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ABSTRACT 

 

     The brick cabins of the Magnolia Plantation Quarters in Derry, Louisiana were 

occupied continuously from the early to mid 1840’s thru the late 1960’s where 7.5 of the 

brick cabins stand today. The investigation of a number of the home and yard spaces of 

this community conducted by Kenneth Brown, have yielded evidence of changing 

beliefs, landscape, architecture, use of space and a changing sense of unity and 

individualism. As a component of this larger project, the research presented in this thesis 

show these changes as they are manifested in one of the extant cabins and its associated 

yard spaces.  Only a limited amount of archaeological research has been performed in 

and around postbellum tenant communities. The results of this research demonstrate the 

importance of the tenant community sites to the study of the continued development and 

evolution of African American culture.  
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Chapter 1 

Background to the Investigation of Cabin 3 

 

Introduction    

The very word “Plantation” invokes a variety of visions from large romantic 

mansions and places of privilege and romance to small cabins and places of poverty and 

enslavement, from family farm to forced work camp. In truth plantations played a large 

role in the African Diaspora, globalization, and the history of America and the New 

World. These plantations were agricultural communities made up of the occupants of the 

“Big” house, the owners and/or overseers who were generally white Europeans and 

European Americans, and the occupants of the “Quarters”, primarily enslaved and later 

free Africans and African Americans. Not only were the occupants of the Quarters the 

workforce and backbone of the plantation but they formed a community unto themselves 

(Berlin 1998, Mintz and Price 1992).  Furthermore, the lives and experiences of the 

enslaved and later free populations of African and African Americans within a rural 

plantation setting are a large part of the foundation from which African American culture 

has emerged.  

The archaeological research presented in this thesis is focused on the Magnolia 

Quarters community at the Magnolia Plantation in Derry, Louisiana, about 18 miles south 

of the town of Natchitoches. The brick cabins of the Magnolia Quarters were occupied 

from the early to mid 1840’s thru the late 1960’s where 7.5 of the brick cabins stand 

today as part of the Cane River Creole National Historical Park. Although these brick 

cabins were initially constructed to house the plantation’s enslaved workforce, they 

functioned as housing for the tenant farmers and wage laborers for roughly 100 years of 
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the 130 years of occupancy. This continuous occupation offers an opportunity to 

investigate the continued development of African American culture on a rural plantation 

through the periods following emancipation, reconstruction, “Jim Crow” and the 

beginning of the Civil Rights era. 

Utilizing excavations, previously documented descendant oral history and 

archival research this thesis investigates the differences in households over time as seen 

in the organization of space, changes in architecture and artifact patterns.  The research 

presented here will in part look at two main questions:  

1) Can we archaeologically identify the shifts in landscape?; and 

2) What do the differences in landscape and artifact patterns show about the lives 

and beliefs of the Magnolia Quarters community’s people over time? 

 

These questions are investigated with a focus on the sense of a “unified community” 

versus “individualism within a community” as manifested through the choices made by 

the members of the Magnolia Quarters community. 

By investigating the changes made to the landscape and home spaces of quarters 

communities we can begin to understand how the changing cultural environment of the 

American south effected the continued development and evolution of the African 

American culture. The investigation of how community members perceive themselves 

within the community is integral to the understanding of community structure. The sense 

of community is revealed in the interviews conducted during the ethnographic study of 

the Magnolia Quarters (Crespi, 2004). One informant states “Everyone took care of 

everyone else. Everyone watched out for the children. You could chastise kids who were 

doing wrong things even if they weren’t yours.”(Crespi, 2004:44). In addition others 
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remembered the sharing and exchanging of personally grown produce with other 

community members who grew differing crops with differing success. This practice of 

reciprocity and sense of shared responsibility is representative of the sense of community 

shared by the quarter’s community members.  

The choices made and the behavioral patterns practiced by the community 

members directly affected what were deposited in the archaeological record and where 

these deposits are located. Within the architecture and landscape of the quarters are 

physical representations of the sense of community and individualism (Mintz, 1974; 

Heath and Bennett, 2000).  A sense of a unified community is one wherein an individual 

identifies themselves first as a community member with the self being a secondary 

identification. In contrast, the sense of individualism within a community reflects the 

individual’s identification with the self and immediate family as simply a part of a larger 

community. The organization of home spaces and landscape over time reveals patterns 

that can address this aspect of community structure:  

“Unified community”------------------------------ uniformity of cabins, no fence lines, 

communal areas, uniformity in use of 

spaces, and uniformity in belief systems. 

                                                             

“Individualism within a community”------------  differences in architecture of cabins,                                                                    

fewer or no communal areas, delineation 

of personal space with fencing, differing 

belief systems, and differing uses of 

space. 

       

Heath and Bennett put forth the idea that contained within the archaeological 

remains of African-American yards is the world views of those who created and used 

them (Heath and Bennett 2000). Gundaker’s work focusing on vernacular expression and 

conventional ideas of literacy show that not only do objects and features reflect the world 
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view of those who created them but they are also a means of communication, cultural 

transmission and personal expression (Gundaker, 1993). Singleton referred to the use of 

space as “the most monumental aspect of material culture” (Singleton 1992: x).  

Studies of landscape features and the use of architectural space have been of 

enormous benefit in understanding symbolic and functional aspects of daily life in the 

past (Upton 1985; Vlach 1991; Deetz 1996). Similarly, investigations focusing on the 

ways in which people appropriated external space, or crafted and used the spaces allotted 

to them, define the sub discipline of landscape archaeology. In particular yard space was 

a place where people spent their leisure time, practiced crafts, socialized, advertised 

services and products, communicate cultural traditions and preformed many other 

activities of daily life making the investigation of yard space a perfect place for studying 

the formation and change of culture (Heath and Bennett 2000; Gundaker 1993, 1998).   

African Diaspora and Plantation Archaeology 

Anthropologist Erik Wolf stated that we as anthropologists “needed to search out 

the causes of the present in the past.”(Wolf, 2010: xxv). In anthropology the theoretical 

foundation was laid by Wolf, and resulted, at least in part, from civil and legal 

developments in the 1960’s. These same developments bring the focus of historic and 

plantation archaeology in the direction of the Quarters Communities. Prior to 1965 North 

American historical archaeology focused on the founding fathers and other historically 

important white European American men.  This led to almost all early plantation 

archaeology being preformed around the “Big” House (main house) and its residents 

(Caywood, 1955; Noel Hume, 1962; Vlach, 1993). The purpose of this was to reconstruct 
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the landscape and produce interesting historic material to be displayed to the public via 

tours of the “Big” house (Singleton and Bograd, 1995).  

The focus of plantation archaeology was forever changed by two developments 

that took place in the 1960’s (Singleton and Bograd, 1995).  The first of these was a 

direct result of the civil rights movement, the realization that African Americans were all 

but missing from the historical record. The second of these developments came in 1966 

when Congress passed the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) requiring 

archaeological surveys to be preformed prior to any projects that modify the landscape 

using federal money or taking place on federal land. NHPA further states that following 

the identification of an archaeological site with potential to add information to history 

and that could be put on the national historic registry must be identified and a plan to 

minimize the impact of a project must be considered (sec. 106).  

These developments in the 1960’s opened African Diaspora Archaeology in North 

America into a budding field of interest and this included plantation archaeology.     

When looking archaeologically at the construction and maintenance of the African 

American culture within the rural plantation setting of the American south most 

researchers tend to focus primarily on the antebellum period with emphasis on the horrors 

of middle passage and life under the auspices of chattel slavery (Caywood, 1955; Noel 

Hume, 1962; Fairbanks, 1972; Otto, 1977, 1984; Michie, 1990; Ferguson, 1992; 

Samford, 1996; Morgan, 1982, 1998; Orser, 1988a; Herman, 1999; Leone and Fry, 1999; 

Singleton, 2009).  While these had a major impact on the early formation of African 

American culture the results of the civil war, emancipation and mechanization of farming 
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all contributed to a dramatic change in the cultural environment surrounding the 

continued development and evolution of the African American culture.  

Scholars from many disciplines such as economics, history, religious studies, 

agriculture and sociology have recognized the importance of the study of post-bellum 

African American life in the south and how this time period is essential to the 

understanding of the economic, political and social structures of the south we see today. 

These studies investigate such topics as settlement patterns (Billingsley, 1993; Prunty and 

Aiken, 1972), class structure (Wiener, 1979), race relations (Graves, 1990; Pressly, 

1989), religion (Roll, 2010), social structure (Highsmith, 1947; Roebuck, 1984; Flynn, 

1983) entrepreneurship (Ingham, 2003), economics (Glymph et. al., 1985) and African 

American cultural continuity (Cimbala, 1995; Ingham, 1995; Lovett, 1995).  Although 

these are all topics of study for archaeologists as well, the archaeological focus of the 

majority of the research into the formation of the African American culture has been on 

the material items and/or cultural retentions of the antebellum period of enslavement 

instead of the construction, maintenance, and evolution of the beliefs and behaviors 

practiced by the members of the Quarters communities through time (Orser, 1988; Brown 

1995 and 2005b; Brown and Cole, 2012). This archaeological research has ranged over a 

wide variety of topics such as race, ethnicity and class and caste differences (Otto 1977, 

Otto 1984; Orser, 1988; Michie; 1990; Fairbanks, 1984), resistance (Orser and Funari, 

2001; Thomas, 1998; Stewart, 1991), food ways  (Scott, 2001; Young et.al., 2001; 

Crader, 1990 ), religious beliefs (Brown 2005b and  2011; Leone and Fry, 1999; Fennel, 

2007a and 2007b; Russell, 1997; Wilkie, 1995 ), and housing (Wheaton et. al., 1985; 

Herman, 1999; Fairbanks, 1984 ) just to name a few.  
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Although African American culture and the lives of enslaved Africans were being 

investigated by archaeologists there were some flaws in the way this was being 

approached. One problem is that historical archaeologists were looking for African 

material and African retentions that could be traced directly back to Africa (Steine et al, 

1996; Emerson 1999; Ferguson, 1992). This issue stems from the larger debate 

concerning to what extent the African American culture is based on African heritage. 

Initially, with the exception of a few black scholars such as W.E.B Du Bois and Carter 

Woodson, the accepted scholarly view was that the trauma of capture, the horrors of 

Middle Passage, and New World enslavement effectively destroyed all vestiges of 

African Culture (Singleton, 1999). Herskovitz challenged this position in The Myth of the 

Negro Past published in 1941. The position advocated by Herskovitz and his followers 

was that there is a distinct African American culture that can be directly linked to an 

African heritage. He introduced the term “Africanisms” to describe what he considered 

African cultural traits that could form a link from African American culture to a West 

African heritage (Herskovitz, 1941).       

Although this led to the current research into the identification of “Africansisms” 

in archaeological contexts, Herskovitz’s original position has been modified. The current 

generally accepted position of archaeological researchers recognizes the high amount of 

cultural diversity in Africa and advocates that the mixing of these diverse cultures within 

the system of slavery along with the trauma of middle passage makes it very unlikely that 

any purely African material or life ways survived wholly intact through the process and 

onto the plantations (DeCorse 1999; DeCorse and Posnansky 1986; Singleton et al, 

1999). This of course does not mean that Africans arrived in the new world devoid of any 
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world view or that their brains were wiped clean of any knowledge but that each carried 

with them the fragments of a larger knowledge base from many different cultures 

(Posnansky, 1999; DeCorse, 1999; Brown, 2011). By exacting a sampling of people from 

a divers region and then combining them in an unfamiliar area many cultural specifics 

will be lost while similar aspects may be recognized, retained and built upon (Brown, 

1994, 2001, 2005a, 2011; Brown and Cooper, 1990).   

The focus of most of the research conducted in quarters communities looks at a 

particular item associated with the enslaved, blue glass beads (Stine et. al., 1996; Smith, 

1977) or tobacco pipes (Emerson, 1999) for example, and attempts to build direct links to 

specific cultures in Africa rather than focusing on the meaning and use of these material 

items within the context of New World relationships and how these meanings and uses 

changed over time (Brown, 2005b). 

To investigate the beliefs and behaviors of the enslaved and later free African 

Americans, archaeologists must ask new questions and look at the artifacts recovered in a 

different way. “How did African Americans create culture within the diverse and 

repressive environment of slavery?” “How were the enslaved and later free African 

Americans utilizing the home space?” “How were objects and features used to construct 

meaningful places in African American homes and yards?” And, “How did emancipation 

and reconstruction effect the construction and maintenance of this emerging culture?”  

Research of Postbellum Era 

The post-civil war and emancipation era brought about drastic changes in the 

economics, settlement patterns and social rules that dominated the lives of the formerly 

enslaved occupants of these Quarters communities. While no longer legally enslaved this 
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did not immediately translate into equality and true freedom of choice for those living 

under the Jim Crow laws. Neither did this lead to a mass exodus away from plantations 

and agricultural pursuits until the great migration began in 1915 (Singleton and Bograd, 

1995). There are many reasons that the formerly enslaved continued to live and work on 

and around the plantations associated with their forced bondage. Although they were 

technically “free” to leave and pursue new avenues of employment and housing, with 

little money, educational training and the employment and vagrancy laws of the Jim 

Crow era many could not, family ties gave others reasons to stay and still others felt 

entitled to a portion of the land in which they had invested so much time and effort into 

developing and maintaining (Vlach, 1993). Those newly emancipated African Americans 

who stayed in agricultural pursuits, for whatever reasons, were faced with negotiating 

housing and employment opportunities with those who had kept them enslaved under 

laws that would keep them disenfranchised if not defacto, enslaved (Joyner, 1984; 

Roback, 1984; Thomas, 1998; Singleton and Bograd, 1995; Heath and Bennett, 2000).     

While the confines of institutionalized slavery probably dictated many of the 

transformations from African practices, environmental and technological factors also 

contributed to changing patterns of domestic activities. As stated above, these changes 

were further transformed by the results of the civil war, emancipation and reconstruction 

making the archaeological investigations into the postbellum era a vital voice in the 

discourse concerning the construction and maintenance of the African American culture. 

Without an equal amount of archaeological research into the post-emancipation and 

reconstruction time period the discussion of the foundations of the African American 

culture we see today is at best incomplete. Unfortunately there have been very few 
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archaeological investigations focusing on postbellum sites occupied by African 

Americans (Adams and Smith, 1980; Orser, 1988; Brown, 1995). 

One of these investigations is Adams’ research at five tenant houses built after 

emancipation and the Henry C. Long general store located at the Waverly Plantation near 

Columbus, Mississippi (Adams, 1980). The investigation was initiated as a NHPA 

Section 106 project ahead of construction for a federal recreation area and gave an 

opportunity to study archaeologically some aspects of tenant life. By combining oral 

histories, historic records (store ledgers) and archaeological excavations Adams and 

Smith “compare archaeological and historical data for tenant farmer material culture at 

Waverly Plantation so that we may better understand poverty and its effects on tenant 

farmer research.” (Adams and Smith, 1985:310).   

These investigations consisted of reconstructing the store inventory and pricing 

structure, compiling lists of purchases for tenants, the planter, and other white individuals 

and then comparing these lists to the material recovered from two of the tenant houses 

excavated during the NHPA excavations. Testing for archaeological visibility with little 

investigation into belief and behavior Adams and Smith concluded “although the 

archaeological and archival data provide valuable insights into the poverty of tenant 

farmers, that very poverty makes those tenants material ephemeral and invisible” (Adams 

and Smith, 1985:330). Although Adams and Smith’s research is somewhat useful and 

shows the advantages of combining archaeological excavations, historic records and oral 

histories, it was limited. While the study of poverty and consumption patterns may shed 

some light on the cultural environment surrounding tenant communities, this study was 
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yet another attempt at identifying ethnicity and class differences and does not address the 

tenants’ sense of community and beliefs.   

Orser’s investigation at the Millwood Plantation in Abbeville County, South 

Carolina and Elbert County, Georgia was also begun as a NHPA section 106 compliance 

project. As with Adams and Smith’s research at Waverley Plantation, Orser’s 

methodology combined historic records, oral histories and archaeology in part to compare 

class differences. The project consisted of the identification and limited excavations of 

the foundations of 26 structures identified during the section 106 compliance efforts. 

Orser’s research focused on six residential structures belonging to the planter, his servant, 

the millwright, a wage laborer and tenant farmer. Once again the tenant houses were built 

during the post-emancipation period. The artifacts recovered were organized into a 

functional catalogue system and a comparative study of artifact types between residences 

was performed (Orser, 1988). Following the study Orser concludes that “It would seem 

that the most informative physical evidence for the material basis of the postbellum 

plantation, or at least the easiest to discern at this early stage of archaeological 

investigation, is settlement pattern and housing form and size.”(Orser, 1988:245).  

Orser’s research at Millwood Plantation investigates the post-bellum structure of 

the plantation itself and the settlement pattern of the tenant houses. In addition this 

research compares the material culture recovered from tenant housing to that recovered in 

the planter’s home. This focus on settlement patterns and class comparisons reveal 

aspects of the cultural environment that the tenant community functioned within but 

speaks little to the actual sense of community and culture of the tenants themselves.  
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The research conducted by Randall Moir, James E. Bruseth and David H. Jurney 

at the Richland Creek site in North Central Texas is another example of research 

conducted on tenant houses resulting from NHPA compliance efforts preceding the 

construction of a large reservoir project. This rather large project was conducted over a 2 

year period, investigating a plantation site, 31 farmsteads, and 5 light industrial sites all 

dating from 1855 to World War II (Moir and Jurney, 1987). The stated objective of this 

research being “the gathering of detailed information on sheet refuse deposits, features, 

and other important site characteristics useful for studying nineteenth and early twentieth 

century living conditions and household possessions.”(Moir and Jurney, 1987: v).  

Unlike the two previous studies discussed above, this research extended the 

investigation of tenant housing to include the yard spaces associated with the house sites. 

These extended excavations were performed in an attempt to define activity areas and 

home space boundaries. The research of these 31 farmstead sites identified fence lines, 

refuse disposal activities and yard cleaning/sweeping habits at a large number of these 

sites. Interestingly, while there was no distinction made between white and African 

American tenant farms only 9 of the 31 farmstead sites had yard sweeping activities 

identified.   

Once again the research did not address the sense of community shared by the 

tenant farming community or the beliefs held by the occupants of these farmsteads. In 

addition the research was not intended to contribute to the investigation of the continued 

maintenance of the African American culture, but instead focused on settlement patterns. 

Most of the sites investigated during the Richland Creek Project are now destroyed by the 
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construction of the reservoir. However the methodology used during excavations may 

allow future researchers to further investigate behavior practiced at these sites.   

Although materials and housing used by tenant farmers are beginning to be 

excavated, material is being interpreted as having the same meaning and functioning in 

the tenant communities as we would use these items today. This is further supported by 

historical archaeologists insistence on utilizing a functional system of artifact 

classification such as those put forth by Stanley South (South, 1977). Due to the 

archaeologists’ own familiarity with many of the objects recovered at historic sites the 

function and meaning of these items are assumed to be the same for everyone. This 

highlights a major problem within Historic Archaeology in general. While many believe 

that historical archaeology is “easier” than prehistoric archaeology because of the fact 

that we have written documents, ultimately these documents may hamper our ability to 

recognize patterns of belief and behavior of non-European peoples (Brown and Cooper 

1990; Brown 2008a).        

While archaeological investigations into the lives of tenant farmers is still in its 

early stages the focus of much of this research has been performed on and around 

structures built and occupied post-emancipation and the types of artifacts recovered in 

association with these structures. In addition this research has been focused on poverty, 

consumption patterns, settlement patterns, and housing. This approach, coupled with the 

limited excavations due to time constraints imposed by the NHPA projects, and the use of 

a functional classification system, tells us little if anything about the beliefs and behaviors 

of the newly emancipated African Americans who called these structures home or the 

continued construction and maintenance of their culture over time.  
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One exception is the research being conducted under the direction of Dr. Kenneth 

L. Brown, Professor of Anthropology, of the Department of Comparative Cultural 

Studies at the University of Houston. This research is a large multi site comparative study 

into the construction and evolution of African American culture. Unlike the three studies 

discussed above, Browns research has focused on sites continuously occupied by both 

enslaved and free African Americans over extended periods of time. This long term 

comparative project in part is attempting to define the use and meaning of objects and 

features recovered from sites occupied by both enslaved and free African Americans. 

This project has investigated two urban households within Houston, Texas, and four rural 

plantation sites across the American South. These plantations are 1) the Levi Jordon 

Plantation, Brazoria County, Texas; 2) Frogmore Plantation, St. Helena Island, Beaufort 

County, South Carolina;  3) Richmond Hill Plantation, Bryan County, Georgia; and 4) 

Magnolia plantation, Natchitoches Parish, Louisiana. Two Urban sites in Houston Texas 

have also been reexamined as part of this project. Unlike the two previously mentioned 

investigations of tenant communities, with the exception of the Richmond Hill Praise 

House and one of the urban sites, each of these sites contained significant occupation by 

both enslaved and free African Americans.  

The research methodologies of these investigations were designed to be identical 

and to record highly detailed contextual information. This comparative project, while still 

ongoing, has thus far produced a great deal of information concerning the beliefs and 

behaviors practiced by the occupants of the quarters communities of these four 

plantations (Frogmoore, Richmond Hill, Levi Jordon and Magnolia) over time.  
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This larger project being conducted by Brown has led to the investigation of a 

number of subjects ranging across a wide variety of interests such as architecture 

(Heacock, 2011), craft specialization (Garcia-Herreros, 1998; Harris, 1999), public 

interpretation (McDavid, 1996), spiritual beliefs (Brown, 2001 and 2011), material 

culture (Brown, 2008a) and economics (Brown and Cole, 2012) to name a few. These 

multiple areas of investigation utilizing the same recovered data are possible due to the 

methodology employed during excavations, the remarkable preservation and the 

continual occupation of the chosen plantation sites. In fact the Magnolia Plantation site 

contains a number of the original components of the historic plantation currently on 

display to the public via walking tours of the property. These original components 

include 7.5 brick cabins in the quarters area offering a very unique opportunity for 

archaeological study of the continued maintenance and evolution of African American 

culture on a rural southern plantation. 

The research at Magnolia Plantation presented in this thesis is a component of this 

larger study being conducted by Brown. During the roughly 130 years of occupation, the 

members of the Magnolia Quarters Community experienced changes in the surrounding 

cultural environment. These changes included occupational classes (enslavement, 

tenancy, share cropping, and wage labor), technology (manual to mechanization), 

community membership and population size. The research presented here is focused on 

how these changes in the cultural environment, post-emancipation, are manifested in the 

archaeological record of the material remains and landscape through a focus on the type 

and distribution of artifacts, and features recovered within the interior and exterior areas 

of one of the quarters cabins (cabin 3).  
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Cabin 3 was chosen as the focus of this research due to its inclusion in two 

previous archaeological investigations and a number of differences between cabin 3 and 

the other cabins investigated at the Magnolia Quarters. Some of the differences revealed 

in our initial archaeological and architectural investigations include a window located in 

the western wall of the south pen, a wider wall foundation in the northern room and 

evidence of a large wooden addition known as a “plank room” located along the east side 

of the cabin. More detailed excavation and historical research have revealed differences 

in artifact patterns with an emphasis on coins and ritual deposits and the changing 

construction and placement of fencing.  

Utilizing excavations of cabin 3, historic records, historic photographs and oral 

histories, this thesis addresses two main questions: 1) Can we archaeologically identify 

the shifts in landscape? and 2) What do the differences in landscape and artifact patterns 

show about the lives and beliefs of the Magnolia Quarters community’s people over 

time? with a focus on the sense of a “unified community” versus “individualism within a 

community” as manifested through the choices made by the members of the Magnolia 

Quarters community. 
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Chapter 2 

Background of Magnolia Plantation 

 

 
Each plantation quarters formed a community unto itself (Berlin 1998, Mintz and 

Price 1992), but this does not mean they existed in isolation. The Quarters communities 

were an important component of the complex nature of plantation societies. Post 

emancipation the plantations across the American South struggled to adapt to changes in 

labor structure, agricultural practices and population fluctuations (Highsmith, 1947; 

Prunty, and Aiken, 1972; Roback, 1984; Pressly, 1989). The Quarters communities 

themselves underwent changes in population, community structure, and economics 

(Highsmith, 1947; Roback, 1984; Orser, 1988b; Brown and Cooper, 1990; Brown, 1994; 

Lovett, 1995) that undoubtedly effected the cultural environment surrounding the 

continued development and evolution of the African American culture. These changes are 

reflected in the sense of a “unified community” versus “individualism within a 

community” as manifested through the choices made by the members of these quarters 

communities in response to this changing environment.  

Investigations into this post emancipation transition period at sites occupied 

during this time are integral to the understanding of the cultural development and 

maintenance of African American culture.  Unfortunately plantation quarters across the 

American South are a quickly disappearing cultural resource. The architecture of most of 

these communities consisted of poorly constructed wooden cabins that have not survived 

into the present (Mooney, 2004; Heacock, 2011). Still others were purposefully destroyed 

do to abandonment, and re-appropriation of salvageable materials (Orser, 1988b; Brown, 

2005b). Through time the archaeological contexts of many of these plantations have been 
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negatively impacted by extensive plowing activities for new agricultural ventures or 

redeveloped into new housing developments or recreational areas.  The Magnolia 

Plantation’s Quarters community is one of only a handful of remaining extant quarters 

across the American South (Heacock, 2011).  Its long stable history of occupation spans 

the period of enslavement through the eras of emancipation and reconstruction. These 

two points make the archaeological investigations of the Magnolia Quarters Community 

a valuable opportunity for research.               

In order to effectively investigate the Magnolia Plantation Quarters community 

the context within which this community functioned must first be understood. Although 

the in depth complex history of the area and plantation itself is beyond the scope of this 

thesis, a brief discussion of the plantation history is warranted (for further historic 

discussion see Heacock, 2011; Crespi, 2004; Malone, 1996; and Keel, 1999).  The 

Lecompte family would eventually own Vienna Plantation (partial owners), Shallow 

Lake Plantation, Magnolia Plantation, property in the town of Natchitoches, property in 

the Kitsatchi Forest for lumber and a ranch on the Anaccoco Prairie (along the Spanish 

Comino road between the Sabine River and the colony of Natchitoches). The following 

history is focused on the landholdings situated on the left bank of the River Aux Cannes, 

focusing on the Magnolia Plantation. It is based on previous research compiled and 

presented by Deanna Heacock (2011) and Ann Patton Malone (1996). 

A Brief History of Magnolia Plantation 

The property that would eventually become Magnolia Plantation is situated in 

Derry, 18 miles south of Natchitoches along the banks of Cane River (known as the 

Rivere aux Cannes in French). The Cane River was a branch of the Red River until 1835 
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(Nardini, 1963; Miller, 2004) when it became the main channel of the Red River due to a 

huge log jam in the main channel (Illustration 2.1). 

 

Illustration 2.1: Map of the Cane River Heritage Area (courtesy of the National Parks Service). 

 

The history of the Magnolia plantation begins in 1753 when Jean Baptiste Lecompte I, a 

French soldier stationed at the French outpost of Natchitoches, applied for and received a 

land grant on both sides of the Red (Cane) River from the French government. The lands 

on the right bank of the river would become Shallow Lake Plantation while the lands on 

the left bank would eventually become part of Magnolia Plantation. According to the 

Spanish census of 1766, taken following Spain’s 1763 acquisition of the Louisiana 

territory, Jean Baptiste I and his wife Marguerite Leroy had begun a tobacco farm and 

owned three enslaved individuals. According to the tax list and census of slaveholders 

taken in 1774, over those eight years the Lecompte had increased their slaveholdings to 

five (Heacock, 2011; Malone, 1996:26).  
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Jean Baptiste I died in 1784 shortly after the marriage of his son Ambrose 

Lecompte I to Helene Cloutier in December of 1783. His wife Marguerite continued to 

run the farm with her son Ambrose I and his wife Helene. In 1786 while verifying her 

landholdings with the Spanish authorities, Marguerite requested additional lands along 

the Cane River. Her request was granted increasing their Cane River landholdings by 

thirty additional arpents. By 1787 Marguerite had turned over all of her land to Ambrose 

I and Helene. The Spanish census of this same year shows the Household consisted of 

Marguerite, her son Ambrose I, his wife Helene and their son Jean Baptiste II, 

Marguerite’s daughter Francoise and her son and  two mixed race orphans (Marguerite 

and Jacques Lecompte) (Heacock, 2011;  Mills, 1981:56). At this time Marguerite is 

reported to have owned fourteen enslaved people and Ambrose I had four (Mills, 

1981:56). In the 1790’s the Lecomptes were growing tobacco, raising cattle and 

expanding their landholdings (Heacock, 2011; Byrd, 2008; Malone, 1996). 

Spain ceded the colony back to the French in 1800 who, in 1803, sold the 

Louisiana Territory to the expanding United States. During the late 1790’s and 1800 the 

Lecomptes made the transition to cotton as a cash crop. By 1806 Jean Baptiste Lecompte 

II married Marianne Cephalide Lambre and together they had one son, Ambrose 

Lecompte II the future owner of Magnolia Plantation. When Marguerite died in 1811 she 

was reported to have owned 32 enslaved individuals but it is unclear if she left her 

enslaved to her son or grandson (Heacock, 2011). Jean Baptiste II married two more 

times before his death in 1825. According to the marriage contract with his second wife 

Marie Adele Prud’homme, he was listed as having twenty-seven slaves and this number 

increased to thirty-three by his third marriage in 1824. During the 1820’s the Lecomptes 



21 

 

had steadily increased their landholdings and number of enslaved along the Cane River in 

the area of their original French grant (Heacock, 2011). Both Helene and Jean Baptiste II 

died in 1825. “Prior to her death, Helene donated a portion of her holdings to her 

grandson Ambrose II, this included one half of the plantation consisting of the lands 

acquired by her husband and son over the course of the past twenty years in addition to 

eleven enslaved men, women and children (Malone, 1996:47)”(Heacock, 2011). 

Ambrose II married Julia Buard in 1827 and they had six children, four girls who 

would eventually marry son’s of neighboring planters and two boys who died young. 

Following the death of his grandfather, Ambrose I in 1830, Ambrose II continued to 

acquire land surrounding the Cane River holdings. Ambrose II and Julia formally 

established Magnolia Plantation in 1835 following the purchase of land adjacent to their 

holdings from Gasparite Lecour that included “the houses, outbuildings, cotton gin, and 

other buildings thereon are being” (NPCC Conveyance Book 20). This document has led 

to the 1835 land purchase being identified by Malone (1996), Keel (1999) and others as 

the portion of the land that would eventually contain the brick Quarters. Through a more 

thorough investigation of historic land transactions, Heacock has identified land 

documents suggesting the actual purchase of the quarters property was made in the mid-

1820’s, before the death of Ambrose I (Heacock, 2011).  Between 1835 and 1845 a flurry 

of building activities took place on the Magnolia property. Current research suggests that 

most of the buildings seen today at Magnolia were built during this time period 

(Heacock, 2011; Malone, 1996). Following the death of Julia in 1845 Ambrose II 

continued to actively run Magnolia, although he resided in his town home in 

Natchitoches with his new wife. When his daughter, Atala, married Mathieu Hertzog in 
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1852, Ambrose II retired, effectively handing over 40% ownership of Magnolia to Atala 

(Heacock, 2011; Malone, 1996). By the start of the Civil War the Magnolia plantation 

had grown into a large and highly productive cotton plantation employing a large 

enslaved labor force, possibly numbering as many as 112 enslaved individuals (Brown, 

2006; Heacock, 2011).  

According to Malone, “[w]hen Ambrose II died in 1883, the plantation and store 

became the sole property of the Hertzog’s” (1996:96). Following the civil war and 

emancipation the labor force residing on the Magnolia property shifted from enslaved to 

share croppers, tenant farmers and day laborers. Mathieu and Atala Hertzog continued to 

reside at and run the plantation until their deaths, Atala in 1897 and Mathieu 1903 

(Heacock, 2011:44).  Their only surviving son, Ambrose J. Hertzog, then became 

owner/operator of the Plantation until his death in 1921 where it then passed to his son 

Mathew Hertzog II and his wife Lydia Compton. Following their deaths, Mathew II in 

1973 and Lydia in 1988, the ownership of the plantation passed to their daughter, Ms. 

Betty Hertzog. Although the plantation continued to be productive, by 1970 the “work” 

area of the plantation consisting of the store, gin, quarters, overseers house and 

blacksmith shop were abandoned and falling into disrepair. The family decided to donate 

the historic buildings on 13 acres to Museum Contents, Inc. for preservation in 1976, and 

it finally became property of the National Park Service in 1996 (Heacock, 2011). 

While showing the plantation’s deep roots in the Lecompte/Hertzog family, this 

brief history speaks little of the experiences, living conditions and well being of the 

enslaved and later free work force residing at the Magnolia Plantation. It does, however, 

suggest a high degree of stability within this particular community. Historic records show 
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little change other than population growth in the enslaved community residing at 

Magnolia. Heacock (2011) and Malone’s (1996) research suggest the enslaved 

community stayed relatively intact and in continual residency on the Lecompte property 

throughout the many changes of ownership. This research also shows the enslaved 

community residing on Lecompte properties had many familial ties through marriage and 

bloodlines with the free Creoles of Color in the Rivere Aux Cannes area. The enslaved 

community “continued to form nuclear families, extend their kinship networks, and build 

a strong domestic structure.”(Malone, 1996:79) over an extended length of time that 

stretches into post bellum tenancy. This community stability along with the preservation 

of a large portion of the physical environment of the community makes the Magnolia 

Quarters an important research opportunity for the archaeological study of postbellum 

plantation life. 

The Quarters 

There are no extant written records specifically describing the lives and 

experiences of the Lecompte enslaved workforce. The little that we do know is gleaned 

from church records (Mills, 1977, 2004 and 2007), oral histories (Mills and Mills, 1994; 

Crespi, 2004), historic legal documents (Natchitoches court house), and personal 

Lecompte family records (Melrose Collection, Cammie Henry Research Center; 

Prud’homme Collection UNC).  

The religious practices of the enslaved community are not well documented. It is 

presumed that official religious practices and teaching imposed on the enslaved followed 

Catholicism as it was practiced by the residents of the Big House. Following 

emancipation the members of the quarters community worshiped as Baptist, Methodist, 
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or Catholic. Most attended church at St James AME located on the Magnolia Plantation 

along the river a short distance north of the quarters area. The evidence for 

African/Christian religious beliefs has been identified through the archaeological 

excavations by Dr. Kenneth Brown and his team during recent excavations of the present 

remaining brick Quarters at Magnolia. Beneath two of the cabins, Brown identified a 

number of examples including an altered Miraculous Medal (Brown, 2006, 2011); 

subfloor crossroads deposits and conjure tricks possibly associated with the practice of 

hoodoo and/or voodoo (Brown, 2008b, 2008c, 2009). These deposits along with newly 

discovered photographic evidence are currently in the process of being analyzed and 

interpreted by Brown and his team and will be published at a later date (Brown, personal 

communication 2012). While research is still being conducted as to who was 

participating and when this activity began taking place  preliminary conclusions suggest 

that it was still being practiced by at least one mid-wife residing on the Plantation in the 

early 1920’s (Brown, 2009). What is clear is that several generations of the Lecomptes 

dutifully baptized the children of their enslaved as prescribed by the Catholic Church 

(Mills, 1977, 2004 and 2007; Malone, 1996; Heacock, 2011).  

Historic documents also suggest that there were numerous opportunities for the 

enslaved to mingle and build ties with neighboring communities of enslaved and free 

people of color. Surviving records from the area suggest that large planters would 

frequently organize holiday parties such as Christmas and New Years and summer bar-b-

ques (Malone, 1996). Both Malone (1996) and Heacock (2011) discuss instances of 

enslaved children and women being purchased from the Lecomptes and subsequently 

freed by prominent creoles of color. Many of them later marring into local Creole planter 
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society in the Isle Brevelle area. According to Malone (1996:31) the baptism records of 

the late 1700-early 1800’s show “The majority of the slave infants were described as 

being of mixed race. Clearly the Lecomptes’ workers contributed significantly to the 

creation of a Franco-African Creole community in Natchitoches Parish”.  

Malone’s (1996) research shows that the Magnolia and Shallow Lake slave 

communities were extremely stable. The Lecomptes steadily increased their work force 

and during hard times, simply stopped buying and retained the slaves they had. Because 

of this, by the 1850’s most of the enslaved community lived in nuclear families often 

with both parents residing within the household. Even those without children held strong 

familial ties within the community (Malone, 1996).  

Historical resources suggest that the dietary rations supplied to the enslaved 

workforce seem to have been above average. The enslaved grew small gardens of 

vegetables, and the archaeological evidence suggests hunting and fishing supplemented 

protein requirements. According to Malone (1996) the Lecomptes and Hertzog’s milled 

their own corn and supplied their workforce with pork and beef, molasses, flour, rice, 

macaroni and occasionally oysters. Succession records and day book entries also show 

that many clothing items and cloth for making clothing were purchased for the enslaved.  

Although what remains of “the stocks” are currently and “discreetly” being stored 

in the crawl space below the main house, there are no surviving records of neglect or 

extreme abuse of the workers on the Lecompte properties. Malone’s research suggests 

that worker punishment was limited to suspension of privileges or a short time in the 

stocks. Somewhat “balancing” this description however is that in 1804 a few of 

Lecompte’s enslaved deserted the plantation, joining with others from neighboring 
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plantations, and escaped to Texas (Mills and Mills, 1994). Thus, while the lives of the 

enslaved community may have been better than most according to historical records, they 

were still enslaved with no rights or personal freedom and subjected to physical 

punishment.   

Previous to the construction of the brick Quarters, a number of which stand today, 

little is known concerning where all of the enslaved individuals that worked the 

Lecompte properties resided. Prior to the 1835 formal establishment of Magnolia, 

research suggests the majority of the enslaved may have resided on the Shallow Lake 

property across the river from Magnolia.  The number of houses at the Shallow Lake 

Quarters is unclear. Malone reports “The slave Quarters at Lecompte’s Shallow Lake 

Plantation, and at Henry Hertzog’s adjoining plantation, were of the common single-pen 

log construction, as were some cabins at Magnolia.”(1996:63). At least two of these 

previous log structures were identified through archaeological research within the interior 

of cabins 3 and 4 during the 2005 thru 2011 excavation seasons (Heacock and 

McCullough, 2008; Cole 2009 and 2010; Brown, 2008c and 2009 ). This data suggests 

that a number of these log structures presumably housed a portion of Lecompte’s 

enslaved workforce at Magnolia prior to the construction of the brick Quarters. 

In 1840 the names of the enslaved, on both sides of the river, were enumerated 

(Folder 906; Prud’homme Collection UNC) showing that Magnolia was occupied by an 

enslaved workforce at least by this date.  According to Heacock (2011), the 1840 

enumeration reported 42 enslaved individuals residing and working at Magnolia and 39 

across the river at Shallow Lake. Malone (1996:77) reports that by 1860 the Lecomptes 

owned 235 individuals. It is highly unlikely that this was the number of workers at 
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Magnolia and is more likely the total number for all of their properties. Further research 

by Brown (2006) suggests the number of community members in the Magnolia Quarters, 

by the start of the civil war, was 112. 

Following the death of Ambrose II’s wife Julia, her succession record inventory 

listed “5 brick negro cabins unfinished, with necessary materials $540.00” during an 

appraisal dated August 28
th

, 1845 (Succession Book 15). The identification of this 

document has led Malone (1996), Keel (1999) and Crespi (2004) to hypothesize that 

these were the first brick cabins constructed on the Magnolia property.  According to 

Brown (personal communication, 2010) and Heacock (2011), due to the purchase of the 

land 15 years prior, and the lack of documentation of brick making materials (such as a 

kiln) within the otherwise very detailed succession record, these five cabins may actually 

represent the final five cabins built on the property.  

 

Illustration 2.2: A drawing of the Magnolia Quarters showing the standing cabins (heavy continuous 
line), known ruined cabins (heavy dashed line), and the hypothesized location of the other cabins built 
on land now owned by the NPS (Brown, 2008c:7). 
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The exact number of brick cabins is a topic of an ongoing debate. While historic 

research (Malone, 1996), oral history (Crespi, 2004) and a historic 1858 plat map (Keel, 

1999) suggests there were 24-28 brick cabins originally constructed in the Quarters area, 

current archaeological evidence including the identification of structural “footprints” 

suggests the actual number of buildings is 12-14 (Brown, 2010) (Illustration 2.2).  

An explanation for this discrepancy in the number of brick cabins is as follows. 

Heacock’s research (2011) shows the brick cabins, of which 7.5 remain today, were 

originally identical and placed at regular intervals (75 feet apart) with a lineal north – 

south orientation, facing the river (west). Five cabins were in each row with there being 

2.5 – 4 rows of cabins. The remaining cabins and the archaeology of the “footprints” of 

cabins no longer standing suggest all of the brick cabins originally consisted of two 

rooms, 1 north and 1 south, divided by an interior middle wall and central fireplaces with 

a covered porch area along the western elevation. Essentially during the era of 

enslavement these cabins resembled a duplex, housing two families, one in each room. If 

each room housed a family and each cabin had two rooms, 12-14 two room buildings 

would account for the 24-28 cabins hypothesized (Brown, 2008c, 2010) (Illustration 2.3). 

The historic 1858 Walmsley plat map has been interpreted as depicting 24 cabins 

(Malone, 1996; Keel, 1999; Miller, 2004) This map shows a blue rectangular area labeled 

“Quarters” adjacent to a large “gridded” area with 24 red squares (Illustration 2.4). It has 

been proposed that these 24 red squares represent the proposed 24 cabins (Malone, 1996; 

Keel, 1999; Miller, 2004). However a closer inspection of the map shows the word 

“Building” with a line extending to the blue rectangular portion labeled “Quarters”.  
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Illustration 2.1: Floor plan of the brick cabins; Historic Structure Assessment Report; Photograph 
courtesy of the National Parks Service. 

 

 

Illustration 2.2: Quarters portion of the 1958 Walmsley Plat Map (Keel, 1999). 
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It has been documented that the community members were given “garden plots” 

and that they supplied the bulk of their own vegetables (Crespi, 2004; Keel, 1999). 

Interestingly an inspection of the store ledgers and grocery lists for the plantation show 

that with the exception of potatoes and occasionally tomatoes, no vegetables were sold. 

At the time of the Walmsley map there was one family per room in the cabins. This 

would have left only an area of 37.5 feet by 17 feet between the cabins for each family. 

This relatively small area would not allow for a garden large enough to effectively 

provide the amount of food stuff needed. We propose the 24 red squares represent the 

provision grounds assigned to the occupants of the cabins (Brown, 2010). Due to the 

archaeological evidence and our interpretation of the 1958 Walmsley plat map, we 

believe there were 12-14 brick cabins (Brown, 2008c and 2010). Only with further 

information concerning the number of people residing in the Magnolia Quarters and more 

extensive archaeological investigations of areas to the east of the remaining cabins can 

we possibly begin to resolve the debates into population and number of cabins. What is 

not a matter of debate is that Magnolia Plantation of the 1860’s had one of the largest 

enslaved workforces in the Cane River area (Malone, 1996; Keel, 1999; Miller, 2004; 

Crespi, 2004).  

The outbreak of the Civil War brought changes for everyone living at Magnolia at 

the time. While the Lecompte and Hertzog families were deeply impacted by the death of 

family members in the war, the enslaved had personal experiences as well. During the 

Red River Campaign of 1864, retreating union forces made camp in the fields just east of 

the Quarters area. According to Malone (1996), the Lecompte family had sheltered in the 

town house in Natchitoches but there are no records as to where the enslaved may have 
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been located. A small “skirmish” between the union troops and a group of Texans took 

place behind the quarters eventually resulting in the burning of the Big House and 

Agency building and the reported killing of the Magnolia overseer (Mr. Miller). 

Archaeological excavations have identified a number of used/damaged mini balls within 

the Quarters. Unfortunately there are no known records concerning how the enslaved 

experienced this tumultuous time in their community.  

Following emancipation the plantation continued to produce cotton, livestock and 

other crops employing a system that included tenancy, share cropping and wage labor. 

Historic records for Magnolia, describing the years immediately following emancipation 

are sparse. However, changing features within the landscape and architecture are a 

reflection of the choices made by the occupants of the plantation during this time.  

Archaeological investigations of this restructuring of occupation and use of space will 

further increase our understanding of this relatively undocumented period. What we do 

know is that a plantation store was built in 1870 and the Big House was rebuilt by 1896 

(Malone, 1996; Miller, 2004; Heacock, 2011). The work was conducted under the 

supervision of an overseer but the actual labor was performed by skilled laborers residing 

in the quarters community (Malone, 1996; Heacock 2011). Crespi (2004) states that at 

some point, likely during the late 1800’s thru early 1900’s, the original occupants of the 

quarters became sharecroppers and tenant farmers, moving to occupy newly built houses 

dotting the River and spaced throughout outer parts of the plantation. The exact timing of 

the movement out of the quarters is unclear. Currently there is no documentation or 

research being performed concerning the chronology of the construction of the share 

cropper housing which has now all but vanished from the plantation's landscape. Without 
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this information, a date for this out “migration” has not been historically specified beyond 

post-emancipation. By employing a research method that combines archaeological 

investigation of changing landscape features and artifact patterns, with historical 

documents and photographs, archaeologists can begin to address the possible time of this 

event at Magnolia. 

Although “new” members moved into the quarters from other areas nearby, 

descendants of a number of these “original” laborers continued to live in the brick cabins 

of the quarter’s community, as day laborers, up until the mid 1960’s (Brown, 2005b). 

How the original residents initially viewed and interacted with the “new” members of the 

community has not been historically documented. The change in community membership 

affected the residents of the quarters and their perceptions of “community”. By 

investigating the changing landscape features and artifact patterns, archaeology can also 

begin to address the Magnolia Plantation’s residents changing sense of community. 

Not only did the members of the quarters change, but the population within and 

the number of cabins was also diminished following emancipation. In reference to the 

number of cabins, Malone states that some of the cabins were torn down and the bricks 

used to partially rebuild the big house. Only the first floor of the big house is constructed 

of brick suggesting only a small amount of brick was needed. In addition, oral histories 

also suggest that a number of cabins were destroyed by a tornado in 1939 (Malone, 1996; 

Miller, 2004). By 1940 the brick cabins of the quarters community numbered only the 7.5 

visible today. If the original number of two room brick cabins was 24-28 as proposed by 

Keel (1999), these two explanations are insufficient to address the lack of brick ruble and 
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cabin foot prints (Brown, 2010).  This further supports our hypothesized 12-14 two room 

brick cabins.  

According to Malone (1996), Crespi (2004) and Miller (2004), the workers who 

resided on the plantation were required to provide a large portion of their own food 

needs. This included growing a garden and raising livestock such as chickens, milk cows 

and pigs. The Magnolia store met the need for other items such as coal oil, canned goods 

including food, clothing, personal items (pocket knives, tobacco, etc.) flour, molasses and 

sugar to name a few. The store was also a place for socializing, with many former 

residence remembering seeing bands performing on some weekends and holidays, 

watching home movies taken by the Hertzog’s, and playing dice on the front porch 

(Crespi, 2004). 

During the approximately 100 years of occupation following emancipation the 

Cabins were renovated into two room single family dwellings with renovations to both 

the interior and exterior of the cabins such as raised wooden floors, center interior doors 

connecting both the north and south rooms and small wooden additions to the 

northeastern rooms to name a few.  The timing of these changes varied from cabin to 

cabin depending on the occupant’s needs, ability, choices, and possibly on their 

expendable income. These renovations were basically the same in every cabin with the 

exception of cabin 3.  Cabin 3 has a number of architectural differences that make it an 

anomaly in the community. This is the only cabin with a window  located in the western 

wall of the south pen, a wider wall foundation in the northern room, and later, evidence 

of a large wooden addition known as a “plank room” located along the entire east side of 
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the cabin. Several of the historic photographs taken of the quarters show a wooden 

addition stretching the length of the eastern wall of this cabin (Figure 2.1).  

 

Figure 2.1: 1960’s photograph of cabin 3’s full length addition (Keel, 1999). 

Ethnographic research and historic photographs suggest a strong sense of 

community felt by the residence of the Quarters. Crespi’s interviews with former 

members of the community reveal memories of shared holiday celebrations, team sports 

(especially the integrated baseball team), and other neighborhood activities with fondness 

and pride. Before the construction of a “colored” public school, one former member 

recalls having classes in the quarters. These were taught by the wife of the second 

preacher of St. Andrews around 1922 (Crespi 2004). Crespi states: 

Residents had common job and money problems, but driving poverty did not 

drive peoples recollections, nor, it seemed, their lives. On a visit to the Quarters, 

one woman reminisced that, “we did not have as much as some other people, but 

we all had enough food and clothing. And everyone took care of everyone else. 

Everyone watched out for the children. You could chastise kids who were doing 

wrong things even if they weren’t yours.” Others expressed similar sentiments. As 

they saw it, the Quarters was their neighborhood, a community defined both as a 

physical and socially meaningful place. (Crespi, 2004:41) 

 

The earliest known photo of the quarters, 1903/4, shows homogenous, well 

maintained “yards” and cabins with what appears to be a communal livestock pen within 
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the large “alley” between two rows of cabins exemplifying a sense of community (Figure 

2.2). 

 

Figure 2.2: 1903/4 Historic photograph of the quarters and community members taken by Edwin E. 
Collin (Mr. and Mrs. Carey Blanchard personal collection). 

 

Later historic photos of the 1920’s & 30’s show an increase in the personalization 

and privatization of space with changes to the landscape that include personal “privacy” 

fences surrounding cabins and their yards and ornamental plants (Figure 2.3).   

 

Figure 2.3: 1920’s photograph of Cabin 2 (Melrose collection, CHRC). 
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These changes in the landscape may be a material record to the influx of 

“outsiders” from the surrounding area and other plantations. Still other photographs  of 

the 1950’s show yet another change to the landscape in the form of less privacy fences 

and more visibly “open” community with wire, including barb wire,  fencing possibly 

showing an acceptance of new members and a returning sense of “community” (Figure 

2.4). 

 

Figure 2.4: Guillett photograph dated 1951 (Guillett collection, CHRC). 

 

      Technological advances in the 20
th

 century brought many changes. Automobiles, 

electricity, and mechanization of farming equipment all contributed to a change in 

lifestyles and population within the Magnolia Quarters. Automobiles and better roads 

increased mobility allowing for people to expand their socialization and allowed for more 

economic opportunities outside of the plantation. According to Malone (1996:121) 

Valley Electric installed electricity to the cabins around 1946. The timing for 

electrification of the cabins is somewhat confirmed by a photograph of Cabin 1 taken 

some years later (Figure 2.5). 
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Figure 2.5: 1960’s photograph of cabin 1 (Magnolia Historic Furnishing Report). 

 

This brought lifestyle changes in the form of refrigerators, washing machines and radios 

for those who could afford them. The mechanization of farm equipment brought about an 

even larger change in the form of more efficient farming practices. Mechanized cotton 

pickers and tractors greatly reduced the number of workers need for field work while 

washing machines and other household “luxuries” reduced the need for workers in the 

big house. This in turn eventually led to a steady decrease in the occupancy rates of the 

brick cabins. Malone states that by the 1960’s many of the remaining community 

members had cars and television sets. Finally by late 1969 or early 1970 the last family 

moved out of the cabins. The Hertzogs continued to raise cattle and horses and leased the 

lands out for agricultural practices.   

As seen in this brief history of the Magnolia Plantation, the quarters community 

was a well established functioning community within the larger surrounding plantation 

society. Many of the original post-emancipation buildings stand today and the 

archaeological context remains relatively intact and undisturbed. This makes the study of 

the Magnolia Quarters community a rare and important opportunity to study the 
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continued maintenance and construction of African American culture in a rural 

agricultural setting over the course of approximately 160 years. In addition, within the 

setting of the Magnolia Quarters, we can examine the central questions of this thesis over 

a long period of time:  “Can we identify archaeologically the shifts in landscape?”; and  

“What do the differences in landscape and artifact patterns show about the Magnolia 

Quarters community’s people and in particular the occupants of cabin 3, over time?” 

Thus we can examine each question through the adaptations made by a number of owners 

and/or generations of a single family during the development of one of the larger cotton 

plantations in Louisiana during enslavement, reconstruction, “Jim Crow”, and the 

beginnings of the civil rights movement.   
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Chapter 3 

Methodology 

 

In 1996 the property that included the brick quarters was donated to the National 

Park Service (NPS) where it became the second plantation component of the Cane River 

Creole National Historical Park. The remaining 7.5 cabins, the store, gin barn, overseer’s 

house, and blacksmith shop, are maintained as part of an open air museum. Visitors to the 

park are encouraged to explore the structures at their own pace utilizing a smart phone 

tour system. Each structure is labeled with a number that, when dialed, gives a short 

explanation of the structure and its use. As part of the phone tour system the southern 

most brick cabin of the first row (Cabin 1) has been refitted with new wooden floors and 

modern track lighting allowing for visitors to enter the cabin and explore the interior. The 

information presented through this automated system is the Parks Services’ interpretation 

of limited ethnographic and archaeological research.    

As stated earlier my research into cabin 3 is a component of the larger project 

being conducted by Dr. Kenneth L. Brown. Prior to this research there are a number of 

previous activities that have impacted the archaeological record within the quarters area. 

The above mentioned renovations of Cabin 1, as part of the NPS walking tour, negatively 

impacted the upper six inches of the entire interior of the cabin. However, this 

disturbance was limited to only one cabin. Another activity was pest control efforts 

conducted by the National Park Service in an attempt to protect the wooden components 

of the brick cabins. This activity took the form of a shallow trench approximately 6 

inches wide placed along the interior walls of the cabins. Additional plastic pesticide 

“plugs” were placed at regular intervals along the exterior walls of the cabins as well. 
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Finally, the activities with the most impact were the three limited archaeological 

excavations conducted in order to aid in the development of a cultural resource 

management plan. Two of these investigations were conducted for Museum Contents, 

Inc. and one for the National Parks Service (NPS).  

Previous Archaeological Research 

The first investigation was conducted by Dr. Pete Gregory in 1980 (Keel 1999:23) 

the second was conducted by a team from Coastal Environments of Baton Rouge (Hahn 

and Wells, 1991) and thirdly by the National Park Service under the direction of Dr. 

Bennie Keel in 1996 (Keel, 1999). Each of these previous excavations had impacts of 

varying degrees. The following is a brief description of these activities. 

The project with the least effect on the site by far is that conducted by Dr. Pete 

Gregory of Northwestern State University’s Anthropology Department in 1980. In a 

preliminary attempt to identify the level of integrity of the archaeological deposits on the 

site, Gregory excavated a very limited number of shovel test units. Although there was 

never an official report recorded and the number of test units was small, Dr. Benny Keel 

states: “Gregory did, however, determine that the area south and west of the cabins had 

been plowed extensively and that midden deposits likely existed in the cabin yards 

(Gregory, personal communication 1996)” (Keel, 1999:23).  

The investigations conducted in 1991, by the cultural resource management firm, 

Coastal Environments Inc. of Baton Rouge, were more extensive and now focused 

specifically on several of the cabins and their immediately adjacent yard. These 

excavations were intended to answer a number of questions concerning the construction 

and usage of the brick cabins within the quarters area. A total of 148 shovel test units 
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were excavated around the exterior of seven of the remaining cabins (cabins 2-8). These 

shovel tests were reportedly placed one meter from the exterior walls of each cabin at 2 

meter intervals (Hahn III and Wells, 1991). Along with these shovel tests three one meter 

square test units were placed into the interior and exterior of cabins 2,3,5 & 8 (Hahn III 

and Wells, 1991).  The one meter by one meter units were placed in identical positions in 

and around the four cabins investigated as follows: one at the northeast door exterior, a 

second at the north side of the interior door separating the two rooms and a third at the 

exterior of the northwest door.   

The final report offered by Coastal Environments reported a total of 16,121 

artifacts and 283.28 kg of brick and mortar. A majority of this material dated within a 

post 1940 date range (Hahn and Wells, 1991:70).  According to Hahn and Wells, this data 

suggests that the reported 1939 tornado and the resulting reconstruction of the cabins 

caused extensive damage to the quarters area. Their final recommendation was that no 

further archaeological research should be focused on the areas of the cabins themselves 

due to the lack of an intact undisturbed archaeological deposits.  

The 1996 excavations conducted by Dr. Bennie Keel, Southeast Regional 

Archaeologist for the National Park Service, was by far the most extensive investigation 

of this earlier work. Unlike the excavations done by Dr. Gregory and Coastal 

Environments, Inc. the excavations conducted by Dr. Keel were not limited to the 

quarters area. This investigation started with a grid system being placed across the entire 

NPS property comprised of 1,206 auger tests. These auger tests were placed 25 feet apart 

and excavated until a culturally sterile soil was identified or the auger had reached its 

maximum depth (Keel, 1999). Then several individual cabins were investigated. Cabins 1 
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and 3 were excavated through the placement of five foot by 5 foot trenches along the 

northern interior walls of both cabins. Keel’s team also conducted limited excavations in 

and around cabin 7.  In addition to investigations of the interior of three of the brick 

cabins (cabins 1, 3 and 7), two “formal test units” were excavated at the slave 

hospital/over seer’s house (Keel, 1999).   

The results of the NPS excavations placed within the interior of the cabins have 

not yet been published. However Keel’s published data (1999) concerning the auger tests 

show a considerable amount of cultural deposits within the quarters area. The cultural 

material recovered in these auger tests predates the 1940 deposits reported by Hahn and 

Wells (1991). Keel also reports that artifact distribution patterns within the quarters area 

show that the 1858 Walmsley plat map was an accurate depiction of the quarters during 

the antebellum period. In addition Keel suggests that the integrity of the archaeological 

deposits is sufficient so that “carefully controlled excavations into the slave village/tenant 

quarters midden and cabin ruins should provide abundant comparative data on material 

culture, food ways, health practices, and perhaps religion and magic” (Keel, 1999:81).  

While Coastal Environments concluded that very few of the archaeological 

deposits remain, Keel’s findings suggest that most remain intact and required future 

study. These previous investigations and NPS preservation activities impacted the 

archaeological record within both the interior and exterior areas of the quarters to 

differing degrees. Although this presented certain challenges for the research project 

discussed in this report, much of the impact was considered minor (Brown, 2008c). By 

utilizing the grid system initiated by Keel along with the reported placements of units in 
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the previously mentioned reports, we were able to plan our investigations so as to avoid 

many of the excavated/disturbed areas.  

Cabin 3 and the Larger Project 

As previously stated in chapter 1, the research presented in this thesis is a 

component of a larger comparative project being conducted by Dr. Kenneth L. Brown. 

This larger project was designed to answer questions concerning the impact of the labor 

system employed by the planter on the level of African cultural retentions, development 

and growth of African American culture and religious practices of the enslaved and later 

free members of the quarters communities (Brown, 2005b).  Magnolia Plantation 

represents the forth plantation in this larger study and is the second plantation to represent 

the “gang” system of labor.  The research methodologies of these investigations were 

designed to be identical and to record highly detailed contextual information.  

Archaeological context consists of the association of artifacts, features (soil and 

architectural), and soil strata. The use and meaning of objects can and are altered from 

their initial intended function. By investigating material culture as to the context within 

which it was recovered rather than an assumed function; archaeologists can begin to 

identify patterns of belief and behavior in non-European communities utilizing European 

material. 

The artifact and soil feature data was collected from a series of one foot by one 

foot test units and three foot by three foot standard units placed within the interior, 

exterior and yard spaces of three of the extant cabins (1, 3 and 4) and two ruin spaces (A 

and B) within the quarters. The standard three foot square units were each broken down 

into 9, one foot by one foot sub-units. While most historic archaeological excavations 



44 

 

utilize larger units to cover more actual space, the somewhat smaller units placed at 

Magnolia and other plantation sites within the larger study, will allow us to identify small 

possibly subtle changes of belief and behavior practiced by the residence of the Quarters 

Community during the continual occupancy of approximately 130 years (Brown, 2005b).  

 

Illustration 3.1: A drawing of Keel’s auger testing of the NPS lands of the Magnolia Plantation (adapted 
from Keel 1999:33). 

 

The units were placed utilizing the NPS grid system previously established across the 

whole of the park property by Keel (1999) (Illustration 3.1). Not only does this allow for 

our research to be more easily combined with that of Keel’s earlier work within the 

quarters, but it will also allow for any future work to be combined easily with this 

existing body of research.   
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The units were excavated by trowel, utilizing arbitrary levels of one tenth of a 

foot and the soil screened through ¼ inch mesh. If a clear soil interface was identified, 

the level was terminated and a new level began so as not to combine artifacts from clearly 

different soil strata (Brown, 2006). The use of arbitrary levels also deviates from the 

archaeological “norm” of excavating by soil stratification. Excavations performed using 

soil stratification was first introduced by Edward Harris in 1979 and quickly became the 

“norm” in excavation methodology (Harris, 1979). The use of soil stratification to 

identify cultural changes within a site is useful when looking at differing periods of 

occupation over extended periods of time. This method is also less time consuming than 

excavating in smaller more controlled arbitrary levels. Because of this, excavations 

utilizing soil stratification can seem more desirable to researchers working within a strict, 

limited time frame. However, by excavating an entire soil type as one level, the 

researcher’s ability to identify and record subtle changes in artifacts that might be 

indicative of behavioral changes within one period of occupation can be hampered. 

Identifying subtle changes within the soil can be difficult if not impossible in the field. 

The use of smaller arbitrary levels allows the researcher to potentially identify and record 

changes of behavior and land use, and potentially significant events occurring within the 

occupation period represented within one soil type. Brown’s research at the Levi Jordon 

Plantation is a good example of this.  

As reported in his 2005 report focused on the Jordan Praise House, Brown 

identifies five primary soil strata that contained a number of minor soil types (Brown, 

2005a). These minor soil types were identified through differing artifact type, size and 

density, and organic content. By identifying these minor soil types within a primary soil 
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type Brown and his team were able to identify a number of significant changes within 

one soil strata. An example of this is the identification of a soil type that represented “the 

primary artifact bearing soils within the deposits of the actual cabin blocks.”(Brown, 

2005a:30). This one soil type contained the entire occupancy of the brick cabin that 

included the sub-floor deposits and the abandonment zone. Excavating by soil strata 

would have combined all artifacts together and rendered the abandonment zone, a 

historically significant occurrence, archaeologically invisible. By utilizing smaller 

arbitrary levels Brown was able to show a difference between the regular deposition of 

subfloor deposits and the sudden abandonment of the site, two completely distinct events 

that took place within the same soil strata.  

The excavations of the Magnolia component of Brown’s research was begun in 

2005 and ended in 2011 with the excavations of cabin 3 being preformed over four years 

(2008-2011) within this time frame. As with all archaeological excavations, the amount 

of time in the field is only a small fraction of the time needed to complete the research 

project.  The bulk of research time is spent processing and analyzing the artifacts 

recovered during field excavations. The processing and analysis of the artifacts collected 

at Magnolia is currently ongoing at the University of Houston’s Historic Archaeology 

Lab.  

One of the most important aspects of the work performed in the laboratory is the 

method of artifact organization employed by the researcher.  Historic archaeologists 

generally employ a functional classification system put forth by Stanley South (1977).  

South proposed:  

...using attributes to define types and then grouping types into classes that 

represent processes in the past cultural system, such as subsistence-related 



47 

 

activities reflected in the kitchen artifact group; housing patterns reflected in the 

architecture  artifact group; hunting and protection reflected in the arms artifact 

group; and clothing and personal possessions in the clothing and personal artifact 

group. This grouping of artifact classes by functional categories elevates the 

analysis of artifacts above the level of classification to behavior and process in the 

past cultural system. (South, 1977: xvi) 

 

This approach introduces a European cultural bias into the research methods that 

will affect the entire analysis process (Brown and Cooper, 1990; Brown, 1994, 2008a). 

South’s classification system relies on the assumed function of an artifact as it would 

have been used by the culture of manufacture for purposes of manufacture. This system 

inadvertently discounts the practice of reuse. Investigations focusing on African 

American sites within North America have routinely utilized South’s pattern recognition 

formula. As discussed in chapter one, South’s artifact pattern recognition formula is not 

useful when applying traditional European function and meaning to the material remains 

recovered from non-European communities (Brown, 2008a).  Brown states “the full 

archaeological context of the artifacts must be employed in the definition of function, not 

simply our knowledge of how material items were used and what they meant.”(Brown, 

2008a:5) For example, utilizing South’s pattern recognition method a bottle may be 

grouped with food preparation items because it is “commonly known” that bottles are 

used for transporting and storing liquids. Research focusing on African American 

religious practices has shown that bottles are also utilized in a number of rituals (Pucket, 

1926; Snow, 1998; Yronwode, 2003; Brown, 2005a, 2006 and 2008a). Bottle bases were 

also identified in ritual deposits of the Levi Jordan Plantation’s Praise House, the 

curer/midwife’s cabin, and the curer’s cabin at Frogmoore during excavations conducted 

by Brown (Brown, 2005a and 2008a). Along with the bottle bases a number of other 

“every day” items were identified as being of ritual use and intentionally placed in sub-
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floor deposits that include a pot hanger, kettle bases, bones, a knife,  charcoal and ash 

(Brown, 2008a).  

All of these artifacts can easily have been cataloged as “kitchen group” utilizing 

South’s methodology. By not recognizing that items of European manufacture were also 

altered and used in ways that differed from the patterns of use by Europeans, archaeology 

is rendering many patterns of behavior “invisible” (Brown, 2008a; Brown and Cooper 

1990). In order to identify patterns of belief and behavior in non-European communities 

utilizing European material archaeologists must turn their attention to the context within 

which the artifacts are recovered (Brown and Cooper, 1990; Brown, 2008a). Brown’s 

preliminary findings in the larger comparative study have shown that by adopting a 

methodology of investigation based on context instead of assumed function, archaeology 

can begin to address patterns of belief and behavior of African and African American’s in 

the New World (Brown, 2001, 2005a, 2008a, 2011; Brown and Cooper, 1990). 

In an attempt to eliminate the European functional bias, Brown’s larger comparative 

project has employed an accession catalogue system for the organization of the recovered 

artifacts. This system organizes the artifacts by degrees of specificity: 

 First by major material composition: ceramic, glass, metal, rubber, lithic, ecology; 

 Secondly by a sub-material: for example ceramics are sorted as to earthenware, 

stone wares, porcelain, etc.; glass as to color; metal as to type (iron, copper, gold 

etc.); and 

 

 Finally by artifact class: general descriptions such as plain sherd, nail, bottle, 

button, unmodified bone, tooth, pencil, toy, charcoal, etc.  

 

This organizational system groups like items together in order to facilitate distributional 

analysis while still allowing for the function to be determined by the context from which 

the artifact was recovered (Brown, 2008a). 
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The historic documents and oral history concerning Magnolia, and utilized in this 

report, were collected over a number of years. The oral history research and “rapid 

ethnography” was conducted by Muriel Crespi, National Park Service Chief of 

Ethnography, and published for the National Park Service in 2004. This work was 

performed in an attempt to aid in the construction of the Park’s general management plan. 

The interviews utilized for the ethnography were conducted by Crespi and her team over 

a one month period and are on file within the CARI Curational Facility in Natchitoches, 

Louisiana.  

The historic documents were compiled by Dr. Brown and his team during the 

periods between field excavations. Following the 2006 summer field season, two team 

members (Dee Heacock and Sara Ridge), under a grant from the University of Houston, 

traveled to the University of North Carolina Chapel Hill. They obtained copies of 

Magnolia Plantation Ledgers contained in the Prudhomme Family Papers (collection 

#613) housed in the Southern Historical Collection, Manuscripts Department. Among 

literally hundreds of documents, they found and transcribed a journal of Ambrose 

Lecompte’s (II) enslaved workforce for the years 1845 thru 1852 (Brown, 2006). The 

remainder of the historic research was conducted by Brown and his team, during multiple 

research trips to the CARI curational facility, the Natchitoches Parish courthouse and the 

Cammie Henry Research Center, Northwestern State University, in Natchitoches. This 

research consisted of examining a wide range of documents such as Catholic Church 

Baptismal records, Magnolia store records, Hertzog family expenditure ledgers, wage 

records, Day Laborer lists and assignments, and Magnolia cotton ledgers. The document 

assisted in the establishment of the historic context by providing information concerning 
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genealogy, population, religious practices, food ways, consumer choices, personal 

earnings, work assignments, and occupational classes.  

The research presented in this thesis addresses changes in behavioral patterns as 

manifested in the organization of space, architecture, and artifacts within and around one 

of the remaining brick cabins of the Magnolia community (cabin 3).  In particular this 

research asks, “Can we identify archaeologically the shifts in landscape?”; and “What do 

the differences in landscape and artifact patterns show about the Magnolia Quarters 

community’s people and in particular the occupants of cabin 3, over time?” This research 

also investigates the sense of a “unified community” versus “individualism within a 

community” as manifested through the choices made by the members of the Magnolia 

Quarters community.  

Cabin 3 was chosen as the focus of this research due to its inclusion in two of the 

previous archaeological investigations (Hahn and Wells, 1991; Keel, 1999) and a number 

of differences between cabin 3 and the other cabins investigated at the Magnolia 

Quarters. These differences were identified during initial historical and architectural 

investigations. One of these differences is a window located in the western wall of the 

south room. This window is not part of the original construction of the cabin and was a 

modification not made to the other existing cabins. Another architectural modification 

made to cabin 3 was the construction of a large wooden addition known as a “plank 

room” located along the east side of the cabin and one small wooden shed added to the 

north side. Although small wooden rooms were added to a number of other cabins, oral 

histories and historic photographs show that these additions were made only to the 

exterior spaces of the northern portions of the cabins. The modification of the north 
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room’s eastern window into a doorway providing access to the addition from the interior 

of the cabin supports this interpretation. Cabin 3 is the only cabin with this widow 

modification to both the north and south eastern windows. This supports the hypothesis 

that cabin 3 had a full length “room” added to the eastern side of the cabin.  

Although after emancipation all of the cabins were modified to include an interior 

door, these doors differed slightly in their position in the wall and their dimensions.  The 

precise placement of the doors and windows original to the cabins suggest the interior 

doors were added slightly different times. Finally, the placement of wood burning stoves 

within the northern rooms differed in cabin 3. Within cabins 1 and 4 the stoves were 

placed north of the hearth, within the northern room, with the stove pipe inserted in the 

northern portion of the chimney. The stove placed in cabin 3 was placed immediately to 

the east of the hearth, in the northern room, as evidenced by the stovepipe hole being 

placed in the eastern portion of the chimney. Additionally a historic photograph believed 

to be of the interior of cabin 3 shows the stove placed east of the hearth (Figure 3.1). 

 

Figure 3.1: Undated photograph of what we believe to be the interior of the north room of Cabin 3 
(Melrose Collection: CHRC). 
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Preliminary interpretations of the archaeological evidence identified by Brown in 

cabin 1 and Heacock in cabin 4, suggest a number of similar artifact patterns within the 

two cabins concerning architectural modifications, food preparation, coins and ritual 

deposits. This research also identified an architectural feature not identified by Keel or 

Coastal Environments. The two previous investigations reported raised wooden floors as 

part of the original construction of the cabins. This interpretation is based on the 

observation of the remains of wooden floorboards and decaying floor joists combined 

with the identification of a wider brick step out/wall foundation assumed to have 

supported wooden flooring. However, for a number of reasons that will be discussed in 

depth in the following chapter, Brown identified the use of hard packed earthen floors in 

both cabins 1 and 4. The similarities of the artifact patterns in both cabins 1 and 4, the 

differing interpretations of the previous archaeological studies, the above identified 

architectural differences of cabin 3 and the other cabins in the study, and the inclusion of 

cabin 3 in the previous studies, made the investigation of cabin 3 essential.      

Archaeological investigations into exterior areas of quarters communities have 

found “Together, house and yard form a nucleus within which the culture expresses itself, 

is perpetuated, changed and reintegrated” (Mintz 1974:23), and “there lie in yard scatters 

and fence lines expressions of individual identity and community structure waiting to be 

read and understood.” (Heath and Bennett, 2000:51). Gundaker’s research focusing on 

African American yards has shown that exterior spaces are often used for the cultural 

expression of the occupants of the home space (Gundaker, 1993 and 1998). Heath and 

Bennett recognized that “space serves to define class, religious beliefs, personal and 

group identity, and the relationships among different communities and individuals. 
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Investigative and interpretive methods must recognize all of these potential uses if they 

are to serve as a means for understanding past cultures.”(Heath and Bennett, 2000:45).  

The interpretive framework employed in this thesis will utilize a number of 

relational aspects to investigate issues concerning community and privacy within the 

Magnolia Quarters community. Changes in landscape, architecture and artifact patterns 

are representative of the cultural changes occurring within the community.  For the 

purposes of this thesis the type (privacy, barbwire) and placement or absence of fences, 

and changes in architecture and artifact patterns will be investigated as indicators of 

issues of community and privacy. A sense of “Unified community” is indicated by the 

uniformity of cabin architecture, no fence lines, communal areas, uniformity in use of 

spaces, and uniformity in belief systems. In addition the sense of “individualism within a 

community” is indicated by differences in architecture of cabins, fewer or no communal 

areas, delineation of personal space with fencing, differing belief systems, and differing 

uses of space. 

The type and placement of fencing is a result of a number of processes that 

include availability of materials, intended use, perceptions of identity (personal and 

group), and property ownership. The type of fencing can be identified utilizing the 

material used in its construction: fence staples and wire suggest barbed wire fencing 

while nails suggest wooden fencing. The placement of fencing can be determined by the 

identification of post holes/post mold soil features in conjunction with these materials. 

The placement or absence of fencing within a community suggests not only the use of the 

fencing but also the personal choices of the occupants of the community. Investigating 
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the type and placement of fencing will allow for shifts in landscape to be seen 

archaeologically and issues of community and privacy to be addressed.  

Shifts in architecture are also utilized in this thesis to investigate the changing 

attitudes of community and privacy. The initial uniformity of the cabins and the later 

individual changes made to the cabins are indicators of the personalization of space and 

the changing perceptions of community. Finally, changes within cabin 3 and differences 

between cabins in artifact patterning are used to identify and address shifts in ritual 

beliefs and use of space.  
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Chapter 4 

Excavation Results and Analysis 

   

The excavations of cabin 3, conducted as part of this thesis, were preformed over a 

four year period (2008-2011). A total of 48 standard three foot square units and 43 one 

foot square test units were placed within the interior of the cabin and its associated yard 

space. This chapter presents the resulting identification and brief analysis of artifact 

patterns and features identified within these areas. A limited comparison of these artifacts 

and features with those identified during excavations of cabin 1 and 4, will also be 

presented in order to investigate the answers to two main questions: 

1) “Can we identify archaeologically the shifts in landscape?”; and 

 

2) “What do the differences in landscape and artifact patterns show about the 

Magnolia Quarters community’s people and in particular the occupants of cabin 3, 

over time?” 

 

These questions are investigated with a focus on the concept of a “unified 

community” versus “individualism within a community” as manifested through the 

choices made by the members of the Magnolia Quarters community. The identification 

and distribution of the artifacts and features, presented in this chapter, are organized by 

problem topic. The presentation of the material culture as to type or by excavation unit 

can become confusing or result in a lengthy and uninteresting list of “artifacts found”, 

therefore organization by problem should facilitate the analytical discussion of the 

research conclusions presented in chapter five of this thesis.  
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Landscape Features and Patterns 

How occupants of the Quarters used and altered the landscape is not only a 

reflection of personal choices but also is a visual representation of the concept of 

community shared by the community members. Our investigation into the external spaces 

of the community were limited to areas associated with the three cabins and, to a lesser 

extent, two ruin sites investigated as part of the larger project. The following is a 

presentation of the artifacts and soil features identified in the external spaces around 

cabin 3.  

The remaining two rows of cabins are oriented along a north-south axis, facing the 

Cane River. The discussion of the archaeological evidence recovered from the exterior 

spaces surrounding cabin 3 is organized into three main areas:  

 the western elevations (“front” yard spaces); 

 the northern elevations (area between cabins 3 and 4); and 

 the eastern elevations (the Plank addition, “back” yard space, and common area 

between cabins 3 and 6).  

 

Unfortunately, the spaces directly south of the cabin and adjacent to ruin “A”, were not 

archaeologically investigated due to time and work force constraints. The few units 

placed in positions “south” of cabin were either associated with the eastern or western 

elevations and are therefore discussed in their corresponding context.  

This research resulted in the identification of changes in architectural features, a 

number of artifact distributional patterns, along with a number of posthole/post mold 

features.  Keeping with the methods employed for the larger comparative project, “fence 
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lines and/or outbuildings were interpreted based on either differences in the artifact 

distributions encountered or the presence of sub-surface features” (Brown, 2010:27).  

Fence lines are a natural setting for the accumulation of material due to yard 

cleaning and dumping of trash/garbage. These activities will produce a linear pattern of 

artifact distribution containing a significantly higher artifact density than that identified 

adjacent to either side of the proposed fence line. In addition, Thus in the absence of post 

hole/post mold features, fence lines may be identified archaeologically through careful 

investigation of the artifact distributional patterns.  

The collection of historic photographs utilized in this thesis show that at least 

three types of fencing were used at differing points in time within the quarters area 

(Figure 4.1). 

 

Figure 4.1: This 1920’s photograph shows the communal fence (left), wire fence (center) and privacy 
fence (background, left) (Melrose Collection, CHRC). 
 

The 1903/4 photo along with a number of 1920’s photos show a wooden fence in the 

common area between the two existing rows of cabins in the area of cabins 3, 6, 7 and 
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ruin “A”. This fence consisted of lumber planks running vertically along at least an upper 

and lower horizontal board attached to wooden fence poles. Photos taken in the 1920’s 

also reveal wooden planked “privacy” fences placed around the cabins’ yard space, 

constructed of slightly more planks placed vertically along at least an upper and lower 

horizontal boards attached to wooden fence posts. Later, beginning in the 1940’s photos 

the wooden fencing was replaced with wire/barb wire fencing placed around cabins and 

the yard space between the cabins, constructed of a number of strands of wire attached to 

wooden fence posts. Archaeologically, each fence type was interpreted based on the type 

and amount of nails, fence staples and wire identified in association with proposed fence 

lines and sub-surface features. Due to the practice of reuse and natural decomposition 

processes wood was not included as a factor in the interpretation of fence type or even 

fence lines.  

These three types of fencing will produce differing deposition patterns of these 

three specific artifact types (nail, fence staples and wire) within the archaeological 

deposits. Both the 1903 wooden fence constructed of vertical boards  and the “privacy” 

fencing constructed of slightly more boards placed vertically is predicted to produce a 

higher density of nails along the entire length of the fence line, and should not have a 

discernible number of fence staples or wire fragments.  The wire fencing identified in the 

later photos should produce wire fragments and a scattering of fence staples and possibly 

bent nails along the fence line, along with possible clusters of these three items around 

possible fence post features. Nails were included in the interpretation of wire fencing due 

to their regular use as a substitute when staples are unavailable. 
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Western Elevation 

Eight standard units and thirteen test units were placed in an attempt to define the 

“front” yard space (western elevations) (Illustration 4.1). 

 

 Illustration 4.1: Unit placement for the west yard and interior of cabin 3. 

 

Unit 2139E/2922N identified a large posthole approximately nine feet west of the 

northwestern corner of the cabin. The diameter of this post hole was almost two feet and 
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it extended to a depth of at least 1.25 feet below the ground surface. Unfortunately 

circumstances did not permit the excavation of this unit beyond this depth. This post hole 

is similar to post holes identified along the porch lines of both cabins 1 and 4, and 

appears to have supported the northern corner of the porch (Figure 4.2).  

 

Figure 4.2: Post hole for the northeast corner of porch, cabin 1 (courtesy of Dr. Kenneth Brown). 

 

In addition to this posthole feature, a slight linear depression and darker soil was 

identified just west of the posthole and within the eastern five inches of two other 

standard units and one test unit (2138E/2897N, 2136E/2916N and 2136E/2904N). This 

line of darker soil extends to a depth of approximately six inches. This linear soil feature 

runs parallel to the western exterior wall of the cabin at a distance of a little over nine 

feet. The width, depth and location of this soil feature combined with its association to 

the large posthole mentioned above suggests the soil feature is a drip line formed by 

many years of rain running off the roof of the porch. This drip line feature was not 

identified along the western edge of the porch lines for either cabin 1 or 4. One possible 

explanation for this is the location of the cisterns and use of rain barrels. In both cabins 1 



61 

 

and 4 the cabins cisterns are located approximately nine feet south west of the cabins 

southwestern corner. At least one historic photo shows a gutter across the western/front 

edge of the porch roof and extending to the cistern presumably to maximize rain water 

collection (Figure 2.8). In addition a 1920’s photograph of cabin 1 clearly shows rain 

barrels in use along the western porch line (Figure 4.3).  

 

Figure 4.3: 1922 photograph of Aunt Agnes at cabin 1 showing rain barrel in the background (Melrose 
Collection, CHRC). 

 

 This gutter system would effectively hinder the formation of a drip line along the 

western porch line. Cabin 3’s cistern is located of off the south eastern corner of the cabin 

and therefore would not have had this gutter/cistern system associated with the western 

porch line. The combination of the post hole and drip line suggest that like cabins 1 and 

4, cabin 3 had a covered porch running the length of the cabin that extended 

approximately nine feet from the exterior wall of the cabin.  
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In an attempt to investigate the nature of the flooring of the proposed “front” 

porch and the timeline of any change occurring in the usage and construction of the 

porch, a number of units were placed within the porch area. A large flat sandstone rock 

was also identified nine feet west of the cabin wall in test unit 2138E/2897N.  Within the 

course of our investigations, a number of similar flat sandstones have been identified in 

association with cabin 1, and the eastern areas of 3 and 4 (Figure 4.4).  

 

Figure 4.4: Flat sandstone support (courtesy of Dr. Kenneth Brown). 

 

Two sandstone rocks were observed in the porch area of cabin 1: one adjacent to the 

northwest corner of the cabin and one approximately three feet west of the first stone.  

The northern face of these two sandstones form a line that runs parallel to the northern 

wall of the cabin along what has been identified as the “front” porch of cabin 1 (Brown, 

2005b:21). The location of these stones, coupled with the identification of the porch 

suggests these stones may have been used as piers for the support of the cabins raised 

wooden porch. Three flat sandstones were identified to the east of the north room of 
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cabin 4. These too appear to have functioned as piers, in this case for the proposed 

wooden room addition that was added to the cabins north room (Heacock, 2008). Finally 

a total of five of these flat sandstones were observed within the eastern area of cabin 3: 1 

adjacent to the northeastern corner of the cabin, 1 adjacent to the southeastern corner of 

the cabin and 3 forming a line running parallel to the cabins eastern wall. The location of 

these flat stones, combined with the modification of both the eastern windows into 

doorways, and the identification of similar stones as supports for an additional room east 

of cabin 4, suggest these stones were used as piers to support a wooden addition added to 

the eastern side of cabin 3.  

In addition to the sandstone support a number of brick porch supports consisting 

of two bricks placed side by side similar to those identified in the porch areas in both 

cabins 1 and 4 were  identified adjacent to the western wall. These brick porch supports 

were located approximately 9 feet from both the southern and northern corners of the 

cabin and at the center of the western wall at approximately the same elevation. The 

purpose of these bricks and flat sandstones were to provide a stable support for the floor 

joists of a raised wooden floor.  

Another brick porch support was also identified approximately six feet west of the 

southern corner of the cabin in unit 2139E/2886N. This unit was placed straddling the 

south edge of the porch in an attempt to investigate the nature of the porch flooring. 

Analysis of the artifact types and density suggests that the highest density, smallest size 

and widest variety of artifacts were recovered north of the brick porch support identified 

in 2139E/2886N. This artifact pattern is similar to that identified beneath the porch of 

cabin 1.  
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This artifact pattern along with the identification of the brick and sandstone porch 

supports suggests that at some point there was a raised planked porch allowing for the 

smaller objects to be deposited by being lost or falling through the planks while larger 

artifacts were removed/swept away from the porch and yard area. We identified deposits 

of larger artifact size and density beneath the edges of the eastern wooden addition 

indicative of routine sweeping of yard debris beneath a raised structure. We did not 

however find this artifact pattern in the western porch area of cabins 1 and 3. One 

possible explanation for this can be seen in a close inspection of historic photographs of 

Cabin 1’s porch area that reveal an architectural feature consisting of a wooden plank 

acting as a baseboard running the length of the porch (Figure 4.5). 

 

Figure 4.5: 1922 photograph of Cabin 1 showing the porch baseboard (Melrose Collection, CHRC). 

 

This baseboard would inhibit the deposition of artifacts below the porch as a result of 

sweeping/cleaning of the yard area allowing for only those objects small enough to fall 
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through the planked floor to be deposited. A hypothesis confirmed by the three units 

placed west of cabin 1.   

During the investigation of the porch flooring our excavations identified a second 

interesting brick feature immediately below the brick porch supports of the southwestern 

portion of the cabin. This feature consisted of a large weathered layer of laid brick 

resembling the base of a hearth. The location and angle of the brick hearth feature 

appears to be associated with a soil feature identified as an “old” building trench 

observed during the excavations of the interior of the southern room of cabin 3. As with a 

similar soil feature defined beneath cabin 4 (Heacock & McCullough, 2008), the brick 

and soil features of cabin 3 appear to be connected to possible previous structures that 

predate the brick cabins and possibly dating to the period before the purchase of the 

property by the Lecompte family from Gaspard Lacour.  

This feature of laid weathered brick was identified in units 2145E/2892N (beneath 

the southwestern window), 2139E/2886N (along the southern edge of the porch), 

2139E/2892N (west of the window unit), and 2142E/2898N (one foot west of the cabins 

southwestern door). Unit 2142E/2898N produced the highest density of artifacts 

recovered beneath the “front” porch. A slight depression filled with brick and mortar 

inclusions was observed in the eastern wall resembling depressions identified on the 

interior of the doorways as “traffic” areas. Test unit 2143E/2897N was placed in the area 

between unit 2142E/2898N and the doorway in order to further investigate the 

depression. Not only did this test unit provide further evidence to suggest a depression 

caused by using the door but also what appears to be a depression for a wall trench 

associated with the “old” hearth base feature. The weathering of the laid brick and the 
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“traffic” depression associated in the door area suggests that, at least initially, the front 

porch area had an earthen floor. This hypothesis is further supported by the absence of 

artifacts dating before 1936 that may have been removed due to being dropped on an 

active living surface.  

Artifact density in this area was highest above the hearth base with artifact type 

and size consistent with other units placed in areas with raised wooden flooring. Below 

the elevation of the brick porch supports found along the exterior of the western wall of 

the cabin, the artifact density drops dramatically. This drastic drop in artifacts below the 

brick porch supports suggests that the supports were placed directly on an active living 

surface. Only after the construction of the raised wooden floor did the deposition of small 

artifacts begin to accumulate by falling through the floor boards. The presence of a high 

number of jewelry items, children’s toys (such as marbles), and coins, items that would 

generally be retrieved when dropped on exposed ground in high traffic areas, also support 

this hypothesis.  

 

Figure 4.6: 1920’s photograph showing a privacy fence and a cabin with a dirt floor porch (Melrose 
Collection, CHRC). 
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Although the 1903/04 Blanchard photograph possibly shows a raised porch floor, 

and most of the 1920’s photographs show raised wooden flooring for the porches, at least 

one photo may show at least one cabin having an earthen floor (Figure 4.6). Currently 

there is no solid evidence that the porches were altered at the same time. The fourteen 

coins and two tokens identified in the units beneath the porch area consisted of eleven 

pennies, three nickels and two 1 mil tax token. These coins have a date range of 1936–

1961. Analysis of the artifact assemblage combined with the coin analysis suggests a 

post-1936 date range for cabin 3’s raised wooden porch. This supports the hypothesis 

that, at least in the case of cabin 3, the porch originally had an earthen floor and then at 

least by 1936 a raised planked floor was added.  

Once again due to time and workforce constraints the investigation of the “front” 

yard space consisted of two lines of  six one foot by one foot test units placed six feet 

apart and at six foot intervals extending approximately 30 feet west of the western 

exterior walls of cabin 3.  Although the investigation of the yard space seems limited a 

number of features were identified.  

Normal soil development consistent with what has been defined as “yard” deposit 

observed in excavations around cabins 1 and 4  was identified in test units 2132E/2897N, 

2135E/2891N. These units not only have soil described as yard deposit but also have a 

lower type and density of artifacts as compared to units associated with the porch area. 

This is consistent with the regular cleaning and sweeping of the yard area as reported by 

the descendants interviewed for the ethnography written by Crespi.  

A soil feature resembling a “post hole” was identified approximately four feet 

west of the western porch line, at an elevation of .35 foot to .46 foot below the ground 
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surface in test unit 2132E/2897N. This feature measured 3.5 inches by 5 inches and had a 

depth of approximately 2 inches and was identified at the base of the “yard” deposit. This 

unit has a low artifact density that consisted of small glass fragments, indeterminate metal 

fragments, small fragments of ceramics, one fence staple, and fourteen nails. The soil 

matrix described as “yard” deposit that developed above the soil feature and associated 

artifact deposit suggests that the fence line was further from the porch. Both units 

2126E/2892N and 2129E/2891N placed east of this unit also had a normal soil 

development consistent with the identified “yard” deposit matrix. The size, type and 

density of artifacts recovered from these two units are low which is consistent with what 

is identified as a low traffic “yard” area. The research suggests that the soil feature was 

not architectural or associated with the porch and instead represents an activity area. In 

order to determine this activity further excavations are needed.  

A fence line was identified approximately 12 feet west of the western porch line. 

Test units 2122E/2891N and 2123E/2891N produced the largest size, type and density of 

artifacts recovered in the western yard space. The overwhelming majority of artifacts, 

including a large deposit of metal objects were recovered between .25-.80 feet below the 

ground surface. Two features were also identified with in this same soil elevation. These 

too features included a formation of brick located along the northern elevation of both 

test units consisting of very large brick fragments and an apparent post hole.  

The artifact assemblage contained a higher number of nails, along with large 

fence staples and wire fragments not identified in other areas west of the cabin. This 

suggests a different type of fencing than that for the fence identified closest to the cabin 

in unit 2132E/2897N. In addition to the differences in artifact type the posthole was 
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identified in association with a large brick feature. The brick feature consists of a high 

number of brick fragments similar in size to the large fragments and whole bricks utilized 

for porch supports. These larger brick fragments in association with the posthole feature 

suggests that for some reason this particular post needed more stabilization than an 

ordinary fence post. One possible explanation for this can be seen by examining the circa 

1950’s photo of the quarters area (Figure 4.7).  

 

Figure 4.7: 1951 photograph of cabin 3 showing the wire fence and style (Guillett Collection, CHRC). 

 

This historic photo shows a wooden style located in the southeastern corner of the barb 

wire fence fronting cabin 3. The styles placed throughout the plantation were high traffic 

areas. During the ethnographic interviews conducted by Crespi, a number of the former 

residents mentioned the styles as an important feature in the landscape of the plantation. 

The southern corner of the style/fence seen in the historic photo of cabin 3 is supported 

by a visibly larger/ more substantial post than the post supporting the northern side of the 

style. The combination of the larger southern post and the large amount of traffic utilizing 
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the style, suggests that this northern side of the style may have had a need, at some point, 

for further stabilization efforts.   

Finally, the investigations into the western elevations of cabin 3 identified what 

appears to be the roadway  identified in the 1940 aerial photograph that once existed on 

the west side of the cabins (Figure 4.10). Test units 2120E/2897N, 2117E/2891N, 

2114E/2897N and 2111E/2891N were placed across an area running east/west where the 

ground level is elevated .23-.47 feet higher than the surrounding units. The soil matrix in 

both test units 2117E/2891N and 2114E/2897N differs from that identified in any other 

yard areas investigated in the quarter’s area. The old “A” horizon seems to be buried 

beneath a soil deposit of approximately .45 feet only beginning to develop an “A” 

horizon. The majority of artifacts recovered from these two test units were all recovered 

immediately above and within the buried old “A” horizon. Aside from scattered brick, 

fragments of bottle glass and metal make up the bulk of the artifact types recovered. 

Although there were no coins or other artifacts that could easily be assigned a specific 

date range the presence of a  plastic bottle cap and bakelite (an early  hard type of plastic 

patented in 1907) suggests the old “A” horizon was buried  sometime after the early 

1930’s when plastic became more widely used for bottle cap manufacturing. 

Unit 2120E/2897N was placed just east of the proposed roadway. While at a 

slightly higher elevation than surrounding units, this unit had a normal soil development 

consistent with the “yard” deposit.  Unlike the units east and west of 2120E/2897N, this 

unit yielded a very low artifact density throughout. Interestingly unit 2111E/2891N, the 

western most test unit, resulted in what appears to be a sheet midden. The artifacts 

recovered in this unit were of a larger size and density than the surrounding units and 
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contained a higher percentage of barb wire consistent with the identification of fence 

lines. Unfortunately time did not allow us to extend our investigations into this area. 

Northern Elevations 

The investigation of the northern elevation consisted of six standard units and 

fourteen test units extending the length of the yard area between cabins 3 and 4.  Initially 

we planned to place two lines of test units running north-south between these two cabins 

in order to investigate any alterations to the landscape. Due to various constraints, and 

based on several preliminary observations, this plan was altered and only the 2150E line 

of test units was completed. The investigation of the 2156E line was limited to four test 

units with two placed just north of cabin 3 and two placed south of cabin 4. The six 

standard units were placed in areas where potential features such as out buildings and 

fence lines were identified through the test excavations. Two of these standard units were 

placed adjacent to one another extending north from the northwestern portion of cabin 3 

on the 2148E line. The remaining four standard units were placed south of cabin 4. 

(Illustration 4.2)  

During the investigation of the back addition to cabin 3, one standard unit, 

2169E/2925N, was placed adjacent to the northern wall of the addition. A linear compact 

ashy soil deposit with a slight depression was identified along the mid and southern 

elevations of the unit suggesting a pathway along the northern portion of the cabin and 

back addition. The first test unit in the 2150E line (2150E/2927N) was placed close to the 

northern wall of the cabin in an attempt to further investigate the possible walkway. The 

test unit revealed a hard compact soil lens comparable in composition but slightly thicker, 

and more compact than that identified in unit 2169E/2925N. This soil feature had a more 
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level surface with no depression as identified in the unit adjacent to the addition. A 

posthole was also identified below this soil feature in the north western corner of the test 

unit. To further investigate these two features, two standard units (2148E/2928N and 

2148E/2931N) were placed adjacent to one another on the 2148E line.  

 

Illustration 4.2: Unit placement for the north yard between cabins 3 and 4. 

 

Unit 2148E/2928N included test unit 2150E/2927N as subunit 6 and was placed to 

further delineate the compact soil feature. Unit 2148E/2931N was placed along the north 

wall of 2148E/2928N in an attempt to further define the nature of the soil and posthole 

features. 
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These excavations revealed the compact soil feature in a roughly two foot by 

three foot area extending the width of the standard unit, in six of the southern subunits of 

unit 2148E/2928N (subs 4 - 9). The overwhelming majority of artifacts in both type and 

size, recovered from this unit, were concentrated in the higher elevations above the 

compact soil feature. The majority of the artifacts recovered from this two foot by three 

foot area are clothing fasteners (zipper pulls, buttons and snaps) and metal items (fence 

staples, nails, flat fragments, and wire) with only a small amount of small glass, ceramic 

and bone fragments. 

The posthole feature is located just below the compact soil feature’s northern line 

and approximately one foot west of the eastern wall of the unit. The artifact distribution 

in the lower levels of the unit (2148E/2928N), below the compacted dirt feature and 

associated with the posthole feature, show with the exception of two nails, the artifacts 

were recovered only through the center of the unit spreading evenly in a linear pattern 

across the width of the unit. These artifacts consisted of small brick and mortar 

fragments, one peace each of glass, bone and porcelain, two pieces of wire and a number 

of round and unidentifiable nails. The artifact type and distribution associated with the 

posthole feature is consistent with the regular cleaning/sweeping of a yard area. Although 

the type and small amount of artifacts does not allow for precise dating of the feature, the 

round nails identified in the soil matrix of the feature suggests a post-1890’s date and 

therefore excludes it as part of a previous Lacoure occupation landscape feature. The 

linear depositional pattern for the artifacts associated with the posthole feature combined 

with the identification of a number of round nails fits the model presented for identifying 
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fence lines and suggests this is the location of the first “privacy” fence placed around 

cabin 3.        

The soil matrix outside of the compact soil feature is a soft brown to dark brown 

sandy loam and is also identified in unit 2148E/2931N, test units 2156E/2930N and 

2156E/2933N along with the six test units on the 2150E line closest to cabin 3. This 

softer dark brown soil is generally uniform throughout these test units in depth and 

sudden interface with the natural subsoil. The artifacts recovered in this soil zone were of 

a uniform size (small), vertically distributed fairly evenly throughout, and with the 

exception of test unit 2150E/2972N, contained relatively few “personal” items (toys, 

coins, buttons, jewelry, etc.). Aside from brick fragments, the majority of the artifacts 

recovered in the units along the 2150E line were nails (7 square, 9 round and 83 

indeterminate), wire (plain and barbed), fence staples, and flat metal fragments along 

with small ceramic, and glass fragments.  

The soil matrix, features and artifact distribution can be interpreted in at least 

three ways. One interpretation is that the compact soil lens is an extension of the pathway 

identified in unit 2169E/2925. The posthole feature represents an early previous 

occupation fence line that was removed prior to the construction of the brick cabins. 

Finally, the soil matrix to the north of this is identified as open space between cabins 3 

and 4 with the artifact distribution being a result of less traffic and sweeping/cleaning of 

cabins 3 and 4 yard spaces. The difference in the thickness and compactness of the 

pathway in the western portion as compared to the eastern portion can be explained by 

the construction timeline of the associated structures. The cabin itself was constructed in 

the early to mid 1840’s (Succession records for Julia Buard) while the addition was 
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constructed approximately 100 years later, post-1940. Thus the western portion of the 

walkway would have had a much longer development period than that along the addition.  

Another interpretation is that the soil feature identified in unit 2148E/2928N is not 

a pathway but the floor of a possible shed. This would explain the obvious lack of a 

depression within the feature as identified in the pathway feature of 2169E/2925 and the 

thicker soil lens. This shed would have been built relatively early in the occupation of the 

cabin with the area north of the cabin being used as a garden area. The posthole feature 

could be interpreted as being associated with the shed as either a fencepost or a 

stabilization post for the corner of the shed. This however is unlikely due to the “floor” 

deposit mostly capping the feature. The softer darker soil matrix can then be interpreted 

as a garden area with the artifact distribution and soil uniformity a result of continual 

hoeing and plowing. Finally the removal of the shed and fencepost, possibly during the 

change of fence lines from privacy to wire fencing. 

A 1928 photo of what is believed to be cabin 3 shows a wooden privacy fence 

surrounding the cabin and a relatively small yard space with no shed along the northern 

wall (Figure 4.8). 

 

Figure 4.8: 1920’s photograph of Cabin 3 with privacy fence (Melrose Collection, CHRC). 
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 The posthole feature is identified in unit 2148E/2928N within the lower elevations and is 

partially covered by the compact soil feature. Other than brick and mortar fragments, one 

piece of porcelain and one piece of glass, the only artifacts recovered from the lower 

elevations are a number of round and indeterminate nail fragments. This low density of 

artifacts is consistent with the regular sweeping/cleaning of the yard area. The round nails 

and smaller type and density of other artifacts identified within these lower elevations 

suggest that the fence post was associated with a wooden privacy fence as opposed to a 

fence line associated with the previous occupation of the area.  

At some point in the past, possibly during the time the fence was changed from a 

wooden privacy fence (seen in the 1928 photo) to a wire fence (identified in the 1950’s 

photo), the post was removed and a shed was added to the northern wall of the cabin 

(Figure 4.7). The identification of the compact feature as a shed is based on a number of 

observations: the thick almost level composition of the feature consistent with that 

identified as earthen floors; a historic photo of cabin 3 showing a small shed added to the 

northern wall; the lack of a depression caused by foot traffic; and the lack of a soil matrix 

consistent with what has been identified as garden space. The artifact type and density 

increases above the proposed floor. The artifacts recovered from the shed area consist of 

wire, fence staples, and nails combined with a low number of small glass and ceramic 

fragments suggesting a time frame associated with the wire fencing seen in the later 

1950’s photograph. A close inspection of the 1950’s photo reveals a possible small shed 

located of the northern wall of the cabin along with a wire fence (Figure 4.9).  
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Figure 4.9: 1951 photograph of Cabin 3 showing the wire fence, north shed and addition (Guillett 
Collection, CHRC). 

 

The relatively small nature of the shed, along with the artifact types recovered from 

above the shed floor would suggest that its function was that of a storage shed for tools. 

The darker brown soil and its associated artifact deposit is the result of gardening 

activities such as hoeing/plowing this area over a long period of time.     

Finally, the historic photo of the eastern addition shows that the proposed shed 

had been removed (Figure 2.4). The walkway identified for the northern wall of the 

addition may have been utilized for a very short period of time (possibly 10 years or 

less). This could explain the depression in the slightly less compact area of the addition 

while the more compact former floor area to the west, proved to be slightly more durable. 

For these reasons I believe the third explanation is more likely. 

The northern most portion of the area between cabins 3 and 4 was initially 

investigated in test units 2150E/2972N, 2150E/2978N, 2156E/2975N and 2156E/2981N. 

These four test units were placed in two north south lines, six feet apart. The two lines 

were staggered so as to have a unit placed every three feet moving south to north in order 

to test the maximum area over the shortest period of time. The two most northern test 
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units, 2150E/2978N and 2156E/2981, appear to be placed north of the hypothesized fence 

line. Unit 2156E/2981 contained a very low artifact type and density. These artifacts were 

small in size with the highest density identified directly above a hard compact soil zone 

from .35- .60 feet below the ground surface. This artifact pattern and soil zone is 

consistent with the swept yard surface identified around cabin 4. Test unit 2150E/2978N 

has a higher frequency of larger artifacts. There was one artifact of note recovered from 

this test unit. The base of a French Faience vessel was identified .60 feet below the 

ground surface. This vessel fragment is brightly colored and glazed, and is molded into 

vegetation and the feet of a bird. This vessel also has an artist/makers mark visible on the 

base. Initially it was believed this might represent our only identifiable example of a late 

18
th

 century occupation in this area of the site. Although the mark on the base remains a 

mystery, further research revealed that this was the base of a pitcher in the form of an owl 

dating to the late 1880’s. Although this vessel did not represent the earlier occupation of 

the site as was first interpreted, it does suggest that the garden area and a fence line were 

in use by the late 1800’s or early 1900’s. The soil remains slightly compact with no 

identifiable plow/hoe zone suggesting that although this unit is close to the fence line it 

was placed slightly to the north of the hypothesized line.  

Test units 2150E/2972N and 2156E/2975N both contain the hoe/plow zone 

identified as garden area suggesting that both units were placed to the south of the 

proposed fence line. This is further supported by the temporal mixing of the smaller 

sized, low density of the artifacts recovered from both of these units. Prior to the 

identification of the vessel base recovered in test unit 2150E/2978N and based on the 
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results of these four test units, four standard units were placed to further investigate the 

fence line and possible previous occupation of the site.   

Test unit 2150E/2978N was expanded into a standard unit (2148E/2979N). The 

highest density of artifacts was identified between .20 and .60 foot below the ground 

surface. This included a number of smaller pieces of the “owl pitcher” suggesting that 

only the base of the pitcher was deposited and was further damaged over time. A lens of 

small brick fragments and darker soil similar to that identified as a possible wall trench 

for the base of a log structure similar to those found beneath both cabins 3 and 4, was 

identified within the lower elevations of the south western corner of the unit.  This lens of 

brick and darker soil was also identified at similar elevations in units 2151E/2976N 

running diagonally from the northwest to the southeast corner, and unit 2157E/2972N in 

the south east corner. The identification of this feature in these three units suggests this 

feature sharply “cornered” slightly to the southeast of the southeastern corner of unit 

2151E/2976N. The artifact types recovered within the soil matrix of this possible early 

wall trench consisted square nails, green glass, pearl ware fragments, bone and a small 

amount of brick. This suggests an early pre-1840’s date for the proposed structural 

feature.  

A second feature was identified in the eastern wall of subunit 6 of unit 

2151E/2976N in the form of a posthole. This feature was identified beneath the soil 

matrix identified as being plowed/hoed field area with the highest density of artifacts, and 

in association with the soil matrix consistent with “yard” deposits with a slightly lower 

artifact density consistent with cleaning/sweeping of the area. There are three possible 

explanations for the placement of this posthole feature: the posthole is associated with the 
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earlier “previous” structure, the posthole is associated with a privacy fence placed, at 

some point, around the yard of cabin 4, or the posthole is associated with a later wire 

fence possibly the one in the 1950’s photo (Figure 4.9). Careful study of the proposed 

wall trench for the “previous” structure suggests the structure cornered approximately 2.5 

or 3 feet south of the posthole feature. This would place the posthole feature within the 

interior spaces of the structure making it highly unlikely that it was associated with this 

earlier structure.   

The artifact distribution and soil matrixes in these four northern standard units 

(2151E/2976N, 2148E/2979N, 2154E/2979N and 2157E/2982N) offer some aid in dating 

and determining the function of this posthole. The posthole feature in unit 2151E/2976N 

is located at the southern portion of what has been identified as the southern yard space of 

cabin 4. The plowed/hoed field deposit identified in the space between cabin 3 and 4, 

stretches across the feature effectively capping the posthole. This plowed/hoed field 

 

Figure 4.10: The 1941 (left) and the 1958 (right) aerial photographs of the Magnolia Quarters. Ruin “A” 
can be seen as in the center of the row of cabins on the left.  In the 1941 photograph the road crosses 
over the ruin near the original northeast corner of the cabin. A small field appears to the west of the 
road that might have been a garden plot. By 1958 the road has become a walkway, and the possible 
garden plot is no longer used in that capacity (adapted from Brown, 2008c:39). 
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deposit was identified within the upper soil elevations of the units 2151E/2976N, 

2148E/2979N, 2154E/2979N. A close inspection of the 1958 aerial photograph shows the 

space north of cabin 3 appears to have a fenced in field/pen area stretching close to the 

south wall of cabin 4 (Figure 4.10). The location of this fenced area is consistent with the 

wire fencing identified in the 1951 Guillet photograph. This field/pen area is not 

identified in the earlier 1941 aerial photograph (Figure 4.10). This shows that the wire 

fenced field/pen area was constructed sometime between 1941 and 1951.  

The soil matrix of unit 2157E/2982N is consistent with what is identified as cabin 

4’s southern yard space. The upper elevations contain a low number and wide variety of 

artifacts evenly distributed across the unit with no wire or fence staples. The plowed/hoed 

field deposit was not identified in this unit. This coupled with the artifact types, their size, 

and distribution suggests that this unit is placed just north of the proposed later wire fence 

line. In the deeper elevations of this yard deposit described as cabin 4’s southern yard 

space the artifact density and variety drops sharply and becomes concentrated in the 

southern subunits. This distribution pattern in the lower elevations is similar to what has 

been identified as cleaned/swept yard space with the artifact density increasing close to 

the fence line. The identification of the yard space and the artifact distribution pattern 

suggest that this unit is also placed to the north of the proposed earlier privacy fence. 

Thus this unit suggests that early in the southern yard’s usage the area between the 

privacy fence and the cabin was regularly cleaned/ swept. Then between 1941 and 1951, 

the fence was moved and changed from privacy to wire. Following this change, the south 

yard space of cabin 4 was no longer a high activity area. The majority of the activity in 
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this area took place within (to the south) of the fenced in field area allowing for the 

spread of some artifacts north towards the cabin.  

Units 2148E/2979N, 2154E/2979N, and 2151E/2976N contain both a yard 

deposit in the lower elevations and a plowed/hoed field deposit in the upper elevations. 

The upper elevations have a mixing of a wide variety of artifact size and type. The 

artifact density in these three units is higher than other units and test units placed between 

cabins 3 and 4. The lower elevations have a distribution consistent with the 

sweeping/cleaning of the yard space, with the artifacts increasing near the posthole 

feature in unit 2151E/2976N. The upper elevations, with in the plowed/hoed field 

deposit, are slightly more evenly distributed with the addition of wire and fence staples. 

These three units show that the posthole feature identified in the lower elevations, and 

covered by the plowed/hoed field, is most likely associated with the early twentieth 

century “privacy” fence. At some point during or before 1941 this “privacy” fence was 

taken down and between 1941 and 1951 was replaced by a wire fence in close proximity.  

Eastern Elevations 

The investigation of the eastern or “back” elevation of cabin 3 consisted of 

sixteen test units and fifteen standard units.  A number of photos believed to be of cabin 

3, have been identified showing a wooden addition running the length of the eastern wall 

of one of the brick cabins in the quarters (Figure 2.4). The majority of the standard units 

were placed within the area of this proposed wooden addition in an attempt to investigate 

the time of construction and its possible uses. The remaining units were placed in the 

open area between cabins 3 and 6. These units were placed in order to investigate the 
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yard space east of the wooden addition and to attempt to obtain information on the fenced 

area observed in the 1903/4 and a number of the 1920’s photographs (Illustration 4.3).  

 

 

Illustration 4.3: Unit placement for the east yard and addition of cabin 3. 

 

Wooden Addition 

Unlike a number of the other cabins that had a small room added to the northern 

portion of the eastern walls, cabin 3’s addition appears to have stretched the entire length 



84 

 

of the cabin. At some point in the past, both cabins 1 and 4 had the original eastern 

windows of the north room converted to doorways. In cabin 3 both the northern and 

southern windows of the eastern wall were altered in this fashion.  

The hypothesized full room extension is supported by the initial surface survey 

that identified five flat sandstone rocks positioned as to suggest they were used as wall 

supports for an eastern room addition running the length of the cabin. In addition to the 

sandstone supports, two “back” doors and the historic photos, a lens of heavily mottled 

clay fill was identified within the same vertical elevations in all units placed within nine 

feet of the cabins eastern wall. Atop this fill level is a high density of artifacts containing 

not only construction material (i.e. brick, mortar and nails) but a large quantity of “daily” 

material such as utensils, bottles, clothing fasteners, marbles, beads etc. This suggests 

that the fill deposit is associated with the construction and use of the wood frame 

addition. Unlike the earthen floor deposit identified within the interior of all of the cabins 

tested, as well as both ruins, no maintenance of an earthen floor was identified within the 

clay fill area beneath the eastern frame addition. This artifact deposition pattern and the 

apparent lack of regular maintenance are consistent with the construction of raised 

wooden flooring. Thus the clay fill deposit was intended as a foundation and to enhance 

water runoff beneath the framed addition. To further investigate the proposed full length 

wooden addition a number of units were placed along the hypothesized wall boundaries. 

Two units were placed along the southern wall of the addition, unit 2166E/2886N 

(beneath the addition) and unit 2169E/2883N (along the “outer” wall). These two units 

were placed to identify the southern wall of the addition and collect comparative data on 

the usage of space both in the interior and exterior of the addition.  
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A distinctively higher density of artifacts were recovered below the interior of the 

addition (2166E/2886N) compared the artifact density on the southern exterior of the 

addition (2169E/2883N). This suggests that the “yard space” surrounding the cabin was 

routinely swept of debris and therefore resulted in a denser artifact deposit beneath and 

within a foot of the southern edge of the addition. Due to this finding we placed two 

comparable units along the northern wall of the addition. 

The two units placed along the northern wall of the addition, 2166E/2922N 

(interior of addition) and 2169E/2925N (exterior of addition) revealed a couple of 

interesting differences in the information generated from the two placed along the south 

wall of the addition. The first of these differences is the depression along the northern 

wall of unit 2166E/2922N. This depression was also observed along the southern 

subunits of 2169E/2925E as discussed earlier. This soil feature suggests that at some 

point in the past, a pathway ran along both the northern wall of the addition and the brick 

wall of the cabin. Unit 2166E/2922N also had low frequency of artifacts with a relatively 

fast transition to the natural sub-soil suggesting it was beneath something such as a room 

(or addition). This relatively fast transition between soil zones is caused by a structure or 

object restricting rain and other natural elements from causing the minerals and organics 

to filter down into the sub-soil. These two units show a slightly larger variety and density 

of artifacts compared to the units placed on the southern elevation of the addition 

suggesting a higher level of activity in this area. 

The investigation of the eastern wall of the wooden addition consisted of four 

standard units (2175E/2919N, 2172E/2913N, 2175E/2913N and 2172E/2907N). The 

placement of these units was intended to further investigate the boundaries of the addition 
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and to investigate a possible doorway into the eastern side of the addition. Units placed 

here had to contend with a rather large pecan tree that has grown directly along the 

eastern wall area of the addition in the years since the cabin ceased to function as a 

residence. Units 2175E/2919N and 2175E/2913N were placed along the hypothesized 

exterior of the eastern wall. These units revealed a compacted linear depression along the 

western edge of these two units consistent with what is identified as a drip line and 

pathway. This linear feature is similar to that found along the northern wall of the 

addition in unit 2166E/2922N.  

Unit 2175E/2913N was placed in the approximate location of the northeastern 

door seen in the historic photograph hypothesized to show the eastern elevations of cabin 

3. This location was chosen not only in an attempt to avoid the root system of the pecan 

tree but to further investigate the personal use of space, timeline of construction, along 

with the use and function of the addition. The artifact types and their density show a 

higher density of artifacts within the western portion of the unit believed to have been 

located beneath the addition, thus supporting the hypothesis that the yard area and 

walkway were regularly swept clean of debris. It was also observed that the number of 

personal items such as jewelry, dice, clothing rivets, zipper pulls and pipe fragments were 

extremely high outside the northeastern door of the addition compared to what was 

recovered in a comparable area around the northwestern door of the cabin. The upper .40 

foot of unit 2175E/2919 also contained a comparatively large number of personal items 

such as clothing fasteners, shoe eyes, a marble, a penny, and the metal tip of a fountain 

pen. 
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The eastern profile of Unit 2172E/2913N also shows a portion of a possible 

walkway beneath the protective area of the eastern wall of the addition. As with units 

2166E/2922N and 2166E/2886N, the western two thirds of 2172E/2913N contained a 

relatively fast soil transition to the natural sub-soil suggesting it was beneath something 

such as a room (or addition). As stated earlier, this relatively fast transition between soil 

zones is caused by a structure or object restricting rain and other natural elements from 

causing the minerals and organics to filter down into the sub-soil. Similar to other units in 

the northern elevation of the addition, these three units contained both a high density and 

variety of artifacts.  Unit 2172E/2907N however, contained a relatively small number and 

variety of artifacts compared to similar units placed in positions partially under the 

addition. Unfortunately the reason for this is unclear. 

In order to further investigate the construction of the addition, the nature of 

flooring utilized within the addition, and the date of the alterations to the cabins eastern 

doorways, Unit 2163E/2895N was placed in the cabin’s exterior beneath the southeastern 

door.  This unit identified a depression similar to those found in both the interior and 

exterior units placed adjacent to every door investigated in cabins 1, 3 and 4. These 

depressions in the dirt floors of surfaces on the exterior of the cabins have been 

interpreted as the result of foot traffic into and out of doors (Brown, 2009). The 

identification of this depression suggests that the door was constructed before the 

addition of the wooden frame room.  This depression extends into unit 2166E/2895N that 

was placed along the eastern wall of unit 2163E/2895N in order to further investigate the 

depression feature. These two units produced an extremely high variety and density of 

artifacts in the upper six inches of the soil matrix. These artifacts included a high number 
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of personal artifacts such as buttons, toys, jewelry, beads, and a glass dog figurine. The 

largest amount of artifacts associated with food (utensils, bone, fish scales and brown 

vanilla extract bottles) as compared to the interior of the cabin and other areas beneath 

the addition, was also recovered from these units. Finally nine of the twelve coins were 

recovered in these two units. These coins consisted of six pennies, two nickels and one 

tax token with a date range of 1936 – 1958 with the majority ranging through the 1940’s. 

Based on the dates and the location of the coins, a number appear to be associated with 

the door prior to the construction of the addition. 

In order to further investigate the addition of the eastern doorways, we decided to 

place a unit in the area of the north eastern doorway. This unit (2166E/2913N) was 

placed approximately three feet to the east of the doorway in an attempt to avoid the unit 

excavated by Coastal Environments while still attempting to identify the presence or 

absence of a “walkway” depression. Unfortunately this attempt was not completely 

successful. Although a shallow depression was identified in the western wall of the unit, 

its overall size and depth had been obscured by the “Coastal” unit. We did however 

identify the fill seen in other units with a higher density of artifacts in the eastern upper 

level of this fill. A smaller yet notable number of beads and food related artifacts 

(utensils, salt/pepper shaker lid, bone, liquor bottle lids) were identified in this unit. One 

nickel dating 1924 was also recovered. 

Unit 2166E/2904N was placed approximately in the center of the wooden 

addition in order to recover comparative data related to the usage of the addition and the 

types and density of artifacts as compared to the units placed on the north and south 

doorway areas of the cabin. While we did identify the heavily mottled fill that was found 
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in other units we also identified a large scatter of charcoal running in an east/west 

direction through the center of the unit. Interestingly we discovered that although we 

identified a high density of building materials in the unit, we recovered very few 

“personal” artifacts such as buttons, toys, coins or clothing fasteners as was the case in 

other units discussed above. This could be due to an interior structural component such as 

a wall located in this area. Currently the reason for this artifact pattern is unclear. 

Eastern Yard Space 

Four standard units and fourteen test units were placed extending from the “yard” 

adjacent to the eastern wall of the wooden addition through to the yard space of cabin six. 

These units were placed in an attempt to investigate cabin 3’s “back” yard area, the 

common alley between the rows of cabins, and to hopefully locate and research the 

wooden fence identified in the 1903/4 Blanchard photograph. Initially we believed that 

this 1903/4 photo was the only example of the fence placed in the alley between the two 

remaining rows of cabins. Closer inspection of circa 1920’s photographs revealed the 

fence to be present later than we first believed.  

Unit 2181E/2883N was placed nine feet to the east of the wooden addition’s 

southeast corner. Initially a brick feature was identified approximately mid wall on the 

eastern side of the unit nearly 0.5 feet below the ground surface. This brick feature 

consisted of large fragments of brick that appear to fill and “cap” a relatively large round 

posthole. This brick feature and posthole extended west into unit 2178E/2883N. Aside 

from brick fragments, artifacts recovered in direct association with the brick and posthole 

feature consisted of square nails and a small amount of glass and metal fragments. The 

soil matrix is consistent with what has been identified as “yard deposit”. The depth of the 
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feature and associated artifacts suggest an early date but the usage of the post and the 

reason for its removal remains unclear. 

A second posthole was also identified in unit 2181E/2883N. This second posthole 

feature is located mid way (sub unit 8) in the southern portion of the unit.  A fairly thick 

soil zone consisting of heavily mixed, highly organic sandy clay loam was associated 

with this second posthole feature. This soil zone appears to be thicker along the eastern 

side of the feature and quickly thinning out to the west, and appears consistent with the 

plowed/hoed field deposit identified in the northern elevation of the cabin, between 

cabins 3 and 4. The second posthole feature and soil matrix is associated with a more 

temporally mixed, higher density and variety of artifacts and include ceramics, glass, 

plastic fragments, nails, fence staples and a sock. This suggests a date no earlier than late 

19
th

 early 20
th

 century. The artifact distribution and date range combined with the highly 

mixed organic soil zone suggests that this posthole feature has a later date than the brick 

filled posthole feature identified to the west.  

The soil zone associated with the later posthole feature, from here on identified as 

“pen” deposit, was also identified in test units 2192E/2882N, 2201E2882N, and 

2209E/2882N. This shows that the “pen” deposit stretched east/west at least 45 feet 

across the area between the cabin rows. This “pen” deposit was buried beneath a more 

compact soil that was approximately 0.2- 0.3 foot thick. This slightly more compact soil 

was found to overlay the “pen deposit” whenever it was identified. Because this “pen” 

deposit stopped in test unit 2201E/2882N a standard unit (2199E/2883N) was placed in 

order to further define the “pen” soil zone. This unit revealed an interesting feature and 

artifact distribution pattern. 
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First, the larger unit revealed that the “pen” deposit stretched east/west across the 

entire unit approximately 1.2 feet south of the northern wall of the unit. Secondly, while 

there are slight differences in distribution between the units, the types, date range, and 

density of artifacts with the “pen” deposit are consistent with those recovered in unit 

2181E/2883N. The artifact distribution, however, slightly differs in unit 2199E/2883N in 

that they are denser in the northern half of the unit. Finally, a posthole feature was 

identified in unit 2199E/2883N, approximately 1 foot south of the edge of the “pen” 

deposit.  This posthole feature is located along the same north/south grid line (2881N) as 

the southern posthole in unit 2181E/2883N and both are located at a similar depth. These 

standard units and test units identified a highly mixed organic soil zone located between 

the cabins approximately 19-20 feet from the cabin wall of both 3 and 6. This “pen” 

deposit combined with the identification of two postholes, and the artifact date range, 

suggests that this represents the proposed “common” livestock pen identified in a number 

of the historic photographs. 

The remaining standard unit and seven test units were placed as to investigate the 

alley space between cabins 3 and 6, and the possible western edge of the yard space for 

cabin 6. Test unit 2186E/2888N was placed approximately eleven feet east of the eastern 

wall of the wooden addition. The soil matrix is consistent with yard deposit and a 

possible posthole was identified in the southeast corner.  The small size, number and 

variety of artifacts are consistent with regular cleaning/ sweeping of a space and suggest 

that this is the eastern (back) fence line of cabin 3. A number of nail fragments were 

identified within the test unit, no wire or fence staples were identified. The lack of wire 
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and staples suggests this proposed fence line is associated with the wooden privacy 

fencing identified in the 1920’s photographs 

Three test units (2189E/2894N, 2195E/2888N and 2204E/2888N) and one 

standard unit (2196E/2886N) were intended to test the alleyway between the cabin rows. 

These units contained a natural soil development with an increase in artifact type, size 

and density as compared to units placed to the east and west. The artifact size and density 

sharply drops in test unit 2213E/2888N. Interestingly no “personal” artifacts such as 

buttons, coins, toys, or clothing fasteners were identified in these units unlike most units 

excavated during the project. This increase in the type, size and density of artifacts, 

within the alley way between the cabins confirms the hypothesized sweeping of the yard 

spaces. This sweeping activity resulted in the accumulation of artifacts in the common 

areas between the cabins where daily activities were limited. 

The western boundary of the yard space associated with cabin 6 was identified in 

test units 2222E/2888N and 2231E/2888N. The artifact type and density increased in 

2222E/2888N and contained a number of nail and wire fragments. A sharp soil change 

was identified in the lower levels in the form of a distinct line running north/south 

through the center of the unit showing a darker soil on the eastern side. Test unit 

2231E/2888N contained a relatively low number of smaller artifacts. The soil matrix 

identified as yard deposit was also identified in this test unit. As with all other yard 

spaces investigated during the project, the soil and artifact distribution suggests the yard 

space of cabin 6 was also regularly cleaned/swept of debris during the cabins occupation. 

The increase in artifacts identified in 2222E/2888N along the edge of the “yard” deposit, 
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combined with the recovery of wire fragments and nails suggest that at one time the yard 

of cabin 6 had a wire fence line.  

Based on the excavation results of the units placed between the rows of cabins, 

this area appears to confirm several hypotheses related to this “alley way”.  For examples, 

at some point in the past a common fenced/pen area was constructed between the two 

rows of cabins. Second, areas closer to the cabins on either side also had fencing 

“claiming” personal space for the occupants of the cabins. Finally the “alleyway” was 

utilized as a disposal area where debris accumulated as a result of the sweeping and 

cleaning of yard spaces.  

Personal Choices 

As mentioned earlier, cabin 3 was chosen as a focus of my research partly due to 

a number of differences observed between cabin 3 and the other extant cabins during 

initial testing. These differences were first identified in the architecture (Heacock, 2007). 

However, our extended excavations also revealed differences in the artifact types and 

features along with their distribution 

The initial uniformity of the architecture within the quarters community was 

altered through time. Many of the architectural modifications were similar but may have 

been made at different times depending on the needs and choices of the individual 

occupants.  The renovation of the western common wall in the form of the placement of a 

doorway between the north and south rooms appears to be common in all of the extant 

cabins except cabin 6. This interior doorway was likely the first renovation to be 

preformed and was the direct result of the “thinning” of the quarters community’s 
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population after the turn of the century (Crespi, 2004) and the shift to a one family per 

cabin occupancy pattern.   

Another similarity identified in all of the remaining cabins consists of a circular 

hole placed in the chimney of the northern rooms.  Based on several factors, this hole was 

constructed to accommodate a stove pipe suggesting that wood burning stoves replaced 

cooking in the hearth. With the exception of cabin 3, these holes were cut into the center 

of the north facing chimney above the hearth ledge. This not only suggests the universal 

usage of the north room as a kitchen area (Brown, 2008c) but that the stoves were placed 

directly in front of the hearth. This however is not the case for cabin 3. Although it 

appears that the north room was used for food preparation, and was also renovated with 

the addition of a stove, the stoves placement seems to differ. The circular hole for the 

stove pipe was placed in the eastern side of the chimney. This suggests that the stove was 

placed to the east of the hearth effectively continuing access and presumably usage of the 

north room’s hearth. One of the currently known historic photographs shows the interior 

of a north room with the stove placed to the side of the hearth rather than the front 

(Figure 4.11).  

 

Figure 4.11: The stovepipe hole in the eastern façade of the chimney, north room, cabin 3. 
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Due to cabin 3 being the only cabin with a hole cut into the east side of the chimney, it is 

proposed that this photo is of the interior of cabin 3. Interestingly a later photo of cabin 3 

shows a stove pipe extending from the roof of the southern portion of the wooden 

addition, possibly suggesting that the food preparation area was later moved to the south 

side of the wooden addition, or that a second “kitchen” was added to the cabin (Figure 

4.9). 

Yet another renovation observed in every cabin is the addition of raised wooden 

flooring. Aside from the debate concerning the actual number of cabins originally built in 

the quarters, the nature of the flooring within the cabins has been the largest source of 

debate. The studies conducted by both Coastal Environments (Hahn and Wells, 1991) and 

NPS (Miri, 1997 and Keel, 1999) state the cabins were originally built with raised 

wooden flooring. These studies cite the existing remnants of the interior whitewash and 

the existence in all of the cabins of deteriorating floor boards and support joist as 

evidence of the original wooden flooring. Indeed, in the draft of a historic structures 

report currently under review by the National Park Service, architect Joseph K. 

Oppermann states:  

…both the north and west perimeter walls have a ledge built into the brick work 

along the interior faces. The west wall has a 5”-deep ledge that continues along 

the north wall at a depth of 5½”. Presumably, the continuous ledge is repeated 

along the opposite walls of this room as well as the adjoining south room of the 

cabin. An interior ledge of this dimension is a common mid-nineteenth century 

feature in buildings intended to have wood flooring on wood joists. (Oppermann, 

2013:57) 

 

However, there are several lines of evidence that suggest that the cabins originally 

utilized hard packed earthen flooring and only later was the flooring changed to raised 

wood (Crespi, 2004; Brown, 2008b, 2009; Heacock, 2008, 2011).  
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The first line of evidence was recorded during the interviews conducted for the 

ethnography by the then NPS ethnographer Muriel Crespi. When asked how they would 

like the cabins to be interpreted to the public, Crespi reports that the former residents and 

descendents suggested the restoration of the cabins and yard space including specifically 

the dirt flooring (Crespi, 2004:74). This oral history of dirt flooring was confirmed during 

informal interviews with former residents and visitors within the community conducted 

during 2007 and 2008 (Brown, 2009:51-56). Not only did these informants state that they 

remembered dirt flooring in different cabins at differing times, but one informant, Mr. 

Andrew Moran, remembers being present during the “patching”/repairing of a number of 

cracks in the flooring of cabin 1 during the 1930’s. This patching activity consisted of a 

mixture of soil and lime being applied and packed into the cracks formed by the 

drying/weathering of the floor and extensive usage and wear (Brown, 2009). This activity 

is identified archaeologically through the observation of a layered or banded appearance 

in the dirt floor deposit. Other former residents, most notably the Vercher family, 

distinctly remember wooden flooring (L. Vercher, personal communication, 2006). This 

discrepancy might suggest that flooring was renovated in different cabins at different 

times in the past.  

Not only does oral history support the proposed earthen flooring but there is also 

archaeological evidence that supports this hypothesis. Excavations into the foot print of 

all three cabins included in the larger study as well as both ruins tested identified a hard 

packed earthen floor deposit. Unfortunately, the upper level of the dirt flooring of cabin 1 

was removed by NPS personnel prior to the beginning of our investigations in 2005 

(Brown, 2006). The dirt floor deposit associated with the ruins was also negatively 
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impacted as a result of the destruction of the cabin and offered little more than the 

conformation of a floor deposit. Excavations of cabin 4 revealed both evidence of repairs 

to the earthen floor in the northern room, as well as the later addition of raised wooden 

flooring and finally the installation of linoleum (Heacock, 2008a).   This patching activity 

was also identified in cabin 3. Unit 2148E/2892N placed in the south room, near the 

western window, revealed patched areas in subunits 3 and 9.  

Excavations of cabin 3 identified a number of features suggesting the initial use of 

a hard packed earthen floor. First, in both cabins 3 and 4 the soil deposit identified as the 

dirt floor completely covered the brick step out identified at the base of all the interior 

walls of the cabins. Both the interior walls and the perimeter walls were load bearing and 

therefore required this wider base for support. In addition, this step out, although 

somewhat smaller, was also identified in units placed adjacent to the walls along the 

exterior of the cabin.  Had this feature been placed in order to support raised wooden 

flooring as proposed by Oppermann (2013), the removal of 0.4-0.5 foot of the compacted 

floor deposit would have been required. The identification of the step out on the exterior 

coupled with the dirt floor covering the feature suggests that the step out is an 

architectural feature of the wall base utilized to provide a wider foundation on which to 

support the cabin’s walls and not a support for wooden flooring. 

A number of brick supports were identified directly above the hard packed floor 

surface in excavation units placed along the interior walls. In units containing remnants 

of joists and floor boards, these wooden features were placed above and supported by the 

brick supports. The majority of artifacts were collected from the soil levels located above 

the hard packed floor and below and associated with the remaining floor boards. These 
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artifacts were generally small and could generally be dated from the late 19
th

 – mid 20
th

 

century although far more weighted to the mid-20
th

 century. As mentioned earlier, the 

personal spaces associated with the cabins were regularly cleaned/ swept of debris 

allowing dropped or lost items to be easily retrieved from an earthen floor. This activity 

would have seriously curtailed the deposition of artifacts that would normally have been 

deposited in heavily occupied areas. The vertical location, size and date of the artifacts 

suggest that the artifact deposits were formed after the installation of a raised wooden 

floor possibly by falling between the boards.  

Another line of evidence is the identification of depressions located adjacent to the center 

of every door in each of the cabins 3 investigated. In cabin 3 these depressions were 

identified in both the interior and exterior of all doorways with the exception of the 

exterior space of the northwestern door that was not excavated. This feature was also 

identified on both sides of the inner doorway between rooms suggesting the inner door 

was added at some time before the addition of a wooden floor. Unlike the patching in 

other locations of the dirt floor, it seems more extreme measures were taken to stabilize 

these depressions adjacent to doorways. These depressions show evidence of repeated 

repair and stabilization attempts utilizing soil, cement, and brick and mortar to repeatedly 

fill these areas. One example of this is the depression formed adjacent to the north eastern 

doorway in cabin 4 (Figure 4.12). The repeated repairs to this depression consisted of 

large brick fragments, mortar and cement (Heacock and McCullough, 2008). The 

excavation of this depression revealed that even the extreme measures taken here were 

not permanently effective due to the high amount of traffic through the door. 
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Figure 4.12: Photograph of the depression repair including cement patch, north room, cabin 4 (courtesy 
of Dr. Kenneth Brown). 

 

The depressions, their location, and repairs suggest that they were formed by 

regular foot traffic through the doorways. Had the cabin consisted of wooden flooring 

these depressions would not have been formed and repairs would not have been 

necessary. The identification of these depressions in the exterior spaces of the doorways 

also suggests a number of interpretations. Concerning the front porch, this depression 

suggests that at least initially the porch also had dirt flooring at least for a short period of 

time. In the case of the eastern elevations these depressions are even more revealing. 

Initially it was believed that the conversion of the eastern widows into doorways 

coincided with the building of small wooden additions. As discussed earlier, our 

investigations revealed that for each cabin the eastern additions were built with raised 

wooden floors. The identification of these depressions located adjacent to doorways, on 

the exterior of the eastern side of cabin 3, suggests the eastern doorways were constructed 

some time before the construction of the addition.  

Although previous archaeological, historical and architectural studies agree that 

the cabins were originally constructed with raised wooden flooring, closer inspection of 
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the combined lines of evidence (oral histories, depressions adjacent to doorways, 

patching and repair episodes, artifact type, date and deposition patterns) suggests earthen 

floors were originally used. These earthen floors were later replaced by raised wooden 

flooring likely as a result of personal choice and the financial abilities of the occupants.  

  Cabin 3 had an additional change in its original architecture not found in any of the 

extant cabins: the “extra” window placed into the western wall of the southern room. 

Two units were placed below this window, one on the interior (2148E/2892N) one foot 

east of the wall and one on the exterior (2145E/2892N), in an attempt to determine both 

its use and time of construction. Very few artifacts were recovered from the interior unit 

2148E/2892N. This unit also has the lowest artifact type and count of any unit placed 

within the interior of the cabin. Other than brick and nails only a small amount of bone, 

curved glass, fish scales, small metal fragments, and a safety pin were recovered within 

the whole three foot by three foot unit.   

Subunit 9 of unit 2145E/2892N placed directly adjacent to the inner wall, below 

the window, contained a much larger number and variety of artifacts than the entire unit 

2148E/2982N. By far the most numerous types are brick and flat widow glass fragments 

(397 pieces) of all sizes. Two buttons (china and shell), one safety pin, and a needle were 

also recovered. Aside from this there were small amounts of fish scales, egg shell, bone, 

nails and curved glass. The higher density of artifacts may be the result of a very specific 

activity. The highest densities of artifacts identified within the interior of the cabin were 

recovered in units placed near or adjacent to the walls and hearth areas. The historic 

photograph of what is believed to be the north room of cabin 3 shows a large gap 

between the wooden floor and the hearth base (Figure 3.2). This gap would allow for 
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objects to be deposited by falling through this gap as a result of being dropped or during 

the sweeping and cleaning of the floor. This would suggest that the higher density of 

artifacts recovered from the area directly below the window may have been a result of the 

same depositional process. Below the dirt floor deposit, a high density of large brick 

fragments along with some square nails and bone fragments were identified in association 

with the previous wall and hearth features identified in the southern porch and south 

room.  

Interestingly the floor patch/repair mentioned earlier was located in unit 

2148E/2892N. The need for these patches may have been the result of heavy usage and 

wear on the earthen floors. These floor patches were identified in cabin 4’s north 

room/kitchen. The identification of floor patching in the southern room of cabin 3 may 

suggest different behavioral and/or activity patterns were being practiced in cabin 3 

compared to the other cabins.  

The exterior unit, 2145E/2892N, placed directly below the window measured one 

foot by three feet. Placing this unit on  the grid system resulted in subunits 1, 4 and 7 on 

the exterior, sub units 2, 5 and 8 were located beneath the cabin wall and subunits 3, 6 

and 9 were located along the interior wall. Due to this admittedly odd unit placement only 

sub units 1, 4, 7 and 9 were excavated. As discussed earlier sub unit 1 of this unit 

revealed the hearth base of a previous structure most likely constructed before 

Lecompte’s purchase of the property. The majority of the artifacts were recovered from 

the elevations above this brick feature. Although this unit contained a higher number and 

wider type of artifacts than the unit placed on the interior, the artifact types were 

consistent though somewhat lower in number than with other units placed beneath the 
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southern portion of the front porch. In addition, the artifacts recovered in association with 

the hearth of the previous structure offer little to our further understanding of this feature. 

Unit 2145E/2892N in itself does not yield answers to the questions concerning the use or 

time of construction for the window. 

Within the larger context of cabin 3, a possible function of the window may be 

identified. The most obvious observation is the larger variety and higher density of 

artifacts recovered from the southern portion of the porch as compared to the northern 

portion. This pattern was also identified within the back wooden addition. Excavations 

identifying the repair/patching of the dirt floor also suggest that the southern room of the 

cabin had a comparatively higher amount of traffic than was identified in the other two 

cabins investigated. Finally the number and distribution of the coins recovered in cabin 3 

suggest a change in the pattern identified within the larger project (Brown and Cole, 

2012). 

A total of 192 coins and tokens were recovered throughout the quarters area. With 

the exception of a German “Pfinnig” dating 1950, all of the coins and tokens were minted 

in the United States. The majority of these coins are pennies and nickels with only a few 

dimes and quarters being recovered. The date range of these coins is 1838/9 to 1984. The 

two types of tokens identified during this study were Louisiana Luxury Tax Tokens and 

Louisiana Welfare tokens. They were minted with denominations of 1 mill, 2 mill and 5 

mill. Although these tokens were not minted with a date they were only in circulation 

during very specific time periods. The Luxury Tax tokens were first minted and placed in 

circulation as a result of the passing of the Luxury Tax Act of 1936. They were 

withdrawn from circulation and redemption ended in 1938 with the passage of the 
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Louisiana Public Welfare Revenue Act of 1938. The resulting Public Welfare Tokens 

were minted between 1938 and 1940 when they too were withdrawn from circulation 

(Brown and Cole, 2012). The relatively short period of circulation of these tokens, 1938-

1940, allows the tokens to be useful in temporal dating of the architectural changes of the 

cabins.  

A total of 75 of these coins and tokens were recovered within cabin 3 and its yard 

spaces. This is slightly less than the number recovered in cabin 4 (88).  Cabin 1 had 

significantly less than both cabin 3 and 4 with a total of 27. This difference in the number 

of coins recovered may be the result of a number of processes: the length of occupation 

for each cabin differs, the timeline of the addition of raised wooden flooring may differ, 

the financial income of the occupants may differ, and the removal of the upper levels of 

the archaeological deposit of cabin 1 by NPS after 1999.   

Although the total number varies between cabins, close inspection reveals an 

interesting distributional pattern. In both cabins 1 and 4 there are twice as many coins 

recovered in the north room as compared to the south. In addition the eastern and western 

yard spaces of cabin 1 and 4 contained one coin each with the exception of cabin 1’s east 

yard that contained two. These patterns were not identified in cabin 3. The coins 

identified within the interior of the brick portion of the cabin were evenly distributed 

between both the north and south rooms (23 in the north room and 22 in the south room). 

In addition, a significantly higher number of coins were identified within the exterior of 

cabin 3. Beneath the “front” (west) porch twelve coins were recovered, four in the north 

and twelve in the south. The wooden addition (east yard) contained sixteen, three in the 

northern section and nine in the southern section. The only similarity in the patterns of 
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the coin deposits between cabin 1 and cabin 3 are the two coins each identified in the 

northern yards. There were no coins recovered in the north yard of cabin 4. 

COIN AND TOKEN DISTRIBUTION 

Cabin # 
North 

Pen 

South 

Pen 

East 

Yard 

West 

Yard 

North 

Yard 

South 

Yard 
Total 

1 17 5 2 1 2 0 27 

3 23 22 12 16 2 0 75 

4 55 28 1 1 0 3 88 
Table 1  Total number of coins and tokens recovered within the three cabins and their general location. 

 

COIN AND TOKEN DISTRIBUTION WITHIN CABIN 3 

North 

Porch 

South 

Porch 

North 

Room 

South 

Room 

North 

Addition 

South 

Addition 

4 12 23 22 3 9 
Table 2  Total number of coins and tokens recovered in cabin 3 and their general location. 

The study of these coins has produced a number of observations pertaining to 

cabin 3. First the distributional patterns suggest that cabin 3, in particular the southern 

portions of the porch, cabin, and addition, was the location of some type of activity that 

included the use of coins. The addition of the window could allow for some type of 

commerce to be conducted out of the cabins south room without having to grant access to 

non-residents to the cabins interior. The patching/repairs of the earthen floor of the 

southern room suggesting a high amount of traffic through the south room, and the 

addition of a western window seem to support this hypothesis.  

Secondly, the dates on and location of the coins can be employed to suggest a 

rough timeline for the alterations to the cabin. The date range for the coins and tokens 

recovered in and around cabin 3 range from 1838/9 through 1961. The 1838/9 seated 

liberty half-dime was recovered in the soil zone below the earthen floor of the south 

room. This date seems to confirm the historical evidence that the brick cabins were under 

construction during the 1840’s. Two of the coins were recovered from the repair episodes 
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identified in the dirt floor depression south of the interior doorway. The first repair 

deposit contained a 190? nickel with a later repair deposit containing a 1917 quarter. The 

depression’s internal stratigraphy combined with the coin dates suggest an early 1900’s 

date for the construction of the interior doorway. This too supports the oral history of the 

cabin alterations noted by Crespi (2004). With the exception of one tax token and one 

1924 nickel, all coins recovered beneath the wooden addition had a date range of 1941 

thru 1958. Coins continually remain in circulation for extended periods of time and are 

therefore only useful to dating in the context of a “not prior to” date. Therefore the 

recovery of a 1924 coin in association with later coins is not unusual. The limited use of 

the tokens however, can be somewhat more helpful in narrowing down a possible 

construction date for the eastern addition. The Token was recovered from the depression 

deposit identified in unit 2166E/2895N. This depression was filled and capped by the lens 

of “fill” that provided an earthen foundation below the addition. This suggests that the 

token was deposited before or during the construction of the addition. The Luxury Tax 

Token’s location and narrow minting and circulation date of 1936-1938 suggest the 

addition was built sometime after 1936 and probably shortly after 1938. 

Although the date range within the cabin is the early 1900’s thru 1961, as was the 

case for all three of the cabins, the vast majority of the coins recovered in association 

with cabin 3 date to the 1940’s and 50’s. This date range combined with the spike in 

coins dated post-1940 suggests that the wooden flooring within the cabin was constructed 

sometime during the middle half of the  1900’s with the consumer related activities and 

possibly the construction of the western window sometime after 1940. With the exception 

of a 1916 wheat penny the coins recovered from beneath the front porch were all dated 
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between 1936 and 1961. Not only is this date range similar to that identified in the 

southern room of the cabin and the coin pattern beneath the addition, it also supports the 

hypothesized coin related activities occurring in the 1940’s and 50’s. This range also 

suggests that the raised wooden flooring of the front porch could have been added much 

later than what has been identified through historic photographs of the other cabins 

investigated. One possible explanation for this later date is that the earlier hearth feature 

supplied stable flooring for the porch area and therefore the occupants did not see the 

renovation of the porch floors a priority. However, given the very small number of coins 

found that were minted prior to 1940, and the complete lack of plantation store tokens 

recovered, this data may also support the later construction of a wooden floor for the 

porch. 

     Interestingly a second line of support for the date range of the raised wooden flooring 

and the construction of the addition comes from a small collection of aluminum condom 

wrappers labeled “Koin-Pack” (Figure 4.13) 

.  

Figure 4.13: “Koin-Pack” wrapper. 
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 A total of three “Koin-Pack” wrappers were identified above the dirt floor in the south 

room of cabin 3 and above the clay foundation of the wooden addition. Cabin 3 was the 

only location within the quarters community where we identified this type of artifact. By 

1870 the manufacture and distribution of Latex condoms was a thriving industry in 

America (Bullough, 1981; Tone, 2001; Youssef, 1993 and Valentine, 2008). According 

to Valentine (2008), this thriving industry was driven underground in 1873 with the 

passing of the Comstock Act that outlawed manufacture and distribution of birth control 

devices among other “immoral” goods. The legalization of condoms was reinstated in 

1918 due to the high rates of sexually transmitted diseases following the First World War 

(Valentine, 2008, 2011). As part of the legalization, condom packaging had to be labeled 

“prophylactics” or “sold only for the prevention of disease” (Valentine, 2008, 2011). The 

aluminum packaging utilized for Koin-Packs was issued a patent number in 1935. The 

identification of the three Koin-Pack wrappers and their vertical locations, combined with 

the labeling of “sold for the prevention of disease” and the patent issue date of 1935 

support both the proposed date for the flooring and the construction of the addition.  

Another difference between cabin 3 and the other two cabins investigated during 

our study is, with one possible exception, the apparent lack of sub-floor religious, or 

conjure, deposits identified in cabin 3. The single exception was the discovery of a small 

snail shell was recovered from the undisturbed soil at the edge of the base of this possible 

small pit feature. This shell is notable for two reasons: the rarity of this type of shell 

within the quarters area and the intentional modification of the shell. Only one other 

example of this type of shell was identified during excavations at Magnolia. This other 
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shell was recovered in association with the gris-gris locket recovered in the south room of 

cabin 1. 

 

Figure 4.14: Photograph of the drilled shell recovered from the north wall of unit 2154E/2898N 
(adapted from Brown, 2009:30). 

 

 The shell recovered from cabin 3 had four small holes drilled into the outer 

edges. When displayed so that the four holes are seen they form a cross pattern. 

Interestingly the growth pattern of the shell forms a counterclockwise circular pattern that 

is framed by the four drilled holes (Figure 4.14) Research into the BaKongo Cosmogram 

notes that the four points of human life begins on the east (representing birth), and 

continues in a counterclockwise direction through life in this world (north), transition to 

the world of spirits and ancestors (death) on the west, and life in the spirit world (south) 

(Ferguson 1992; Fennell 2007a, 2007b; Brown 1994, 2001, 2005a).  The identification of 

the crossroads symbols and deposits in cabins 1 and 3 and the altered religious medals 

recovered, suggests that the drilled shell could be a physical representation of some form 

of this belief system.  

At least two conjure deposits were placed within cabin 1, one each in the north 

room below the eastern door/window and in the exterior western elevation beneath the 
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“front” porch (Brown, 2006). The northern deposit seems to be centered on the concept 

of controlling “luck” or good fortune while the exterior “trick” appears oriented toward 

control of a habit including the consumption of alcohol. Current research suggests that 

these deposits were placed sometime in the late 19
th

 early 20
th

 century (Brown, 2006). 

Another difference with cabin 3 was the lack of Catholic and possible Voodoo religious 

elements. Five Catholic miraculous metals (2 in cabin 1 and 3 in cabin 4) and a crucifix 

(cabin 4) were recovered from the western elevations within the interior of cabins 1 and 

4. These six religious symbols were each placed in small holes that were dug in the hard 

      

Figure 4.15: Photographs of two Miraculous Medals:  the one on the right was found in a small hole dug 
into the floor of Cabin #1”s north room, and has been heavily altered from the original (adapted from 
Brown 2008a:50). 

 

packed dirt floors and quickly filled. Two of these medals (one each in cabin1 and 4) 

were altered at some point after their manufacture. The alterations of the medal recovered 

from the north room of cabin 1 were in the form of the halo being changed to resemble a 

head scarf, the Virgin Mary’s face is elongated with larger facial features, the waist line 
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was decreased enhancing the bust line, and the “earth” was effectively erased (Brown, 

2006) (Figure 4.15). Current research suggests that the resulting figure closely resembles 

depictions of the Haitian goddess Erzulie (Brown, 2008b). The meaning of these changes 

is currently part of the ongoing research of the larger project being conducted by Brown. 

The second altered religious medal was recovered from the south room of cabin 4. 

This alteration was in the form of a series of four rectangular holes punched in the outer 

boarder of the medal at the four cardinal directions (Figure 4.16). The placement of the 

holes is similar to the identification  of crossroads symbols “+” and the placement of 

crossroad deposits identified on sites once occupied by African and African Americans 

across the south (Brown, 2001, 2005a, 2008b and 2008c; Fennell, 2007a and Ferguson, 

1992). 

 

 

 

 

 

A buckle identified beneath the floor of the north room of cabin 4, was recovered in close 

proximity to two of the miraculous medals. This buckle was manufactured with a cross 

 Figure 4.16: A photograph of the only altered 
Miraculous Medal recovered from Cabin 4 
(adapted from Brown 2008a:52). 

 

Figure 4.17: A photograph of the possible 
shoe buckle found between the two 
Miraculous Medals on the eastern side of the 
north room of Cabin 4 (adapted from Brown, 
2009:44). 
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within an oval design resembling the crossroads/cosmogram symbols (Brown and 

Currier, 2009) (Figure 4.17).  

This crossroads symbol “+” is also identified on a locket recovered from the southern 

room of cabin 1. In addition to this symbol are a number of tick marks resembling 

commas and four arrows indicating a counter clockwise motion. These symbols are 

consistent with known gris-gris symbols employed most notably by Marie Laveau 

(Brown, 2008b).  

The crossroads deposits identified within the floor space of cabins and praise 

houses within the larger project, consisted of a set of four deposits located one each in the 

cardinal directions. At Magnolia two sets of these crossroad deposits were identified: one 

in the north room of cabin 4 and one in the south room of cabin 1. These sub-floor 

deposits were placed into the hard packed dirt floor at some time prior to the installation 

of the raised wooden flooring. In both cabins 1 and 4, what is proposed to be the northern 

deposits of these crossroads deposits were “missing”. In the case of cabin 4 it is 

suggested that the northern deposit was an above floor alter (Brown and Currier, 2009; 

Brown, 2012). Cabin 1’s northern deposit is hypothesized to have been placed beneath 

the hearth and was therefore not excavated (Brown, 2012). In the case of the eastern 

deposit in the south room of cabin 1 a rectangular pit was identified below the window 

containing the gris-gris locket and a marine snail shell (Brown, 2008c). A rectangular pit 

feature was also identified in the southern room below the eastern window in cabin 4. 

This feature did not however contain any identifiable artifacts. However the soil 

chemistry suggests a concentration of organic material, near the base of the hole, 
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supporting the hypothesis that whatever was placed in the pit decomposed or was 

removed prior to our excavations (Brown, 2008c).  

Investigations into ruin “B” revealed a pit feature at the base of the plow zone. 

This feature was placed at the approximate location of the south western window, had 

similar east-west dimensions, and was identified at approximately the same depth as 

those found in cabins 1 and 4 (Brown, 2008c). Due to the collapse of the cabin sometime 

prior to the 1920’s and the later plowing activities, only the base of this feature remained 

and no identifiable artifacts were recorded. Units placed in cabin 3, in comparable areas 

of the crossroads deposits identified in cabins 1 and 4, and ruin “B”, recovered no such 

deposits. In the case of the crossroads deposits identified at Magnolia “it should be 

pointed out that these deposits and artifacts support the evolution of the crossroads in 

terms of its adaptation by members of the magnolia community into Christianity.”(Brown 

and Currier, 2009:48)  

Interestingly the one and only artifact hypothesized to be associated with a 

religious belief system identified in association with cabin 3 was recovered from a 

shallow pit found adjacent to the hearth in the south room. Here a small soil depression 

was identified along the edge of the concrete base of the hearth. Unfortunately not only 

did this feature appear to extend below the concrete hearth base, but it was impacted by 

both root and rodent activity obscuring the perimeter of the feature.  

The archaeological investigation of cabin 3 has identified possible similarities and 

differences in activities and beliefs practiced by the residents of cabin 3 compared to 

those identified in cabin 1 and 4, and to a lesser extent ruin “A”. Excavations into the 
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interior and exterior spaces of the cabin suggest these differences are the result of 

different choices and behaviors being practiced by the residents of the cabin.  

During the initial stages of the research into cabin 3 I had hoped to identify 

changes in occupational type from enslavement to tenant farming and finally wage labor. 

Our excavations in the yard space between cabins 3 and 4, and the auger tests performed 

by Keel recovered examples of early ceramics possibly dating to the enslavement period.  

Unfortunately, the period of enslavement is not well represented in our investigations into 

the Magnolia Quarters Community. In addition, although the store ledgers, Hertzog 

family plantation records, and Crespi’s ethnography all reference both wage labor and 

tenant farming we were unable to distinguish between these two occupational classes in 

the archaeological record.  

The underrepresentation of enslavement in the archaeological record of the cabins 

could be the result of a combination of a number of issues. The largest impact on the 

archaeological deposits concerning the enslavement period may be the actions and 

choices made by the occupants of the cabins themselves. The simple act of sweeping the 

dirt floors and yard spaces may have constantly cleared the brick cabins of dropped and 

otherwise “lost” portions of the material culture.  This cleaning activity within the yard 

spaces resulted in the deposition of yard trash in areas outside of the activity areas and 

away from the cabins. 

Another issue may be the areas investigated during the archaeological excavations 

conducted during our research and the previous studies. With the exception of our limited 

excavations into the alleyway between cabins 3 and 6 and Keel’s (1999) auger tests, all of 

the archaeological investigations were focused on the interior of the cabins and their 
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immediate yard spaces. No trash disposal pits were identified within the yards, and 

cisterns were identified but not excavated. Our current hypothesis is that the above 

mentioned cleaning activities “moved” the material deposits into areas that were not 

included in any of the archaeological studies other than Keel’s auger tests. 

Finally, the post-occupation farming activities of the site may have obscured any 

remaining in-situ deposits. This post-occupation farming activity consisted of deep 

plowing around the exterior spaces of the cabins and their yard spaces. This plowing 

activity may have mixed and obscured any remaining in-situ enslavement deposits.  
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Chapter 5 

Summary and Conclusions 

 

The remaining brick cabins of the Magnolia Quarters Community are some of the 

last architectural representations of a culturally rich agricultural community. This 

community adapted and changed with the ever changing surrounding political and social 

environment of the rural south.   To this day the Magnolia Quarters remains a cherished 

place of memories for those who once resided in this community (Crespi, 2004; Brown, 

2009). As one of only a few remaining standing quarters across the South, Magnolia 

offers a unique opportunity for research into the lives of members of these rural 

communities.  

The two previous investigations of the Magnolia Quarters site were conducted in 

order to obtain information on the integrity of the site’s archaeological deposit, to attempt 

to establish a timeline for the construction of the brick cabins, and to identify components 

of the original architectural features of the cabins (i.e. porches, flooring, doorways, etc.).  

These two previous studies resulted in differing opinions as to the integrity of the 

archaeological deposits (Hahn and Wells 1991; Keel, 1999). While the investigation 

conducted by Coastal Environments concluded that very little of the archaeological 

deposits remain (Hahn and Wells 1991), the later investigation conducted by Keel 

concluded otherwise (Keel, 1999).  The archaeological investigation of three of the 

remaining cabins and two ruin locations directed by Dr. Brown as part of a larger study 

has provided information on the construction timeline and the changing architectural 

components (Brown, 2009; Heacock 2011). In addition, Brown’s study also provides 

information on the world view and choices made by some of the community members 
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over time (Brown, 2005b and 2011).  As a component of Brown’s investigation of the 

Magnolia Quarters, excavations focused on cabin 3 and discussed in this thesis, have 

identified a number of both differences and similarities between cabin 3 and the other 

cabins investigated. 

Although cabin 3’s archaeological deposits had been impacted by the two earlier 

investigations of the brick cabins (Hahn and Wells 1991; Keel, 1999) and the pest control 

efforts of NPS. It was possible to avoid these previous activities and include cabin 3 in 

the larger study. During the current investigation of the cabin and its associated yard 

space, a total of 48 standard three foot square units and 43 one foot square test units were 

excavated over a four year period. The analysis of the soil features identified and artifacts 

recovered from these excavations have allowed us to address a number of questions 

proposed by this thesis and the larger project. In particular the focus of this thesis is on a 

sense of a “unified community” versus “individualism within a community” as 

manifested through the choices made by the members of the Magnolia Quarters 

community. In particular this thesis asks “ Can we identify archaeologically the shifts in 

landscape?”, and “What do the differences in landscape and artifact patterns show about 

the Magnolia Quarters community’s people and in particular the occupants of cabin 3, 

over time?”.  

As stated earlier, archaeological investigations into exterior areas of quarters 

communities have found, “[t]ogether, house and yard form a nucleus within which the 

culture expresses itself, is perpetrated, changed and reintegrated” (Mintz 1974:23), and 

“there lie in yard scatters and fence lines expressions of individual identity and 

community structure waiting to be read and understood.” (Heath and Bennett, 2000:51). 
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The investigation into the yard space of cabin 3 yielded evidence of a changing sense of 

community and individualism within that community.        

During the period of enslavement and later, emancipation, the quarters was a large 

community consisting of shared space and uniformity. Initially the construction, 

placement and apparent uniformity of the brick cabins and their surrounding landscape 

may be the result of choices made by the plantation’s owner. The historical and 

archaeological evidence suggests these cabins were being constructed in the mid-1840’s 

(Brown, 2008b; Heacock, 2011). The recovery of an 1838/9 seated liberty dime within 

the base of the dirt floor of the south room of cabin 3 supports this hypothesis. 

These choices involving the housing of the plantation’s workforce were motivated 

by the need for control, efficiency, and the owner’s display of status within the 

Natchitoches planter society. Within the structured labor regime employed by the owners, 

the uniformity of the housing and material items available, and the shared experiences of 

the community members, the residents of the Magnolia Quarters built a complex, and 

tightly knit community. This sense of community remained and adapted through the 

following years of reconstruction, the “Jim Crow” era, and the beginning of the civil 

rights movement.  

The communal use of space, “open” yard areas, and apparent uniformity of 

housing and material items was continued well into the period of reconstruction. This 

suggests that although the organization of the landscape and home spaces may have been 

shaped initially by the plantation owners, the members of the quarters community 

constructed and were maintaining their own ideas of personal space and community 

organization. The physical representation of this sense of community can be seen in the 
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1903/4 historic photograph (Figure 2.5). This photo shows a lack of personal fencing and 

a communal livestock pen located in the alley space between the two rows of cabins 

almost 40 years after the end of the Civil War.  

During the turn of the century through the following twenty years, movement of 

original members out of the quarters and new members joining this established 

community began to occur. Few historic plantation records remain from this time period. 

None of them focus specifically on the beliefs and world views of the quarters 

community members. Our investigation of the three brick cabins and the two ruin spaces 

revealed changes in both landscape and home spaces occurring at this time as well. This 

research suggests that the change to the membership structure of the community 

precipitated change in the notion of identity within the community.  

These changes were identified archaeologically through fencing, architecture and 

use of space. Excavations into the yard spaces of cabin 3 revealed a number of changes to 

the landscape and architecture associated with the cabin. Two types of fencing were 

utilized at different times in association with cabin 3. The earliest fence type was a 

“privacy” fence placed in close proximity to the cabin, leaving the area between the 

cabins as open space. Our excavations identified a posthole and fence line running 

approximately five feet north of the cabin’s north wall.  The hypothesized placement of 

this fence in relation to the cabin is confirmed by a 1928 photograph of what we believe 

to be cabin 3. This photograph shows a “privacy” fence in use around the cabin. A 

number of historic photographs dating from the 1920’s show that “privacy” fencing was 

utilized around many of the cabins. In all cases the majority of the yard spaces were 
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located to the east and west of the cabins with the fence running closer to the cabin walls 

on the north and south.  

Currently there is insufficient evidence to show how long cabin 3’s “privacy” 

fencing was in use. A historic photograph of what we believe to be cabin 3 appears to 

show a wire fence along the front of the cabins (Figure 5.1). Interestingly there appears to 

be a wooden “privacy” fence in the area of the cistern off of the southeastern corner of 

the cabin.  

 

Figure 5.1: Undated historic photograph of cabin 3.  

 

Although there is no date for this photograph, the absence of the privacy fence, 

the absence of the communal livestock pen, and the surrounding landscape suggest it is 

post-1928. In addition the photograph clearly shows the parapets of both cabins are 

intact. Oral history states that the 1939 tornado removed the roofs and parapets of the 

brick cabins (Keel, 1999; Crespi, 2004).  This would likely date the photograph to a 

period after the removal of the 1920’s “privacy” fence but before the reported 1939 

tornado. What is known is that at some time between 1941 and 1951 the “privacy” fence 
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was gone and a shed had been erected along the western portion of the north wall. During 

this same time period a wire fence was placed around cabin 3. This wire fencing 

expanded the space associated with cabin 3’s north wall to within 10 feet of cabin 4.  

A close inspection of the collection of the historic photographs, suggest the timing 

and types of fencing utilized, differed between cabins. One particular photograph shows 

that different types of fencing were employed at different cabins at the same point in 

time. In particular this photograph reveals the common pen area fencing on the left, a 

wooden fence around the cabin in the foreground, and a privacy fence around the cabin in 

the background. This photograph suggests the construction and type of fencing is a result 

of personal choices made by the residents of the cabins.  

In addition to changing fence lines, the archaeological investigation of cabin 3 

identified a number of changes to the architecture of the cabin. Our investigations have 

revealed uniformity in the original construction of the brick cabins: to house two families 

each, one door in the western wall for each room, one window to the east in each room, 

one window in the north and south respectively, a covered porch running the length of the 

western wall, and both the cabins interior and porch having hard packed earthen floors. 

The cabins were later altered from this original construction at different times and in 

slightly different ways following the turn of the century.  

The first alteration to the cabins may have been the addition of an interior 

doorway connecting the north and south rooms. This was made as a result of the 

alteration of the cabins to single family dwellings. The identification of patched 

depressions on either side of this interior doorway in cabin 3, suggests that this 

renovation was performed before the addition of the raised wooden flooring. In addition, 
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the two coins recovered from the patching episodes (190? nickel and 1917 quarter) 

suggest this doorway was constructed in the early 1900’s. 

A second alteration was the addition of raised wooden flooring to the interior of 

the cabins and the exterior porch areas. Our archaeological investigation of cabin 3 has 

shown the interior raised flooring was added sometime in the mid-1900’s. In addition, the 

raised flooring of the porch was added some time before 1939 and can be identified in the 

above undated photograph (Figure 5.1). The use of raised wooden flooring for the 

porches has been identified as early as 1922 and is possibly seen in the 1903/4 

photograph. This suggests that the raised wooden flooring may have been in use in cabin 

3 as early as the turn of the century, but no later than 1939.  Although there is insufficient 

evidence to positively conclude that the wooden flooring was added to both the cabin’s 

interior and porch area at the same time, it is reasonable to believe this is the case.   

The alteration of the two eastern windows into doorways is yet another difference 

identified between cabin 3 and the other cabins investigated. In both cabins 1 and 4 this 

alteration was made only to the eastern window of the north room. In both cases a small 

wooden room addition was added to the cabins northern half of the eastern wall. These 

doorways would allow for access into these wooden additions from the interior of the 

cabins north room. Although cabin 3 had an eastern wooden addition as well, this appears 

not to be the case for cabin 3.  

Depressions were identified in both the interior and exterior areas adjacent to 

these two eastern doorways in cabin 3 and the one eastern doorway in cabin 4. These 

depressions were formed by the repeated movement of people in and out of the doorways 

in areas of dirt flooring. These interior depressions were patched and later covered by the 
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raised wooden flooring of the cabin. In the case of cabin 4’s interior depression this 

patching was extensive (Figure 4.12). The exterior depressions in cabin 3 were filled and 

capped by the clay fill base used for the construction of the full length addition. The 

repair/patching episodes of the interior depressions, and the proposed mid-1900’s date for 

the addition of the interior wooden flooring suggest an early 1900’s date for the door 

alterations. In addition, these depressions and their repair and fill episodes reveal that the 

alteration of these eastern doors were not associated with the building of the wooden 

additions. The early use of these doorways also suggest that the eastern sides of the 

cabins may have been heavily used activity area designed to be outside of the view of 

people who were not community members (overseers and planters).  

Another difference between cabin 3 and the other cabins investigated is the above 

mentioned full length wooden addition. This addition was not only identified 

archaeologically through pier supports and a clay foundation running the length of the 

cabin, but is identified in a number of historic photographs. This addition was constructed 

with a raised wooden floor, two eastern doorways (1 approximately mid-wall and 1 on 

the north of the eastern wall), and three windows (1 each on the north and south wall and 

1 on the south of the eastern wall). The analysis of the artifacts recovered beneath the 

addition suggests a construction date between 1938 and 1941.  

The function of the wooden addition is unclear. Currently there is no clear 

evidence suggesting what activity took place in these rooms. In the case of cabin 1, oral 

history suggests that this room was utilized for gambling activity at some point in its 

occupation. A stove pipe extending from the southern roof of cabin 3’s addition is 

identified in the 1951 Guillet photograph (Figure 4.9). This not only suggests that the 
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addition functioned, at least partly, as a food preparation area but that it may be 

associated with some other activity taking place within  cabin 3. 

A window added to the western wall of the south room of cabin 3 may offer an 

explanation for the function of the addition. Cabin 3 is the only cabin to have this 

modification. Although a construction date for this window has not been identified, the 

archaeological investigations suggest that it was associated with some form of consumer 

activity related to something being made and sold out of cabin 3’s south room. The repair 

activities in the southern room’s dirt floor and the artifact pattern beneath the wooden 

flooring, suggests this activity appears to have been taking place over an extended period 

of time. The addition of the widow allows for this activity without offering entry into the 

cabin itself. A number of lines of evidence support this hypothesis: the identification of 

increased traffic through the southern room of the cabin, the increase in the number of 

coins recovered from the southern portion of both the porch and interior room, and the 

differing placement of the wood burning stove.  

In all of the extant cabins the stove was placed in front of the hearth of the north 

room. The use of the north room for food preparation areas appears to have been a 

reflection of the world view of the occupants of the cabins (Brown, 2009). This food 

preparation pattern was also identified in cabin 3 with two exceptions. First the stove in 

cabin 3 was placed to the east of the hearth unlike in cabins 1 and 4 where they were 

placed in front of the hearth. Second a stove was eventually placed in the south portion of 

the wooden addition, seemingly breaking with “tradition”. This suggests that when the 

stove was placed in the addition it may have functioned as part of the identified consumer 

activity taking place in the southern portion of cabin 3. This also suggests that the full 
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length wooden addition may have been a necessary expansion for the consumer related 

activity taking place in the southern portion of cabin 3. 

In addition to the consumer activities, the differences and changes in architecture, 

and the changing fence lines and types, one final difference was identified within cabin 3. 

A number of pit features were identified in cabins 1 and 4, and the two ruins. The 

placement of these features is similar to what has been identified as cross roads deposits 

observed on the other plantation and urban sites within the larger study (Brown, 1994, 

2001, 2005a, 2008a and 2011). The investigations focused on cabin 1 identified a number 

of Voodoo tricks placed within the dirt floor of the cabin and beneath the porch. The 

altered Miraculous Medal and the altered locket were also recovered from the interior of 

cabin 1. In addition, five Catholic religious medals were recovered from cabin 4. With 

one possible exception there were no sub-floor deposits identified in association with 

cabin 3. This lone exception is a drilled snail shell recovered from a depression that 

extends beneath the front of the hearth of the southern room. This shell had four holes 

drilled in a cross pattern bordering a counterclockwise pattern. The recovery of the 

altered Miraculous Medal and the altered locket combined with the crossroad symbols 

and deposits identified in cabins 1 and 4 suggest the drilled shell is a physical 

representation of some form of this belief system.  

Excavations beneath the dirt floor and in the southern portion of the porch of 

cabin 3 revealed the wall trench and hearth base of a pre-brick structure. This wall trench 

feature is similar to those identified in units south of cabin 4’s southern yard space and in 

cabin 4’s south room. These are the only in-situ enslavement period deposits identified 

during our study. This underrepresentation of the enslavement period is a result of the 
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trash disposal and cleaning activates performed by the residents of the cabins. In addition, 

the areas chosen for investigation during all of the previous and current excavations may 

also explain this absence. Our limited investigation into the alleyway and Keel’s (1999) 

auger testing both identified trash deposal areas within the proximity of the cabins. Our 

excavations west of the road fronting cabin 3’s yard space also identified a possible sheet 

midden. This suggests that the activities of the cabins occupants moved the cultural 

material of the enslavement period to the perimeters of the activity areas within the 

quarters. Unfortunately the areas of focus for our research did not allow for an 

examination of changing occupational patterns.  

The choices made by the members of the quarters community directly affected 

what were deposited into the archaeological record and where these deposits are located. 

The changes in landscape, architecture, and archaeological deposits are a physical 

manifestation of these choices. Through the investigation of these changes we can begin 

to address questions of community structure and individual identity within the Magnolia 

quarters community. Our investigation revealed that during the period leading up to the 

turn of the century the quarters community displayed a large amount of uniformity in not 

only the architecture of the cabins, but in the use of space and the absence of personal 

fencing. The community shared a livestock pen area located in the alleyway between the 

rows of cabins as well. The archaeological evidence suggests a shared belief system was 

also represented, to different degrees, in all three cabins and two ruin space investigated 

during our study. The community members themselves were longtime residents and 

many descended from formerly enslaved members. 
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During the early 1900’s the population of the quarters began to “thin” (Crespi, 

2004) and membership began to change. Our investigation revealed that at approximately 

the same time changes are made to the landscape and architecture of the brick cabins. 

Although a number of these changes appeared similar across the site. These changes took 

place at slightly different times and had subtle differences according to the choices and 

beliefs of the individual cabin’s occupants. For example, raised wooden flooring was 

added to the interior of the cabins and the “front” porch. The actual construction of the 

porch flooring took differing forms and in the case of cabin 4’s north room linoleum was 

added shortly after the floor’s addition.  

The investigation of cabin 3 revealed a number of changes to its original 

construction not identified in cabins 1 and 4: a full length eastern addition, a western 

window, and the stove placed first to the east of the north room’s hearth, later a stove was 

placed in the southern portion of the addition. A consumer activity apparently involving 

coins was also identified taking place through the southern room, porch and southern 

portion of the addition in cabin 3. Interestingly the addition of “privacy” fences replaced 

the open yard spaces at this time. Later in the mid 1900’s these privacy fences were 

replaced with wire fencing. These combined lines of evidence suggest that an increased 

sense of individuality was forming within the community as the population began to 

change. In addition, our investigation shows that at the turn of the century, as community 

membership began to change, the sense of community change with it. This change was 

from a fully unified community wherein the members identified themselves as 

community members first and as an individual secondary to the community, to a sense of 
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individualism within a community where the individual identifies with the self and 

immediate family as simply a part of a larger community.  

Although we did not identify extensive deposits related to the period of 

enslavement, we were able to identify areas where these deposits may be found. Future 

research into the alleyway and outer perimeter areas of these cabins may reveal evidence 

of the pre-1900’s occupation.  This investigation of cabin 3 and its yard space has 

allowed us to address questions concerning the construction and alteration timelines of 

the cabin, the choices made by the residents of the cabin from the turn of the century to 

the early 1960’s, and the sense of community shared by its members. In light of our 

investigations we believe that future research focused on the Magnolia Quarters 

community will not only enhance the Park’s ability to present a more detailed 

understanding of the culturally rich history of this community, but will aid in the further 

research of the  continued construction and maintenance of the African American culture 

we see today.             
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