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During the summer of 2016, students led by Dr. Charles Ewen excavated the proposed Edward 

Moseley Ruin (now the bake oven at Lot 35) at Brunswick Town State Historic Site. Instead of 

finding the house and associated buildings of Lot 34, the students uncovered the remains of 

structure N5 on Lot 35 along with an associated ballast oven. Later analysis of the historical 

record determined that the property was owned by Christopher and Elizabeth Cains until 1775 

and then sold to Prudence McIlhenny. Historical research also uncovered the remains of a 

thriving bread trade in and around Brunswick just as the birth of Revolutionary sentiment began 

to spread throughout North Carolina. Altogether, the historical and archaeological research 

conducted at Lot 35 have yielded the remains of a dwelling for middle to upper class persons 

along with an associated industrial bake oven occupied from 1764 until the end of the century.    
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CHAPTER 1-INTRODUCTION 

 Just alongside the sprawling Cape Fear River and only twelve miles north of Southport, North 

Carolina lie the remains of Brunswick Town and Fort Anderson (Figure 1). The earthworks and 

reconstructed stone foundations stand as stark reminders of North Carolinaôs formative years and 

symbols of the violence and destruction of Americaôs defining conflicts. In the 18th Century, the 

town of Brunswick was a key port among the British holdings in North America because of the 

natural resources surrounding the town. The patriotic fervor of the citizens during the American 

Revolution made the town the target of numerous raids by British forces under Sir Charles 

Cornwallis, ultimately leading to the partial abandonment of the area in 1776. During the 

American Civil War, Brunswick once again became a strategic focus, this time as an earthen 

fortress, Fort Anderson, protecting Wilmington and its port from Union forces stationed to the 

south at Saint Helenaôs Sound. 

Today, the site has a different purpose. Now under the watchful eye of the North Carolina 

Department of Cultural Resources and North Carolina Historic Sites, Brunswick serves as an 

educational and interpretive center for the public. Recently, a partnership has formed between 

state officials and East Carolina University to conduct educational field schools to train future 

archaeologists and develop the body of knowledge about the small but key port and its link to the 

history of both North Carolina and the United States.  

The original objective of the study was to break ground to confirm the proposed location of 

Edward Moseleyôs Lot 34. To corroborate the presence of inhabitants from the middle to upper 

classes, socioeconomic patterning methods developed by Stanley South were to be used. Instead 

of finding the last mortal dwelling of the first surveyor general and speaker of the
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Figure 1- Lot 35 Location  
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North Carolina General Assembly, the students uncovered the remains of Lot 35 which included 

a dwelling and a bread oven. At that point, our research changed from supporting previous 

assertions to an excavation of discovery. Our research questions addressed site function and the 

ownership of the property throughout the colonial period. Our historical research has shed light 

on the impacts that the oven and its workers had on the economy and culture of the small but 

important port.  



 

 
 

CHAPTER 2-BACKGROUND

 

Historical Background 

 

As a land of almost untouched resources, the Carolina frontier was an enticing business venture 

for any burgeoning entrepreneur at the close of the 17th century. Barred from any occupation by 

the royal governors of North Carolina and located in a land disputed by the two Carolina 

Colonies, this ñvirginò soil was an elusive prize to anyone desiring to profit.  

It was in the aftermath of the Tuscarora Wars from 1711 to 1715 that governor George 

Burrington elected to finally sell a tract of land at the mouth of the Cape Fear river to a fellow 

gentrymen and Carolinian, Maurice Moore. Moore had discovered the property on campaign as 

he led a force that marched from Charleston in defense of the North Carolina frontier. With this 

large 1500-acre lot, Moore decided to develop a town for trade (South 2010:2). The high bluff 

that Moore selected for his venture was located on the west bank of the Cape Fear fifteen miles 

away from the Atlantic and another fifteen miles from a shoal dubbed ñthe flatsò that blocked 

further passage to all but small craft (Lee 1952:12). The land was mostly even with a sandy 

surface layer and a solid clay subsoil, providing solid land for construction (Figure 2).  

Mooreôs dream came to fruition on June 30, 1726 when the first lot was sold to Cornelius 

Harnett, a tavern keeper (Lee 1952:231). Throughout its existence, Maurice Mooreôs 

ñBrunswickò never exceeded two hundred inhabitants (Angley 1994:23). In 1731, Hugh 

Meredith, a traveler from Philadelphia reported that Brunswick ñis likely to be a place of trade 

and the seat of government; though at present but a poor, hungry, and unprovided place 
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Figure 2: The 1769 CJ Sauthier map of Brunswick showing the location of Lot 35. The detail 

shows the lot and structure N5 (in blue) as well as the outline of structure 22 (in red) at the top. 

 

consisting of not above 10 or 12 scattering mean houses, hardly worth the name of a villageéò 

(Meredith 1922:15) As the century progressed, the town grew little. In 1775, Scottish 

noblewoman Janet Schaw recorded her first impressions after arriving ñThis place is called 

Brunswick, and thoô the best seaport in the province, the town is very poor--- a few scattered 

houses on the edge of the woods, without street or regularityò (Shaw 1923:144-145).  In 1786, 

English merchant Robert Hunter passed Brunswick on his way to Wilmington ñAbout ten o'clock 
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we passed Brunswick, which was burned partly by the British in the time of the waré 

Brunswick was formerly a more capital port than Wilmington but only the ruins, with two or 

three houses that have been since built, are now to be seenò (Hunter 1943:297). During the years 

leading to rebellion against the British, Wilmington, the longtime rival of Brunswick, became the 

port of choice in the North Carolina colony. It also would became one of the most important 

settlements in North Carolinaôs formative years. The town would become the capital of both 

New Hanover and Brunswick Counties and the seat of the Episcopalian Diocese of St. Phillip. 

Brunswick also became the de facto capital of the colony after Governor Arthur Dobbs chose 

Russelborough, a rice plantation adjacent to the town, as his official residence in 1758 until the 

completion of Tryonôs Palace in New Bern in 1770 (Lee 1965:188).   

Even though Brunswick was small, it was a very important link in the imperial trade system of 

the 18th century. The forests of longleaf pine surrounding the settlement ensured the importance 

of Brunswick as an exporter of waterproofing agents comprising the royal naval stores. Of the 

144,932 barrels of tar, 4,575 of pitch, and 5,224 of turpentine that left the colonies for Great 

Britain in 1772, 59,006 left Brunswick, which was 32% of overall exports that year (Lee 

1978:41). Wood products, specifically sawn logs, were also a major export from Brunswick. In 

1772, roughly 2,864,000 feet were recorded in port export records (Angley 1993:17). Other 

exports included peas, corn, indigo, bread, flour, and flax. Imported in return were manufactured 

goods including cloth and tableware as well as sugar, wine, rum, and salt (Angley 1993:18).   

While Brunswick and her economy looked to the river and beyond for economic stability, 

Governor Tryon focused inland. As European settlement expanded into the thick forests of the 

foothills, Carolinaôs proprietors slowly began selling their holdings back to the crown. By 1729, 

all but John Carteret, the 2nd Earl of Granville had sold their claims.  After weathering multiple 
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offers from the crown, Carteret decided to survey and sell his land to settlers independently 

(Figure 3).  

 

 Figure 3- Map describing a portion of Granvilleôs lands surveyed on April 9th 1746. This map 

was presented to Edward Moseley and Roger Moore as Granvilleôs commissioners in North 

Carolina. (Photo from University of North Carolina Research Laboratories of Archaeology 

(rla.unc.edu)).  

 

The large expanse of land in the north offered plenty opportunities for farming and planting in 

the frontier. Land offices opened in the "Granville District" with an intent to sell as much of the 

territory as possible. Thus, the purchasing process was designed to make buying land easy for the 

incoming settlers. However, these simple practices also allowed corrupt land agents and third 

party investors to thrive. Between 1755 and 1762, Granville's agent in Rowan County, James 

Carter, sold 100 Salisbury town lots as trustee and amassed a large estate of 6,000 acres (Kars 

2003: 32). The unorthodox land grabs and extortions by agents rightfully disturbed the colonists 

attempting to settle land. Granvilleôs death in 1763 further complicated matters. Upon hearing 
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the news, his land offices in North Carolina closed indefinitely leaving many hopeful landowners 

who had already improved ñtheirò land in the dark (Figure 4).  

In 1737, another grantee, Henry McCulloh along with a group of silent partners received 1.2 

million acres of land in the Granville District with the promise to settle 6,000 people on the land 

and to cover the legal fees to survey it (Kars 2003: 35). His son, Henry Eustice McCulloh was a 

shrewd businessman. In 1762, McCulloh Jr. began charging farmers on his tracts £8 to £12 

sterling per 100 acres, an outrageous amount for the period. When the farmers objected, 

McCulloh threatened to charge them back interest to the date of purchase (Kars 2003: 40).  

In 1764, state officials passed the Currency Act, an extension of a 1751 act of the same name that 

recalled £35,229 sterling in North Carolina between 1761 and 1768, increasing the value of state 

issued money. Although applied to all the colonies the act effected North Carolina most, 

ultimately leading to an economic crisis. The increased debts of the landowners, petitions of 

debtors, and costs accrued by North Carolinaôs involvement in the Seven Yearsô War spurred 

Tryon and the state legislature to appeal to Lord Hillsborough for aid failing a repeal of the act 

(Wier 1963: 188).  The Secretary of State for the Colonies turned a blind eye to the petition, 

compounding the crises resulting from the bill.  In one of his many pleas to Hillsborough, Tryon 

wrote that ñThese regulators declare . . . they are not satisfied with the public and county taxes, 

and that it is not in their power to procure specie or currency, from its scarcity, to discharge 
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Figure 4- The 1770 Collet Map of North Carolina. The line on the map shows the extent of the Granville District from the southern 

border of Virginia.


