
  

Investigations into the Oldest Standing Structure in North Carolina 

by 

Coy Jacob Idol 

December, 2015 

Director of Thesis: Dr. Charles R. Ewen 

Major Department: Anthropology 

 In 2010, Steven and Linda Lane purchased 304 East Queen Street, Edenton, North 

Carolina. While renovating the structure they discovered that it was much older than previously 

thought. The results of a dendrochronology analysis demonstrated that the Lane House was the 

oldest standing structure in North Carolina. As advocates of archaeology and wanting to learn 

more about the structure, the Department of Anthropology at East Carolina University was 

contacted to investigate the structure. Based on historic documents, its was hypothesized that the 

Lane House does not sit in its original location. Excavating under the structure and in the back 

yard a terminus post quem, 1849, was established for when the Lane House arrived at its current 

position. The archaeology was supplemented by historical research to refine the date to a 16-year 

range, 1894-1910, for when the relocation of the structure could have occurred. 
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Chapter 1: Introduction 

In 2010, Steve and Linda Lane purchased 304 East Queen Street, in Edenton, North 

Carolina (Figure 1). A humble and unassuming house, they planned to renovate it and put it back 

on the real estate market. Just three years earlier, the Lane House, as it is now known, was listed 

on the National Register of Historic Places as a contributing member to the second boundary 

increase of Edenton’s Historic District. The boundary increase extended the Historic District of 

Edenton to incorporate the town’s expansion during the late 19th century. The basis for this 

boundary increase was an architectural survey done by Thomas Butchko. In his analysis, 

Butchko (1992) determined that the Lane House was built sometime around the turn of the 20th 

century. As the Lanes began the renovation process, they discovered that the structure was much 

older. 

Discovering the True Age of the Lane House 

During renovations, the Lanes discovered hand-hewn beams joined with wooden pegs 

and handmade nails. Additionally, some of the wood had remnants of an oyster shell whitewash. 

With these discoveries, Reid Thomas, a historic architect with the North Carolina State Historic 

Preservation Office (NCSHPO), was called to confirm the findings. In February of 2011, a study 

visit was organized with the NCSHPO, architectural historians from Colonial Williamsburg, and 

local Edenton historians. Thomas’ (2013) analysis confirmed the growing belief that the house 

was much older than originally thought. Confident that, at least, part of the structure dated from 

the early 18th century, questions about the true age of the Lane House arose. 

In order to answer these questions, the Lanes commissioned the Oxford Tree—Ring 

Laboratory to date the house through dendrochronology. In their analysis of the Lane House, 

Worthington and Seiter (2012) were able to successfully date one sample, providing a precise  



 

  2 

 

FIGURE 1: The Lane House. Originally a Hall and Parlor side gable structure with two 
chimneys, which has been updated to look like a turn of the 20th century mill house. (Photograph 
by author, 2014) 
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felling date for the winter 1718-1719. Along with 19 other samples, a master index for the Lane 

House was created that confirmed most of the timbers correspond to this date. The exceptions are 

the front wall and a rear addition. The former, based on the flush framing, appears to have been 

rebuilt sometime in the early 19th century. The latter is thought to have been a previously 

detached shed that was incorporated into the structure at an unknown date (Thomas 2013). 

Unless otherwise noted, the term Lane House is used to refer to the core structure.  

With the felling dates for the timber, a construction date could be established. 

Worthington and Seiter (2012) suggest a construction date of 1719, based on building practices 

in England at the time. Wenger (2013), though, shows that lumber in the colonies could be 

stockpiled for up to five years before being used in construction. Given the labor shortage in 

North Carolina during the colonial period (Bishir, et al. 1990), stockpiling is very likely. This 

means that the Lane House was constructed sometime between 1719 and 1724, making it the 

oldest standing structure in North Carolina. 

Archaeologists Join the Project 

 Now fully aware of what they had stumbled upon, the Lanes began to engage 

archaeologist, Dr. Charles Ewen, of East Carolina University, to see if archaeology could 

contribute to the understanding of the Lane House in relation to its current location. Looking at 

CJ Sauthier’s 1769 map (Figure 2), which “are relatively accurate when depicting major features 

such as primary structures” (Ewen et al. 2002:344), it was hypothesized that the structure did not 

originally sit at this location, as the town had not yet expanded that far to the east. The lot that 

the Lane House currently sits on was part of a larger tract that can be traced back to 1773 

(Chowan County Registry of Deeds: Book Q). A structure set at the corner of Oakum and Queen 
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FIGURE 2: 1769 CJ Sauthier Map of Edenton. Colonial Map of Edenton with the current 
location of the Lane House outlined in red (courtesy of NC Maps). 
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Street, which was replaced in 1894 (Butchko 1992). The lot the Lane House sits on remained 

part of this larger tract until 1952, when it was purchased by Charles Cayton (CCRD: Book 9). 

With this information, it was determined that archaeology could help establish when the Lane 

House arrived at its current location. 

Structure Relocation 

 According to Scottish civil engineer, David Stevenson, who spent three months traveling 

the United States and Canada, and published his observations in the Sketch of the Civil 

Engineering of North America (1838), “the most curious” (204) aspect of American civil 

engineering was the moving of houses. The moving of structures left such an impression on 

Stevenson that he dedicated the entirety of the 12th chapter to its discussion. Wooden structures 

are the easiest and safest to move, though even by the early date of Stevenson’s journey, brick 

structures were being moved.  

 Wooden structures can be moved intact or through disassembly. If the latter, there is 

usually some indication on the framing that it was disassembled. If the former, there is a delicate 

process of lifting the structure off its foundation (Stevenson 1839). Once lifted, the structure is 

placed on carriages, which are used to transport the structure. Transportation can occur in two 

primary ways, though other ways have been used. Of the primary ways, one is to place the 

structure on a carriage or trailer, which allows the structure to be rolled (Figure 3). The other 

way is to place the carriages on travels, which look like railroad tracks. The travels are greased, 

and the structure slides over them (Figure 4). In all cases, a team of pack animals pulls the 

structure. There were no indications that the Lane House was disassembled prior to its relocation. 

Given the structure’s small size and framing, it is increasingly likely it was moved intact on a 

carriage, similar to Figure 3. This is an important point; as any disassembly would somewhat  
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FIGURE 3: Goal, in Walnut Street Philadelphia. One of the earliest depictions of the relocation 
of a structure, note the wheels at the corner of the structure. Originally published in “The City of 
Philadelphia in the State of Pennsylvania. North America as it Appeared in the Year 1800” by 
William Birch (courtesy of Wiki Commons). 
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FIGURE 4: Engravings Demonstrating How to Move a Structure. Originally published in the 
“American Agriculturalist volume 32, November 1973 (Photograph: Curtis 1979). 
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diminish the historical value of the structure (Curtis 1979).  

Modern amenities, such as plumbing and electricity, have made relocating structures 

more difficult (Curtis 1979). Even with these difficulties, Butchko (1992) identified five 

structures in Edenton that were relocated during the 20th century. These structures demonstrate 

the continual tradition of structure relocation in Edenton. Due to poor records from earlier 

periods, it is difficult to know exactly how many other structures in Edenton have been moved. 

Given that Butchko misidentified the age of the Lane House, it is possible that other older 

structures in the town were relocated.  

Research Question Defined 

 The goal of this project was to establish a terminus post quem (TPQ) for the Lane 

House’s movement. TPQ is “the date after which the object must have found its way [onto] the 

[location]. It may have been any time after, from then until now, but not before” (Hume 1969: 

11). This was accomplished by excavating directly under the structure. Additionaly, shovel test 

pits where placed in the yard, to help date the occupation of the lot. Once this was established, 

the historical record, record of deeds, and chain of title was used to further refine the date 

determined from the TPQ. What follows is a historical overview of Edenton, the archaeology 

that has been previously performed in Edenton, and the results and interpretations, or 

implications, of the archaeology performed at the Lane House. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Chapter 2: Historical Background 

 The town of Edenton was originally founded in 1712 as a port serving those who lived 

near the Albemarle Sound. For the rest of the 18th century the port grew into one of the most 

important urban centers in North Carolina. As the 19th century started Edenton hit hard times 

due to both natural and man made events, which lasted until the end of the Civil War. In the 

Postbellum period, Edenton was the beneficiary of the immigration of the recently emancipated 

African Americans, entering a period of industrialization and growth it had not seen since the 

end of the American Revolution. 

Proprietary Period 

Originally known as Queen Anne’s Creek, Edenton was established in 1712. The original 

act no longer exists, but from deeds and a further act, 1720, when the original two trustees died, 

the general idea of the 1712 act can be reconstructed. One hundred acres were divided into half 

acres lots, which sold for 20 shillings (Hathaway 1900). Upon purchasing lots, structures had to 

be placed on them within a certain amount of time (North Carolina General Assembly 1720). In 

a future act, 1722, the town was expanded and structures were required to be 20 by 15 feet and 

built within two years (NCGA 1722). It is reasonable to assume that the 1712 act would have had 

similar stipulations.  

The first lot was sold in 1715 (Parramore 1967), and by the end of the decade 24 lots 

were sold (Lowry 1981). In 1729, according to William Byrd, 40-50 small houses had been built, 

which were considered “extravagant” if they had a brick chimney. The overall reliability of 

Byrd’s depiction of Edenton, however, has to be brought into question. He never visited the 

town, but instead, relied on the reports of the group’s chaplain, Peter Fountain, who was less than 
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impressed with the town, having had to preach in the courthouse due to a lack of a place of 

worship (Byrd 1967). 

Edenton was renamed and incorporated in 1722 (Powell 1989). Named after Governor 

Charles Eden, it is located just off the northern portion of the Albemarle Sound. Eden used the 

area, still known as Queen Anne’s Creek, for his unofficial capital (Parramore 1967). It retained 

this distinction, inconstantly, until 1743, when New Bern became the official capital (Powell 

1989). The lack of true government or a dense population, helped to create an egalitarian society, 

run by the Quakers (McIlvenna 2009). This was disrupted with the appointment of Charles Eden 

as governor. The move coincided with the passage of the Vestry Act, helping to establish the 

Church of England as the official religion, removing the Quakers from power. There were earlier 

attempts to establish an Anglican Church, notably the establishment of St. Paul’s Parish near 

modern day Edenton (McIlvenna 2009). Despite this, most of Proprietary North Carolina 

remained antagonistic towards “deep-rooted, elite-dominated institutions” (Barth 2010:4), 

trapping Edenton in a liminal state, as it transitioned from “a frontier society to a cultivated one” 

(Parramore 1967:20).  

Prior to the establishment of Edenton, the late 17th and early 18th centuries in North 

Carolina were marked by political rebellion and a war with the native population. The first armed 

uprising was Culpepper’s Rebellion (1675-1689). This conflict was limited to the Albemarle 

Region (Figure 5). The reason for this rebellion was the new colonial policies launched by the 

restored monarchy under Charles II, combined with geographic and political isolation (Rankin 

1962). 

The conclusion of Culpepper’s Rebellion had mostly negative effects for both sides, with 

conditions becoming even more unstable for the colonists and the Proprietors. In response, Seth 
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FIGURE 5: New and Correct Map of the Provinence of North Carolina. 1733 map by Edward 
Moseley, zoomed into the Albemarle Region. Bordered by the Chowan River to the west, 
Currituck Inlet to the east, the Albemarle Sound to the south, and the Great Dismal 
Swamp/Virginia to the north (courtesy of ECU Digital Library). 
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Sothel, a Proprietor, was sent to the Albermarle to serve as governor. His tenure did not address 

the underlying issues of resistance to Royal control, planting the seeds for the next rebellion. He 

was successful, however, in settling a clique of planters loyal to the Proprietors, in the western 

section of the colony near the Chowan River. This group would form the founding vestry of St. 

Paul’s Parish (McIlvenna 2009). 

Cary’s Rebellion (1708-1711) was a very complicated mix of politics and religion. Even 

though Quakers rallying against the Anglican Church were at the core of the conflict, the 

struggle involved deeper political concerns, namely “overall opposition to hierarchy, British 

taxation, and elite dominated institutions” (Barth 2010:25). Problems started with the passage of 

the Vestry Act of 1701 and the establishment of St. Paul’s Parish. Both of these events 

galvanized support for the Quakers, propelling them to an even more dominate position in the 

colonial legislature. Along with the Quakers’ displeasure at measures clearly aimed at them, 

newly arrived settlers along the Pamlico Sound (Figure 6) were upset that they were not 

adequately represented. Under the leadership of Thomas Cary, these groups established a 

colonial government in the town of Bath, in direct opposition to the Chowan clique (McIlvenna, 

2009). To reestablish control, the Proprietors sent Edward Hyde. Upon arrival, Hyde realized he 

was outmatched and turned to Virginia for help. The governor of Virginia, Alexander 

Spotswood, sent both the Virginia Militia and Royal Marines. The latter proved decisive as it 

upped the stakes from a simple uprising against the Proprietors to treason against the Crown 

(McIlvenna, 2009). 

With this final rebellion put down, attention could turn to further settlement. Recently 

arrived German and Swiss immigrants needed land and looked further south towards the areas 

settled by the Tuscarora, a tribe of Native Americans. While Quakers’ power relations with 
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FIGURE 6: The Albemarle Region and European Settlement in the New World. The major 
settlements of Proprietary North Carolina are shown on the right. Edenton is north of the 
Albemarle Sound and east of the Chowan River. On left is the development of the boundaries of 
the Carolina Colony (Fenn and Wood 2003, Photograph: The Way We Lived).  
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Native American tribes had been relatively peaceful, without them guiding policy tensions rose. 

Shortly after the end of Cary’s Rebellion, the colony was caught up in the Tuscarora War (1711-

1715). The fighting was largely concentrated in the southern part of the North Carolina colony. 

The only instance to involve settlers in Albemarle was when a South Carolina militia unit 

pillaged the area for food, uniting the factions that had previously been at war with each other 

(La Vere 2013).  

The Tuscarora War ended the old divisions that had been causing so many problems for 

the Proprietors, allowing for a period of prosperity and growth. The year before the war ended, 

Charles Eden was appointed governor. He took up residence near the Town on Queen Anne’s 

Creek, establishing the town as the unofficial capital of the colony. As governor, he enacted 

around 60 legislative reforms designed to prevent the upheavals that had tormented the colony up 

to that point. Upon his death in 1722, the Town on Queen Anne’s Creek was renamed Edenton in 

his honor (Powell 1989).  

It was around this time that the Lane House was constructed. Also around this time, a 

town wharf was completed to facilitate the growing importance of Edenton as a port. As the 

colonial capital, a Council Chamber was constructed in 1722. All of these help demonstrate the 

stability and prosperity brought about after decades of strife and warfare in North Carolina 

(Butchko 1992). 

Royal Colony through the Early Republic 

 In 1729, the Lords Proprietors finally gave up their colonial venture, selling their rights to 

the English crown. For the rest of the century, Edenton entered into a “Golden Age.”  During this 

period, Edenton served as the main port of entry for the Albemarle Sound and began industrial 
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development that would serve as the economic backbone of the town, even after the Golden Age 

ended (Parramore 1967). 

 Not all of the Proprietors sold their stakes in the colony. John Carteret, Earl of Granville, 

retained his rights to an eighth of the quitrents collected from the colonies of Georgia and the 

Carolinas. In an effort to simplify matters, Granville was granted a sixty-mile strip of land, which 

would encompass the northern half of North Carolina, in 1744. The negotiations and surveys 

took another two years to complete, but when finished, Francis Corbin was sent to act as 

Granville’s land agent in Edenton. Ten years after arriving, Corbin completed the Cupola House 

to serve as his home and office (Butchko 1992). 

 While the Granville office helped bring people to Edenton, it only lasted until the 

Revolution, and was not the most important part of Edenton’s economy. At an unknown point in 

the18th century, Edenton was home to a snuff and tobacco manufacturer, but it appears to have 

been short-lived. The lot was converted to a domestic structure in the 1760’s (Foss et al. 1979).  

 As expected for a port town, fishing developed into an important industry for the local 

community. Commercial fishing was introduced to Chowan County in 1762 (Woodall et al. 

1968). The main mode was Seine fishing. Seine is a type of long fishing net that can stretch over 

two miles long and go as deep as 24 feet. The main fish caught near Edenton were herring, 

though others were caught as well. In addition to catching the fish, they were processed and 

cleaned in the town, to be consumed locally, in Edenton, or shipped out to a nearby port (Van 

Camp 2001). 

 The production of seine nets incorporated Edenton’s other major industry, naval stores. 

Naval stores included the production of tar, turpentine, pitch, and rope. The production of naval 

stores was an important industry across colonial North Carolina. The virgin pine forest made the 
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colony a crucial part of the British Empire, as it tried to become less dependent on the 

Scandinavian countries. The Naval Stores Act of 1705 made this a very profitable industry, with 

tar valued at £4 per ton and hemp at £6 a ton (Fenn and Wood 2003). This industry was so 

important that Bishir (1990) called North Carolina in this period a “forest society.” 

 Tar, turpentine, and pitch was exported but created at locations in the interior long leaf 

pine forests, and hemp rope was produced locally at the Ropewalk. The Ropewalk was located 

near the modern day textile mill and mill town. It was the most important domestic industry in 

Edenton during its golden age. Not only did it supply local fisheries with nets, but it also helped 

to resupply the visiting ships, while providing exports for trade (Parramore, 1967). 

 Edenton was just entering its economic peak around 1776, when the American colonies 

declared independence. Like the other colonies, North Carolina’s loyalties were split between 

Loyalists and Rebels. Edenton tried to hedge its bets, condemning Parliament while maintaining 

its allegiance to the Crown. Preserved to this day inside St. Paul’s Parish, is a proclamation 

known as the Test, which professes “allegiance to the King,” while denouncing Parliament’s 

right to tax the colonies because it did not represent the colonial people. Prior to the 

proclamation, the people of Edenton had made their dissatisfaction with Parliament known, and 

showed their solidarity with Boston by hosting their own Tea Party in October 1774 (Kickler 

2013). 

Once committed to the Revolution, Edenton provided troops and generals (Rankin 1971). 

More importantly, however, was Edenton’s role as a port. Under peacetime conditions, the Outer 

Banks served to hamper imports and exports. During the war, they served a boon, preventing 

Edenton from being blockaded (Van Camp 2001). Despite Edenton’s importance as a port, it was 

almost completely spared from any military engagement except for a raid in the fall of 1780 
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when a schooner was captured. The raid was led by an African American, who was most likely 

an escaped slave working in the maritime industry, which would have provided an intimate 

knowledge of the treacherous shoals and inlets (Cecelski 2001). 

Once independence was gained, Edenton continued to provide important leaders for the 

national movement. Two citizens of Edenton, Hugh Williamson and James Iredell Sr., provided 

strong support for the ratification of the Constitution (Kickler 2013). The success of Edenton in 

fostering such strong support for the fledgling nation would be its last major contribution until 

after the Civil War. As the end of the 18th century approached, Edenton’s golden age came to an 

end. A series of hurricanes in the 1790s and early 1800s shifted the sands of the Outerbanks, 

closing the inlets providing access to the port. Around the same time, the Great Dismal Swamp 

Canal was completed. The canal diverted trade towards Elizabeth City, which now had direct 

access to the larger port city of Norfolk, Virginia. As the nation headed towards another war with 

Great Britain, the War of 1812, embargoes on the importation of British and French goods 

further limited Edenton’s ability to import and export goods (Shaeffer 2015).  

Antebellum and Civil War 

During the Antebellum Period, Edenton entered into nearly stagnant growth. The town 

not only lost its preeminent position on the Albemarle Sound, but also on the Chowan River. In 

an attempt to regain its maritime importance, Edenton began to develop a steamboat industry. 

Through the use of steamboats, the town was able to better connect itself to other ports and ease 

some of the post-Revolution decline. In the long run, however, the steamboats only proved to 

make Edenton a middleman for better-connected areas (Butchko 1992). 

Edenton might have avoided some of this had it turned its attention away from a maritime 

economy and adopted the railroad as its primary means of transporting goods. The citizens of 
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Edenton had multiple chances to connect to growing railroad lines in the 1830s and 1850s. It was 

not until the 1880s that the railroad finally came to Edenton and the town was able to escape its 

malaise (Butchko 1992).  

The railroad’s growing importance, and Edenton’s decline of importance on the Chowan 

River, was demonstrated during the Civil War with the Burnside Expedition, in the early months 

of 1862. Edenton was captured with almost no bloodshed, on February 11th. The town, however, 

was not the goal of General Burnside’s campaign. Instead, he sought to control the town of 

Winton, further up the river. Near the town was a strategic junction of the Weldon and Norfolk 

Railroad, which would provide a forward base for future military operations. Even though Union 

troops never took the rail junction, the Burnside Campaign was successful in taking control of 

the Albemarle Sound for the rest of the Civil War (Campbell 2005).  

 The physical landscape of Edenton appears to have changed little during this period. 

There is no known map from this period, but Butchko (1992) documents a few buildings that 

were built during the Antebellum. The notable exception to this trend was in the erection of 

public buildings. Three new churches were erected: a Baptist church in 1817, a Methodist church 

in 1856, and St. Anne’s Catholic Church in 1858. Along with the churches, a public school was 

completed in 1856. 

 Edenton gained some national attention in 1861 with the publication of Harriet Jacobs’ 

autobiography, Incidents in the Life of a Slave Girl, Written by Herself. A native of Edenton, 

Jacobs detailed her life in the town and how she eventually escaped on a ship bound for 

Philadelphia. Jacobs, undoubtedly, was not the only slave to escape enslavement through the port 

of Edenton. For much of its history, the majority of Edenton’s population has been African-

American. Prior to the Civil War, most of these would have been enslaved. There was a small, 
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but thriving freedman population, as well (Butchko 1992). African-Americans served as the main 

labor force, working the fishing lines, serving as artisan craftsmen, and in the maritime economy. 

Runaways were attracted to seaports like Edenton, in hopes of blending into the population and 

catching a ride, like Jacobs, to freedom in the North (Cecelski 2001). Edenton’s proximity to the 

Great Dismal Swamp provided another avenue for freedom, though a no less dangerous one 

(Sayers 2014).  

Reconstruction to the Great Depression 

 In the immediate years following the Civil War, Edenton began the slow process towards 

recovery. Even though the town suffered no physical damage, the wharf area was in disrepair 

and was upgraded and expanded. Around the same time, the steamboat, now bolstered by 

tourism, and the fishing industry were reinitiated (Butchko 1992). The fishing industry expanded 

the most in its renewal. The introduction of pound netting broke the very near Antebellum 

monopoly on fishing that developed when the original investors in the industry had access to the 

necessary capital to lay claim to the best sites. Pound netting required a smaller economic 

investment, initially. It was cheaper to purchase and required less men. Moreover, it was more 

adaptable, and did not require the specific site selection of seine nets (Boyce 1917).  

 The end of slavery brought an initial economic downturn, but also a new period of 

physical development in the town. Coming from the surrounding counties and Virginia, recently 

emancipated African-Americans flocked to Edenton (Boyce 1917). To accommodate these new 

arrivals, Edenton began to expand north and westward in the 1870s and 1880s  (Butchko 1992). 

Not all African-Americans in Edenton thought well of the homes being constructed. D.M. Lee 

described the new structures as “little huts” and a “waste” of both money and land (Fisherman 
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and Farmer 1889:4). An earlier issue of Fisherman and Farmer (1889:5), however, reports that 

the new phase of construction “argues well for our prospective as a place and people.”   

 The business community was forced to upgrade in the mid-1890s. A fire in 1893 

destroyed the 400 block of South Broad, one of the main business districts. The area was known 

as the “Cheapside,” after the neighborhood in London, and comprised of wooden structures from 

the colonial period. In response to the fire, the entire business district was rebuilt in brick 

(Parramore 1967).  

 The most advantageous development to occur was the arrival of the railroad in 1881. 

Even though Edenton was the last stop, the arrival spurred the development of the lumber 

industry, with two sawmills opening by the end of the decade. The advantage of the railroad was 

further increased in 1910, when a rail crossing was built over the Albemarle Sound. Edenton was 

finally connected to the mainland of North Carolina and was no longer the last stop on the line 

(Boyce 1917). In 1927 another bridge was constructed: the Chowan River Bridge. This bridge 

provided easier access to Edenton for automobiles (Butchko 1992). 

 There was also further industrial development. In 1898 the Edenton Cotton Mill was 

built. Along with it came the mill town, which was built between 1899 and 1923. This town 

housed all of the mill’s workers. The mill district was built over the former Ropewalk district, 

and was separated from the town by the railroad tracks that ran along the western edge of the 

town. Despite this gain to the town, it provided no benefit to the African-American residents, as 

employment and residency was restricted to whites (Butchko 1998). This was typical of mills 

and their adjoining towns across the state (Wood 1986). 

 In 1909, the Edenton Peanut Company was founded, and a peanut factory was built just 

north of the Cotton Mill District. This brought about a change in the basic economy of Edenton 
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and the surrounding areas, as peanuts became the principle cash crop for the region. The peanuts 

spurred further development. In 1914, the Farmer’s Storage Company formed, selling farm 

supplies, which were mostly geared towards peanuts. In 1923, a warehouse was built for shelling 

and storing peanuts (Butchko 1992). Unlike the Cotton Mill, the majority of the workers and 

staff were African American (Jacobs 1978). 

Relocation of the Lane House 

 The Lane House, as will be demonstrated, was moved to its current location during this 

period, between 1894 and 1910. Other than what was provided above relating to the changing 

landscape and economic development, information on Edenton during the period when the Lane 

House could have moved is unfortunately limited. Coming during the Depression of 1893 and 

around the time of the founding of the Edenton Cotton Mill, the earlier potential dates correlate 

to the industrialization of the town and adoption of capitalism (Wood 1986).  

Equally important, and related, was the rise and fall of the Populist Party, 1892-1898. 

This was a grassroots third party that still perplexes historians and has inspired a lot of debate 

(Webb 2004). The most successful iteration of the party occurred in North Carolina, where 

cooperation with Republicans ended 28 years of Democratic rule under the main policy of 

electoral reform. The most successful electoral campaign came in 1894, when Edenton hosted 

the Populist convention, and Chowan County was one of four majority African American 

counties to vote for a Populist state House representative (Beeby 2008).  

 Following three years out of power, the Democratic Party launched a campaign based 

around white supremacy in 1898. This was “the occasion, not the cause, of the decline of 

Populist Party” (Beeby 2008:7), but it did bring about radical changes in the electoral process, 

establishing Jim Crow, and creating a one party system. The capstone of the white supremacy 
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campaign was the Wilmington Race Riot, more accurately described as a pogrom. Though 

research has focused on the events in Wilmington, the violence was equally as likely to break out 

in any city with a majority African American population, like Edenton (Cecelski and Tyson 

1998). 

 Following the white supremacy campaign, “the hopes for black empowerment that had 

bloomed so mightily a decade earlier had withered and almost died” (Haley 1998:222). In the 

next decade, North Carolina’s attempts at segregation and disenfranchisement were so successful 

that they began to help other states enact their versions of Jim Crow (Haley 1998). During these 

early years, African American leaders espoused a policy of patience and cooperation. This 

attitude gave North Carolina the appearance of being the most progressive of the Southern states 

when it came to race relations. As World War I approached, at least below the surface, African 

Americans began to change their tone about Jim Crow (Crow et al. 2002). Outside of the racial 

impact of the renewed Democratic leadership, business across the state benefitted as the one 

party system created “an oligarchy of landlords, commercial leaders, and industrialists” (Honey 

1998:178). This group restricted the rights of the working class whites and small farmers, which 

had formed the basis of the Populist Party, albeit not to the extent of African Americans of all 

classes (Honey 1998). 

Edenton Today 

 Edenton today has been named as one of “America’s Prettiest Towns” (Giuffo 2011), and 

a “Dream Town” (Slaton 2015), along with the self proclaimed title of the “South’s Prettiest 

Small Town” (Graff 2011). It is also a North Carolina certified retirement community (Retire NC 

2015). The town has retained a strong connection to its colonial past, taking pride in its colonial 

architecture and the important people and events, especially the Tea Party (Graff 2011). The 
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town was listed on the National Register of Historic Places in 1973 (NR 1973), which has been 

expanded twice (Butchko 2001; Michael 2007). Within in this area, seven structures and their 

lots have been placed on the register: the Cupola House (Snell 1970), the James Iredell House 

(Snell 1973), Chowan County Courthouse (Snell 1975), St. Paul’s Episcopal Church (Van Moore 

and Cockshutt 1975), the Edenton Peanut Company (Jacobs 1979), Hicks Field (Butchko 1995), 

and the Edenton Station, United States Fish and Fisheries Commission (Butchko 2002). 

Additionally, the Edenton Cotton Mill and village were listed separately (Butchko 1998). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Chapter 3: Archaeology in Edenton 

 Prior to this project, archaeology in Edenton has been mostly limited to homes of famous 

historic figures. Beaman (2008) provides an overview of previous terrestrial excavations. Based 

on these references, there have been 31 excavations in the town of Edenton. Ten of these projects 

have been compliance-driven to access the impact of either structural updates or the movement 

of a structure. With the exception of CRM projects at the current courthouse lot (Garrow et al. 

1978; Foss et al. 1979) and this project, the terrestrial archaeology performed in Edenton has 

occurred on the lots associated with some of the most elegant structures in the town and some of 

the town’s most prominent citizens. 

James Iredell House 

 James Iredell was one of Edenton’s leading citizens at the time of the American 

Revolution, leading vocal support for the independence movement. After the War, he served as a 

superior court justice for North Carolina and as the attorney general. When the Articles of 

Confederation proved ineffective, Iredell became one of the leading Federalist voices in North 

Carolina. He was also one of the original members of the United States Supreme Court and was 

known for his dissenting opinion in Chisholm v Georgia, which led to the Eleventh Amendment 

(Powell 1989). 

 When Iredell purchased the lot in 1778, there was already a structure on it. The house 

was expanded to the east in 1800, with a side gable structure. This addition is unique in that the 

gable end faces the street. The original portion of the structure was replaced in 1827 with a two-

story Federal style building, which is highlighted by a two-tier porch (Bishir and Southern 1996). 

The structure (Figure 7) “was a monument to Iredell’s personal success” (Watson 2003:168). 
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FIGURE 7: James Iredell House. The house was added to the National Historic Register in 1970 
(Photograph by C.O. Greene; courtesy of Library of Congress). 
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The archaeology on the property has mostly been small scale and designed to mitigate 

any damage that might be done during restorations (Schwartz 1972; Nesmith 1974) or utility 

updates (Carnes-McNaughton and Beaman 2001a, 2001b; Wilson 1984a). Funk (1980b) 

completed a shovel test survey in the back yard. Further excavations were completed in 

anticipation of the reconstruction or the movement of structures (Mintz 2006, 2008).  

Cupola House 

 The Cupola House (Figure 8) is a unique building from the Colonial period,  and one of 

the most enigmatic structures in North Carolina. Built in 1758 to serve as Francis Corbin’s home 

and office (Bishir and Southern 1996), it is an eclectic mix of Jacobean and Georgian 

architecture (Cheeseman 1986). Butchko (1992:10-11) described the structure as “one of the 

most distinctive and important dwellings of its period in the South.” It is the only house in the 

South with a jetty, or overhang, which was common in turn of the 17th century England and 

early 18th century New England. It’s most iconic feature and namesake is the massive octagonal 

cupola, which extends upward from the center of the roof (Bishir and Southern 1996). 

 Given the importance and interest in the Cupola House, relatively little in the way of 

archaeological excavations has been performed. The front and rear yards were excavated by 

Schwartz (1973), finding a 19th century privy, two brick chimney bases, and a dairy. Prior to the 

installation of a gas line in 1995, archaeological reconnaissance found mixed and disturbed 

stratigraphy (Heath 1995), which led to the identification of the original ground level (Zawacki 

1996). 

1767 Chowan County Courthouse 

 The 1767 Chowan County Courthouse (Figure 9) is the oldest standing government 

building in North Carolina. It is a classic example of Georgia architecture (Deetz 1996), perfectly  
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FIGURE 8: Cupola House. The structure was added to the National Historic Register in 1970 
(Photograph by Tim Buchman; courtesy of Preservation North Carolina). 
 
 



 

  28

    
FIGURE 9: 1767 Chowan County Courthouse. Structure was added to the National Historic 
Register in 1970 (Photograph by Tim Buchman; courtesy of Preservation North Carolina). 
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symmetrical with a central pedimented pavilion that points towards its cupola. The cupola was 

adorned with a clock in 1825, which was replaced when the cupola was renovated in 1891 

(Butchko 1992). The courthouse stands as “one of the finest Georgian public buildings in the 

southern colonies” (Bishir and Southern 1996:129), and “one of the most important public 

buildings in colonial America” (Butchko 1992:16).  

 Two excavations outside of the courthouse discovered the original ground level (Clauser 

1996) and a storm drain reservoir from the 20th century (Clauser and Joy 1993). The artifacts 

recovered that related to the courthouse, demonstrated conformity to Wise’s (1978) public 

structure pattern (Willoughby 2007). Interior excavations conducted during restorations in 2001 

found post-holes and artifacts related to the 1722 Council Chambers (Carnes-McNaughton and 

Beaman 2003). 

Wessington House 

The Wessington House (Figure 10) was constructed in 1850 for the richest man in North 

Carolina at the time, Thomas Warren. Like the Cupola House, it is an eclectic mix of 

architectural styles. Adapted from “A Villa in the French Style,” in William Ranlett’s (1849) 

design book The Architect, the structure combines Romantic Revival style with local customs, 

notably the two-tier front porch. The structure is designated as “one of the most magnificent 

antebellum residences in the state” (Butchko 1992: 33), and “the most opulent residence in 

Edenton” (Bishir and Southern 1996: 134). 

Archaeological investigation into the property began following the unearthing of a 

deposit of lead-glazed redware during the installation of a pipeline. The deposit was dated to the 

early 1770s and has nothing to do with the existing structure. The redware was eventually 

sourced to Philadelphia and linked to a larger, undocumented trade network that existed between  
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FIGURE 10: Wessington House. The structure was added to the National Historic Register in 
1974 (Photograph by C.O. Greene; courtesy of Library of Congress). 
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the British Colonies in America. Steen (1999:62) connects this trade network, and the 

earthenware, to “the development of a unique social identity” that would develop into the United 

States. 

Ziegler House 

 Built in 1892, the Ziegler House (Figure 11) represents one of the more elegant examples 

of Queen Anne architecture. The popularity of this style signifies the end of Victorian style 

buildings, which corresponded with Edenton’s resurgence in the 1890s (Butchko 1992). The 

structure was restored and expanded in 1990, and currently serves as the Historic Edenton 

Visitor Center (Bishir and Southern 1996). 

 Most of the archaeology related to the Ziegler House was done to mitigate the destructive 

aspects of the preparation for the structure to serve as the Visitor Center (Harper 1988; Wilson 

1984b). The discovery of two late 19th century cisterns, prior to the construction of a rear 

expansion, resulted in a broader understanding of the evolving social and medical concerns 

related to cistern use at the turn of the 20th century (Carnes-McNaughton 1992). Further 

archaeology was done to mitigate updates to the Visitor Center’s gutter, and drain lines (Harper 

1994), and waterline (Carnes-McNaughton 2001, 2002). 

The Homestead 

 Built in the early 1770s, the Homestead (Figure 12), located on the waterfront at 101 East 

Water Street, started the local trend of two-tiered porches. These porches originally wrapped 

around the entire structure, however, the side and rear portions were enclosed in the late 19th 

century, doubling the size of the structure. The renovations put the structure more in line with 

Queen Anne style, popular at the time. These updates were removed during renovations in 1956, 

which returned the structure to a style more reminiscent of the late Colonial Period. This  
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FIGURE 11: The Ziegler House. Built in 1892 the structure has served as Edenton’s Visitors 
Center since 1992 (Photograph by author, 2014). 
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FIGURE 12: The Homestead. This structure has served as the home to one of Edenton’s most 
important families, the Collins’, since 1786 (Photograph by Tim Buchman; courtesy of 
Preservation North Carolina). 
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renovation was part of a larger movement following World War II to refocus Edenton towards its 

colonial past (Butchko 1992).  

 Originally built for merchant Robert Smith, “its size and location were clearly indicative 

of his wealth and social standing” (Butchko 1992:10). The property was purchased in 1786 by 

Josiah Collins, Sr. Collins was another prominent merchant, who also owned Somerset Place, a 

large plantation located across the Albemarle Sound in Washington County (Bishir and Southern 

1996), and the ropewalk in Edenton. Frank Wood purchased the Homestead in 1881. Wood, who 

was responsible for the Queen Anne renovations, was very active in the industrialization of 

Edenton around the turn of the 20th century, helping to organize both the Edenton Cotton Mill 

and the Edenton Peanut Company (Butchko 1992). Wood was also responsible for erecting the 

Edenton Teapot on the property, commemorating the Edenton Tea Party. The location of the 

teapot is supposedly at the location of the house that hosted the party (Bishir and Southern 1996). 

Elizabeth King was the reported host, but the structure was demolished in 1885 (Hathaway 

1900). 

 Five privately funded excavations have been conducted. All of the excavations were led 

by Thomas Funk, and funded by the property owner Rebecca Drane. Over the course of four 

years, a colonial commercial building, a Federal period midden, an antebellum smokehouse, and 

two privies were discovered (Funk 1980a, 1981a, 1981b; Funk et al. 1979). Joy (1991) 

synthesized the projects into one review. The privies were included in a survey of North Carolina 

privies (Carnes-McNaughton and Harper 2000).  

Courthouse Square 

Prior to the construction of the current county courthouse and detention center, two 

archaeological projects were conducted to mitigate the damage that would occur during 
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construction. Historical research had led investigators to believe that this site, the block 

surrounded by Broad, Church, Court, and Queen streets, was once the location of a tannery and a 

snuff tobacco factory. The initial surveys successfully located the tannery vats and a lime kiln. A 

cellar, potentially connected to the snuff tobacco factory, was also located, requiring more 

extensive excavation (Garrow et al. 1978). The subsequent excavation focused on this cellar, and 

it was determined “circumstantially” that the cellar was associated with the snuff tobacco factory 

(Foss et al. 1779:iii). Two privies were also discovered, which were included in the Carnes-

McNaughton and Harper (2000) survey. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Chapter 4: Archaeology at the Lane house 

 Excavations at the Lane House occurred in two places. Nine shovel test pits (STP) were 

placed in the back yard and three test units were placed under the house. Together they provide 

an idea of the occupational history of the lot. The interior units were the most important, as they 

provide the information for establishing the TPQ. In addition to understanding the Lane House as 

the oldest standing structure in North Carolina, this project is the only exploration into the lives 

of common people in Edenton. 

Field Crew 

The 2014 East Carolina Summer Ventures in Math and Science’s Archaeology class 

(Figure 13) performed the excavations over two days. Summer Ventures is a four-week program 

that exposes the state’s top high school students to college level courses. These classes include 

physics, robotics, and archaeology. For the first two weeks, students split their morning and 

afternoons between two classes. The students then chose a class to focus in. The third week was 

spent wrapping up work at Grimes Plantation, located just outside Greenville, and performing 

the excavations at the Lane House. The fourth week was spent preparing and presenting research 

papers. The use of Summer Ventures added an interesting public aspect to the project as the 

students had no prior archaeological experience. Even if the students do not go on to become 

professional archaeologist this expierence should at least make them advocates for the discipline 

in the future. 

Shovel Testing 

 The STPs (Figure 14,15) were placed on a grid 15 feet apart from each other, where 

possible (Figure 16). In some cases, obstructions prevented exact placement. Historical records 

indicate that the lot was part of a larger tract that was in use since the colonial period. This limits  
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FIGURE 13: 2014 Summer Ventures Field Crew. The Summer Ventures Field Crew receiving 
instructions from Dr. Ewen at Grimes Plantation (Photograph by author, 2014). 
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FIGURE 14: Excavating STPs. Students excavating a STP and screening the dirt (Photograph by 
author, 2014). 
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FIGURE 15: Screening Dirt. Students screening the dirt from both the STPs and the Interior 
Units (Photograph by author, 2014). 
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FIGURE 16: Map of the STPs. Map showing the placement of the STPs.  
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the yard’s overall usefulness in addressing the yard’s use in relation to the Lane House, but does 

provide some insight into the lot’s use prior to the Lane House’s arrival. 

Excavation Under the House 

 Three excavation units were placed under the structure of the house (Figure 17). Two 

were placed under the original structure, and one was placed under the later shed addition. Even 

though it was not possible to use the total station inside the structure, all three units were placed 

along the same easting. Each of the units had a length of about four feet. The width on Interior 

Units One and Two were very close, 1.65 ft. and 1.95 ft., respectively. Unit Three had a much 

larger width, 5 ft., because it was in the shed addition and was not restricted by architectural 

features. For Interior Unit One, part of the floor had been opened during the earlier architectural 

analysis (Figure 18). This opening was used to place the unit under the Parlor. For Interior Units 

Two and Three, the floor at the rear of the structure was completely removed during the 

architectural analysis (Figure 19). Interior Unit Two was placed at the back of the original 

structure, just inside the framing. Interior Unit Three was placed towards the rear of the shed 

addition. 

Processing of Artifacts 

 Recovered artifacts were processed and catalogued at East Carolina’s Phelps 

Archaeology Lab. Once washed, the artifacts were grouped according to Stanley South’s (1977) 

classification. By doing this, it was possible to develop “some degree of appreciation for the 

dynamic conditions in the context of which [the] static facts were generated” (South 1977:83). In 

other words, the classification system allows for observation of the recovered data within a clear 

analytical system. A description of artifact classes and ceramic typologies is provided in 

Appendix A. 
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FIGURE 17: Map of Interior Units. Map of interior units overlaidd on a conjectural floor plan 
developed by Reid Thomas (2013). The interior walls have shifted since the original 
construction, and the stairwell and right chimney no longer exists. 
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FIGURE 18: Interior Unit One. Interior Unit One fully excavated (Photograph by author, 2014). 
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FIGURE 19: Interior Excavations. Students excavating Interior Units Two and Three 
(Photograph by author, 2014).  
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Results & Interpretations 

From recovered yellow ware the terminus post quem (TPQ) for the Lane House was established 

as 1849. Further historical research places the relocation of the structure from its original 

location to its current location between 1894 and 1910. Of the artifacts recovered from both the 

STPs and under the structure, charcoal and ferrous metal were the most common. Most of the 

iron artifacts were unidentifiable but many appear to be nails (Table 1).  

Shovel test finds 

The STPs were placed 15 feet apart, where possible. In some cases tree roots and other 

obstructions prevented perfect placement. In all nine units, the soil color changed at about one 

foot down, and sterile subsoil was encountered at the approximate depth of a one and a half feet. 

The upper layer varied from a dark to black while the layer below that was dark yellowish 

brown. More charcoal was recovered from two of the STPs (0,2 and 2,2), with black soil 

signifying these areas were used to burn the charcoal. In addition to charcoal, ferrous metal 

accounted for the largest frequency of artifacts. Ceramics (Table 2), glass, oyster shells, and 

brick were also recovered. A seatbelt buckle and a 2002-penny demonstrated modern uses of the 

yard.  

Under house finds, TPQ, and MCD 

Just like the STPs, a soil color change occurred around a foot deep and sterile subsoil was 

encountered about a foot and a half down. There was no discernible difference in the artifacts 

between zones. The most important information came from the ceramics (Table 3). Two pieces 

of yellow ware (Figure 20) were recovered from Interior Unit One, establishing the TPQ at 1849. 

A third was recovered from Interior Unit 3 but since this was located under a later addition it 

cannot be used for the TPQ  There is the possibility of contamination either through pieces of  
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Artifact Material Total 

Bone 40 

Brick 185 

Ceramics 143 

Charcoal 447 

Ferrous Metal 414 

Glass 86 

Glassware 77 

Miscellaneous 52 

Plaster 109 

Shell 92 

Wood 27 

Total 1672 

TABLE 1: Artifact Totals. Table of the artifact totals listed by material.  
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Ceramic Type (variety) Production Date Range Total 

Coarse Earthenware (lead glazed) 1490-1900 1 

Cream Ware (plain) 1762-1820 4 

Ironstone (undecorated) 1840-1930 1 

Pearlware (flowblue) 1830-1870 1 

Pearlware (hand painted) 1775-1840 1 

Pearlware (transfer print) 1784-1840 1 

Stoneware (white salt glaze) 1720-1770 1 

Whiteware (hand painted) 1830-2014 4 

Whiteware (plain) 1830-2014 5 

Whiteware (transfer print) 1830-2014 1 

Yellow Ware 1849-1930 1 

Total  21 

TABLE 2: STP Ceramic Totals. Table of ceramics from the Shovel Test Pits and their totals. 
Ceramics are listed type and variety 
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Ceramic Type (Variety) Production Date Range Total 

Coarse Earthenware (lead glazed) 1490-1900 4 

Coarse Earthenware (unidentifiable)  1 

Creamware (plain) 1762-1820 30 

Delftware (blue and white) 1630-1790 2 

Ironstone (plain) 1840-1930 2 

Pearlware (edged) 1785-1840 6 

Pearlware (hand painted) 1775-1849 8 

Pearlware (plain) 1780-1840 12 

Pearlware (transfer print) 1784-1840 8 

Porcelain (japanese) 1920-1941 3 

Porcelain (eglish soft paste) 1745-1800 1 

Refined Earthenware (unidentifiable)  3 

Rouen (faience) 1740-1790 1 

Stoneware (brown english) 1690-1775 1 

Stoneware (rhenish) 1575-1775 2 

Stoneware (unidentifiable)  1 

Whiteware (plain) 1830-2014 28 

Whiteware (transfer print) 1830-2014 7 

Yellow Ware 1849-1930 2 

Total  122 

TABLE 3: Interior Unit Ceramic Totals. Table of ceramics from interior units and their totals. 
Ceramics are listed by type and variety. 
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FIGURE 20: Yellow Ware. The two sherds of yellow ware recovered from Interior Unit One 
(Photograph by author, 2014). 
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ceramics falling through the floor, or later access underneath the house. One sherd was recovered 

in level one and could result from contamination but it was recovered from the lower end, and 

the second piece was recovered from level two, making it unlikely that it was the result of 

contamination. The three sherds of Japanese porcelain by the  white ware only pushes the date 

back to 1830. The three sherds of Japanese porcelain found in Interior Unit One were intrusive. 

These sherds were from the same vessel and were located near the surface. The ‘Made in Japan’ 

(Figure 21) stamp dates the sherds to the 1920’s, which is slightly before the production date for 

the hobble skirt Coca-Cola bottles (Figure 22) found on the surface. The recovered Coca-Cola 

bottles are of the design for the 1937 patent (Lockhart and Porter, 2010). There were also four 

amber glass bottles located on the surface. Three (Figure 23) of these had external threaded 

screw caps, which went into production in the 1920s. Additionally, they were embossed with 

“Federal Law Prohibits,” which was required after 1935 (Lindsey, 2015). From this, it can be 

deduced that there was a surface deposition sometime after the 1930s when the Japanese 

porcelain could have intruded into Interior Unit One. 

A mean ceramic date (MCD) was calculated for the lot, 1838 (Table 4). MCD “is a tool 

based on the recognition of highly regular patterns of variations in the popularity of ceramics 

through time. This tool monitors site chronology via ceramics” (South 1978:224). It calculates a 

relative median occupation for a site. It is calculated by multiping the number of sherds (fi) for 

each type times the median manufacture date (xi) for that type; add these products together; and 

divide that sum by the total number of sherds. 

MCD = Σ(xi fi)⁄Σfi 

MCD is not a perfect indicator of site occupation as there are discrepancies between the median 

manufacture date and the date a ceramic was discarded. The formula works best when applied to  
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FIGURE 21: Japanese Porcelain. Nearly intact sherd of Japanese porcelain with “Made in Japan” 
stamp that dates to the 1920s (Photograph by author, 2014). 
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FIGURE 22: Hobble-skirt Coca-Cola Bottles. The two hobble-skirt Coca-Cola bottles recovered 
from the ground surface under the Lane House (Photograph by author, 2014). 
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FIGURE 23: Amber Liquor Bottles. The three amber drinking bottles with threaded screw cap 
tops. All three were recovered from the ground surface below the Lane House (Photograph by 
author, 2014). 
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Ceramic Type (Variety) Median Production 

Year (Xi) 

Sherd Total 

(fi) 

Product MCD 

Coarse Earthenware (lead 

glazed) 

1695 5 8475  

Creamware (plain) 1791 34 60894  

Delftware (blue and white) 1710 2 3420  

Ironstone (plain) 1885 3 5655  

Pearlware (edged) 1812.5 6 10875  

Pearlware (flow blue) 1850 1 1850  

Pearlware (hand painted) 1812 9 16308  

Pearlware (plain) 1810 12 21720  

Pearlware (transfer print) 1812 9 16308  

Porcelain (eglish soft paste) 1772.5 1 1772.5  

Rouen (faience) 1765 1 1765  

Stoneware (brown english) 1732.5 1 1732.5  

Stoneware (rhenish) 1675 2 3350  

Stoneware (white salt glaze) 1745 1 1745  

Whiteware (hand painted) 1922 4 7688  

Whiteware (plain) 1922 33 63426  

Whiteware (transfer print) 1922 8 15376  

Yellow Ware 1889.5 4 7558  

Totals  136 249918 1837.632353 

TABLE 4: Mean Ceramic Date Calculations. Table showing the calculations for the MCD. The 
Japanese Porclain and unidentifiable ceramics were excluded from the calculations. 
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whole vessels. Since mending was not possible and there was no way of knowing how many 

vessels were actually represented, meaning that larger frequencies of sherds created an 

overrepresentation, skewing the calculated date. Also, as we are uncertain to the exact nature of 

the lot occupation prior to the arrival of the Lane House the accuracy of the formula is 

questionable as it was designed for proveniences that represent continuous occupation (South 

1977).  

Map Study and Historic Research 

 The 1910 Sanborn Fire Insurance Map (Figure 24) is the earliest document showing the 

Lane House at its current location. This provided a terminus ante quem (TAQ) for the  

movement of the structure. TAQ is the latest possible date something could have happened, 

meaning that the Lane House could have moved any time up to 1910. With the help of local 

historian, John Collins, the history of the lot between 1849 and 1910 was reconstructed. Collins 

was extremely helpful in making sense of the changing lot numbers, which sped up and refined 

the archival research. 

Prior to 1877, the entire 300 block of East Queen Street had one owner. The Halsey 

Family owned the lot from 1829 to 1877 (CCRD: Book I & Y). The domestic residence for the 

lot was located at the corner of 201 South Oakum Street, where the Halsey-Chappell House 

currently sits. In 1877 Mary Hasley sold the property to pay off a debt to W.M. Bond (CCRD:  

Book Y). In 1894 Hasley bought the land back (CCRD: Book D). Collins believes this is when 

the Lane House was moved. This is tied in to his belief that the house once sat at the corner of 

Oakum and Queen Street. When Hasley repurchased her family’s property, she had a new house, 

the Halsey-Chappel House, built where Collins believes the Lane House once set (John  
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FIGURE 24: 1910 Sanborn Fire Insurance Map. Page 11 of the 1911 Sanborn Fire Insurance 
Map, the earliest document showing the Lane House at 304 East Queen Street. It is the structure 
just below the Q in Queen, highlighted in red (courtesy of the North Carolina Collection). 
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Collins, 2014, pers. comm.). This theory would be difficult to prove, but is the most fully 

developed. 

The Lane House did not have to move in 1894; between then and 1910, the property 

changed hands two more times (CCRD: Book D & F). In 1893, a fire destroyed the structures 

standing between East King and Water Street. Most of the structures destroyed were wooden 

structures from the Colonial Period, not too dissimilar from the Lane House. The fire prompted a 

new town ordinance requiring all structures in the business district be upgraded to brick 

(Parramore, 1967). With wooden colonial structures no longer in fashion, the Lane House could 

have come from any part of Edenton. If this is the case, it is equally as likely that the house 

moved after Mary Hasley sold the property again, in 1896. Joseph Spruill purchased the property 

for $1000 only to have the property sold at auction three years later for more than double that 

price (CCRD: Book D & F). The increase in the property value may be the result of 

improvements made to the property, such as the addition of structures. The increase, however, 

may simply have been the result of a really heated auction. Without any firm documentation, the 

only definitive statement that can be made is that the structure was moved between 1894 and 

1910. 

Integration with Local History 

 Starting in the 1890s, and continuing into the Great Depression, Edenton entered an 

unprecedented period of construction. The two decades prior had seen a mass migration of 

African-Americans, seeking work in the various industrial enterprises available in the town. This 

migration prompted Edenton to expand, mostly, northward. As expansion northward reached its 

peak, in the 1890s, “growth [took] place as infill within older neighborhoods” (Butchko, 1992, p 

52). This infilling helps explain why the Lane House was moved to its current location.  
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 From the Sauthier Map it is clear that a structure set at the corner of Queen and Oakum 

Street since at least 1767. In 1894 the Hasley-Chappell House was constructed. At the other side 

of the 300 block of Queen Street set the Edenton Ropewalk District, from the Colonial period to 

the early 19th century. The Collins’ family owned this property until 1898 when the Edenton 

Cotton Mill was constructed (Butchko 1992). This period also corresponded with new 

developments in technology that created a revival in the prefabricated building industry. With 

more efficient mechanization and better transportation systems it became easier to create parts of 

a building and move them to the appropriate sites (Bishir et al. 1990). Instead of paying for the 

parts and their assembly, it could also be cheaper and simpler to move already constructed 

buildings in the city. Like the Lane House, the exterior could be easily updated to fit current 

trends. 



 

Chapter 5: Conclusion 

 Prior to Lewis Binford (1962) and the rise of New Archaeology, the primary focus of 

Historical Archaeology prior to this was on famous peoples and places. A similar motivation led 

to the start of this project. As the oldest standing structure in North Carolina, the Lane House had 

an undeniable appeal. A relatively straightforward question was developed of finding if and 

when the Lane House was relocated. Once the structure was visited it became clear the 

investigation would delve into the lives of common people from the period when it was moved. 

  Prior to the excavations and analysis of the results, ranges of dates were proposed for 

when the Lane House moved. It was presumed that the structure was moved because of the 1767 

Sauthier Map, which showed that Edenton had not yet expanded that far west, down Queen 

Street. Through the archaeological investigations and analysis of recovered ceramics, it was 

demonstrated that the structure had, indeed, moved and the date range of when the structure was 

moved was conclusively after 1849, based on yellow ware recovered from under the Lane 

House. Building on this conclusion, using the deeds and the 1910 Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps, 

the date range for the relocation was further refined to between 1894 and 1910. Without the 

archaeological evidence the only definitive statement for the movement of the Lane House 

would have been that it occurred prior to 1910.  

The date range developed by this project, following in the footsteps of Little (1996), 

grants a different insight into the identity of the Lane House. Before the project, the Lane House 

was just the oldest standing structure in North Carolina. With this project, the Lane House can 

now been seen as representative of the everyday lives of African Americans during the last 

decades of the New South. Along with the racial implication, there are also economic ones, the 
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New South, and Edenton during the period when the structure would have moved, are when the 

North’s form of capitalism were adopted.  

New South 

Inspired by James Agee’s statement in Let Us Now Praise Famous Men, “If I could do it, 

I’d do no writing at all here” (Agee and Evans 1941:13), along with practice theory and works 

like Europe and the People without History (Wolfe 1982), Edward Ayers’ The Promise of the 

New South: Life after Reconstruction attempts to understand the lives of the common person in 

the South after Reconstruction. The archaeology performed at the Lane House is informed by the 

ideas Ayers (2007) proposes, that “many small pieces of evidence [that] reconstruct the texture 

of lives” (442) in the South between the end of Reconstruction and World War I.  

This period of Edenton’s history has been woefully understudied. Most research has 

focused on Edenton during the Colonial Period through the Early Republic, with most of the 

focus on Edenton’s Tea Party (Shelton 2012) or the Revolution in general (Kickler 2013) 

 This is understandable given the town’s importance in state and national events, and it’s elegant 

architecture, which dominate the landscape (Butchko 1992). This project has provided an 

opportunity for research on Edenton in a time of history when large numbers of North Carolina’s 

citizens were given hope of equality only to have it violently taken away. The date ranges for the 

movement of the Lane House coincide with the rise of the Populist Party, the White Supremacy 

Campaign of 1898, centering on the Wilmington Race Riots, and its aftermath. Moving to a 

bourgeoning African American neighborhood the Lane House provides insights into the living 

conditions of this group during a highly volatile period in the community’s history. 
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Future Projects 

 The stated goal of this project was to establish if it had been moved and when the Lane 

House arrived at its current location. This does not constitute the entirety of archaeological 

research that can be performed in relation to the Lane House. At least two projects involving the 

structure at the current lot can be performed. The first is an investigation into the area around the 

current chimney and the area across the structure, on the west side gable, where a chimney once 

was part of the structure. This investigation would provide insight into how the structure evolved 

over time, and potentially how the internal rooms where used and how these uses changed over 

time.  

A second is a petrographic analysis of the piers the structure stands on. The piers are an 

amalgamation of different stone. Some of it is limestone, which has been hypothesized, by Mr. 

Lane, to have originated in Bermuda. The island was an important center for the Atlantic trade 

network established by the British Empire (Jarvis 2010). Some of Edenton’s prominent 

merchants had direct ties to the island (Butchko 1992), and it served as an important safe haven 

for blockade-runners during the Civil War (Powell 1989). Given the importance of Bermuda to 

Edenton’s maritime economy, it is plausible that the ballast stone left behind by mercantile ships 

was repurposed. 

Collins’ hypothesis that the Lane House was originally at 201 South Oakum Street should 

also be investigated. This might prove difficult as the lot is private property and the Hasley-

Chappell House currently occupies most of it. The Hasley-Chappell House was constructed in 

1894 (Butchko 1992) and another structure appears on the lot in the 1767 Sauthier Map, so it is 

plausible that the Lane House originated from this lot. Permission from the landowner should be 

obtained first. Once this occurs, excavations can be planned for the lot. Unfortunately, most of 
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the lot is occupied by the house or concrete, both a parking area and sidewalks. Test units should 

be placed in what little yard area is available. Evidence of a builders trench and artifacts dating to 

around the 1720’s or earlier need to be found to support Collins’ theory. Evidence of three 

separate chimney constructions that correspond to the architectural patterns seen in the Lane 

House would provide further support.  

History as the Handmaiden to Archaeology 

A criticism of this project is that it falls into the classic trope, espoused by Ivor Noël 

Hume (1964), that archaeology should serve as a handmaiden to history. He believed that 

archaeology should be used to compliment historic research, making it more palatable for public 

consumption and complimenting the research. Regardless of how it is used, historical 

archaeology served as a “means to an ends” (Hume 1964:215), supplementing historic research. 

Over the ensuing decades, the discipline of historical archaeology has matured and moved past 

this idea. As can be seen in this thesis, “the function of supplementation…is more usefully 

thought of as historical challenge” (Little 1996:44). Along with challenging the historic identity 

of the Lane House as just the oldest standing structure in North Carolina, this project has flipped 

Hume’s assertion (1964), using historical data to supplement the archaeological data and refine 

the TPQ of 1849, obtained from excavating under the Lane House, to 1894. Combine this with 

the 1910 Sanborn Maps, and a 16-year date range was established for the movement of the Lane 

House.
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Appendix A: Glossary 

In an effort to make this project more accessible to the public and non-historical 

archaeologists, a glossary of terms is provided. The terms that follow go along with Tables 1, 2, 

3, and 4, and will help explain how the artifacts were classified. First the artifact materials are 

explained, corresponding with Table 1, followed by an explanation of the differing artifact types 

and their varieties, related to Tables 2, 3, and 4. 

Materials 

 This classification mostly follows the classes created by South (1977). Some of the 

material identifications come directly from this, while others were created specifically for this 

project as South (1977) does not provide an adequate category. If South’s (1977) classes had 

been followed exactly there would have been a lot more overlap in the artifacts classifications, 

limiting the usefulness of Table 1. South admits, “there is nothing wrong, of course, in 

expanding the list…in the face of a research design demanding such an addition” (1977: 96). 

Where as South (1977) was focused on form and function, this classification is focused on form, 

explecitly a description of that form. 

Bone 

 All bone recovered from the Lane House was animal. Exact identification of what types 

of animals the bone comes from was not performed as it requires a specialized analysis, which 

was not necessary for dating. Furthermore, the depositing of bone “is not the same type of by-

product of human behavior represented by the other groups” (South, 1977: 97). 

Brick 

 The overall usefulness of bricks is somewhat limited, especially in this project where no 

bricks were recovered intact. Hume (1969) points out that color and hardness of bricks are not 
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consistent within the same firing, making dating difficult. The form and function of bricks is 

identifiable with Gurcke (1987) providing an overview of how this can be accomplished. Since 

the Lane House is mostly a wood structure, identifying the function of brick can be hypothesized 

without much difficulty. The recovered brick would most likely have come from either the fire 

place or the support piers. 

Ceramics 

 These are the most easily dateable artifacts as we have a good record of their 

manufacturing dates. The classifications are constructed around ware groups, which is based on 

the firing temperature of the vessel, surface treatment, and decoration. The date ranges for 

ceramics were derived from the Florida Museum of Natural History’s Historic Archaeology Type 

Collection (http://www.flmnh.ufl.edu/histarch/gallery_types/), and the Jefferson Patterson Park 

and Museum’s Diagnostic Artifacts in Maryland (http://www.jefpat.org/diagnostic/index.htm). 

These websites also provide additional details and descriptions of the different types.  

Charcoal 

 Mostly anthracite coal but some bituminous coal. Both of these could be used in a 

furnace to provide heat. Given the Lane House proximity to the former rail stop, the large 

amount recovered is not surprising. This would also help explain the presence of the more 

expensive anthracite, which is identifiable by its more lustrous appearance (American Coal 

Foundation).  

Ferrous metal 

 In most cases this refers to what appears to be nails. All of these objects have, at least, 

some rusting. In the case of the objects that appear to be nails, the rusting covers the datable 

aspects of the object, or completely obfuscates the identification. The inference of them being 
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nails is based of the long, slender shape that generally conforms to nails. Other ferrous metal is 

sheeting. 

Glass 

 This is flat glass, associated mainly with window pane. Some fragments are too thin to 

have been part of a window pane but are otherwise unidentifiable. Some of the smaller fragments 

may have been from glassware but were too small to show any signs of curvature. 

Glassware 

 Curved glass that would have been part of a glass container. This is one category that 

could have been expanded as there are a variety of forms that glass containers can take. As noted 

by South (1977), glassware can be further broken down into at least five subdivisions. In some 

cases the fragments were large enough to facilitate this further subdivision, or they contained 

writing which would help accomplish this. In all cases, color provides context to the form and 

function of the glassware (Hume 1969). The broader category of glassware was used instead of 

these subdivisions because they were not relevant to the question being asked. As demonstrated 

with the surface artifacts intact glassware can be useful in dating, however, none of the 

fragments recovered from the STPs or Interior Units could facilitate dating. Had the recovered 

fragments been helpful in dating, subdivisions would have been more appropriate. 

Miscellaneaous 

 This was a catch-all category for unique artifacts that did not easily fit into the other 

categories. Artifacts covered here range from fragments of a porcelain doll to modern day 

currency. Also included in this category are buttons and game marbles. 
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Plaster 

 This was fragments of what, presumably, used to cover the walls of a structure. What is 

interesting about the plaster fragments is that they were recovered from all levels of the Interiors 

Units. There was a higher concentration of plaster in the upper layer of the three units, making it 

highly likely the plaster in the lower layers was intrusive. 

Shell 

 Mostly oyster shell but does include fragments of arborial nuts and gastropods.  

Wood 

 Fragments of a former wall. Most pieces were recovered from the upper layer of Interior 

Unit Three. These are likely from the construction which attached the shed to the main structure. 

Ceramics 

 Ceramics are first sorted by ware type, which is the easiest and most accessible aspect to 

identify. This identification is based on the body, or the characteristics of the clay that the vessel 

is made from. There are three main bodies, earthenware, stoneware, and porcelain, with 

earthenware divided into two classes, coarse and refined. Surface treatment and decoration are 

then identified. Surface treatment is how the vessel is covered or glazed. Decoration can cover 

motifs, however, the sherds recovered did not readily lend themselves to this so only method and 

color were used to describe the decoration. 

Coarse earthenware 

 This earthenware is fired at 900-1200° Celsius. This produces a soft, porous body, which 

can contain inclusions. If the eye test does not conclusively identify the body, the sherd can be 

applied to the tongue, where the porousness causes it to stick. Due to this porousness the vessel 

must be treated if it is to contain liquids. 
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Lead glazed (1490-1900) 

 A very basic glaze that can be clear or a greenish, greenish-brown color. It is a very 

generic category and does not provide the information that others can. It is the most common 

glaze for earthenwares. Even as earthenware technology advances this glaze type is still used, but 

other identifying features are developed that make this a very simplistic identifying category. 

Delftware (1630-1790) 

 This is soft tin based enamel, which tends to flake off the body. The body has a chalky 

feel. Hume (1970) claims this was “the most important ceramic development in England in the 

seventeenth century” (105). Even though the technique had been developed in Spain and Italy 

three centuries earlier, known as majolica, the English, or British, variations are distinctly 

decorated. Ivor Nöel Hume (1977) has provided a detailed history of delftware in England and 

the American Colonies, Early English Delftware from London and Virginia.  

Faience Rouen (1740-1790) 

 The French version of tin enameling. The main identifier is the salmon colored body. Of 

the three types of tin enameling this is the least studied, though Waselkov and Walthall (2002) 

have compilied a study on the different decorative motifs that appear in North America. The 

presence of this type of ceramic is somewhat anomalous, and can be accredited to Edenton’s 

status as a port city. 

Refined earthenware 

 Refined earthenware was fired at a higher temperature (1100-1200° Celsius) than coarse 

earthenware, producing a harder and more compact body. The body is usually cream or white. 

The three most common types are creamware, pearlware, and white ware. These types are based 

off the developments of Josiah Wedgewood and are some the of the best studied ceramics in 
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North America. Since these three have been so well documented they are often the easiest 

ceramics to date, and the most useful when dating a site.  

Creamware (1762-1820) 

 Creamware, or Queen’s ware, was the major development in English ceramic production 

for the 18th century. It was  a very popular tableware, that is easily identifiable by its cream 

colored body and clear lead glazing. The major innovation in this ceramic was the double firing. 

By not glazing the ceramic till the second firing the vessel could be decorated in a variety of 

ways, leading to major inovations in decoration technique. The revolutionary aspects of the 

development of creamware cannot be understated. 

Pearlware (1775-1840) 

 Pearlware was a continuation and further development of creamware. The addition of 

cobalt during the production process caused the final product to be whiten. This type is easily 

identifiable by the blue pooling that occurs in crevices. Though sherds may be recovered without 

decoration, the actual vessel was usually decorated. Edge ceramics had a scalloped rim, painted 

primarily in blue or green, though pink does occur. The main body could be hand painted or 

transfers printed, with varying motifs, which most often copied those found on Chinese porcelain 

or floral patterns. The whiter surface proved to be effective in copying the blue color of Chinese 

designs leading to a decline of creamware. Blue, and blue and red transfer printed, blue hand 

painted, and blue and green scalloped edged sherds were recovered for this project. 

Whiteware (1830-1900+) 

 The line between whiteware and pearlware can be ambiguous. As the potters refined their 

technique for producing pearlware the presence of cobalt became increasingly limited to the 

areas of pooling. The decorating techniques were similar to pearlware, though motifs would 
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change to what ever was fashionable at the time. This type of ceramic is still produced today. 

Most of the recovered sherds where plain, though transferprinted sherds were recovered; colored 

black, purple, red, and green. Four sherds with a handpainted floral pattern were recovered from 

the STPs. These four could be mended to form the center of a plate. 

Ironstone (1840-1930) 

 This is also known as white granite. It was a utilitarian ware, that took on a variety of 

forms and functions. It was very popular in North America from 1850-1900, providing a cheap 

and durable alternative to porcelain, while retaining the distinctive look (Miller 1991). It is 

identifiable by its dense vitrified body, and is usually not decorated. 

Yellow Ware (1849-1930) 

 Yellow ware was a very sturdy ceramic that lent itself to a variety of uses in food 

preparation and other utilitarian functions. The primary form hollowed, mostly in the form of 

bowls but a wide variety of forms have been recovered. The high amount of bowls recovered is 

due to the longer popularity of this design, while other forms had shorter periods of popularity. 

Yellow ware was produced in a variety of places across North America, leading to a wide 

variance in the color of the body, ranging from pale to dark golden. A transparent lead glaze was 

typically used as a finish. Though five decorating techniques have been documented, the only 

decoration visible in the recovered sherds was a brown and white slip. This slip usually encircled 

the entire vessel. 

Stoneware 

 Stoneware is fired at a higher temperature than earthenware (1200-1350° Celsius). It is 

very compact, with a solid, stone like, body, which can hold liquids without glazing, though they 
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typically are. The most common glaze is a salt glaze, which creates an orange peel texture on the 

surface.  

Rhenish (1575-1775) 

 Rhenish stoneware has a very solid, grey, body. They were typically decorated with a 

cobalt blue slip, though manganese purple has been reported, and a salt glaze. The blue 

decoration can be very elaborate. The primary use of this ware type was storage of food or as a 

chamber pot. 

Brown English (1690-1775) 

 The brown English body ranges from whitish to light brown. It is grainy and can contain 

inclusion. They are salt glazed and partially covered in a brown slip. The color of the slip varies, 

even on the same vessel. The ware was created to end the monopoly of rhenish stoneware. The 

main form was drinking vessels. Though sparsely decorated, they could carry an engraving or 

stamp signifying the tavern the vessel belonged to. 

White Salt Glaze (1720-1770) 

 As the name suggests, this was a white slipped, salt glazed stoneware. The white slip was 

added to make the vessel appear whiter than it actually was. The body of the vessel ranged from 

white to a tan color. Until the invention of creamware, this ware type was used a cheaper and 

more durable alternative to porcelain and the tin enameled earthenwares, respectively. A number 

of decoration techniques were applied to this ware over its production life. The sherd recovered 

from the STPs shows a molded rim, decorated with a barley pattern. 

Porcelain 

 Porcelain is the most valuable of the ceramic bodies. Fired at 1300-1450o Celsius, it is 

hard, compact and vitreous. It was first developed in China, where the secrets of production were 



 

  82

closely guarded. Europeans did not begin producing it until the 18th century. The body is either 

white or a bluish white. It was used as a tableware, with tea wares being especially popular.  

English Soft Paste (1745-1800) 

 The soft paste porcelain produced in England has a softer body, that has a chalky feel to 

it. The glazes vary but can include lead or tin. It does not attach itself to the body as well as the 

Chinese glazes, and will deteriorate and begin to flake off. It was mainly handpainted under the 

glaze with a darker, navy blue, which helps further distinguish it from the cobalt blue of Chinese 

porcelain. 

Japanese (1920-1941) 

 Japan has been producing porcelain since the early 17th century. Over this long period 

they have produced a large variety types, which are, understandably, similar to Chinese 

porcelain. The main differences is in the bodies, with Japanese bodies tending towards a more 

granular appearance. The three sherds from the Lane House all come from the same vessel, 

which account for most of it. It has a tan overglaze decorated with floral patterns. The most 

datable part of the sherds is the “Made in Japan” stamp, which was required for all Japanese 

imports to the United States from 1920 to the start of World War II. 
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