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EDITORS CORNER

Welcome to the second issue of Tennessee Archaeology. As with any new enter-
prise of this magnitude, growing pains are a given. We are pleased to note the over-
whelmingly positive comments on Issue 1 — even the critical reviews were supportive
and constructive. A good sign for the future, we hope. Since posting of the first issue
electronically (August 13, 2004), over 1300 visitors have tapped that issue — an average
of over 130 per month. The true test of our experiment in electronic journal “publishing”
will be citation of these articles in print publications over the coming months.

We have added the “Editors Corner” section as a formal venue for communicating
about the journal. Because we are an “electronic publication,” we have no official mail-
ing list and including such a section in this and future issues of the journal seems a
necessary formality. While the e-publication of Volume 1, Issue 2 is slightly behind our
projected schedule, the response by contributors for forthcoming issues has been excel-

lent. We hope that readers will find the quality of our second
issue was worth the wait. Our thanks to those that have already
sent articles for upcoming issues — we welcome additional
submittals that will help us keep future volumes more aligned
with calendar years! Amongst other things, the “Editors Corner”
also provides a “place” to include corrections to errors in previ-
ous issues (see our first below!) and to highlight special hap-
penings in Tennessee Archaeology that may not merit an “arti-
cle” or “research report” — but do deserve mention in a “pub-
lished place.”

On August 21, 2004 the U.S. Postal Service issued a 10-
stamp-panel entitled Art of the American Indian commemorat-
ing the opening of the new Smithsonian National Museum of
the American Indian. Out of the potentially millions of objects

“Sandy” (Courtesy, Frank curated by the Smithsonian and museum affiliates, an image of
H. McClung Museum) one of Tennessee's most spectacular prehistoric artifacts was
selected to be among the ten objects illustrated on the stamps. Curated by the Frank H.
McClung Museum at the University of Tennessee, Knoxville, the featured artifact is a
sculpted prehistoric Native American sand-
stone figure (ca. A.D. 1250) from the Sel-
lars Farm archaeological site (40WI1) in
Wilson County. Popularly known as
"Sandy," this statue is one of the premier
creations of prehistoric Native American ar-
tisans of Middle Tennessee.

The issue of this postage stamp was of-
ficially celebrated at two locations in Ten-
nessee in August and September of 2004 —
the McClung Museum and the Sellars Farm
State Archaeological Area. On August 22, _ S
Dr. Jeff Chapman (Director, Frank H. Jeff Chapman introduces dlgnltarles at Fhe
McClung Museum) welcomed dignitaries McClung Ceremony (Courtesy, Kevin E. Smith)
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including Dr. John Peterson (UTK president), State Representative Stratton Bone, offi-
cials from Tennessee State Parks and the Department of Environment and Conserva-
tion, the Eastern Band of the Cherokee, and the Knoxville Philatelic Society. Postal offi-
cials were on hand to sell the new stamp sheet along with special commemorative can-
cels on cards and envelopes.

On September 11, the Friends of
Sellars Farm sponsored "Native
American Day: Honoring the Ancient
Ones" as part of Tennessee Archae-
ology Awareness Week -- including a
stamp dedication ceremony at the dis-
covery site of “Sandy.” An estimated
crowd of 250 people were welcomed
by State Representative Stratton
Bone. Mack Prichard (State Naturalist,

Tennessee State Parks) discussed the

history of acquisition of Sellars Farm

State Archaeological Area when he

served as State Archaeologist in the  unveiling of the stamp at Sellars Farm State Ar-
early 1970s. The stamp was unveiled chaeological Area (Courtesy, Kevin E.Smith).

after a presentation by Tracy Mofield,

Lebanon Postmaster.

“Sandy” has been honored in Tennessee for many decades — serving as the em-
blem for the former Tennessee Archaeological Society. The statute has also been fea-
tured in dozens of publications on Mississippian art. But, none of that can match the
longevity and public visibility of a “U.S. Postage Stamp” — we are fortunate that this
honor has raised awareness of Tennessee archaeology and the Sellars site nationally.

These events illustrate the importance of preserving the sites and objects from Ten-
nessee’s prehistoric past for future generations. We hope that this journal will also con-
tribute to a broader appreciation of the significance of the prehistoric and historic ar-
chaeological sites found throughout the State of Tennessee.

ERRATA

On page 35 of Volume 1, Issue 1, an incorrect citation was included in the references for Deter-Wolf
2004. One of the external reviewers noted this typographic error in comments, but the correction did not
make it into the published article. The editors apologize for this oversight.

Incorrect Citation:

Johnson, Kay J. and Samuel O. Brookes
1989 Benton Points, Turkey Tails, and Cache Blades: Middle Archaic Exchange in the Midsouth.
Southeastern Archaeology 8(2):134-145.

Correct Citation:

Johnson, Jay K. and Samuel O. Brookes
1989 Benton Points, Turkey Tails, and Cache Blades: Middle Archaic Exchange in the Midsouth.
Southeastern Archaeology 8(2):134-145.
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ARCHITECTURAL SEQUENCING AT THE SAMUEL DOAK
PLANTATION, GREENEVILLE, TENNESSEE

Nicholas Honerkamp

Archaeological testing at the Samuel W. Doak plantation (40GN257),

in Greeneville,

Tennessee, resulted in the discovery of two extensive architectural features adjacent to an
extant plantation house and the Doak “academy,” or schoolhouse. Artifacts associated with both
features (a large cellar and a brick footing and chimney base, respectively) indicate that they
predate the initial construction dates of buildings documented for the site. This archaeological
challenge to the archival version of the plantation’s history has resulted in a more accurate but
at the same time more complex reconstruction of the Doak occupation.

By all accounts, the Reverend Samuel
Witherspoon Doak (1785-1864) was an
unusual man (Figure 1). Besides being an
indefatigable educator who established
Tusculum  College in  Greeneville,
Tennessee (Fuhrmann 1986:43-54), he
was a respected minister and successful
planter and landowner (who did not
possess slaves according to the United
States Census). He created an enduring
impression upon the east Tennessee
landscape through construction of several
buildings on his plantation on the
Tusculum campus. Most notably, about
1830 he built an impressive antebellum
brick house that was continuously
occupied by the Doak family until its
transformation into the Doak House
Museum in the 1970s (Figure 2). A
college, “academy,” or schoolhouse, was
erected five years later near his residence
(Doughty 1975:174-175); oral tradition
has it that a restored version of this
wooden building sits on its original
limestone foundations approximately 40 m
south of the main house (Figure 3). A
restored springhouse about 60 m east of
the academy building is the third extant
structure that is possibly associated with
the antebellum Doak occupation, although
its exact construction date is unknown.
Finally, a substantial stone-foundation
wooden barn (now demolished) was built
northwest of the main house in an area
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that is currently used as a gravel parking
lot.

Tusculum College plans to expand the
current museum parking lot, put in new
roads, landscape the surrounding area,
and upgrade utilities. As part of the pre-
construction planning process, George
Collins, Director of Tusculum's Museum
Program and Studies, requested that the
University of Tennessee at Chattanooga’s
(UTC) Jeffrey L. Brown Institute of
Archaeology undertake archaeological

FIGURE 1. Samuel W. Doak (Courtesy,
Doak House Museum)
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FIGURE 2. The Doak House Museum, facing
northwest.

survey and testing prior to any earth-
moving activities. The initial project goals
were to identify historic fence lines,
roadways, outbuildings, and other
landscape elements on the property in
order to avoid destroying significant
archaeological resources. An archaeo-
logical field school supervised by the
author carried out a survey and testing
program at the site during the summers of
2003 and 2004. These excavations
revealed a much more complex record of
past behavior than that derived from
documents alone, and they illustrate the
value of combining above- and below-

ground lines of evidence for elucidating an
accurate reconstruction of the past.

Site Setting

The Doak House property is bounded
on the south and west by Frank Creek, on
the north by Erwin Highway, and on the
east by a private residence (Figure 4).
This area measures roughly 140 m east-
west by 150 m north-south. According to
the Greene County Soil Survey (USDA
1958), there are three main types of soils
appearing in the project area. A small
area of Greendale silt loam appears in the
north section of the site that was not
surveyed. Adjacent to Frank Creek is a
zone of alluvial soil known as Lindside silt
loam, which is ultimately derived from
eroded limestone. Although these types of
soils are high in fertility (especially for
growing corn and hay), water drains off
slowly during periods of wet weather
(such as the summer of 2003), somewhat
reducing the potential for tillage. Also
present in the east part of the site is
Dewey silty clay loam, which
characteristically develops under a
deciduous forest cover and is described
as well suited to the crops of the region.
Except for an area just east of the main
house, the site contains only scattered

FIGURE 3. The Doak Academy. Left: Undated 19" century photograph, facing southeast (Courtesy
Doak House Museum). Right: The restored academy today, facing southeast. A stone chimney has

replaced the earlier brick version.
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FIGURE 4. Doak Site Vicinity Map (From 1961 USGS Greeneville, TENN 181 - NE

Quadrangle).

trees. Today the well-manicured lawn
around the Museum belies the active
agrarian life of the site that is documented
by both archival and direct archaeological
evidence of farming. Several historic
photographs show either fields or fences
in the area between the academy and
main  house (Figure 5), and the
archaeologists positively identified plow
scars in two excavation units.

Rather than fronting the relatively
recent Erwin Highway as most visitors
assume, the original primary entrance of
the house faced south toward the
academy. It is believed that an early road
was located in this vicinity, although no
trace of it is evident today, either visually

73

or in a total-station-generated contour
map; identifying subsurface remains
associated with the hypothesized road
south of the main house was an important
goal during the initial fieldwork.

Initial Survey and Testing

During 2003, a total of 30 survey units,
each measuring % m square, were
excavated to sterile. As shown in Figure
6, most of the survey units were placed
around the main house, academy, and the
“front yard” area between these two
primary buildings. Besides providing a
sense of the general stratigraphy at the
site, the survey identified several areas of
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FIGURE 5. Doak Academy and Fences. Undated photograph, facing southeast (Courtesy, Doak

House Museum).

high archaeological potential based on
artifact densities and/or the presence of
features. These areas were investigated
further through the excavation of a series
of test units, most of which measured 1 x
2 m. A total of 12 square meters of area
was opened with these screened tests; a
small unscreened unit was also dug on
the northwest corner of the extant main
house ell in order to determine if the
foundations had been restored.

Five trenches of various sizes were
dug through a combination of backhoe
and hand labor. The trenching was carried
out to identify the suspected road, search
for early fence lines, and establish the
presence of a foundation associated with
an earlier extension of the ell; just over
110 square meters of the site area was
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investigated in this manner. While fence
lines and the “missing” ell foundation were
uncovered, no trace of the road was seen.
The failure to discern any remnant of this
feature may be a consequence of either
(1) extensive, long-term plowing that has
occurred over much of the site, obscuring
subsurface manifestations of a road, or
(2) the archaeologists were looking in all
the wrong places. This second possibility
stems from the fact that nineteenth
century houses were often located quite
close to roads, and the 2003 test trenches
may simply have been placed too far
south to intercept one that was directly
adjacent to the front of the house. A
backhoe trench located closer to the main
house is needed in order to test this
“near-road” hypothesis.



Doak Academy

FIGURE 6. Plan of Excavations, Doak Site.

Numerous features and over 8000
artifacts were generated from the 2003
survey and testing (Honerkamp 2003).
Based on these results, two areas
warranted additional investigation in 2004:
a possible cellar was uncovered
approximately six meters south of the
center of the main house, and a brick
foundation and robber’s trench was noted
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five meters west of the present academy.
As a consequence, the 2004 field season
was devoted primarily to exploring the
structure,  function, and  temporal
affiliations of these undocumented
features. In addition, a series of backhoe
test trenches were excavated in the gravel
parking lot adjacent to the mansion as
part of an unsuccessful attempt to
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establish the footprint of the extensive
barn that once occupied the site
northwest of the main house; a limestone
foundation (Feature 24) was uncovered,
but no companion walls were exposed.

During both field sessions, the field
school students participated in the
educational program of the Doak House
Museum by leading interpretive tours for
visiting school groups. Each four-week

field session was  followed by
approximately ten weeks of artifact
cleaning, classification, analysis, and

report preparation using students enrolled
in a summer independent studies class.

Testing Results: The Manor

Excavation of a survey unit located
directly in front of the house and midway
between its two front doors revealed an
intriguing deposit of brick rubble (if rubble
can be said to possess any intrigue). A 1
X 2 m test unit (TU) was placed adjacent
to the survey pit. Designated as TU 5, it
was oriented east-west and dug in
arbitrary  10-cm levels to further
investigate the rubble-filled feature. Figure
7 shows two distinct fill events of
demolition debris that appear in the south
wall of the unit, separated by a layer of
clay and scattered brick and mortar
fragments. The demolition zones were
composed of large brickbats, smaller
fragments of brick and mortar, and in the
upper right section of the rubble deposit,
foundation stone fragments. While the
presence of such a deposit was
unexpected, an even more surprising
discovery was the depth of the feature --
over a meter of fill was excavated. Only in
the northwest corner of the unit was
sterile reached sooner, at about 60 cm.
The lower 80 cm of the fill contained only
two small transfer printed whiteware
sherds and four fragments of patinated
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window glass. Further corroboration that
this was indeed a demolition deposit and
not a trash pit was seen in the large
number of cut nails (n=114) associated
with it. Although 31 wire nails were also
recovered, these temporally later artifacts
were restricted to the upper two levels.
The depth of this feature, the brick
rubble within, the sloping, uneven floor,
and the absence of domestic debris
presented a puzzling interpretive
scenario. While this feature could have a
modern origin, the complete absence of

FIGURE 7. South Profile, TU 5. Two
demolition layers containing brick rubble are
apparent, as is a heavy charcoal concentration
on the east profile to the far left.

FIGURE 8. South Profile of TU 9. The
limestone fragment in the sterile floor of the
southeast corner is natural and not associated
with the cellar fill. A PVC pipe for a live elctrical
line appears in the foreground. Scales = 50 cm.



even a single twentieth century artifact in
the bottom 80 cm of the deposit and the
lack of obvious backhoe excavation scars
argue against this attribution. Instead, this
feature is interpreted as a basement or
root cellar associated with a demolished
brick structure that must predate the main
house, since building a substantial brick
structure directly in front of the main
house makes little sense. However, there
is currently not a shred of archival
evidence supporting the presence of any
structure prior to the construction of
Samuel W. Doak’'s mansion. This
documentary lacuna highlights the tension
between negative documentary evidence
(no mention of an earlier house) versus
positive archaeological evidence to the
contrary (a hole in the ground that was
probably dug and filled in the early
nineteenth century) that can occur at
historic sites. There are myriad reasons
why documentary data might not be
available, but far fewer ways to account
for why this feature exists.

In an attempt to define the horizontal
and vertical limits of the feature and to
collect a larger artifact sample, a 2 x 2 m
square was excavated 30 cm to the south
of TU 5. Once the sod was removed,
excavation occurred in 10-cm levels, with
all fill screened using ¥4 inch mesh. Due to
the nature of the fill in this unit (TU 9),
which was composed entirely of clay,
brick and mortar rubble, and large
limestone fragments, the excavation and
screening proceeded slowly and was
labor intensive, requiring the use of
pickaxes to loosen the compacted rubble
(Figure 8). The uneven floor bottomed out
at 1.13 m below surface in the southeast
corner of the unit.

Eight wire nails and 75 cut or square
nails were recovered in the top two
excavation levels (extending about 22 cm
below surface), including those from a
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shallow ditch-witch trench for a PVC utility
line. According to Adams (2002), wire
nails begin to be commonly used in the
mid-1880s, which establishes a terminus
post quem for this disturbed context. Also
supporting this general date is the
presence of coal and clinker in the top two
levels but only charcoal in the lower
levels. Coal is a hallmark fuel for domestic
heating and even cooking in the late
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries,
although it was also used earlier. In
addition, four pieces of plastic were
gleaned from the top level. None of the 68
ceramic artifacts, composed of five lead
glazed earthenware sherds, eight plain
pearlware, four blue transfer printed
pearlware, and 51 whiteware plain (23)
and decorated (28) sherds provide a later
terminus post quem than the nails. The
bottom eight levels were almost
completely devoid of ceramics, and as
with the adjacent 1 x 2 m unit (Honerkamp
2003:17), scant historic artifacts of any
kind were associated with the lower
portion of the fill. Cut and square nails
comprised the majority (79) of the total
artifacts in the lower zones, with only 11
glass fragments being recovered, five of
which were patinated window glass from
the lowest level. Also recovered from this
bottom context was a single bone button
(FS 111 in Figure 9); three small and
badly eroded iron buckle fragments came
from Level 4. The single small sherd that
was found was identified as transfer
printed whiteware. Like the two sherds
found in TU 5, it establishes a terminus
post quem of 1826 for the filling of this
feature (Bartoviks 1981).

Surprisingly, a whopping 539 flint
artifacts were recovered from this unit,
including five utilized flakes, a partial
Greenbriar point and a nearly complete
Hamilton point (Figure 10, FS 98), and a
partial quartz scraper. Debitage made up
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FIGURE 9. Bone Artifacts. Top, left to right: five
hole buttons, FS 90, 111; four-hole button, FS
109; button halves, FS 123 (striated), 100.
Bottom: broken nit comb, FS 95; engraved fork
handle, FS 90.
the rest of the flint assemblage. These
artifacts are clearly prehistoric in origin,
and when added to the 235 flint fragments
found in the 1 x 2, they present a
remarkably high frequency, suggesting
the presence of a tool manufacture-
modification area that had been disturbed
and redeposited with the historic fill. The
quartz scraper is surely associated with
the Archaic Period, as is the possible
Greenbriar point, while the Hamilton is
fairly firmly established in the Late
Woodland (Cambron and Hulse 1990:58,
64). The flint artifacts were scattered
throughout the nine excavated levels of
TU 9, although the vast majority (87%)
came from Levels 2 and 3.

The presence of mostly architectural-
associated artifacts (nails) and the
marked absence of domestic artifacts
(ceramics and vessel glass) from the TU 9
feature fill once again underscores how
“clean” this fill is. Using South’s (1977)
Mean Ceramic Date (MCD) formula on
the 39 applicable upper-level sherds, a
date of 1839.5 was calculated. When
plain whiteware sherds are used in the
calculation—a type that is notoriously
inexact when used in an MCD formula
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FIGURE 10. Partial Projectile Points. Top left:
probable Hamilton point, FS 98; probable
Madison point base, FS 128. Bottom left:
possible Greenbriar point, FS 98; unidentified
point, FS 102.
because it is virtually indistinguishable
from ironstone and therefore possesses a
late midpoint date—the MCD is 1845.6.
That the disturbed upper levels of the unit
would produce a “late” MCD should not
come as a surprise, given the occurrence
of wire nails and plastic in the same
levels. Once the feature was filled with
demolition materials, this area was
apparently used for Brunswick-style
refuse disposal (South 1977), as indicated
by nearly all the ceramics and most of the
glass that was confined to Levels 1 and 2.
Alternatively, the upper part of the cellar
may have been filled with soils from
another part of the site that already
contained secondary refuse, as well as
the lithic assemblage mentioned above.
Although it was assumed that the edge
of the feature would be encountered in the
2 X 2 m unit, such was not the case.
Instead, the feature extended an unknown
distance beyond the limits of TU 9. This
indicates that its north-south dimension is
in excess of 3.30 m; the east—west
dimension is still unknown, and is in
excess of two meters. The brick and
mortar rubble marks the presence of a
demolished brick structure, and the



FIGURE 11. Partial Brick Foundation and Associated Robber’'s
Trench. Facing west in Trench 4; note intrusive modern postholes in

the foreground.

limestone indicates that at least some

foundation elements mirrored the
architectural components of the main
house. It should also be noted that 21

fragments of glazed brick were found in
the unit, indicating the presence of a
fireplace. As was also recorded in the
earlier 1 x 2 m test, the floor of the feature
was uneven and sloped down to the south
and east. An uneven clay floor is also
present in the basement of the Doak
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House today. The
sloping nature of the floor
is illustrated in Figure 8.
The compact rubble fill,
complete  with  hefty
limestone foundation
stone fragments, is com-
posed of brick and
mortar materials similar
to the extant main house.

A charcoal deposit
occurs in the bottom of
the north and east
profiles along with
scattered flecks of char-
coal in the east profile.
Charcoal was also visible
in the east profile of TU 5
(see also Figure 7). After
excavating to sterile
deposits, none of the TU
9 profiles (including the
south profile illustrated in
Figure 8) presented a
clear lens of charcoal, so
it is doubtful that the
structure associated with
this possible cellar
burned down.

In summary, the ex-
cavation of two test units

established that the di-
mensions of this possible
cellar exceeds 3.3 x 2 x
1 m, and that the lower
cellar fill is devoid of any artifacts that
would establish a modern origin.
Additional testing will be required to find
an edge—any edge—to this enigmatic
feature. The hypotheses generated in
2003 remain stubbornly viable: this
feature represents the cellar of a
substantial brick structure that was
demolished and filled in, and it predates
the main house. Additional testing is
needed to confirm or deny these
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interpretations.
Testing Results: The Academy

The search for fence lines in 2003
proved much more fruitful than the search
for a road. Numerous postholes were
discovered in Trench 4, which targeted an
east-west fence aligned to the academy’s
north wall that had appeared in several
Victorian-period photographs of the site.
More importantly, part of a brick
foundation and an associated builder-
robber’s trench were revealed (Figure 11).
Since no other structures are documented
west of the academy, these features were
completely unexpected. The robber’s
trench that the foundation segment was
situated in was aligned to the north wall of
the present academy, although the
precise stratigraphic relationship of the
trench and the academy foundation was
obscured by a modern
concrete pad under the
academy’s northeast
corner. At any rate, this
close alignment between
a present structure and a

former structure
suggested they were
related and possibly

conjoined at one time.

A 1l x 2 m test pit
designated as TU 2 was
excavated and screened
to sterile approximately
nine meters west of the
academy. It produced a
large amount of brick
and mortar demolition
rubble, along with
ceramics that suggested
disposal from the first
half of the nineteenth
century; a mean ceramic
date (MCD) of 18425
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was calculated for this unit on the 54
sherds (T= 89) that were found. This was
significantly earlier than the 1852.4 MCD
(derived from 123 of 154 sherds)
generated from a midden deposit
encountered in a 1 x 2 m unit located five
m from the back door (south) of the extant
academy. Along with the mystery
foundation that was aligned with the
extant academy, this dating information
raised a strong possibility that there may
have been an earlier academy—or some
other structure, such as a dormitory—and
that the extant academy was built directly
adjacent to the earlier building. When
Director George Collins identified a
possible door in the Victorian-era
photograph of the west wall of the
academy (Figure 3, top), this suggested a
possible entranceway between the two
structures.

The 2004 fieldwork at the west end of

FIGURE 12. Double Chimney Foundation (Features 11 and 12).
Features 1 and 2 appear in Trench 4 in top left corner. A linear rodent
burrow stain is seen extending east from the right chimney hearth
(Feature 11). Facing northeast.



Doak Academy

FIGURE 13. Features in Trench 4 and Units 10 and 11. Features 1, 2, 11, and 12 are all brick
foundations to the early academy walls and double fireplace. Feature 18 is a builder’s trench for the
academy south wall, while Feature 19 represents a robber’s trench within it. Feature 17 is a relatively
recent posthole/postmold, one of a line of east-west postholes associated with a fence.

the extant academy was designed to
follow up on these intriguing possibilities.
It was initiated by hand excavating Trench
4 down to the plastic sheeting that had
been placed on the trench floor during
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2003. This eventually revealed the partial
wall foundation defined as Feature 1, and
the right-angle brick foundation connected
to it, designated as Feature 2. The parallel
builders/robbers trench associated with
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Feature 1, labeled as Feature 3, was also
revealed, as seen in Figure 11. Test Units
10 through 13, measuring 2 x 2 m each,
were all excavated to confirm the
presence of this foundation.

Test Unit 10. This square was placed
south of Features 1 and 2, leaving a 30
cm baulk between the edge of Trench 4
and the test unit. After screening the first
level, which extended about 11 cm below
surface, several courses of brick were
discovered adjacent to the north wall of
the unit. Excavation of an additional five
cm in the next level revealed the nature of
the brick feature: it was the foundation of
a double fireplace connected to the
Feature 2 wall foundation. By
coincidence, the 2 x 2 m unit just barely
encompassed the remains of the
complete  fireplace  foundation, as
illustrated in Figures 12 and 13. The east
firewall/hearth area on the right was
designated as Feature 11, with Feature
12 assigned to its counterpart on the
west. The two firewalls were basically
mirror images of each other, thanks to the
addition of a course of stretchers along
the west edge of Feature 2, which is
otherwise composed exclusively of
headers. It is obvious that Feature 2 is a
room partition wall, and that two interior
back-to-back fireplaces were located in
the structure. A single story frame or
possible brick structure is suggested by
the relatively modest foundation elements.
The partition wall is 15 feet from the west
wall of the extant academy.

As shown in Figure 12, rubble from
what appears to be a brick wall section
appears on the northeastern edge of TU
10. Designated as Feature 13, it may
represent the collapse of part of the
central partition wall. Four plain whiteware
and a porcelain sherd were the only
temporally diagnostic artifacts associated
with this deposit. Window glass (19) and

clear round- (4) and flat-section glass (1),
all of it patinated, was also recovered, as
were 12 cut nails. A single clinker
fragment and several fragments of
charcoal were also noted, although both
fireplaces were clean, with no in situ
charcoal present. Once the rubble was
removed, a shallow area of dark fill (also
designated as Feature 13) was mapped
that was probably associated with Feature
14 in Trench 4. It was devoid of artifacts.
The measurements of the double
fireplace show that the back hearth walls
were 75-80 cm (about 2.5 feet) wide
(Figure 13). The cheek walls extended c.
45 cm (17.5 inches) from the back walls.
The approximate centers of the fireboxes
were 2.17 m (a little over seven feet) from
the center of Feature 1 to the north,
suggesting that evidence of a companion
wall to the south would be located at that
same distance, assuming a symmetrical
layout; this would produce a building that
was about 15 feet wide on the exterior. All
the bricks shown in Figures 12 and 13 are
bottom courses, and their datums were all
within a couple of centimeters of each
other. However, Features 1 and 2 in
Trench 4 are 10 cm (or about one course
of bricks) deeper than the brick features in
TU 10. The transition from “low” to “high”
footing apparently takes place in our 30-
cm-wide baulk, which was not excavated
due to time constraints. Doing so in a
future excavation is desirable, as this
inconsistent depth for the bottom courses
is certainly an architectural oddity. A
tentative explanation for the greater depth

TABLE 1. Combined Artifact Group Frequencies

Test | Ceramics | Glass | Nails | Lithics | Totals
Unit (Historic)
9 68 62 154 539 284

10 54 94 54 3 202

11 101 439 109 14 649

12 240 483 181 53 904

13 142 322 148 63 612




FIGURE 14. South Academy Wall Builder-
Robber Trenches in Unit 11. The south edge
of the double chimney is to the left; the Feature
2 foundation is discontinuous due to robbing or
plowing. Facing east; Scales = 50 cm.

is that the exterior foundations were more
deeply buried than the interior features for
added stability, although a spread-foot
foundation would seem to be a more
customary answer to any wall stability
challenge.

While 54 sherds were found in TU 10,
the majority (23) were plain whiteware.
When combined with the other applicable
types, an MCD of 1852 was generated
from 28 sherds, or 10 years later than the
MCD from TU 9. Since the academy is
documented as occurring later than the
main house and is certainly later than a
house predating the present mansion, this
later date is roughly consistent with the
documented history of the site. Overall
artifact group frequencies appear in Table
1. An unusual discovery in Zone 2 was a
fragment of a broken nit comb (Figure 9,
bottom left). As will be noted below, this is
one of several personal items directly
associated with the early academy.

Test Unit 11. Located directly
adjacent and south of TU 10, this square
was opened in order to intersect the
projected south companion wall for
Feature 1. After 10 cm of soil was
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FIGURE 15. Feature 19 Robber's Trench in
Unit 11. After reaming the robber’s trench to
sterile, the extent of the builder's trench
(Feature 18) in which it resides is obvious.
Facing east; Scales = 50cm.

removed, the faint outline of a possible
builder's trench (Feature 18) was
discerned in the south half of the unit. The
removal of approximately five cm of Level
2 allowed this feature to be photographed
and mapped (Figures 13 and 14). As
predicted, the structure was 15 feet wide
(4.62 m; see Figure 13), as measured
from the north edge of Feature 1,
corresponding to the north wall
foundation, to the south edge of Feature
18, which was believed to have contained
the south wall foundation before being
robbed. As with most of the north wall,
after the bricks were robbed from the
south foundation a distinction between the
builder's and robber's trenches was
present (Honerkamp 2003:33).

In Figure 14 the robber's trench
signature consists of the linear orange
mottled fill within the darker builder’s
trench fill surrounding it. Note that two
remnant bricks from Feature 2 are on the
exact edge of the robber’s trench. The
relationship between Features 18 and 19
can be more clearly distinguished after
the latter was excavated, as seen in
Figure 15. Since Feature 19 tracks the
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FIGURE 16. Slate Pencils and Smoking Pipes.
Top, left to right: slate pencils, FS 100, 117,
127. Bottom: stub stem pipe fragment, FS 109;
glazed stub stem pipe fragment, FS 90; white
clay pipe bowl fragment, FS 102.

footprint of the former south brick wall, the
presence of the wider builder's trench
section on the north indicates that this
wall was probably built up from the interior
of the structure, with the foundations
nearly flush to the south edge of Feature
18. Also emerging in the Figure 15
photograph are at least eight faint
“ghosts” of the footprints for individual
foundation bricks, located in the eastern
half of Feature 19. As with the bricks in
Feature 1, they were laid in a north-south
orientation. Unlike the Feature 1 bricks,
they were not deeper than the chimney
and partition wall foundations. Thus, in
terms of vertical proveniences, the north
and south walls were asymmetric, and the
notion that the north wall was laid deeper
than the partitton wall for the sake of
stability is not particularly persuasive. The
uneven depths of the north and south
walls remain an architectural anomaly,
and a mystery.

The 1851.3 MCD for this unit was
taken from 58 of the 101 sherds that were
recovered, and it compares favorably with
the 1852 date derived from the adjacent
unit. The two units are not exactly mirror

Figure 17. Delftware Apothecary Jar from TU 6.

images of each other; however, TU 11
includes some “exterior” artifacts, while
TU 10 was completely within the
structure’s footprint. Heavy plowing in this
area has probably rendered this
distinction superfluous. As with TU 10, no
coal or coal clinker was noted, only
charcoal. A partial stemmed, corner
notched flint projectile point accompanied
the 13 debitage fragments that were also
recovered (Figure 10, FS 102). Its
temporal affiliation is unknown. A single
fragment of cellophane was recovered
from Zone 1 and is obviously intrusive,
along with a partial .22 slug found in Zone
2. More significant than the occurrence of
these intrusive items is the fact that none
of the 109 nails associated with this unit
were wire types. This indicates that these
architectural-related items, and by
implication the structure they were a part
of, are all most likely confined to the
nineteenth century.

A somewhat unusual item associated
with Level 2 was the discovery of a white
clay pipe bowl fragment (Figure 16, FS
102). Although white clay pipes are more
commonly associated with the 18"



century, Noel Hume illustrates one variety
that was common from 1820-1860 (1974:
303). Another artifact that was also
associated with the 18th century, although
not with the academy, is shown in Figure
17. This pedestal base from a delftware
pharmaceutical-ointment pot is the most
surprising artifact found at the site.
Recovered in 2003 as part of a midden
deposit in Unit 6, Level 3, it is similar to
one illustrated by Noel Hume (1974:205),
but it possesses a straight rather than
inverted pedestal. Noel Hume states that
“The pedestal type appears in various
forms from 1730 to 1830, the later
examples often for eye ointments and
cosmetics, usually small, thick, and
shallow.” Adhering to the interior base of
the pot was about 12 grams of a gray
clay-like substance that had been ground
in the pot when it was broken and
discarded.

A spectrographic analysis of this
material was conducted by Technical
Laboratories, Inc. of Chattanooga (Table
2). X-ray diffraction of the sample carried
out by Dr. Jonathan Mies of the
Department of Physics, Geology and
Astronomy at UTC showed peaks that
were most consistent with hydrocerussite

TABLE 2. Results of Spectrographic
Analysis of Apothecary Jar Contents.

Component | Spectographic Estimates*
Barium Strong
Calcium Strong
Lead Strong
Silicon Medium
Aluminum Medium
Copper Trace
Iron Trace
Magnesium | Trace
Manganese | Trace
Silver Trace
Titanium Trace

* Strong > 10%; Medium = 1-10 %
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and cerussite (lead) and barite (barium);
calcium was not evident, but it may have
been hidden by the other peaks. The
intended wuse of this unappealing
concoction as a cosmetic or eye ointment
is uncomfortable to imagine. An
alternative function is that it was a dental
amalgam, but the lack of mercury is
puzzling. The presence of this unusual
ceramic vessel and its baffling contents at
least indicates that home remedies—for
something—were part of plantation life
during the early Doak occupation, as this
item probably was made, at the latest, in
the first quarter of the nineteenth century.

Remarkably, 26 eggshell fragments
were also recovered from TU 11. That
such fragile items would be preserved at
all is certainly surprising, particularly since
11 are associated with Feature 18, which
is believed to possess an antebellum
date. Unfortunately, no sherds that would
establish a terminus post quem for the
filling of this feature (and by association,
the accompanying brick wall) were found.
Besides eggshell, the complete list of
feature artifacts include: eight window
glass; nine cut nails; an iron wire
fragment; eight brick and mortar
fragments; two charcoal fragments; two
shell fragments, probably from river
mussels; one half of a bone button with
parallel striations and a cast brass button
(Figure 9 [FS 123] and Figure 18 [FS
123], respectively); and a small
unidentified bone fragment. Many of these
items were recovered from the upper part
of the feature and may have been
“smeared” into the top of this feature, and
therefore are intrusive. However, at least
some of these artifacts were already
around when Feature 18 was filled—a
builder's trench of clean fill would be
expected if it was created prior to any
refuse deposition. The recovery of the
bone and brass buttons are especially
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intriguing for this provenience. An
additional partial bone button was found in
Level 1 (Figure 9, FS 100), as was a slate
pencil (Figure 7, FS 100), which is
infinitely appropriate for a school building.

Feature 19, the robber's trench
contained within the Feature 18 builder’s
trench, produced artifacts that can be
used to establish a terminus post quem
for the feature’s filling. Four sherds of
hand painted polychrome pearlware, with
a beginning manufacturing date of 1795,
are not particularly informative, but a
single sherd of hand painted polychrome
whiteware indicates that the bricks were
removed and the resultant trench filled
sometime after 1820 (Noel Hume 1970;
Price 1979). This is consistent with a
suspected post-1830 construction date for
the academy, and a later still demolition
date. So too is the MCD of 1851, which is

believed to correspond to the mid-
occupation span in this location. Not
surprisingly, broken ceramics were

apparently present by the time of the
structure’s demise, but not when it was
being built. Also found in the feature fill
were eight fragments of patinated window
glass, seven cut nails, nine brick and
mortar fragments, six charcoal fragments,
the 11 delicate eggshell pieces, and a
single small mammal bone.

What stands out in the overall artifact
profile for this unit, however, is the high
frequency of patinated window glass
(387), which is more than four times as
numerous as in the adjacent unit (n=79).
This suggests that a window or windows
were present on the south but not the
north side of the structure, assuming the
glass fragments were the result of primary
rather than secondary depositional
processes (Schiffer 1976). Other artifact
classes for TU 11 are roughly double of
what was recovered in TU 10. Due to the
occurrence of heavy plowing, it is not
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possible to tell if these relatively and
absolutely higher frequencies are due to
primary (in place) or secondary
(transported from elsewhere) deposition.
The nearly identical MCDs suggest that
deposition occurred at the same time in
the two units, whatever the process(es)
involved.

Test Unit 12. This unit was situated
two meters due west of TU 11 (Figure 6).
The purpose of this leapfrog approach
was to try to locate the west wall to the
structure, and ideally, its southwest
corner. “Skipping” a square also ensured
that a portion of the early academy’s
archaeological record would remain intact
for future research. Since the center of the
double fireplace was about 14-15 ft from
the present academy west wall, TU 12
was strategically placed so as to intersect
a foundation that was the equivalent
distance to the west of the presumed
central chimney. Driving this field strategy,
of course, was the assumption that the

FIGURE 18. Miscellaneous Buttons. Top,
left to right: copper button, FS 90; cast brass
button, FS 123, four-hole copper button, FS
107; two-hole pewter button, FS 109.
Middle: four-hole porcelain button, FS 107;
two-hole Vulcanite (rubber) button, FS 117.
Bottom: four-hole shell buttons, FS 109; four-
hole faceted shell button, FS 114.



older academy was rectangular. Although

they may have originally shared
contiguous north walls, the two
academies were not the same

dimensions. The extant academy is c.
20.5 ft (6.3 m) north-south, while wall
trenches for the original academy have
established it as 15 ft wide. Since the
north walls of both academies were
clearly aligned, and old photos of the
extant academy show evidence of a west
wall central doorway (Figure 3), the old
and current academies were probably
connected. If their roofs were at the same
height, both buildings would have
presented a continuous facade from the
main house viewscape, while the south
facade would have been discontinuous
but invisible from the main house.

After sod removal, Level 1 in TU 12
extended 11 centimeters. Despite careful
troweling of the entire floor to enhance
feature visibility, the expected foundation
and/or builder's trench was not seen.
Level 2 was excavated an additional 10
centimeters through alternate shovel
schnitting and troweling. Even though this
depth was the equivalent to the bottom of
Feature 18 in TU 11—and a sterile zone
was making an appearance in the
northwest quadrant of the unit—no
indication of a wall trench was detected.
What did appear at the bottom of this level
were five equidistant plow scars oriented
roughly east-west. Indirect support for a
plowing hypothesis was the presence of a
horseshoe fragment in Level 1. Fearing
that heavy plowing may have been
responsible for the loss of visibility for the
expected wall trench, Level 3 was
excavated to sterile (about eight more
centimeters), but no sign of a feature
emerged. Finally, out of desperation, the
north and east walls were excavated
approximately five cm into sterile and the
corresponding profiles were carefully
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cleaned and inspected. All was in vain: no
outline of a wall trench was visible in
either profile. While the TU 12 north wall
profile was thought to just barely
encompass the location of a north-south
wall trench for the structure, the east-west
extension of Features 18 and/or 19 should
have been apparent. Its absence
suggested the implausible (and
disconcerting) possibility that the early
academy was asymmetric due to an
abbreviated west side, with the end wall
extending through the unexcavated 2 x 2
unit that had been leapfrogged. A more
likely explanation was that plowing had
obscured or destroyed the presence of
would-be features.

Despite these disappointing results,
TU 12 possessed unusually high artifact
frequencies (Table 1). In addition, an
MCD of 1845.8 was generated from 155
(65% of the total 240) applicable sherds,
which is notably earlier than the MCDs for
TU 10 and TU 11. While no coal or clinker
was recovered, eight wire nails were
noted, scattered in all three levels. This is
what might be expected in a heavily
plowed context. As with TU 11, a
significant portion of the TU 12 ceramic
assemblage was composed of coarse
lead glazed earthenware (23% and 26%,
respectively), and 173 square-sectioned
nails were found. Another similarity in the
two artifact profiles is seen in the huge

number of patinated window glass
fragments (454). Assuming primary
deposition, this again argues for the

presence of a window in this area of the
early academy, and perhaps also the
presence of accident-prone residents. Of
particular note was the occurrence of
several personal items. These included
six buttons (1 bone, FS 109, Figure 9; two
shell, FS 109; one copper, FS 107; one
porcelain, FS 107; one pewter, FS 109,
Figure 18), and a stub-stemmed clay pipe
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bowl fragment (Figure 16, FS 109). The
2003 program also generated three
similar pipe fragments from the academy
vicinity. Pfeiffer (1981) indicates this type
of pipe was used with an inserted reed
stem and dates from the 1840s to 1900.
The 53 lithic artifacts consisted of
debitage fragments only, and they
increased in frequency with depth: 8, 18,
and 27 were found in Levels 1, 2, and 3,
respectively.

Test Unit 13. The final 2
X 2 unit was placed two m
north of TU 12, but offset
one meter west, as seen in
Figure 6. A slightly greater
depth of extant wall trenches
had been observed in the
northern test units and in
Trench 4, and it was hoped
that a slightly deeper wall
trench might be present
within TU 13, so that the
disruptive reach of the plow
had not obscured a lower
portion of the feature. This
unit location encompassed a
1.30 x 0.65 m portion of TU
2, excavated during the
previous field session; it
appeared in the northeastern
section of TU 13. Once this
obvious feature was defined
and mapped, the fill
associated with it was not
screened, as it was assumed
to be sterile. The rest of the
unit was taken down in 10
cm levels, eventually
extending to just over 25 cm
in the southwest corner.
Thankfully, two bricks
oriented east-west were
discovered on the north
central wall of TU 13, as
was a companion builder-
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robber trench (a clear distinction between
the two trenches was not visible). TU 2, a
1 x two m unit excavated in 2003, missed
these features by about 12 centimeters.
Designated as Feature 22 (the brick
foundation) and Feature 23 (the robber’s
trench), these features are the remains of
the west wall of the early academy and
are illustrated in Figure 19. At this level of
definition, Feature 23 extended only two

FIGURE 19. The First Academy West Wall Foundation, TU 13.
Orange mottled fill from the builder/robber trench extends from
the foundation bricks (Feature 22) in the north wall of the unit
south to the bottom of the photograph. Fill from TU 2 appears on
the right. Facing north; scales = 50 cm.



centimeters more before sterile was
encountered. Plowing apparently
obliterated Feature 23 in TU 12, but the
deeper topsoil in the adjacent unit
preserved a portion of it. As expected, this
wall section is 15 feet from the center of
the double chimney. The Feature 23 fill
contained a single sherd of whiteware,
which is not particularly helpful for
establishing a terminus post quem on the
razing of the first academy structure (1820
or later).

The artifact profile presented in Table
1 indicates that this unit contains a high
frequency of architectural items in the
form of window glass (299) and square
nails (140), although 18 wire nails that
post-date the first academy were also
recovered from Levels 1 and 2. These
frequencies indicate that an end window
or windows occurred in the early
structure. A faceted shell button (Figure
18, FS 114) and another slate pencil
(Figure 16, FS 117) were also recovered
from this unit; no coal or clinker fragments
were found. The 63 lithic fragments were
all classified as debitage.

An unusual item derived from Level 2
was the vulcanite button shown in Figure
18. As indicated in the most commonly
cited web site dealing with this esoteric
type of artifact, the button provides a
probable terminus post quem of 1851,
when the process was patented in the US.
According to the most commonly cited
web site dealing with this esoteric type of
artifact, vulcanite was originally made
from natural rubber and was usually black
in color; it was used to make combs,
buttons, cases, jewelry, fountain pens,
pipe stems, etc. It was also widely used
as an electrical insulator and for
chemically resistant linings (Plastics
Historical Society 2005). Of course, such
a diminutive artifact could easily be
intrusive, particularly in a plowed context.
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From a total of 142 sherds, 99 (69.7%)
were applicable for the MCD calculation,
which produced the earliest date of any of
the academy-related units: 1843.4. On a
somewhat small sample (54 sherds), the
MCD for Unit 2 was recalculated by
including the whiteware sherds, and the
1842.5 result was consistent with the TU
13 MCD. It thus seems apparent that the
eastern half of the first academy was
occupied at a later date than the western
half, assuming primary deposition of
ceramics. The differences in ceramic
frequencies for the two rooms—155 (east)
and 382 (west)—suggest a difference in
room functions, with activities associated

with  food consumption being more
common in the west room area. The
breakdown of coarse lead glazed

earthenwares may also support this
assertion: 38 sherds are associated with
the east room, while 87 were found in the
west room. Such wares are often
associated with food storage and
preparation, as opposed to the serving
function of the refined pearlwares,
whitewares, and porcelain types. The
possibility exists, however, that the
academy lead glazed earthenwares
simply functioned as less elegant,
student-appropriate  serving  vessels,
particularly as bowls: many of the sherds
were thin-walled and glazed on both the
exterior and interior. What is clear is that
more than just classroom instruction
occurred in both of the rooms.

When calculated together, ceramics
from all four test units in the early
academy yielded an MCD of 1846.5. The
MCD for Unit 4, located behind (south of)
the extant academy, was recalculated to
include whiteware, and an expected later
date of 1852.4 was derived from 123
sherds. The two samples are not exactly
comparable, as TU 4 represents
secondary refuse that was deposited
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outside a south-facing door of the present
academy, but the Ilater temporal
placement of the ceramic assemblage is
certainly consistent with the occupation
sequence proposed here.

The combined four-unit MCD of
1846.5 represents a mean occupation
date that is 11 years after the presumed
initial construction date of 1835 for the
first academy. If this represents an
approximate mid-date of occupation, the
end date for the occupation would be
1857. However, there is really no way to
determine the actual abandonment date
of the structure without establishing a
terminus ante quem from artifacts or
documents, and this has not been
possible.

Summary: The Early Academy

Architectural evidence consisting of
brick foundations and foundation builder
and robber trenches indicates that the
early academy was a 15 by 30 ft structure
with a central double fireplace. It was
probably a single story frame structure,
and based on its north and east wall
alignments, it appears at one time to have
been connected to the present academy.
For some inscrutable reason the north
wall foundation was constructed at a
lower depth than the chimney and the
south and west walls. The two academies
differed in the types of foundations they
possessed (current stone versus brick),
though not originally in the chimney
construction material. A large number of
ceramic artifacts are associated with the
early structure interior, indicating that
behavior associated with food
consumption occurred there. Of the two
rooms that were tested, the western room
contained earlier and more numerous
ceramic assemblages, as measured by
the MCD formula.
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FIGURE 20. Molded Brick Cornice Fragments
from Trench 4.

A provocative line of architectural
evidence for the early academy comes
from Trench 4. It consists of three brick
fragments collected while backfilling the
trench (two of which are illustrated in
Figure 20). These concave and convex
decorative bricks perfectly match the
current eve treatment of the main house.
If these specimens are in primary context,
their discovery suggests two important
possibilities. First, to have decorative brick
eves, one must have associated brick
walls to support them; a frame structure
will not do. Second, this elaborate cornice
treatment suggests that the double
fireplace structure that we are pleased to
label the original academy was a formal
type of building that echoed the precedent
architectural motifs established by the
main house. Such formality is more in
keeping with an educational rather than
student housing function for the early
academy, at least initially. Admittedly, this
is a good deal of gossamer conjecture to
be spinning out of three brick fragments,
but the presence of these artifacts require
some sort of explanation, and both points
are at least plausible.

Numerous personal items are
associated with the two academies.
Besides the material generated from the



test units, such as buttons, two stubby,
well-used slate pencils and two pipe bowl
fragments, additional items were noted
during the clearing and backfilling of
Trench 4. These include an incised bone
handled fork (Figure 9, bottom), a bone
button (Figure 9, FS 90), a copper button
(Figure 18, FS 90), a partial decorative
glass button (not illustrated); and a glazed
stub-stemmed pipe fragment (Figure 15,
FS 90). When these artifacts and the
substantial ceramic assemblage are
combined with the three bone buttons,
three pipe bowl fragments, a broken bone
handle to a knife, and an iron knife tang,
and the two slate pencils that were found
in the vicinity of the two academies during
2003, it is apparent that a variety of

activities occurred there. If either
academy was used for educational
purposes, that would certainly not

preclude food consumption. The presence
of ceramics, clothing-associated artifacts,
and pipes simultaneously present the
possibility that the academies may have
served a residential function as student
dormitories. A combination of educational
and residential uses is also feasible.
Determining which of these scenarios is
the most plausible is tricky due to the
ambiguous nature of the artifact
assemblages and the lack of stratified
deposits. In all probability only the
fortuitous  discovery of  additional
documentary data can ever lead to firmer
conclusions concerning this question.
Four survey units were dug to the west
of TU 13 (Figure 6), and positive evidence
of artifact deposits (including a third slate
pencil—see Figure 16) and demolition fill
was recovered from them. Yet another
undocumented structure may occur in this
location. Additional testing can determine
if this is the case, and will allow for direct
comparison of artifact assemblages and
structural elements from the other two
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academies.
Conclusions
Besides the structural evidence
revealed at the site, the excavations
generated an  impressive  artifact

collection, with much of it possessing an
antebellum association. Many personal
items, such as the wide assortment of
buttons, eating utensils, slate pencils, a
bone comb, and fragments of smoking
pipes provide a direct glimpse into the
material culture of the site’'s early
inhabitants. These artifacts also offer an
opportunity for enhancing already-existing
Doak House Museum displays and for
developing new exhibits that contribute to
the Museum’s educational mission.

Systematic archaeological testing at
the Doak site has revealed architectural
features that have no documentary
correlates. The below-ground data
indicates that an earlier manor may have
been built in what became the front yard
of the impressive main house that stands
today. Similarly, direct evidence of an
earlier undocumented academy has also
been unearthed. These contrasts between
the real and ideal at the Doak site
demonstrate the value of archaeological
research in a historic setting. Instead of
merely “illustrating what we already know”
from the documents, excavations have
instead provided new data that challenge
the archival picture of the Doak
occupation in some pretty fundamental
ways. New questions have been raised
that require additional archaeological and
documentary research.

For instance, despite the careful
excavation ofa 1l x2 mand 2 x 2 m units
that established a probably early filling
date, clarity has yet to be attained
concerning the size and layout of the
suspected cellar directly in front of the
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main house. The physical connection
between the extant academy and the
earlier academy is also assumed but not
confirmed. Contradictory data was
discovered concerning the first academy’s
construction as either a wood frame or
brick single-story building. Whatever it
was constructed from, foundation footings
were more deeply set on the north wall
than for at least two other walls, and this
odd arrangement constitutes an enduring
architectural enigma. Based on the
somewhat ambiguous artifact
assemblages associated with it, the exact
function of the early academy is uncertain:
it may have served as a schoolhouse, a
student dormitory, or both. Survey tests
indicate that another undocumented
structure may be located about 15 m west
of the early academy; this too requires
further research.

In essence, archaeology at the Doak
Site produced an equal ratio of surprises,
challenges, and coherent, interpretable
archaeological remains. As soon as
closure was achieved on one research
problem, a multiplicity of others was
generated. The fragmentary nature of the
above- and Dbelow-ground lines of
evidence that are available to historical
archaeologists means that some of these
guestions may never be fully answered,
but additional research will hopefully at
least improve upon the present ratio.

Collections Information.  All artifacts, project
records, and reports are stored at the Doak House
Museum,  Tusculum  College, Greeneville,
Tennessee.
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