaping of the site. It was to landscape
bed and the concrete rubble betwee the levee and the
area was necessary to create ·a gend slope from the
Lafourche. No archaeological fea were found in this

Results 01 DemoUtioll IIl1d La tbcllpillg

Approximately tw~thirds 0 the site was landsca following the completion of the
archaeological fieldwork. Of thi~ landscaped area, a proximately one-half was heavily
disturbed. The excavations related to the clearing and ing of the site funher exposed
the remains of the Scale Track, grain elevator foundatio and foundry. These features were
photographed and drawn when appropriate. After these ti tures were recorded, the scale track
remains and the foundry foundatiol1$ were removed from the site, as were the upper portions
of the grain elevator foundation. 'I

MOllitorillg 01 ite Preparatioll fi r COllstruction

After the project area was andscaped, the Perc -Lobdell Building's entrance was
moved from its west side to its c nt location on the cas side of the building and a concrete
parking area was added to the bull . g's east The concret parking lot was constructed so that
a new structure could be erected in e old shell parking ot to the west of the Percy-Lobdell
Building. Before construction could begin on the new . ding, however, the construction site
(Figure 63) first had to be prep to suppon the ne structure. Preparation of the site
required the removal of all soil 'sturbances (i.e., fo ndations, trash pits, etc.) in the
southwestern quarter of Lot 204 ana the southern half 0 Lot 205 that might affect the new
building.

Although portions of the construction site had pre ·ously been investigated by Babson
and Orser in 1988 and em earlier· 1989 (Figure 63), th area's use as the Lafourche Parish
Public Library's parking lot during ose investigations vented full examination of the area.
As these previous investigations vealed a number 0 nineteenth and twentieth century
archaeological features and there w a very high poten of locating other archaeological
features during the construction wo ,it was recommen that an archaeologist be present
during all earth moving activities.

A total of six field days w re spent monitorin the site preparation for the new
construction. During this period, th grid was reestablis ed and the entire construction area
was stripped to a depth of at least 3, cmbs. These stripp g activities revealed a number of
archaeological features (Figure 64), Several of which had n examined by CEI in the spring
of 1989. Those features reexamined by CEI in the win r of 1989-1990 included the 1847
dwelling constructed by George Anderson, the nin teenth century bakery/dwelling,
construction rubble related to the 1905 erection of the P -Lobdell Building, the 1905 storm
drain, the circa 1910 stables!groceryiwarehouse/wine bo . g plant, and two circa 1972 trash
pits related to the demolition of the wjne bottling plant.

1

In addition to the previous y recorded features, a circa 1850 privy, a brick pier
foundation for a dwelling on Lot 2 ,a plank fence prob bly constructed during the mid- to
late-nineteenth century, a wood-lined well dating to the nin teenth and possibly early-twentieth
centuries, thirteen boardwalk founda ·ons constructed in 1 5, an early-twentieth century trash
midden, two mid-twentieth century el tanks, and a third irca 1972 trash pit were uncovered
during stripping of the site. All arch logical remains wi in the confmes of the construction
area were removed in preparation fo the new constructio . Each of the features encountered
during the monitoring of the strippin~activities is discus below.
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Figure 63. Limits or the Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center construction area.
Note location or the boundary between Lots 204 and 205 and the
areas previously examined by Babson and Orser and CEI in 1989.

1847 to Circa 1910 Anderson Dwelling

Portions of the continuous brick foundation of the dwelling constructed by George
Anderson in 1847 were uncovered during these stripping activities (Figure 64). Much of the
exposed portions of the foundation had previously been recorded in the spring of 1989.
Because these foundations were previously examined in detail. they will not be discussed here
other than to note that the foundation indicates that the core of the dwelling was 7.32 m (24 ft)
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Figure 64. Arcbaeological reat.res recorded durin monitoring or construction
site preparations at Itbe Wetlands Acadia Cultural Center.

wide. This width correlates well W1~the historical data ( ee Figure 18) which indicates that
the core did indeed measure 7.32 m .de. Based on the av able canographic infonnation, the
structure's side porch measured 2.44. (8 ft) wide. Hence, the entire structure measured 9.75
m (32 ft) from side to side. .

The side porch foundations were not located during rs investigations of the site. As
the side porch foundations would have been located und and to the immediate west of the
3-in pipe discovered during the exca· ation of Strip Area (see Figure 49), it is possible that
they were destroyed when that pipe laid in place. Side reh foundations that would have
survived the excavations for the pipe ould have lain to its immediate west. As noted earlier,
the pipe gready limited stripping of th·s area and excavation to the west of the pipe were halted

I
I
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Chopler 6: F~ld Investigalion

prior to reaching the depth at which the fou~dations would ?ave been p~sent. ~e p?rch
foundations for the Anderson house would likely have consIsted of a senes of brick pIers.
There was no evidence that the porch was supponed by a continuous brick foundation.

Based upon CErs archaeological investigations, the core of the Anderson dwelling
measured 9.75 m (32 ft) front to rear. This measurement does not include the structure's
2.44 m (8 ft) wide front porch or the 3.66 m (12 ft) wide addition to the rear of the house.
The front porch foundations were not uncovered during the stripping of Strip Area 2. Nor
were the front porch foundations encountered during site preparation for construction as that
part of the dwelling lay outside of the the construction area. The rear of the Anderson dwelling
was apparently added to the house sometime after the core was constructed in 1847. It is
assumed that the 3.66-m (12 ft) by 9.75-m (32 ft) enclosed room(s) attached to the core's rear
constitute an addition to the core because it was not supported by the continuous foundation as
was the rest of the enclosed portion of the structure. It is unlikely that this portion of the
structure was converted from a porch as the addition is 1.22 m (4 ft) wider than the dwelling's
two known porches. It is unknown when the addition to the rear of the Anderson dwelling
occurred, largely because the excavation of one of the circa 1972 trash pits destroyed whatever
archaeological features that may have existed in that area (see Figure 64).

Circa 1850 to Circa 1910 Bakery/Dwelling

The circa 1850 to circa 1910 bakery/dwelling was examined by eEl in the spring of
1989. Portions of the bakery/dwelling's brick foundation were again encountered during
monitoring of the stripping activities related to the new construction (see Figure 64). As no
new remains were found during the course of this work, the structure is not discussed further
here other than to note that the construction of the shell drive sometime after 1972 apparently
destroyed at least portions of the foundation.

1905 Construction Debris

During the stripping of the construction area, debris from the 1905 construction of the
Percy-Lobdell Building was encountered to the immediate northeast of the old entrance to that
structure. This construction debris was the same ruble recorded by CEI during the stripping of
Strip Area 313A in the spring of 1989. As no new information was gathered about this feature
during the winter 1989 stripping activities, it is not discussed further here.

1905 to Circa 1986 Storm Drain

The 1905 Percy-Lobdell Building brick storm drain encountered by eEl in Strip Area 7
was re-encountered during the stripping of the construction site (see Figure 64). Because no
new information was gained during this phase of work, it is not discussed further here.

Circa 1910 to Circa 1972 Stables

Several concrete foundations from the circa 1910 Stables/Grocery WarehouselWine
Bottling Plant were re-encountered during the stripping of the construction site. Almost all of
these foundations, however, were in the circa 1972 trash pits. Because these foundations were
in secondary deposits, they were not recorded. Those foundations that were in situ had been
previously recorded and are not discussed here.

Circa 1972 Trash Pits

. The two~a 1972 trash pits discovered during the excavation of Trench 2, Trench 3,
Stnp Area I, Stnp Area 2, and Strip Area 313A were re-encountered while stripping the
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construction site (sec FigtJIe 64). e snipping of the nstruction site revealed that the pit
encountered during the excavation fTrench 2 and Snip a 1 was relatively small. In fact,
virtually the entire pit had been un vered by those exc ations. As had been expected, the
recent denitus encountered in Tre ch 3, Snip Area 2, and Snip Area 3 represented one
extensive trash pit that had all archaeological t1 tores over an area of approximately
200 m2 in the north central portion of the construction . The large traSh pit, which was
approximately 2 m in depth, destro all of the outbuil . gs depicted in the center of Lot 205
on the 1898 Sanborn Fire Insmance mpany map (see F' 16).

A third, and previously unrecorded, circa 1972 pit was uncovered in the western
portion of the consttuction area during the stripping activi' . Although all three pits contained
a quantity of material (i.e., concre~ foundations of the . a 1910 stables, aluminum wine
bottle caps, nails, etc.), no artifacts Were collected from th se deposits.

Circa 1850 Privy

A small, probably single h Ie, privy was uncov d almost due west of the Percy­
Lobdell Building entrance during e stripping of the co struction site (see Figure 64). The
southeast comer of the 0.91-m (3 ft by 0.91-m (3 ft) pri was located at S33.25W07.25. A
dense artifact concentration was no in this area during tripping of the construction site and
two shovel tests were excavated th , one at S33W08 an the other at S33.5W08 (Table 13).
These shovel tests indicated that e artifact concen tion was only 10-15 cm thick at
S33.5W08 but in excess of 44 cm thick at S33W08. ased on these shovel tests it was
decided to further investigate the around S33W08.

It should be noted here that the artifact concentra on in this area was the result of the
destruction of the upper portions of the privy aroun the tum-of-the-century and the
development of a very rich trash midden along the western ge ofLot 204. Although much of
the material recovered from this midden dates to the late-' teenth century, it is believed that it
developed after the Percy-Lobdell ~uilding was construc in 1905 (see below). As best as
can be determined, the upper portion of the privy was des yed when Lot 205 was cleared for
the construction of the circa 1910 sta les which occupied e same area.

Due to the limited time avail ble for study, it was ot possible to conduct excavations
by hand; rather, excavations were c nducted through the use of a track hoe with a 5-ft wide
bucket In an effort to gather as mu infonnation as poss ble, however, the excavations were
conducted in three levels. The rna .al from each level, onsisting of one bucketful of earth,
was deposited into a discrete pile. h pile, or level, was en carefully troweled to recover as
much cultural material as possible. total of 3,964 artif were recovered in this manner.
All recovered artifacts were bagged d labeled accordin to the level from which they were
recovered.

The first level, extending from the strip surface a depth of approximately 30 em
below the snip surface, consisted almost wholly of a v rich sheet midden. The sheet
midden, in tum, was composed largely of redeposited pri fill with lesser quantities of tum­
of-the-eentmy refuse. Apparently, omy a very small porti of the privy itself was removed in
the excavation of the first level of th~se excavations as the top of the privy was approximately
98 to 114 em below the original und surface and 27 t 35 cm below the snipped ground
surface (FigtJIe 65).

The second level, appro . ly 20 cm thick, yiel a great deal of artifactual material
from the privy dating to the second q arter of the nineteen century. The third and fmallevel
removed the remainder of the privy well as approxima ly 25 cm of the underlying sterile
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Chapter 6: Field Jnvesligalion

ORIGINAL GROUND SURFACE "'-..

STRIP SURFACE

I
I
I

[3........ ......

•1:111

Very dark gray (10 YR 3/1) silty clay wi1h ceramics, glan,
brick fragments, metal.

Gray (10 YR 5/1) silty clay with brick fragments

Gray (10 YR 5/1 to 10 YR 611) sl8rile slIty clay

I
I
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I

Figure 65. South profile of circa 1850 privy excavated during site
preparation of the Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center.
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Table 13. ArtilacD RlCOyer DuriDI SboYeI Tea iDI at tbe WetlaDds AcadiaD
Cultural Ceater (16 LF 164) DuriDI oDitoriDI of Site Preparation
for CODstruction.

AUGER GRID DEPTH
TEST AREA LOCATION o TEST CERAMICS GLASS METAL TOTAL

NUMBER CM

78 2 S33.5WOS 20 1 4 0 5
79 2 S33WOS 44 2 1 1 4
80 2 SISWOS 20 5 0 0 5
81 2 SI7WOS.s 20 6 0 1 7

TOTAL 14 5 2 21

soil. The third level produced a q tity of artifactual erial, much of which could be cross
mended with artifacts removed Level 2. Because the privy fill in the last two levels
apparently represented one depositi episode, both w combined into a single unit and are
treated as such here. Although th were several cross nded ceramics from the first and
second levels as well, the material. these two collecti ns were kept separate as it was not
possible to distinguish all material that had come from the erlying midden.

Although all of the artifacts teeoveredfrom the 10 er two levels of these excavations
were treated as privy fill, it is poss ble that several artif: ets entered the collection from the
surrounding construction pit fill (s Figure 65). This d sit extended from approximately
35 cm to 70 em below the strip surf around the perime of the privy and contained a small
quantity of brick fragments. No oth types of artifacts w noted in the profile of the pit fill.
As few anifacts were noted in the it fill, it is doubtful the inclusion of anifacts from this
deposit seriously affect the results 0 this study of the pri 's contents.

I

A total of 727 artifacts were ~overed from Level during these excavations, of which
304 (41.82%) were ceramics (Table 14). Analysis of th ceramics, exclusive of the single
sherd of porcelain and three porcelain buttons, produced a mean ceramic date of 1862.66 ±
24.81. This date, however, is much too early for the mi en overlying the privy (see below),
mainly due to the presence of three ~herds of coarse enwares with a mean date of 1750
and a quantity of early refined earth nwares. The three c arse earthenwares recovered from
this level likely represent a late-eight nth or early-nineteen century occupation of the site that
was later disturbed and redeposited· the tum-of-the-cen sheet midden. Alternatively, they
may represent heirloom items that ere deposited in the rivy during the 1850s. It is known
that 16 of the late pearlwares, 37 of e early whitewares, d 39 of the whitewares recovered
from the first level originated from . . the privy as the cross mended with sherds from the
lower levels. If these wares are excluded from the m ceramic date, a date of 1868.86 ±
21.38 is produced. The reason for this early date may be t attributed to the quantity of early
whitewares present in the assemblage. Although only a small portion of the privy was
removed in the IlfSt level, the material from it probab y contributed the majority of the
artifactual material to this level, as can be seen from the a ve mentioned cross mends between
the upper and lower levels. i
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Choprer6: Field Invesligarion

Table 14. Artifacts Recovered from the Lot 205 Privy, Wetlands Acadian
Cultural Center (16 LF 164).

LEVEL 1 LEVELS 2 • 3
TOTAL %TOTAL

COIltn' % TOTAL COUNT %TOTAL

CERAMICS
Co.... E.rthenw...

R.d....
LNd glazad ("'), INd glazad (ax1.)

Sainto...
hollo_.ra 1 0.14% 0 0.00% 1 0.03%

LNd gIazad (Int.). llfIlIlaDcI (ald.)
whila elip, .hila elip

mill pan (1) 1 0.14% 0 0.00% 1 0.03%

gNM. ungIuMI
aloraoa jar 0 O.OK 1 0.03% 1 0.03%

UngIazacI (inL). unoluad COld.)
claar. claar

hollo_.ra 1 0.14% 0 0.00% 1 0.03%

.......fI...d E.rtlle_...
V.llo_.,.

RocIlingham
brown

hollo_.ra 0 0.00% 1 0.03% 1 0.03%

Annular. "ar. banded
blue. whita

hollo_.ra 0 0.00% 1 0.03% 1 0.03%

R.flned E.rt...n....

L." C........
Plain, baadad lip

..MIlD bowl 0 0.00% 20 0.12% 20 0.50%
PI.in

..rvillD bowl 0 0.00% 14 0.43% 14 0.35%
cup 0 O.OK 1 0.03% 1 0.03%
unidantifled 0 0.00% 1 0.03% 1 0.03%

P••,'••r.
PI.in

plaln
hollo_.ra 0 O.OK 3 0.01% 3 0.01%

Lala Paartwa..
AIWlUIar. Yar. banded

blue
hollo_.ra 0 O.OK 2 0.01% 2 0.05%

b1ue.bnIwn
pitch.r 0 0.00% 51 1.5.% 51 1.21%
hollo_.r. 1 0.14% 1 0.03% 2 0.05%

Annular. "ar. curvilinear
pol,ch_a

hollo_.ra 0 0.00% 1 0.03% 1 0.03%
oliva. whita

hollo_.ra 0 0.00% 1 0.03% 1 0.03%
Annular. " •• dote

pol,chroma
hollo_.ra 0 0.00% 1 0.03% 1 0.03%

Annular. "•• dote and Roulana
an.. tan and grMII

hollo_.ra 0 0.00% 1 0.03% 1 0.03%
Annular, Yar. tingar trailed

pol,chroma
pilch.r 0 O.OO~ 18 0.4I~ 18 0.40%
hollo_.r. 16 2.2K 0 O.OO~ 18 0.40%

Annular. Yar. unidanllflOd
blue

pllchar (1) 0 0.00% 2 0.01~ 2 0.05~

oliva
hollo_.ra 0 0.00% 1 0.03% 1 0.03%

PI.in
pl.in

eoup plaia 0 0.00% 1 0.03% 1 0.03%

continued
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Table 14. cODtiDued.

LEVEL 1 ~ELS 2.3
TOTAL 'TOfAL

COUNT , TOTAL C Putn' 'TOfAL

CERAMICS
Refined Ell".........

Early Willtaw...
lr.n.l.r-printed

bl.ck
pitcll8r (1) , 0.14' , 0.03' 2 0.05'

bllI8 (MN1 -.ml
'0,5" fII* !

0 O.OK 2 0.'" 2 0.05'
8· ... 0 0.00' 50 4."' 150 3.71'
7.B'" tll 2.'1' ~8 0.'" 47 1.1"
.-r , 0.14' .2 2.51' U 2.'"
butt8r plat. 0 O.OK ~8 1.17' 38 0.'"
lI.t.ar. 3 0.41' 7 0.11' 20 0.50'

IOUP'" 4 0.51' 3 2.21' 77 1.'4'
.. CUP 0 O.OK • 0.11' 8 0.15'
......'cup 0 O.OK 0 2.71' llO 2.27'
cup 15 2.0" 2 0.'" 47 1.1"
hollo_ar. 0 0.00' 3 0.'" 3 0.0"
unid.ntlll8d 7 0.'" 8 0.1" 13 0.33'

btu.
hollo_.r. , 0.14' 0 0.00' , 0.01'
unid.ntlfl.d 7 0.'" 0 0.00' 7 0.1"

Paint.d
blu.

.a.-r 2 0.2" ~ O.OK 2 0.05'
polydlrom.

~cup 0 0.00' 0.0" 3 0.0"
Annular. dr.~

blu.
pilch.r 0 0.00' ~ 0.15' 5 0.11'
bowl , 0.14' 8 2.10' 811 1.74'
hollo_ar. , 0.14' P 0.00' , 0.01'

blu•• brown
~pitch.r 4 0.51' D...' 8 0.15'

OrM'" brown
Ppilch.r , 0.14' 0.00' , 0.03'

polydlrolM
pitcll.r , 0.14' 0.00' , 0.01'

Annular. dr. d8ndritic
polycllrom. .

pilch.r 0 0.00' 0.0" 3 0.0"
Annular, var. unid8ntilied

blu.
hollo_a,. 0 0.00' 0.22' 7 0.1"

blu..brown
hollo_.r. 0 0.00' 0.01' , 0.03'

Edg8d
blu.

plat. 8 1.lK 2all '.00' 287 '.7.'
lIatwar. 0 O.OK 0.'" 3 0.0"
aoupplala 0 O.OK 0 2.'" 70 1.77'
vagalallladish 0 0.00' : 3 0.71" 23 0.51"
unid.ntifi.d 0 0.00" ,. 0.41' 14 0.35"

Plain
plain

plat. 0 0.00' 13 O••K 13 0.33'
.a.-r 0 0.00" !2 1.81" 52 '.31'
bUlt.r plat. 0 0.00' 0.01' , 0.01'
pilch.r 0 0.00" 0.03" , 0.03'
cup 5 O.•ll.. 14 0••3.. 111 0.....
hollo_ar. 0 0.00" 0.03" , 0.03"
unid.ntifl.d 0 0.00" 13 2.28" 73 1.....

cODtiDued
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ChJJpltr 6: F~1d Investigation

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

LEVEl 1 LEVELS 2 • 3
TOTAL 'TOTAL

COUNT 'TOTAL COUNT 'TOTAL

CERAMICS
R.fI...d hn...n....

Whll•••r.
Tr.nef.r·prlnted

bluo·bllCk
hollo_ere 2 0.2" 0 0.00' 2 0.0"

Plint.d
polyctuorn.

platt.r 1 0.1.' 0 0.00' 1 0.03'
Annular

blue
pitcher 1 0.1.' 0 0.00' 1 0.03'
hollo_ere 2 0.2" 0 0.00' 2 0.0"

blue, brown
hollo_ere 1 0.1.' 0 0.00' , 0.03'

brown
bowl 0 0.00' 1 0.03' 1 0.03'

PI.in
molded deeign

cup 2 0.2" 0 0.00' 2 0.0"
plain

pl.ttor 2 0.2" 0 0.00' 2 0.0"
pl.te 411 ..,., 0 0.00' 411 1.24'
e_r 12 1.15' 7 0.22' 111 0••"
_r (lIrge) 28 3.'.' 23 0.71' 51 1.21'
lI.tw.,. 17 2.34' 0 0.00' 17 0.43'
IOUp pIa!I 1 0.1.' 0 0.00' 1 0.03'
walll baain 13 1.71' 0 0.00' 13 0.33'
..rving bowl 2 0.2" 0 0.00' 2 0.0"
..Nino bowl lid 1 0.14' 0 0.00' 1 0.03'
cup 7 0.'" 0 0.00' 7 0.11'
hollo_er. II 1.24' 0 0.00' II 0.23'
unid.ntified 28 3.1" 0 0.00' 28 0.71'

Ivo".tlnt.d Whl....r.
Decalcomania

brown
bowl 8 1.10' 0 O.OK 8 0.20'

hrly Ironlt....
PI.in

pl.in
pl.te 0 0.00' 25 0.77' 25 0.13'... -.. 0 0.00' 70 2.1" 70 1.77'

Iron.'o",
PI.in

pl.in
eaucor 3 0••1' 0 0.00' 3 0.0"
cup 6 0.13' 1 0.03' 7 0.1"
unid.ntifled 0 O.OK 35 1.01' 35 0.'"

Poro.t.ln
PI.in

plain
cup 0 0.00' 4 0.12' 4 0.10'
lid 1 0.1.' 0 0.00' , 0.03'
hollo_.r. 0 0.00' 3 0.'" 3 0.0"
unid.nliliod 0 0.00' 1 0.03' 1 0.03'
button 3 0••1' 2 0."' 5 0.13'

S.o.....r.
A1b1ny .Iip (11ll.). .... Olazed (ext.)

brown, tan
hollo_.,. 1 0.14' 0 0.00' , 0.03'

Slip (illl.). ... glazed (ext.)
brown. Oray

hollo_ere 0 0.00' 1 0.0.' 1 0.03'
brown, tan

hollo_ere 1 0.14' 0 O.OK , 0.03'

continued
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Table 14. continued.

LEVEL 1 LEVELS 2 • S

- --~~~~~~~~~~-

I
I
I

TOTAL ..TOTAL

CERAIIlCS
Sl......r.

UngIaHd lint.). .... glazed lallt.1
unglazed. grar

bowl
CIIko pol
jug
hollo_ara

ungIand. 1M
hollo_ara

GLASS
Froe blown

Hollo. gtaaa rod ponnl
FIONd lip

d .... blue
cylindrical perfuma
cylindrical

OUllolded lip
d .... groan

cylindrical perfume
Unldentlliod lipping technique

doar blue
cylindrical perfume

turquoi.a
cylindrical perfume

Sond pontll
SIring lip

oliva
cylindrlcal wino

olivo amber
cylindrical liquor

Unidentified lipping technique
d .... blue

cylindrical
dear groan

cylindrlc.1
olivo I

cylindrical wino
olivo amber

cylindrical liquor
UnIdentified ponll/llng ta.hnlq.

OUlfolded lip
dHr blue

cylindrical perfume
dear groan

cylindrical perfuma
SIring lip

doar groan
cylindric.l

oli"a
cyiindrlcal wino

olivo amber
cylindrlcal wino
dami·john

Mo,.d
Throe....... dip mold

Lipping toolad
olivo amber

cylindrical liquer
Hlng. bou_ ••Id, holo. gl...

rod ponIIl
Infolded lip

Claar Blue
F.-:h Squant hair dye

COUNr

1
o
o
1

o

23
1

o

o

3

o

o

o

til

o

o

o

10

o
o

o

o

.. TOTAL

0.1."
0.00..
0.00"0.1."
0.00"

S.,...
0.""
0.00..

0.00..

0 ••'"

0.00"

0.00"

D.,...
2.""

0.00"

0.00"

0.00"

0.00..
0.00..

0.00"

0.00"

COUNT'

o
1
1
o

o
o

3

o

III

7

t8

o

2

3

o

1
2

7

3

..TOTAL

O.OK
O.OS"
O.OS"
0.00"

O.OS"

0.00"
0.00"

O.OS"

D.....

0.00"

O.OS"

0.5."

G.DS"

0.22"

0.00"

0.0'"

0.0."

0.01"

O.OO~

0.01"
0.0'"

0.51"

D.O."

23
1

3

3

10

7

III

2

3

10

1
2

17

3

O.OS"
o.os"
o.os..
o.os..

0.5'"
O.OS"

o.os..

D.""

0.25"

D••'"

0.01~

0.11"

0.""

0.05"

0.0'"

O.OS"

0.25~

D.O'"

continued
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Chapter 6: Field Investigation

Table 14. continued.

LEVEL 1 LEVELS 2 • 3
TOTAL 'll.TOTAL

COUNT % TOTAL COUNT 'll.TOTAL

GLASS
Molded

Hinge bOU_ .olel. II.... pontll
Unidenlifiecl lipping technique

clo.r
...".... NClaIlDu.... medicine 0 0.00% I 0.03% I 0.03%

Poet bott_ .....
Lipping looIecI

ctear IIIue
French Sq.-. medicine I 0.14% 0 0.00'll. I 0.03%

Unldenlifiecl lipping technique
brown

cylindrical medicine 4 0.55% 0 0.00% 4 0.10%
cylindric.1 I 0.14% 0 0.00% I 0.03%
French Sq__ medicine 2 0.21% 0 0.00% 2 0.05%
UniDn o.J I 0.14% 0 0.00% I 0.03%

CUp Bon_ M....
Lipping tooled

clo.r
beveled rectangu.... I 0.14% 0 0.00% I 0.03%
IIIUO I 0.14% 0 0.00% I 0.03%
bewled _angular perfume I 0.14% 0 0.00% I 0.03%
hexagonal toilet -.r I 0.14% 0 0.00% I 0.03%

Unidenlifiecl lipping lechnique
ctear lIlue

...".... NClaIlDulw medicine I 0.14% 0 O.CIO'llo I 0.03%
benled rectangu.... I 0.14% 0 0.00% I 0.03%

Tumad In _lei
Lipping Tooled

oliYO
cylindrical wino I 0.14% 0 0.00% I 0.03%

Unidenlifiecl lipping lechnique
oliYO

cylindrical wino I 0.14% 0 0.00% I 0.03%
Unldentlflad .old Iypa. 111••0 ponti

Unidenlifiecl lipping tochniquo
cI..r green

rounded~ perfumo 0 0.00% I 0.03% I 0.03%
Unldelllfflad ••1eI Iypa

Lipping looIecI
clo.r

Apolhocary boIIle I 0.14% 0 0.00% I 0.03%
Golden 0.0 Ov. 3 0.41% 0 0.00'll. 3 0.01%

cIoar lIlue
cylindrical ....r 5 0.1.% 0 0.00% 5 0.13%
cylindric.1 2 0.21% 0 0.00% 2 0.05%

brown
...".... rectangular liquor 0 0.00% I 0.03% I 0.03%
cylindrical medicine I 0.14% I 0.03% 2 0.05%
Royal Bittora liquor 3 0.41% 0 0.00% 3 0.01%

Uniaonlilled lipping technique
clo.r

oy.1 0 0.00% I 0.03% I 0.03%
c1Nr lIlue

cylindric.' 2 0.21% 0 0.00% 2 0.05%
ctear ......

cylindrical ooda _or I 0.14% 0 0.00% I 0.03%
cylindrical .._ I 0.1-4% 0 0.00'll. I 0.03%
roct.nllular

brown
French Square medicino I 0.14% 0 0.00'll. I 0.03%

Pr••••d
clo.r

CMdy .h 0 0.00% 4 0.12% 4 0.10%

continued
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"galions til the Wetlands ACCIdUua CUl IputJi Center

Table 14. continued.

LEVEL 1 LEVELS 2.3
TOTAL "'TOTAL

COUNT '" TOTAL :auNT "'TOTAL

Gla..
Pre•••d

clear
drinking 111- I 0.14'" 0 0.00'" 1 0.03'"
lumbler 28 3.5'''' 241 7.45'" 287 1.74'"
welar lIoblel 7 D...'" 0 O.OD'" 7 0.1''''
wine gI_ 0 0.00'" 411 1.51'" 411 1.24'"

cle. purple
"er goblel I 0.14'" 0 0.... 1 0.03'"

clur yellow
drinking 111- I 0.14'" 0 0.... I 0.03'"
wilier goblel 8 0.13'" 3 D••'" II 0.23'"

ember
bowl (1) 3 0.41'" 0 O.OD'" 3 0.0''''

lime I

.'emmed v~ I I 0.14'" 0 ..... 1 0.03'"
Unidentified ..anufacturlng '''lInl~ue

clear
beveled racl8ngul8r 1 0.14'" 0 ....... 1 0.03'"
cylindrical 11 2.11'" 182 5.12'1' 201 5.07'"
drinking 111- 7 D."'" 0 ..... 7 0.1''''
lamp baM 0 0.00'" I 0.03'" I 0.03'"
lamp chimney 14 1.'3'" 13 0.40'1' 27 0.1''''
lamp .Mda 5 0.1'''' 0 D.OD'l' 5 0.13'"
CMdIe aMde 0 D•••'" 183 5.15'" 183 4.12'"
octagonal I 0.14'" 0 O.OD'" 1 0.03'"
pickle jar 0 0.0.'" 33 1.02'" 33 0.13'"
,.., lube I 0.14'" 0 0.0D'l' I 0.03'"
containe, 0 ....'" 7 0.22'" 7 ..,.'"

cI.... blue
beveled IIIc18ngUI8r I 0.14'" O.OD'" 1 0.03'"
cylindrical 10 1.3'''' II 0.21'" 111 ••4''''
F",nch aquu. pickle jar I 0.14'" 0 0.... I 0.03'"
panel bollie 0 0.00'" 2 0."'" 2 0.05'"
conlalner 3 0.41'" 0 ....'" 3 0.0''''
window 28 3.5'''' 22. 7."'" 254 1.41'"
mirror II 1.24'" 2 0.01'" 11 0.2''''

clear 1111I."
beveled IIIdangul8r
cylindrical 10 1.31'" 54 1.17'l' 84 1.1''''
window 411 1.74'" 434 13.41'" 483 12.11'"

brown
cylindrical medicine II 1.24'" 2 D."'" 11 0.2''''
cylindrical II 1.24'" I 0••3'" 10 0.25'"
Flllnch Square 2 0.2'''' 0 D.... 2 0.05'"
Union Oval I 0.14'" 0 0.... I 0.03'"

olive
cylindrical III 2.11'" 23 0.71'" 42 1.01'"

olive ember
cylindrical 15 2.01'" IS 0."'" 30 0.71'"
demi·john 14 1.'3'" 2 0."'" 16 0.40'"

lurquoi.e
cylindrical 0 0.00'" 10 0.31'" 10 0.25'"

METAL
Bra••

D.... 1I0all I 0.14'" 4 0.12'" 5 0.13'"
$uapendar buck.. 0 0.0.'" I 0.03'" I 0.03'"

Ca.' Iron
Unidentified 0 0.00'" I 0.03'" I 0.03'"

Iron
Handle I 0.14'" 0 0.00'" 1 0.03'"
Nail

Handmade I 0.14'" I 0.03'" 2 0.05'"
Modem machine cuI 3 0.41'" 3 0.0'''' 6 0.15'"

continued
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Chapter 6: Field Investigation

Table 14. concluded.

LEVEL , LEVELS 2 • 3
TOTAL ~TOTAL

COUNT '" TOTAL COUNT ~TOTAL

METAL
Iron

Noll
5 0.13'"Sq- 5 O••ft 0 0."'"

Unid.ntlfled 0 O.OK 3. '.11'" 3. 0."'"
&ani.... ('P) Nn 0 O.OK I 0.03~ I 0.03'"
Shlqllng ho...... 0 O.OO~ I o.oa~ I 0.03'"
Whlftle .... ('P) I O.,.~ 0 O...~ I 0.03'"
Unillen...led 0 O.OK 70 2."~ 70 '.77'"

P••••r
0.03'"Tableo,.on 0 O.OK 1 O.U~ I

Sllvor
Dim. 0 O.OK 1 O.U~ 1 0.03~

BRICK
Fragmont 0 O.OK 10 0.3'~ 10 0.25~

CLOTH
Cotton 0 O.OK I 0.03~ I 0.03'"

COAL
Burnod 0 0.00'" 5 0.15~ 5 0.13'"
Unburned 0 0.00'" 3 0.0'''' 3 0.0''''

FAUNA
Food a'uff III 2."~ 48 1.•'''' 87 1."~

Button I 0.1.~ 2 0.0'''' 3 0.0''''
Utonollo 0 O.OK 1 0.03'" 1 0.03'"
Oyo••r 0 O.OO~ I 1 0.3.'" I 1 0.2''''

FLORA
Barrel end 0 O.OO~ I o.oa~ I 0.03'"
Button ('P) 0 O.OK I o.oa~ I 0.03'"
Cooonut hull 2 0.2'~ 0 0."'" 2 0.05~

Corll otoppor 5 0."'" 2 0."'" 7 0.1''''
SOM bNoh I 0."'" 0 0."'" 1 O.OI~

LEATHER
Oaoket 0 0.00'" 1 O.oa~ 1 0.03~

Shoo 7 O•••~ 4 0.'2~ 11 0.2'~

RUBBER
Boo. 0 O.OK 2 O...~ 2 0.05~

SLATE
P.noll I 0.1.~ 0 0."'" I 0.03'"

STONE
Pobbl. 0 O.OK 8 O.,.'" 8 0.15'"

TOTAL 727 100.00'" 3.237 100.00'" 3 •••• 100.00~

Of the 304 ceramics recovered from the upper level of this unit, 131 sherds were used
to partially reconstruct 19 vessels (Table 15). Of these 19 vessels, 11 had cross mends with
the lower levels of the privy. Interestingly, the mean ceramic date produced for these
reconstructed vessels is 1868.18 ± 27.19, very close to the overall mean ceramic date from this
level. Ifonly the eight reconstructed vessels without cross mends are used to derive the mean
date for this level, a date of 1879.94 ± 31.72 is produced, a date which more closely
approximates that of the sheet midden.

Additional ceramic dating information may be derived from the four ceramic maker's
marks and two imponers marks in this collection (Table 16). The mean date provided from
these marks is 1856.25 ± 36.15. This early date is the result of five of the marked vessels
originating from the privy rather than the overlying midden. The single maker's mark
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In~stigalions Ql t~ WetkwU Acadian Cul 'OJ Center

Table 15. KecoDstructed Vellels from tbe Lot 05 Privy, WetiaDds Acadian
Cultural CeDter (16 .LF 1(4).

NUMBER OFSHERDS
VESSEL

NUMBER WARE DECORAnON
LEVELl LEVELSZ .. 3

1 &tty WlIiIll.- B.... ...... 4 31
2 BuIJ WlIiIll.- B.... S' PIMe 19 1

3 EulyWlai..- AIIDid-. Qt........ B.... s- 2
4 EulyWlai..- Bel..Blue PIMe 8 7

5 IVGIJ·T.... WII__ 0-.........a.- Bowl 8

6 Whi-.. PIaiII PIMe 4

7 WIIi-.. PIaiII PIMe 9

8 ww.w- PIaiII PIMe 8

9
Wbi__

PIaiII s- 2 7

10
Wbi__

PIaiII s.- 8 6

11 WIIi-.. PIaiII s.- 8 5

12 Whi-.. Plaia s.- 7

13 Wbi_ PIaiII s.- 5 12

14
Wbi__

Plaill a.ia 9 23

15 Wbi_ Plaia Cup 4

16 EIrly Wbira... T .-PriDtedBlue ...... 14

17 EIrlyWbi_ T ·PriDaldB.... PIafe 15 '.

18 EIrlyWbiIB... TrlIuI'a'-PriDald B.... PIafe 13

19 EIrlyWbi_ TrlIuI'a'-PriDald B.... PIlle 14

20 EIrlyWbi_ TrlIuI'a'-PriDald Blue "Pille 21

21 &ttywm-.n TrlIuI'a'-PriDald Blue " PIlle 13

22 &ttyWbi_ TrlIuI'a'-PriDald Blue 13

23 &ttyWbi_ T"""'-PriDald B.... 14

24 &ttyWbi_ Tn-t"er-PriDald Blue 31

2S &ttyWbi-.. T"'-PriIUd Blue 42

26 EIrly Wbira... T ·PriDaldBIue 27

27 EIrlyWbi_ T -PriDaldB.... 9

28 EIrly WbiIBw_ T er-PriDald Blue 8

29 EIrlyWbiIB'" T er-PriDald Blue 16

30 EIrly WIai..- T -PriDald Blue 19

31 EIrlyWbi-.. T -Priared Blue 9

32 EIrlyWbiIB'" T -PrilUdB.... 12

33 EIrlyWbi_ T ·PriDaldBIue 7

34 EIrlyWbiIll'" TniuIlllr-PriDald Blue PIafe 12

35 EIrlyWbi_... TnIIIfer-PriDald Blue Plate 7

36 EIrlyWbi_ TI'IlIIfer-Priared B.... Plate 6

37 EIrlyWbi_ TI'IlIIfer-PriDald Blue Plate 6

38 &ttyWbi_ TnIIIfer-PriDted Blue PIafe 5

39 EIrlyWbi-.. TnIIIfer·PriDald B.... Cup 7

40 EIrlyWbi_ T -PriDIed Blue Cup 9

41 EIrly Wbira... T er-PriDaldB.... Cup 20

42 EIrlyWbi_... T llI'-Priared B.... Cup 10

43 EIrlyWbi__ T c.-Primed Blue Cup 15

44 EIrlyWbi_ T .-Priared Blue Cup 10

45 EIrlyWbi_ ·PriDaldB.... Cup 9

46 EIrlyWbi_... -Priared Blue Cup 10

47 EIrlyWbi_ BelpdBIue PIafe 21

48 EIrlyWbi_... BelpdB.... pPlafe 23

49 EIrlyWbi_ Bel..Blue pPlate 8

SO EIrly Wbira... BelpdB.... Plate 18

continued
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I Table 15. concluded.

Chapter6: F~IdJnves"ga"on

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
J
I
I
I
I
I

NllMBER OF SHERDS

VESSEL VESSEL

NUMBER WAllE DECORATION roRM
LEVELl LEVELS2&3

51 EulyWll*-. Ed",B_ Plate - 24

52 BulyWll*-. Ed",B_ PIlla - 7

53 EulyWW- EdpdB_ PIlla - 2

54 EulyWW- Ed",B_ PIlla - 12

55 EuIy WIIiIaWIIlI Ed"'B_ PIlla - 18

56 EuIy WhiIBWIN Ed",B_ PIlle - 15

57 EuIy~ EdpdBIue Plate - 13

58 EuIy~ Ed"'B_ PIlla - 36

59 EuIy WIIiIaWIIlI Ed",B_ PIlle - 15

60 EuIy~ Ed"'B_ PIlle - 23

61 EulyWhi_ EdpdB_ Plate - 27

62 EulyWW- EdpdB_ Pille - 10

63 EulyWhi_... Ed",B_ PIlla - 33

64 EuIy~ Ed"'B_ Plate - 10

65 EulyWhi_ Ed"'B_ Plate - 5

66 EulyWhi_ Ed"'B_ SerYiDI Bowl - 23

67 1AIe,-"- "-llr. v•• BIIIdecI. Blue '" BIOWII PiICllllr 16 31

68 EulyWhi_ PIaiII Cup 3 2
69 EulyWW- PIaiII Cup 2 1
70 II--. PIaiII Cup 5 -
71 1AIer-tw.. AImuIIr.~.BIIIdecI. Blue'" BI'OWD PiICilll' - 20

72 Eulywm-- ~.~. BIIIdecI. B.... '" BrowD Bowl - 7

73 EuIy WhiIa-. ~.~.BIIIdecI. B.... '" BrowD Bowl - 21
74 EuIy~ ~.~. BIIIdecI. B.... '" BrowD Bowl - 29
75 EuIy WIIiIBwIm ~.~. BIIIdecI. B.... '" BrowD Bowl - 11

76 1AIer-tw.. ~1Ir.~. FiDpr Trailed, Blue '" BrowD Pi... - 16
77 BulyWW- Hud........PoIya.-e Cup - 3
78 EulyWW- PIaiII Plate - 6

79 EuIy WhiIBWIN PIaiII S- - 19
80 EuIy WIIiIBwIm PIaiII S- - 3
81 EuIy~ PIaiII S- - 27
82 EuIy~ PIaiII S- - 3
83 LIllO-... PlaiD. BeMed Lip Bowl - 20
84 LIllO-... PIaiII Cup - 1
as EulyWhi-... PlaiD Cup - 9
86 LaIIo-... PlaiD SerYiDI Bowl - 14
Il7 Elrlyll--. PIaiII Plate - 18
88 EIrIy~ PIaiII PIlla - 7
89 EIrIy~ PIaiII T.S-- - 13
90 EIrIy~ PIaiII T.S- - 11
91 EIrIy~ PIaiII T.S- - 9
92 EIrIy~ PIaiII T.S- - 7
93 EIrIy~ PIaiII T.S-- - 14
94 EIrIy~ PIaiII T.S--- - 11
9S I'anlIIlIiIl PIaiII Cup - 4

TarAL 131 11'5
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Review of nineteenth centurY New Orleans city· ries indicate that A.A. Peychaud
was an apothecary who operated a shop at 123 Royal fro 1838 until about 1847. Peychaud
moved to 108 Royal in about 1847, remaining there until e early 1860s when he moved his
shop to 90 Royal. Peychaud apparently remained in bus' ss at that location until 1868. The
Jung family apparently did not move to New Orleans until the mid 1850s. No record could be
found for L.E. Jung operating an apothecary shop or re . or wholesale drugstore between
1834 and 1880. As best as can be cletermined from this istorical data and the fragmentary
remains of the bottles, Peychaud's erican Aromatic Bi ers was probably sold by L.E. Jung
between the mid-l 850s and the mid- 860s.
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REPERENCE

1 or the Lot 205 Privy,

1131- 11SS N.O. cia, di.-aa.
1131- IISS N.O. ci&y di.-aa.
11S3 - 1171 00d0Ie 1964:23S

1890-CLl905 a..AOaacrocIl982:232

ER DATE
OF

1MJI_l'ER MAIlK
DICORA11ONWAllE

Sad, WhirMr_ T PIiated Blue
Sad,~ T PliatedJlIue

Sad,~ ~y••~BIue

IYOIJ'"TIIIIlIII~ Dx8'MTwMB*'-a
Sad, WhirMr_ Plaia

wm-- Plaia

1

2
3
S

61

VESSEL
NUMBER

Table 16. Manuracturer aad I porten' Marks rro
Wetlands AcadiaD Cui ural Center (16 LF

Investigaliolls at 1M Wetltutds ActMiiDn CIIl 'tJJ Center

associated with the midden indica es the ware was p uced by McNicol, Burton & Co.
between 1885 and 1892. The ce c assemblage from ·s collection will be discussed more
fully below.

A total of 375 glass shards w!ere recovered from th upper level of this excavation (see
Table 14). Unlike the ceramics frooil this level, however, nly 32 of the glass shards could be
identified as to manufacture. Analysis of these artifacts ueed a mean glass manufacnuing
date of 1873.28 ± 14.89. In addition to these 32 shards, fragments of free blown bottles,
probably pre-dating 1870, were recovered from this level. ike the ceramics, it is believed that
much of this glass was removed from the privy rather th the overlying midden. Because it
was not possible to determine exactly what feature the window glass from this level was
associated with, window glass analysis was not conducted for this level.

Eleven of the glass items rec vered from this level ere complete or virtually complete
vessels. In addition to these, 53 gl s shards were used to partially reconstruct six vessels
(Table 17). Of these 17 vessels, 0 y one had a manuf s mark (Table 18), that of the
Maryland Glass Corp. This mar indicated that the essel post-dated 1916 (Toulouse
1971:339). In addition to this one v ssel, a single shard a Wheeler & Co. Cromac Sebings
torpedo shaped soda water pradu ed by John Kilner & Sons between 1844 and 1847
(Toulouse 1972:279) and one shard of a Dr. Dunlop's C cam Compound dating from about
1891 (Fike 1987:80) were recov d from the upper Ie el of this excavation. Twenty-six
shards of at least six Peychaud's .can Aromatic Bitt were present in this collection as
well. These six vessels were pradu while L.B. Jung, e sole proprietor of the bitters, was
located at 23 Camp and 116 Comm Street in New Ode s. Fmally, one shard of an Argyle
Bitters bottle sold by E.B. Wheelock of New Orleans was vered.

I
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Chapter 6: Field investigation

Table 17. Reconstructed Glass Vessels from tbe Lot 205 Privy, Wetlands
Acadian Cultural Center (16 LF 164).

NUMBER OF SHARDS

VESSEL MANUFACI'URING MOLD TYPE VESSEL TYPE

NUMBER TECRNIQUE
LEVELl LEVELS:Z&3

01 MoIdedILippina Tooled CupBoaam Glue 1 -
G2 MoIdecIILippiII Tooled - Apolha:uy 1 -
03 MoIdedILiPPina Tooled CupBoaam Bev. RccIanguI. 1 -
G4 MoIdedILiPPin& Tooled CupBouam Pcdumc 1 -
as MoIdecIILippiIITooled CupBouam ToiletW_ 1 -
G6 - - Drinking Glass 6 -
G7 Blown(?) - TCltTubc 1 -
G8 PIaaed - Tumbler 1 1

G9 PIaaed - Tumbler 1 2

010 MoldedlLippina Tooled PostBouam Medicine 1 -
Gll BI~1aNPonlil - Perfume 23 -
012 Molded - Pickle Jar 1 -
013 - - Drinking Glass 1 -
G14 PIaaed - W_Goblet 4 -
GIS PIaaed - W_Goblet 2 -
G16 PIaaed - W_Goblet 3 -
G17 BlownlSand Ponlil - Uquor 19 -
018 BlownlGlaN Ponlil - Medicine - 1

G19 PIaaed - Tumbler - 3

G20 PIaaed - Tumbler - S

G21 PIaaed - Tumbler - 14

G22 PIaaed - Tumbler - 4

G23 PIaaed - Tumbler - 4

G24 PIaaed - Tumbler - 3

G2S PIaaed - Tumbler 4

G26 PIaaed - Tumbler - 7

G27 PIaaed - Tumbler - S

G28 PIaaed - Tumbler - S

G29 MoIdedIGl.. Ponlil BouDmHingc Medicine - 1

030 PIaaed -- CandyDilb - 2

continued
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Table 17. concluded.
I

NUMBER OF SIIAJlDS
VESSEL MANUFACTURING MOLD TYPE VESSEL TYJI E

NUMBER TECHNIQUE
LEVELl LEVEl32&3

031 PresICld - WinBOIu. - 4

032 PresICld - WinBOI•• - S

033 PresICld - WiueOIu. - I

034 Blown - Candle Sbade - 183

03S BlownlSlrin& UpISmd - Wiue - I
Pontil

036 MoIded/LippiJlc Three-Piece Dip Uquor - 17
Tooledllron Pontil

037 Blown/Slrina Up/Slnd - Wiue - 19
Pontil

038 BlownJSand Pontil - WinB - 18

039 MoldedlGlul Pontil BilaomHinp Hair Dye - 3

E.B. Wheelock was first listed in the 1854 New Orleans city directory. However,
Wheelock apparently did not begin operating his own dru ~store until 1856. Wheelock was an
independent wholesale druggist serving the New Orleans ~11'e3. until the mid-1860s. During the
Civil War, Wheelock formed a partnership with Thoma:) K. Finlay and a Mr. Ball to fonn
Wheelock, Finlay & Ball. Like the I eychaud's American tic Bitters, Wheelock's Argyle
Bitters is thought to date between the mid-1850s and the mid-1860s.

It is assumed that the Peychaud's American Arc maric Bitters, the Wheeler & Co.
Cromac Sebings soda water, and"tI: e Argyle Bitters are from the privy while the Maryland
Glass Corp. and the Dr. Dunlop's Cascara Compound bonl es were from the overlying midden.
If this is indeed the case and the alxWe historical data is c(~t, it would appear that there is a
mid-1850s to early-1860s component to the privy.

The remaining 48 items recovered from this level *-e not particularly noteworthy, with
the exception of two fragments of a ~ingle coconut shell an~ leather fragments of several shoes.
Although it is not possible to defin~ily associate these ite~s with the privy, it is believed that
they were removed from that fea and not from the ove lying midden. Of more than a little
interest is the recovery of the coco ut hull, a rather exc tic item in mid-nineteenth century
southern Louisiana. The seven sh parts recovered frc: m this level represent at least one
child's shoe and two adult male sh s.

II

As was noted above, Leve~s 2 and 3 were combined during analysis because the
number of cross mends between these two levels indica~~ that they probably represented a
single depositional episode. Excavation of Levels 2 and produced a total of 3,237 artifacts,
of which 1,437 (44.39%) were ceramics (see Table 14). i\nalysis of the 1,423 non-porcelain
ceramics produced a mean ceramic fate of 1848.03 ± 18.()9, a date that fits well with George
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Anderson's construction of the first known structure on Lot 205. The 14 porcelain artifacts
recovered from these two levels were excluded from this analysis.

Like Levell, a substantial quantity of the ceramics recovered from· the lower levels of
the privy were used in vessel reconstruction. Of the 1,437 ceramic sherds recovered from the
lower levels of the privy, 1,195 (83.16%) were used to partially reconstruct 87 vessels, of
which 11 had cross mends with Level 1 (see Table 15). Analysis of these reconstructed
vessels, less the porcelain cup (Vessel #(5), produced a mean ceramic date 1849.09 ± 18.46.
As might be expected, this date is very close to the overall mean ceramic date of this
provenience.

MANUFACTUIlING MOLD TYPE VUSEL IIOTI'LEIl MANUFAcrUREll DATE 0 .. USE RUERENCE
VESSEL
NUMBER TECBNIQVE TYPE

MoldedJLippiaa Tooled Cupa- IIeNIed - Ilbryllllld 0-.C«p. 1916+ TouIouoe 1971:33903
R-aw-

- Molded Palla- BiIUn ~'IAm.n- - 18S3 (7) • 1866 (7) N.O. city direclDrieo
.v-.ucBmn,LE
J....N.-Or.....

La.

- Molded Palla- RiIUn ~'IAmmca - ISS3 (7). 1866 (7) N.O. city direcIon.

.v-.ucRlIan, LE
J..... NewOr.....

La.

- Molded Palla- Rm- P.8ycIIIIId'I AaI.-icID - ISS3 (7) • 1866 (7) N.O. city dir.clori.
.v-.ucRmn,LE
Juq, New Or"'"

La.

- Molded Palla- Bm- PeyciIIIad'I~ - ISS3 (?) • 1866 (7) N.O. city dir.clori..

~R"'LE
J....N.-Or.....

La.

- Molded Palla- R... """""'1Ammma - ISS3 (7) • 1866 (7) N.O. city direa.ori.
"'-IIM:Rmn, LE
J....N.-Or...

La.

- Molded Palla- R... """""'1Ammca - ISS3 (7). 1866 (7) N.O. city direa.ori.
"'-IIM:Rmn, LE

J....N.-Or...
La.

- Molded - SodI WbIeItr., Co.. JaIIa Kl1Da-.S- 11144-1847 TouIouIe 1971:279
8eIIaIt

- Molded - Riasl NaY" Bm- E.B. CJ. .s- ISSS (7).1867 (7) N.O. city direa.ori..
WbeoIoct,N..

0rI-,1A.

- Molded Cup BclIloIII Medicille Dr. Dualap'1e- - <L 1891 Fite 1987:80
CGlllplIUIIAI. UDiIed
S_Medicille Co..

N..Vorlt
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Table 18.

Chapter 6: Field Jnvestigation

Glass Manufacturer and Bottlers' Marks from Level 1 of tbe Lot 20S Privy,
Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center (16 LF 1(4).
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Table 19. Manufacturer and Importers' Marks from Le els 2 and 3 of the Lot 205 Privy,
Wetlands Acadian Cult....al Center (1' LF 1 4).

VESSEL VESSEL DATE REFERENCE
NUMBER WARE DICOIlATI~ JI'OIIM OF

USE

1 EmyW1lDw_
T___PIinted

SoupPI-. 1831- 1155 N.O. c:i&y m-on.
2 &dyW1lDw_ T......PIinted 7.5-PWa 1831-1155 N.O. my m-on.
16 Bldy WhiIInr_ T......PIinted SoupPI-. 1831-1155 N.O.c:i&y~

17 Emy WhiIInr_
T___PIiated

SoupPI-. 1831-1155 N.O.c:i&y ____

18 Emy~_
T___PIinted

lue SoupPI-. 1831- 1155 N.O.c:i&y ____

19 Emy~ T___PIiated "lue I-PI-. 1831-1155 N.O. my ____

20 Emy WhiIInr_ T......PliatedBlue I-PI-. 1831-1155 N.O.c:i&y .......
21 Emy~

T___PIiated Blue rPl-. 1838-1155 N.O.c:i&y .......
22 Emy~

T___PIiated 8lue rPl-. 1831-1155 N.O.c:i&y .......
23 Emy WhiIInr_ T___PIinted 8lue rPl-. 1831- 1155 N.O.c:i&y ____

24 Emy~ T....PIiated ~lue rPl-. 1131-1155 N.O. c:i&y cIizecIoria
25 Emy~_ T......PIiated lue rPl-. 1831- 1155 N.O. c:i&y cIizecIoria
26 Emy WhiIInr_ T___PIiated

lae 7SPI-. 1831·1155 N.O.c:i&y .......
Z1 EadyW1lDw_ T....l'rimIId lue S- 1831- 1855 N.O. c:i&y cIizecIoria
28 &dyW1lDw_ T....PIinted 1ue S- 1831- 1155 N.O. c:i&y dirtlCIorica
29 EmyWhllew_ T....PIinted lae S- 1831· 1155 N.O. c:i&y cIizecIoria
30 Emy~_

T___PIiated
lae S- 1831- 1155 N.O. c:i&y cIizecIoria

31 EmyWhllew_
T___PIinted

lue S- 1831- 1155 N.O. c:i&y cIizecIoria
32 &dy~_

T___PIinted
lue S- 1831-1155 N.O. c:i&y dirtlCIorica

33 Emy~
T___PIinted Blue S- 1831· 1155 N.O. c:i&y cIizecIoria

34 Emy~ T.....PIinted Blue B_PWa 1131-1155 N.O. c:i&y cIizecIoria
3S EmyWhllew_ T___PIiated alue B_PI-. 1131·1155 N.O. c:i&y cIizecIoria
36 &dy~_ T......PIinted alae B_PWa 1831- 1155 N.O. c:i&y dirtlCIorica
37 EmyW1lDw_ T......PIinted Blue B_PI-. 1831- 1155 N.O. c:i&y cIizecIoria

31 EmyW1lDw_ T....PIiated lue B_PWa 1131- 1155 N.O. c:i&y cIizecIoria
39 &dyWhllew_ T~ 1ue SmallOlp 1831-1855 N.O. c:i&y dirtlCIorica
40 EmyW1lDw_ T......PIinted lae Sma1101p 1131- 1155 N.O. c:i&y dirtlCIorica
41 Early W1IDw_ T......PIinted lae Sma11Cup 1131- 1155 N.O. c:i&y dirtlCIoriao
42 Early WhlIew_

T___l'rimIId
lae Small Cup 1838·1155 N.O. c:i&y dirtlCIorica

43 Early W1IDw_ T......PIinted 1ue Sma1101p 1131- 1155 N.O. c:i&y dirtlCIorica
44 Early~_

T___PIinted
lae Small Cup 1138 - 1155 N.O. c:i&y dirtlCIorica

4S Early W1IDw_ T....PIinted .lue Smal1Cup 1131·1155 N.O. c:i&y dirtlCIorica

46
EmyWhi__ T___PIinted '-lue Smal1Cup 1131-1155 N.O. c:i&y dirtlCIorica

68 Early WhlIew_ PIIIia 0Ip 1713 - CL 1110 Godden 1964:605
82 Early W1IDw_ PIIIia s- 1140- 1149 Godden 1964:189
84 LMaea-_ PIIIia Cup 1713 - CL 1110 Godden 1964:605
87 Early~ PIIIia PI-. ykeo. 1134·1154 Godden 1964:S3I
88 Early~ PIIIia PWa 1140 Godden 1964:189

A number of ceramic imp er and maker's mar s were present in this collection
(Table 19). Of the 38 marked .c vessels from this venience, 33 bore the importer's
mark of B. Brower & Co., two w~re manufactured b the Swansea Pottery, two were
produced by Davenport, and one ijy William Ridgway & Co. Analysis of these marks
produced a mean ceramic mark date iof 1843.58 ± 11.30. is date is about 4.5 years earlier
than the mean ceramic date of the entire ceramic collectio from the privy, largely due to the
presence of the two Swansea Pottery marks. The presenc of one of these marks on an early
whiteware and the other on a late CfeaiD1ware body suggests t the mark may have been in use
until about 1820 or 1830 rather than' 1810 as Godden (19 :605) suggests, or, alternatively,
the analysis of these artifacts is flaw . The degree of acc y in ware identification of other
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ChDpter 6: Field Investigation

Figure 66. Frequency of window glass recovered from tbe Lot 205 privy relative to its
date of manufacture (after Moir 1987).

1838.64 ± 15.73
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marked specimens in this collection is very high, however, that it is more likely that the mark
saw prolonged use. It should be noted here that the Swansea Pottery may have used this mark
for an extended period as the company was in operation until 1870 (Godden 1964:605).
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DATE

In addition to the numerous ceramics recovered from the lower portions of the privy,
. some 1,582 glass shards were recovered (see Table 14). Only 1.45% (n=23) of these shards
could be sufficiently identified as to manufacture to provide accurate dating. Analysis of these
23 shards produced a mean manufacture date of 1851.11 ± 5.88. Additional datable glass
artifacts from this provenience includes fifty-nine shards of free blown glass, probably pre­
dating 1870. Analysis of the 662 shards of window glass from this zone was also undertaken.
This analysis produced a mean manufacture date of 1838.64 ± 15.73 (Figure 66). The early
mean date of the window glass date may be the result of window glass reuse, sampling
deficiencies, or slight inaccuracies in the mean window glass formula devised by Moir (1987).
Because these glass shards were recovered from the privy rather than from an area adjacent to
the Anderson dwelling, it is not possible to definitively state that they are associated with that
structure, another structure, or with a piece of furniture such as a china cabinet. Whatever the
origin of the window glass. its date range overlaps considerably with the date ranges provided
by the other artifact analyses.

Four complete or viItually complete glass vessels were recovered from the lower
portion of the privy and assigned vessel numbers (see Table 17). In addition to these four
vessels, three glass shards recovered from the lower levels of the privy cross-mended with two
tumblers from Levelland were also assigned vessels numbers. An additional 20 glass vessels
were reconstructed form the lower zone alone. Reconstruction of these 20 vessels incorporated
the use of 309 glass shards. Most of these shards (n=183) were used to partially reconstruct a
large candle shade that was presumably hand blown. Interestingly, 64 glass shards were used
to reconstruct ten tumblers (Figure 67A) and three wine glasses (Figure 67B). In addition to
the ten reconstructed tumblers, portions of at least 12 other tumblers were recovered from this
provenience as were at least U1ree other wine glasses.
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1810· 1880 Muttsey 1970:39

1810· 1880 MUllsey 1970:39

1853 ('/) - 1866 ('/) N.O. city direclori..

1853 ('/) - 1866 ('/) N.O. city direcf.ori..

NUFACTURER DATE OF USE REFERENCE

B

B01TLER

PGIl80ltAJm BiDasMolded

Molded PGIl80ltAJm iBiDas
i

G29 Molded/Gl... PoIIlil BOllOlllHiDp ~ GiDIq Paul:a

G39 ~loldedlGIua PuDIil o-Hillp IirDye BlIIdlelol'a Liqllill
Hair Dye No. I

VESSEL MANUFAcruRJNG MOLD TYPE EL
NUMBER TECHNIQUE TYPE

o 5 ....

o 2in

Figure 67. Glassware recovered from the Lot 205 rivy, Wetlands Acadian Cultural
Center (16 LF 164). A) pressed glass tumbler (Glass Vessel #25); B)
pressed glass wine gl ss (Glass Vessel #32 ; C) pressed glass candy dish.

Table 20. Glass Manufacturer a..d Bottlers' Marks fr m Levels 2 and 3 of the Lot 20S
Privy, Wetlands Acadi~n Cultural Center ( 6 LF 164).

I
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Investigalions althe Wetlands Acadian Culturai Center

Very little embossed glass was recovered fro this zone (Table 20). The four
embossed vessels from this zone c nsist of portions of t 0 Peychaud's American Aromatic
Bitters, a Ginseng Panacea, and a B tchelor's Liquid Hair ye (Figure 67C). Although dating
information is very sketchy for the vessels, their mean te of 1852.25 ± 8.37 fits very well
with the other datable anifacts rec ered from this prov nience. Of some interest, was the
recovery of portions of two press glass dishes that p esumably served as candy dishes
(Figure 67D).

The remaining 208 items recovered from the I wer zone of the privy consisted
primarily of metal. Although floral d faunal preservati n was excellent, metal preservation
within the privy was very poor. Of the 110 metal anifac recovered from this provenience,
70 (63.64%) were unidentifiable piees of iron. The re ·ning 38 iron artifacts consisted of
36 unidentifiable nails, a portion of a probable sardine tin, d a shingling hatchet Other metal
anifacts in this collection include f, brass dress hooks, a brass suspender buckle, a pewter
tablespoon bowl, and a dime. Like t e iron recovered fro the privy, the Liberty seated dime
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Chapter 6: Field lnvt!stigation

was so poorly preserved that it was not possible to identify the date that it was minted.
However, the presence of a field of stars around the perimeter of the dime's obverse indicate
that it was minted between 1838 and 1860.

The remaining 98 artifacts recovered from the privy are not particularly noteworthy,
with the exception of a small piece of cotton cloth, portions of at l~t one leather shoe, and the
remains of two natural rubber boots. Although unmeasured matnx. samples were taken from
the privy, the material from these samples was not enumerated. It should be noted, ~owever,
that these samples contained quantities of egg shells,w~ shavings, and floral ~emams. The
majority of the wood shavings recovered from the pnvy were cypress shavmgs that had
apparently been removed from a larger piece of wood through the use of a draw knife or plane.
Floral remains were well represented in the matrix and included peanut shells (Arachis sp.),
passion flower (Passijlora edulis), blackberry (Rubus sp.), cherry (Prunus sp.), grape (Vitis
sp.), muscadine (Vitis rotundifola), watermelon (Colocynthis citrullus), peach (Prunus
persica), plum (Prunus domestica), corn (Zia maize), coffee (Coffea sp.), mustard (Brassica
sp.), and pepper (Capsicum sp.).

The privy itself was apparently very shallow when it was constructed. Although it is
not possible to ascenain its exact depth, based on the Anderson dwelling foundations, the circa
1850 ground surface was approximately 58 cm below the 1989 ground surface. If the circa
1850 ground surface in the area of the privy was similar in depth to that near the Anderson
dwelling, the privy pit was only approximately 99 em (circa 38.98 in) deep. Hence, the privy
pit would have measured approximately three feet top to bottom as well as side to side.

Interestingly, several of the 2-in thick boards used to line the privy (see Figure 65) had
two one-inch diameter peg holes in the end attached to the horizontal 3-by-3-in board. The peg
holes and the large width of the boards, which varied from 12.5 (31.75 cm) to 14 in
(35.56 em) wide, suggests that they were originally used as barge boards. As barge traffic on
Bayou Lafourche was common place by the mid-I840s, it is quite possible that a barge was

. dismantled and some of its lumber used to construct the privy.

Based on the available evidence, the privy pit, measuring at least 5 ft wide east-to-west,
4 ft wide nonh-to-south, and 3 ft deep, was excavated between mid-1847 and about 1850. An
approximately three-cubic foot, wood-lined privy was then constructed in the pit using
salvaged barge boards held together by square nails of indeterminate manufacture. The privy,
which would have served the residents of the Anderson dwelling, was constructed at the
intersection of the fence separating Lot 205 from Lot 204 and the fence separating the north
half of Lot 205 occupied by the Anderson dwelling and the south half of Lot 205 occupied by
at least one other dwelling.

The small quantities of ceramics and glass present in the privy that could not be used in
vessel reconstruction suggests that the privy was in use for a relatively short period of time.
The large quantity of ceramic and glass recovered from the privy that was used for vessel
reconstruction indicate that some single event occurred that caused the residents of the
Anderson dwelling to dispose of a substantial quantity of their ceramic and glassware in a
single episode. The mean dates produced by the various ceramic and glass analyses suggests
that this depositional episode occurred between 1848 and 1852, most likely about 1851. Two
Peychaud's American Bitters bottles present in the lower zone of the privy and six in the upper
zone, however, suggest that this event did not occur until after 1853. In fact, the inclusion of
the Argyle Bitters bottle in the upper zone of this collection suggests that this depositional
episode did not occur until after about 1856.

Although it is not possible to be certain what the exact cause of this depositional
episode may have been, the death of Edward Hays in 1854 and the Hays family removal to

175



Invt!Sligolions al the WetlDnd.s Ac:atiion CultwaJ Center

New Orleans in about 18:5 t j or 1857 corresponds well to e dates of the recovered artifacts. If
the bulk of the artifactual material recovered from the .vy is associated with the death of
Edward Hays, the Hays family mu t have disposed of a large quantity of their ceramic and
glasswares in 1854 and then contin ed to use the privy til they moved to New Orleans. It
would seem to be much more likely however, that the Ha s' did not discard their ceramics and
glasswares until they moved to N w Orleans. If this as indeed the case, the bulk of the
artifacts were deposited in about 1 56 or 18S7. Either enario would account for all of the
artifacts that are known to be . ted with the privy.

i

Many of the dishes imponed by B. Brower & Co had impressed numbers as well as
transfer-printed imponers marks. All four of the soup lates had the impressed mark '44',
four of the 8-in plates had the impressed mark '46', two f the 8-in plates had the impressed
mark 'W', both of the 7.5-in plates had the impressed k '38', one of the saucers had the
impress.ed mark '51" four of the saucers had the impress mark '52', two of the saucers had
the impressed mark 'W', three of the butter plates had the' pressed mark '56', and one butter
plate had the impressed mark '102'. Although most f these marks imply the date of
manufacture, the one vessel marke( '102' and those mar ed 'W' suggest that these numbers
refer to mold or lot numbers.
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Blue transfer-printed importers
mark of B. Brower & Co. on
reverse of blue transfer-printed,
early wbiteware butter disb
(Vessel #35).

Figure 68.
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After the Hays family move4 to New Orleans, the 'vy was apparently abandoned and
covered over. When Lot 205 was cleared in about 1910 however, the privy was uncovered
and the top of it removed and spread over the surrounding area Much of the redeposited privy
material was later incorporated into a sheet midden that d veloped along the Lot 204-Lot 205
boundary (see below).

The ceramic assemblage from the privy is of som interest and is worthy of additional
discussion. Of particular interest the remains of a n ber of vessels imponed into New
Orleans by B. Brower & Co. betw n 1838 and 1855 (Fi 68). At least four soup plates,
one 1O.5-in plate, eight 8-in plates two 7.5-in plates, s ven saucers, six butter plates, one
pitcher, one large cup, and eight s 1cups (Figure 69) m this collection were imponed by
B. Brower & Co. The progenit r of B. Brower & o. was S. & B. Brower, a home
furnishings store on 17 Camp Stree in New Orleans (M tehell 1833:XXI). S. & B. Brower
remained in operation at that locatio until the mid-1830s. By 1838 the company had changed
its name to B. Brower & Co., a n which it retained un '1 the business closed, still at the 17
Camp Street address, in 1855 (N.O. !city directories). Th actual manufacturer of these wares
is currently unknown.
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Figure 69. Blue transfer-printed, early wbiteware ceramic vessels imported by B. Brower
& Co. of New Orleans between 1838 and 1855. All six vessels were
recovered from the Lot 205 privy, Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center (16 LF
164). A) 10.S-in soup plate (Vessel #16); B) small cup (Vessel #39); C)
saucer (Vessel #33); D) butter plate (Vessel #37); E) 8-in plate (Vessel
#22); F) 7.S-in plate (Vessel #26).
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In addition to the 38 transfe -printed blue dishes "mported by B. Brower & Co., four
edged blue soup plates, 16 edged b ue plates, and one ed ed blue serving bowl or vegetable
dish were present in the privy, all oflwhich were recons cted. Interestingly, there were four
varieties of edged blue treatment present in this collectio ,ranging from a very refined edge
treatment to a crude blue band (Figure 70). Like the B. rower & Co. vessels, a number of
the edged blue vessels had impressed marks as well. Thre of the four edged blue soup plates
had the impressed mark '57', two p~ates had the impres d mark '4', and one plate had the
impressed mark '10'. Again, thes

f
·numbers are assum to be lot or mold numbers. In

addition to these impressed vess~ls six plates and the se ing bowl had an impressed three
bladed propeller encompassed by tw circles and a set of d 15. This mark is often encountered
on edged blue vessels of mid-ninetee th century manufact e.
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Edged blue, early w.iteware ceramic ves Is recovered from Lot 205 privy,
Wetlands Acadian Cu tural Center (16 LF 164). A) soup plate (Vessel #49);
B) plate (Vessel #52) C) plate (Vessel #5 ); D) plate (Vessel #59).

o
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Figure 70.
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Figure 71. One of two late pearlware
pitchers with annular banded
decorations (Vessel #71)
recovered from the Lot 20S
privy, Wetlands Acadian
Cultural Center (16 LF 164).

CMpler 6 : Field Jnvestigalion
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Figure 72. Plain late creamwares recovered from the Lot 205 privy, Wetlands Acadian
Cultural Center (16 LF 164), included: A) a cup manufactured by Swansea
Pottery between 1783 and about 1810 (Godden 1964:605) (Vessel #84); B) a
bowl with beaded lip.

Like the transfer-printed blue and edged blue designs, a number of the ceramics from
the privy had annular decorations. Three late pearlware annular pitchers were recovered from
this feature, two of which were banded varieties (Figure 71) and one of which had a finger
trailed design. Four bowls with banded designs similar to the two banded pitchers were also
recovered from the privy. The undecorated wares recovered from the privy are also of some
interest At least four undecorated coffee cup saucers of varying designs were recovered from
the privy, as were six undecorated coffee cups, seven undecorated tea saucers, one pitcher,
two undecorated serving bowls, five undecorated plates, one soup plate, and one butter plate
(Figures 72 and 73).

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



o 5..

180

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

B

c

Investigalions altM Wetlands Acadian C

o ~in

Figure 73. Plain early ironston sand whitewares recovered from Lot 205 privy,
Wetlands Acadian Cu tural Center (16 LF 1(4) A) an early ironstone plate
manufactured by Wil iam Ridgway & Co. between 1834 and 1854 (Godden
1964:538) (Vessel #8 ); B) an early irons one tea saucer (Vessel #92); an
early wbiteware sauce (Vessel #80); an ea ly wbiteware plate (Vessel #78).

A small concentration of .facts were noted to e immediate east of the brick pier
(Table 21). None of the recovered aterial was particul ly useful in dating the collection

A small brick pier was encountered at the nonhem xtreme of the construction site (see
Figure 64) during stripping operations. This foundation only one course thick, apparently
served as a pier footing for the rear porch of a dwelling f g Bayou Lafourche. Presumably,
this dwelling was the same one designated as 'C.1' on the 1898 Sanborn Fire Insurance
Company map (see Figure 16). Although a rear porch is n t depicted on dwelling 'C.l' on the
1898 map, it is supposed that the I foundation served s a porch support for it was not
substantial enough to suppon a struc' such as the core f a house. The porch was probably
removed prior to 1898 rather than ad ed after that date for e entire structure was destroyed in
1904 or 1905.

Nineteenth Century Brick FOU~dation
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Chopter 6: Field Investigation

Table 21. Artifacts Recovered During Stripping of the Wetlands Acadian Cultural
Center ConstructioD Site (16 LF 164).

VICINITY VICINITY BOARDWALIC TRASH
OIl'PlER orWELL MIDDEN MIDDEN

TOTAL

stU14 SH-S57 51~ 514-525 525-S35
Wll·1M W21-WlS EII-WIJ W1~E" Wl~E"

CERAMICS
Fe- 0 0 0 0 1 1
Majalica 0 0 0 1 0 1
Red.... 0 0 0 1 0 1
y..u..w..- 0 0 0 7 5 12
RcfiDed Red.._ 0 0 0 5 0 5
P.rl_ 0 0 0 1 22 2J
LacPem:lw.. 0 0 0 0 5 S
&r1ywm-_ 0 0 4 138 14 156
wm-- 3 8 6 1 13 31s__

0 0 0 7 16 23
Pan:eIain 3 0 0 0 2 S
T.... 6 8 10 161 78 263

GLASS
Blown 0 0 0 0 3 3
Mold 0 16 7A 2 16 58
MadDDc 0 0 S 3 0 8
Unidallified 4 6 S 1 3 III
T.... 4 22 34 6 22 88

METAL
B_ 8 0 0 0 0 8
Lad 1 0 0 0 0 1
han

Nu
HaacI-macIe 0 0 1 0 1 2
ModIIlm MadUDc CuI 2 0 2 0 6 10
Sq..... 3 0 0 0 0 3

Mja....u_ 2 0 6 1 4 13
T.... 16 0 9 1 11 37

TOTAL 26 31 53 168 III 388

beyond indicating that it probably dated to the fourth quaner of the nineteenth century. Of
some interest, however, was the recovery of three porcelain buttons, one brass shank button,
and seven straight pins from this anifact concentration. The recovery of these items suggest
that pan of a sewing kit was lost in this area.

Nineteenth Century Plank Fence

The remains of a plank fence that once divided Lots 204 and 205 were uncovered
during the stripping of the construction site (see Figure 64). Approximately 15 m of the fence
was noted during these excavations, 4 m in the northern portion of the stripped area and about
10.5 m in the southern portion. Although it was not possible to exactly date the plank fence on
the basis of its archaeological remains, the available historical data indicates that it must date
between 1847 when George Anderson acquired Lot 205 and 1918 when the Percy-Lobdell
Co., Ltd., added Lot 205 to their holdings. Indeed, a fence line is depicted at this location on
the 1898 through 1916 Sanborn Fire Insurance Company maps (see Chapter 4).
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The boardwalk was apparently raised slightly off e ground as numerous artifacts had
been discarded between each of the brick piers. Interes gly, the majority of the artifacts in
this deposit consisted of beer and soda bottles with their ecks or mouths broken off. A small
sample of these artifacts were collected to date the de it (see Table 21). Although a small
quantity of ceramics was collected from this area, i eluding one manufactured by the
Clementson Bros. between 1870 and 1916 (Godden 19 :149-150), embossed glass artifacts
were much more valuable in dating this assemblage. As an be seen in Table 22, the majority
of the embossed glass was produced in the first two dec s of the twentieth century. After the
Percy-Lobdell was constructed in 1905, the area under e boardwalk was apparently used to
dispose of bottles that were broken during shipping an handling. Based upon the artifact
assemblage, this practice may have continued until the la 19108.

Early-Twentieth Century Trash Midden

A 10m wide trash midden running the length of construction area between EOO and
WI0 (see Figure 64) was uncovered during the strippin operations. It was not possible to
sample the entire midden due to time limitations and onl two sample collections were made
from this feature, one between S14 and S25 and the other between S25 and 535 (see
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along the length of the west flank
e stripping of the construction area

foundation topped by a 4-by-6-in
ere constructed integrally with the

were constructed in 1905.

Thirteen brick and wood foundations of a boardw
of the Percy-Lobdell Building were encountered during
(see Figure 64). Each brick pier consisted of a four-co
timber. The brick portions of the 6-ft-wide foundations
wall of the Percy-Lobdell Building indicating that they t

Nineteenth Century Wood-Lined Well

A wood lined well was discovered in the south portion of the construction area
during the stripping of the site (see Figure 64). The sou east comer of the 5-by-5-ft (1.52-by­
1.52-m) well was located at S53.55WI6.22. The 11 was apparently constructed by
excavating a 5-by-5-ft hole at least 12 ft (3.66 m) dee and then driving single 4-by-4-in
uprights into the ground at each of the four corners. fter the posts were driven into the
ground, I-by-lo-in planks were then laid horizontally tween the posts and the walls of the
the excavated pit. No nails or other fonns of attachment ere used to secure the planks to the
uprights.

Like the privy, the well was excavated through e use of a trackhoe with a 5-ft-wide
bucket. Unlike the privy, however, the well did not yiel any artifacts. Because no artifacts
were recovered from the well and no nails were used in ts construction, it is very difficult to
determine when it was constructed. The well was appare tly abandoned by 1910 as the stables
building was erected over that location about that year. Bayou Lafourche and the abundant
rains of the area would have provided sufficient potable ater for Lot 205's residents and it is
unlikely that water from the well was used for human co sumption. Hence, it is believed that
the well may have served as a fire well or to provide ater for one of the businesses that
operated on Lot 205 during the nineteenth century.

Although no artifacts were recovered from within the well, 25 were recovered from its
immediate vicinity (see Table 21). These artifacts incl de a single cup-bottom molded and
lipping-tooled Crane Extract Co. bottle probably manufac between 1880 and 1917 (Miller
and Sullivan 1984:88,89; Munsey 1970:30) and 13 sh of a single bitters bottle produced
by Lorenz and Whightman between 1862 and 1871 oulouse 1972:338). None of the
artifacts could be definitively associated with the well.

1905 Boardwalk Foundations
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Table 22. Glass Manuracturer and Bottler's Marks rrom the Boardwalk Midden, Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center
Construction Site (16 LF 164).

NUMBER OF MANUFACTURING MOLD TYPE VESSEL BOTTLER MANUFACTURER DATE OF USE REFERENCE

VESSELS TECHNIQUE TYPE

6 Moldcd(7) Post Bottom Beer -- Adolphus Busch Glass 1904-1907 Toulouse 1971:26
Manufacturing Co.

I Moldcd(7) Cup Bottom Beer ·Ilte Leisy Brewing Co., Peoria, II. -- 1880-1917 (7) Miller and SuUivan 1984:88,89;
Munsey 1970:39

2 MoldcdJLipping Tooled Post Bottom Beer -- American BOllling Co. 1905-1916 Touloouse 1971:30

1 Moldcd(7) Post Bottom Beer -- American BOllling Co. 1905-1916 Touloouse 1971:30

1 Machine Made Cup Bottom Soda Nehi Beverages, Nehi BotLling Co., Owens-lIIinois Glass Co. Patented 3 March 1925 --
Napoleonville, La.

1 Machine Made Cup Bottom Soda A.B.C., Thibodaull, La. Root Glass Co. 1903-1932 Toulouse 1971:445; Walbridge
1926:67

3 Moldcd(7) Cup Bottom Soda A.B.C., Thibodaull, La. -- 1880-1917 (7) Miller and Sullivan 1984:88,89;
Munsey 1970:39

1 MoldcdJLipping Tooled -- Medicine New Yark Pharmaceutk:al Association -- Ig77-1887 I'ike 1987: 170

1 Molded Post Bottom -- -- Carl Conrad &; Co. 1860-1883 Toulouse 1971:117

1 Mo1dcdJLipping Tooled Cup Bottom Hair Dye C. Damschinsky, New York -- 1890-1917 Fike 1987:122; Miller and
Sullivan 1984:88,89

1 Machine Made -- Milk -- -- Patented 11 January 1914 -

1 Molded Post Bottom Biuers Dr. lIosleller's Stomach Billers S. McKee &; Co. 183&1886+ Toulouse 1971:47&477
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Ha d-paiated polycbrome pearlware
wa b basia (Vessel #96) recovered
fr tbe early-tweatietb ceatury
tr b midden, Wetlands Acadiaa
Co tural Ceater (16 LF 164).

VESSEL PROVENIENCE NUMBER OF
NUMBER WARE DECORATION SHERDS

96 Peulw_ Hqd·PUDIed PolycbrDme .BMia 825-835. WIO-BlO 21
97 Early Wbire_ Edged Blue P1aIe 515-s2S. WIO-BlO 5
98 Early Wbire- Hqd·PaiaIed PolycbrDme s- 515-825. WI0·BlO 4
99 Early Wbire_ Plaia Piale 515-825. WIO-BlO 9
100 Early Wbire- PlaiD PIaIe 515-s2S. WIO-BlO 10
101 Early Wbire_ Plaia Piale 515-825. WIO-BlO 6

Table 23. Rec:oastructed Vessels from tbe Early-T eatietb Ceatury Trasb Middea,
Wetlaads Acadiaa Cultural Ceater Coas uctioa Site (16 LF 164).

o

o

Like the privy, there were several partially rec nstructable vessels in the midden
(Table 23 and Figure 74). Because reconstructable vessel are seldom found in urban historic

Table 21). Although these two collections were made eparately in an effort to distinctly
sample the artifact concentration in the vicinity of the pri y, there were few differences in the
artifact collections and they are treated as one here.

It was readily apparent that many of the artifacts sent in this midden had become part
of that feature when the upper portion of the privy w destroyed in the early-twentieth
century, probably when the site was cleared for the circa 1 10 construction of the stables. Five
sherds bearing the same transfer-printed blue panern of th B. Brower & Co. vessels recovered
from the privy were collected from the sheet midden, wo of which were collected from
between S14 and S25. Numerous other sherds recovered from the midden also bore designs
identical to those recovered from the privy, particular ged blue designs. None of these
sherds, however, could be cross lDCInded with those fro the privY. Additional similarities
between the midden and the privy include the presenc of three ceramic maker's marks
indicating manufacture by Davenp<m, two of which were 1840. Other ceramic artifacts
in this collection bore the maker's marks of Henry Alcock Co. dating 1861 to 1910 (Godden
1964:27), C. Challinor & Co. dating 1892 to 1896 (G den 1964:137), and Elsmore &
Forster dating 1853 to 1871 (Godden 1964:235).
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Chapter 6: Field Investigation

trash middens and many of these vessels are similar to those recovered from the privy, it is
assumed that these vessels originated from that feature and were redeposited in the midden.
Indeed, one of the rcconstructable vessels from this collection was classified as a pearlware and
five as early whitewares.

Several glass artifacts recovered from the trash midden also share similarities with the
privy. These include two shards of a Peychaud's American Aromatic Bitters bottle and a
portion of a Wheeler & Co. Cromac Springs soda water bottle. Other glass artifacts of note
from this collection include a cup-bottom molded and lipping-tooled soda water bottled by the
Avenue Bottling Works of Shreveport, La., a post-bottom molded beer bottle manufactured by
the Adolphus Busch Glass Manufacturing Co. between 1886 and 1928 (Toulouse 1972:26),
and a post bottom molded and lipping tooled soda water bottled by the Root Glass Co. between
1901 and 1932 (Toulouse 1972:445). All three of these vessels are presumed to date from the
191Os.

Of particular interest in this collection is the presence of an undecorated sherd of a plain
Rouen Faience flatware and one sherd of a hand-painted polychrome majolica plate. It is
assumed that both of these wares, which went out of favor in the very early nineteenth century,
represent a pre-1847 occupation of the area. Like the coarse earthenwares recovered during the
excavation of the privy, it is believed that these artifacts were redeposited into the much later
midden during the early-twentieth century.

In an effort to obtain additional information on the nature of the midden, two shovel
tests were excavated in the northern portion of the feature (see Table 13). Shovel Tests 80 and
81 indicated that the midden was approximately lo-to-l2-cm thick in the area nearest the
Anderson dwelling, about the same as in the vicinity of the privy. As best as can be
determined, the midden was formed when Lot 205, including the privy, was cleared about
1910 for the ensuing construction of the stables. Additional material was apparently added to
the mJdden throughout the 1910s and possibly into the early 1920s.

Mid-Twentieth Century Fuel Tanks

During the removal of the small concrete slab encountered during CEI's stripping of
Strip Area 3, an underground 250-gallon fuel tank was unearthed near S22.5W08 (see
Figure 64). A second 25O-gallon fuel tank was later uncovered approximately 10 m to the east
of the first. The excavations required for the installment of both tanks would have destroyed
whatever earlier archaeological features that may have existed in the area, including the removal
of onl; of the boardwalk foundations (see Figure 64). Both tanks, which were presumably in
use t1':tween about 1920 and 1975, were removed during the course of the site's preparation
for nf;W construction.

Resulls of Site Preparation for Construction

An area of approximately 1,371.22 m2 was stripped immediately west of the Percy­
LoIxJ.-;J1 Building in preparation for new construction related to the Wetlands Acadian Cultural
Center. These stripping activities, which were conducted to a depth of at least 30 cmbs, were
mOnlt.tJred by CEI over a six day period. These excavations located numerous archaeological
features that had previously been recorded by CEI as well as many new features. All
archal;Ological features revealed during this phase of work were recorded and artifact
co)lel~uonsmade where appropriate.

Those archaeological features examined by CEI during this phase of work included the
1847 ,jwelling constructed by George Anderson, a circa 1850 privy on Lot 205 that was
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probably abandoned about 1856, a mid- to late-nineteen century brick pier foundation for a
dwelling on Lot 204, a plank fence probably consttu during the mid- to late-nineteenth
century, the nineteenth century bakery/dwelling on Lot 05, a wood-lined well dating to the
late-nineteenth and possibly early-twentieth centuries, c ttuction rubble related to the 1905
erection of the Percy-Lobdell Building, thirteen boardw foundations consttueted in 1905, a
1905 storm drain, the circa 1910 stables/grocery wareho . bottling plant foundations, an
early-twentieth century trash midden, two mid-twentie century fuel tanks, and three circa
1972 trash pits related to the demolition of the wine . g plant (see Figure 64). While
stripping portions of the site by CEI in the summer of 19 9 revealed both the bakery/dwelling
and the 1847 George Anderson dwelling, these excavatio s narrowly missed the Lot 205 privy
(Figure 75).
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Figure 75. Areal relationships between arehaeol gieal features and stripping
conducted by CEI in the summer of 989 within the limits of the
new constraction area., Note proximit of Strip Area 3/3A and the
large circa 1972 trash pit to the circa 1850 to 1856 Lot 205 privy.
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ChDpler 6: Field Investigation

In addition to the 13 multi-component features examined during this phase of work, a
total of 4,373 artifacts were collected, 90.65% (n=3,964) of which were recovered from the
Lot 205 privy. Although a quantity of artifacts were recovered from the privy, it was partially
destroyed by the clearing of the site in about 1910. The presence of numerous ceramic and
glass artifacts in the early twentieth century sheet midden that surrounded the area suggests that
when the upper portions of the privy were removed, a substantial number of artifacts were
removed as well. Following the completion of this work, all archaeological remains were
removed from the construction area so that a proper foundation could be made for the new
construction.

187
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CHAPTER 7

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

An intensive Phase n archaeological investigation (Level mof the site of the Wetlands
Acadian Cultural Center in Thibodaux, Louisiana, was conducted by Coastal Environments,
Inc., between 21 April and 26 May 1989. CEI revisited the site in the summer of 1989 to
monitor site demolition activities and again in the winter of 1989 to monitor activities related to
the preparation of the site for new consttllction. In addition to the archaeological fieldwork, an
in-depth historical study was undertaken to trace the land ownership and usage of the propeny
within the center's boundaries since it was first settled in the late-eighteenth century.

Summary

A total of 51 auger and shovel tests, 7 backhoe trenches, 5 separate mechanically
stripped areas, 2 hand-stripped areas, and 6 test pits were excavated within the project area
prior to the site's clearing in the summer of 1989. The entire site was stripped to varying
depths during construction activities during the summer and winter of 1989. These
excavations yielded a total of 8,729 artifacts. Most of these artifacts are related to domestic and
commercial activity on the site between about 1847 and 1930, even though the area has been
continually inhabited, or at least used, by Euro-Americans since about 1785.

Because the project area was originally treated as four separate areas, the subsequent
discussions are presented likewise. Reference, however, is made to the original lot
designations and parcel designations assigned by the National Park Service.

Areas 1 and 4: Parcels 109..()2 (partial), 109"()4, 109-05,
109-06, 109-07, 109"()8, 109-11, and 109-12

Area 1 consisted of most of Lot 203 south of the levee/railroad embankment. This
portion of Lot 203, in tum, composed only a small pan of Parcel 109-02. Area 4 consisted of
all of Lots 200, 201, 202, and the southernmost 20 ft of Lot 203. These in tum consisted of
Parcels 109-04, 109-05, 109-06, 109-07, 109-08, 109-11, and 109-12.

Several portions of the circa 1870 to circa 1920 boilerworks foundation were
uncovered and tested during the various stages of archaeological work conducted in these
areas. These foundations were archaeologically tested by one backhoe trench, mechanical
stripping, and two test pits. Very few artifacts were found in association with these features.
Contaminated soil and above ground obsttllctions (e.g., fuel storage tanks, buildings, etc.)
prevented further testing of the boilerworks during CEl's initial visit to the site. However, it is
doubtful further archaeological work in this area would have yielded sufficient information to
warrant the additional work.

Also discovered in Areas 1 and 4 was a very rich 1920s trash midden. This midden
was tested by six auger tests, two backhoe trenches, and a single test pit. These excavations
yielded a number of artifacts that were manufactured between about 1912 and 1932. While
these artifacts provide a reasonably tight date range and it is known that the midden is
associated with the Hogan house, at least in pan, it is not possible to determine whether this
feature was related to the house before or after it was moved from its east-west orientation in
1924 to a north-south orientation. As best as can be detennined, the midden began to develop
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investigations in these areas was
of the Percy-Lobdell Building.

y saipping the area. Very few
conducted in relationship to it.

e 1924 reorientation of the houseduring the late 19108 and continued to grow following
before finally being abandoned about 1932.

The last featme uncovered d· . g the archaeologi
an asphalt access road leading from 1. Mary Street to the
This road post-dates 1905 and w tested by mechani
artifacts were associated with the and no other work w
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Area 2: Parcels 109-02 (partia) and 109·10

estern half ofLot 204 between the
levee/railroad embankment and S1. Street. This was composed of Parcels 109-02
(partial) and 109-10. The fifteen a ger and shovel testS, four backhoe trenches, one hand­
saipped area, three mechanically s .pped areas, and e test pits excavated in this area,
combined with construetion preparati activities, yielded a variety of features ranging from the
brick foundations of three dwellin s, to concrete foun tions of a stable/warehouse/wine
bottling plant, to a concentration of .ck mbble related to e consauction of the Percy-Lobdell
Building.

Nineteenth century archaeoldgical features examin by CEI in this area included the
continuous wall foundation and stOve foundation of th dwelling constructed by George
Anderson in 1847 and demolished about 1910 to make w y for a new stables. A privy that
was probably built in about 1850 mid abandoned about 1 56 was also investigated by CEI.
The privy, which serviced the Anderson dwelling d' the Hays occupation, yielded a
quantity of artifacts, including numaous reconstruetable essels from a single depositional
episode. A mid- to late-nineteenth century brick pier ti . n for a dwelling on Lot 204 was
also investigated by CEI, as were a plank fence separating ts 204 and 205 and a well on Lot
205 from the same time period. All 'three of these stme were abandoned between about
1905 and 1918. Four brick piers and a chain wall of a nine enth century struetme that served
as a bakery and dwelling on Lot 205 were also inves . ated. The bakery/dwelling was
demolished about the same time as the Anderson dwelling.

A number of twentieth cen~ archaeological fi s were examined by CEI as well.
These featmes included constmetionimbble related to the 905 erection of the Percy-Lobdell
Building, thineen boardwalk founda 'ons adjacent to the y-Lobdell Building, and a 1905
stonn drain associated with the rcy-Lobdell Buildin. Other early-twentieth century
archaeological features investigated CEI include the con te foundations of the stables that
replaced the Anderson dwelling an the bakery/dwellin in about 1910. The stables later
served as a grocery warehouse and nally as a wine bo g plant before fmally being tom
down in about 1972. An early-tw ntieth century trash midden, containing a substantial
quantity of privy fill from the circa 1850 privy, was al examined. More recent features
investigated by CEI consisted of tw mid-twentieth cent fuel tanks and three circa 1972
trash pits related to the demolition of wine bottling plan

Area 3: 109-02 (partial)

Area 3 consisted of that p of Parcel 190-02 n rth of the levee/railroad bed and
incorporates the northern portions of modem-day Lots 20 , 204, and 205. Prior to 1905, this
land was not included as part of the 1 ts and it is doubtful t they were frequently used except
as transfer points between barge and shore installatio until after that date.

Auger testing of this area produced very little . formation; therefore, no further
archaeological work was conductCcl there, except for 0 e hand-saipped area. The only
noteworthy feature found in this area was the brick foun . of the 65-ft grain elevator of the
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Chapter 7: SIUPIMIJT'j and Conclusions

Percy-Lobdell grain elevator and warehouse. It is doub~ul ~at e~tion of this circa 1914
to 1950+ sttuCtul'C would have yielded useful archaeological informanon.

Art Street and Church Street: Parcels 109-61,
109.09 (partilll) , alld 109·13

An Stteet and Church Stteet consist of Parcels 109-01, 109-09 (partial), and 109-13.
Neither of these stteets, or more accurately their right-of-ways, had been acquired by the
National Park Service prior to the initiation of the archaeological fieldwork. The An Stteet
right-of-way was eventually acquired by the National Park Service and was subject to auger
testing where possible. The Church Street right-of-way had not yet been acquired when CEI
investigated the eastem portion of the site, and, hence, was not tested. Because the An Street
right-of-way was almost entirely covered by a concrete roadway, which had been built in
1988, it was not substantially tested archaeologically. Only a few auger tests were placed
within its right-of-way; none yielded valuable information.

Collclusiolls

The archaeological investigation of the Wetlands Acadian Cultural Center project area
took into consideration the potential for addressing several specific research topics which are
important to our understanding of eighteenth, nineteenth, and early-twentieth century life in
Louisiana. These topics are presented below.

1 . What function did the project area serve prior to its incorporation into the
town of Thibodaux?

Guillaume Hamon and his family were the first Eum-Americans to settle in the vicinity
of the project area. The available historical information suggests that the project area was used
for agricultural purposes between the Hamon's arrival on Bayou Lafourche in 1785 and the
subdivision of the project area in 1846 by George Guion. There is no archival evidence to
suggest that there were dwellings in the project area prior to 1847. Because there was no
archival evidence of late-eighteenth or early-nineteenth century habitation within the project
area, few artifacts were expected to be recovered from that period.

Indeed, the archaeological investigations conducted by CEI encountered very little
evidence of late-eighteenth or early-nineteenth century occupation. in the project area.
Excepting those artifacts collected from the privy, only four artifacts were recovered that are
likely to be of eighteenth century manufacture. These consist of one sherd of lead glazed
redware that was recovered during the stripping of Strip Area 2 and one sherd of majolica, one
sherd of faience, and one sherd of lead glazed redware that were recovered from the same
vicinity during stripping of the site in preparation for consauction. The recovery of these early
artifacts from the post-1910 fill and sheet midden indicates that they were either from curated
objects or, as is much more likely, in a secondary context. As best as can be determined, these
eighteenth century wares were deposited in an unknown location and redeposited as part of the
fill brought in to cover the remains of the Anderson dwelling and the bakery/dwelling
following their demolition in about 1910. It is unknown if this fill originated from another
portion of the site, such as along the bayou, or from an off-site location.

The only other non-privy artifacts of early date recovered during the course of this
project was one sherd of creamware dating to the late eighteenth or early nineteenth centuries
and one burned refined earthenware thought to be pearlware from the lower portion of Trench
5. The recovery of these artifacts from a primary context suggests that there may have been
some non-agricultural use of the property prior to 1847. However, it is not possible to
determine what function the propeny served with such a small quantity of artifacts. Based on
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the paucity of artifacts from this period. it would appear t whatever non-agricultural use the
propeny may have served. its usage~ not very cxtensiv .

i

The four shcrds of coarse enware recov from the Lot 205 privy represent
curated items retained by the Hays . y or artifacts that were in the suuounding pit fill and
removed along with the privy fill. ccausc few other . aets were noted in the surrounding
pit fill during these investigations, i is believed that the cr is more likely. If the coarse
eanhenwares were indeed remov from the pit fill, the would have been in a secondary
deposit and would have been poor . .eators of the site's u prior to 1847.

2 • Is there any evidence of e nicity exhibited' the archaeological record?

The historical records indicate that following e project area's transition from
agriculture to residential and cOIDIDmCial use during the 1840s, the area was inhabited by
groups of various ethnicity. Although it is often very . cult to determine ethnicity through
the archaeological record, it was hqpcd that enough e .cally sensitive artifacts would be
recovered so that this facet of the n:cord could be e . cd. Artifacts that are particularly
useful in ethnic studies include the sencc, or absence, f wine seals, French wine bottles,
hard alcohol bottles, pipe stems bowls, and religious medallions and crosses. Although
numerous artifacts were recovered uring the course of . project, only two areas yielded
sufficient quantities of artifacts to a mpt such an analy .s: the Anderson dwelling and the
Hogan house.

Excavations in the vicinity 0 the Anderson dwe . g yielded approximately half of all
of the recovered artifacts. Most of the artifacts recov from the Anderson dwelling are
probably associated with the Hays occupation of the ho se. Edward Hays, his wife Ellen
Conclaw, and his numerous in-laws iwho also lived on th propeny were all of Irish descent.
Because the residents were of Irish descent, it was e that this collection would yield a
number of whiskey bottles and pipe stems and bowls ( tille et al. 1986:7-17-7-22). The
Lot 205 privy, which is the single best feature associ with the Hays occupation of the
Anderson house, yielded portions of least five whiskey ttles, at least ten wine bottles, and
no pipe stems or bowls. This asscm !age is atypical of an . h occupation in south Louisiana
and is indicative of the many prabl s in determining e icity through the archaeological
record where individual preferen es and availability of goods often outweigh ethnic
preferences.

The recovery of a portion of Wheeler & Co. em Springs soda water bottle from
the Lot 205 privy and another fro the privy fill in the verlying sheet midden is of some
interest. Wheeler & Co. was based '. Belfast, Ireland. As Castille et al. (1986:7-22) noted in
their extensive excavations in New Orleans, artifacts de tely known to have been produced
in Ireland were recovered only from Irish sites. It is possib e that these two vessels arc the best
indicators of the Hays-Conclaw occupation of the site.

It is also interesting to note that Irish sites tend yield large quantities of artifacts
(Castille et al. 1986:7-22). In fact, ¢&stille et al. found th t theavcrage Irish feature yielded
1,431 artifacts, almost three times as y as a similar G feature. Of the 8,729 artifacts
recovered throughout the course of is project, 45.14% ( =3,964) were recovered from the
privy. This suggests that Irish immi ts did indeed prod ce more refuse than their non-Irish
neighbors.

The only other rich artifact posit examined d . g this project was the circa 1912­
1932 trash midden that developed und the Hogan ho se. The 1,142 artifacts recovered
from this feature were not particul y useful in determin gethnicity. The presence of this
extensive and extremely rich midden between the Hogan ouse and the three houses on Lots
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Chapter 7: Summary and Conclusions

201 and 202 suggests that it may have served as a ~sh de-posit for all four res~dences and
possibly for the nearby boiler works as well..~ ~e lD1~ndid serve ~ a refu~e.disposal area
for several families. as seems to be the case, It IS tmposslble to determIne ethmclty of anyone
family.

Additional difficulties arise in the late date of this feature. Although fmt generation
immigrants were likely to maintain their economic and social ties with ~eir mother c~)Untry,
second and third generation immigrants, who would have been present m the area durmg the
1910s and 1920s, were much less likely to maintain these ties (Castille 1986:7-22).
Additionally, by the early-twentieth century, American products were much more readily
available and inexpensive than products imponed from Europe and would likely have been
purchased over their imponed counterpans. Because of these difficulties, it was not possible
to use the marerial from this feature to determine the ethnicity of the area's inhabitants.

3 . What are the archaeological signatures of the numerous small antebellum
and postbellum industries that were present within the project area during
the late nineteenth and twentieth centuries?

Historical records indicate that a boilerworks, a cooperage, a fuel distribution plant, a
sawmill, a tin shop, and a wine bottling plant were all present within the boundaries of the
Wetlands Acadian Cultural complex. Little is known BIChaeologically about these industries
and it was hoped that examination of their structural features, trash middens, and other cultural
features would contribute towards a better understanding of their archaeological expression.

Thibodaux Boilerworks

The Thibodaux Boilerworks, as shown on the various Sanborn Fire Insurance
Company maps of Thibodaux, was probably founded in about 1872 and remained in
operation, although intermittently, until about 1920. Archaeological and historical evidence
suggests that the boilerworks were renovated or remodeled at least once during that period. In
addition to metalworking and boiler making, the Thibodaux Boilerworks also sold coal to area
businesses and residents.

Several continuous brick foundations associated with the boilerworks were examined
during the course of this work. These foundations included an exterior wall foundation (see
Figure 62), an interior wall foundation (see Figure 41), and a presumed boiler foundation (see
Figure 43). Although very few artifacts were associated with these features, quantities of large
metal artifacts such as sheet metal, railroad iron, and boiler plate were encountered while
stripping Strip Area 4. Additionally, an extensive midden of coal and coal cinders were
discovered in Trench 7 and Snip Area 4.

The lack of domestic artifacts, combined with the presence of relatively extensive
foundations, large sheets of metal, stock iron, and coal cinders, as would be expected, provide
a very good indication of the industrial nature of the boilerworks. Although these types of
cultural remains may be associated with many types of metal working shops, the Thibodaux
Boilerworks undoubtedly produced a variety of worked metal goods in addition to boilers for
steamboats and plantations. The presence of large quantities of unburned coal not only indicate
the industrial use of the site, it also provides some insight into the Thibodaux Boilerworks'
retail sale of coal to area residents and businesses.

Cooperage

Although the archival research located a quantity of evidence supporting the operation
of a cooperage on Lot 205 during the nineteenth century, very little archaeological evidence of
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this business was encountered during the various exc vations. Although both George
Anderson and Edward Hays operare4 a cooperage on Lot 05 between at least 1847 and 1854,
the only evidence of the cooperage iwas the recovery of ood shavings, a barrel end, and a
shingling hatchet from the Pri~VYserviCed the An n dwelling during the Hays'
occupation. None of the other arti and structural ains examined on Lot 205 would
suggest the presence of a coopera • Based on these dings, it may be very difficult to
distinguish a cooperage site b on the archaeolo cal record alone, particularly in
environments where preservation of. 'c materials (e.g, wood shavings and barrel parts) is
poor. Interestingly, no hoop iron was recovered from the 'vy or from other areas around the
Anderson dwelling.

Fuel Distribution Plant~:

The fuel distribution or bulk lant that stood to the . .ate west of the Percy-Lobdell
Building when this project was ini ted had been cons eted by the Gulf Refining Co. in
1925. Based on the available carta hie information d interviews with oral informants,
very few changes were made to the . associated ·th the complex between 1925 and
1989. No archaeological remains usociated with this c plex were examined during the
course of this work as it was not demolished until after the .tial archaeological investigations
were completed.

i

The "polluted ground wa "(Babson and Ors r 1988:48) or, more accurately,
petroleum soaked soil that was en tered in the vicinity f the above-ground storage tanks of
the complex does attest to the site's usage. It is highly . ely that similar situations will be
encountered at all types of sites with petroleum es or storage, particularly at those
complexes that were in operation p .or to the passage of egislation aimed at protecting the
environment.

Sawmill

Long before the Percy-Lobde Building was cons eted. a sawmill was located on Lot
204. The sawmill was apparently eted in 1848 and w in operation from that date until
about 1855. Although Babson and (1988:49,50) lieved they had located one of the
sawmill's foundations in 1988, CEI as not able to reloca the feature. Most, ifnot all, of the
sawmill's structural elements were robably destroyed d . g the 1905 construction of the
Percy-Lobdell Building, a structure, that covers virtuall all of Lot 204. It was assumed,
however, that the operation of a sawmill on Lot 204 w uld have produced a quantity of
sawdust and wood scraps and that so~ of this material w uld be extant around the periphery
of the more recent Percy-Lobdell Buillding. No such was found, however. In fact, no
archaeological remains were discovf that would sugge that a sawmill ever occupied this
location. Hence, it is not possible to state what archaeolo .cal remains are associated with a
sawmill based on these excavations.

Tin Shop I

Cartographic sources indicate that a tin shop was I ted on the comer of Church and
St. Mary streets during the very late J$eteenth century. Th tin shop was extensively modified
during the early twentieth century~ served as a meat et and store. When CEI conducted
its original investigations at the sit , a two-story frame welling was located at the same
location. Like the fuel distribution pI t, the dwelling was ot demolished until after the initial
archaeological investigations were c mpleted. In fact, the NPS did not acquire this property
until after the completion of the ini' investigations.· Hen e, no thorough investigations were
conducted in this area and it was no possible to determin what archaeological remains are
associated with tin shops in a small to setting.
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Wine Bottling Plant

Unlike the aforementioned industries and commercial businesses. the wine bottling
plant in Thibodaux is of relatively recent date. Vermat, Inc.• appan:ndy bo~ed wine in the
circa 1910 stables on Lot 205 during the early 19705. Because the wme bottling plant reused
an existing saucture. the saucmral remains found in the area of the bottling plant better
represent an early-twentieth century stables rather. than a 1970s ~ttling plant. Thousands of
gold-tinted screw caps, however, were noted dunng the excavanon of the trenches and the
mechanical stripping of Lot 205. It is assumed that these caps are representative of the
activities of the bottling plant. Interestingly, the fragments of only wine modem wine bottle
were recovered during these excavations. If these findings are in any way representative of the
archaeological remains of earlier bottling plants, it may be very difficult to identify these
industries, particularly if the bottler was using cork stoppers and the bottling plant was
salvaged prior to its demolition.

4 • What are the archaeological signatures of the numerous small antebellum
and postbellum service centers that were present within the project area
during the late-nineteenth and twentieth centuries?

In addition to the above mentioned industries, there were a number of service centers
within the project area as well. Historically known service centers present within the project
area consist of a bakery, a fruit stand, a livery, a meat market, and a wholesale grocery. Like
the industries, very lilde is archaeologically known about these types of service centers.

Bakery

Archival and cartographic sources indicate that a bakery operated on the comer of Ice
(now An) and St. Mary streets during the rom of the century. The bakery went out of business
shordy after the tmn of the century and most of the structures associated with it removed. The
main saucture of the bakery complex served as dwelling for only a few years before being
demolished in about 1910. Prior to the construction of the bakery, a residence probably stood
at this location. Following the bakery's demolition, a stables was built over the remains of the
bakery.

The archaeological remains encountered in this area primarily represent the architeemral
remains of the bakery/dwelling and the later stables/grocery warehouse/bottling plant. The
brick foundations examined in Strip Area 1 were associated with both the bakery and the
dwelling. Unfonunately, many of the structures associated solely with the bakery were
destroyed during the 1910 construction of the stables and/or during the circa 1972 demolition
of the wine bolding plant. It was not possible to develop a model of what types of architectural
structures are associated with turn of the century bakeries because the main structure of the
bakery complex was reused and much of the complex was destroyed in 1910 and 1972.
Likewise, the non-architeemral items that were recovered from this area were too few in
number to associate with any panicular type of site.

Fruit Stand

A fruit stand was located on what is now known as Parcell09-Q6 between about 1930
and the mid 19805. Few archaeological manifestations of the fruit stand were expected to be
encountered during these investigations. The NPS had not yet acquired Parcel 109..()6 prior to
CEI's initial excavations at the site and no work was conducted there at that time. When the
site was visited during the site's preparation for construction. no archaeological features were
noted in the vicinity of the fruit stand or the attached dwelling as the area had already been
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Livery

The livery or stables that 0 ted on Lot 205 betw n about 1910 and about 1915 also
served as a grocery warehouse (sec low) and a wine bo . g plant (sec above). The livery
was constructed on top of the fill ght to the site follo . g the demolition of the Anderson
house and the previously mentioned . The stable's undation was made by excavating
a series of holes into the fill and ~lyingstrata and then uring conCICte directly into them.
Forms were constructed only for thoSe portions of the fo tions that served as supportS for
vertical wooden supports. Based on the dimensions of e foundations, the wooden posts
measured 12" by 12" and were placed on eight foot ce ters, at least along the building's
exterior walls. The cartographic records indicate that ese posts served as part of the
framework of a balloon-frame St:ruetlJl'e that was sided with cormgated iron.

These construetion teehniq~~ not limited to s serving as a livery or stables,
they have been used in the past, an continue to be today, for a variety of purposes.
Large structures of this type~ cally used in co . settings, particularly for bulk
storage. The same type ofconstru .on is often used alon the waterWays of south Louisiana
for boat shelters or sheds and in othe ~as for storage b and sheds. Consequently, these
architectural features are not parti larly useful in iden' .ng a stables or livery but are
probably useful in determining the n-rcsidential nature f the property, at least after about
1910. I

Several horseshoes, as was ekpccted, were rccov during the various excavations
on Lot 205. Horseshoes, horse nails,at least in quantity, related tools are undoubtedly the
best indicators of the presence of a livery or stables. Most f the remaining artifacts recovered
from the area of the livery were architectural in nature. In addition to the aforementioned
concrete foundations, numerous l~ge nails used in the construction of the stables were
recovered. The quantity of nails ~uring at least 20d, ho ever,~ not related directly to the
presence of the stables so much as the presence of a e wooden structure, which in this
case happened to be a stables. Hen e, only the horsesh s were of value in identifying the
area's use as a stables or livery.

Meat Marut

The function of the wholesale grocery warehouse ocated on Lot 205 and the Percy­
Lobdell Building on Lot 204 are . ficult to recogniz archacologically. Although the
wholesale grocery warehouse was' operation from circa 1919 to circa 1970 and the Percy­
Lobdell Building served a similar ction between 1905 d 1975, both structures were used
for other pmposes (see above). The nly evidence that co d be found of the function of these
structures were the numerous beve e bottles were rccov from along the west side of the
Percy-Lobdell Building. As best as uld be determined, ese bottles represent merchandise
that was broken in transit and thro under a boardwalk fi undation that ran the length of the
west side of the Percy-Lobdell Buil . g. This disposal pa was app~ntlY practiced at the
Percy-Lobdell Building between 190 and the late 1910s.

As noted above, the tin shop n the comer of Ch h and SL Mary streets served as a
meat market and store during the early twentieth ceo . The NPS did not acquire this
property until after the completion of the initial archacol gical investigations and it was not
possible to determine what archaeological remains~ . ted with this type of site.

Wholesale Grocery Warehouse
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Chopl~r 7: Summary and Conclusions

The rerovery of relatively large quantities of beverage bottles in an area thought to have
been covered by a boardwalk is probably a good indicator of either a retail or wholesale
grocery or. possibly. a saloon or bar. As noted earlier. however. most of the bottles recovered
from under the 1905 boardwalk had broken necks or lips. a type of breakage that would occur
most frequently during shipping and handling. The presence of bottles with this type of
breakage is probably a better indicator of a wholesale establishment than of a retail one. Bottles
recovered from a retail store or saloon would likely have a smaller percentage of bottles with
broken necks or lips. Hence. an early-twentieth century wholesale grocery may be
recognizable in the archaeological record by the presence of a disproportionate quantity of
beverage bottles with broken necks. particularly if these vessels are recovered from beneath a
contemporary boardwalk.

All of the areas historically researched and archaeologically tested during the course of
this project fall within the boundaries of 16 LF 164. This site covers an entire city block in
Thibodaux, Louisiana-an area that once contained a variety of dwellings. industries. and retail
and wholesale service centers. The vast majority of the cultural features encountered during
these investigations date between about 1848 and 1930. The earliest artifacts. of which only a
few were found. date to the late eighteenth and early nineteenth century. These artifacts and
culwral features. coupled with the available archival data, shed new light on nineteenth century
land use in Thibodaux. They also have provided some information on what types of artifacts
might be encountered at specific types of sites. These insights should prove to be valuable to
other researchers conducting archaeological investigations in similar settings.

197

-----~~-



I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I i

I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
Ii



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

APPENDIX
ANALYTICAL TECHNIQUES



I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
II

i



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

APPENDIX

ANALYTICAL TECHNIQUES

This appendix will provide background information on the analytical techniques
employed in the classification of the various artifacts recovered during the archaeological
survey of Wedands Acadian Cultural Center in Thibodaux, Louisiana. The discussion is
divided into four main subsections: historic ceramics, glass, metal, and other historic artifacts.
Each subsection is provided below.

Historic Ceramic Analysis

There are a number of historic ceramic types, each with a variety of possible decorative
techniques. Only those wares that were found at the Percy-Lobdell site, however, are
discussed here. Five categories of ceramics were developed for the typology of this site.
These classes are coarse earthenwares, semi-refined earthenwares, refined earthenwares.
stoneware, and porcelain. A list of the dates of manufacture for the various wares and their
decorative teChniques encountered in this study is presented in Table A-I.

Coarse earthenwares have a relatively coarse-grained paste that is often glazed with lead
or tin enamels. Coarse earthenwares (e.g., redware, Faience, and majolica) typically date to
the eighteenth century. Lead-glazed redwares, however, were manufactured well into the
nineteenth century as were certain tin-enameled earthenwares (e.g., rouge or galley pots).
Nineteenth century coarse earthenwares were typically utilitarian wares used primarily for
storage and transpon of goods while the eaflier coarse earthenwares were also used as
tablewares.

Refined redwares and yellowwares were classified as semi-refined earthenwares for the
purposes of this report. Semi-refmed earthenwares typically have more refmed pastes and
were more highly fired dming the manufacturing process than coarse earthenwares. Redwares
placed in this category are often glazed with a luster-type glaze and served as decorative items
or teapots, etc. Refined yellowwares were generally used for utilitarian purposes (e.g.• mixing
bowls, wash basins, chamber pots) and often resemble stoneware. Yellowware were so
named because of its clear-glazed yellow paste. These wares, often decorated with annular
motifs, were manufactured between circa 1830 and 1900 (Abernathy n.d.).

Refmed earthenwares are fine-paste wares that are particularly valuable for dating late­
eighteenth and nineteenth-century sites because of relatively rapid advances in ceramic
technology dming this period. There are four basic types of refined earthenwares: creamware,
pearlware, whiteware, and yellowware. Although these terms meant litde, if anything, to the
potters who produced the wares (Miller 1980), they are useful to archaeologists wishing to
bener understand the chronology of a site.

Creamware, the earliest refined earthenware, features a molded, cream-colored body
and a cream to yellowish-green lead glaze. First produced in England during the mid-1700s,
creamware became the most common tableware in Britain and her colonies during the last
quaner of the eighteenth century. Most of the creamwares found in archaeological sites are
undecorated; however, hand-painted, transfer-printed and annular decorated types infrequently
occur. Creamware was produced from 1762 to about 1820 (South 1972).



Table A·I. Dateable llistoric Ceramics Encountered During Excavations at the Percy.Lobdeli Site (16 LF 164).
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REFERENCE

Abernathy n.d.; Liebowitz 1985:10

Abernathy n.d.; Liebowitz 1985:10
Liebowitz 1985:14
Liebowitz 1985:9-10, 13

Abernathy n.d.

South 1972

South 1972

Lofsllom 1976:7
Lofsllom 1976:6-7
Lofsllom 1976:7
Lofsllom 1976:3-4

Lofsllom 1976:11
LofslIOm 1976:11
Lofsllom 1976:11
LofslIOm 1976:11
LofslIOm 1976:11
LorslIOm 1976:9
LofsllOm 1976:9
LofslIOm 1976:9
LofslIOm 1976:10
LofslIOm 1976:9
LofsllOm 1976:9; Robacker &

Robacker 1978:32
Price 1978:23

Moir 1987:102; Price 1982:14

1791

1810
1805
1815
1805

1840

1845
1845
1840
1840
1850
1852
1845
1850
1845
1845
1845

JlAIE

1750

1788

1865

1878

1880

1880·· LIebOWItz 1985:9-10,13

1864 Liebowitz 1985:9

DATE RANGE

1650-1850

1770-1800

1840-1900

1855-1900
1870+

(1830) 1860-1900
(1940+)

VARIETY

Plain

Debased Rouen Faience

All varieties

Mocha
All varieties
All varieties

Banded

Undecorated 1762-1820

All varieties 1790-1830
Blue shell edge 1780-1830
All varieties 1780-1850
Undecorated 1780-1830

All varieties (1820) 1830-1850
(1865+)

Blue 1830-1860
Purple 1830-1860
Brown 1830-1850
Black 1830-1850
Grey 1840-1860
Flow blue 1844-1860
Monochrome 1830-1860
Polychrome 1840-1860
All varieties 1830-1860
Blue shell edge 1830-1860
Red, green, blue 1840-1860

All varieties 1845+

AIIlypCS

Undecorated

Ptam- Wilhroltedliporfootring 1860-1900 un

(1940+)
1828-1900
(1940+)

Hand painted

Annular
Edged
Sponge/spatler

Stamped

Rockingham
Molded

Annular

Transfer printed

IllE

Slipped

Annular
Edged
Roulette
Undeooraled

Tin Enamel

CATEGORY

Early while-ware
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Table A-I. concluded.

1bu CaleeQry I.xJl1 .Y.u:1W Dale Ranllc Jlm Refercnce

III. Refined Earthenware Whiteware Decalcomania All varieties 1890-1930 (Date) 1910 Moir 1987:102
Gilted All varieties 1890-1930 (Date) 1910 Moir 1987:102
Molded All varieties 1845-1880 1863 Moir 1987:102
Rcpouse All varieties 1890-1930 (Date) 1910 Moir 1987:102
Undecorated Undecorated (1840) 1850-1895 1873 Moir 1987:102

(1910)

Ivory Tinted Whiteware Light colored Plain (1890+) 1900+ Moir 1987:102
glaze

Decalcomania (1920+) 1930+ Moir 1987:102
Dark colored Plain (1920+) 1930+ Moir 1987:102

glaze
1..1 Decalcomania (1920+) 1930+ Muir 1987:102
.:=
1M honstonc Blue-tinted glaze All varieties (1840) 1850-1895 1873 Moir 1987:102

(1910)
Cold blue-tinted All varieties (1840) 1850-1895 1873 Moir 1987:102

glaze (1910)

IV. Stoneware Salt Glaze ca. 1800-1900 1850 Greer 1981:180, 263

Slip Glaze 1800-1900 1850 Greer 1981:194,200

Slip Glaze (interior), 1850-1900 1875 Greer 1981:197. 200
Salt Glaze (exterior)

~

SI~ Glaze (interior), 1875-1900 1887.5 Greer 1981:2110,261 :g
lip Glaze (exterior) 1\

~Bristol and Albany Slip 1890-1920 1905 Greer 1981:212, 264
~

Bristol 1890-1 Greer 1981:264 ~

V. Porcelain White English Porcelain 1812-Date 1901 Miller 1980:17
.~

n
Semi-porcelain 1880+ Boger 1971:310 ~

~....
S
.~

~
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Experiments with ceramic clays and glazes d .ng the last three decades of the
eighteenth century led to the develo nt of whiter. refin eanhenwares. commonly referred
to as "pearlwares." Pearlware. ufactmed from 178 to 1830 (Loftstrom 1976), differs
from creamware in that the Derby.' cherts used in e ceramic paste produced a whiter
body. Additionally, the lead glaze bf pearlware was Ii tly tinted with cobalt to whiten the
yellowness of the clear lead based glaze. Because of th latter factor. pearlwares exhibit a
light-bluish cast in the glaze, particularly in glaze puddl found at basal rings or at handle
attachments. However. because there was a consid Ie amount of experimentation in
developing the new pearlware glaze. it is sometimes . lcult to distinguish some early
pearlwares from some creamwares. These transitional w may be classified as either late
creamwares or early pearlwares. depending on what 'utes are most pronounced in their
glaze. In general. these transitional! creamware-pearlw s probably date between 1780 and
1820. I

George Miller (1980:15-16) uggested that pearlw was developed to take advantage
of the declining creamware market and to produce a w that better resembled hard-paste
porcelain. The success of this ware as insured by high's on imponed porcelain and the
rights gained in 1775 to use Co ish china clay in es other than porcelain (Miller
1980:15, 16). To funher promot the sale of pearlw e, potters relied heavily on the
decoration of their ware (Miller 19 0:16). and the gro g popularity of blue-painted and
transfer-printed decorations (Noel H e 1972:240). Sim ly speaking. blue decorative motifs
appeared more attractive on pearlw than on yellowish creamwares. Pearlwares generally
replaced creamwares around 1810. though creamware as produced for about another 20
years. As pearlware began to be f voted over creamw by 1810. pearlware is the most
common ceramic type found on earlyl-ninereenth-century E American sites. Pearlwares host
a variety of decorative treattnents. including annular, d-painted, and transfer-printed.
Although small sherds may be undecorated, pearlware ves Is are seldom undecorated (Miller
1980:16).

During the fIrst quarter of dle nineteenth cent bone china became favored over
earlier porcelains that had a bluish cast (Miller 1980:1 ). As preference grew for white
porcelain. so did the desire to prod~e a white earthenw . By the early 18308. pearlwares
began to be replaced by large q tities of improved hitewares. As the name implies.
whitewares have a white body and a lear. lead glaze that s not display the bluish tint found
on pearlwares. Many of the early hitewares have fa and decorations similar to those
found on pearlwares. Because of t 's and the fact that hitewares grew out of continued
experimentation with pearlware pa tes and glazes, it is often diffIcult to distinguish late
pearlwares from early whitewares ( . er 1980:16). In • even the potters themselves did
not make a distinction between the two types of wares Miller 1980). Asa result. many
archaeologists present these transitio al refIned earthenw s as a separate type. labeled "early
whiteware," presumably dating from about 1820 to about 1 40 or 1850.

Mid-nineteenth-century whi ewares generally e 'bit high frequencies of decorated
types. including annular, hand-pain~d, and transfer-prin decorations. As the nineteenth
century progressed, there was a groWing tendency for d rated whitewares to be replaced by
undecorated whitewares. The majori~of the whiteware so d in the United States prior to 1880
was produced in England. Tariffs Placed on imported c 'cs during the 1880s. however.
made domestic wares a viable alternative to consume (Ketchum 1983:12). As plain
whitewares were favored by this time. a large percentage f the domestically produced wares
were undecorated. Temporal differences in whiteware d orative types are the most valuable
time markers in mid- and late-ninetee~th century ceramics.

Stoneware is distinguished b' its thick. fIne-grain body. ranging in color from light
gray or buff to dark gray or brown. epending on the rna 'als and manufacturing technique
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Ap~ndix: Anaiylicai TechniqUl!s

used. Stonewares were sometimes left unglazed but were most often glazed with salt,
chemicals (Brlsto!), or slips. Although volcanic ash and alkaline glazes were also used, the
three fonner glazes were far more popular in most areas of the United States. Stoneware was
generally used for the production of utilitarian vessels, such as crocks, jars, and buner chums.
Domestic stoneware was produced throughout the nineteenth century and well into the
twentieth. The production and popularity of stoneware decreased dramatically after about
1900, as it was replaced by other types of containers, especially metal and glass. Stoneware.
in and of itself, is not a very good temporal indicator, as it generally reflects the heavy usage
the ware saw in the last half of the nineteenth century. The glazes used on stonewares,
however, are often very useful temporal indicators, particularly in the very late-nineteenth
century. After the turn of the twentieth century, however, their usefulness decreased
dramatically, as few changes were made to manufacturing techniques after that date.

Porcelain was flI'St produced in China and later in England as its popularity grew. As
noted earlier, porcelain, at least the English version, had a bluish cast prior to 1800. During
the first quarter of the nineteenth cenmry technological improvements led to the development of
white porcelains. These wares quickly gained favor with the public and largely replaced the
earlier porcelain types by 1812 (Miller 1980:17). Porcelains were often left plain or were
hand-painted or ttaDsfer-printed over or under the glaze. Porcelains do not offer very good
temporal information for late-nineteenth- or carly-twentieth-cenmry sites.

One widely used method for dating archaeological remains of the historic perlod is the
mean ceramic dating formula, as developed by Stanley South (1972). The use of this formula
requires that a beginning and end manufacturing date for each ceramic sherd type be
determined, from which a median manufacturing date is derived. Archaeological deposits can
then be assigned a single, mean ceramic date through a compilation of median dates from all
datable ceramics.

As the exact end date of ceramic manufacture is seldom known, however, end dates
usually reflect the date of dwindling popularity. Hence, end dates should not be taken literally,
as any given item may have been produced, albeit on a small scale, for many years after the
given end date of manufacture. South's mean ceramic dating formula is best used when
combined with similar dating strategies for other types of artifacts and the artifact assemblage
as a whole.

Glass Analysis

Flat Glass

. Glass ~ay be divided i~to two classes, flat and non-flat. Flat glass or, more
SJ?ecl~Cal!y,wlOdow.glass analysIs re~resents a relatively new analytical approach in dating
histone sues to obtam mean occupauon dates (Grosscup and Miller 1969; Walker 1971;
Grosscup 1972; Hanson and Hsu 1975; Chance and Chance 1976; Cinadr and Brose 1978;
Roenke 1978; Rothman 1980, 1981; Janzen 1981; Ball 1979; Whelan and Pearson 1988; Moir
1987; and Orser 1983; Orser et. al 1987). These studies suggest that during the nineteenth
century flat ~lass ~ncreased in thic~ess ~ugh time (Table ~-2). Flat glass samples are of
most value 10 dating structures With which they were aSSOCIated. A multimodal thickness
distribution within a sample can suggest either repairs or additions to an existing building, or
new construction on an old site.

Roenke (1978) was among the flI'St investigators to develop a replicable method by
which the mean flat glass date could be determined. He carefully stated the assumptions
underlying his study (Roenke 1978:43):
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Table A·2. Flat Glass Thickness and Derived Manufacturing Dates.

~
5:l

dQ'I,
i;

it
~

f
ROTHMAN 1980 ORSER 1987 MOIR 1987

MINIMUM MAXIMUM

GLASS GLASS
THICKNESS THICKNESS MINIMUM MAXIMUM MEAN MINIMUM MAXIMUM MEAN ... MINIMlJM MAXIMUM MEA1'l

.. - -

DATE DATE DATE DATE DATE DATE DATE DATE DATE

11.65 0.849 1789.71 1797.96 1793.83 1843.46 1851.71 1847.58 1767.44 1784.20 1775.82
0,85 1.049 1798.00 1806.25 1802.13 18SJ.75 1860.00 1855.88 1784.29 1801.05 1792.67

N 1.05 1.249 1806.29 1814.54 1810.42 1860.04 1868.29 1864.17 1801.13 1817.89 1809.51
= 1.25 1.449 1814.59 1822.84 1818.71 1868.34 1876.59 1872.46 1817.98 1834.73 1826.35CI'I

1.45 1.649 1822.88 1831.13 1827.00 1876.63 1884.88 1880.75 1834.82 185l.S8 1843.20
1.65 1.849 1831.17 1839.42 1835.29 1884.92 1893.17 1889.04 18SJ.66 1868.42 1860.04
1.0'" 6.V'." 10.."."U 10"'.' I 10........" 10"".'" I:NI .•O 111:11.". 111011.;)1 IIIU.U 11I/O.1I!1

2.05 2.249 1847.75 1856.00 1851.88 1901.50 1909.75 1905.63 1885.35 1902.11 1893.73
2.25 2.449 1856.05 1864.30 1860.17 1909.80 1918.05 1913.92 1902.20 1918.95 1910.57
2.45 2.649 1864.34 1872.59 1868.46 1918.09 1926.34 1922.21 1919.04 1935.80 1927.42
2.65 2.849 1872.63 1880.88 1876.75 1926.38 1934.63 1930.50 1935.88 1952.64 1944.26
2.85 3.049 1880.92 1889.17 1885.05 1934.67 1942.92 1938.80 1952.73 1969.49 1961.11
3.05 3.249 1889.21 1897.46 1893.34 1942.96 1951.21 1947.09 1969.57 1986.33 1977.95
3.25 3.449 1897.51 1905.76 1901.63 1951.26 1959.51 1955.38 1986.42 2003.17 1994.79

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
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Appendi.J:: Analytical Techniques

buildings constructed at one point in time will exhibit a single mode of
window pane thickness;

window glass orders originated from large glass houses that used the
most economical method of window glass manufacture; and

any new construction at the site under study would be reflected by a
second mode of flat glass thickness.

This last assumption may be expanded as the basis for determining periods of repair. as well as
periods of new construction, at a site.

A number of explicit assumptions in addition to those stated by Roenke underlie this
analysis, and are basically those presented by Grosscup and Miller (1969) and Orser (1983):

4. with no evidence to the contrary, all clear and lightly colored, flat glass
represents window glass;

5. all of the windows installed in a newly constructed building or addition
were of the same approximate thickness;

6. replacement windows installed in an existing building would be thicker
than the original windows; and

7. not all of the windows in a structure would be broken and replaced at one
time.

Studies by Rothmann (1980, 1981), Ball (1979), and Orser et. al (1987:529) have
documented the regional nature of the flat glass model and temporal patterns suggested by
Roenke (1978:117). The formula developed by Moir (1987) from his work in Texas has
produced reliable dates at several sites investigated by CEI in Louisiana and Mississippi and it
has been used here as well.

The formula developed by Moir for detennining the median manufacmre date of a given
class of flat glass has no natural tennination point. It can be shown, however, that by the early
1920s at the latest, flat glass thickness had been standardized. From 1850 until circa 1905, all
window glass produced in the U.S. was made by hand-blowing. In 1903 J.R. Lubbers
invented a machine for blowing glass cylinders. Lubber's machine could produce glass tubes
30 inches in diameter and 40 ft long. Just prior to the outbreak of World War I, Emile
Fourcault perfected a glass sheet-drawing machine at the Damprenvy glass works in Belgium.
In America, Irving Colburn had been working on a sheet-drawing machine since 1900. The
Colburn machine was finally perfected by the Libby-Owens Sheet Glass Company in 1916.
The sheet-drawing process produced a more standardized glass than did either hand or machine
blowing. Sheet-drawn glass was of more even thickness and greater strength, although
variations within a single sheet still existed (Diamond 1953; Scoville 1948). With the advent of
the machine-blown cylinder technique and sheet-drawing processes, flat glass manufacture
became standardized, eliminating the increase in thickness through time. Although not yet
documented, it is possible that standardization had occurred as early as the 1870s, as suggested
by Ball (1979:133).

As with the mean ceramic dating formula, the validity of the flat-glass dating technique
increases with the sample size. Although it is possible to use flat glass as a dating technique
using only a few sherds as a data base, dates ascertained in such a manner should be
considered only in light of other temporal analysis. Additionally, this dating technique makes
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ws, piCture frames, mirrors, and
, jars, etc., fall into this class. Of
Ie for dating purposes. Bottles are

. th cenmry sites because of a rapid
ufacturing industry between about

Non-flat glass refers to all gl
the like. Hence, glass plates, ins rs, lamp glass, bottl
these, bottles and, to a lesser extent, jars are the most val
particularly useful in dating late-nineteenth- and early-twe
sequence of teehnological improvements in the bottle
1850 and 1940.

the basic assumption that the thickiness of window gIas increased through the nineteenth
century at a linear or curvilinear progression (Roenke 197 ; Orser 1983). At the present time
no documentary evidence of such an increase in thi ss has been presented. Since all
cylinder flat glass produced during the 18005 was hand-bl differences in thickness may be
attributed to individual blowers or a product of different ufaeturers. Until more historical
information is known about the ~ufacturers, suppliers and basic production standards of
flat glass, the validity of this dating hnique should be co sidered only in light ofother dating
techniques and the artifact assembla as a whole.

Non·Flat Glass Analysis

One difficulty with using g s-bottle manufac g techniques for dating sites is that
initial and terminal dates for seve of the manufacturin techniques are often imprecisely
known. An associated problem is th some nineteenth- an early-twentieth-century techniques
continue to be used up to the presen day. Although the currence of lingering techniques is
negligible in view of the quantity of ttles produced, it m t be taken into consideration when
dating a site.

At the beginning of the ni~eteenth century, the two most common techniques of
producing bottles were the free-bloyt'n and the dip-mol methods. The production of free­
blown glass required the use of a blow-pipe to expand th glass to the desired shape, and the
pontil rod, which, when attached to the base of the bottl ,permitted neck finishing. Free­
blown bottles are asymmetrical and seamless and bear a 1'0 gh ponti! mark scar on the base.

Dip-mold bottles were blo into a tapered mold d finished by hand. These bottles
were more symmetrical than free-bl wn products. Hand .shing required the use of a ponti!
rod, resulting in a pontil scar on the of the bottle. The old often leaves a horizontal mold
seam around the body of the bottle ear the shoulder. M t popular between 1790 and 1810,
dip molds continued in use, partic ly for wine bottle, well into the nineteenth century
(Lorrain 1968; Toulouse 1969a).

The next major development in bottle technology w the introduction of the three-piece
mold, of which there were two types: one was simply a p mold with a hinged mold on top
which finished the neck area; the second consisted of three . ged pieces set about 120 degrees
apan. The latter type, called a t~-piece leaf mold, Ie three vertical mold seams on the
vessel's sides and was generally re .rved for highly dec ted bottles or art glass (Toulouse
1969b). There is some disagreemen concerning the ap ce date of the three-piece mold.
Jones (1971) credits the developmen to the H. Ricketts C mpany of Bristol in 1821, whereas
Lorrain (1968) writes that it appear around 1810 but w replaced in the 184Os. However,
Toulouse (1969b) states that the -piece mold was in c n use between 1870 and 1910.

With the introduction ofhing nth century, bottom molds became
common. There were two types of ijottom molds, post om and cup, the fonner being the
earlier of the two. The cup mold ~as more common on hine-made bottles, although it
appeared on molded bottles around 1880 (Munsey 1970:24 ). The post-bottom mold plate has
a raised centtal platfonn called the post, which fonns the ri g seam on the bottom of the bottle.
For the cup-bottom mold, the entire bottom of the bottle is fonned by the mold plate, which is
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shaped as a slight depICssion or cup (Toulouse 1969b). Po~t-.bottom.mold bottles have side
seams that continue onto the base of the bottle where they Jom the rmg seam. Cup-bottom
mold bottles have no seams at or near the base. rather they have a horizontal seam just above
the heel

Two varieties of a two-piece hinged mold came into use around 1840. The hinged
bottom mold. which appears to be the older. had its two halves hinged at the bottom. It
produced a seam that ran straight across the bottom of the bottle. Introduced as early as the
1750s in England (Jones 1971), this mold type continued in use intO the 1880s. The side­
hinged mold was the second variety. It produced bottles with either a cup- or post-bottom
mold and side seams that extended from the bottom mold seam to the neck.

All of the above manufacturing techniques required the lip fmish to be performed by
hand Hand fmishing required the use of a pontil rod. to hold the vessel while the lip was
modified The pontil rod was generally replaced in 1857 with the invention of the snap case,
an instrument of four curved, padded arms that were clamped around the bottle. The use of the
snap case can safely be assumed when a bottle has a hand-finished lip and seatns and no pontil
mark (Lorrain 1968). It should be noted that the pontil rod continued to be used for some time
after the introduction of the snap case (Riordan 1981), although its frequency of use gradually
declined. Until about 1870, lip fmishes were limited to folding the glass neck over or by
placing a "string" of glass around the mouth of the bottle. About 1820 a tool was developed in
England to form the lip of the bottle into a variety of lip types. Lipping tools, however, were
not developed in this country until 1856. These two developments enabled glass blowers to
produce a "clean," attractive bottle much more easily than had been ~viouslypossible.

The next major development in glass-bottle technology did not appear until the 1880s,
when a workable, semi-automatic, bottle-making machine was introduced (Miller and Sullivan
1984:85). The "semi-automatic" designation refers to the fact that glass had to be brought to
the machine by hand A portion of the gathered glass was severed by a pair of shears. The
fIrst semi-automatic machines appeared as early as 1882. They were not functional for large­
scale production, but did allow the production of machine-made bottles at that early date.
Michael J. Owens developed the fIrSt commercial automatic bottle machine in 1903, and by
1904 was installing his machine in several factories (Walbridge 1920:67-71). Machine-made
bottles did not immediately replace all mold-made bottles, as the latter continued to be made in
quantities for over a decade following the introduction of Owen's machines. By 1917,
however, 90% of all glass vessels were made by machine (Miller and Sullivan 1984:88, 89).

The fragmented nature of the recovered glass did not allow for the identifIcation of
manufacturing techniques in most instances. Those techniques that were identifIed and used
for dating purposes are presented in Table A-3. Although glass color may also be used for
dating, wide date ranges for the various colors do not permit useful analyses to be made. It
should be noted. however, that clear glass was not in common usage until after 1870 when
food processors began to use glass vessels for their products and did not want tinted glass to
affect the visual impact of their product

Other glass artifacts recovered from 16 LF 164 include lamp glass, marbles. and beads.
Lamp glass is of little value in analyzing material from a site of this type, as electricity did not
reach many rural areas until the 1930s. As the other glass artifacts mentioned above appeared
so infrequently, they are more fully discussed in the excavation sections.

Metal AMlysis

Metal was subdivided by the type of metal used in the articles it composed. It included
brass, lead, and iron. The most common brass artifacts recovered from 16LFl64 were
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Table A-3. Bottle Glau MaDula turiDI TecbDiques a d Associated Date RaDles.

:n:5 REFERENCE

Free blown widlilriqlip pre-l870s Munsey 1970:32

Molded by posl-bottom mold 1800-1917 1858.5 Miller and SulliVUl 1984:88. 89;
Munsey 249

Molded Uld lipping IOOled 18

1
1911 1886.5 Miller and SullivUl 1984:88. 89

Molded by 3.piece dip mold 187 -1917 1893.S Miller and SulliVUl 1984:88. 89;
Munsey 1970:39

Tummo1ded 188 -1910 1895 Munsey 1970:40

Molded by cup-bouom mold 1880-1917 1898.5 Miller and SulliVUl 1984:88. 89;
Munsey 1970:39

Owens Machine made 19Q4,.19S0 1927 Miller U1d SUlliVUl 1984:94

MlIChine m8de 1945.5 Miller and SUlliVUl 1984:93

shotshell pans, such as casings an primers. These sho hell pans are not useful in dating
sites, as they have been in producti since the late-nine th century.

Iron was, by far, the most common kind of me found during the course of the
project. Although iron was recovered in a variety of forms, including bolts, cans, and
hatchets, only nails provide viable chironological informari n (Table A-4). Common nails have
been shown to be a valuable tool fqr dating archaeologi al sites (Nelson 1968; Noel Hume
1969). This is panicularly true Offites dating from the late-eighteenth to early-nineteenth
centuries. Dun'ng this period, the nail-producing indu try underwent a rapid advance in
technological improvements that res lted in a series of . forms and manufacturing attributes
that are datable.

The earliest iron nails to be piroduced were hand- ughL Hand-wrought nails are not
especially useful as dating tools, as; they commonly occ in Nonh American colonial sites
dating from the seventeenth century. Their use continu into the early-nineteenth century,
even after the introduction ofcheaper, machine-cut forms eOOn 1968:2).

Machine-cut nails, howeve~.are good chronologi al indicators. They appear to have
been fIrst produced in substantial n hers during the 17 s. The earliest forms were cut out
of a rolled sheet of iron and their h were subsequendy formed by hand. Nails of this type
were commonly produced from ca. 1 90 until the mid-18 s (Nelson 1968:6).

During this period, from around 1815 to the late 1 30s. the cut-nail industry produced
a type that Nelson (1968:7) refers tol as "early machine-he cut nails." This form, like the
earlier type. was cut from a sheet of rolled stock; how ver. their heads. which are often
irregular. variable in shape and size. and not well cen red in relation to the shank. were
machine-produced. An easily sortab~e attribute of this of nail is the "waisted" appearance
of the shank below the head which as caused by a wide . g clamp (Nelson 1968:7; Noel
Hume 1969:253).
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Table A-4. Common Nail Types and Their Dates or Widespread Usage.

nu DATE RANGE MEAN DATE REFERENCE

Early machine cut with hand-m8de ca. 1790-1825 1807.5 Nelson 1968:6
hea:l

Early mlChine cut with nw:hine- ca. 1815-1840 1827.5 Nelson 1968:7
JMdehad

Modem machine cut ca. 1835-1900 1867.5 Nelson 1968:7

MlIChine cut ca. 1790-1900 1845 Nelson 1968:6-7

Square pre-19oo Nelson 1968:6-7

Wire 1870-Present 1928.5 Nelson 1968:10

In the late 1830s refinements were made in producing cut nails with regular-shaped
heads. These types, referred to as " 'modern' machine cut nails" (Nelson 1968:7, 8), had
heads that were much more uniform in shape and size than earlier forms, and the heads were
usually centered in relation to the shank. Additionally, the "waisted" shank, common on earlier
forms, is not presenL Although this type of cut nail continues to be produced even today--and
it usually is impossible to son nineteenth-century examples from those presently manufactured­
-one notable exception is that prior to 1840 the iron fibers in the nails generally ran
perpendicular to the shanks. After 1840, however, nails were manufactured so that the iron
fibers were parallel to the shank, thus allowing them the capability of clinching (Nelson 1968).
Unfonunately, it still is not possible to determine pre-184O from post-184O nails without
electto-ehemical cleaning of individual specimens.

By the 1880s, modern machine-cut nails were largely replaced by wire nails, although
the latter type was flISt produced in the United States in the 1850s (Nelson 1968:7,9, 10).
This was because American machinery used to produce wire nails was not perfected until the
18608 and 18705, and wire nails produced prior to that time were primarily in smaller sizes for
use in items such as cigar boxes (Nelson 1968:10). Wire nails for architectural purposes were
not widely produced until the 18705 and 1880s (Nelson 1968:10), though some builders
continued to utilize cut nails well into the twentieth century for cenain uses.

Other Historic Artifacts

Other historic artifacts recovered from the Percy Lobdell site include bone buttons,
brick fragments, and slate. Bone buttons, which were made by cutting disks from thin slabs of
boiled bone, were widely used between 1726 and 1865 (South 1964). Although whole bricks,
particularly marked bricks, are datable in some areas of the country, brick fragments are not.
Mortar' and slate, like brick fragments, cannot be dated.
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