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MANAGEMENT ABSTRACT

PAL has completed an euchaeo?oglcal TECONNAISSANCE Survey of the Town of Chathiam, Ma s‘sachusetts The
project was funded by atid wmd:mted through the Towiof Chathan fhrough an allocation underthe Commumi ng
Pwser\?ahazi Act

- The mam goals of the survey vere to identify known and potential pre- contact and- post- -contact arcliacalo glcai-

sifes. i Chatham; é{evelmp towni-wide archagological sensitivity maps.and an accompany.a_ug guide to .

Junder standmg and using these maps: . develop manageinént recosmmendations for the protection of cultural
regowces and sensifive areas; and present the inférmation in a format that would be useful to. sfate and loeat -
pi dnning and review agencies.

Thc: reconnaissarice Survey inchuded ar ehival reseatch, informant interviews, and field sir vey thatallowed for

the callection of Information abeut known and potezma[ archaeological resource areas. This information was

thef used to compﬂa envitonmeitat and culfural contexts for Chaﬂiam, andto cievelop predictive models for
mefosument'ad amhaeofogtca sies.

‘The survey resulted in the dacumentation of 12 previously unrecorded archﬁeologxcal sites (four pze-coniact :
and eight post-contact sites), The predictive model developed for the survey indicatés that Chatham contains -
awide diversity of natural sesources ticl uding extensive weitland networks, limited modem period develapmenL .
.md a dccum ehited hinan preserice spanning atTeast 8,000 years, These corditions, Ta}xf‘lll toge,ﬁlm givethe.
town, a penerally iug,h mchaeologlual sersitivity. Pre-contact archaeological sensitivity is lughnst along the

major wetland rhargins, including those associated with Pleagant Bay and Stag,u Hatbog and in ‘Droxiniity to-
~smialler streams, swamps, and ponds; Post-coritact sensitivity is highest i the tovwis Historic vill ages, along -
estalilished tldnspm tation cortidors, and along the coastline where maritime activities have besn docurmerited

ﬁom lhe fmid-seventeerth eentury fo the present.

Ma anagement 1ecommendatzons éevelﬁp&é for the survey focus on  coor dmated development review flrough
}oca ‘and recmnal plannmg dgenmes Pallnel q]ups with pIe?el‘V'lIIDn and conservanon ﬂcivocates Natwe‘
Amemfm gmups land owhers, and the general publm e 511ggested as ways inwhich Chatham canhelpto
documenf p:otcct and preserve Jmportam; t:uitut al resourees,




EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Thereconnaissance survey of Chatham aflentpted to bring together the broad spectrinn of resources that the
towri confains to better understand the past history ofthis community, to document knovin archaeological sites
“within Chatham, and predict what types of archaeological deposits may be present and swhere they canbe
expected. The most hkely locations for pre-contact Native American sites io be present are along wetland
margins (both interfor and c:oastai) which extend actoss almost everyportion ofthe town. Post-contact Native
American dtchacological sensitivity is highest ncar the documented sife of the Indian Meeting House, near the
constline and in marmmtt,nor sections of town, especmily m proximity to Pleasant Bay and Stage Harbor: Euro
Ametican sensitivity is hxghesl in and arpund the town’s village centers, along historic roads and patlis, in
proximity to docunented hisforie stuetuwres and/or businesses, and alongthe shorefine where maritine industiies,
salt making, andm;lllmw likely occwwd

Coll ec:nng informiation about the cultura] herjtage of the town must be an on golng process. The survey was
most useful for compllang adatabase that can grow with the fieeds of the towa. Included in this Teport are
research contexts, local contact names, and predictive statemients that can guide planning pm]ecis Inorder for
- the reconnaissatice survey 1o be effective for the future managenient of archaeological resources, new and
- updated information must e added. This information mciudus therecordation of new archmgological sites
jdentified tinovgh excavation or accidental discovery: fhie collection of: addruonal information from knowledgeable
local residents and historians, avotational archaeologists; and Nativegroups; and the documentation of activities
that generally atfect alchaeologmat sensitivity (e. £ daveiopmcnt erosion). By viewing therecommaissance
tepott as aresource to be utilized and improved upott, the fowii can teke a more activeroleinitsown h:story
The Chatham Historical Commission (CHC) has takena lead role in ﬁmdmg the survey, The CHC should
continue {0 sérveas a clear mghouse for mfbmmtmn about archaeological resources

Aspartof the reconnaissabee survey, areview of existing town bylaws or, oxdmemccs regarding the protection
of archaeological resources in Chatham and elgewhere in thé region was uridertaken (see Appendix G), Chatham
curently has several loeal cuttural resource feview pLOCBdLilES most notably a demolition delay bylaw enforced
by the CHC. This regulatory devies provides a public BView pr ocess o identify and protect standing stivctures
located in desigriated historic distriets; but at present appedrs to be confi ned to ab@vegrmmci historic resotrces.
Federal; state and loeal jurisdiction also affords review anthority to impacts planned in most of Clatham’s
wetlaid areas and watersheds.

The most effective regional models came from the Martha’s Vineyard and Cape Cod Commissions, both of
which review pro jects that meet cerfain criteriaor thresholds in‘consultation with the Massachusetts Historical
Commission (MHC). The staudal ds inelude a provision that any development proposed for an area with
Imovm archaeological tesotrces, or considered to have a high a chaeological sensitivity requires addit Lonal
review and/or gu‘chamlogwal investigations during the site planning phase, Importantly, this provision gives
Jurisdictiotiover this pravision tothe Massachtisefts Historical Conmission and the Local Historical Conntission.
The CCCand the MHC provide technical assistance with, this process and should be considered iniportant
resources forthe CHC to consult in situations of cultural resoutce review,




Careful cohsideration shiould be giventoihe thteshold used to trigser local review for archaeological resources
(e.g, stngle-family hornes, subdivisions of aspecific size), and the source of finding for the archagological
investigations. Reasonable threshiolds for the local review of archacological resoutces could be established in
consultation with the CHC CCC, MHC and inferested Native American roups (irs the-case of Native American
archaeologieal sites). Laws within Massachusetis protect the acciderital discovery of himan remains and
provide for consultation with descendant communities; ifidentifiahle (see Appendix H),

Other types of land use protection programs that could help 1dentﬂy and protect Chatham’s historic and
arch at.ologtca} Fesources ray mclude establishment of districts of critical planning concem (DCPC) in sections
of the town that contain iimporfant archacological sités and sensifivenabural and cultural areas; acquisition of
oper spaces that contain important archaeological sites and sensitive aveas; the support of pr ivate property
preservation restrictionsyand perhaps most inportantly public education ad partrier slip/constitueney building,

The process by which &gmhcani archagological resources are identified, primarily fhrough cultural resource
managenientsurveys and investigations conducted by qualified professionals; shotld beintluded in all aspects
of public autreachsponsored by thefown,
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CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION

The following report presents the results of an archagological reconnaissance survey of the Town of
Chatlam, Massachusetis (Figure 1-1). The community-wide survey was conducted by PAT. and funded
by and coordinated through the Town of Chatham through an allocation under the Community
Preservation Act (CPA), The survey was coriducted for the entire town of Chatham, 1ocated in Barnstable
County on Cape Cod (Figure 1-2),

The primary objectives of the project were to identify the patterns of pre-contact (prehistoric) and post-
contact (historic) period occupation and activity in Chatham and to determine known and probable
locations of archaeological resources associated with these patterns. The information collected during
the survey and the recommendations produced as a result of the project will be used to facilitate move
effective protection of significant Euchaco]ogical resources in the town, through existing and potential
future public permitting and approval processes and through ongoing public and private efforts at Jand
acquisition and protection.
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Figure 1-1, Map of Massachusetts showing the location of Chathan,
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Chapter One

Project Seope

The vommunity-wide archaeological reconnaissance survey was designed t6 identi fy aveas, sites, burial
grounds, structures, and landscapes in Chatham that are a1chanI0gical}'y”signéﬁmmt in the history and
development of the commmnity. The ar chaeaiogwal stirvey of Chatham was conducted town-wide for
the purpose of detetmining known and probable locations of archaeological resources. The survey
addressed ali periods of dm elopment from the earliest known Native American séttlement and the
period of first colonial Buropean presence fo cirea 1900, Significant themies of historical development
were identified, and known'and potential resources were related to these themes. .

T order to meet the objectives of the project; the reconnaissance survey was divided nto four separate.
phases, eacli with specific tasks and end pr Ocinc;t(s} Phases I through U1 of the project were completed
in 2007. Phase 1V will be completed following review by the town and Massachusetts Historical
Commission (MHC).

Phage I

During Phase 1, PAL pr ogest persoﬁnel met with Chathai Htstoumi Commission (CHC) to diswss {he
scope of work and to assess available archival matérials, formants, and institutions to be consulted ag
part of the project. Phase I'tasks included filing a technical proposal dnd archaeological peumt application’
(950 CMR, 70) with the MHC and state archaeologist.

Onee the MHC pemut was received; the PAL pr 0_}(.61; staff wmpieted a comprehensive review and
evaluation of archival research sources (e, g., local historical sources, environmental studies, Umted
" States Depa?tmem of Agnculh&re [USDA} soil maps for Barnstable County, available: post~con£act ‘
period maps, United States Geological Suryey [USGS] maps, aetial photographs, and, professiongl
phiblications and cultural resources survey reports) available in state and local fepositoiies, including
the Chatham Historical Society (CHS) archives. Tasks also included collecting information fmm docal’
informants and other icnow!edgaah!e persons régaiding knowi and potential ar chaeolomcal resources
and drchacologically sensitive areas,

Phase [ of the survey included a winids] ncid survey wlth walkover smf’aee 111spcc‘hon (whem possible)
of'a sample of pre- and post-contact sites and sensitivity foeations throughout the town, The fieldwork
was designed to verify information about archaeological sm:q and sensmwty obtatned durmg arclival
research and informant interviews. Fleldwork included an as‘;essment of topography, paitems of .
disturbance, and aveas of low sensitivity to fefine the resulis. of the inforniation gathering described
abigve, This datd was used to construct predictive. nmdels for pre- aﬁd posﬁ—contaci axchaeclocrrcai site
locations in Chatlani,

Thie Phase 1 product.consisted of a management memorandum containing & Wri lten stmmary of the
archival 1eseath and fieldwork; and a.draft of the predictive site imodel deveioped for the town; au
outline of management wcmmnendatwns mcludmg types dnd procedures for local feview of projecis -
that may have an; impact on awhasolog:caE resowces: a list of Imown archaeological sites in the town;
draft town-wide miaps of known stte locations and archaeologically sensitive areas. on dzgltved U8GS
base maps showing enviranmentat conditiens,

2 PAL Report No. 20.?3 :
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Intraduction

Pliase IT

Phase T tasks included thc: preparation of zn outltirie forthe archaeoldgical recornaissance survey report
tising the archival reseawh, fieldwork, m{i pxc,dicme mode] developed for the fowiw Ih;s outline wag
reviewed by the CHC,

A public lectore was presented during Phase 1T of the project and felevised on local cable dccess television,
This event allowed CHC and CHS mentbers and the peneéral public to sham information about the
history and archasology of the contititnity,

Additional information was gathered from local inforpants during the Phase Il postion of the project,
Phase ITI

During Phase IIT, PAL contpleted revisions to the archaeologieal sensitivity maps prepared and submitted
witlt the Phasc I memorandum, based on additional research and f eld checks condusted dmmfb 1 Phase
Il of the pm;ect

PALalso préprred the draft accomparying gulde to undm standing and usin g the archaeological seﬁsmwty'
maps fm non professmnﬁls as well as final managem ent vecommendations and suggestad bylaus md.
313 atf:ctzan NERSUIES,

Phase ITl included the preparation of the draft archadological reconnaissance r epoﬁ: ba‘%ed on the outhne.
submitted during Phase I work.

Phase IV

Phage v mpresenis the final documentation portion of the to\wuw:de ::xur\rey The final mmnna: ssatice
stwvey reportand the final atchagological scnsltmty maps-and accompanylng user’sguide dre submitted.
following review and comments (per the scope-o frwork) and constitute the final products of the survey.

Project Autliurity

PAL compleu,ci the yeconnaissarice survey. pLOJE:Ct under contract with the Town of Chatham., The .
archacological reconnaissance suivey fieldwork and report prepatation weve conducted inaccordance
with 950 CMR 70, 14 the Semetmy of the Interior” ¢ Standards and Guidelines for Alchaeology and
Historic Presmvatwn (48 FR 44716, September- 28, 1983) and the Advisory Council on Historic
Pleservatmn 5 Handbook Trearmenz of Amhneai@gma( Pro;;e; fnz.s (1980) Thc 1ecannmssancc.

aucmdanca V’iﬂl 950 CMR ?D OO
Project Personfel

PAL shﬁ involved in the project in¢lude Holty Herbster (project manager and principal investigator)
and Jennifer Bonner Bannister and Nichole Gillis (piaject archaedfogists).
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Chapter Ong

Disposition of Project Materials
All project mfounauon (field recording forms, mdpS, ph(}lﬂﬂlaphb) is curcently ot file at the PAL, 210

Lonsdale Avenue, Pawtucket, Rhode Island, PALserves as a temporary curaijon Tacility until such time
as the. Commonwéalth of Massachusetts designates a permanent state repository.
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CHAPTER TWO

SURVEY METHODOLOGY

The pmnmy goal of the ar chaeolotrlcal recormaissance smvey was to identify pattcrns of pre-contact
and post-contact Occupatmn and activity in Ch&ﬂmm and to determine known and probable locations
af aichfu_oieg;ca] resourees assnmatc:d w;ih tEaeﬂe patterns Ihe genal ‘1] appmao}l to ﬂm Iawa gca[c,
I\nov\n and potentm] amha&:@lugmal resources, f he 1escarch ﬁamewo}k covewd f.tll cuitural/tempm 1I
assotiations from the PaleoIndian to the modein peuoci and themes in both pr e-tontact and post-¢ontact
fand use and dweIOpmem “This chapter discugses the rizethods used during the reconnaissance survey
to coliect and interpret various categories of data umiucis ng envnonmental settings, knownand expected
pre-contact and postcontact archacological resources, and present conditions.”

Aschaeclogical Significance and Histotic Contexts

The dlfferenl p‘nases of mchaeoiogwal mvestigatmn (i Massachusel’tsg desxgnated as wconnatssancc,
intenstve stivey, site exammatmn and data recovery} reflect preser Vaﬂon plannidg staidards for fhe -
identification, evatuation, végistration, and reatineént of cultural resoutces: (National Park Servics [NPS]
1983); This: pianmng stractiire pivots around the Ellglblllty of cultural resources. for umlusmn in the
Wational Register of Historic Places, ‘The National Register is the oﬁ‘wml Hst of pr cspertms that have
been studied and found worthy of preservation.. The results of an intensive (locataonal} survey and site
axmnmahc}n are-used to make recommendations about the sxgmﬁcemce and eligibility of an 1dummed
zesomce

The standards used to determine the signifi cance of cultural resour ces, a task required of federal agenczns
have been the guidelines pr avided by the NPS (36 CER 60); the Natlonal Register Cntema for Fvaluation.
Four cuter ia are listed by which the" qualuy of swmficance in American h1st01y, architecture; archedlog LY,
engineering, and calture i present in districts, sites, buildings, struictures, and objects that possess
micgrli}f of ]Gcahon deszgﬁ getting, fivterials, workiriarist ip, feeling and ﬂsgocm’[mn

A that are associated with events that have made 4 si gmﬁcani gonfribution to the bz’oad pattex ns of
our history; or

B. that are associated with flie li.Vcaszéf'fiershns si.gnifficant in ot past; or

Co 'ﬂzat emhbody the distinctive character] u;{zcs of & type pericd‘ of metlmd of ccmsn uctmn of thit
-1epresent the work bf'a master, or'that passess high artistic valves, or that fepresénta 51gmt§cmc:e'
and distinguishable entity whose cmnponents may lack mdwrduai dlS‘Einctan or

D. that have yielded, or may be hkely to yield, mfmnmhou rnportant to ;}tehmtmv orhistory.” (36
CFR 60}
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Chapter Two

Archaeological properties can be deteriitined eligible for listing in the National Register tinder all four
criteria (Litile et al. 2000; Parker and King 1998). Sigriificance under any of these criteria is deterrnined
by the kind of data contained in the property, the relative iinportance of research topies that could be
addressed by the data, whether theése data are unique or redundant, and the current state of knowledge
relating to the research topie(s). A defensible argument must establish that a property “has imporfant
legitimate associafions and/or information vatue based upon existing knowledge and interpretations
that have been made, evaluated, and accepted” (McManamon 1990:15),

The criteria ave appl ied in relation o the historic contex(s of the iesources. Ahistoric context is defined
as fwllows

Ahistoric centextis a body of thematically, geographically, and temporally linked infonmation,
Foran archaeological property, the historie context is the amalytical framework within which
the property’s importance can be understood and to which an archaeological study i is likely
to contribute impartant information (Little et al. 20003,

The formulation of historic contexts is a logical first step in the design ofan archaeological IIIVBSUgaUOI'i

and is cmcxaE to the evalnation of archaf:olcrgtcﬂl properties in the absence of a comprehensive sarvey
of aregion (NPS 1983; 9). Historic contexts provideé anor ganizational framework that groups information,

about related historic properties based on a theme, geographic limits, and chmnoiogmdi periods, A

iusioz ic cor;text s muid 1dent1fy gaps in data aﬁd kﬂowledge to help dctcrmmc what szgmﬁcant u1f0m}atmn_

fnea 1a,g1011 or theme (e g agncultme nans;mrtatmn Waterpowex), and Ldentlﬁes ﬂ}e s;gmﬁcautpaftems )

of whiclL a particular resource may be an element. Only those contexts nnpmtani to uﬂderszandmo and
_;usixfymg the: sigpiificance of the property must he d;scussed

Historic contexts are developed by:
«  identifying the concept, fitne period, and geographic limits for the context:
. cql]ecfing'md ASSEssing e.x_i's_iiﬁ g__,i'11formaﬂm1 within these limits;
«  ident] fy_ing-l_gc:iﬁ_o'hal patterns and current Coﬁditions’ of the assaciated p_ft)pmy fypes; .
«  synthesizing the inférma.fi(jn. in & written narrative; and

« identifying information nesds.

“Property types” are groupings of individual sites or pr epertu:s based N CONLNON physm%l and associative

characteristics, They serve {o link the concepts presented in the historie contexts with pmperhes
llusUatmg those ideas (NPS. 1983, 48 FR 44719},

The follawmg n_seaich contexts have been cievelapcd to organize the data relating to the pr e-contact
and post-contact archaeological resources identified within Cliatham:
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Survey Methodology

« . Preé-contdct Land Use and Saﬂelmnt tn Chathai, citea (ca ) 12,500 to 300 years before present
{(B.Pyand

« Post-contact Development of fﬁ,‘,ljaﬂmm,, o, AD. 1500 to 1950

Tn a¢ldition to these broad lf.’.SCﬁlCh themes, sever sral pr G_}eCt*S[JCb!ﬁ{; research confexts i}ava been dcvcioped
for the Chatham survey:

= Post-tontact Native American Contexty
»  Agricultural Activities Context;

. Marit’iﬁies Actlyitics Context:

* ‘La_m_é’«bnsed Industries/Mills Context;

¢ Military Activities Context;

¢ Resorts/Tourism Contéxt; and

« “Transporiation and Commivmitation Confext.

These research themes, together: with setﬂament and residential resource gLOUplngS have beer, devci{}ped '

to moie fully understand post-contact period deveiopment at the town-wide and 1 eglonal levels. Thematic
résearch, coupled with information about temporal perods (el s Contact, Colonial, Industrial, ‘viodem)
. providea comprehensive way to predict and mterpt et post-contect mchaeolo;,mai rESOUTLEs,

A_xchix%al Research and Tnfor mation Sovitces

The oomprehenswa archival vésearch activities conipleted foi' the Proj ect weit @n integrdl part of the

reconnalssance swvey. The informatior necessary to devdop pre-contact and posi Lonmct cohtexts -

and- Assess the potential Tor archaeological ¥esowces begins: with the exdmination of primary. and

secondary docmmntary sowrces. These include written and cmowaphm doquments 161'1&33.; botli to -

past and presentenvironmental conditions aiid to pre- and post-dontat peri ind reseurces in ot closeto

the town. Available data about the known pre- and post-contact archaeo}ogi eal sites in. Chatt ham was -

reviewed. Geomor pholegy, soils, and hydmlocyfdaamage palterns were also studied to place the town

and known sites within a, largtti‘ environmental context. The. coileotmn of data, assisted with the.
fcmnulatmn of predxctwe models for both pre-: and past«cantact awhaealogxcai sifes aud evaimﬁon of

the amhaeolagcai sensitivity of the town. The {Ollomnﬁ sources were consulted as pa: tof the archwa[
reseaich for the archaeolopical zecmmalssance suivey of Chathdm:

I%"{Jﬁliq' Planning Documetits ad Ciﬂtﬂi‘ﬁl'-R_es’tptu‘Cc Repazts

The MHC has nntmted oF Complc,ted several documents mtendwd t0 serve as fesearch gmdelmes for
cultural resource manageinent (CRM) Qf.tidles MH C pu‘bhcanons used as. genaml archaeofogical suvey
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Chapter Two

guidelines inelude Cultural Resources in Mussaclnseits: A Model for Managemenf (MHC 1979), Public
Planning and Envirommental Review: A chaeology and Historic Preservatipn (MHC 1985), and Historic
Properties Survey Manual: Guidelines far the Identification of Historic and Archaeological Resources
in Massachuserts (MHC 1997). The archaeological survey work was also undertaken in accordarice
with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Archaeology and Historic Preservation
(48 FR 44716, September 29, 1983) and the Advisory Council on Historie Preservation’s handbaok
Treatment of Archaeological Properties (1980). This fechnical report follows the guidelines established
by the National Park Service i the Recovery of Scientific, Prehistoric, Historic, and drchaeological
Data (36 CFR Part 66 Appendix A) and the MHC,

A synthesis of pre- and post-contact settlement and goals for additional research in the aréa is provided
in Historie and Arehaeological Resowrces of Cape Cod and the Islands (MHC 1987) and Historic and
Archaeological Resources of Southeastern Massachusetts (MHC 1982). The MHC reconnaissance
survey report for Chatham (MHC 19843 provided general information about patterns of pre-contact
period settlement and land use, a chronology of post-contact developmerit, and thie archdeological resource
potential for Chatham and the vicinity. Although these sources aré now somewhat dated, they contain
smportant settlement dnd land use pattern frameworks upon which more recent archaeological research -
can he interpreted, |

Other narratives on file at the MHC provided useful information about current regional archagological
studics. Sources consulted included Hisior ical Cortexts of Lower Cape Cod (Holmes ¢t al. 1997),

prepared for the North Atlantic Regional Office of the NPS. This comprehensive report contains detailed
information about pr edictive models for archagological deposits speuﬁcaily associated with pre- ‘and
post-contact fand use in the southeastern Massachusetts coastal afea, Bécause of the proximity of -
Chathan, this study was particularly useful for identifying resowrée-specific predictive models,

Several recently completed towi-wide archaeological reconnaissance surveys were utilized 4z a guide
for the cuirent project. Comununity-level surveys completed i Falmoiith {Donta et dl, 1996), Chilmiark
(Mulholland et al. 1998), Edgartown (Herbster and Cheyau 2000a), Marion (Binzen et al, 1998),

Dartniouth (Helbster and Cox 2002), and Westport (Herbster and Heitert 2004} were also consulted as
part of the review of relevant local and regional cultural resource 1egulat10ns

Staté Level Ciltural Resource Inventoties and Artifact Collection Réports

The state site files niaintained at- the MHC. wore teviewed to obtain information about known pre-
contact and post-contact sites as well as State and National Register—ehgrble or hstad properties i
Chathant and ihe immediate vicinity, Tha state site files: provided. information clbOllt the location, -
temporal affiiation mid ofher dqta about ]«nown pre-and pﬁst~c011tact azchacolog[c'ﬂ sttes The inventory
forms were copied and the site l{)caimns piotied on USGS wpoglaphw quadrangie maps PAL updatedf '
existing site Fornis and completed new forms (as necesgmy) With data collected duririg the survey (see-
Appendmes D: and Ej,

Staff of the MHC cotnpiled computenzed pre-contact profiles of towns in the Commonwealth, The

Chatham site profils includes a database of recorded archaeslogical sites and documented avocationial
eollections. Iformation is presented by site typé:and temporal peiiod, artifact elass, type, and matuml
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Survey Methodology

and with locational and envitonmental variables, The pre-contact town profile provided important

informiation about the existing record of pre-comiact sites in Chatham, and was also helpful in il

development of the predictive archaeologleal model,

Post-contact period. cievelopmenl and seftlement patterns are decumemteé tough a. series of acetate
transparencies and overlays on file at the MEC. The MEC*s Chatham files also contain copies of post-

contagt pﬁ;md maps housed at the State Ar chives, State House Library, and othet curatorial facilities.

These resources were used t0 develop predictive ‘afafemenfs legeu ding the focation and survival potential
of post-contact archagological sites,

Previously callested information abcmt historic structutes in Chatham prowdﬂd information aboit the
“types and locaiions of potential post—contact period archaeological deposits, The CHC's town-wide
historje structure survey (complefed over several years with input from the: CHS) resulted in the

documentation of sevelal hundred buildings, dzstnds, cemeleries and iandscapea within the towi.

Information contained within the narrative context was reviewed for general and specific post-contact

pmmd backaround, and assisted with tha construction. of the ay ChanIOUIC?d sensmww maps and

pleélutive statements,

Information about pre«centact archagological sites in Chatham was also obtamed from an MHC-
spansmed artifdct survey- projeet. "Fhe Ar Hfaef Collections from Cape Cod (Mahlstedt 1985} SUIrvey.

Teport was ong of aseries of teports about avacatmnal archaeoiogmﬂ coliecnons completed by MHC
staff in the 1980s. - The inventoried calk—:ctldns of Bric Farham and R&ymond Seamans, J% included .

mateu'tls doilected fmm archaeologma! sites in Chatham, and details about bothen’s collectin g habits
in the Chatharf area wete reviewed!

' ﬁCﬁiﬁi‘l“&[Résgiit&e Mmaueﬁiént Aéafiﬂﬁiié,‘ﬂndiAvocaﬁqnai Studies

Amcles and s;tc:: teports pr epmed for pubhcatson in goumals such as the Bulletin of sz Mas.mo;‘mscfis.-

Archiaeological Seciety (MAS) were also reviewed for infi ormatwn about known amhaaolo ical sites in

the Chiatham area. These inelude several articles on Native A111emcan 1nd1v1duals by Chatiah resident

and histoiian W, Seais Mickerson (1%8 1961), a salvage excavation feport: (Dunfmcl 1986) and the
resuilts of an excavation at the contact permd Mattaquazon Purchase Site (Etcsou et ak 1978).

Avocational mchaeoiomsts ate-responsible for the bulk of the information ahoat known pre-confact
sites in Chathain,: Prolifie collector and Provineetown artist Ross Moffett was most active during the

perfod. between 1947 and 1952 and i in 1957. he published a Sunuinary of the Cape’s Nativa American.
archaeolo gn,a} sites in the MAS Bidletin that highlightéd finds. dlong the Outer Capf; and was used to

record many of the fiist sites it Barnstable County (Dunferd and 0! Brien 1997; Moffett 105 7) Othe1
logal coltac,tms included Howard Tou cy and Cleon Crowell
Bay drea and 5
cotnmunication 2008). The 1970s exbavanons atthe Matt’tq asoh Purchase Site

(Dunfom, pexsnnal

- by members of the MAS Cape Cod Chapter were-among the first controlled and-caiéfuﬂy récorded -
.mvesngatmns of Na’uva sites on the Cape and provided detailed mfmmatloﬂ about several thousand-

years of Jand use 1 Pieasant Bay (Dunfo:d and O’Bnen 1997: Bteson et al. 1 978)
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The MHC annually updates 4 comprehensive ligting of all cultural regouree reporis conducted under its
Jurisdiction entitied Bibliography of drchaeological Swrvey and Mitigation Reports (MHC 2006), The
survey reports ave indexed by fown and an abstract of each project is attached. To date, onte dozen CRM
archiacology projects have been completed within Chatham, the most recent of these in 2002, Previous
CRM surveys in town have been focused on a specific atea such as a utility corridor (Decima 1994;
Decimaet al, 1992; Edens 1995; Edens et al. 1995; Raber and Loparto 1988), roadway (Strauss 1994,
airpoit (Rinzen and Kelly 2002) or subdivision (Schafer and Herbister 2003 Stranss 1998; 2002). Each
of these studies inclided some Jevel of archaeological research and excavation, whether or not au
archaeological site was identified. The 2003 PAL report (Sehafer and Herbster) involved additional
excavation within the previously identified Mattaquason Purchase Site.

Avulti-volume study entitled Cizapfef v ir11he Avcheeology of Cape Cod published by the NPS provided
comprehensive research data about archaeological resources within the Cape Cod National Seashore

and surrounding avea (McManamon 1984}, ‘The NPS undeitook a program of archaeological survey
between 1979 and 1981 that was designed to collest; ¢compile, and interpret the cultural history and
material remains of the NPS lands aldng the outer Cape: This conprehensive collection of research
reparts by miultiple: authors included chapters on etlmohistory, ecology and natural resources, site
locational patteras, specialized artifact analyses, and pwdwtlw odeling, Subsequent volumes were
added to the series and included information about post-coniact period archacological sites as well ag
individual site reports.: The Chapters in the Archaeology of Cape Cod series and several other NPS
tesearch reports (Stillson 1994} also provided important contextiial data about the survival rate of pre-
contact archaeological sites located along the exposed zastern shoreline that were particularly useful
for predicting archacological sensitivity in the Nauset Beach and Monomoy sections of Chatham

Two archaeological overview studies focus mote specifically on the _'Chathmn aren.. A 1987 project

supported by the Capé Cod Natusal History Museum and the Friends of Pleasant Bay resulted hi an

archaeological sensitivity assessment of the Pleasant Bay area (Dunford 1987). While this study included

the entite bay afea that extends into the Town of Harwich, the environmental and cultaral ¢ontexts

developed for this study pr ovided important information that was vtilized for the cuirent study. A more

recent arc,h'teoic}ﬂscal overview of Chatham was com pl eted by loeal wssdentChnstophm' Senfert (1994)

as part of an anfhropology graduate thesis. This stindy, which covered the entire town, was desigiied 16

provide town planners and the general public with information about the history and archacology of
Chatham in order to identify and protect cultural resources. This project included a video ‘component

that pI‘D\’id&d an anwritten history of Chatham told from the perspective of Native Americans and locat

residents. 1ogethe1 with Dunford*s (1987) study, this thesis prc}wdud a qohd research database upon-
which to build the cutrent towi-wide survey pm;ecl

The results of all of the cultm al resource studies were used to assist {n the deve!apmcnt of updated -
afchaeslogical sensztmiy criteria and the predzctwa models for the Chatham survey,” They provided
information that {s parucularly useful for paiting envirommenital vanables with identified eultural
resourées, and the CRM data comiplemented the information collected by* avécational amhaeologtsts :
who oﬁen favar specific pmductwe locatmns (eroding constlines, p!owed fields) for atfifact fi nd spots
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Survey Methodology

Euirifoqumentai Studies

The bedrock, surficial eeology;and geomorphology of Chaiham were studiedto understand depc&sttmnai
erosional, and drainage patterns, Information was collected about the physical structure, geological
re§ources, climatic changes, and hydwiogy ofthetown (Cameron and Naylor 1976; Chamberlain 1964,
Fenneman 1938; Leatherman 1987; Oldale 1992), These soutcas were consulted to help understand
the environimental settings that may have existed during the pre-contact period, and to reconstiuct the
natural landscape, These referencesalso provided impoctant information about the procestes that formed
Chatham’s current topo gaphm landscaps, and ghout the evalving coastline.

The USDA Soil Conservation Service soil swvey of Barnstable County (1993) supplied information

about soil types and swrficial deposits within the town, end the general categories of flora and fauna {hat

these soil types support. Information about the physical tharacteristics of Chatham was also gathered

from ’the Commonwealth’s Geog: apluc hformation %ysiemtz (Cl&) website (wwwistate ana.ns/mgis/
masseis, 11tm1 arid from ilie town’s own GIS files that aie maintained by the Community Development

Depaltment These d1g1tal databases include topograp iic inforrmation, wetlinds and soils mapping -

and pnhtzcai and gssessor’s boundaries. A combitation of MassGIS and town-supplied data files were

used as the base: TIApS Upon which all PAL data Iayez 8 W LI‘B acded.

Towih Rr.:cofds", Hidioiies, and Histmiaal-M_aps

Prlmary records, town histortes, and hlﬁteucai maps. and atlases were e\ammad to syn{hesme the posi-
contact period deve]@pment of Chatha:m These sources were used o assess change:q in land use, to
locate documented post~0013tacf penoﬁ sites and structures, and to trace the deveiopmeni oftranspottation
networks, wfnch can be an important variable in the location of post-coritact sites.

Primary: soureés of informatian, aboutmdmdual residents are csntaim:ci within the Vital Records for
Cbatham and mc;lude ls.stmgs of births, deaths, and marriages. Information about the cieweinpment and..
“‘growth of the town was collected from state and local censuses as well as annual town reports thet date
from the ninzteenth and twenﬂeth centuiries.. Reposnones for thesé fecords in print form inelude the
Massachusetts Archives, the Eldridge Public Library and the Chatham Historical Sor:zc{y Subsmpt1on—
based electronic databases fhat were consulted for these Information types include the New' England -
Histeri 1{: am“l Geuealovzcal Souf:i} {wvw. newenglandacestors.ore) and WWW ANCestrv.con:,

Historieal maps and atlases (Hales: 1831; I:{()wes 1795 Walker 880; Waihng 1858) were con*:u[tad to'
locate possible eighteentl, ninctecth: *md emlyn‘m:Lntle%h»cenmzy sifes within the town, as wel agto.
trace Lhc:developmem of historic neighbothopds, toads, and trails, USGStopomapiuc maps and constal
niaring chiauts of Chathsim danng from the late: nmefeenfh ceniury fo the ptesent wete utzhzed to 1denuiy
post-contact and modern period jand. alterations as well asto locate phy sical FESQUICES ATEAS (&g
wetlands) within the town, " These maps were alsh e:»;ammed 0. evaluate changes: i1 transportation
- SysteEms anci Tand aiteiauon and to thace medem period devélopment.

Sccondary sources also provided important information about Chathany’s dévelopment, A comme‘hcnswc

town hlstmy was compiled and pubhshed in tlree sepam\:e volumesiti 1909, 1913, and 1917 by William -
Smith. A fouﬂh volume was wrﬂten but. qmtth died before publ;catmn, and was published by the
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Chatham Historical Society in 1947, A revised edition of all four volumes wasg published by the CHS
in 1992 and this edition (Smith 1992) was utilized as part of the current survey. This work contains
both genéral information about the region and $pecific historical data about the Town of Chatham,

including background about geography, gencalogy, industry, and settlement as well as historical inaps
and plans. Another important local history was written by Cape Cod historian and Chatham resident W,

Sears Nickerson in 1949, Privately publishied in 1981 (and cited in the current report as Nickersoi
[981), this personal remembiarice of Chatham®s history and thé association of the Mickerson family
with the towr contains awealth of imfarmatioi ranging ﬁom NatwaAmencan sites to life in the twentieth
century.

While Smith's history of Chatham is considered the most compreliensive, 2 number of other historical
accounts contain general and detailed information about the development of the town. These include
chapters in Barnstable County histories (Deyo 1890, Freeman 1802); town histeries (Baisly n.d.; Carlisle
2000; Foley 1984; Knapton 1976); and historical accounts of particular areas or ne;ghbmhoods within
the town (Fernandez-Herlihy 1997; Higgins 2004; Monbleau 1995: Rogers and MacAdam 2002; Roscoe
1993).. These fexts, located primarily at the Eldtidge Public Library and Chatham Historical Society,
provide a mixture ¢f anecdbtal and historical information and often contained details about a particular
place, family, eventor industry that was tseful in the predictive modeling for the various study zones.

Local Histosical Organizations and Libeaties

Members of the CHC and CHS met- with the PAL project team early in the background collection phase
of the survey to discuss archival repositories and: ho!dmgs as well as to provide important. contact
informatton in town. Bach individual interviewed as part of the survey passed along usefil information
for the ptoject.

- Information available at Chatham’s Eldridge Public Library was reviewed during the sarvey. The.
libraty holds a comprehensive section of reference materials relating to local and regional (Cape Cad)
history, including family histories, specialized subjects, unpublished mariuseripts, map records, and
vital statistics, The Hbrary also holds a copy of the: ocxmpmhenswe towii-wide higtorfe buildings survey.

The Chatham Histarical Society’s hofdi'ngs include an extensive local and regional history library as
well as archived manuseripts, artifacts, newspaper articles, genealogical data, and other items relating
to Chatham’s Native and Ewro-American history. The CHS collectiois have been indexed in a searchable

- electronic database that includes digital photographic images of many itemns, A signifioant amount of
unpubllshed information about the history of the town and its individual focal és was collected froni the -
CHS indnuscript files. Several previously unrecorded Native Amcncan archacological sites and poténtial;
site areas were also identified through the aesearch conducted at the CHS.

Electronic/Infernet Sovrces

Web-based-internét sites provided additional data about Chatham. that -whs consu]ied for tlie: survey
praject. The CHS website (me,hathamh1stomca]soc1ety org) is updaied ona regulzu basis and eontains -
HUMErous- links to historical information about the town. The site mcludes finding alds for maferials.
‘housed in the arcluver., copies of lectures and papers delivered at CH$ functions, and an anline gallery
of historical photogmphs and postcarci:, from Chatham,
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Some of the information gathered thy ough the: internet is also avail Iable in textual or ¢artographic forms
(e, Deyo™s History of Baristable Coloify, map references, Bamsi'ible Coumy census dafa). Other-
sﬂes provided basic statistical information about the town’s cumnt physical aid political setting. All
specific elecironic sources consulfed during thie sirvey are cited in the text and/or references section of
this document.

Cgllectidns Research and Local Inforpuant Interviews.

A main component of the survey inu]udéd consultation with prafessional and avoeational archacologists
who have conducted research in the ared and provided information about artifict collecting activity and
potential axc:lmeologmal site locations. Titerviews with collectors and Jongtime residents focused on
obtaining information such as when and how archacolog og,u:al siles were dlscoveu.d (ie., surface colleeting,
consfruction-refated disturbange, fnformal excavation), 1f is important 1o inquire about the past and
present condition of kitown archacological sites and the location or e\mershlp of artifacts or othet data
{photogr dphs, dﬁcmuems} related 1o these stés. The informadon eollected from fhese sources was.
used to camp]ctc MHC archacological site formis.that will be ﬁlcd with the state a c,imeciogfst s ofiice
as. part of the project.

Senior PAL staff miet twice (J anuéry and A;Jni 2(}07) with the CIIC 10 ‘collect’ mimmahon from tmvn

Qfﬁcla s and provide updates on the stdtus of the;survey project, Tn- May 20(}7 pnnmpal investigator

Holly Herbster presented a public Iectuze/PowﬂPomt stideshow at the town hall as part of Chatham’s

Preservation Month {ses Appendix T). This event, which was Técorded and xabwadoast on Chatham'’s

- local cable access channe} provided an oppor tunity for PAL project staff fo shaie infoimation aborit the
reconnaissance sutvey goals and objectlvus and to collect additional Jocal information 1Lgaidmg

ar chaeo Jogical resoutces and post-contact kmd use, I August 2007, PAL staff also led an ar ‘chaeslogy
$eSSION A5 partof the sunimer children’s programiatthe CHs s Atw ood Hcmse Musewn. During migming

and aftérnoon sectsons, _chﬂdlen fearned about amhaeo]ogy in the region, - Idenuﬁed artifucts, and

participated in an “excavation™ of modetn Gaxbageto leamm dbort the types of mfounatmn ar{,haeoiogl st,s-
cullect.

hed Dunford, the résident ai -chaeologist of the Cape Cod. ‘V[usemn of Natural Hxstmy (CCMNI [} in-
Biewster provided important m{‘mnmtmn about the History of ar tifact collecting in Chathaim and assisted
in the identification: of ateas of pw—contact an c:har:nlag,tcal smmuvﬂry Dr. Dunford’s graduate and
professional work has focused on the assessment and inter pretation of many of the artifict assemblages'
: Lollectedby the Cape’s avocational aiclideolo glsis inthe first halfof the twentieth century, The COMNH:
hoids pm t of Ehe (Lieon Czowull ar t1f%i calleptwn and Dr Dumford has 1ese'uched some of the materials.

kept a datallcd journa 3¢ _
ﬂae area su Gunﬁhng Pleasan 'Bay s

enl i997), ihc suway fncluded iter Vtcwf Wlﬂl Dr, Dusiford to coIEaci current -
informiation abeut kaiowi sites and ar cimeological sensttmty i Chathani;
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Ron Nicketson, Chatham resident, historian, and vice president of the Wickerson Family Assosiation
offered his time and expértise to take PAL staff on a tour of significant post-contact sites throughout
town, including a nuinber of sites for which little information had previously been recorded, M,
Nickerson also offered access to the Nickerson Genealogy Research Center and provided specific
information about the homestead site of Chatham's first Ewro-Ametican resident, William Nickerson.

A complete list of al] persons who were interviesed and/or who provided inforniation as part of the
project is included in Appendix C of this report, Information gathered through phone convelsations
and/or in-peison interviews is cited in the text as personal cormmunications.

Field Survey

The field survey comprised an important part of the pr ‘oject methodology and was used to visually
check a sample of previousty recorded archaeological sites and 1o refine archaeological sensitivity
zones. During Phase [ of the reconnaissance survey, PAL researchers conducted a windshield survey of
Chatham that utilized a cutrent town map and USGS topagraphic quadrangle maps showing the locations
of recorded pre-contact and post-contact sites, potential sites; and environmental zones. Additional
windshield swivey was undertaken as part of the Phase IT work to ficld-check the preliminary
archacological sensitivity niaps and refine the location and approximate extent of zones of high, moderate;
ot low sensitivity, '

A sample of areas expecéed 16 have high ar chaeological sensjtivity was. visually inspected during the
initial windshield survey. Locales that had been subjected 1o extensive mechanical/modern disturbance
(e gr avel pits, town wastevater facilities) or asswned alow sensilivity based on the archival research
were also fisld-checked {6 confirm their xanlcmgs Ad;ustmenfs hased o1 tl}e field surveys were
mcolpomted into the refined archacological sensztmty taps. The field survey was augmented by the
participation of members of the Chatham conimiunity, who accompanied PAL researchers on several
visits. These individuals provided access to and 111f01111‘1t10n about kiiown and poténtial archaeolcgmal
sites within the town.

Pre-contact Sites

In selecting aréas to be covered by the field stuvey, one priority was given to locations with. attributes

typicatly assoclafed with pre-coritact sites such as sandy soils on tertaces, knolls, or fields near mimd'
and coastal wetlands and ‘water Way? Chathain’s previously recorded pre-contact sifes are clistered in’
the coastal portions of the town, or in prouml’ry tow etlands with codstal drainages. All are sipuated in

pmxnmiy to a natmai Water fesgurce. While wetland margms rcpmsr:nt a favm able environmental.
setting, in some portions of town these areas have also been used fm concentrated post ~coirtact penod .
settlement, sometimes over several hundu:d years. The windshield survcy assessed the cutrent conditions

and extent of previous disturbance in these areas. Basad on Alie Amount of residential and/or coinmer cal’
) developmeut n souie Sectmns of tow n, soIme areas were changed from hwh to modetate or low prewf‘;:
coritact archasological scnsmwty

-Known pre-contact site areas were also field-chiecked, when possible, to dssess any modent/recent
disturbance or development, look for visible surface finds and/or features, aid check the general integrify
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of the location, Several of the siie ateas i_den_tiﬁad_ by avocational archaeologists and local residents
were also field-chiecked fo gollect information about the existing enviromnent and cwrent land use
_ patterns,

Post-contdact Sites

Field survey was also cc:vnch.tcted inthey ficinity of Chathani’s prev lously recorded post-contact sites and
docunmnted standing str ucimesa ‘As with pre-contact site Jocations, some site areas are locafed on
private property where accéss is Inmtcd “In general, the documiented areas of post-contact period
_ settlerent were tarpeted as the most §1kely spots fcn underdocmnemcd pos@cen‘m& mcllawlogmal
sites to be prcsent An effort was also smiade to assess the patentm[ for posbcontact period sites in
“putlyig sections of Chatham Whem post-cantact land use and/or. settlement arc less well known.
Chatham’s village communities were visited to collect data sbout present envir ‘onmental and developrirent:
conditions. The potential for surviving historie structures, features, and Iandsmpes in these areas was
exammined i mlaucm to patterns of nmimn period. davelopmant and reuse, ‘Wooded infetior areas.and
private Lesmumai developments were a}xmmz‘xed whexe possible, from pubhc toads,

Predictive Models for Site Location

Observations about known and, poit.ntaai mte ITocations macle dmmg 1 the field surveys wege combined
\’lﬂl information gathered from - mfomrmts nd archival research, This data was ised to 1ef‘ e thc
preliminary, azchaeoiogwal sensﬂwﬂy maps and develop pledlctwe ‘models of pre- contm and. posf.~

contact sité locafion, This data-was also used 1. refine the pmhmmary delmeauon of sansmve areas

and produce the imal amhaeolocr:cal sansmv;ty maps.

Amajor goal of the 1cmnnalssanu, sur vey wasto- emmmc the exisfing an chaeologmal dataabout Ch atlzam
to suggest whlch areas of the town may have hlgh potenhal for additional axchaeologwai resourees to
be present, For this pur pose, predictive models fot pré-contact and past—contact sifes in Chatham were
deveioped These niodels relied on previously established regional patferns of settlement and fdnid use:
comibingd w;lh proge{‘,bs,pemf ¢ data collected dmmg the ar chival résearch and ﬁe}dwm

Table 2-1 prebems # sumimary of thc dfﬂeu_nt hctms used to devalop the pre-contact and post conlact
archaeologicql sensitivity Ianlqﬂg: that appaar in fhe predictive nrodel: pmsemcd in-Chapter 7 and are
depicted on the atfchae:o}ogwal sen*sumt}r maps of Chatham (see Appendl\ A),

P;&cbnta’gt Résources Se-n_siti'vify, - Régﬁ«;)na¥ L_ﬁvﬁl

Awhacologmw have documomed 12 OGG yems of gm:mc:ontam \Tatwe Amencau oceupat; onafihe mgmn -
and oral traditions of some contempomw tribes el of a.30,000-year cultugal legacy. Priorto 7,000
years ago, peoplaq focused pnmaniy on: infand-based: resources, hunting and collectmg along tbe,
Nor iheasi s vaterways, After 7, 000 yecus ag"- setﬂamént becaime more concentrated within ﬂmmgmn 5
major river chamaveg. By 3, OGO yems Ag0, conelgrent with a foens on chastal and riverine setflement,
Jar, gﬂpopulatmns were hvmg innucleated saﬁfﬁﬁleﬁts and deVelopmg cempl% 566t Iue 5 jllh hngua;,c,,,
Linship, 1deo$0gy, and trade linkin; g peoples across: the Northeast, During the centuries priorto Eutopean
contact, these groups began to ceaicsae into: the peeples known as Pocumtucks, NIpmucks,-
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Talde 2-1. Archaeological Sensitivity Ranking Used for the Towh of Chatham,
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Massachusetts, Wampanoass Pokanokefs, Mohegans Pequm:s and Nanagametts The clhronology of
the pre-contact penod is presented in detail in Chapter 4. -Assessing the pre-confact mchaeologmal
sensitivity of any given project avea depends o a consldcj ation of past and preserit geographical and
ecological characteristics, known site location databases, and knowledge of distinctive temporal and
cultural patterns.

The choices that pre-contact Native Americans made aboiit where they seitled, how they organized
themsetves, and their technologies were all results of the dynamic relationship between eulture and
environment. Predictive modeling for larger-scale site location in southern New England has its ioots
in academic research including Dincavze’s (1974) study of repotted sites in the Bdston Basin and
Muliholland's (1 984) dissertation research about regional paiterns of change in pre-contact southern
New England. Peter Thorbahn applied ecological modeling and quantitative spatial andlysm synﬂmm zing
data from several hundred sifés in southeastern New England (Thorbqhn et al, 1980), demoristr ating.
that the highcs.f concentration of pre- -contact sites occumed within 300 meters (myof Iow-mnhnu streamis -
and Jarg e wetlands, The distribution of sites 1‘ound along a T4-mile 495 hi ghway ‘corridor in the samé
area reinforced the strong couelatmns betwe;n proximity to water and site locations (Thmbalm 1989)
These and other Ialgeuscale pr ajects pr uvzded data toward de\-elopmg madels of Native Anierican

locatmnal and termporal land use (MHC 1982, 1987; RIHPC 1982) that became the foundatmn fcn site

prcdmhve modeling employed during CRM i surveys through the néit two decades.
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Today, assessment of archacological sensitivity within 4 given project area, and the sampling strategy
apphed to it, continues to take: existing physiographic conditions into consideration. but at mulhple
séalés, front bedroek geology; to river drainagés, to micreenvironmental characteristics. These cafegories
of data ave used 1o establish the diversity of possible resources through time, the land wuse patterns of
partichlar cultures, and the degree to which the landscape has been altered sinee being occupied (Leveillee
1999). Increasingly, social and cultural perspectives, as reflected in both the archagological and historical
records (Joluison 19993, and as expressed by representatives of existing Native American comimunities
(Kerber 20063, are beinig taken into’ consideration when assessing archacological sensitivity.
Archaeplogical. samphng strategies have also been evaluated and. refived thrdugh applications of
‘quantitative analyses LKm{tﬁh 1992, .

Geologic data previde information about lithic resowrces and current and past environmental settings.
and chimates, Bedrock gealuoy helps to identify where pre-condact Native Americans obtained raw
materials for stone tools and gives indications of th far from their ougm lithic materials- may have.
been tr anspoﬁed or traded. The variely and amount. of available natural résources are depend\.nt on soil
composition and drainage, which also pl p ay a significant role in demmmmw wildlife habitats, and forest
and plasit combiunities.

‘Geoimor, pho!arry assists in reconstr ticting the paleoemmomnent of an area emd is particularfy uscful For
carly Holoceéne. (Pa eolndian and Early Archaic Period) sités in aveas that are different pl p hysically from

10,000 years age (Simon 1991), Recent Tandseape chzmg,es suc:h asg dramage m1pounﬂments forhxghways
- and rails oads, thf: creation of artificial w etlands to replace weﬂands affected by con struchcm, or wetlands.
drained for agricultural use, can make it difficylt to ASSESs-an area’s. mwmal configuration and current
archaédlogical potential (Hasenstab 1991:57),

Ecvond predmtmg th;& sites are, lovated, mchacoiomsts '1ttempt 10 assomate cul 2l and temporal
groups with, changes in the envummlental seﬁmgs of sites. Changcs in the way pre-contact Native
Americans used the 1andscapc can.be investigated througl formal m ult:vcmates siich assite locatioi,
intensity of land use, and specificity of land use (Nnchalas 1991;76). However, dzsimg:mshmg the
- difference bcm*ecn mpcdié::d short-leri, Ioughiy conteniporaneous accupations and long-term settlements
is difficnlt, and can make interpreting land- use pattems r:md then evolutlou problematic (Nicholas
1991:86}.

Pré;gom‘;wr;.‘ifc}w e’zﬁ!agg’caf}{esaur@s it Chia tbziiz’:ﬂ

In orderto deve[ap a model for predicting pre-contact site locations, all of the data c:oheuied <huritig the:
servey: was used. Thiege 111c}ude the Massachusetts site: ﬁies. artifact collectlens envirommental and
soil smdms acadennc aind a‘vocaﬁonal 1epm“ss. mfmman‘c 111t€:1*v3uws, and CRM studies conductud i
the mea@ Daia fm 1133 'uchaeolegwai sensn;mty mode] Was alsa cirama fmm szford ~; (1987) and
,et dl 5 (1997) more genmahzed study of Cape Cod § Instmm ccmte:\is The model has been ﬁirthel
formed by theoretical expectations appl;ed bwadly to the. region, which mdmate the clustermg of pre--
: contact sites i se:ttmgs of high resource potentxai and the saitlement of locations. that satisfied addptwe
- criteria spe:mﬁc to different pxe«contact time periods. general, the niodel Iehcs tipon regional and
f(}WIl*‘?])ﬁGIf' ¢ information to predict the location of pofenlial sites in. Chath am.
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To enable the predictive medel, the town wak divided into general environmental zones based on a
combination of geographic, political and environmental attributes such as seitlement area, physical
location, and drainage, Specific descriptions of these zones are pregented in Chaptcz 3 of this répot,
and the 1(:su!l:5 of the sensitivity assessment are presented in Chapter 7.

Prior to the start of the swrvey, the MHC's inventory files included 61 pre-contact period sites that had
beeri identified in Chatham (see Chapter 4}, While this number of sites is :rf:latwely targe compared to
other towns on Cape Cod, the majority of the sites weit identified by artifact collectors and are known
by general locafion only with no information relating to size, density, recovered cultural materials, or
temporal association. Avocational atchasologists usually favor exposed coastal areas, pond shores,
riverbanks, plowed fields, and other ameas where cultural deposits can become exposed on the ground
surface, Collectors often focus on large, visible sites or-sites that are well known in local histori¢al
recotds. These pattems are clearly seen in many of Chatham’s recerded sites, almost all of which are
located near the shoreline. These patterns suggested that additional ar tifact collections within Chatham
were extant, but had not been recorded for one reason or another.

In general, Chatham contains extremely favorable environmental variables for pre=contact site location,
The diversity and abundancs of wetlands in évery geopolitical zone combined with overall sandy, well-
draiited soils indicates that sigm'f cant sites could belocated in almost any microenvironinetifal setting:

Recorded pre-coritact sites in Chatliain are tied fo wetlands; coves and embaynents; sueams. swarhps,
and ofher ‘wetland marging were clearly utilized throughout the pre- contact petiod. Expected sifes
could rarige from small; temporary campsites and resource ‘collection areas to lmge‘ setmpemnanent
habitation areas; Given the relatively short distance from o astal locations to the interjor, Native American
populat]om probably utilized the entire spectrum of resotirces and moved seasonally throughout the-
entne towIL.

The pr edictive model is based on 4 primary assumption: that pre-contact settlement patterns seen al
sites in Chatham and elsewhere in coastal seuthedstern Massachusetts are sufficient to predict where
unknown sites of similar size, form, ¢ 'md function ave focated within the town.

‘Contact and Post-coniact Resouces Sensitivi-ty' - Regional Level

The eontact petiod in New England roughly dates from AD 1500 to 1650, and. predates most of the
permanent Buro-American settlements in the region, This period enconypasses a time when Native and
non-Native groups interacted with one another through trade, exploration of the coastal region, and
sometimes conflict. While contact period sites:ate usuaﬁy associated with Native Amencan clctmly
dmmg this pcuad they can also ;ncludﬂ sites utilized by Native and noanai:We groups ‘such as tradi ng
posts, : ‘

Native settlerent pal"tems during the contdct petiod are generally thought to follow Late Woodland
Traditions; bLt with an fricreased tcndtmcy iowald the for tification of village settlements, Targer vﬂlag:u
sctilenmﬁs At frcquenily e¢xpected along coastal and tiverine settings, often at conﬂuenccs h:xland .
villages are hnown fe ocenr pear swamp systems, which were exploited both as resource dreas and as.
places of refiuge in the event of attack, Such siteswould likely contain mate;lal rémmants reﬂcctm g the
dynamics of- dmly life, trade, and a. preparedness for defense.
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The identification of contact period deposits is most frequently tied to thu types of artifacts focaled
within archacalogical sites; Unfortunately, ( the ma}onty of the archaeological data for this period in

- southern New: England comes from. the analysis of grave goods Wﬂhm identified Native American

bumai grounds, rather than from habitation sites and/or activity arcas (Gibson 1980; Robinson et al.
1985; Simmons 1970). The available data su goest that sites datmg to this period often contain tadi tionally
pre-contact feafures and artifacts (e.g,, storage pits. chlppcc%-stone tools) as well as non-Mative trade

goods and objects (eig., g,lass bcdds iron kettles and hoes) (Br agdon 1996) The earliest contact period.

sites are often located at or near the codst and estuarine margin, since Lumpean Visits to New England
occurred via ship, Non-Native artifacts passed from the coastal region to the interior through trade and/
or seasonal travel,

The landqcape: of a project atea is used to prechct the types of post-contact period archacological sites
likely fo be present. Major louaua)na] attributes differ according to site type. Domestm and agrarian

- sites (houses and farms) are character 1si1caiiy Tocated niear watet sources, arable lands, and twnspoitatmn

networks, Tndustifal sites. (e.g.. mills, tanneries, forges, and blacksinith shops) established before the
late nmeimnth cenmry are typmally located closé to water powez sourees and uanspomnon networks.
Commercial pub}m and institutional sites (e.g. stores, taverns, inng, schaolag and ¢lurches) are usually
smfated near setflement concéntrations with-access to:local and regiobal road. systems (Ritchie et al.

' 19,88},

Wmten and mrtogtaphm documents axd i deiemumug post—eomact pauod ar chaeolagicai sensitivity,
Historical maps. are partictlar 1y usefal forl locating sites in a glven'ared, deiermznmv a period of

- octupation, establishing the names of pasi owners, and' pxowdmg iﬁdicatzonb of past use(s) of the

ol apeiiy Town histories {)ﬂ:en pwwde mfmn‘;ati,ton3 mﬁiudmg prewous hmc'ﬂons OWDCISIIIP, 100&1
socioeconomic conditions, and pohnca[ evolution, which is used in the development of a historic contéxt -
and 1o assess the relative significance of o ‘post-contact period site.

The writter: historic record, however, tendsto be biased towmd the. representation of Emo~Ameucan
cultuial: practices anti TRSOUICES, paxtmularly those of prominent. mchmduals id fannhas. Archival

‘Thaterials: gcmf:taily ate less sensitive to the depictmﬁ of cultaral resourees and activities fissomateci with

socmeconummaﬂy orpolmcdlly mazgmdhzed” communities (MECO!.!II’E and Payrﬂu 19915 Scott 1994)
These communities may include, but are ot Hifed to, Native Amcucans Aﬁm*m»Amemm and
“middlhig™ firming or workingsc class Buro -Antericans.

Several ar chacol%ical studies corducted throughout New England ha\fe 3 emcnauaied ihe
mahac%ologwai pitfalls of relying, eﬁcluswclv oi docmnenmy or cartopraphic materials a5 a means (o
1dcﬁt1fy thulﬁ‘ll sife locations '}ssecaated wﬂh these types of cotimuniies. Alarge~sca§e archaenlogfeal
study by King (1 988) showed that inroral areas oniy 63 pm{:cnt of the sites dxscovemd were identifiable
through docunientary researchy Thxs Suggests that apprommatcly one-third of New Engiand’s rural
Eura-American archaedlogical sﬁes iay not appear on Tistorical maps or in town and 1601011 al histories.

More recent arcl aeologtczﬂ zmcl etlmohlstonc smdies in the ragxon havafocused gmthe identifi ganon of,
ather Kistor ically “irivisible” communities, notably post»contaet Native American Sommunities. Sevoral
fown-wide surveys in soitlieastern Massachuscus have compiled a;ciiaeologxcal and Instoncai data -

about elghteentl- and mzeteenth—ccnml y Native and African-American comnunities that are poorly

represented or are aitogelher absent in writlen town histories (Herbster and Cox 2002; Herbster and
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Heitert 2004, Tn central Massachuseits, active and inflviential Native Americins have been identified
through archival research despite the recorded “disappearance” of this group in the early eighteenth
century (Doughton 1997, 1999). T he cultural centinuity of groups such as the Aqumnah Wampanoag is
more thoroughly documen 16d in archival sources, but until recently archaeologists focused their attention
on pre-contact archaeological duposﬂs Current studies include predietive models for distinetly Native
American post-contact sites, as well as mielpxttaﬂons of eighteenth- through twcmlethﬁcenuuy
archacological sites (Chezau 2001; Herbster and Cheian 2002).

Other archﬁeologiéal investigations have focused on worker housing and landscape organization within
nitxed-cultoral mining cominunities in northern New England (Cherau ot al, 2003); the socisl mid
spatial organization of a mixed racial commumity in western Comnecticut (Feder 1994); and material
culivre and architectural patterng among ninetéenth-century .mix;{ati'Aﬁ'i.can#z\merican ‘and Native
American households in central Massachusetts (Baron ef al. 1996).

Information about post-contact period land use within a project area can also be collected through
written and oral histories passed through faml}y miembers and deseéndant communities, These typos of
information sotirees ¢an often Fll in gaps in the documentary record and provide details that are not
available through more coiiventional archival sources. While informants and other oral sources ate
subject to conttadictory interpretations just like the documentary record, this type of information: can
also provide important data for the identification and inteipretation of archaeological sites. The sole
use of and reliance on the written and oral historical records duririg archival researcl 1, huu ever, can
lead to an under estm";atmn of the full range of post-contact petiod sites in an}f givei region. Therefm g,
walkover surveys and subsurface festing, . inn conjunciion with the critical evaluation of available:
decumentmv aud caxtoglaphm IeSOUIees, _&18 required to locate arid identify undmciocumcnted post-
centact sifes.

An important aspect of the predictive model for post-contact archaeclogical resources was the survival
potential for sites identified from docuiméntary soiireés or historical maps. Since- man) potential
seventeeiith-, eighteenth-, and nineteenth-century archacological sites were kocatcd in sections” of
Chatham that have béen in coitinuous residential or commercial use or are located in coastal erosion
zones, these estimates of survival potenhai werte organized accmdmfr to the tempor aE peunds used by
the MHC in town reconnaissance surveys (seé Chapter 5).

Post-contact Archagological Resources in Chatham

The history of land use and settlement in Chathant is iep;escnied by an exnemely rich and diverse
documentdry record. Aiihough Native Amerd ican land use patterns in the post-contact pcnod are not a3
well kitown as ﬂwse wtatmg to Eufo-Amer wan seftlerrient, the wiitten 111swry of Chatharm is extr emely'
detailed, pamculally with. mgald 10 the seitlement areas that cornpma the town. Chatham’s Thistotic
stfmdmg, structures ave also-well documnted, and i any buildings have been recorded within a number
of local and National Reg,is’fm historic districts. - In sharp contrast, Chatham’s }nsfmlc archaeological:
1ecord isrepr cs&nted by {'wc post«contact penod sites (see Chapter J) '

While the sample size iy extremely small, espeemﬂy in comparison, with. Chatham’s pre-contact
'uchaeologw'ii database, the recorded sites indicate the breath of alchaeolovlcaf resowce. i}fpcs and '_

o
Td-
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Survey Methodology

periods thaf sre likely présentin tawn, One site is fecorded as a possible | Natwe American homestead,
two.sites are the locations of shipwrecks, and the 1emammg {50 sites may represent. e&g,hteenlh and/opr
ningteenth-century Euro-American habitations, As with pre-contact sensitivity, post-contdet
archacological sensitivity 15 closely tied to micraenvironmental changes, The identification of more
sitey repxesentmg, rall periods of post-vontact oecupation and various thematic contexts would add greutly
to the town’s historic and ar chaeolog:cal letitage,

Atchaeological Sensiti{ri‘ty‘ Mips and User’s Guide

'The conibined results of historic and archival resegrch, informant imterviews, fieldwork, and predictive
modeling were used 1o prepare the archagological swﬂmwﬁy maps (see Appendix A). The first step in
creating these maps was to synthésize information coflected during the archival research, This included
environmental attributes such as soil type/surficial deposit, stope, and drainage, This information was
combined with the results of fieldwork, including the Inspection.of known and expectad amhaeoiogmal
site locations and disturbance. assessmeni cmd with information collected from local sowrces and
informants,

All of this information was used to delineate zones of bigh, moderate, and low pre-contact and post-.
wntaci archacological sensitivity in Chatham (see Table 2+1 for ranking criter in). Zones ofhigh sensitivity
include known and/or:dociimented:ar bhac:aloglcai sites dnd intact areas with attribures siinilar fo those
mtes Moderate sensm\my zonies. mcluda 'ueas Wlth mmun&i o mod&rate Ieveiﬁ Qf dlstmbance, m)
Zonc% of Iow sansﬂmty 11miade ateas I\nown oF. 11cely to have been ex’{enswely dxstutbec% bv 1651dent1a1
and/or commercial devefcpment or.other types of modern Jand use, Most pootly drained areas such ds
vetlands arg also ranked a5 havirig low: sebisitivity, e;xcepho*ns being known and documented iotatmns.
of postncmltact industrial sites on stredims and ponds; and maritime sifes in coastal areas,
Zones of pruhmma;y archacological scnsnwaty determined ﬂuaugh archival restarcly and feldwork
were first drawh on USGS topogz aphic maps (complemd during Phase ). This mfom‘l auon was digitized
_and fransferied. to’ largesscale topographic maps of eacls designated gevgraphic zone asi part of the
revised sensitivity asscssnmnt.

The 10cauom of known pmhlstonc and historic archaeological sites are not shown. oﬁ the sensifivity _
Aps. They have been excluded to maintain the Lonﬁdentmhty of site locations and protect these

vulnerable culfural tesources. Archaeological sites” location data are k@pl jn-the inventory of cultural

resources maintained by the MHG and state mchaeologmt This information is protected under several

state statites such as MGL ¢, 9, 55, 26A and 27C {950 CMR 70) and MGL ¢. 40, ss. 88,

The guide to understanding and usmtr the: ‘nchaeologzcai sensitivity maps hag been writfen ina nons
techmcal style (see Appendix B). The primary goal in producing the usér’s gulde was to translate
categories of information collected duung the reconnaissance survey info fext that could be casﬁy
utiderstood by members of local and regional boards and cominissions, the public, and others who are
not extzemely familiar with mchaealogy or CRM. The fext of the user’s guide also deseribes the futent
of putpose: of the sensitivity maps as'a planmng tool to assist in implementing. mchaeoloym resoumrce
protection. The 1111;101tance of protecting the confidentiatity of information ébout known archaeclogical
sites is also stressed in this document.
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Another se:c.tmn of the guide contains a brief deseiiption of how the sensitivity-maps were developed
and the bagis for delineating archeeclogically sensitive zones. Otlier comporients of the user’s guide
are'a gencral desonpnon of symbols and conventions, zone boundaries, and known and expected types
of archacological sites, The guidé:also contains 4 glossary of common amhaealogzcal terms and’
descriptions.
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CHAPTER THREE

ENVIRONMENTAL CONTERXT

Envzmnmcmal settings, conditions, and natural resources are important factors to consider whed assessing
the potential for the presence of Native American and Euro-American sites. The vatied topography,
water resources, and floral and faunat species within Chatham contribute to the mée range of ecozones
present in the. study area.

Prior archacological 1ea€dwh on Cape Cod and elsewhere in southem New' England has deimmmed
that land use patterns are closely tied to the proximity and avaﬂabﬂxty of certain envitonmertal 1esmuces
For example the. SEIEL?.IOH of activity, habitation, and cer emonial sites by Native Ameucans f11'the pre-
contact period is often mﬂue:nced by sl ccdetfons slope of land, and prosimity to fresh watel Euro-
American settlement and land use is ofteri linked to transportation corridors, available raw matetials,
and proximity to water resowrces. The presence or absence of certain mmbmanons of these and other
“envirormental elements can be used: ta predict a w;de variety of aichasological sites, frofi shott-tetth
reserce collection areas to Im1g~tem1 settlement areas.

Physiogtﬁpiiy r——

County st the wutheaste} i edge ot elbow™ 6f Cape
Cad: The town is bounded on thevwest by Harwich,
on the sorth. by Oﬂcans and Pleassiit Bay, on the
gast by the Atlantie Ocean, and on the sonth by
Nantucket Sound, The town encompasses a total - .
aren 0f 24,33 square miles and a Ianci areg 0f 16.43 &
square miles, "

The Town of Chatham i5 iocated - Bamsiable \/

Chatham is logated within the: Coais‘-ta_{ Plain | ¥ 1
physipgraphic zone (Figure 3-1). ‘This zone m.jg__,,_wr' '

encotipasses all of Cape Cod and the. majdri.ty of - \r
the southerd Néw England coastliae. It is AP '“{
characterized by bedrock souttes deeply buried undér
glagial outwash deposits and ice-contact features. S~ /
The landscape. of Chaﬂlam ig characterlzed by Tevel ;
or gently rolling terrain known as “knob and kettle” ot

topography and many pords, swmnps aniall I‘IVClS
and wetlands. hle\fatzons within the town range from
0to 120 feet above sea level with the liighest point
being Great Hill near the center of Chatham.

] ' e

Fjgurc 31 Physmgtaphm zones of Newﬁnghnd
showing Chathant, MA (source, Fentheran 1938)
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Geology and Geomaorphology

The topography of the Chatham area was formed by glacial activity, The final recession of the glaciers -

approximately 14,000 years ago resulted L the deposition of mdssive amounts of materials oo the Luyl
sutface. The flow of outwash from the edge of the glacier once located in Cape Cod Bay created. the
current landscape; as the ice melted, river valleys were created and soils, rocks, and other particles were
released and deposited as hills and valleys. The outwash plains that extend south from High Head are
predominately sand with some gravel, cobbles, and boulders intermixed. Lenses of glacial lake deposit
clayey silt are scattered throughout the outwash.

The surface of the glacial outwash
deposits threughout Barnstable
County are interrupted by kettle
hioles. . Originally these were. the
locatlons of ice blocks buiied by
glacial deposits. Those that are deep-
enough to encounter the water table
contain ponds (USDA 1993),
Examples of these “kettle hole™
ponds are found threughout
Chatham’s interior; some of the
larger include Goose, Schoolhouse,
Emery, and-White pondsand Lovers
Lake (Figure 3-2). Sea level is
targely responsible for the height of
water levels in the freshwater ponds,
wetlands, and streams (Leathelman
1987). Both the glacial drift and the

Stagnant, mailing fop

aeolian (windblown) and marine
deposits are generally very F;gurci’» 2. Diagtam depicting the focmdtion of “L:uoh and kettle”
permeable so that precipitation topography and ketile hole ponds (soucee: Stzahlet 1966),
percolates through the soil to the

water table located just above sea level,

One of the most important differences between the ancient and modern enviropment is that the shoreling
of 12,000 B.P. was located as much as 50 miles farther south and east than the current location. Nantucket
Sound; Chathani Harbor, and Pleagant Bay did not exist in their present fotyn until approximately 3,000
B P, (Chamberlain 1964; Oldale 1992).. Approximately 10,000 B.P., the area that now eontains Pleasant
Bay wag likely a shiallow freshwater wetland filled. with glacial meltwater, By apploxlmateiy 6500

B.P, rapidly rising sea levels had moved the shoreline closer. only about 1—2 miles east of ifs present-

day. focationi. The current Cape Cod shoreling was estabhshed by. about 3500 B.P. and as sed le evels
bcname consistent Pledsant Bay began to develop into an estuar ine ecosystern (Duirford 1987y
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Caas tal BErosion and Shoreline Movement,

The relatively recent bleak in Chatham’s North Beach highlights. the dynamic. natire of shoreline
topography and affects the predictive model for knowi and expecied arcliaeological resources néar the
coasf. Chathan’s shifting shoreline has been well-documented for almost 400 yeais, with at least four
sepatate breaclies depicted on historical maps or in town tecords (Figare 3-3; see Chapter 5), The
general pattern fnvolves a Breal in the Nauset barrier and then the movemént of the inlet to the south,
The change in tidal flow caused by the mmal breach leads to sand deposition and the creation of new
iand at the southern end of the barrier and efosion at the notihern end of the barrier. Once the reformed
barrier reaches 4 certain point, the process begms again (Howes gt al. 2003; Qldale 1999),

The initial formation of the barrier beach is also selevant in the context of the archaeological predictive
model. The creatfon of the Nauset, Barrier Spit is closely tied to the stabilization of sea levels along
Cape Cod’s shoreline. Accordingto archaeologist Fred Dunford (1987) the development of the Nauset
batrier likely began after 6000 B.P, Priot to this titne, Chatham’s eastern shoreline would have been
exposed to the ocean. As sediments were deposxtcd along the spit, the Pleasant Bay estuary developed
. and erosion patterns along the formerty e.:\pnssd shoreline changed.

- The ongomﬂ natural process of coastai erosion nand deposition was a SLgmficam factorin the assessment
of archineological potcntxal fm some areas of Chatham Portions of Monomoy Island and espeuaﬂy

[7

Jrgmn| T moma| “imesse| VY e «j iEsaEm| (&?azf;?.;-‘ai é/ 1850-1910

T = H Lwcar -

0| a0-1950) :950-‘}9'79,

I‘lgum 3-3. Hustorm ahangcs in the Nmtstt Bcach and Monmna} land forms (sout{zc.s‘ Geise 1988 m.
Howes ct al. 2003),
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Nauset Beach are coniprised of shifting land areas that have formed in the more recent past. The
likelihood that pre-contact period deposits (both natural and cultural) could be present in these areas is
extremely low, and therefore affected the sensitivity assessment. Coastal erosion ot Chathant's mainiand
is also a factor that influenced the archaeological seirsitivity assessimient. Storm surges, combined with
the effects of the breaches along Nauset Beach, have caused significant loss of fand along Chatham’s
eastern shere from Allen Point to the Chatham Lighthouse. This erosion has led to ‘the loss of some
historic homes along the waterfront as well as the relocation farther inland of rumerous other structures,

Water Resources and Drainage

As a coastal eomiimunity, Chatham contains both saltwater and freshwater resources, Chathan’s wetland
ecosystems, however, are especially rich and exhibit a greater range of diversity than many other locations
in southeastern Massachusetts. Pleasant Bay represents one of Chathan’s ecosystemns and forms the
northeastern boundary of the town. Pleasant Bay, which is'shared by the towns of Chatbamn, Orleans,
and Harwich, includes the smaller embayrents. of Bassing Harbor, Crows Pond, Ryder Cove, and
Muddy Creek. A second estarine ecosystem is Jocated at the southern end of town and is comprised 6f
Stage Harbor, Mill and Oyster ponds, and the Mitchell and Qyster Pond rivers (see Figure 1-2). The
two areas are linked by Chatham Harbor, which extends between the castern shoreling and Nauset
Beach fiom the northern to southern tlp of town, These wetland systems provide habitat for an extremely
diverse range of plant, shelifish, rarine mammal, ﬁs h, and bird species that have attracted humans
over many thousands of years. They
also provide access around the “etbow™

of the Cape and, through wetlands
including Muddy and Frost Fish creek,
link. interior resource arees to the coast.
Wetland margins weie also utilized
during the post-contact period for salt
production and as hay meadows.

Freshwater resource types in Chatham
are more limited than saltwater
resources and consist almiost exclusively
of glacial ponds (Figure 3-4; see
discussion above), Kettle hole ponds
are located throughout the central
portion of Chatham and are contained Figute 3- . Photogmph of Pickerel Pond i t)"pl(:ﬂ] “Rettle
primarily within the western town pund” il Chatham, MA,.

boundary with Harwich and the area

located within the Route 28 corridor (see Figure luZ} Several small rivers and creeks connect coastal
resources with interior location, but in general these types of wcﬂands are absent in Chatham. Kettle
ponds, which would have existed throughout the pre-contact period, pmwde important habitat for
ferresfxial plants and animals and are.often associated with short and long-ferm Native American land
use and habitation.” While these features on the. Cape tend to be somewhat acidic-because they sit above
the saltwater groundwater table, they would have certainly been utilized by humans. These wetland
resources also atiracted post-contact per iod residents who could have modified pond margins throtigh
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dapumning in mdel 10 1egula£ewatp1 flow for mifling and other mdustnal purposes, Mill Pond located
along Chatham’s westem bcundaly is-one example of post- -contaet period modification and use.
Cranberry bog}s# though not as commeon in Chatham as in other Cape towns, were also crmtcd around
freshwater wetlands during the post-contact and modern periods,

Soils

Soﬂs wﬂhm the Town of Chathan are coimmsed of threg main types. The western twm%lmds of
Chatham and most of the Plcasant Bay shore area classified as Carver soils; nemiy level to steep, very
deep, excessively drained sandy soils. These soils are formed in glacial outwash ancl oeCur ¢n outwash
plains aud glacial kames. The eastern third of Chatham’s mainland that stretches from North Chatham
~ to Quitnesset contains Carvex Hmesbm - “Nantacket soils, These soils ave similar to Carver soils but
include sandy and loanty sbils formed in glacial outwash, glacial lake sedimerits and glacial till. Nauset
and Manomcy {sland and qudmg Beach are comptised of Hooksan-Beaches-Dune soils. These soils
are located on bedches and duhe Jand and are described 45 nearly level to steep sandy soils formed in
- windblown éeposﬂs along coastal shorelines (USDA 1993).

More specific: information atiout soils is included in the desoriptions of the stady wits, below:
E;a;istiﬁg Coniditions gnaaes-cgipﬁms of _Ge"ograpiﬁc ‘S'mdy Units.

To enable the development. of spemﬁe pm:chchve mociais Chatham was divided info four gecpuhucalf :
ecologieal zones, These divisions pr ovxeied mianageable aveas for purposes of ar chaeological sensitivity,
and corresponded to patierns in ianci use that could be tled both.the pre-contact and post-contact cultural
contexts.

“The delineated zones for the Chatham survey consist of:

1) Pledsant Bay/Chathamport/North Chathiam; |
2) Central Chatham;
3) Chatham Hmbm/Stagc Harbor/Seiith Lhatham,
43 \fionamay and Nauset,

These four zones primarily: dclmea’ca eeologwal areas Wzﬂnn the fown, but- they also pmwde
ergraphlcaﬁy and/or politically distinct research atens. With. the exception of the Ceitral Chatham
Zone, each of these avpas coritainy coastal resources and/or saltwater wetidnds lod many of the.
envir emmntai vauabies (and occasmnaily cultriral LGSOULCGS) overlap from one zone to the next. Their
appmmmate locatmns and gwgmphm extent ave.shown in Figure 3:5. Physical descriptions of edch
zane mcludmg exdsting conditions nlfounaucm dre presented below,

The Pleasaut. an/Charizammearth sztzﬂtmn Zone. encnmpasses the northeastern section. of
Chatham located north of Route 28 (Orleans Road), This coastal 70113 is defined. primarily by its-
location within the Pleasant Bay dtamag.,e and extends scuth the apmmmnafe location of Wateli Hill,
where the Cliatliam Harbor Zone bégins. This zone includes Str ong and Tern isTands, Nickerson Neck
and the ’\fﬂlages of Chdthampmt and North Cha{ham ‘
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Wetland resources within this zone include Bassing Harbor, Crow’s Pond, Ryders Cove, and Frost Fish
Creek as well as two simall salt ponds and one unsamed pond in the North Chatham area. Soils il this
zone are almost exclusively associated with the Carver course sand unit, déep and excessively drained
suifs formed in areus of jcecontuct deposils und on glaeial outwish plaing, Small areay of Nantucket
sandy loam are allocated near the shoreline and in proximity to low, poorly drained areas of muck,

Neaily half (25 of 613 of Chatham’s previously identified pre-contact archaeological sites are located.
Wi ﬂnn Il}e Pleasant Bay Zone. Prior to the remnndxs%auce SULVEY, TiO post—coniact pfmod archaeological
sites had been recorded it this zore.

The Central Chathim Zoaeincludes the northwestern and north ceritral sections 6f Chatham and is the
anly area that does not contain coastal or saltwater wetlands, This area is roughly bounded by Route 28
ot the nortli and south, Shere Road on the east, and tlie town boundarywith Harwich on the west. The
tidal wetlands asseciated with Frost Fish Creek; Lovers Lake and Muddy Creek on the northern shore
and the Red River on the soithem shore are'exchuded form this zone. The Central Zone includes a

portion of ’Lhe tnain village ared, the high school and mlddib school, and thie Chatham Municipal Aiport

as, well a3 several modfﬂn period 1e31der1tml subdw:smns

Freshwater wetlands ‘ithin: the Central Zone aré numerous and compiised mainly of kettle ponds
created when blocks of glacial ice melted in deep gmund dcplessmns ‘Examples of these types of:
ponds mclude Emery, | Black White; bchoolho&se and Goase Pond:  M#ll Pond, Jocated alona the
Chailiany/Harwich town boundary, may have been formed as.a ketile hole pond but appears fo have

“been altered fo pmvida energy for apostmcmﬁiact pezwd mdustry Soils in the Central Zone are dominafed

by Carver course sand, mth areas of: Eastchop loanty Goe sanid and Merumac saudy loam Icoated tn the

. eastern and southcm portioss of the zoie.

Prictto the survey, etght pre-contact and two post-contact sites had been identified in the Cenfral Zone,

The Sonth Chathan/Stage Ha; boi/Chatliain Hai ‘boi Zolie includes the southem and soutl 1&.’13%6111
pomons of Chathami's land mass and like the Pleasant Bay Zone nm}udos numerots coasta ponds, salt,
matrshes, and tidal wetlands. This area is hounded on the north by Route 28 (Main Str eet), on the east

~at Watch Hill by Chatham Harbor, on the south by Stage Harbor and Nantucket Sound, and on the west

by the Red River and the Ilfmmch fown boundmy This zone umludes the VIHages of South Clﬂﬂmm
West (,hatham, a pomon of the main village area, and Quitnesset; comprised of Mortis and Stage

Astands.

The wetland metwork i this zone extends well into the inferfor and inchudes the deep reaches of the

“Mitehell River dod Mill Pond, Oyster Pond, ‘Sulphm Springs, and the Mill Cxer:L and Taylor's Pond.

Like the Pleasant B'l}’ Zone, tht: majarity of the South Chatham Lone s soils ate comprised of Carver
course sand,

Like the Pleasant Bay Zoue, nearly haif (28 of 61) of the previously recorded pre-contact sites and one
past—contact per iod site ara located 1n the South Chatham Zone.
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The Nawuset and Monomoy Zone consists of the disconnéeted section of Nauset Beach located svithin
the town boundaries and-the entirety of Monomoy Island, located south of Mortis Istand. These two
landforms ate currently under federal jurisdiction; Nauset Beach ispart of the NPS?s Cripe Cod National
Seashore and Monomoy Island is a Netional Wildlife Refiige controtled by the 17,8, Fish and Wildlife
Service (USFWS). Both segments are classified as bartier beaches and are directly exposed to the
Atlantic Ocean. Unlike much of Chatham’s protected coastline, Nauset and Monomoy are subject to
conistant changes in land shape and size. As an example, Monomoy has been attached to the mainland
as a peninsula and detached as an island several times in the last century, most recently in November
2006, when shifting sand deposits at the sorthern end of the island reconnected with Seuth Beach.

Soils on both Nauset and Monomoy are comprised primatily of Hooksan sdnd, a beach deposit located
primarily on vegetated sand dunes. - Areas of developed top and subsoils are constantly exposed and
covered by windblown dunes and wave erosion, making this zotie extremely dynamic in its résource
support network and archacological potential.

Prior to the reconnaissance survey, 1o pre~coritact period sites have been identified in the Nauset and

Monomoy Zone, ‘One post-contact period site,a shipwreck, has been identified in the waters of Chatham
Harbor just west of Nauset Beach's shoreline.
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CHAPTER FOUR

PRE-CONTACT PERIOD RESEARCII CONTEXT

The Native Aimerican pigsence in scurheastem Massachusetts- has been well documented in geneml
but the locations and iumbers of sites vary greatly from one lccahon to the next, Mut.ii of the information
about previously identified axchaeﬁlogmal sités ni Chathani is limited te very general locational and
tempotal data. By utilizing informatioh about the known pre-coiitact petiod (10,000~ 450 B.P)) sités in
Chatham and the bociy of dafa about sites in nedrby coastal and interior areas with similar enivironmental
aurzb&tes it ig possible t0 construct a chronology of Native American. seulement and fand use for the
current survey,

Atchaeological St'udi'cs;fcrh, _Cape Csd

The existing databiase oi‘ pre-contact pui‘if)d Nanve Amencan settlement.and land use pdﬂerns on Cape
,Cod has been compﬂf:d by avoacational and pzofessmnai mchaeologmtq 9\1&1 mcst of the- twcnneth
century and is mfomleci by aﬂumhrst@nc sourges and. dral histaries. Some of the earliest academic
studies Gonducted on the Caps wWere dlrccted by prominerst atchdeolog{sls Douglas Byezs Frederick
I ohmon and Ripley Bullen-who wete affiliated with the R.S. Peabody Museum in Andover,
Mssachusetts. Their work focused on excavating large; complw pidde sites and oftén burials on
Martha's me:}’ald (Byels and Johiison 1940), the Hefningway Sité in Easthum (Johnsan 1942), and the
Taylor Hill and- Seth's Swamp sites in Wellfleet (Torrey 1946). Whil(: the investigation of human
bugials for academic research is not practmed taday, these czuly excavations formed the bujlding blocks:
of Capg Cod aichaeoiogy and led to 111£e1pr€tat1cms of pre scontact pcnod Native Americans. coastal
land use.

Durmg Lhe 1940s, 19::05 “and 1960s ihe majority of the excavation en the- Cape was Londucte:d by
membals of the Cape Cod Lhapte} of the Massachusetls Amhaeolafrwal Some‘w (MAS). Active collectors
af the ’tnna ficinded Ross Mﬂffbﬂ whe. nwestzg'xted a ]11111‘!bbl of sites. in Trurg and Wellfleet, and
’Hnwatd Totrey, who conducted excavations in Hasthany and Truro. ‘Both of these mekh aniassed yery
laige artifact coliecﬁons ranging. ﬁem 6,000 to 935,000, items (MHC IQ87 Moffett 1957).  These
collections’ dlong with excavation notes and maps §i gmf cantly increased theé atchacological database
for the région and contributed to the upderstandmg of Native Anicrican settlement systems thrbugheut-
southeastersi 'Massachuseﬁs ‘The pre-gontact history: of the Cape. was better understood follawing |
William thc:h:e s work on’ Mmtha s V!neyatd in the 1960s. *His studies resulied i the publication of
anew caifural s bCC{L‘L&ﬂGE for southeastern New England and a pwposedmodel for humm adaptation to
matitime résotrees (Ritchie 1969).

Awhaeologm&l mvastl gations on Cape Cod dulmg the 19705 were primarily canductcd by membeis of
the MAS: These ekcavations focused on sités in Weqt Y'umouth aiid the Mattagiiason Purchase Sitein -
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Chatham (Etesonet al. 1978). Systematic surveys conducted by professional archaeologists have only
taken place on the Cape inthe past 15 years. There has been a concerted effout by professional groups
to inifiate new studies as well as1o reqgsess previous excavations and analyses. The area of the outer
Cape, it pmncular has became one.of the most extensively studied and best-dated vegions in the state.
Thisresearch was led by & comprehensive survey of the Cape Cod National Seashore (CACQ) undertaken
by the NPS between 1979 and 1981 {McManamon 1984), Since CACO stretches along the entire
eastern. shmuhne, research was collected within the towns of Provincetown, Truro, Wellfleet, Eastbama
Orleans, and Chatham. Most récently, the Cape Cod Musewn of Na‘cural History in Brewster has
pmmoted the storage and curation of artifacts, and has taken an active role in informing the pederal
public aboui Native American and historic cultural resources in the region and the needs to salvage
sites from destruction (Dunford 1986).

The archaeological database of the Cape has also been mczea:;ed through numerous CRM surveys as
well as collections. analyses and excavations sponsored by professional groups from the Narntucket
Historical Association, the University of Massachusetts at Boston and Amberst, and the MHC (MHC
1987). One such analysis of private artifact collectmns wag condueted by MHC archaealogists i the
sumtiet and fall of 1984, This survey concentrated on collections from the mid- and ifiner- Cape region
because of the paucity of information about these areas. Seven private collections along with séveral

vollections stored at the Cape Cod Museum of Natural History were ineluded in the sur vey (Mahlstedt

1985).

The information gathered from the collections study, from region-specific surveys (Dunfotd 1987 and
Seufert 1994), and numerous CRM surveys has resulted in the formulation of tentative paterns concerming
the location and nature of Native Ameri ican sites i the greater Chatham vicinity. Sites genmaﬂy tend to
be located on relatively flat, elevated areas, nsually at feast 10 feet above sea Iev&l Sites are often
protected on the north and east from predominant winds. The heads of salt ponds and slig ghily elevated
terraces averlooking open areas of saltwater or freshwater also appear (o have been favored by Native
Atnerican groups occupying the southeast sections of the Cape, For the majority of known sites,

frﬁshwatm sources are located in close proximity. These observed locational patierns are pr eliminary
i nature, since a limited number of subsurface testmﬂ projects ‘have actually been c_onducted. either
along the coast or at inland Jocations in Chathami. They genei*aliy follow the established Native American
cultural chronology for Cape Cod presented below,

Pre-contact Cultural Chyonology for Chatliam

The body of data gener ated ﬁom the combined. cff’oxts of avocational and pl ofessiohal archacologists
has H.SultLd in the compilation ofa regional Native American cultural chronology within whs(,h known
and potential sites can be studied. Table 4-1 presents a general outline of pre-contact cultural periodsin
southem New England that serves as a framework for interpretations of identified mchaf:olﬂgic:d
resotirces.

Paleolndian Pericd (12,5‘,0040,000 B.R)

Thf«: mrhest kenowi Nahve Aaueucan s&tea 111 New England cia’fe to. thé Paleﬁhldmn Permd Few
Paleohldian sxtﬁs oF. mttfacts have been jdentified on'the Cape Cod pemnsula ancl fo date none have.
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Chaptery Four

been recorded in the greater Chatham vicinity, Many researchers have theorized that early sites may.
have heen located in areas that were inundated by the poqtglabml sed level rise and, in places like
Chatham, cmsm}, erosion (see Chapter 3),

The use of local lithic types fo manufacture stone tools suggtsts that an initial definition of territories
iay have occurred. Oné of the largest Paleolndian sites in New England, the Bull Brook Site in
Ipswich, Massachusetts, contained such a diverse ar tifact assemblage that it appears thatl a wide range
of available floral and faunal resources were exploited durjng this period (Gumcs et al. 1984), A
mammoth. tooth recovered by a fishing vessel off the coast of New Bedford suggests that megafauna
were present in the Dartniouth area (Glennon 2001). I available, animal resources such as iese would
Hkely have been utilized by Paleolndian inhabitants,

Until receuﬂ'y evidence of PaleoIndian Qccupati(m on Capé Cod had been limited to surface finds from
inferior riverine locations in the 1md~C'tpe region (MHEC 1987), A professional archacelogical survey
in Barnstable identified one of the first in situ Paleolndian finds for Cape Cod. The Hathaway Pond T
Site, located adjacent to an interior kettle Iole, yielded a probable Eden projectile point and assomated
chipping debiis (Davin :md qulacrher 1989), A cache of Eden-like points was also discovered in
anstabla mndernéath an u : ‘ord, personal conmunication in Davin and Gallagher -

Early Archaic Period (10,000-7500 B.1)

The Eatly Archaie Period was also characterized by changing environmental landscapes as sea levels
rose and inundated coastal plain arcas that may once have been occupleé ‘The climate was becoming
warmer and drier and was dominated by a mixed pine-hardwood forest. Like Paleolndian deposit tions,
sites dating to the Early Archaic Period are also very rare, and the social and technologieal adapmtzons
devised by the indigenous populations of New England at the time are not well understood. Research
indicates that Early Arclaic soeial gronps moved within estabhshed territories, practicing an increasingly
generalized subsistence strategy based on river and lake systems and other physm graphic zones (Nicholas
1987; Tuck 1974),

The lithic teuémolagy of the Farly Archaic Period reflects a mor ¢ dwersmed subsistence stiategy, includinig

wniifacial edge tools, cores, flakes, hammierstones; milling slabs, and notched pebble sinkers, indicating
an increased unh?ailen of plant and fish resources (Robinson 1892). . Cormer-notehed, stemmed, and
blfulcaie~based pomtb serve as the diagnostic artifact class for the period. Characteristic of both
assc:mblag:e 1ypes is the predominatice of expedlent tools mada from loaa] lithic SOHIL@S

Information about Barly Archaic occupation on the Cape i§ aisi) 'la{:ki,ng,

i L Theinfrequentrecovery of dngnc}stlc artifacts:
datmg {o this time peugcl and thf-: 1ac§c of i in mtu ﬁnds may be theresult of several factors. Itis possible
that the portions of" Cape Cod originatly part of the Continental Shelf were not fréquently utilized by
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Native American groups between 10,000 and 7.500 years dgo. However, it seems more likely that the
Cape and its natural resources were available to and exploitéd by Native American groups, but early
site lgcations that would have been adjacent to ihe coastline are now submerged as 4 result of rising sea
levels and eroding sea-shores,

Middle AtchaigPeriod (7500-5000 B,P)

“The disiribution and somewhat higher density of Middle Archaic’sites in southeastern New Enghnd
(c{)mpamd swith sites ddtmg, to earljer periods) indicates that a multi-seasonal settlement. system was

“established by thistime. A general warniing trend, reflected by an increased diversification in ecosystems,
chamcteuze& this pcm}d This peried is characterized by Neville and Stk projectile point types. A
pr efarmce for locally available lithic raw materials for a variety of bifacial and unifacial stone toals is
also mden‘c at tany sites. Ground-storie technology introdiiced a variety of tool types into the lithic
assemblage mcluclmg pet sinkers, plummets, grooved adzes, axes, gouges, whest tones, anid aildti weights.
(Cailson 1964; Dincauze 1976; Fowler 1950). The presence of adzes, gouges, and axes suggests heavy
\a’oodwoﬁang and possibly the appearance of dugott canoes.

Archagplogical data mchcaie a Mlddiaa!\l chalc seftlement system of planned seasonal movement; oriented
around major rivers and streams, Subsistence was based i upon the harvesting of anadramons fish, plant
gathering, and hunt;ng Sit&%‘. have been located in diverse environmental settings, ineluding upland,
-wﬁstal and nvmmc cmummncnts. The Bass 'u]d Hzm mg rwem m the 1111(1 «Cape region. appeat to' have

£ anadromous fish (Dunford 1991),

i5 of Middle Archaie ittilization wid these are’

'I hm.ccn Stark

assbcza{ed wﬁl may have been p; oc{uc,m*e dmm,g> ihe M1ddleA10ha:c Penod (]:lescm et al
| 19’?8)
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Late Archaic Period (5000-3000 B.P)

Late Archaic Period sites in southeastern Massachusetts are much more numerous than those dating to
earlier periods based on inventoried artifact collections and professionatly excavated sites, Land use
patierns during (his period appear to reflect population increases and environmental changes, and sites
have been located in almost every type of ecological niche. In the tegion, Late Archale sites have been
found adjacent to swammps, imarshes, tidal flats, brooks and sireams, and major rivers in both coastal and

- upland areas, Small, special-purpose sites found along the edges of streams, bogs, and ketile hole
swamps suggest the ntilization of g wide variety of plant and animal resources,

The Late Amham Period iz grouped into three cultural traditions: the Laurentian, Susquehanna, and
Small Stemmed, all of'which are represented in area sites. The Small Stemmed tradition appears to be
particularly focused in the Narragansett Basin, and nearly every recorded site contains components of
this tradition. Quartz is also frequently associated with the Small Stemmed tradition, especially in
southeastern Massachusetts and on Cdpe Cod. Regional studies fiave hypoihesmud that environmental
miches were ihnited during the Late Archaic and that groups were forced to use mote marginal Tocations;
such as marsh and wetland peripheries (MHC 1982) Based on these studies, many of the smaller sites
in the area that consist of quartz chipping debris aud biface ﬁagmems but no diagnostic tool types, are
considered to date to the Late Archaic Period.

A single Otter Creek style (Laurentian) pro jectlle point was recovered during the CACOarchaeological -
survey at Site 19-BN-274 (Borstel 1984). Twenty of the sifes identified during the CACO survey
containgd Small Stemmed components, These ate located in a variety of emuronmental settings, such
as areas ad\;aoent to bays, inlets; and freshwater marshes as well as in isolated upland settings.

Two sites (19-BN-723 a :
duting a CRM survey also contained probable Late Archaic materials( Decima 1994). The Mattaquasaen
Purchase Site also contained a Small Stemmed quartz biface thai may be evidence of Late Archaic
occupation (Eieson etal. 1978),

Transitional Archaic Period (3600-2500 BP)

The Transitional Archaic Period characterizes the shift from the Archaic to Woodland periods,.
Susquehanua pm jectile points became. prevalent aiong with the continuing Small Stefiumed styles. Site
types often consist of spemal purpose, ritual activity aféas and complex burials. New teclmolocrws and
patterns: of site utilization miay have been developed by local populations ot intradused by gmups
migratin g into New England from distant areas. One new technological development during this period
was the use of steatite; a soft, easily carved soapstone. Steatite was extracted from lithic beds 1ocated
across southern New England and was often- transported over long distances. -This matcrial was -
manufactited into vessels such as bow!s and platters and into utilirarian and cezemomal smoking pipes.
Arfifacts conisidered to bé diagnostic of this ime period include Genesee, Nonnamkd] Wayiand Notehed,
and Or}e}}t Fishtail projectile points,
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T he Coburn Phase of'the Eusquchanna tradition has a relatively stiong presénce on the outer Cape, and-
this cultural tradition was fArst identified through avocational excavation .
‘ Tranbrtmnaj Archaic sttes from the nyid- and puter-

Cape regions ducumem the ulllmatlmwi‘a wu.iu vz;rx* y of inderlor pcv d and rivering as well as coagtal

: ' : Ona posmble Atlantic pin ectile point was
recovered during the CACO survey, ﬁom sne 19-BN-417.. Seven &usquehalma Broad/ Way[dnd Notched
projectile points atid two broad spear-like bifaces were tecovered during the CACO survey.  Osient
style projectile points were also recovered fram sites 19-BN-308 and 19- BN—B 00 during the surv ey. It
is likely that the Mattaquason Purchase Site in Chatham may have been inténsively utxhzcd dwring the
Transmomi Archaic Period based on the récover: y of diagnostic deposrrs (Schafer and Herbster 2003). .

‘Eatly Woodland Peiod (3000-1600 B.P)

The presence of shell midden deposits is ¢considered a characteristic of Woodland Period sites. Many of .
the sites identifi cd along the coastline in the Cape and Islands region wete initially identified by shell
xmddens which are often hwhl}f visible ah:mg exposed sandy cliffs and on the exposed ground surface,
Without associated tools, it is difficult to place shell middeli sites into a specific Woodland period,
dand

' have been Idﬁlﬁlﬁﬁd in'some cases as shell-lined plts located: near tiie shoreline

A munber of the pr eviously recorded sﬁeb in Chathani ate. id&ﬂtiﬁ&d on the basis of shell nndden
deprIES dnd can generally be classified as datma 1o the Woodland Period, Eleven: pres <contact sites
1dent1ﬁc-:d by avomtmnal collectons are Tisted as “shell niidden” sites, B _ e
: : : 'The: Mattaqu’{snn Purchage Slte Whlch was excavqted bv :

\focatmnal and professional archaeologists, is also an example of a shell midde site near the Chatham
coast.

The Eally Waodland Pumd in southert New England is generally mldeneplesented . erms. of’ Si‘le
frequency: W}nlc this has been. attnbutud to-4 decline i popuiaﬁmn it is mare likely evidence of
difficulty in identification (sesabove). The rianufagtore i tise of Srmall Stemimed quartz projectile
points continied into the Woodtand Period, raising the possibility of confision between Late Archiale
and Laﬂy Woodland dlsllaecloglcal comipongnts,

Incxeasmgly, Sinall Stemmed materials have heen lecovezed within dated Woodland Period
archaeological depomts espemaliy in coastal seetions of southern New ingl:md Collgetions analysxs
aitd mcem excavations on Martha’s Vmc:yard have noted that Late ‘Archaic- styled points (especially
Small Stammcd pouﬂs} fashioned of quauz are often the mast OO projectile recovered from sites
 that also conmm Woodlmd Period - deposits stch as ceramics, and have been identified in featires
: Ladmcmbon dated to-tater peru}ds (Ha]hgan 2000; Herbster and Cherau 1999, 2001).

Techiiological innovations of the Ehﬁy Woodland Peiiod included the manufacture of ceramic vessels,
hottieulture; and thie emeigence ofthe Meadowood aiid Rossville; pIo 3ect11<, pointtypes. Coastal resotirces

became 111creﬂsmgly s gmﬁcemt inthe subsistence regime of mdlgenous populations, a pattern teflected
“in the Settlemént systems recognized during the Eatl ly Woodland Peried. ‘

PAL Report No. 2023 39




Chapter Four

While definite Early Woodland Period sites are nfrequent, arc¢hacological deposits dating to this period
have been located in all sections of the Cape. At least seven Early Woodland sites have begn identified -
in the fown of Harwich, Early Woodland components have been identified at several of the -
mu}ilwmponmi Buss River sifes . 8 Few Burly Woodland
components have been Iomted an Lhe auter Cap@ (Mcl\f.iﬂn'unon 1984); ' '

The presence of an Barly Woodland companent at the Carns Site is indicated by a reported radiocarbon
date of 2000 £ 80 B.P. (Beta 48238) (Stillson 1994) and the p0551ble presence-of Rossville projectile
point types (fohnson 1997:138, 140). Seveu sites identitied during the CACO survey contain evi idence
of ley Woodland Period components in the form of diagiostic ceramic or proje point types. In

contain definite Early Woodland

o Mattagquason N cavated by avacational dnd professional
archaeologists, 15 also an example of a shell midden site uom:'muug an Early Woodland component near
the Chatham coast.

Middle Woodland Pe:iﬂﬂ (160{1“11}00 B.P,_)

In southern New England, awhaeologncaﬁ eviderice for Middle Woodland occupaﬂons s more common
thary that for the pr ecedmg period. Ahlgher level of sedentism in settlement patterns is indicated, in
additionto populatmn merease, greater social complexity, and evidence for regional trade, Techriological
diversification e:\panded marked by a piohfuatton of ceramic styles and the emergencs of several
types of projacnle points.. People of the Middle Woodland Period in southern New Encr]and obtained
exotic:lithic materials; including P‘ennsy]vmla jasper aud New York: State cherts.

Middle Woodland oceupation is indicated by the presence of diagnostic Jack’s Reef Corner-Notched
and Pentagonal, Fox Creek, and Greene projectile point types as well as by increased variation in
ceramit vessels and fishing tools. Recovered materials and feature information indicate that huntmaj
fishing, and collectmg activitiés confinued to dominate thie subsistence strategy, but an increased emphasis
an. shellhsh hawc,sting is reflected in thc numerous shell nuddf:n sites. Sinee Rifchi¢'s excavations,

many additional sites have been identifi ed and recorded as containing Middle Woodi*md Period artifact
assemblages (MHC 1987:35).

A number of Middle Woodland COmpOneIts were identified during the archaeaiog,wai mvestzganom.‘

- within CACO. Site 19-BN-336 }’Hﬂdﬁd a Fox Cteek projectile point and one site § .
contained éight Jack's Reef points, as well as E‘Vldb!lbé of winter exploitation of she}lﬁsh‘(BmsteI.
1984:244). Middle Woodland ceramic types Werer ecovered from four sites identifisd during the survey ‘
A significant Middle Woodland component Whs 1dent1f' e
Jastham, which yielded an assermblage of 21 Tanceolate projectile point-forms (Fox Creek, Greefie), as
well as sherds of cord-wr apped, stick-lmpressed and linear dentate~sta111ped pottery (Bradiey 2005
Stillson:1994). The Mattaquason Purchase atid PSS 11-2-2-sites inl Chatham also centamed evidence
of Mtddle Woodland Penod occupaﬂon,

40 PAL Report No. 2023




~ Pre-Comtact Period Research Contest,

Late Woodland Period (1000-450 B.B)

Tha Late Woodland Per jod i much of the Nottheast region saw the aggregation of indigenous populations:

intes lavpe, complex villages, In New Eﬁgland evidence suggasts 1hat settlemients wele on a moie
modest scale. Composed of extended famﬁy groups, conumunities may have moved seasonally friom.
inland basés to coastal sites {o exploit Su;isonally abundant resources. By alternating between procurenzent
arens, the environment was able to support a _greater number of people for. a longer peried of time
‘before being exhausted. Ethnobistoric accounts and archaeological evidence appear to support this
interpretation of a smaller-seale settlement pattern for this period.

The Late Woodtand Period on Cape Cod is best represented by shell middens, aithough as noted above
these deposits span the entire Woodland Pefod. While ’wtifams diagnostic of the period (including
Levauna projectilé points and decorated pottery) are numerous in collections and from excavated sifes,
the locations of identified Late Woodland oceumtmns do not appear 16 be as varied as those asscuatedi
~with éarlier periods. The maj ority of these site locations oceur along the coast, suggesting that shellfish
rexplm’rauon constituted a very important part of the submstence Str ategy at this time, The dwmsrty and
density of materials found within the middens indicate. the presencc of sedentary, relatively long-ternt
3 occupatzons (McManamon 1)34) Hortieulturs ‘was. also introduced into local subsistence systems -
- during this period, and may have influenced the locational setflement patterns.

S 1dent1ﬁﬂd dmmg const uctmx and documen d by the MHEC in 1982, |
Bulldozers revealed shell pit featwres that confained. bemes from deer, foa. and fish, as well as Hilic
tools, grit-tempered cerantics; ems:i clmcoal

Espected Pre-contact Perioci' Reét)i:fcésj within Ch’gtﬁa;ﬁ

“Prior to the feconnaissance suwey‘ 61 Native Amieriea §ites' Were: doaumenteci in Chatham. They presence

of these sifes, a along with fumérous other sites inthe 1egion, indicates tha’r the emruonmental variables.
i this arca, such as proximity to fresh water and the associated resotitecs wer e extr f:mcly favorable:for
;pte-comact petiod 1 Namf(;Amenczm habltatzon. "The majority of the known sités are located adjacent fo
stréams, freshwater ponds, -or the cosst. Based on the distribution of sites, level, well-drained land
over looking thess water sources was, '1}50 pr efened

The khown sites in Chatham vary it size from smiall, isolated lithic scatlers, to multi-feature shell
middens gomprising several acres. Awide vanuiy of wtifacts has been recorded, indicating that these
sites had piultiple nses. Sevcml of the identified sites-also contain hurman burials: The dats,b of Native
Anterican oacupatmn range fmm the Middle Archaic ta the Late Woodlaid and into the post-cohtact
period (see Chapter 5; Appendix F).
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The existing site database and the assessment of envirommental vatiables were expected to supply the
means to make predietive statemeits regarding additional site types and locations and to develop pre-
-contact research themes. A niajor focus of the recommaissanice: survey project was the collection of
information from ayocational archaeologists und local research sources that could provide information
abont undocumented and/or underdocumented pre-contact site areas within the town.,
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CHAPTER FIVE

CONTAGT AND POST-CONTACT PERIOD RESEARCH CONTEXT

The post-contact period in Chatham begins at the time of the first Europeai arrivals to the region and
relates to bioth Native American and Euro-American. o¢eupation. The following context addresses
Chatham’s development: from the contact petiod throngh the Modern Period (ea A.D, 1500-1950),
This chapter presents an overview of the general history of the town gathered from written accounts
and 1ocalza1f0mmtmn sotirces, Morg specific historical inforination about Chathain’s individual locales
ig plesen{ed in Chaptér 7 with the predictive model for post-contact archasological sites.

Contact Petiod Development (A.D. 1500-1620)

The Hfeways of Chatham’s Nalive American fnhabitants during this period are believed to havé been
similar to those of the Late Woodland Petiod. Seventeenth-century narratives and modern ethnohistorical
sources atfest to the extensive trade nerwork 1 in place diring this period (Biagdon 1999; Brasser 1978;
Snow 1980; Wmthmp 1996). Xnteiachun between Native peoplﬂ and Euvropeans in the Chatham ar&a
was recorded by several early extplorers and seftlers mcludmg John Wi nthmp@ W}H fain Bradford, Thonas
.Morican Samuel Champlam and Santuel and Joln Smitl.

Native Anierican groups hvmff i1t the Chathari area lileely: had spotadic interaction with Bur opéans in
the late sixteenth and early seventeenth century. Prior to the fiest BurGpean settlemenit of the area, the
outer Cape was inhabited by Native American grotps known by the general name of Nauset. There are
several diffarent spe]lmﬂs iri the historical htﬁlamre for the Alﬂonqum name’ of the teu;tmy in the.
southesdst portion of the Capie Cod peninstla, but it is mest often referred foas Monomoyml\ or Monomoit
(Smith- 1992) One ot Tnore km»«based groups kitowny ag the Monomoymk or Potonumecut may have
‘ineluded the Clratham area within {hen‘ homelands. Figure 5-1 shows a nineteenth-century reconstruction.
of Natjve Ame: fean territorial divisions recorded by Europeans duiring the Loﬂtact period.

The first dounnenied confact betvveen Fmﬁopeans arid Native paople in the Chatliam arer oceltrred:
around. 1602, when Bartholonew (Gosnold, while returning from: a fishing expedition near the avea of
Provincetowi, atichored for several days offthe Chatham shoteling (Semith: 1992). Accord ling t6 tecotded
accounts, several NaﬁveAmeuC'ms approached the side of his ship by canoe. These inen brought with
- them ftems fo trade; mcludmg tobagco,. vapper pipes, and: skin, subgcstmg that they had previous
contact with Euro-Amer leans. Gclsncﬁd soon left the area ard attempted forstarf 4 seftlement on Cul‘whtmk
-~ Island.

I 1606, the Chat ham areq was again vislfcd by Buropean sailors when Saniel de Chaniplain anchmed

~in Stagc Harbor for two Wc:‘f:ks inorder forepair a broken ruddet, Champlam described Chathiant as an
drea where “there is mudh cledred land and many little hills, whereon the Indians cultivate comn and -
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~ Contact and Post-Contact Period Research Context

other grains. . . . i the sand on . . . the hills they dig holes some five to six feet deep more or less, aud
place their corn and other grains in large grass sacks, which they throw into the said holes, and cover
them with sdiid fo a depth of three or four febtabove the ground . . . i this way it i preserved as.well
as it would be possible to do in our graparies” (Champlain 1922:410-411). Champlain also stated that
the residents of Chatham were “not so much gleatﬁuméls as fishermen and tillers of the land” (Champlain
1922:412). They raised corn and beans together; and also raised squash and pmnpkms and cultivated
tobacco (Smith 1992); Champlain also 1‘@9011&(1 an abundance of wild g grapt vines, walnut trees, and
plum brushes in the area.

Champlain estimated that 500 to 600'pueple inhabited the aren, afthough thisg number may be inaccurate.

- He destribed the native dwellings as “separate from each other, according fo the land which eaclh one
accupmq ... large, of a cireular shape, and covered witlhi thaich? (Champlain, in Smith 1992 :13).
Figure 5-2 showc; Champ}am s map of the areain 1606, The mapclearly depicts the general Jocation of

native dwellings and paths in the arei he called “Port I"omme, as well as numerous fopographic featares.

including Mill and Oyster ponds, Great Hill, and numerous rivers, marshes, and bcaches Nihe of the
tectrded pre-contact archacological: sites i1 Chaﬂnm {IQ-B"J~261 thr ough -269) were identified on the
basis of information contained in Chaniplain’s acéount of lifs visit.

F‘ihncﬂustom accounts dociirient a ell- established Native trail system that existed across the Cape..

Main routes ioluded an east-voest tail rimping along the Cape Cod Bay shoreling (in the approximate
area of the ourrent Route GA) that may. have e\tendec} from Provincetown all the way to Plymouth
(MHC 1987). Secondary trails in the Denis area may have provided north/south access between Cape-
Cod and Buzzards bays,

: sztes have been p: ofessmnally documented on Cape Ct)d e
. ' : A was Kientzhcd during a CRM survey

atalyses conducted at this site provided detailed. information about the: DCcupatmn of thc aren in the

Late Woadland and contact periods, In addition to caltural material; excavations Fia

_ ' 1evealed stratified shell dBp(ﬁltS, cvxdulca of structures (post molds), mtact living surfacas,

.ie\%.xles I;mc;pean artifacts (beads, iron, ‘clay pipe: thaoments} and more than 42 intact corn hills ina
well- presm rved landseape context (Mmmwslﬂ 1994). :

In Chatharh, gxcavations at the- M'titaquason ?Luchase Site.also revealed evidence of Late Woodtand
and contact period site usé, althmigh the mfzjouty of the identified deposits appeared to date to the Late
Woodland Petiod, The recovery of chatred midize kemiels, extensive shiell midden deposits, and high
densities of animal andmh boms mci]cated that Native people werd exiensively. utﬁ]zma the full rarge
of rescurces available B L LEteson et al; 1978, Schafer and Herbster 2003)

PoStv.can*{aéf Pe giod Devclopment -
‘Fiest: Setdemont/] Phnmtmrr Pcrmd (1620“1675)

With the exaepimn of a-few ﬁshemlan tradets, and advantums Cape Cod tas conhoﬂed exclusively
by Native Amen{.ans until somenme after 1630 when the Cap& ivas designated as part of Plymouth
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Cantact and Post-Contact Period Research Context

Colony and Euro-Ametican land grants began to be nade. The Chatham area contimied fo be ocoupied
solely by Native people throughout miost of the Plantation Period, as permanent colonial sefflement
does not appear to have ocenrred on. the guter Cape until later in the century,

The earliest non-Native settlément on the Cape began in 1637 in the present town of Sandwich and

spread edstward into Barnstable and Yarmouth, The frequency of Eura-Americai visits to the Chatham

vicinity increased with the establishment of a settlement at Yarmouth, Additional settlement to the east

was temporarily halted when P} ymouth G olony afficials reserved the tand between Yarmouth and Eastham

+ for the plantations of ¢ “purchasers” or “old comers™ the name given to the ¢olony’s first seftlers and
those few families wha had penmnentiy jmned the colony dafing its first seven years, The lind
encompassing all of present-day Chatham was part of these reserved lands. The majority of the “old

- comers™ had already established homes at Plymouih or in'adjacent areas, anc whilg they reserved their
rights to the plantation lands, they did not show any interest insettling them, In fact, the first movement
to utilize the reserved land did not pccur until 1652, more than 10 years after: iand rights had been -
m.quned (Smith 1992).

William Nickerson made the f‘ust land purchase in the Chatham atea in 1656 ﬂuough alt agreement
with the sachem Mﬁt‘taqudson the:xson was a weaver Who had imofigrated. first to Boston from
Norwich, Eng,land with his wife, Anne; and four éhildren in 1637 (Derick 1998), Nickerson likely
résided in Waterfown for-a short period, bt Cotut Iecords iidicate that he and his family were setiled in
Yauneu th by 1640.

Nickerson was not,one of the “old coniers” and hig land: purchase from Mattaquason was negotiated
Wlthout the consent of the eslonial authorities. Asar asuit ‘his land rights wete contested by Pfymmlth
Colony. Nickerson setiled in Chatl 1ampot1 on he west side of Ryders Cove, in 1664. ‘A 1665 Court
“order conferred mﬂy 100 acres. to Nickerson.., The rights to pumhaac the additionat lands claimed by
Nmkemon were di'ambutc.d 16 various others including Thomas Hinckley, then asxumg s assistant of the
Cioust and later Governor of the Colony, Tn 1672, Nm]u:iqon Wwas “F’mally able to secure deeds for the
- original Tand tegotiated with Mattaguason, shown on Fi igure 5-3 as “Nickerson's First Purchase™ and
“Nickerson’s Secorid Purthase {Smtth 1992), To the east of the “fist purchase™ were lands retained
by the sachems? though \Imkelson way granited rights to paeature Lattle T 1679, Nickerson. obtairied a
deed for lands adjommg his QlidLmE p‘umhasc to the Wtst shown on Flowe 5-3 a5 “Nickerson’s Third
Purchase.” The deed for Nickerson’s final purchase i is dated 1682, for the meadow at Pambet and the
meadow east and west of Tom's Neck. Eventualiy Gwnuu, approximately 4,000 acres, Nickerson’s
purchased lands comprised all of pzesenbday Chatham except for lands hie had deeded to his sons and

daughters (Derick 1998),

By 1674 ather colonists began to settle the area, although theu nurbers were few, and hﬁbltatmn wias
dispersed throughovt the Chathampolt and North Chathatn areas (MHC 1984; Snuth 1992). Lots were
laid out for the Nickerson family in the Muddy Cave, on the notth side of Oyster Pond and south. of
- Oyster Pond on Gieat Neck (Sniith 1992) (Figure 5+4). Copsidetabletracts were sold to Jolin Dovning
- ahd Teague Tones at West Chatham, and to Thornas Crow it the vicinity of Coekle Cove. i“anmng Tanid
gn the sauth shore was grfmted to othier purehasers who agreed fo settle in Chathain, Several of the new
settlers were fornier peighbors of Nickerson from Yarmouth (Derick 1998), Tlie fitst families cluded
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Contact and Post-Contact Period Research Context
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Chapter Tive

those of Hugh Stewart, Samuel Smith, William Cahaon, William Gross, George Godfre_y, Edward Small,
Joseph Harding, Benjarain Phillips, William Eldred, Lieutenant Nicholas Eldred, Joseph Bldred, Moses
Godfiey, Nathaniel Tomlton, William Stewart, William Covel, and John Ellis ECDG}’Q 1890

The early homesleads were estab! lished along the few existing overland roads in town, all of which
wete located along Native trail routes. The main pathiway during this peried was the Old Queen Anne
Road (also known as the Old Menomoy Road) which extended from Yarmouth and Harwich (MHC
1984).

Afterihe initial wave of ¢olonial settlement, Native Americans in the ared reserved simall iracts of lands
for themselves, where they lived in traditional wetus and planted corn.

The first Euro-American seftlers, lke the Nmive Americans, combined agriculture with fishing, vathering,
and hunting, Coisy; rye and wheat were the main agricultural products, while the nearby marshes
produced salt hay for animal fodder, Shellfish, maring mammals and a variety of fishes (ineluding cod,

- mackerel and striped bass) were also exploited. Beached whales weie an excellent source of blubbel,
oil, bong, and teeth, and alongshore whaling was hhely practiced by the fown's xasn:ients {Holmes et al,
[997; Smith. 199'3)

Colonial Petiod (1675-1775)

C.haﬂnm s recordeéd Native American populauon couﬂnued fo dechnc during the' Colotial Period, A
1685 report indicated (hiat there were 115 “praying Indians™ in Chatham while the 1765 Provincial
Census Hsts only four Native peoplﬁ 1esujmg in Eastham and none in Chatham (MHC 1984). The tract
of approximately 800 acres east of Nickerson’s pu:chascd larid was called the © ‘unpurchased’” or “Iadian”
and (‘aCE I‘tguxe 5-3) and, except fot tracts that were sold to settlers amund 1690, these lands remained
in the possession of the Native Americans who Hkely remained i in the area (Smn h 1992:138),

According to local histotical sources, Mattaquason parceled out these lands to members of his family
and tribe, following the English custom, By-1711, however, Mattaquason’s son deeded nearly al] of the.
remaining Native lands in the areéa 10 colonists. These deeded lands were known as the. “Quason
Purchase” or the* *Stiteen Share Property Deed” (,Hoimcs etal. 1997). Two tracts of land were reserved
by Mattaquasoi’s dascendauis, both located near the C} 1atham—Haiwmh town border in the vicinity of
Round Cove and Muddy Creek,

The Eum-Amenccm papula‘imn rose slowly and steadily Throughout this period, from 150 mhab;tants
in 1694 to 929 persons listed in the 1776 census’ (MHC 1984), . This rise came despite a smallpox
outbreak in 1766 and the depav‘turc of several original families (Deyo 1890), Members of the Nickerson
f’amlly contumed 10 purchd:,e: land in Chatham Eater sdlznv off p&rcels fo athej; settiers who often

'we;e acquueci ;md redfsmbuteci in tus vianser. Aﬂel 1’700 new setﬂers to thc aicn 1nclnded Rc]and
Paddock; Robethmkezson Caleb Lombard; and Richard and Damel Sears ("Deyo 1890):.
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Contact and Post-Contact Period Research Context

Sinall concentrated seftlements were dispersed throughout tlils pertad and did not follow the characteristic
New Engl and village patterit. |
[the center of town dcvalopud fo-the southeast near Qyster Popd (MHC 1984).  Chatham was
’11}00}:1303 ated as'a town in 1712, By this time a meetinghonse had alracldy been established to serve the
growing population (Deyo 1890). The main road neiwmk expanct{,d to include pws&nbd ay Main Strect

(Roitte 28) while smaller voads and trails cxtended to the setlement areas around Nickerson Neck,

Ovster Ponid and the Old Harber area (MHC 1984),

By 1700, seafalmg fishing and other maritime-related trades were the chief industry of Chatham, the
maifi fishing port in the Lower Cape. These industries included mackerel and cod fishing, sheltfish
(especially elam) harvesting, and even a smal amouint of shipbuilding. Smiall fishing and transporting
vessels were built onmany of the Cape's coastal waterways, and the protected hay hms along Chatham®s
south shore provided appropriate building fflmhize:. ‘Shipping fhuctuated greatly with the local needs of
fishermen and freighters, The first fishing station was established by Daniel Greenleafl, who came from
Yaimeuih in. 1731 (Deyor 1890) Srhith (1992:162) repoﬁed thiat the fishery was probably a whale
ﬁahciy Whahﬁg, was generally a ‘tollective community venture, in which neatly all the young men
were Dcf:upled and ‘whale lookouts were maintained for many years along the shore bluffs. By 1740,
however, shore-whaling wag u:plam,d by deep-sea whaling as blackfish and fight whale pods disapy Jemed
Trom the Cape (Holmes.et al, 1997),

Although agricultire continued to be practiced; deforestation, the sandy nature of the soil, erosion; and
possible, o\fer~fann1ng led tosoil depletion and a decline in the importance of am;cultmes especially in
the southern'portion of town. . As early as 1700, sheep. husbemdzy commenced and varfous laws were
paseed by the town to advance and systemize the mdnsh‘y {Deyo 18505

Federal Period (17751830}

C‘lia{ham was the second“faqiest growing town on the Capie duyi mcr the Fedéral Peuod although settiement,
tetained fairly dispersed throughont the town.. By 1790, the. gopulation had reached 1,140, and by
1830 the population had reached 2,130 (Peyo. 1890). A 1795 map of Chatham depiels maty of the
town’s peopraphic features, including almost all of the coves and inlefs. along fhe northern and sotithern
shiores, Nawset and Monomoy, interiot ponds, and several thhe istands focated in Pleasant Bay (Figure
545,

The greatest development dmiug this }m iod ocetited around the g émwmg town center, located between
Mill and Oysterponds (MHC 1984; Smith 1922), Native American populations on the Cape, how{,vm
declined fustlier during. the Federal Period (Folives et al, 1997) Their land holdings declived ag well,.
with privately owned pzuculs generally 1 limited to-a few acres, The great-grandson of Mattaguason
lived in‘Harwich until-about 1789, and his cousin, Hosey Ralph, lived at the Harwich-Chathant ime
Lmil] 1800,

The expanding’ dommunity became mote focnsed. on.the fishing mduf:uy in the Federal Perlod, In
1802, twenty-five schooners employed mote than 200 tien and boys, many of whom wete town residests
(Freeman 1802), Priorto thc War of 1812 ; Chiatliam was the Cape'’s le":dmg cod fishing town. Bven
after the war, cod fi shmg was the central n‘idmtr} of the town, and many am.s]lfuy indupstries weie
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F1gurc 5-5, 1795 Map of Chatham (source Howes et a] 1'795)
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created to- support the fishérmen, Clams were. used as bait, and laws were soon passed that regulated
shellifisking lo town tesidents anly (MHC 1984). Wharves and nther coastal facilities were expanded
to accommodate mar l’{lm_e 11__1du_st;1_e;s,

The outér Chatham shoreline presented tremendous hazards to seafaring vessels because of dangerous
currents and shlftmg shoals, Bowfe of the garliest Hfesaving aids on, the Cape, including lighthouses
and lifesaving stations, were established alotg Chatham’s eastern shorelines during the Federal Period.
Lifesavibg was first mgamzed by the Bosfon-based Fumane Society of M’issqchusﬁts in 1786. The
society was later absorbed into the fedevally ‘govéined United States Life Saving Service {USLSS),
eventual Iy coming urider the direction of the United States Coast Guard (USC G)in 19135, Beginning in
1787, the Humane Society of Massachusetts constructed shelter Inits for shipwiecked sailors in Boston
Harbor and on the desolato beaches of the Lower Cape (Hobmes et al. 1997), Each hut was equipped
with 4 fireplace and a flagpole; and supphed witl fitewnod and stiaw.’ Local individuals were appoiited
t6 seetre and stoik the hiuts, birt most were not well maintained and fall to degay The Humane Society
of Massachuﬂetis began. puichasmg, : lifesaving boats: by 1810; and the lifesavirsg boal stations Became.
the main foeus of the Society’s lifesaving efforts.

Lighthouses wete also co11<:tmcted to famh{ate the increased use of the many harbots 1 i towea, The first
lig g,hthouse at Chatham was erected 101808 (Deyo ISQO Holmes et al. 1997). The mxgmal li nhlhousa
was constructed of wood, which washed awdy, and was wpl*icad by a brick hghthouse in 1841, A
second hghﬂiousg was constructed at Mononioy Point in Chathant in 1823 (Hohms etal, 1997). Both
i ghthOllSLS were constmcted with & l\cepei 5 residence. that housed pne mat duting fhe summer and-
eipht diring the wintes (Deyo 1890}

Begmnmn’ shorﬂy after 1800, salt manuf'acturmg works weré constructed. along the entire Chathanit-
shoreline, from Pleasant Bay to.the. Red River at Harw;ch (Deyo. 1890). The ':eloht of the. salt.
matifactuying mdusuy W in 1830 at which time tlicre were 1,457,690 stperfi cidl fest of. sw[twmks iy
_ iatham (Qunm 1993:155). The 1 iniportance of this mdustiy in Chatham is evident froim an 1830 map
that sh ows extensive wmk% on Oyster Pond, Mill Pand, Ryders River, Crowe’s Pond, and along Chatham
Harbor (Fi igure 5= 6). The complex of drymg vats assoctated ‘with the vardous wmixs arg dapicfcd as .
hatched squares on this plan, Deyo (1890) 1epmi‘cd that the coves and bays of Chathamport afforded
the bcst facilities far salt mauufacml ing. ‘

Otlier mdustmes ﬁmt were. cstcxbhshcd oz nnpmved durl g this peucd muluded 3 tannery at Old I—Iari:-m :
and a rope ‘walk built by Cobb Nickersoi nearhis homcsic,ad (Dc.yo 1850). Due to linnited water POWE,
‘wmdnnlis were construoted to. power rmﬂs for pmccssmg graing, fiber, auc[ lumtber, In 1797 the first -
wmdmxli in Chatham was c:onstmc:ted 1o power the Gefrey Mill and b}r 1800 there vierd seven wmdm:!ig
in town (Deyo 18005 Holties et al:1997),

Agriculture mtens;f;ed during this period, taxing the-already depleif:d soils (Holmes et al: 1997) Less.

pmductwe agricultural land ‘was used for sheep pasime whick iuﬂhm iitensified g0il erosion, Sheep
raising became more ;utel‘lslw after Icmsianon in 1816 thpcd splr the domestic fextile mciushy
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Chapter Five

Industrial Petind (1830-1915)

Seitlement outside of the town center continued o be dispersed throughout the Early Didustrial Perlod
(1830 to 1870) (Figure 5-7). Thé needs of 4 ozowmg populatior: led to an increase in the number of
churches, schools.and other eivie - buildings built in the town center during thig period. Chatham’s
population continued to expand until 1860, when it reackied a peak of2,710 individuals (MHC 1984:13;
Smith 1922). Though it {s likely that some Native Americans continted to live in Chatham and other
areas oft the Lower Cape during this period, there is very little discussion of these populauons i the
literatute (Holmes et al. 1997),

The cod and mackere! fishing’ industry, which continued to b the mainstay of Chatham’ ] aconomy in
the early to mid-nineteenth century, rose and fell because of the shifting po‘smc}n of Nauset Beach, In
the 1830s. Chatham had 22 fisheries vessels (Deyo 1 890). In1832, thé Town T reasury reported that all
businesses in Chatham were declining because the enfrance fo ﬂ1e harbor became obstructed by sand
bars (MHC 1984:14). Fishitig staiions weie biiilt on Monomoy Pointand other outlymg islands, reflecting
the need for new sites with unrestricted access to the ocean, Tn the 1850s, Nause:t Beach was recpened,

allowing Old Harbor to once again be utilized as a fishing port, Fish weirs were constmeted in Chatham,

beginning in the mid-nineteenth century-and used extensively after 1872 (Holmes et al, 1997). Weir
- fishing also focused on cod and mackerel, in addition to herring, whitifig, squid, and floundey, Oysters
were also a 1ajor Scafaoci product dunng 1 this period. '

The infrastructure for seafaring mdustrles expanded during the early Industrial Period, mainly through
the construction of wharves in many sections of fown (Holmes etal, 1997). Addmonaliy, arescie boat
and boathouse were established at Chathant by 1841 and manned by'a 10-member volunteer ctew. In
- 1872, the US Lifesaving Service built nine new lifesavinig stations on the Cape and began 1o offer ﬁﬂl—
time emp%oymant for keepers and surfinen. Adcpresswn during the late nineteenth centiry resulted
adecling in the fishing feets of many towns, d$ wcli asa dechne ir the number of whawes constr ucta,d

In the latter part of the nineteenth cenfiry, eranberry production began 10 fill the void of the declinifg
Hisheries (Deyo 1890): Several advancementsin the ot anberry production industry were made thy oughol
the éarly ninsteenth century, and by the middle of the nineteenth.century, cranberties were seen @s a
- potentially important crop for the Cape (Holmes et al, 1997). By the Late Industrial Period, many
farmers on the Cape had turmed to producing other specialty crops as well, including stlawbemes
asparagus, and turnips, These specialty crops grew well on the Cape, rec{umd less arable land,
commanded high market values, and could be brought to market in Boston quickly using water rottes
(Holmes ct al, 1997), By the end of the Indusmal Period fruits anil berriés {mciuqu specialized cr ops
and cranberries) were. the: miost pxof table of the various agricultural pursuits in Chathan, followed
closely by dairy products, poultry procuets, and hay, siraw, and fsdder. :

The saltmaking industry and the aumbet of mills in town decreased during this period. Thete were
several factors contributed to the fall of the salt manufacturing industry on Cape Cod, bcgmnmg inthe -
1840s and continuing until the 1880s (Qumn 199.3) Piobably the most 1mportan’a factor in the decling
of the industry was ingreased competition from salf: sprmos in New York, Virginia, and Kentucky (Qumn
1993:185-186), Another factor was the cost of soft pine. ﬁom Maine, nsed almost exclusively in the-
construction of the salt vats, dramatically increased in value: Many of the: unprotected vats on Cape.
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Ct}ﬂi_&téﬂ; dnd Past-Contact Period i{esearch Contexi;

Cod were dlso destroyed in storms. By 1850, the number of superficial feet of saltworks in Chatham
was.dowi to 71, ;550 {Quinn 1993:153). ﬁv&muaily the retain dropped below the cost of production,

anid the sﬂtwmks on Cape Cod were torn down, Luniber from the vats was reeyeled and used in

construction of houses, barns, and outbuildings, The population of Chatliam decreased duri ing the Late

Industrial Pertod, related to the decline of the salt and fishing industry (Deyo 1890}, Settiement continued

to be concentrated in the town center untit the turn of the twentieth century (Figure 5-8).

The shipbuilding mdusuy wasg scaitered between the saltworks; several schooners were constructed in
Chathain between 1828 and 1860 (Deyo ES?O) Oiher industry in Chatham during this period included
some minor textile manufacturing enfeipiises, spemﬁca] ly the Chatham and Harwicli Manafact turing
Company; minor employment in the boot and shoe industry; cod liver, menhaden, and whale. oil
. production; and sail making (Holmes ¢t a1, 1997).

The Chatham Branch Railroad, a branch of the Cape Cmd Division ofthe Old Colony Railroad, opened.

in 1887 (Flgme 5- Q) This new hampmnfatmn 11etw01k opened Chatham to the rest of the Cape and

linked. it with' Boston, resulting:in an.increase ccmmercml buﬂdmgs in the cenfer of town. The

railroad also marked the beginning of the tourist industry on the Cape, and several railroad-based
tcurmthouegs and hotels were opened (Holmes et al, 1997).

In 1914 constr tction began on the Marconi Wireless Radio Station, ?Ins. comnplex sent some of the

_entliest {raisatlantic mdlomeSSages and played an fmportantlole i communications during both Woild
Wars and in documenting othel historic everits (Adams and Jenlting 1993 MHC.1984),

Eaﬂy Modern Petiod (19151495(3;

The Eatly Mocfem Petiod way a time of economic sta bﬂlty and steady popula’r;on growth for the Town::
of Chatham Fishmg has remained an iniportant industyy i Chatham, and this focus onmaring resources -

heiped to preserve the intaet condnmns ofthe lands arouid the freshwater ponds Whaling disappeared,

with the 1ast*myagcs being conducted on the: Capein the early 1920s (Molmes et al. 1297), Agr jCﬂltUlE-_

declined considerably duting the Modetn Perdod, The eranbersy industry on the Cape deteriorated after
prices fell after WWI and uontmue& to dwindle after WWIL Of the Cape towns, hﬁwevez, Chatham
held the most Iand i crapberries in the 1930s.

Priorto the tufn of thie. twentieth century, Chatham began tg attract short-terin vacationers and summer

residents. The cosistivetion and éxpansion ofrailioad networks | in'the nineteenth cenfury and the mass

pmductson of’ automobllas and the imprgvethents 1o local roads pi()\’ld&‘d access to coastdl areas thai

had previously been, dlfﬁcult td redch, By 1925, neatly. onc-«thnd of all. bu[}dmg‘s in Chatham were -
owned by n@n-wszdcnts aid. sutmer mstdents paid 42 pmcent of the town tax (MU 1984} The.

-nunber of hotels and related services, sich ag golf courses and tennis clubs, also increased duri fig ; this

petiod. Residential developmcnt begaﬂ to expand across the former fai‘miands outside of ?:he town -

center; although large parcsls of woodlancl Lemalmd thr OllUIlQUt the’ area.
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Chapter Five

Historic Research Contoxts

* The sengitivity assegsment for post-contact pumd aw[meologmal sites in Chatham telies primcu;l) o1
dccumentmy and eartographic materials, with a secondary: mehasm on envuonmental attsibutes and/
o features. Local historicat references, historical maps, informant intérviews, and current town street
maps were the most useful tools for giiding the field survey and generating statements about the location
and types of post-contact period sites within various sections of Chatham. Predictive criteria developed
in regional reconnaissance surveys, especially those on Cape Cod (Holmes etal, 1997); were also used
to suggest likely locations for undeldocumcnted post-contact period archaeological resources in town,
meaning those not specifically identified in historical texts or on available post-contact period maps.
The research contexts developed for Chatham were also designed to tie different sections of the town
together by common themes, and to link the current study to surveys in surrounding ateas (e.g. Pleasant
Bay), This general predictive scheme assures that some environmental attributes and aspects of the
cultural ianctsmpe can be used to locatz Funcﬁonal categories of s;tes including those relating o

+  Post-contact Native Americans;

¢« Agricultural Activities; _

+  Maritine Facilities and Activities:
»  Land-based Industries;

& Rchgmusf(lmo Otganmatlons’

¢ Military Aetivities;

¢« * Resort/Tourism: and

»  Transportation and Cominunication

fully LGdmstmd past~coa1tact perlod devsiﬁpmﬂx‘z‘c at thc tmavﬂm\wde and reg1011a1 1evcls Thematlc
research, coupled with inforpiation about temporal periods (e.g., Contact, Colonial, [ndustrial, Modex 1)
pmmdcs a comprehensive way to predict and infer pret post- -contact archaeological resources, Rather
than provide an exhaustive listing of all of the resources associated with sach of the above contexts, the
following section is designed to present a town-wide perspective on eachr topic, indicate likely
archaeological résotirces associated with each, and suggest areas of future research and documentation.

Post-Contact Period Natlve American Coftext

Chath’sm ‘s recorded histories contain numerous referenices to Native Anierican settlement ancd ﬂctwlty‘
areas even thouvh the existing atchacologlcai database pi ovzdas little coucspondmg documentation,
Native people who ufilized Chatham’s abundant natwral resources dining the Late Woodland Period
clearly remained in the area well into the eighteentl Lentmy especiaily gwr:n the s]ow and highly
dispersed colomal settlement wuhm the present-day town.

The c,olomalhlstory of Chathiam begmn with several well-kniown sncounters bei:we&n European visitors

and Natjve American residenis, including Bartholomew Gosnold and Samuc.l de Champlain: Many
local historigal sotrces also suggest that the Wampanoag man. kaown as ‘Squanto” who ﬁg,mes :
pmmmenﬂv i the h]stoiy of the Plymonih colony, died on board ship in Pleasant Bay and was buried -
near the Muddy River in Cl 1athan1 (Knapton 1979). ‘After the'contact penod the Native Arfrerican -
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Chapter Five

history of Chatlizan centers on the arrival of William Nickerson as the fivst pesmavient u)lamal seftler,
Accounts of Nickersan's. dealings with the sachem Maﬁaquasml ate. varied but all indicate that the
former Yarmouth setiler had sumerous direct interactions with- the Native leader, and fhint later colonial
arrivals also baaframed with Native residents for access to. the lands around Pleasant Bay.

: ed by Native people aﬁe ;
wed, Sites types from the eaﬂy po%t -contact period (pumauiy the seventeenth

Lentuly) would hkeiy be stinilarto those expected i irithe Woodland Pefiod, aiid niay be difficult to
differentiate without clear ie:‘ilpora} indicators. Sites could include large, semipermanetit habitation
areas represented by features ineluding tradﬂionai structural remaing (welus/w;gwams) shell midden
deposits, chipped-stone and/or imetal tools, and planting fields, -

wliich wag located just over the town line in Chatham (MHC 1984, Rich 187
and nofed thal Rev.
Samuel.l;eat was paid by the Society for the Propagation of the Gospel to oversee the edueation of
Chatham s Native Ametican 1esldents as well as s several Nanva utacheis (1992:105).

Like most fowns m southern New. Eng,land 4t Some pomt Natwe Ainericans "d;sflppefu ﬁcm Tocal
histories, Ofien olte N ative person is referr ¢d to as the last “full-blooded Indian’ of groups are. deser ibed -
as hawng “died out.” By way of example, a Native Ainerican populatmn nmnbeung hore than 50,
individuals wasrecorded in nei ghbannw Yarmouth in 1861 (Earle 1 861). In fact, Native peo ple; cc}ntmued -
to hve throughout the regaon, o nmmtam zhmr distinet cultural and social commumities; and to’ rempin.
“aetive in Tocal affairs, This cultural contmurty is cvidc:nt inthe present-day Native Anierican 1emdcnts
of Cape'Cod and the istanids,-While Native peoplemay not have been 1ec0gn§zed as such by Chatham 5
nineteerith-and e'trlyntwentiat]mcni:urv historians, they almost certainly continued to live-antong other
Bure- Amencan arid immigrant residents and'to con’ﬂ ibute to-the development of the town.

Ei ghtee11ﬂ1~ and nineteently c:cnmry Native American scttlcmcm and land use pal’cems m Chatham are
not well known, but it is likely that homesteads: wele established | in Quﬂymg secti ois.of town that Were -
not immediately claimed by white settlers. Sntith’s nanative hlstory of Chatham 1s full of references o
Native:Americans.wha appeared in colonial daguments arid court records. ﬂnoughout the. second half of
ihe seventeenth cenuuy and into the eighteenth century, Smlth (1992:265) noted that in'1720.%,

*

Indtan f'm 111¢s were hvmg-m Chﬂiham

-111dnr1duals tut rather i"amﬂms, 11vmg fogetherias 'zstmct Natwc Ameucan gl oups among the. towh’s:
colopial population. Eightéenthecentury Native Ametican, 'uchaea!ogwal sites in the: areas desciibed:
‘above ot elsewhere in Chatham could be e\pat,ted to include some of*the compoiients. 11sted dbove,
witlvan increased likelihgod of Ento-American objects and structwal remaing (eg, fieldstone fQﬂl}dﬁLlDl}.S :
and/or vellay holes), '
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Contact and Post-Contact Period Research Context

Reflecting a pattein seen elsewhere in coastal \riasmclms@f’fs, if is likely that many Native American

- men became involved i the maritime industries (mciudm;:, conunerctal fishery} i Chatham during the
late eighteenti: through niid-nineteenth centuries. S} hips' logs, fishing flect histories, and other fecords
may contain additional data about Nattve residents who foilowed this trade.

Agriculmxai Activities Cﬂnte}&

The histotic development of Cha{ham S econony included the cr eation of farms on large tracts of
fertile land, especially in the southern section of town, F “ollowing a pattern seen, in other coastal New
England towns, seftlers likely chose lands that had been cleared and cultivated by Native Ameri tcans
during the Woodland and contact periods. The reports of Native villages and/or large habitation areas
along the southern coastline and especially around Stage Harbot suggest that these areas would have
been desirable 1o colonial fesidents who were cager-to establish homes and farmsteads with access to
markets and other resources.

Early Euro- American settlers: aiso took advantage of the many- tidal is ands focated i i Pleasant Bay; off
the eastern miainland, and to the south as pasture for cows, sheep and other hvestack Smith (1992),..
Nickerson (1981) and otlier lnstmmns document these activities ‘on Snomz,, Tm‘n Stage and Morris
islands in Chatham. Animals were herded ot to the islands at low tide and were safely confained ag the
water rose, These islands and the tidal inlets located on the mainland would also iave provided marsh
grasses that were harvested and died as salt marsh hay. '

" While the towi’s villages developed commercial, industrial, and civic institutions, residential patterns
tencied to fill in along the existing roadways that linked onearen to another. Farmsteads were deve) loped
on land holdings along theses corridors, with a homestead often built near the 10ad51de While early
statistics are unavailable; it is clearthat the majority of the town’s food and raw materials were produced
on family farms during the emhteenth cenfury,

Archaeological research abotit historical f'umsteads on Cape Cod is lacking pmmaniy bécause so few
large farmsteads remain, Chatham followsa pattem seen elsewhere in New England where landholdings
have been subdivided aind often parceled info modern residential subdivisions in the twentieth century,
the dearth of unaltered farmland in the present day, This is especially hue in Chatham where the
proximity tathe shoreline has led to the construction first of seasonal cottages and Jater larger vacation
homes, [Fpresent, original elements of ezghteenthnandmnetc:enth century farmsteads would b expeeted
along the corridors-of historical Ioadwa}s such ag Orleans and Old Comers roads in the northern
portion of town and Mfun Street in the southerm section of town. Surviving elements céuld include
homeés, bams wells, privies, pens, smoke. and milk houses, and shops that were sited close to the
roadways and have been rentilized or leftintact in the moderh period, These faatures conld survive as -
- gither standmg Strictures or be]owgmund features within parcels that have been maintained throughout
the years,

- Chatham’s extremely sandy soils were taxed by traditional crop fagying as ear ly as the cighteenth
centiny and exposure lo the eleinents meant that large-scale farming, especially in, the southwestern
portion of town, was not w;dnsps ead. Fanilands in this section of tows were instéad utilized as pastre,
espccmlly for sheep raising. By the nineteenth century: Chathgny 1<3S1dems imported the nigjority of
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theiragricultural products. In 1865, only 1 farms werk reported in fhe entive town 01 Chathany, Based
en this documented pafters, it is unlikely that complex farmsteads would eomptise a major archaeolo gical

context for Chatharm, Unlike conununities where farm complexes remained zd’itwcly intact into the

modern peuod ‘Chatham’s farms were likely broken up and Jands sold off during the hineteenth cenfury.

As aresult, it is unlikely that bistoric-farmsteads would ccsmpu'se a significant archaeological context in

Chatham. - The few documented farms that did remiain m existence would be considered valuable
respurces Tor docmnenung, apticulivral activities {hvongh any survivin g » structural remaitis, field divisions,
and other deposits,

Matitinie Activities Context

Mantmles activities in Chatham were necessarily cenitered. on ﬂze coastal region, including the tidal

rivers and ponds that em.nd into the interior from Pleasant Bay in the 1101'them and Stage Harbor ii1 the

souihem pottion of town, Thistesearch categcny includes bi};pbuﬂdmﬁ as. Well as on and offshore
aciivities such as whaliug, fishing, and doastal trade that relied on Chathans resients for labor, operated
out of town posts, or both, Maritime facilities and coastal modahcatmns sueh as hi‘r:savmg gtations,

lighthouses, jetties and wharves, and bridges ate also included iirthis research category: Many of thege.
Tesources are. related 1o other maritime activities, or to residential and/or cormercial development -
alang the coast. Other’ nnptovements stich as scawals public and’ pmrate beaf:hes and recreatioral.
facitities may also be included within this category. For Chathaut, marifinie ac{wmes in all of the.

forms listed above comprise a major i‘ustﬁuc research contéxt.

Chatham’s reliance on shellfish ay boﬂz a somce of food fof its fesidents and an export. mdusﬁv dates-

back to the earliest settlement peuod when pcaplq selected habitation sites located near tidal inlets and
malslﬂands The unpoﬂance of matine resmirces expﬂndeé early in the town’s history, and by . 17{}0
imhmg and whatmg had been added fo the’ Ioca[ ecolomy. Alihough the exact location i is unikaioivn, A

whaling statiof likely: coniprised of a coastal lookout tower was repor teci established at. ‘itacre Harbor-

by 1700 (MHC 1984),

As the eighteenth century progressed, Chatham’s maritime industries became more diversified and the
tawn’s. accmomy began to turn from failing agricultural pmsu;ts to the fisherfes. The first fishing.
station was operdted by Daniel Greenleaf by 171 1, and the industry qmckiy e\pancied \’\’a‘rm travel had"
bccn 1mpmtant since the town’s eax]y days as an efficlent meiins of tavel 1o Plymouth and Bostdr;, so

wharves, and anclmgs small shlpyazds anci other facilities had likely bu,n established at-all o ihe
-major settlement areas prio to the start.of cormtercial hshmg, These may have included facilities at
Nickerson's Neek, Harbor Cow, EfdndcaNecL Ragged Neck, and Ifm duwN&clc Structural E\’ldEHC{i
of somie of these landings may still. be visible, gspecially it protected areas rmt subgcct to erosion or

dune development. Other town landing sites may not be ds well kngwr or: docymented,, and may -
contain archdcologieal deposits including 1he remains of wooden | piers or posts and/ot small building-

: tcundatmns

The e,\lbtcﬂce: ofthis mﬂ asiructure suppcaned the blessommg of Chdtham s coimnezclal ﬁshmgmdush ¥

11shew on the Gl and Banks and al §aast. 240 men Weie Bmp oyed i tiae. 1nd11$£ry (MHC 1984) Caastang

was also lmportant in town, with commercial service tt anspm’tmﬁ gr’}ods to and from matkets to'the
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north and south, Duriitg this period, the Old Harbor section of Chatham served as the primary center of
the maritinte industry with a secondary foous at Stage Harbor to the soutli, Both areas offered piotected
waters that were not subject to the extremes of waves and ‘wmd along the Uulm short,]mc

Cod ﬁshing remained the printary maritime industry in Cl_iath;al'u in the early nineteenth centu'_ry and
contintied to employ the majority of the mile residents n town. With the advent of large-scale salt-
haking in town by 1800, the abitity to dry and store fish near Chatham’s shoreline incteased dramatically.

Chatham’s coastline was well equipped to establish saltworks, and by 1831 operations were documented
in virtnaily every coastal section of Chatham. The earliest operation has been attributed to Rueben
‘Ryder, who by 1809 was producing 16 percent of the town’s salt supply (MHC 1984). The 1831
(Hales) map of Chatham depiets drying vats all around the shores of Pleasant Bay, along the length of
the eastern shoreline, around Mill and Oystez ponds and at Harding Beachi (see Figure 5-6). I 1802 six
saltworks wete listed in town; by 1837 there were 80 reported operations producing approximately
27,400 bushels of salt (Town of Ch’nlmm 1921:54).

Evaporative salt making used large, roofed vats to separale out inpurities from seawater, which was
pumped in through wotden pipes powered by windmills and then drawn off into various “rooms.™ A
roof made of canvas or wood was oftén placed on wooden rollers to be opened and ¢losed to protect the
drying salt from rafnwater; Salt houses were built nearby to store the crystals as they finished drying
(Glennan 2001; Holmes et al, 1997), Archagological deposits associdted with saltworks could inclade
features such as foumdations, footmgs or builder’s trenches from str uctures used in the pmductmn
process, such as storage and drying vats and wooden or met'll water pipes.

Shipyards were established in Chatham chnmg, s the early nineteenth century. ‘One of these was located
atayard Jocated just to the north of thie twin lights at Chatham Village, and another yard was established
in 1804 by Lombard Nickerson near the Eastward Ho Golf Course (Town of Knapton 1976: 15). These
yards were often situated close to ropewalks and sail lofts that contifbuted materials to the trade. In
1845, six vessels were built in Chatham shipyards and in 1855 this number increased to 15 (Town of
Chatham 1921:54). A mariné railway was establishéd at Stage Harbor i1 1878, dnd in 1881 a short-
lived stearnship company operated out of this location (Knapton 1976:13).

The development of Chatharm Village as a major hub of the maritime industries was partially responsible
for the construction of the lighthouses there, The 1831 (Hal es) map of Chatham shows this developmﬁ
community as the most densely populatc:d section of town and daptcts at least one wharf f:xtcndmg 1o
the shoreline (ses Figine 5-6), By 1858 the village had been extended to include additional streets and
the light houses w ere dapwled on atlas maps (see Fig igure 57

The breaching of Nauset Beach had adirect eifect on the maritime industries at Old Harbor and Chatham
Village. The businesses oper atmg out of Old Harbor declined affer 1832 when the developmtent of saiid
bars at the foriner Natssét opening madﬂ it difficult for ships 1o entér or leave the port, Fishingi micrests
improved i1 the ESSOS ‘when the port was again. aceessible thr augh a dee:pez channel,’ Pe;haps dugin
part to the tack of permanent access along the eastern shoreline, the fir st fist nng station was opened at
‘Mononioy Point is1 1847.
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The mackerel industry began to decline affer 1880 and by 1887 had ¢ollapsed. Commemml51161113511111;?
and lobstering continued o be strong supporiers of the econony ad kept the shoreline industries busy,
butaﬁm about 1860 rparitime industries did not doniinate the local economy. Suruner tourism, combined
with (e m;wdl of ruil service, greated dllernative occupations for many residents, Despite the decline,
fishing has remained vital to Chathani’s year-round residents and contributes to both t the historic and
modern characier of the town,

The development of Chatham Villagéas a 111&J01 fishing port and salt production area led to the erection
of Chathain’s first hwhthmzscs at James Head in 1808 ‘Ercctcd as a patr of wooden structures, these
fighthouses provided safe passage-for the town's. fleet as well as the packet ships moving ffomy one ;
section of towwn to the hext and up and down the New England coast. These. lighthouses were lost to ]
coastal erosion in 1840 and were replaced by twd Brick lighthouses that were sited 400 feet far ther back 5
 from the shoreline (see Figure 5-7). One of these brick towers was logt to erosion in 1877 and both
structures were again replaced by cast-iron lights. One of these iron lights was moved to Nauset Beach
in 1923, Lightliouses were also erected on Monomoy Point in 1823 and at Harding Beacli in ]SSO :
(CHC 1999 I(impton 1976). |

Lifesaving stations were established along: Chatham'’s shorelines at 4 relatively early date, due'in Jarge -
part to the heavy water traffic info’and put of i town as well as the iricky cuirests and dangerous .
shioals found at the elbow of the Cape.. Prior 10 the: oﬂxuai establishment of the Massachusetls Humane .
Soclety, Chatham residents Lautmalv dttempted to Yescue sailors and cargo Tost off the coagt[um often-
1esultmg in the deaths of the yesciiers themselves. (Knapfon 1976)

The earliestreporied Humane Soclety Tnf was sitnated “half: way between Nauset and Chatbam harbols
1802 {Town of Chatham. 1921:60).- Huts were also repartedly set up 1" mile-north of the mouth of
Chatham- Harbor and, on Monomoy bedch durmg this.period; . Lifesaviig stations were estabhshed by :
the U8, Cuitter Rﬁveuuc Service at Motrris and ] Motiomoy islands between 1872 and 1874 and at Old -
Harbor in 1898 (’VH-IL, 1984). No doubt due to shifting terrain, and powerful storms, the Monomoy
station was rebuilt in 1905 and the Mongmoy Point station in 1900 (TOWn of Chatlyam 1921:61).

Atrchaeological deposs,ts felating to this tesearch gontext could mcluda the Lemams Of buildings,
foundations, and work aréas along the waterfront where shipyar d'; safl tofts and other mdu%fnes are .
-docuinented in the cartogtaphie tecord. Rerinants of wooden pilings and stone fertires’ md}’ sttvive
along th{:. protected shoreline in these aveas, as well as under the crrrent Wwaterline. .

Many of the pmemrai AL chaaoioawal déposits assc:cmted with posbcomac,{ period coastal l”l}OCfIIilL&l[OHS :
may no longer be present along the eastern shm elitie befween Ol Harbor and Chatham Vil Hage and ot -
“Nuwset and Monomay islands, Sigmf cant erosion hds occurred i these areas, and continues to ogem
taday, during petiods when the i TNEr § shoreline is exposed to stomy swells and hutricanes.

Two. of Chathai’ 8 recorded. post-cotitact period azchaca!ogmai sites ave: slnpwmdis Eer:'ded off the:
eastern shore, Tt is likely that additional shipwreck sites or ﬂloundmg areas are also plesent 1 the
watérg surrounding Chatham both.inside’ and outside Nauset Bedch and: dif Mononwy Island,
Aréhacological deposits could inclode not only str uatm -al mateiials but alsc; Jost cargo and bﬁlld&t
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Land-Based Tndustries Cﬁnter{t

Land~b"ased industries nclude thase activities associated with extractive technology (¢.g. furpentine.
production; salt making), processing (e.g: most mill activities), ahd manufactu:mﬁ While salt making:
is considered to be an extractive industry, it is grouped with the maritinie lcSC’ith context above based
o its elose association in Chathany with fisheries.

The earliest mill sites ia Chatham were likely located in close proximity to the first Euro-American
scttlement areas and expanded as the population grew.  Access to waterpower in the form of fast-
flowing streans and rfvers was hmlted in Chatham, so many of the eaﬂy mills in town likely operated
onwind power, These mills served primary needs such as grinding orain and cutting timber for housing,
The first documented mill in Chatham was built around 1720 inthe vicinity of the tovin’s
meetinghouse. Given its location, this mill was almost certainly powemd by wind rather than water.
The growing p{}pulahon led to the establishment of additional mil] sites Stage Neck, Toms Neck, Old
Harbot, Mill Hill, Chathamport, South Chatham, and Qyster Pond (CHC 1991). Those nnlls locatcd
close {0 a source of waterpower tmay have utilized it, while inland mifls likely operated as windmills
The 1831 (Hales) map depicis at least four mills- all dlawn as w Aindmills although it is uncertain they
were actually operating as such (see Figtire 5-6).

- Windmills were reported to be the primary meaus of gristmill power in Chatham. Betiveen 1850 atud
1860 there were nine reported windmills in Chatham at a' thmé when mechanized water mills were
drwmg the local econdmy in many other conununities, Two of thess were located in South Chatham,
and one mill each was located near Qyster Pond, Stage Harbor, the Chatham Village lighthouses, Oid
chbm and Chathamport (Iown of Cliatham: 1921:54-55).

Historian Joseph Paine {1937) noted the creatioi of a cotlen factory on the- Chatham side of the Red
River in' 1824, which lasted less thau one year before the failure 6f the water source caused the ovwner
to move the operation to the Herring River in Harwich. “Another watér- -powered mill operation was
centered near the Harwieh line north of the Red River and Duane Pond, Known today as “Mill Pond”,
the changing ﬁicpsctmn of water bodies in this area suggests the modification of natural pond&, for use in
some type-of milling operation. A small village comimunity. devclopcd around this area after 1830,
suggesting that a mill operdtion was 1_11 place by that time (MHC 1984).

Many of ihe early mill:sites were llke}y improved and/or rebuilt over the course of the nineteenth
century, as construction techniques improved and mill types diversified fo inchude fulling, cmcimg
cotton, shingle, cider, iron, salt, and oil mills, Mill structures alsc bccame more complex as technological
advances were developed,

As the 1we11t1eth century approached the reliatice on water or wind power began to dinnish. Most
processing and: manufactur itig could be cmnpleted more eﬁicmﬁly using steam, gasoline, and later
-electrical power, and goods weré easily imported fyom othér areas-via averland and coastal foutes, As
mills ceased operation, salvageable materials were hicely wmsed elsewhere buit stroctiyal remains and -
- features such as pits; head and talhacea, windmill bases; and nu!lpomds were left inplace. I\’fachmery
and. parts (stone, metal, wood) used in various types of mill operations could also be expectad. as
scattered refuse in areas where mills were known to have existed,
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To date, no-archacolpgical evidence of Chathari’s milis has been documented. Investigations of éxtarit
post-contact mill sites should include thorough backuauné and ath'leC‘riD{?lGa researcl prior fo any
reconstruction and/or repair efforts to doenment these important historie resources.

Other land-baged industries developed near the village centers and often were concenitrted i areas

W lmc other buginesses operated. For examplc the fishing mdustry pave Tise 1o the establishment of

coopers for b’lrrehmﬂkmg and provisioners who could supply. workers and travelérs on the packet
services. One town historian inoted that “general manufacturing was never cauted or hele to any extent
(Town of Chatharn, 1921:54).

The specific locations of elghteenth century land: bascd industries in Chatham are poorly documented,
bt included at least two blacksmiths, several carpenters and coapers, & shoemaker and a rapawalk
(CHC 199 1), Inthe early nineteenth century, most business centered on the Qld Harbor area which was
deseribed as the ares where the” plmupal business of the town is done” (Fregman 1802; fn CHC 1991),
The first recorded general store-was opened by th}aa Hopkins in 1735 sear Stage Hatbor (Sinith
19923,

Following the Revolutiondry War, Chatham’s geographiic villages began to coalesce and commercial -

and tdustrial interests multiplied greatly, The busingss center-of tows began to shift to the Chatham

Village area where the niew lighthouses, expandmg ’i’vhﬁif comple\ea. and slvic stractmes were being .

cqtabhshed By 1856 thiy area; mcmded a sail loft, a il and-at least. five stmaﬂ (CHC 199 1}

In general, the ew{ampies above pxowde &n indication of the types of rescurces that caufci be: e*cpwtcdf
for various occupations. Shops were often located near the tradesman’s home,” sometimes hovsed in *
outbuildings on # farmstead, Within the v;liagc centers, mdepemient shops, would. more likely be -

lotated along main- crossroads and near shops, public houses, and other gathering spots. The

determiination of pattér ms in industiial and contmercial aetivity as well az the specific locations of.
various Iypes of busitiesses could be determined through map researal, assessors and property records,

oral and written liistories snd busitess diréctories {for the iatet"past—oontact penociq) Au.haeologlcal
deposﬂs could help to 1der1lify tmdmdocummﬂed mdustue:, aswell, Far example if farge amounts of
charcoal and wacd ash dre locited along with iron debns and othér discarded materials wear.a Historie
str ucture, it may be possible to connect a hlacksmith operation with a historic period Jandowner..

Religions/Civic Otganizations Context

Chathiany’s earliest comﬂmmiy slruetures served the dual function of 1‘611;,10{1,5 apid cmc eenter. Pnor ter:

1700, Cliathant appmently did not have enough residents to wariahtits own iniister, Thefi st Tocation

for these facifities wag hear the Ucograpiuc center of town at the nﬁcxsectlon of Old Quéen Anne and.
George Ryder mads where the first and: second mectmghousas were erected in 1700 and: 173 0, .
respectively, Each stwctme Was lﬂcaied adJaoent to a common burying groamd, afthaugh some eally :

residents were buue:d in f‘a;me pIots ot mdmdzzal home and farmsteads.

In 17 ‘70 Chatham was- oﬂzcmﬁy estabilished as & separate congregation headed by Rev. 1 oseplh Lord.
and the toww’s resideils decided o estabhsh a parsenage near the original meetmghmuse and bugial |
gzound Between 1728 and 1730, the town’s ori iingl, mnfinished mac{mglmuse wag decmied too small
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and plans were enacted to build a new structure, The new building was sited on the north side of O1d
Queen Road and was included galleries on three sides, Updates and mprov&;neniq were completed i
1739 and 1773 {(Smith 1992),

I the ninetesnth cefitury the divetsity of Chatham’s growing population Jed to the creation of various
denominational churches, The second meetinghouse on Old Queen Anne Road was dismantled in
1830 and a new Corigregational church was built on Main Street at the Union Cérmeteryon the Harwich
border. The building was moved to 650 Main Street in Chathan in 1866 (Knapton 1976),

A Methodist Chapel was built in the Old Village section of town in 1808, and a larger slructure was
built in 1820 at the Seaside Cemetery on Depot 8treet (CHC 1991), ‘The Methodist Church at M"un and
- Cross streets wag built between 1849 and 1851,

A Baptist congregation was fomaed duting this period and in 1827 erccted a ehineh at 2 circa 1766
Baptist cemetery on Old Queen Anne Road. The building was moved to Oid Hatbor Road in 1873 and
presently serves as a Masonic lodge (CHC 1991; Knapton 1976). A Umvelsahst parsonage was built at
the intersection of Stony Hill and Crowell mads in 1824 and a charch was built on Old Queen Anne
Road in 1850. This structure buried down in 1878: A new building was evected on Main' Street in 1880
and later became an Episcopal chureh (CHC 1991).

Chatham’s first civic town hall was established in 1851 when the abandoned Methodist Church at the:
intersection of Old Harbor and Depot rpads was dedicated for this pupose. The 'bm]dn}g remained in
use until 1878 when its function was shifted to a town-operated Alms House, The structure later served
as a rooming house and was demolished in the 1970s (CHC 1991; Knapton 1976). After 1878, a new
{own hall was built at the western end of Chatham Village, This building also served as the toswn jailin
1895,

The earliest effort to established schools in Chatham occurted in 1720, when Samuel Stewart was hired
as schoolmaster. At that time, colonial regulations required communities of more than S0 families to
employ a teacher, although classes met in individual homes rather than in a dedicated schoolhouse, Tn
1764, Chatham was' reprimanded for not having-a grammar school, which was requited for ecommunities
with more than 100 families (Baisly n.d,, in CHC 1991). The first schoolhouse doss not appear to have
been built until 1790 at the corner of Barcliff and O1d Harbor roads,

By 1802 the town had responded to the call and five schools were in place within Chathan, By 1840
thirteen schools wers in operationt with a budget of just more than $1,000 dedicated to education. The
declining population educed this number to 120 1848; The first priviate school, the Granville Acaciemy
was builtin 1842 on Old Harbor Road, The fivst dedicated grammar schiool was. establ;shed in 1858 in
fhe Chatham Village area (CHEC 1991).

+ Chatham operated a “town Farm™ in the tineteenth century for the support of soine indigent and/m
disabled vesidents. Town Officer’s Repotts from the period between 1884 and, 1893 indicate that dmm g
this pe.uod at Jeast 10 people lived on the “Old Town Farm” while arother 18 were suppcn ted by the -
towir buf | wed elsewhere (repotts on file, Chatham Historical Saciety Library).

PAL Report No, 2023 71




Clapter Five

Archaeological deposits: assoclated with public structutes and’ meeting places would be somewhat
different from those associated with Kabitation sifes. Documentary, deed, and map. research would be.
the most useful way to identify the- ﬁpemﬁc locations of suucmzes that-are no iouge; standing ot to -
document the relocation of a building ovreuse of a particular site, Foundation remains and iaterials
associated with constraotion conld help to pinpoint the petiod of use for any domestic refase foond in
association with public bwldmgs Expected artifact classes conld include smoking pipes, coins and
lost personal ftems, food and beverage discards, and site-specific: matetials such s eraplite pencﬂ

avouind schoo} buiidings..

Militaty Contest

The earliest references to military conflicts ecowrs during ng Philip’s War (1675-1676), wi hen several
‘Chatham residents, including Witiiam Nickerson, Jt. were reporiedly called away to help the fighting
elsewhere. Town records from ihe petiod between 1690 and 1763 indicale concern that Cha%ham s
location left it vulnerahle to attacks by French privateers and ot],m pirates; and as 4 result several orders

were passed that the town’s male residents not be ealled away to military service elsewherg (Town of
Chatham 1912). .

As early as 1681, the town was required to drill a unima ond regular basis. All adult miale fesidents
were required t0 participate in drill exercises, which reportedly oceutred each year unti! 1830, The
location of the drill field was west-and slighily norilt of the meetinghouse, within.the: hzcmgulm ared
presently hownded by Old Comers, Ord Queen Anne aud Traiting field roads (Rich | 19 9 Town of
Chatham 1912), .

Chaiham of n‘am?ed a nuht;uy company. in- 1775 and appointed Beu}amln Godﬁey as: capizun Men -
wele. dispatched to Rhode: Island Buriker Hill, and P]ymouth durlng the conflict and wowil records

indicate pamnent mtaxes to supp ort the CantmemaiArmy as well as the families of Chatham fien who

sexved during the Revc}lunonaly War. Several men were engaged with the Coast Guard and fought
battles in Bc;sto;} as wellas New York: The only rupm"f;ed incident to affect Chathani dir eotly. was a raid -
in ]78’? by & Bni]sh privatéer that aftempied to captuie one of the brigantines. ainchored in the Old -
Harbor. A< company of Chatham mien fired. shots from the beach. and reclaimed- ﬂmr ship (Town. of -
Chatham 1912). :

The embargos enacted during the War of 1812 hada nemendoucs effecton Lhatham s emerging mar 1t;rm,'
incustry. Rather than parum pate directly, the blockade fon ced may Chatham men to seek tempmcny
employment elsewhere, mciudm g work on farms nmuhbm ing Rhode Island (Town of Chatham 1912),

- During World Waz La NavaiAn* Stattori was established. at Pastwaxd Point on Nickerson Neck: Built)
befween 1918 and 19193 the f’aczh‘iy inchided 4 large: dmglbie haugag several smaller hangars. for
seaplanes, and-a terids of suppoit buﬁdmgg After the war, the statlon was ciosul ayd affer 1921 the
lands upon-which it has been located, known at the time 'zs “Conerele Point,” were dcm]opcd 11110 &
residential subdivisien called Easiwmd Poiit (Knapton 1976:19).

Archaeological depos1ts associated with military sites could date from the sev&nt&enth century through
the World War I eta. Military site f:ypes could fiiclude amnmmﬁoa and/or squipment StOlﬂ“B structures;
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muster fields, and temporary barracks, Soldiers’ and sailors’ gravesites and burial grounds have been
identified and recorded within tovn arid could be present as well, either as marked or whmarked areas.
Cultural deposits inclirding military butions, insignia, haldwam and ammunition could .3.15(} help to
identify military sites, : '

Resort/Touristi Context

This research category encompasses a variety of resowrce types including taverns and guesihiouses,
recreational facilities, and summer home communities. Broadly defined, thése categoties are tied together
by their funetion within the comumunity as places where people traveled to and. from, either for short
periods of fime, as would be the case with taverns and recreational facilities, or for longer periods as
with sumumer home communities and estates,

The earliest taverns in Chatham provided entertainment for area residents as well lodging for visitors
passing through ot for residents traveling from outlying sections of the town. These facilities funictioned
in & similar wanner to the general store of later periods. These structires were almost exclusively
located on major roadways, often at intersections or midway points between distant locations. They
were also often opened in residential homes, with some rooms éonverted for public use and bedroom
aréas fesérved for lodgers.

EbenezerHawes operated atavem on'Old Queen Anine Road near the meetinghouse Jocation as early as’
1706 (Smith 1992:182), This structute served as a convenient meeting place for town 16:51dent§ in wliat
was at the time the town center. According o Smith, Hawes’ tavern was located so close to the parsonage
that the Rev, Adams coinplained about the activities that occurred there, and the rancor betw eén the two
men ‘escalated into slander lawsuits that were heard in Barnstable arid Bdston, In the end, Rev. Adams
appearsto have Iost his postand movcd ‘with his family to Maine avound 1718 (Smith 1992:185-1 87). -

Taverns wers opened in other sections of Chatham as the population grew and industries began 1o
spréad in developing villages. The Red Tavern (CHA.344) was built around 1780 0:1 Gld Wharf Road
in the Old Harbor section of town and tive Squire Crowes Tavern (CHA.296) was established around
1810.0n Seaview Street in Chatham Village (CHC 1991). One of the town’s carliest taverns operated at
Wreck Cove on Monomoy (Smith 1992:209).

Chatham’s dévelopment as a major tourism destination began as Lﬂ]‘i}’ as 1860 when the Ocean House
Opened on Mmu Stteet as the fi rst summer hotel, The mdustry did mot become ﬁrmly estabhsh{:d

Hotel Chaﬂmm locatcd on tht: southem cnd ot Eastward Pomt (Nzc,!(elsen, Neck) Opened in ISOO by
Marcellus Eldredge, his brotlier H: Fisher Eldredge, and Jordan Marsh department store founder Eben
Jordan of Boston, the three-story | hotel ineluded moré than 70 guestrooms, a d:mngT room, and billiards,
The- opeiatlon tasted only five years, after which point the owners declared ‘bankruptey: The closute of
the hotef was blamed in latge part on the inability of guests to mach this section of town via rau! Ti
buildings wers demolished sométime after 1907 (Knapton 1976:22 ‘?’3)

After thetailroad was completed in 1887, hotels sprang up thmuahuut town, Around 1890, the Surtside
Inn and Hotel Maﬁaquason opened-in Ciaa’[ham Vﬁlage After 190(} the hote! industry expanded greatly,
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led by the construction it 1914 of the Chatham Bars Inn on Shore Road. Theinn complex included
landgzeaped gmunds multiple buildings, and a nine-hole golfcourse. The 162-room hotel was identified
as the most expensive on Cape Cod during this period (CHC 1991). Ancillary facilities were established
to.aecommodate the visitors, including a bathing wharf at the upperend Little Mill Pond ih 1920, and
the private Chatham Beach aitd Tennis Clith at the southern end of I\fiam Street in Chatham Village in
1923,

The Eastward Ho Go}f Cowrse was developed on the sifé of the Hotel Chatham inthe 1920s. L‘omtmctz ol
of the couse, opemtec{ by the Chathain Country Club, began in: 1920 and e links apﬁrned i 1922,
The elul’s central buildiag Is the ca. 1805 Ensign Nickerson House that was built pearby and moved 16
the golf club site: The eastern énd of the club can'sis'ts of an eighteenth-century building bﬁought from
Acushnet and the western portion, including a fiveplace, is from a house built in Walpole (Inapton
1976:25-26)..

Many of Chatham 'S StuTmer, v131t01's decided to purchdse property rather than sfay i in a hotel. In 3925
shahﬂy more. thag half of the taxed dwel]mgs in-town were, owned by non- ws]dcnts who paid 42
percent of the 'ﬂmual towa tax (MEC 1984), The southern pmimn of Cha‘rham was the most populal .
place for these summer homes, which were built within, small subdivisions south of Mam Street.and
extending down to the shorelisie.

Hunters and birders Dbegan fo visn: Mm&amey Esiand and North Besch in the mid-ninetsenth centucy,
attracted by the large number of shore birds that g g:,athered ﬁzele. By 1862, the Br yant Clyb had. beén
established on Monomoy and small cabins, and cauips. were erecteci alozw North Beach; durmg, this
pf:uo& (CHC 1991), Historjan ] ol I\napmn mdmmd that a fiole] was Jocated on Monomoy Pomt in
the nineteentl century, but did not provide dny additional information about this facility (] 1976:22). It
is pmsmbla that the “hotel” was some sort of overnight accommodauo 110 service the bitders who, began.
fo'venture to the point dmmg this penod

These tyes of st ucliives were present in each of Chath'nn s historic vﬂiage& and are best n;for,mnenieci '
tiucmgh historic records and oral h;sfones associated with older homes used for these hurposes,
mclmcalcgrcai deposxls mayalso helpto Ldenufy private homes used as taverns, Trash midders mc:ludnw_ -
- caches of liquor bottlés have been identified at colonial-exa tavern sites, along with domestic features
“suchas privies, wells, storage sheds and outbuildings, and food refuse pits, . Some of these fedtures.
ccmld also be expeeted inthe vieinity of ni netee11tll~{:entu1 y hotels and boardinghouses..

Transportation and Communication Context

* While the coastal shor c]me. pwv;ded AeLEgs around Chatham s northér. n eastern, and southein sections,
the earliest xoaéways served as the: pnmary nanspoﬂatmn and chunumcauon corfidots betwaeu the
towi’s settlerent centers and other sections of Capg Cod,” The first colonial seitlers ntilized L\lshng
Nanve frails to reach their 1mmc.s and i‘aimsteads, Whmh were u;tahhshed aiong these: pré- b\I&iIng‘
cory 1d01s to.allow aceess to bther qc;tﬂcmcm ateas. Amcmg ih& eaﬂy ovarfand rotes in Chathani, Old
Queen Anne Road (a]so known as. Monerioey of Bamstabla Road) ‘was possibly: the first, tolimwed by
the Harwich Road (later known as Main Street and thert Route 28),
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I additibn to supporting colonial residential development, busy main. thoroughfares also attracted
travel suppert industries such as inns and taverns, stablesand smiths, and merchants, Stage lines were’
established along the main roadways o move mail, peopbs. and goods from one village to another as
wellas in and out of town, Chatham’s first stage line was established in 1814 and was the only direct
link between the town and Boston prior to the arrival of the railroad (Henderson 1989). The stage
stopped at Training Field Road and cofnpleted its Chatham roufe at the stote and post office of Joshua
Nickerson 1n Nerth Chatham- ((;HC 1991). Many of Chatham’s industries were located near strategic
infersections of overland roads and waterways in order to easily impott supplies and send products to
market.

Chatham residents began debating the best location for the expanding Cape Cod Central Rmhoad as
early as 1863, but it would take more than two decades for the sérvice to arrive. Throughout the. 1870s
and 1880s, town meetings were dou_unated by discussions over where to site the tracks and es{abhsh )
Chatham depot. After rail service was completed in Provineetown and Truco i 1873, Chatham and
Mashpee remained the only Cape towns that did not liave rail lines (MHE 1987). I 1887, the Chatham
Railréad Company was established fo oversee direct service through town, Tracks were built parallel -
o Main Strect in the southern portion ¢f the town and connected to Harwich, Adepot was built west of
the fown centerand dedicated in November 1887 ‘Depots were dlso built at South Chatham and a stop
was established in West Chatham to service the iew Hotel Chatham (CHC 1991). Therail line operated
until 1930 after which auto travel replaced fhis mode of uansnoﬂrauon 'The tracks were removed
somethire later and fhe Chaiham Vﬂlage depot was turmed into a musetim (Knapton 1976: 16}

The Mamc’mi Wireless Company established a radio te]egraph sation at Rydew Cove'in 1914 This
station was the second established on the Cape, the first station to send a trans-Atlantic message was |
erected by Guglieno Maiconi in Wellfleet in 1901, AIthough RUNErGis mreiess stations were built
during this period, the facility in Chatlum is the only one-to retalfi its integrity and the majority of its
buildings, and the complex was placed on the National Register in 1994 (Adams and Tenking 1993).
The National Register norhination notes that significant archaeol ogical deposits associafed with the
constriiction and use of the facility could be present.

A chqeoioglcal resources associated with early roadways are nnlikely to have suwwud several hundred -
years of nseand improvement. The most pmbablemsom ces would be located within corridors alo:ngSIde

- the actual foadbeds and could include private homes and public buﬁdmgs used for stage stops, post
offices, and other functions related to iranspmtat;on and communication.

Expected Post-Contact Period Resources Within Chatham

Prior to the reconnaissance survey, Chatham’s post-contact period archaeological database was Hmited:
to five sites, two of which are offshore shipwrecks. Chatham was clem}y accupied at the timie of the

earliest Furo-American settlement and almost all of the historical:sources reviewed as part of the survey

indicate that Native, people: remiained settled within their longutilized homelands thmuc hout the
mghteen{h and vxeli into the nineteenth centuries. Virtually any sectlon of town: could be mpected to

conhm Native Arnerican domestm sitis and burial plais
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Etli‘o-/é_;fmelrican archaeological deposits in Chatham have not been dovumented, despite the recordation
of mdre than 1,000 standing historic structires. This is due in part to the refovation and reuse of
historic homes and pr operties, Research themes for post-contadt period resources should be aimed at
develmpmg ) Gnmprchanslve Al dmeologm'ﬂ model for sites that focuses on variations within the towin's
fumerous village comniunities, as well as on different site uses (e.g., residential, agricultural, conimercial/
industrial, maritime), Based on the rich and veried historic character of Chatiam,;expt._c;tad archacological
sites in the town will span the entire post-contact period and all of the research contexts discussed
above, Information about post-contact archaenlogical sités collected during the survey tepresents a
starting point for documenting the town’s cultural resovrees.

The town contains a broad spectrum of post-contact period resotrees spanning more than 400 years of -
Native and Eute-Anerivan settlement. Although the history of Chatliam is well studied and understood,
the addition of archacological data would provide an added (and extremely important) layer of
interpretation to varidus research-specific contexts, and would allow the town to be fied into larger
regional models of archaeclogical site ocentrence an;l survival,

AS with pie -contact sensitivity, posi-contact alciﬂeologwai scns;mnty is closely ued to
microenvironmental changes. The identification of mote sites fepresenting all periods of oecupatmn_

and various thematic contexts would add greatly to the town’s historic and archaeolo izal hexi itage, and .
would complement the g,reat vilume of written and mal 1115t01y that Chalham s c:1t17ens mamiam
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RESULTS OF THE RECONNAISSANCE SURVEY

This chapter presents the results of the archaeclogical reconnaissance survey conducted within the
Town of Chatham. The survey was comprised of three major research components; the collection of
historic and archival information, informant and local resident interviews, and the completion of field
survey work. The data resulting from these tasks, presented below, were used to reéfine the preliminary
archacological predictive models (presented in Chapter 7) and sensitivity maps (présented in Appendix
A '

Prior1d the fown-wide archaeological survey, there were 61 recorded pre-contact and 5 recorded post-
contact peried archagological sites within the MHC site files for Chatham, The survéy resulted in the-
identification and/or additional documentation of four pre-contact sites and eight post-confact sites.
These sites were identified thtough archival research, informant interviews, and field survey, and represent
a wide rafige of resources within Chatham. The locations of all previously known and newly identified
archacological sites in Chathams are presented in Appendix F of this report.

Major benefits of the reconinaissance survey inclided the documentation of several archaeological sites
in areas. of Chatham where none had previously béen identified, the addition of several post-contact
period archagolagical sites to the town’s database, and the pmductmn of archaeological sensitivity
maps that reflect the types and locations of predu.ted archaeological resources within Chatham, While
pre-contact and post-contact period resources are still underdocumented, especially with regard to the
numerous pre-contact sites dentified by callectars, the reconnaissance survey has collected information -
about liuman activity in Chatham along a continuum of nearly tén thousand years. The archaeological
record beeomes mote complete with each sife addition,

Summaty of Additional Reseatch Sources

The collection of historie and archival research was one of the inmportant components of the survey and

a sigiificant amount of tinic was deveted to the various aciivities described indetail below. During the
nuual phases of the survey, efforts were foeused on gathermg generalized background materials about
Chathmm including environmental data, archaéological site and supvey forms, historic building data,
and town histories, This information was used to develop the basic environmental and cultural
frameéworks included in preceding. chqpmm of this report, as well as to tatlor the- preliminary
archaeological sensitivity assessments 0 fit local and regional models. Research was conducted at the
MHC, Massachusetis State Archives, Chathani Ihstozmal Soc;tcfy Archives, did Chathain’s Eldiedge :
Lzbzeuy Historical maps, town vital: staixstlcs arid census data, historical photog: aphs, and. ather
background 1111’01111:111011 were collected from infernet sites, ineluding the CHS website, academie links,
the Library of Congmss and subscmptmn Dased uﬁemut databases such as Ancestly com and
NewEn glandAncﬁstozs oig. Acomplete st of the gc—:ml al background information sotrces is presénted
in Chepter 2 as well as.in the refererices cited section of this report.
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As ihe survey progressed, the historic and archival research Lffbr!:s became more topical and/or
geographically specific and were {ied closety to the ongoing ﬁeid survey and informant interviews. In
same cases, stale repositories and cultural resource téports wers vevigited, but for the most part the
research wtilized local sources of information, For example, m{’m‘matmn gatheéred from local iffermant
interviews and town listorians was supported by research on file at the MEC. and contained in local
histories. Additional backgrouid iiformation was also collested from Jocal residents and historians for
sites ahd structures identified during the field survey.

Recorded data about Native Ameifcan artifact collections and site areas in Chatham was colledted
primarily from the MHC and from written av ciaauologzcal reports. The archaeological site files for
Chatham were examined as part of the reconnaissance survey, as were the MHC's collector/landowmer
codes for site areas and/or artifacts found in Chatham that were not associated with a specific geographic
site area. Thesite files were ;ewewed several times during the project fo fnstue: ﬂ at updated informatioii
was collected.

Fred Dunford, the Jon g-time staff archaeologist of the Cape Cod i\fiuseum of Natural History pmwded

additional information about the collecting habits and artifact assemblages of avocational archaeologists
who frequented C‘h’tth’im In particular, D Dunford’s knowledge of the Cleon Crowell collections
from the Muddy Creek drea provided new data that was used to update the recorded site informstion for
this locale. Dr. Dunford also shared his knowledge of pre-contact setflement and land vse pzmems in
othér Sections of Pleasant Bay that wag extrapolated for the Chathai project and in pamaulm for the
predictive model and sensitivity agsessment for the Pléasant Bay Zone..

Archival and informant information was nsed jn many, cases to refine the aj,ohacoiagmal seusitiy ﬂv of
a particular avea, This was gipecia 'ﬂl‘v frue for post-contact peued resources that appear iri the documentary

record but for which there is no specific locational snd/or mchaeolovma} data, -Some of the places,
dvents, ;:md siiuctures that are associated Wuh Cha[ham S earl}f Ristory are drﬁicu}t fox :1350(3)21!:6 thh .
: apcmﬁc pxcsmt-day Iac“stron gwcn Lhe },Eﬁﬂlﬂllﬂ@b of e&riy maps.and eycmtncss accounts: In Ay

 cases, loeal historical sources were ysed 1o’ pinpoint places and events within the enrrent fown boundaries.
Whemvm pc)ssﬂ}le the cmnbmahon of avchival researels, local mfmmams and Held: t:heckmg Wi
bsed o r yto identify and sensitize areas tliat I}'Id}f wﬁtam archasclogical deposﬂs assocmted with these
docum@nted resourees,

MHC mve:ntmy fozms and, National Regsfu ﬁles fm Cimtham wete also f:(msultcd tcu mfmmatwu
about potential histeric penod mchqeolﬂglml TESOUrCES., Chaiham foilows a paﬁ"cm seen in mauy other
souiheaﬂm 1 Massachuselts towns, where the doctmentation Qf b‘umdmg stiuctures far surpasses ‘that
of post-contact penod archaeological dcpos;ts The MIIC files for Chathani include more thar {; ;000
instonchuﬂdmgs ateas; burial grounds, stroctures,and objects Someofthcsmccoxded Instorlc resotices

‘e’ grouped info’ local and National Register historic distticts while others are li listed 1ndtv1dudlly Vitike -

reeorded amﬂaeolngical sites,. tiventoried sianchﬂg structures are located iy all scctlons of town.
Cnmpic{ed Area Forms documem the hlstouc uescrhbozhoncis of -

Chathampm‘t,

. N_O.ﬂt_h'Ciii;tham;
= Old Cliatham Village,
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» South Chatham, and
o West-Cliatham;

the cotridors surrounding:
» Bridge Sueet
©  Cedar Street,
s Champlain Road,
«  Crowell Road,
*  Old Hawbor Road,
= Old Queéen Anng Road,
= Seaview Strest,
+ Slote Road,
+  Stage Harbor Road, and
o West Main Street;

and the areag grovud:
«  Chatham Light Station,
« Marconi-RCA Wireless Recelving Stauon
«  Monomoy Point Lighthouse, .
'« North Beach, and
= Oyster Pond.

Five mdwtdual propetties are listed in the MHC's MACRIS d’ﬂabase as hwmg ¢ither pre-or post-
contact period 'uchacolagical qlgmﬁcauce although only ane corresponding archacological sife form
had been previously recorded. The inventory and area forms provided geographically specific post-
contact information and were also used to help construet the predietive-model for historic petiod
archaeological gites. Asa umup they represent a tremendous amouiit of effort focused on preserving
aboveground cultural resources in Chitham and 11111511 ate the potential for Chatham to contain a wide
vaviety of archaeological resourees,

Historie maps were also used to provide detafls about the past configuration of Chatbars, and to help
assess the relative age of undocumented historic period stivctures dnd [aiidscapes. Ch'uh'un is sontewhat
unique among the Cape’s towns in that one of the earliest Lumpeam visitors produced 4 fi gule showmq :
the Tacations of Native habnmion sites. Satnuel Champlam 5 16006 diamng of Port Forume identified
asthe Stag,e Harbor area of Chatham, has been used by historians 10 he p document European contact
with Native Americans-in the seventeenth centlr y. In Chatham, the map and account of Chamiplain’s
visit has been used to Identli*y the potetitial ]ouatmns of nine mahaw]oowal sites (19-BN 261-269).

Maps and atlases praduced from fand sirveys in the elghtcenth and nmeteenlh cuuluues were used to,
lielp reconstruct the historic developmml of the towi and ld'enufy posmble post-contact afchaeolo gical
sites and sensitive areas. The Barnstable Cotinty atlas mapy were particulasly useful for zdent]f'yma-
roads, stroctures; and industies i in the nineteenth wntm}f For example, the 1831 (Ha es} miap depicts
the locations of salt works and schools in Chatham, while late ninéteenth centur y atlases {e.g. Walker
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1880) identify landowrier naines zmd depict mclmdml buifdings in Chatham’s nelghamhoods These
detailed maps atlowed the PAL researchers to compare the present-day landscape of the towir with that
of the past, and to locate dreds that have been affected by modérn pencd aclmty

The Public Information Da}r in May 2007 provided members of the community with an opportunity to
fearn about the reconngissance survey, and allowed the PAL praject team to gather information abowt
potential archaeological resources in town. This event, combined with a summer children’s education
program at the CHSs. Aiwc:od House Museum, offered opportunities fo meét local residents who shared
information about the areas arotnd thieir own individual neighbmhoods

PAL staff also met with. Tutm Purdy, an. architectural historian who was completing a local survey
project Tor standing structures in Chatham, Ms. Purdy shared information about docurpentary, oral,
and cartographic reséareh sources and identified several potential post-contact period aichazological
fes0uICes,

Swimmaty of Reconmaissance Fieldwork

The field. suryey was Lompleted in sever ai stages; bcgnmmw with a piehmnww duvc over of ﬂ]t, entive
towiy during the Phase I portion-of the project, . One goal of th]& actmty was to exaiming the range.of
existing conditions within each of the geographic sehsitivity zones, and to' become farailiar with the
various ]ocalas wi thm (,haﬂlam The 1mhai heid snwey wws a%go ciemgneci to chenk on thc condmon ot -
are. Ioca{ed on pl 1\!211:3 1 operiy, me no’e deﬁned by & speol Elc geo gﬁl &phw Iomhon OF can only be ﬂCCESSEd
tbloucrh private property; This-is pamu.ﬂaily true for sites located around. P}eaasmt Bay: emd f:hge
Harboy that are accessible only from private toadways located a distance from the shore “Theé suivey
‘acconiplished both poals, however, by samipling accsssible areas within esch-of the géosr aphlo zZones. .

The field swvey was used to help deférming the coridition of & numbcr of previously’ idcntrﬁed
‘archaeological sites, as: we:li as.to check on sites, that were susPecteci to have been dustzoyed and/or”
impagted by later development, erosion, o other processes, . The survey included a visit to the -
Mattsgtason. Purchase Site'io check on: the, current condition of the geseral avea. Smcc PAL staff -
conducted amhacoioglml investig ations at this site in the 1990s, the focations of specif“ ¢ excavation”
freas and features was known. ‘Th :e} genemi site area is'well known tolocal résideiits, some of Whom
wyere involved in the 19703 MAS excavations, the siteis 1elat1vely easy to atcess. The site v_'_ di
that there has been little ot no dlstuibaucc around the site boundaries and little change (6 the zcsademzal _
nexg,hboihood sumoundmﬂ {he site. '

As ﬂle projéct coiitinned, additional field surviey wasused 10 check o exlstmg condnrons atknownand
poiential sites that had been identified t‘mough archival 1esea;eh verify the prehmmal y archaeological -
sensitivity assessment, and revisit areas that had been targeted as ]‘ugh sensitivity diring the suivey,.

Generalized information coliected fromt “town histories and local residents who were. unsute. of the-
‘e\act locations of jotential resovirees were ’1180 checked where possible. to detemnne if theae wete any' -
sutficial indicators of archaeologieal d&pesus '
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This pOle]Oll of the survey included a driving/walkinig tour witlh Roa Nickerson, who provided on-site
identification of many known and potential archacological sites within all séctions of town. "This aetivity
was extremely pseful for the survey, M Nickerson also allowed aceess to the William Nickerson
Homestead Site and provided detailed information abeut the history of the Nickerson family in town,

Identified/Doctunented Aitcha_coibgicat Resoutces

The following section describes aichaeological site areas and/or deposits that were identified during
the course of the field survey, that were dacumented through archival research and/or informant
intervigvs, or that were updated with new or additional information. Chapter 7 includes a discussion
of newly identified/documented sifes by zone {ogether with the predictive model for archaeological
resources in that zone, Appendix Fincludes lists and maps of all pre-.and post-contact sites documented
or updated by PAL during the survey.

Many potential archaeological sites dating to the pre- and post-contact periods were suggested by written
local histary sources and/or historical maps and atlases, In many cases, infarmant interviews or field
survey provided additional locational data for sites that had been difficult to lacate through documentary
sources alone. New post—c,omact petiod sites were more -frequently identified through background
tesearch, especially given the numnber of' identified historic structures in town and the availability of:
nimerous wiitten h}stoncal tu«:ts

Pie-Cantact Siteg

"Orie of the goals of the reconnaissance strvey-was to try to collect more specific data on some of the
telau\m to.pre-cofitact archaeological sites identified by collectors. As discussed clsewhere, the majority
of Chatham’s tecorded pre-contdet sifes ate listed with no specific locational data and no record of the
types of artifact that were associated with these sites,

Fréd Dunford provided some additional data about Chathiam sites based on his familiar ity with some:
the region’s collectors, in particutar with Harwich resident Cleon Crowell. While Dr, Dunford did not
know Mr, Crowell while he was alive, he hag analyzed portions of the Crowell coi]ec‘imn archived at
the CCMNH and reviewed a copy of C rawell’s collection notebaok, also alchi

aiso notes that Crowell believed that the Muddy Creek was the gore ared 1‘01 the sachémship of the.
Monomoyzck Tube __ . - Dunford and

(Nickerson:

1981; Smith 1992), -

The current MEC site files

old MAS fles.and
No a.dd.it'imimi information was recorded with the site form except forain association with
cnﬁlecto Frank mep Based on the information: provided by DrDuiiford, a new sité demgnaied as.
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the Muddy Creel/V on

11 Collectors Ross Moffett and Frank Kremp were listed as the recorders. Mahlstedt inventoried
matenals from this site that were part of the Eric Farham collection, including a Neville Variant point,
a 'grotind stone adze, and a pendant. While the exact provenience of these materials is unknown, taken
together they suggest that the site area was utilized during the Middle Archaic Period (7500-5000 B.B.).

The '\’Im ri Island Shell Heqp Site (19~BN 3) was also 1ecoxdf:c§ Ihmugh areview of MAE site forms

a hmlse bm]t by E{uub'iu Ryde

Post-Contact Sites

Chatliam’s potential fo conitain past~contact period Native Ameucan sifes s considéred 16 bie generally:
high given the historieal documentation of Native people in the community throngh at ledst the mid-

87 PAL Report No. 2023




Resuls of the Reconpaissance S

_ (md 11oied ﬂld[ Rev Samuel Tleaf: Wag pald byﬂzc, Seciety
for the Propagation of the Gospel to oversee the education of Chathaim’s Native American residents as
well as several Native teachers (1992:103), '

meefing house appears to have served for several decades as a gathering place of Chatham’s Native
neaple, but Smith suggests that it was not standing long after 1730, the date of an apparent epidemic
that took the lwes of many of the Native people ';thI lmng in the ared. C‘nmo M. Joqeph Pame Smith

Ad(_hli()nﬁ]

Onie of the highlights of the fecornaissance survey was the recoprdation of the William Nickerson
Honiestead Site as an archacological resoiirée in Cliatham, As the town’s: first colonial resident,

Nickerson fgures prowminently in the history of Chatham and weds the progenitor of a long line of towa-
residents and historians. The location of the site was reported by Ron Nicketson, Chathiam resident and
vice presi of the Nickerson Family Association on the Assoclation’s grounds (Figure 6-1; see Figure

: T{'}Wﬂh]
Smith also- described this general Jocation as. the one that longtime residents atiributed o the first
colonial seftler { 1992.78179)., .

The William Nickerson Burial Ground located off A. Leonard Way has been recorded in the MHC’s
inventory files as an historic cemetery (CHA.815) and is the reported burial place of thé original Nickersoun
humiy niembers with the earfiest buriuls dating to 1689 The temetery is today boundcd by an enclosure.
and contains at least six shnc’lmﬂ head and. fomstanes (see section above, Figure 6»’3) The plaque
commemorating the! ceinetery notes that the site is the "ptobable burying place of William Nickerson,
his wife'Amne, and some of their children. Among the legible headstones within ﬁie plot at least olte
: n;mnuahns a membel of the Ryder family, also eaﬂy Chatham scttlers,

Lo(,al l]!SfO]IuS referto this site as “eraal Hill" ariet mdwatf, thatthe oiiginal 1-acu., parcel was boumded :
ath one side by a “lay way™ and was desizhated-asa buua] gmuad by William Nickerson before he died.
William’s daugliter, Sarah Covell, retained the tights tothe pr Op&l‘t}f after her father’s death and deeded
it to the town in the 17003, Smith’s (1992} description of the property written-in ‘the 19405 iricludes a
footnote that “the hay way mentioned has disappeared, and if traditional actounts are true, only g small
portion of the original acre lot has been fenced and preserved dmmg ﬂ}C last century.. The remainder
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has for years been cultivated by private individuals® (Smi"t'h.. 1992:94). Indeed, the cuirent cemetery
comprises a very smali area at the end of a cul-de-sac surrounded by modern residences (see Figure 6-
2). ' '

This cemetery appears (o be the same one described by Bartlett Basset as being located on his father’s
property at Ryder Cove. *Whei father bought the place there was a small gravey: ard, with a fence made
of salt work boards. We used to plow around there and never think notling about it.. Members of the
Ryder family were buried there. The property was sold twice after Father’s time. One ownertook the
stones out aiid put theny on the ground. The town made him pot them back. The fence went alt to
pieces. (Cape Codder 1948:1). This description sounds very similar to that offered by Smith, and
suggests that the stones in the plot should not be assumed to mark the original burials. Wlnk the
enclosed arca may well represent the enly seventeenth/ear]y-eighteenth- centu;y interment area, it is
considered likely that burials could be located anywheie in the vicinity in areas that have not been
disturbed by moder construction.

Anather area of likely post-contact period archaeclogical deposits is centered on the ou.qmal town
cemetery and First and Second Meeting fouse Site at the intersection of Old Queen Anne and George
Ryder roads (Figure 6-3). The demetery is divided into two plots: The older parcel is located on the
south side of 014 Queen Anne Road (and is recorded as CHA.805) and dates to approximately 1718.

The cemetery was expanded to the noith side of the road (CHA.804) in 1742, Many of the town’s early
colonial settlers are buried in these cemeteries, which are well maintained and kept frée of underbrush.
The south cemetery was created at the site of Chatham’s first meetinghouse, which was built in 1700-
1701 within or iminediately. adjacem to the grave sites. A description of this building appears on the
bronze plagque marking the site; “it was 22 feet square and 13 feet in the wall, with a pointed roof,
windows without glass, and two
sets of benches facing a srall
pulpit” (this description was taken
from Smith 1992:268).

The town’s second meetinghouse
was built.ii frofit of the north-
burying ground between 1729 and -
*1730. The new structure, built to
1eplace the first meetiighotse that
was in disrepair and too small to
house the growing. populaﬁou,
came at the same time Rev, Joseph
Lord took over the congregatiot, _
This structure was larger that the
first to accommodate the town’s . ‘ !
growiig population and ‘was  Figtiee 6-3. Photagraph of Old Queen Anné Road North Cemetery
repaired ‘and/or enlarged in 1773 (CHA.815) (PAL 2007).

and again in'1792 (Swith 1992;270- 271}, 1n 1802 the meeting house was desciibed as.being “in good
tepair” (Smith 1992:379). The secotid nieetinghouss was distitantled in 1830 and a new Congregational.
chureh was built on Main Strect at the Union Cemetery on the Harwich border (Knapton 1976).
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At feast two ministér’s homes were er: ected near the meetmghousm in the eighteenth century, T lie Rev,
Hugh Adams was called to Chiatham in 1711 and was given a 40-acte farmstead located “on the west
‘side of the cross road Jeading southerly from the old cémeteries and about 40 rods [660 ftj from the
mesting house which stood o1 (hie lot now forming the wulh part of the old cemigtéry (Simth 1992:172)..
Thie approximate Jocatioit of the Rev, Hugh Adams Farm Site on the west side-of George Ryder’s
Road has been identified as a potential archaeolegical site due in part t1o the lack of deva[opment along
this sechon ofthe madwa:; Since the exact location of the homestead is unknown, itignotclear if one
or inore elements of the farmstedd may have béen incorporated into mmore modern structures. Given
that there are no standing homes between Old Queen Ame Road and Thompsons Trace, the likelihood
that at Teast some elements of the farm have survived as sichaeological deposits is high,

Windmills provided the majorify of Chatham s eat ly power for grinding grain, sawing wood, snd pumping
watet into galtworks, The first mill erected in town appears to have been built in 1720 o
of the highest points in Chatham and well 1)051t1011&d {0 take. advantatfe of pcenn breezes, Tt is un}\nown
how long the mill staod, but it is not c.epwted on the 1831 (L Tales) map of Chatham (see Figure 5:6),
Somﬁ residential development hag oecurred in this aren, but the, existing 5 houses are not tightly spdced
aud it 15 considered possible that foundation remaing atid/or matetials sssodiated with thie constr ugtion
oruse of thie & Hcould still be presenton this fopoglapmc featisre, A windmill was
alsoin opuahon‘to the: SQuth of the millpond i northwestern Chathearn in, flie viginity af the present-day
- Dust Mlliel Lane. Julia Purdy reporfed this si : :
: _Esimth {1992 381) 1cportcd that a mil l,was bullt by Suneon Bea;se n 1795 in apaﬂi of

about the mill operation(s), that oceuirred i this part of town, although it is clea ffmm a mwew of tlie
historical map chr oriology that the string of simiall kettle ponds in this drea was at some pom@ cmmecied
probably to provide éither-power or waier for an industrial/commercial purpese: Additional resear ch
on the use of this part of town would be ewpected 1o pm\qde more de‘cailed 1and use hzstmy

Saltproduction figur e pmmmemly in thu toml 5 econ::rmy during the first haif ofthe ninetéenth century
and saltworks were lovated in vir tually ev ery coastat seetion of Chatham, The archaeological sur vival
of these. commuual opaatlons is lnmted by the, iact thyat they were located at of very near the coast, in -
ateas that iave often been subjected to erasion and modern construction, and the tse of wooden materials -
in'their construction, which generally do not survive the acidie New. En,g;,land soils and were often .
- reused elsewhere, The lodations.of the many nineteenih-century salfs Works appear oit histor] cai maps
of Chatham, makmb it possxble to tig identified archacological dapomts anci/m struetural remaing wih -
a particular company ar opmaﬁon The Bnoch Harditig Saft Works is one of the best documented -
saltworks in Chathani, and ar chaeologmal depcm s associated with its aperation may survive on Buek’s
Czeek in West Clhatham; The Haldmg salt works wer documented by the Historic Atiericai Bmidmg; :
Suivey (IIABS) 1111935 and 1936 and the iecoid for the sturvey. (HABS MA*I'?’?} includes ingastyed
dmwmgﬁ of V"lfs, pipes g fmd other eqmpme‘m tlmt was SUH extdnt af that time (hitp: //mmmry.lcrc: 26V).
Itis unknow n if ANy &lcmenla of this operation sur vive as the loeation has been mtenswel} deveioped :
However, mciutectmal histozlm Tuita E’mdy 111dwated that a rumber Qf piers are still visible in the
imarsh ares on Forest Beach to {he east of Forest Beagh Raad This aren conesponds iathe iclcailon of
the Kimb‘ill and Levi Eldridge Salt Works that were vecorded as part. of the. bnoch Harding
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documentation. If the visible picrs represent eleinents of the works, it is likely that additional
archacological deposits could survive in this area. Although it is unknown when this saltworks was in
operation, the HABS documentation indicates that it was in operation circa 1810,

Lighthouses and other aids-to-navigation have figured prominently in Chatham’s history and represent
an important archaeological context within the town. Many of the structures that were erected in
Chatham were either moved or lost to erosion and stornis, creating a patchwork of locations along the
eastern and southern shores over the eighteenth, nineteenth and twentietl centuries. One of the older
lighthouse structures is the Monomoy Point Lighthonse, first lighted in 1828, T he tower, a keeper’s
house and a generator house were restored in the 1980s and are listed on the National Register of
Historic Places. The structure was also docwmented in the 1930s as part of the Historic American
Engineering Record (HAER MA-62) project and the data collected at that time could be especially
useful for any archasological investigations (Figure 6-4). The lighthouse parcel has been designated as
an archaeological site as it has a high potential to contain deposits associated with the construction and

T:gure 64, Citca 1987 photograph of Monomoy Light and. Keeper’s Hpuse looking sontheast (Library of
Congress, Améerican Meniory Digital Colléction).
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use of the lighthouse during the dinéleenth century. Tt also represents one of the few areas within the
Nauset/Monomoy Zotie that has a high archacological sensitivity,

Sutmaty

The archival research, informant interviews and survey leldwork served two niain purposes: to identify
previously mnknown archaeological deposits in Chatham. and to collect the information nems%ry 0
create the final archasological sensitivity maps. The tasks completed during these postions of the
survey were successful in identifying previously unidacumented or under docurmented mchaeolngzc:al
sites in Chatléim, and represepla; wide range of activily aress and site types that characterize the town's
history. Chathain’s recorded hxsmry, paruwlzuiv the detailed research condicted b; Williami Smith,
provided a much of the data that was used to identify archaeological sites in fow, The survey’s suCcess
was dugin large part o the effotts of the CHC and CHS and Joeal restdents who also provided information
uged to recori alchaeol%aoal sites in town, The collective kupwledge and fnterest of these individuals

can be used in the future as avésoures to help zdmtxfy additional sites through the use of thie sensitivity

maps and amrlabia lor;al historical cantacts.

The data COlIﬁthd during the cotirse of the sutvey allovwed the prellmmm"y predictive statemuﬁs to be
~modified and refinéd fo reflect the most likely areas for pre- and post-contact archacological resourees
it be prcsem: This mfonnauon is présented i it Chapter 7 and Appendix A.
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CHAPTER SEVEN

ARCHAEOLOGICAL PREDICTIVE MODELS

In addition to collecting information about known archacological sites i1 Chatham, one 6f the primary
goals of the archaeological reconnaissance survey was to develop models to predict where unidentified
pre- and post-contact cultural resources may be expected within the town. These models were developed
using established eriteria for site types and locations, and were refined with project-specific environmental
and cuitural/historical information.

This chapter presents the aichaeological predictive models for pre-and post-contact resouzces within -

the town of Chatham, It is based on the results of the comprehensive dichival research, informant
interviews, and field survey, For each predictive niodel, information has been further caterorized and

presented within the geopolitical study zones described in Chapter 3. The archacological sensitivity -

maps are presented in Appendix A, and the uset’s guide for these maps appears in Appendix B of the
report.

Predictive Model for Pre-Contact Period Rcsbutces—

The predictive model has combined all of the collected resonrces with theoretical expectations applied
broadly ta the region, which indicate the clustering of pre-contact period sites in settings of highresource
“potential and the settlement of locations that satisfied adaptive eriteria specific to diffierent pre-comtact
time perlods, In general; the mode! relies upon regional and project-specific information to predict the
focation. of potential sites in Chatham., Data for the archaeological sensitivity niodel has also been
drawn from previous comprehensive studies completed in the Chathany/Pleasant Bay area (Dunford
1987; Seufert 1994) and similar town- wide reconnaissance surveys. clsewhere on the Cape (Donta et al.
1996) The mapped locations and desciiptions of all identified pre-contact sites arg presented in Appendix

F.

Only 9 of Chatham’s 61 previously recorded pre-contact Native American sites were identified by
professional archaeologists. The majority of the known sites in town were identified by avocitional
archacologists or collectors and were recorded in the state’s files on the basis of recovered artifacts,
sometimes from large collections that had been g gathered from iiany sites over maiy years. As a result, .
many of the recorded sites, ag lsted, do not provide detailed information abyout the location or the
content of the site,

rirofimental settings where
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.. i No
archacological sitesTiave been recorded across nmch'of Ch&tham_’_s interiororalong the quter c‘aa,stline,

The pattern of f fecotded artifact find spots as opposed to profeqqlonal}y m\resugatcd sites is common

the coastal communities of southeastern Massachusetts, Avocational archaeologists tusually favm exposed
coastal areas; pond shores, riverbanks, plawed fields, and oﬂlu dréas where pultural deposits can beconie

exposed on the. ground surface. Collectors often focus on large, visible sites or sites. that are well

known in local historical records, This pattern is particulazly true for Chatham, where the ov erwhelmmu

majority of identified sites are located near saltwater wuﬂands and embayments andfox, cspemally in

Soutl Chatham, inareas that were formerly agriculfural fields and pasture:

The reconnaissance survey collected limited additional, site-specific. information about archasological
resouees located in thése areas, but also identified several new pre-gonfact sites in areas that had not
previousty been known to contain these. dpposﬁs In addatlon to supporting the eivironmental predmtwe
model, these sites pr ovide Rurther documentation of pre-contact pezmd Native American land use patterns
across the. entire town and in a nimbei of different ecozones,

The pmcilciwe model for pre- contacipeﬂocilesoune& is paﬂmlly dependent ol p;emous axehﬁeoloorca} :
tesearch and is based o1 a primary assumption: that setflement. patteris seen at kitown sites in Clatharii
and elseyhere in the region sre sufficient to prediot where vmknown sites of snmiax size, forni, and -
function are located within the town.. A1l of the recorded site type and Jocaticnal ddld were usid (o ht.lp
~refine-the predictive model. The predictive statements for pre- oontaui pemoci ar&haeofogmal sités are
fisted by zone below. '

Pleasant B ay/ Chathamport/ Mot 'Chﬁﬁmm,Zdne

'The”Bl'ea‘sﬁni.Bay Zone encompasses the northern séetion of '_C.hatﬁan{ éh,d 2

Bt si 7sequent confrolled e\cava’tmns Wﬂhm pmhons ot the site have pmvldf:d deiai od locatl onal amd
’tampm_fil. data im this area (see balo_\w),

, Mozm eccmly :dmﬁf ed Sstw i the lesam Bay zonu are ]cc&tr:d in 'mdfov Tear some‘fmmel 'woca,tlona] '
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o Lt . | Agtifacts collected fromp =
dated 1o the Late Archajc Period, while thefg coritained partia 1y intact features and artifact
deposits that were dateable to the Late Woodlaid Period

Half of the sites in Chatham that have been 1demzfied or m\res‘mgaf ad by C‘RM i chaﬁolcgmts art
m the Pleagant Bay Zone, ' ' =

: Thebe Sltes dDGument the use of the
neat<iiterior wetland marging aud indicate that despite modérn devéloprient, intact drcliacological
deposits are likely present around other wetland margins in the Pleasant Bay Zone

The existing site file database for ﬂm zone indicates a clear

collector preference for the cosstal margins
of Pleasant Bay, .

2150 appear to have been favored coller,.tlon areas, although the
majeiity of the avocational &‘{CEW’!%IOL] it this area occ;urred onjl _ In
contrast, no avocational/collector sites have been 1clenuiled aiong Chatham’s eastem manﬁand shm‘e
between Aller Poliit and Aunt Lydia’s Cove, eveti though this atea passesses many of the game
envirohinental \fauab}es Uniike the pxotccted coves however, sections 6f Chatham’s eastern shoreline
have been duecﬂy exposed 1o the Atlantm Ocean in the past, The sluftmg nature of the Nauset barrier
beach, and the movement of breach openings over the past several millennia have resulted in a much
less stable shorefine in this dres than in the Pleasant B ay‘esﬁaary._

This zone. also contains the. M'itiaquason Purchase Site, a contact period Native American habitation
area 1hat was partially exnavated by MAS inembers and later, documented as part of a PAT CRM survey:
(Eteson et al, 1978; Schafer and Herbster 2003), The results of controlled excavam{)n and .analysis at
this site make it pethaps the most thoraughly documented archaeol%;ca? site.in Chatham to date, with
cultm al depeosits that span the Middle AlChaiC through contact periods (7500-450 B.P.}. Although this
site a1 ea-and those smxoundmﬁ fa0c located vmy close to the Central Zone. bmmda.ty the
presence of saltwater resources in pwmmlty Ko} Na‘uve Amm icaactivity areas restlied in their umlusmn
in the Pleasant Bay Zone. The repeated use of the Ma‘ctaquason Pur chase Site overa period that spans
neatly 7, 000 vears | mdacaic,s the overall stability of the envumu"ncni in this zone and the avadabthty of’
resources such as fresh water, dry and Jevel dand, and 4 varicty of plant and animal species.

The présence of a- dtstmct Cantact Peuod occupa‘;mn 4t the Mattaquason Purchase Site also ndicates.
that Natwe pempit wers intéracting with Huropeans eithier through occasional trade of niore ﬁequem .
contact in the 1600s, This contact is documented in many of the fown’s hlStOIlC‘ﬂ records, which
desciibe the fmundulg Nickerson family’s connections with Chatham's Native American mhabnanis. B
Regional studies (Dunford 1987} H’.ldILatB that the Pleasant Bay aréa was a core, of Native Ameucan-\
sétilement and activity wlen Eut Opean:, first aviived oi the Cajpe, and the 1dcntiﬁcaimu of other contact
period sites in the nelghboring towns.of Harwich and Brewster vuwﬂeqts ‘chc likelihood fhat addifional
contact peuod sifes. {:ould be 1ocaled in the Pleasant Bay Zone.
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marily residential areas
that have not been extensively developed and contain argas of open and unbuilt land (Figare 7-1).
These areas aré considered to
have high potential to.contain pre-
contact archasclogical deposits
dating fiom the Middie Archaic
through Late Woodiand periods.
Archaeological sites could also be
expected B

Expecled site types could range
from large, sennpaunanent
habnation and burial areas to
TGI]’IPOIHI}’ 1'esmuce

Figiite 71, Photograph of Scapine Road arealooking notthnvest actoss
Ryders Cove,

easant Bay

from thc Archaic through Woodland: permds “based on his analysis of collections mn the,

IMunford, personal communication 2008),

Moderale sensitivity arcas are lecaf;cd ata greater distance to salt or [reshwater wetlands and in areas
near coastal resources that hav& been miore intensively developed, The Pleasant Ba,y zone does-not
curfcnﬂv confain- any Ingh densﬂy moderh subdivisions, and a review of the town’s GIS real estate
maps indicates. a pattern of fairly well- SpdGLd nifodesn: honie umslruct;on it area$ such ag Seaping
Road/Woodtand Way neighborbood. Othm areas of noderate scnsl’fmty include the Eastward Ho golf
course area, While the grotmds of'the coursg have been. altered aver nearly & cenfury of use; itis likely
that some areas along the shorahne could contam mtdct ot partially intact mchaeoiogloal dcposns

Low sens1tw:ty areas are: Hmited to miarshes and other inimdated wetlaid aieas, small areas ‘of
concentrated modern development and in riewly formed slioreline ateas that consist only of redeposited
soils and/or dunes that have beer: formed in the modern period.

While: not Specxﬁc&lly included in the archaeological sensitivity maps, sections of Clntham 5 Hear-

shore’ shallows also have the potentlal o confain pre-contact peuod resoutces. A newspapm article
from 1948 mcludes recolléctions by Chatham resident Bartlett Bassett, who described liarvesting peat.
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withs ijs father in R}dcls Cove. B’l«iscit noted that 5 feet below the ground surface, mih inupdated
areas, he ‘saw the remaing of *cedar trées twao feet in diameter” (Cépe Codder 19&8) This reference
suppotts the environmerital history ofthe Pléasant Bay aréa and indicates that prior (o the stabilization
of ocean levels; portions of the bay may have been dry or seasonally wet, rather than conipletely fnundated.
These areas, if once dry, may have been utilized by pre-contact Native Americans for habilation and/or
resource collection.

Central Chatham Zone

The Ceriteal Chatham Zone contains eight previously recorded pre-contact period sites. The lack of
previously reécorded. sites is due in large part to the preferenice of avocational collectors for eroded
vcoastal dreas wheie-cu ltural materials are more often exposed afid shellfish Imddem are oftent visible:

Two of ti il ®© 1dcnii11ed sites in.the Central Zone were identitied by avocational ar c!meolorfxsts but both
: mtcs area locaied ngar I:he boundmy wuh tle Pleasant Bay Zone and ir-proximity to oflier favored

etlands that were "

near the edpes of feshwater

also close to saltwater/estuarine resource areas,

‘The Central Zone is deﬁned primanily by a lack of saltwater resources, and includes the sections of
Chatharn that do not contain shorefront areas. This desigriation does not mean that the Central Zone. .
was unattractive o Native inhabitants; on the contrary profected interior hills and terraces, fwshvvatcl'
. ponds and streams, and woodlands all would have supported Chiatham’s pre-contact pe; iod popt tations..
Aschacolggical research in otler sections of Cape Cod has docnmented fresh water kettle ponds as
focal points for Native American activity aud habitation, so itis likely that these resolrees were atilized
in Chatliam as well. The identifteation of two sités in the Central Zone in"pr Ommiy 6 keftle ponds
provides support for this predictive mc:dcl

The five t)th‘ejr rec‘brdeéi.pre—contact sites ini this zope were identified during a professional CRM survey
All four sites consist of lthic materisl find
spots, suggesting that they may have finictioned as act mty areas rather than large-scale habitation sites,
Like e avocational sites deseribed above, these find spots. docuinent the use of Chatham’s intertor
aréas by Native Americans in the pre-corlact period and the reliance on wetland networks within all
. sectton% of town,

Ta date, norie of the sites récor: ded in the Central Zone have beet connedted 1o specifi ¢ teimporal perd od(s}
or site se typs through the identification of dtagnostw artxfacte o features.- Additional site information
from extant avocational colféctions or professional afchacological fnvesti gairons would be extremely
helpful, and could help fo clarify land use patierns iit Chatham. Based ondatd collected elsewhere on
the Cape, pxc:«coutact period sifes in Chatham’s mfu;m could’ range taom ﬂle Early AECL&IC iuough
Late Woodland penod’;

Expected site types would generally follow the patternseen at other mtes inthe Cape’s mterim $mall
moderately: sized campsites nsed for fesatree collegtion and pmccssmg activities and for: seasonal -
‘habitation, Larger sites could also b present anng o Subsr"mtzai year-round wetland marging and

along the larger pond shorélines; and near the boundary with the Pleasant Bayand Soiith Chatham ZONE -
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boundaries; Sinee access to coastal areas fron any part of Chatham would have been over d relatively
short distarice, there is po redson to believe that people relied ex clusively orsong type of mscurce over
cmoihet :

Arens of highest sensitivity aré located within: 150 n1of natural wetlands, including ponds, vernal pools:
- and other seasonal wetland areas.and in aveas that have not been extenswely disturbed by either historic
or modern per fod a(,tr\?ltles, The drea associated with h Mill Pond; {ocated near Chathan1’s nor thwestern
border, likely inclades some wetland areas that have been modified in the past fo create water power
While this area certainly contained a ﬁf:shwater weﬂaud during the pre-contact peri iod, the boundaries
of the pond itself appeat to have changed over the post-contact period as the natural wetland was
damined and charineled (see diseussion in post- ~contact penod predictivemodel, below). Several of the
wetlands in the central zone have been modified for nse as eranberty bogs; these areas may also imre a-
slightly lower sensitivity and miay be less Hkely to contain fntact soils along the wetland margins.

Moderate sensitivity argas-are lecated at a fagther distance to fresh water i sections. of the interior that
have not begn mtemwe{y disturbed or develeped. These include several latge woodlaid areas 1o the
southwest and west of Goose Pnnd “in the friangular pmcel of conservation Jaid bounded by Qu&.en.
Anneé, Old Comars, and Tr aining. Tield roads and the ared southiwest of Schoctlhcmsu Pond Areas of
moderate sensitivity are Jocated close to wetland resovrces but in sections Qf Tcmn that have been mote .
extensively developed in the historic and modent periods, mcludmg the main village diei in North
Chathan; -l of Chatliam's Main Stréet hei ghbmhood and the wlau’ve}y hlgh densat}' residential
subdivision area Bonnded by Muddy Cz eek, Oid Quicen Anise Road, anc{ T aining Field Road.

- Low sensmvxty areas "tra conhned pnm'miy ta aveds of open water or permanent wetlands, and to.large
and/or contignous. s,rt.as where gwund disturbance has been exfensive. Amumberofthese Tow sensitivity
arens’ are Inc.atec{ in Chaiham 5 ;11&:1101 and moludc the munwzpal alrpmt piopmy, giavel pits and.

“duinps in the marthwestm 1 section of towi, the town s sewage disposal facility, and the developed area
around Comimerce Park North Road.

Seuth é.imﬂmm/-Staae Haf‘&mr/ Ci_mt?hamfﬁarbaf Zone.

The E;ouih Chatham Zone contains many ofthie same favorable environmenitel varfablesas g PlL‘]bE}Ht
Bay Zoné and eonsequcntly contains almost%he same mimber of pxekusiy identified pre-contact period
sites. Collectors Frank Kremp: and ater Ray Seamanb J I were Lesponszbh, for the identification-of -
many of the sites in this zone, inchilding fhe. inst nmc sites wu:uded in Bams‘mb§c Coumy (19 BN
tlirougt -9) by Kremp, Avocétional mclﬁeolb 7ist it

Late Woodland Period deposits ot

<s1t<~:s were recorded without a listing of recovered artifacts, theyare mostly ass0c6} tcd mth shell m; dden

dep@sxis that are usuall ¥ considmed indicative of the Woadland Period (3000-450 B. )i Late Woodiand'
Period projectiles and pottely ‘collected from séveral of these sites indicate that they pmbably date 0
this peuod '
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by collectors as well as archaeologists from the R.S: Peabody Museum in Andover, Massachusetts.

he Doane Farm has also been inventoried as a histotic structure (CHAL555).

_ : __ The rerains werd veinoved from the
d1spIav after 1979 and i in’ }998 were nansiencd to the Mll rialy
Massachusatts Conimission of Indxan Affasrs ' :

_ Détails about this site are Hmited fo & report that constr uctzon

: da bunal under a charcoal and shell feature while digging a foundation, and that the

remains were later reburied. A 1989 site visit by MHC and Cape Cod Museum of Natural History

archasologists did not identify any physical evidence of the site nor any additional information about
the possible reburat location (MH(‘ site form),

Nine recorded sites in the South Chatham Zone (19-BN-261 through -269) were identified in the 1970s
by, qvocatzcwai archaeologist Artlhur Vantango]x based’- on his close '1E:adm;3 of' Samue] Clmm Llam s
recorded 16{}6 voyage aroiind Chatham’s shiores; | . - :
I were not identified through any physical remains of aififacts but by a reconat;ucie -nap that
Champlain and his crew repoitedly made of Native Amulcau vﬂldgﬁs As such, the site focations are
very general and are based on Mt Vantangoh s comparison of historic and modern 1andscape features -
and shoreline configurations. T hese sites would presumabiy date to'1he Late Wood]and andfor conlact _
pf:uod and would have been occupied in early seventeenth cemury

Several othe pre—901lt*t__ct penod qltes Wme documen’fed by ‘the saie avocational collectors who
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identified cultural materials. While Seamans’ collection could not be tied to this particular site, af least
ane Middle Archaic Period (7500-50600 B. P.) Neville-Variant projectile is associated with this area.
Seamans I, also identific s anotlierfrequent collection area, mdlcanng: _
the overall high. sensitivity of the wetland hetworks along Chatham’s south shore.

To date, no pre-contact sites in the South Chatham Zoue have been identified through professional ot
systematic archaeological survey, The large numiber of identified sites in-this zone and the lack of
detailed Jovational or temporal information forvirtually évery one of these sites represent a large v esearch
gap wifhin Chatham’s archacological database. This is especially trie given the mumber of réporied
huian burial features identified in {he southern portion of town: in areas where new constiuction has
occurred in the past. |

The distribution of kndwn sites in the South Chatham Zone | is iehiwelv wxdespxead across the aréa
with representative sites or artifact find spots around almost all of the coastal weilands. Exceptions
inelude the Mitchelt River/Mill Pond area near the eastern, shoze and the Red River aiea at the towi's

ouihwesiem bounda;y These two areas cou?ci be e\peuted 10’ contain the same types and c[ensﬁic.s of
P e~contaci sites as those identified at othe; ar eas in the Soutli Chatliam Zone.

Whﬂc sections of ‘thc southemn shoze have bcen densely’ seltled withinor ‘ganized restdential atéas; tkf:m
are still 1ela21v€iy large areas of undeveloped land on Stage Neck, Qultnesset Oyster Pond; and Tom's -
Neck areds as well as berween the shoreling and Main Street. Morris and Stage islaids are also vonsidered
.10 ha\fa ai overall high sensilmly because of the 1elat1\ elv d1spe: sgd modem tesidcnha} cfave{opmf:nt

swel}asm' the wetland mateins where ¢o stmb]_ﬁqn is less ﬁke!y {0 oCeur..

Expected site types could range from Jurge, sumpemnmentimbﬁancn and burial azeas o small, temporary .
resouree collections of processing areas. Shell midden dfﬁpﬂsﬁb wotld be expécted anywhere i in proximity
to the shoreling and aiong all of the coastal ponds and streams

Moderate qensztwﬂy areas are quatsd at a greater distance to salt oz freshwater wetlands apd § i RICAS
near co&stai Jewmces tha’f Tave been moie. mimswely developed

Low. sensltmty areas are limited fo l‘l”iEILShES and. othm innndated 'weﬂand dredis, small areas ﬂf
concentrated: modcm development and in newty formed slmzeium areas that consist only of rédeposited
sands.

Nauset and Monomoy Zonic

To date; no pre-contact pumd mchae@logmaﬁ sﬂ:cs haw: beeni récorded in the MHC tntc: files. for the.
Nauset and Monomoy Zoite, Tlis zone fepresents a unique sefting for thetown, one that is characterized.
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bya dynamic environmeit formed inlavge part during the modem period and under going near-constant
charige. The landforms that today represent Nauset Beach and Monomoy-Island woul 1d net have been.
present; in their cusrent configuration, diring mest if not all of the pre-contact period (see Chapter 3).,
Aecording to Duiiford (1987), the Nauset barrier began to form sometime after 6000 B.P. Even after
the bartiers were in place, they continued to be atfected by wave aud wind erosion and deposifion that
resulted in the imovement both east-west and north-sonth of both Jandforms.. Today, the movement of
Nauset Beach and Menomoy Island is vigible- in amatter of days or weeks breaches oceu, shoreline is
lost, and passages to both the mainland and the Atlantic Ocean ave opened.and closed. These areas are
formed almost exclusively on dune sand rather thai glacial soils that have developed over the past
12,000-10,000 years,

The combined environimental data and documented fand use for the Nauset and Menomoy zone indicatés
that it is unlikely that pre-contact cuchawlmgmal sites are present i either aréa. The Nauset barrier
beach is a relatively recent formation and any evidence of land use over the past S00-600 years has
likely been eroded and/or redeposited elsewhere, Asa result this entive area is assessed as having a low
sensitivity for pre-contact period archagological resources.

Monomioy Island is also subject to extreme processes of erosion and deposltmn especially aeross the
northern portion of the island. The southern portion of the islanid, however, contairis more stable resource
areas, including Big and Little Station ponds and the embayment known as Powder Hole. While these
features are unhkc:ly to bave been present duyt ing the entire pre-contact period, they may have existed,
in some form, during the later millennia of the pre-contact period and could have been utilized as neat-

-

- shore resource areas by Native: Amiericans, “While’ the overall pre-contact archaeological sensmv:ty of
Monomoy ls]dnd is consider ed to be low, smiall areas of moderate sensitivity are- Iocated on htglzu.
grotnd 1 in proximity to f:he wet]ands ne&r Monomoy Pomf

Summary of Pre-contact Sensitivity Model

In general, Chatham cotitains extremely favorable environmental variables for pre-contact si{g foeation..
The diversity and abundanice of wetlarids in-edch of the mainland gea'politioal' zones combined with
overall sandy, well-drained soils indicates ‘that significant sites wuid be located in almost any
microenvironmental setting. P‘vmy recorded pre-contact site is located in proximity 1 a fresh and/or
salivaterwetland, While the méjor ity of the recorded sites are located at or near the protected northern
Pleasaiit Bay and southern shorelines, pre-contact sites have also been identified at near-interior streams,
streams, swamps, Keftle ponds, and other wetland margins indicating that the full range of wetland
resources in Chatham were utilized throughout the pr e-contact period. Expected sites could range frori
small, temiporary c:unpsxtas and resotrce collection areas 16 largs, semipermanent habgtatmn and
ceremonial areas. Given the mlaﬂvdy casy access from coastal locations o the near-interior, Native:
Americais probably ‘utﬂ!?ed the entire’ speetrivm of available resources and moved seasomiiy throughout
the entire iown. '

The temporal range of sites within Chathdm is expected to span nearly all of the pre-Contact penodg
roughly 10,000 B.P. through the emlv seventeenth century. To date, Palestndian or Eatly Archaic sites
dating to the earliest periods of humau habitation i New England (12,000- 7500 B.P.) have tiot been
identified in Chathani, Long-term changes in envnonmen’ml condmons, erosion and depvsztmn and
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poor preservation all comtribute fo the lack of early sites along the Cape’s outer shoreline. Limited
information avail fable from otber sections of the Cape indicates that if present, sites dating to these
periods would most likely be located along rivers and streams that flow froni the interior 0 the coast.
In Chatham, the Red River and Muddy Cieek may-once have supperted the types of environments
favored by Early Archate inhabitants.

Sites. dating to. the Middle, Late, and Transitional Archaic Periods {7500:2500 B.P.) have all been
identified in Chatham through the presence of dlacnﬂstm artifacts and. features. The available
archaeological 111f01mat1011 suggests that sifes may have been reuiilized over nultiple periads, possibly
to také advan’ragﬁ: of tesoueces sueh as fresh watér or shellfi sh beds

To. date, sites dating to.the Woodland ad/or contact periods (3000-450 B.P.) are the most common in
Chigthany, Neatly one-thivd of the previously identified sites in Chatham ave recorded as either Woodland
or contact period sites or contain Woodl;md/n,omam period deposits in addition to materials dating to
carlier pariods, While the majority of thege sites have been identified on the basis of diagnostic artificts
including shell midden deposits or ﬂuough ethnohistaric iesearch, the avocational and pmfesmmnai
excavations cnn&ucteci at the Mattaquason Purchase Site. pr! avide i unpcn ot cietmls abuotit iand use patterig
during 4 this period in Chatham,

The MHC ’chhaeoiegmal Tiles foy Chatham. also indicate that at least six siies contain Jknown 01
Lepmtcd hmnan wmams 111d1<:at131g {hcn useas celcmmmai bunal ssies In each case the huma;:raem'uns

(in the case of acmdenfal d1scovely dunng lf:Cﬁ:]Ji comnucnon and under the authorlty of iim;
' Massachusettq Unmarked Burial Law) or in the case of burials found in the past and reported in {geal
“papers the lovation of any rem ains is unlaown, Regmd ess of the method of identi ﬁcatmu, the presénce
of nmnerousxepm{ed Natiye Alnerican ‘burial sites in Chathan’s northern, southez 11, and eastetn sections -

fidicates. the overall hkehhaod that additional burials could be present i1 arc:haeoiomcaﬂy sensitive

areas, -1 general Areas with 4 hlg,h {o moderate seugitmty for pre-cuntact pemd alchaeolog;zcal sxtea
- would also have the p{}tentlal to coitain vamarked human birials,

The information about pm»c{unaci sites gathéred during the 1econnasssanc€ SUrvey prowdes addlfIOi}&I_
documentation of the tise of Chatham from the. Archam" hro _gh Late Woodland periods, The survey
resuifs alsa support the p;ecimuve modei that Nat ! s emmswely atilized {he noﬂhem and
southerf shmehnea as-well as estummumad T165§1%?\’Ell€f weﬂmds The number and-ldgation. of
: mchaco[og,wal sites suggests that aiéas that hive not bam mlensweiy developed in the model 11 perfod
may contain tndisturbed or msmmal!y drstmbed gites tliat ware credted thougands of years aga

Predictive "’Mﬁdél_‘:fPosﬂCbntact Aicliacoldgiéa} Sites-

The sensitivity agsessmeﬁt for post»conta,ct peried awhaeo]ogmal sma's m Chatham relies pumauly on
doctimentary and cartogr dphm materials, with a secondary emphasig on. envn*onmeni&i aimbutts and
features. Local historical references, histotic maps, and curtent towi stieetniaps were. the most useftl
tols for guiding the ﬁe ld survey and generating stalements about the location and types of historical
pmad sites within various sections of Chatham: Enfemmut mtewwws pr ovided an extr emely iniportant
source of mlom‘:'ttmn and in many cases bndg,ed the gap in the written mcmd or-clarified conflicting
historical accounts.
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Predictive eriterja developed in reglonal réconnaissance surveys, suel as those on Cape Cod (Holmes
et al, 1997) and in other southeastern Massachusétts towns (Binzen et.al. 1998: Donta et-al, 1996;
Herbster and Cherau 2000; Mulhelland et al. 1998) was used to suggest hkuiy locations for post-
contact archagological resources not specifically identified in histor ical texts or on availabile historical
petiod maps,

This general predictive scheme assures that some environmental atributes and aspects of the cultural
landscape can be used to locate ﬁmctlonal categories of sites, including those relating to the specific
research contexts dewioped for the swrvey, In partwular these contexts related to the Host-cantact
period Native American comnunifies, agricultural activities, marifime and land-based industries,
religious and civic organizations, n‘n]ztaly activities, tourism/resort davalopment and transportation
and communication (see Chapter 3 fora more detailed discussion of these topics).

These research themes, together with seitlement and residential resource gtmzpmcrs have been developed
to move fully understand post-contact period development at the town-wide and regional levels. Thematic
research, coupled withdnformation about temporal periods (e.g,, contact, Colonial, Induatml Modein) -
pmwdx,s a comprehensive way to predict and interpret post-contact an c:haaolagmal resources,

The history of land use and sett]ament in Chatham is 1ep1eqented by an extremely rmh and diverse
resonrce database. Although Native Ameticar land se patterns in the post-contact period are not well
known, 1:116 Euro-American history 6f the Chatham is well-documented, particularly with regard fo the
varions geogz aphic areas that make up the tow,

Chatham’s historic ar chifectural resoutces are extremely well- docunented. More than 1,000 buildings
and stmctures, 15 burial g goundr; 19 ijLC[S and 25 areas have been inventoried and aie listed in the
MHC files (MACRIS database), Five aréas and imore thain 250 individual properties have been determined
eligible for or listed in the National Register of Historte Places, In sharp contiast, Chatham’s recorded
post-contact archacological database is 1epxese;1tcd by five sites; two of which are shtpwwuks (see
Appendix F).

The survey had two goals with mapect to post-contact pet] iod arclia¢ological resources. The first wasto
-document and record new archaeological sites intown through the combined efforts of archival research
and field survey. The second goal was to de\falop a predietive model amund the types of post-contact
resotrees that could be expected to be present, Rather ﬂlan attenipt to list cvery potentzai sife, object,.
bw,ial g ound and struchwe that fuay have been | pr esent over the last four centur ies, the model relied on
broader geogiaphic and historic confexts to bitild a framework for futufe post-contact site identification.
Jn this way, specific archaeological Iesources can bf: anhmpa‘u:d as szte spemﬁc data bﬂuomes &vmldb]e

The predictive statéments for post-contact period gites are listed by zone below.
?ieas ant Bay / Chathampéf t] Narth Chitha:ni’fzcﬁe
The Native. Amcncaﬂ mhabﬂants e;)f Chatham contifwied to lwe in thie area well afterthe first pennauent

Euro:American settlers establish ed the ?iynwut vand Massachuse‘tf; Bay colonigs.- Based onthe presence
of several Late Woodland Period sites in the Pleasant. Bay zone, it is likely that (ke Same- tich estuarine
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resotirces that had sustained the prescantact populations continued to e utilized by Native people in
the sixteenth 'and seventeerith centuries (Dunford 2001, The Mattaquason Purchase Site is one of the
few professionally excavated archacological deposits in Chatham and coftains deposits that span the
Late. Woodland and contact periods, providing clear evidence. fliat Native Amcrlcdns were occupyitig
thelr traditional homelands after ﬂ]ﬁ period of European contact.

The death i ]62’? of the Tndian guide known ag Tisquazﬁum ar Squa
ocerired on a Pilgrim vessel anchored in Pleasant de '

ckerson 1981). While it 1s un]
any archaeological investigation could connect any mdmdual burial site to a pamculm persoi, the
oontmued reférence to Squanto’s Grave as a specifie: location the Pleasant Bay arca suggests that it hasg
seme oumu in fact..

‘Based on nuinerous town hmtorlcs the: Plcasant Bay area washoine to 4 lar gaNa‘uvc Anierican popuiatmn .
at the tinie of William Nickerson's aulval Based on the. 1dent1ncauon of Late Woodland. Period sites
within this section of town; itis hk\ely that. addltaona amh‘xeaimzcal deposits
assuciated with the em}y post—contact period could be expected in this zone.. Some of Chaiham oldest
houses are, Iocated it thisarea, mdny of Whmh were erceted Without eellars or undezgl ound u’mht}es Ay
modern period imiprovements have, been made or as old homes Have been replaced by new anes, many
archaeological sitgs hiave beén :dennﬁed cimmg construeuﬂn ‘Even small areas of relatwaly intget and/’
0f luldtstmbed gxouncl have the. potenﬂal 1o contain ar Lhaeologacai c{eposzls associated with contget
_ Permd aud Posl—(,ontact Peuod Nahve Amea fean, iand usa Thzs wouid nwlude the \Iorth C 1aﬂ1am‘

sprff:ad it

' The Rydexs Cow:.f Cl ew s Pond sectwn nf ch alham 18 documented a8 the fh stpelmanem E‘{IIO"AIBSUG&JI

sachem Mattaqu on énd-lns 50

quickly exparided and a number of prominent Elgl‘{tSC‘,]lﬂl*Cblli}.li’y’ coiomal fanuhes (s g Ry dér, Hawes,
Eldredge, Co\fell) also settled here,

The Nickerson’s Neck area has been utzhzed for a wide variety of commercial and mili hw PUrpOsEs:
over the last 150 years. Tl he tip of the neel was known as Jesse’s Foily” befare the N'wal An Station -
was built there, nared for Iessc Nickerson 'who operated 4 saltﬂmGs and shlgbmidmg opeiation ithe
nmeteenth century (Fi gme 7-2). W, Sears Nickerson, recalled piaymg in the ruins of tlie saltworks when
he was achild (in the ¢ late: 1800«,) Many othex saltworks wére located on the Neck in the early mnetu_nth
century, as indicated in the 1831 (Hales) miap, aixd evidence of lhi:smvozks ineluding wooden supports,
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ko : 2 A I R
Figure 7-2. Cirea 1935 photograph entitled “Jesse Nickesson’s Salt Wotks; Chatham,™
Astlnir C. Haskell, photogtaphet (Library of Congress, Ametican Memory Digital
Collection}.
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Chapter 9 even,

vats, and windmill bases could be expected along and near the shoreline in these: mapped focations, -
Jesse Nickérson's operation failed when fmpotted salt began to replace locally produced sea salt; and
the decline i the hshm& industry left matitime trades with litfle new work. Nickerson's works were
reportedly the fast in operation n Chathatiiand closed in 1886 {Town of Chatham 1921; :54). The name
“folly™ carried over the Navy’s ocoupation; W, Sesrs Nickerson reported that the plar to launch sea
planes from this site was flawed by the strong currents and tides in this part of town (Nickerson 1981),

The. amhaaoiomcal 111£es~mtv of the (Lhdth'un Country Club/Eastward Ho golf course atea:on Nickerson
Neck isunkiown, The construction and demolition of the massive Hotel Chatham followed by the
congruetion of the goif conrse links has undoub{ﬁdly altcled significant portions of the propexty.
However; modifications along the shoreling itseff and awayﬁ omn the fairways and greens may be minimal
1o modetate and it is possible that evidence of the earlier use of this area could survive, hi'addition fo

The North' Chatham and Old Hazbm sections of Chathém alse contained tiumerous. saltwmks in ihe
early mncteenth century, and shoreling areas that have not been, s.lgmﬁcantly mcm!ed could be c»cpccicd
{0 contain remuants of vats, Wmdmilis andfor p;pmg 0ld Harbor functioned a3 the imain port of entry
ta Chatham forpatt of the nineteenth cmﬁuy and contalns many structores along the shoreline that date
to: this’ pmmd Numerous' lemdentiai strictures dating’ the. elghmenth and nineteentl eentuies '*we
been, mvantoned in both :areas mcludma the homes of soine of th&town 3 wali known Thavic :
ship captaing, As the ear e Noith Chatham area contained soitie 6f the earliér commerpial
institutions such |

Erosion : ‘_kcmg the easterit shove in North Chatham has been on_an ‘ongoiig problém’ that {5 closely”
agsociated with the movenent of Nausct Baac] ’\&'any of. the ougmai structures and’ espcmal]y wharf
and shcn eline nnpmvcments that weie once located in this area are. unhk&ly 1o hiave survived storm

- s ges and f allin gsand bluﬂs Arcas of du_haeoiomnai sensmvﬁy wou]ci be closely t1ed to mwnomneutal :

mod:hed f‘m mgdem \&hauf use, sur,:h as the 'Mummpak Fi%h P1e1 af 1he emd of Brll cln“t A.\feumafi H]SO ar‘e

cxpected 1o possess a Iow 'uchaaolonlc’li sensitivity:

Central Chatham Zope

ﬁl ' dte_lb:fi-sh‘,u-tur ;ci_ pOSle

depiess;ons or ievel teua 25 on the: old feotpunt Bv 1denca Gf‘ {Ire buueﬂ oxouud could nm]udc smail
unmatked fieldstones:set inio rows and/or a small stone walled enclosure. The presence of Euiopuan
trade goods 811d tladmonal Native Aferican stone tools mixed into artifact at;qemblages coulcl also be
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a good indicator for the site. [f any intdcl deposits from: tl}ls '\Itrucxuw or the use of the site as a schoot
and meeting-house remain, they would be considered to be especially significant for the documentation -
of C ]mham Native Amencaﬂ populahun

This zoné contains the original “town center” which was or ganized aroumd Chatliam’s first (wirea 1700)

and seco&d 111ect11‘1ff~houscs and nozth and south bulymg gmunds on Old Queen Arne Road (see Figuie

6-3% W hils thz‘: Tacale was lar m’:‘]y abaridotied: as a éivic pathering spot by the late elghtef:nth century,

for more than one hundred years it ser ed as fhe core of Chathain's colontal conmunity, Tn addition to
ie meefing-houses and ceneterios, P

The town’s militia uammg field i is located to the west at the area bourided by Old Comers, Old Queen
Anne, and Training Field roads, This parcel also contains the cirea 1765 smallpox cemetery set off
when an epidemic claimed the lives o 37 residents, including the town's miinister Samuel Lord. While
this site has been fdentified as a post~w11tact perloci cemetery (CHA.810) itis unknown if the boundaries
of the cemctu'y have been verified or if° any structures ot other actwmas that decrred at that 10c*11mn
cmﬁd contain assoua‘led amhaeoiogmai de Josﬁ:& '

Thc archaeological sensitivity o the ’\/Eccimg House area i5 commdmcd to be lugh given ﬂm relaimx
lack of post‘coniact penod developraent. The two cemetéry plotshave been mamtamed but it i nakhewn
how accutately the elirrent standmg head and footstories mark grave Jocations. Ar chacological daposﬁs ,
_assaciated with the two. erghteenth cenimy meetinghouses (nmludmg tlie Tater structire; which was
‘moved rather than dss;n&nﬂed or destrayed) could be expected immediately adjacent to the burial arca
int either cemetery, as well as along the outer marging of the plots and ad}acent to the eufrent madway

indxcatmm of other structures, sucl as the homesteads of the Revs, Adams and Lords, the towu pourd,

or the 101}01 ted windmill could also remain it the ateas located fo the norh, south; and west of the
cemeteries wliere there has: heén linsited’ deve%opment

The Central Zone also containg the Mill Pond Jocated along the Harwieli town boundary, This. area hias’
bedn identifi cd as the site of ihe BcafSC Wmdnnll -one e}emem of what may Have beena niulti-pus pase,
commercial coneern in this area, The present-day. Mill Popd represents a mampuiatcd form as this ares .
ougmally held threg smaller ponds, ilkeiy kettle. holas that at some point after 1858 were m eiged intoa’
large watet source. Although this area has under gone drama.tm aitel ations as a sand and gravsf ycud
there is still the po{emlal for archagologieal resources associated with mill operations and/or associated
remduﬁml setilemfmt i ihe areas surreuhdmg rthe pond’s shor dlne Remnat fealures sut:.h as spﬂlw&ys :
dams ot whael pits cowld bc pmscm‘ as could slements of the wmdmlll base: and or glmdmg stone that
may héve stoad on the smltmve$tetn sxde of the! sz)é

Reninanis of other Commiusity structures such as; schOoIs tdverns, and chu:cheq that ave docuimaitted in
written town histories and on historical niaps coutd Also he expected along the main roadway corridors,

including Mainn Street; Geor ge Ryder Road, and Old Qucen Anne Road Although many of the:
docum ented.ei ghteent 1ﬂand, mneteenﬂa—aenuuy commumty slructisres {cspecm"ily chiehes and schools)
have been moved or dismantled, their otiginal locations, ifstill relatively undeve]oped could be expected
10 contain archaeological deposits such ag celfat holes, foundations, and artitacts associated with group
actmt;e&
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The eastern boundary of the Central Zone is locgted along Main Street and inchudes the western half of
Chatham 'Vilié.ge (Figure 7-4)., This avea represents the 'i\xfeutietli_ century center of town 'a.nrd containg
the majority of the town's civic and educational structures. This area also fncludes many historic

struciures that date to the n 111cwenth ceitury. The“Old Village” Section of Chatham includes a nmber

of inventoried 1emdemm§ stroctures that ars also associated with the commescial operation of the town
and highlight the types of archacological 1esouwes ﬂnt comld bc expected even m this densely developed
area.

South Chatham/Stage Harbot/ Chatham Harbot Zone

The southemn portions of Chatham were not immiediately settied by ]ZumAmmczm colomsts and fown
histories suggest that Native Americans continued to live in this part of town WCH inito the eighteenth
century. This appears o be pfuhculaﬂy true for (he Stage Harbor area, where Mative inhabitants would
have had access to & wide range of salt and freshwater resources to support Jarge-scale habitatmn.
Chmnplam 5 severteentl century description of an Indian village is supporfed By the numerous
archaeological sites and burials that liave been classified as prehu,touc sites, Because most of the
sites have been reported with little additioal infor {tiation othér than approkimate location, it is inpossible
16 determine if these sites date to the period before or after colonists ar rived i Chatham As has been
established on the Cape and Islands through ethnohistoric and archaeotogical research, Natwe people
did not abandon their traditionel Lifews rays once Eutopeans artived, and continuedto pl'aC’ﬂCG esse:utially
the same domestic und veremonial d(l!\fli]bb from the pre<Contacl Period #lier colonia! seitlers were
established neatby As aresult, tliis 7 Z0ng 18 asscssed as haviiga lugh pﬁtential 10 contain sites, teamres
and ar tifacis, associated with Nalwa Ammuan h.:t.bitatmn and memomal tse in-the seventeanﬂl and
early to mld e;ghteenlh t:entmms

The Old Village National Register District is located within this zone and there isa high probability that
archaeological resources associated with extant and/ot former historic structures may be locatéd within
the disfrict. A number of standing mineteenth centary homes were moved from their original locations
near the beachfront and the potential exists for archacological deposits including structural remains to

be present in the omgmal house aréa, Bxamples identified in the National Register nomination inclode
the 1824 Joseph and Abigail Nickeison House originally located on the east side of Main Street: the
James and Plicbe Gould House and Store or igmally located at the northeast corner of Main and Watsr

strects; and the Marcellus E]dle( ge smmner estate which was demolished i 1941 (National Register

files):

The aréas'closest to the shoreling and sur ounding the near-interior waterways have the highest polential
10 contain sites associated with post-contact permd Nalive Armerican habitation and: cu‘emonldi use,
This s espec:ally trute for the Morris Tsland, Tom*s Neck, and Stage Neck areas and the Jands swrolindiig
Stage Harbior, Oyster Pond, Sulphur Spri ings, and Taylots Pond. There ateas were not :nnnedmte&y.
seltled by Buro American colonists and were hke[y accupied by Native Amnericaitg in the Tate seventeenth
and eighteenth centuries, Alif mugh historic and modern residential deveiopmcnt has ocemred in'all of
these areas, the densﬁy of housing varies and there are likely small sections of Iand that have refiiditied.
usideveloped.or partially undisturbed. Sensmwt}f would be highest iri the Areas prwlously ldﬂl’!flﬁﬁd as”
pre=coitact pemod sités:
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The Stage Harbor area contained a whatf as early as 1711 (Baisly n.d.) and this atea also served as a
shore whaling station during the period (MHC 1984). Although the use of the Stage Harbor area for
comiercial operations hias not been as well documented as other parts of town, it is likely that features
suich as piers, pilings, and landings could be expected around the shoreline, which has femained more
protected than the outér coast in the historic and modern periods, Areas LIDSBRTZ 1o the water thal have
retnained largely undeveloped would have the highest potential to contaiii archaeological resour ces.

The Enoch ”[Imdi‘ ng S&[t Wm}cs is one of'the bestdoc;umentcd salf kas in Chatham *md ar..haeologicdl

W mks were clacumenied by the Hlstenc Amemcan Buxld;ng Survcy (I{AB‘S) somenme 'ifft‘l 193(} and
the record for the survey (HABS MA-172) includes measured dfawings of vats, pipes arid ofher equipment
that was still extant at that time (http:/memory.lec.g ov) Other salt works locations in this zohe were
located on Torn’s Neck, Forest Béach, and Pleasant Street Beach, Remnant piers that may be associated
with the Kimball and Levi Eldridge Salt Works on Forest Beach are still visible in the maish and
suggest the possibility that archaenlogical deposits associated with this industry could survive, especially
in inundated/wet areas where wood may be preserved,

Many sections of the Seuth Chatham Zone have the petential to contain archacological tesources
associated withi the residential summer cottage comniunities that were established {n the mid-te-late
ninetéenth century and early twenitieth century. While several small hotels were built in this part of
town, development followed a smaller scale here beginning along roadivays south of Main Street (e.g.
Barn Hifl Road, Young's Road) and spreading to satellite roads as more and more residents arrived,
Deposits associated with the summer cottages, many of which have been converted into yéar-round.

“ homies, could inglude nineteenth century domestic refuise and structural remains, as well as mxtbulidmgs.
and recreational smlctures such as pavilions and bathing houses,

Anotlier potential archaeological resource is located at the Saﬂm 's Cemetety located at the southwest
comer of Chatham Light Park. As noted in the Old Village National Register District noniination,

uimarked graves (and/or graves whose niarkers have been lost or removed) may be present within the
boundaries of the cemetery or the avea surrounding it. Other archaeological features dating to the circa
1800 cemetery may be present including former fence posts and memorial or marker bases.

Nauset and Monomoy Zotie

The southern section of Nauset Beach located within Chatham is commonly known as “North Beach,”
Two distinct cottage comm umtmn developed on N orth Beach in the-early pﬂli‘_ of thie twenlieth century.
Captain Oscar Nicketson gained title to the whole of Nauset Beach in 1974 from a farmér who was
unable 10 pay a bill. The farmer had reportedly gatinéd his title from an érphan boy hé had taken i in. The
farmer apparently also deeded the same property to garags owner George Bearse, also in payment of
debt (nggu‘ls 2004:67). In 1926 Nickerson's descendants p’lssedmle fo ad-mile secnon on the southern
end of the beach just s;outh of the Old Harbor Coast Guard Station to the Towit of Chaﬂwm

Other landowners on North Beach. estabhshed small camps on their property, genemlly sinall wooden

buildings that were occtipied over the summer menths or sporadm'ﬁly during other times of the year.
By the eatly 19305% North Beach contamed numercus canips, and after a Massachusetts court eleared
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fitleto the beach properties inthe late 19305, the original owers sold off parcels to many more individuals
who initiated-a mini “building boom™ (Higgins 2004},

The North Beacl Avea (CHA.8) has heent invenlotied and 18 fndividual stractures designated as camps,

cottages, or shacks have been recorded, The LOHSUUCHDH dates for these structures ranges. from 1896.

(Seymom Nickerson Camp) to'several built in 1992, The majority were constiucted inn the 1930g and
1 9405 Sa‘veta} other buﬁcﬁmzs have been mventoued onNorth Beach, facluding the circa 1926 Nickerson
Lumber Cotiypany Storage Shed and the cirea 1920 Old Harbor Coast Guard Boat House.

The creation of the Cape Cod National Seashove in 1961 led to the end of unregulated corstruction. -
Each of the rown’s-with seashore property retained the ownership of roads, parking areas, beaches: aud ;
m1developed lands and any private dwellings erected befme Beptember 1, 1950 were also retained in"

private ownership.. Cwners of stracturés built after 1959 were offéred life teiiancy by the National I’aﬁc.
- Service. (nggms 2@04}
Monomoy's changing shoreling and its back-and~forth history as hoth a peninsula connected to the

mainland arid dn, mdcp{andent island are well documcntcd in geaioumal texts ard IocaI Listories, A

tavern-for sailors was present at Wireck Cove near. the current Hospital Pond area-as ealiy ag 1711
(Roscoe 1993; USFWE 2005). Smith (1992 208~ -209) indicates that thecove was “ised as a harbor for

vessels seeking to round the: Capc and waiting for favaiable winds™ and that the dangemns winds aiid.-
cufrents had given the place its namis, Williara EIdlcdga built “a house and tavern” at; the cove in 171,

selImg itto Moms Fatris. The property was acqmred in 1725 by Joseph Stewart who ran Cm, tavem iox
about 20 years at the place kiowa then as “Stewart’s, Knoll” (Sumith 1992: 208- 209).

Sametmm in the eaily nme{cm ' centiiry a small settlement known ag “Whitewash Vlllage was.

established oni the western shore-of Monomoy abové a cove }\nmsm as Powder Hole, By 1852 the small
v;llage appar ently had a-schoolmaster and for three decades the village: served a8 a small fishing port

and laymfel for sailoys;, Shifting. sands; around the. scmthem tip of Monomoy blowly closed off the.

harbor; eventually fmcmg: s the residents to abandon the village as a permanent scttlement. The vﬂlage
continued to be occupied seasonally through the 19:: Os pzlmanl v 8% a sunumer communﬂy

| B}f 1862 the By aut fLIub WS est.:sbhshed near the 1101them nd of Moriomoy Tsland, and likely consisted
ononeé or mmebuﬁdmgs to accominodate the periodic hun er’s and birders who, vmied I 1872 Stmwn;
Deyo reported that“g,ovm ment buildis g5 anda gover ument Iandmg,” had beeh Washed AWAY, & possi ihle
reference to the village that had been d‘ijdndoned 1ri'the - 1830.5. {L ited in Rasuuc-l-993)

Lighthouses were erected on the suuﬂmastem shoae of Monomoym 1823 and 1854, The firstli ghlhouse:
Was eoammssmned by the tedc:rai goveunnent on A 4-@(‘«16 ;palc:al and the cast Lmn, bua imlizled fowet:

was fit by 011 for the firsttimie in 1828, Alfliough the 113?,}‘1‘&110115@ was decomumissioned in. 1993 Ihe g ght.

tower- and kcapcl s house were restored in. 1988 and listed on thie Natiorial Regxster and toclay Serve as
4 visitor center (U STWS 2005) (see Figure 64}, This Ared i hke}y tohave a 1eiat1vel}f hiph sensitivity
- far archaeo logical. deposits to be present and may contain features and materials associated with the
182 Os construction of the fighthouse aﬂdf’m the opm‘atmn of the Hght throughevt Hwnmeteenih gentiry..

The ﬁisﬂimnane SDLlLiy ilfasavmv Imt was Lstablzshcd aiound 180? smncwh ere neat the ﬂomhem end

of the island, and at Jeast two lifesaving stah(ms were bmh on the more protected western bhorc in 1886
‘and 1902, i1 addition to one on the easterm shore built in 1872.
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i 1970 the majority of Monomoy was designated as a Nationat Wildlif Refuge and remaining summer
cottages were allowed to be occupied vntil they fell into disrepair. The last camy that stood on the point
was logt In the spring of 2000 (USFWS 2005).

The post-contact period archaéologicat sensitivity of the Nauset and Monomoy Zone is closely tied to
the presence. of standing shuctures on both landforms. Because so much of the shéreline has groded
and been redeposited, it is uilikely that elements of the Whi tewash Village on Maonomoy or early
Hfesaving stations and lighthouses on Nauset Reach survive as archaeological deposits. The areas
immediately surrounding the pre-1950s North Beach shacks, the Coast Guard Boat House and the
Nickerson Lumber Shed have the highest potentm[ to contain archacological deposits associated with
the construction and seasonal/iemporary use of these buildings. Deposits could include foundation
piers, refuse, and recieational artifacts, The area of bighest atchaeological sensitivity on Monemoy
Island is the immediate area surrounding the lighthouse tower, Keepér’s house and generator buildings,
Sufrmary of Pre-Contact Sensitivity Model

Prios to the survey Chatham’s historic period archaeslogical database was limited to five sites that
represented only a iartow range of activities and geographic locations within the town. By conirast,
mare than {000 structures and objects had been inventoried as aboveground historic propeities. The
survey resutted in the documentation of archagélopical sites in éach séction of town, and re presentative
of a larger range. of résidential, civie, and commewzal dctivities in the posmont'\ct pmmd ‘These
identified sites probably represent only a fracimn ol thé deposits that are stili present within the town.

The survey collected a ]'u'g@ amout'ﬂ; Df docmn‘entmy evidence indwating that Chaﬂnm ‘s Naﬁve American'

of the eltes that have becn reccuded as “pr e]nstouc couid albo datu to tha post~eoniact peuoci The'
documentation of the Tndiah Meeting House and Cemetery as an atchaeological site can serve as a
starting point to more fully artieulate the interactions of Native and Fio Ameucam 1331dents in the
town’s formative period,

Euro-American post-contuct period “1rd1aeoiog:ca] deposits in Chatham had not been documented prior

to the survey, despite the recordation of a larpe numbet of standmg, historic structures. This is due in
part 1o the renovation and reuse of Im,_[onc homes and properties, Reésearch themes for post-contact

period resources.should be aimed at developing a compreheiisive drchacological model for historic

sites that foctises on variations within the town’s numerous village comniunities, as well as oy différent
historie site uses (e:g:, residential, civie, conunelma]/t;ldusmai man,tuna) Based on the rich and varied

historic character of Chatham, expected archaeclogical sites. in the town will span the entire post-

contact perjnd Information about post-contact archaealogical sites collected aftér the:completion of
the survey can supplenient the large volume of written Instone: data as well as that dogiumetited by ths

CHC; CHS and otherlocal history gréups, and citn be used to refine the research conteits and predmtwe :
mnde}s summarlzed above.

The town contains a brdad. spegtram of post-contact period resources spaunmg more than 400 yesrs of
Native.and Bure-Americai settlement, Althongh the history of Chatham s well studled and understood,
the addition of archasological data pmwdes atradded (and extremely impottant) layér of | iriterpretition
{0 various rasearch- -specific vontexls, ad allows the town to be (ied into latger regional models of
historic azchaeoioym] site oscwrrence and survival;
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The post-¢ontact archaeolagical sites recorded as part of the survey are meant o provide a base upon’
which additionial research caun be built. An attempt was made to reedrd one or more sites ¢ eptesenunﬂ
eich of the major research confexts idedtified it Chapter 5 of (he report, as \vcil is to document as
many. Acsomces as possﬂ)}e thiat were mpsrted by local restdents and inforniants. Even in cases where
an MHG archaeological site form has not been filed; the information collected about a potential cultuzal
resource has been recorded as part of the research sontext or in the prediclive mode] sections of this
zepmt The poal of the survey was not to record every possible h.’[thIIL site in town (a task well beyond
the seope of this plo}e(,é) but to provide & dafabase that can be. used to help identify additional
ar; dﬂaologmal sites as nev information becomes zwax}able
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CHAPTER EIGHT

CONCLUSIONS AND MANAGEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS

The archacological reconnaissance survey of Chatham relied on archival research, Reldwork, and
predictive modeling to identify important cultural rescurces: that reflect the town’s rich and diverse
history. This report section provides a summary of the survey’s research and field investigations,
conclugions about Chatham’s potential atchaeologfcal resource base, and recommendations for future
management of both identified and vuidentified archaeological sites.

Summary and Conclusions

The reconnaissance survey of Chatham atfempted to bring together the broad spectrum of resources
that the town contaivs to better understand the past history of this community, By drawing on the.
written and cartographic historical record, the findings of avocat;onal and professional archaeologists,

and the knowledge of local historians and residents, the survey was able to docwment matly imiportant
cultural resources within Chatham, as well as predict what types of archaeological deposns may be
present and where they can be expected,

The results of the sulwy are represented in the pn edictive models and archaecﬂogmal sensitivity maps
prepared for known and expected pre-contact and post-conitact period tesources in Chatham. Like the
rest of southeastern Massachusetts and Cape Cod, the archacological record sliows that Chatham’s
natural environment has drawir and supported human populations for thousands of years, The rich
cultural heritage of Chatham is documented throughout the towm by Native and Puro-American habitation
and activity areas, a pattern that is not as well dociumented in sone other coastal communities. Many of
the same featires that athiact people to Chatham today drew both Native and Ewro-American residents
in the past.

The pace and seope of modern development have increased in Chatham, but many sections of tawin
retain the historic character that defined the eightt,emh— and nineteenth-century maritime community
aind the lafer summer tourism industry. Sections of Chatham’s interior are still relatively nndeveloped
and several large wooded parcels ave extaiit, The field survey detey mined that the town does not have
large areas that possess a low, archasological sensitivity becairse of extensive disturbance. The lowest
sensitivity arcas consist mainly of gravel pits, dumips, and aréas that have experienéed srbstantial
belowglound soil disturbance and would not bse expected to retain a clmealovxml deposits, such as 1113-
airport area and densely populated modem conumercial zones, The survey did deteérinine that even
- within these areas of genezaﬂy low.and toderate sensitivity, Thnited fntact pre- and post-contact
archaeological depasits could stll remain,
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Chapter Eight

The predictive models indicate that many portions of Chatham possess a moderate to high sensitivity
for both Native Ainerican and Fura- American mchawlng,ma[ resouices 10 be present. Pre-contact
Native American sensitivity is highest, along wetland margins (both inferior and coastal), whichextend
. across almost évery portion of the fown, Post-contact Native American archacological sensHivity is
highest near the documented site of the Indian Meeting IHouse, near the coastline and in near-interior
sections of town, especially in pmmmwf}r io Pfeasant Bay and Sldge Harbor, I:um~Amer1cau sensximty
is highest in and around the. town’s village centers, along historical roads and paths in proximity to
documemed hlstoumi sltucimes and/or businesses, and along the shoreline where maritime industries,
salt makifg, and ;mllmg likely occurred,

The réinaining portions of Chatham maintain a moderate degree of sepsitivity, Moderate sensitivity

dreas possess some or all of the variables for the presence of ar Lhaeological sites, but do not contain

known or documented- archasological resources (see Chapter 2 and Table 2-1), Deterrininations of the

mlcmcfnv;uonmenta} conditions and actual Scensﬁmly of these pamons of town must bg c:mnplctcd ona.
case-by-case bagiy, with careful consideyation gwen to the physical mtcgz ity of specific areas.

Much of Chatham 8 history is docuinented i in written and. Ldli{}glaphlb souwlces. In acidmoﬂ to the -
cot piehenswe genetal town ins%ery written by Witliam Sutith (1992), there gre numerous published-
-and unpubhahed vohuoues that detail the history of pamcuim sections of Chathan"l ot specific types of
resources {Denck 1998; Hu:nciu‘scm 1989; Higgins 2004; Nickerson 1981). The reconnaissance SUIVEy,
auempted 1o, utilize as many of these FESQUICES. 85 posszbie t6 draw general conclisions about
archaeolo dmal site lacation within the.town, and to suggest afeas whete futuré research sould address
'Eaps in ﬂle 1ec01d Th(: smvey alsa aﬂempted to 1demﬁ§f mdmduais wzthm thu town who hws lmov»ledwe.

8 g;mf’ leance’ wﬂhm Chatham

Chatham's high. potentlal to: con‘nam undecmnenteci post~coutact pcnod archaeological resourees is

highlighted by the nuwinbet of post-contact period structiires that suvive i the town, To date, more

thasi 1000 individual resovrees (buildings, structires and Ob_]thS} hive been rnwntoricd within Chathaiit

along with several areas and {ndividual properties that have been 11stad in Ihu Nationial Reglslm of
Historic Places, Whﬂe each one of ilese resources. may not aﬁmam an associated beiuwglound

mchac:ologmai site, it is considered likely iha%: a great niany of’ thein possess at least some archasological-
sensitivity. When ﬂmm doctimented restitirce areas are combmud with the adﬂxtmn&l ingh and modm ‘ate
sensitivity artzas ideﬁtxﬂed theough the reconnaissance sur vey, itis cican thqt Chaﬂmm hias the potential.
to contain a great niinber of a1c1na{}}0g1m1 sites 1a11rfmg from the contact peﬂod ihrough the mid-

twentieth century:

Ul’mnately? Chatham’s restdents present:the g gregtest potential to' 1dentrj“y archaeoiomual resoucey in.

their conmmunity. “Several of the sites mwxdcd as part of the survey: were located and identifi e:d by“
conmunity members \\llQ shared information. aboui towil history: and alchaeclogmal re50UICEs,

Managément Recom,tﬁéncia tions

Collecting informaticn about the cultural heritage 6f the fown minst be s Ungmng, process, Thesurvey .
was most useful for compiling 2 dalabisc that can grow mth the needs of the towr. Included i in ihis:
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Conclusions and Management Recommendations

report are research contexts, local contact names, afid predictive statements that can guide pl anning
projects. In urdﬁr for the reconnaissance survey to be effective for the future management of
archaeclogical resources, neyw and ipdated information must be added. Thisinformation includes
the recordation of new archaeological sites identified through excavation or accidental discovery; the
collection of additional information from Xuowledgeabl le local residents and historians, avocational
archaeologists, and Native groups; atid the documentation of activities that generally affect archaeological
sensitivity (e.g., development, erosion). By viewing the 1ewmmssance repart as & resource to be
utilized and improved upon, the towil can {ake & moie active role in its own history. The CHC has taken
a lead role in funding the survey end providing aceess to information and individuals. The CHC should
eonfinue to serve as a clearinghouse for information about archaeological resources

pmlecho:i of azcimeelagmaf resourees i Chatham aﬂd clsewhele m the I'ijlon Was undm [dken {see
Appendix @), Chatham cugrently has several local cultural resource review procedures, most notably a
demolitien delay bylaw enforced by the CHC. This regulatory device pr rovides a public review progess
to identify and protect standing structwres located in designated historic districts, but at present appears
to be confined to aboveground historie resources. Federal, stafe apd local juisdiction also affords
review authorﬂy 1o fmpacts pl::mned in most of Chatham’s wefland aveas and watersheds,

The most effective regmmf odels conme from the Martlia’s Vmeyald and Cape Cod Coniniissivis,

hoth of which review projects that meet certain.criteria or ﬁucehoid% in consultation wﬂh the MHC. In
particular, the Cape Cod Commisston {CCC) has & set of “Minimum Pelfmmanw Standards™ that
apply specifically to historic résources within Deveiopmenfs of ch,mnai Impact {DRI} (auar,hed)

These standards include a provision (6 1.3) thit any developinent proposed for an ares with known,
archaeological resomtes, or cens_xd;red. to have a high archagological sensitivity requires additional
review and/or archacalogical investigations during the site planning phase. Importantly, this provision
gives jurisdiction over this provision te the MHC and the Local Historical Commission. The CCC and
the MHC provide technical assistance with this process and should be considered important resources
for the CHC to consult in situations of cultural resowrce review.

Prior to the cuyrent towi-wide 1ec0nna:smnce survey, 12 professional archaeological (CRM)
investigations had been complefed in Chathaim, ind none of thiese was conducted within the past five
years, These surveys:and evaluations were undertaken ihrmwh federal md/m state review and
coordination with local ageicies. Half of the prajects weie assoctdted with road or ntility construction
projects and were completed within a predefined narfow land corridor.

The CHC and the CHS have members in commen and appent to share the same goal of identifying and .
preserving Chatham’s heritage. The CHS serves as a rcpos;tc}ry for a Jarge volume of historical
information and mciudes a strong membez*x!up base. This private argamzaﬁon does 11ot, 11cn>vm/eld have
the authority ofthe fown-s ponstred historical commission. The two groups could combine thelr resour oes
to more effectively ideuufy potential projects that may 1mpact cultural resources and initiate action.

A, program of archaeo] ogical site pmtectxon could HWOIve the establishment of town-ganctioned

regulations. nulhmng fhe CHC 4nd oilier town committees (e. g, Planning Board): iespons;blhly and
jurisdiction to review certain eonstruction projects. The }erus[anon would identify the key tovwn boards -
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and departments that would notify the Plamiing Board and CHC i advance of construction. The
Planning Board and CHC could rev iew any tow n-spansored, private, or commeu:m} construction ofa
predsterminad size and naturs; The Plalmmg Board and CHC ¢ould determing if an area of pmposed
construction lies within an du,immlogmdlly sensitive area ag depicted on the ar ch&wlogma] senisitvity
maps provided in tlils report. and/or on town assessor’s maps, If{he project is located il a sensitive
area, the Planning Board dnd CHE would consult with the MHC to determine whether the aren requires-
a piofessmnai aichaeologzcal suivey: Ifso, thescope ufwar] for location, ideéntification, and evaluation
of significant archacological resources would be dev elqpod by the PIanmng Board and CHC in
consultation with the MHC, Information, sharing between the CHS and CHC could facilitate the
identification and review of' ﬂ]esa Jrojécts,

It 1s important to siote that should this type of review program be adopted by the town, careful
considération should be given to the threshold used to.trigger local review for archacological resources
{eig. smtrlculmnﬂy homes, subdivisions of 4 specific size), and the source of fuirding for the
mchaeoiogmal ihvestigations.. Tn. ingst cases, the 1a11dmwaer:’a;xent would: be responsible for all

plofesqronaf archaeological expenses frony the initial identification survey through site evaluation,; and .
mitigation measures, if warranted, for d mgmhf;dnt site that cannot be avoided aid preserved in place :

durt ng pm]es(,i constructiofs,

Reasonable thresholds for the local 1evmv of archaeologmal resgurces. could be: estabhshed o
consultation with the CHC, CCC, MHO and interested Native American groups (i the case of Native
Ammerican archacological sites). These, 1110Lude the Massachuselts Commission on Indian Affairs, the
Mashpce Wamnpanoag T ribe, the Wampanoag Ttibe of Gay Head. (‘Aqummh) and any local tribal entitiﬁ:s.
The town could 1equest input from. these groups on a case~by-case basis regarding a pamcular arga’s

culfural mgmf teance to-the Native Amcncan community,  Laws. withiz Massachuseits protect the

accidental discovery of human wmams and pr ov1de Tor wnsultaimn witli descendant communities, Lf
identifiable (see Appendix H).

The 3rchaeoiogma} site ptotwtmn progiain would need 16 ba farmalized in a town byiaw the purpose
of which would be fo add legitfimacy and strength for the Pr otec’fmn of the town’s az‘chamlurru,al1eqmuces

I'he bylaw would be intended to address the public ijerest in pzotectmn fesolirees that reg present he
pre- and posi-comtaet pmod heritage of Chathain. This. bylaw could: follcw the fonmaf. of existing
subdivision, wetlands, or demolitios delay bylaws; in such 4 Wity ds1o miega ate avchaeotogical isouices
inte . current project review. requitements. Thresholds fot project review of alchaeologmar Tesourees
wider the bylaw Wauid be concisely and clemly stated. As pert of fiie by law, the town: could includp a
stipulation that minimizes wanecessary ear thnwvmgj disturbances during g site preparation activities,
particularly for single-family homes. In this case, the miachine stripping of topsoil/loant would. be.
limited to the dlmct building, dmfﬁ\&fav, artd uhht’y awas ‘jather than ﬁom the entﬁe lot or bm Idiy
mwelcpﬁ:

A good cxample ofa campmbcnsm murticipal 1fmd use bylaw Jag been recently put. fmth hv the iawn :
of Aquxm’zah on Mariha’s Vigeyard, This bylaw mcludes a detmled sét of: specla! pr ou,cuons for the

town’s unique mcbﬂealogmal and cultural régources. Priorto atiy deyelapmwt in the Aqumuah District

of Critical Plannmg Concem (wluch sncompasses the. entire town),. the town’s Planning Board Plan.
Review Cothmittes is responsible for deter mining what actions will bc taken (o locate, identify, and.
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evaliate any Slqu' cant historic and aichacolagical resoutces that may be present within a proposed

development, This committee consults with {he MHC, the Tribal Historic Py eseivmon Officer of the

We ampanoag Tribe of (Gay Head (Aguinnah), and any local-agencies asit deems necessary for guidance,

If determined necessary by these groups, the fandowner/agent is responsible for implementing an

awhaeologwal survey to be conducted by a quahﬁed professional at his/her own expense; [fsignificant.
cultural resources are found and they may be affected or disturbed by the proposed development, then

at the laidownet/agent expense, the resources are further evaiuated, and perhaps mitigaled to avoid
adverse effects from the development. In all cases; the Planning Board Plan Review Committee decides

what action will be taken, and issues an order of conditions under which the proposed developmcnz

may proceed through the local permitting process,

Other types of land use protection programs that could include speclal considerations for Chatham’s
historie and archaeological resources include the following:

+  Establishment of distriets of critical planning concern (DCPC) in sections of the town that
contain meortfmt archaeaigmca] sites and sensitive natural and cultwral areas, such as the Pleasant
Bay LSU.I&I‘}’ the areas dround interior kettle hole ponds, or village centers. The town could
require a comprehensive permitting procedure for the location, idestification, evaluation, and
preservation/mitigation of important cultural resources in these DCPCs.

+ Acquisition of open spaces that contain iinportant azchaeeiogmal sites and sensitive areas,
_ parhc:uiarly inn estuarine regions and in the wetland merging around Chatham’s estuaries. This
type of land dequisition could tageteven limited undeveloped parcels Tocated between modeni
homes, marsh areas, and small remnant fi clds, The types: of activities-that are allowed or are.
likely to oceur on ‘these lands, such as hahng, huntmg, natire observing, and $wimming, are
ustally non-destructive to archaeological resources. Arclacological resources situated on
-conservation lands are protected fiom impaets resulting from such earthmoving activities as
residential and conmiercial developments. Local and regional fand piamnng organizations (.g.,
The Trustees of Reservations, Friends of Pleasant Ray) could consider the locations of identified
archaeological sites and areas having moderate and high potenmi to contain additional
‘axchaeologlcai resovirees in their short and Iong—tenn land acquisitionand management plaris in
Chaiham

......

uncoumge puvate 1andownexs and de\felopezs to set as;cle (donate) portzons of thesr p; opemes
containing archaeological sites and sensitive areas (o local or regional Jand trusts. Such donations-
ATE gencraliy in the form of prewrvatmn restrictions on private: property to preserve’ the.
drchuectma] or amhaeo]og,lcal integrity of a pamcuiaf property and prevent alterations ﬂlat‘
would comprontise. the property’s historic charactcl (see Appendix H: MHC Know How #
Pxesewatmn Restrictions; sample conservation and preservation restriction for the pretactlofa

- of natural and archaeelogtcai tesources). The. CCC gan also pw\ude tec]mical assistance and
mfcrm'a,tmn on thls {ype of land pmteo‘non

A prcscr\fsmén resteiction is a legal agreemient bctwwn a proper ty owner and another pari A usualiy a
nonprofit prganization or government body, Such an agreement “runs with the land,” gov erning the use
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of lhe ptoperty by ihe current and future awners, Properties that are eligible for preservation restrictions
include strictures or sites historically sipnificant for théir ap chitecture, archacological deposits, or
associations. Any property listed in the state. repister of historic places qualifies, but such a listing is not
required, Preservation restrictions can be cc:nvcycd in the form of a restriction, easement, covenant or

“condition, in any deed, will, or offer msimctmu It can be conveyed for value or as a donation. The:

grantofa preservation restrietion m ay(qualify as a charitable deduction for federal i income tax purposes,
uader the federal Tax Treatment Extension Act.of 1980. A preservation restriction under Chapter 184
st be appx oved by the MHC or a local government agency.

- Fmaﬂy, public education and. partneship/constituency. bmldmg should be encouraged
between the CHC, CHS, various town boards and agencies, locat f{uatoma] and plwewahon
groups, local Native Ameman grotips and individuals, federal agencies (mdudmg > the NPS and
USFWS), anci other intorested partzt,s Pubhc education and partnering often eonstitute the
least expeisive and most effective means of idéntifying and pmtcctlﬁg mportant culimal
resources, These elgamzatmns and mdmduals should focus their colleetive efforts on

consﬂmcncy building among the fown’s residents, school system, and elected officisls of local
governing bodies. Public information forums, newsletters, and awhaeolagy ddys hosted by ths
CHC, CHS or othet histarical groups. could bé uséd o’ increase awarengss ad nderstanding of. -
fhig Impoﬂance ofar ohaeoia glcaI resources to (he town as a whols, and would be an important:
way ko coiiect With avocational coliectcn 5. anid others wlto may have kiowled ge of archagological
resources, The process by w hwh signiticasnt arahaeeluglml resoirces are 1dentxﬁtd y
primasily ﬂu‘ough CRM surveys.and investigations eonductcd by quahfleci pr ufesswnals,c

should be inchided in all asptct§ ui public outréach spnnsm ed by the towx;‘

These types 6f pub[ie outreach acivities: corld be used to add to the town’s znventmy of known and

potemlal alchaeologmal rescurces, As the genc;ai level of public awareness rises regarding the

1111;3(31 tance of documentl ng, pmtf:cztmg. and preserving significeait: cultural resourges on the island, the
impacts to these resources thwugh deve?opment may be lessened: Awereness may iead to the avoidanee

and protection of potenn ial archaeological resourees at th&: edliest stages of project p]amamg} which
lessens the burden on landowners and review dgcncms anid helps. to-maintain the envitonmental and
historic characteristics of Chatham and ihe region ag a wholel
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Dort Adlemian, Chathaim Historical Commission

Tanet Daly, President, Chatham Historical Soclety _

Frederica Dimmick, archaeologist, Natiénal Park Service, Cape Cod National Seashore
Fred Dunford, stafl archasologist, Cape Cod Misséum of Natural History; Brewster
Marty Ann Gray, Chatham Historical Society

Stephanie Hynds, Chatlans resident and anthropology major

Ron Nickerson, Vice President, Nickerson Family Association
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Chris Seufer t, Chatham resident, director, Navives of the Nrrowland, Mogncusser Films LLC
Nancy Yeaw, Chatham Historieal Commission
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EXAMPLES OF $AMPLE BYLAWS AND.
PROTECTION OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES 1 OTHER .
MASSACHUSETTS TOWNS .

There are sevéral towns that reviewy pomnttal impacts to h[smncal and archaeslogical vesources i

Massachusetts. These Jogal reviews are in addition to’ fedt,ral state; and regional: processes that also

protect ciltoral resourcos. For L\:ample any project that requires Section 106 review nnder the National

Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, or the Massachusetts Environméatal Policy Act, or the

Massaphusetts unmalked birial lav, could : invofve an archaeologival survey or other phase of
mvestlgaﬁon Tz the ma Jouf‘; of these cases, the local historical commission would be contacted as part

of the state or federal review of thepm;ect, and copiss of any rechmcal reparts produced are fo:rWarded to
the local commission upon conpletion of the wark

Thefollowing appendix presefits a review of several Massacliuseits towil that have 1doptcc§ epistation for -
cultural resources or have established informal. procedures through partiierships-to handle the protection
of these resources. Thc manner in which reviéws are triggered and. the procedures followed'in different
fowns are discussed. A sathple bylaw for the profection of cultural resonrces 1ecently drafted by PAL for-
the town of Medfietd is also included. This information is psovlded as part of the: Chatham t(m*ﬁ-\wde
archaeelogtcal Jeconn'ussanca survey to glva the 1ocai guvemmu bodms modeis upon w{nch ta ba';a thm’r'

rcpcnt

Aq!lmnali. The town of Aqirignah on Martha’s Vineyard pagsed (May 24, 2{)(}0} aset of amendments fo
the town’s zoning by!aws as partof & town—wzde district of critical planning concern (DCPC) ‘Among the’

measures included in the DCPC dversight is the island’s first mchaeulog,:cal redourcs protection, bylaw,
The Tows of Aquiitiial Historic and ziwhaeaiogrcaf Resoureé Protection” Bvimv (attached) contains.a
-detailed set of special prm‘ectmns for the anique archaeclogical and culfiral Fesodrces i the (i, Que
m}pomnt aspect woith noting is the speeific ieation that any and all archaeolonmai survey, g gvaluatian, and

mitigation work that may need to be done ag part-of a de\reiopmen{ project will be al the: owner/agent’s

own expense. Including this reqlirement in the. bylaw indicates that the town fecoghizes e limited

piblic fanding for such alchaeoloe,icai surveys and makes it very cledr up front that the: appiscant is

liﬁS})OﬂSlbIG for this expense along with other’ mare: éonventional develo|3ment~s alafed ¢osts,

Bdmet‘ible. The Bamstdbig C‘ons.ervatzon C‘ommmsmu has the- aﬁthcmty tol mvww archaea culcai
resources through a Wi wetlands protection byldw,. This bylaw aﬁthon?es the! conmtigsion. {o fequire
dmhaeoiogmal sm'veys whepe' pmposcxcf wosk w:thm identified resoUIees: areas inay’ iiav& an -itigpact il
archaeological sites: The conservation commmsmn works with the Barnstable Historical Comnussmn to-
determine which pIO jects. are likely 1o impact historic sites. The Historical ‘commission: réviews: thie
conservation comimission agenda, and if impacts are determined, the consérvation comuission is. notified
and it takes over the review, In ofder for a poteiitial-impact to be identified, the ctiltural resour oe st be
in the resoutce area and must big hsfed A the:state inventory or other lists:

The resotnce ared is defiried as a surface water body; vegetated wetland or mwega,{ated W cﬂan& cmd fand:
under said waters, and any land subject to-flooding or intndation by, grouid watet, stirface water, fidal
action of coasfal stoini fIcwawe (‘e.g., atoastal bank), but npt the 100-foot upiand buffci This definition
is limited in that only those "areas of the town. within  wetlands and streaths are pmtected for ‘ciultural
resources. i’heze are marny ‘other areas.in the town that contaii Jmportant FESQUICES. 1hat are. ot covered
under the f:onsezwtlon cominissioi's Juusd:ctmn and thus are not sithjected fo: any sort of pmiectmn
meéasares uniess federal, state, or regional reviews are requlrsd Nonetheless, vehen 51tes are found within
a resource arés, the conservation cominiission recominends an archaeolonml Survey acc{)rdmg to the




three-phase approach. defined i the MHC's permit regulations. The conservation commission then
confers with the MHC, and inchides the requirements i‘u the Order 'o"f Conditions of the wetiand permit.

Brewster., New constriction is IEV]E’WEd under fown: wgu]atmns by a develepment Plan Review
Commitiee. The commitiee coordinates the review of “substantial” development proposals (Breavster
Code, Development Plan Reéview, Chapter 83). The purpose of the committes s to facilitate
commuitication among several regulatory bodrds and commitiees. The cormmitfee is made tip of the
Building Cofmmissioner and one member from each of the vatious town commissions includitg the
Brewster Historical Commission. Projects that trigger a review include: 1) prepased construction other
than smgleﬂfalmlv or two-family homes and include a new plmc;pal building; 2} an increase in fot
coverage by more than 800 square feet through construction of a new accessory building, or incréasing .
coverage of the lot by 10 percent or more: 3) substantia] alteration of a parking facility having ten or more

spaces; 4y removal of vegetation from more than 10,000 square feet; or 5) any subdivision of land into

two or more lats, The purpose of the review is to avoid damage to the historic or archacological value of

cultural resources that may be Jocated within proposed development areas, The committee can require.
that project proponents obtain documentation concerning cultwral resources froin the MHC; and that -
applicants make every feasible effort to avold, minimize, or compensate for as}.y potential damage. or -
impairment to cultural resotirees.

Medfield. The Medfield Archaeological Cowmittes. is a recognized group that functions ’Wl[hi!l the:
Medf eld Historical Commission. Notice of building pemuis and other reviewed projects arg sent to the
various review commitiees of the town, mclucimg, the Medfield Archasological Committee. The
committee reviews the projects that niay unpact cultural resources and refers them . to. fhe MEC for
comment, The committee is allowed 1o review developmeut projects that Tall- within archagological
c;ensmvity maps de\faloped by the town I pmpﬁsed pm_;ects are likely to impact archaeo[oglcal
resalirces, the committee can establish an order of conditions guvcmmw the steps to be taken to profect

theimn, The commitiee can require. that the project proponeut conduct an arclmeologrca[ survey prior to
construction, There i3 10 size ﬁlres mld that ’mggers 3 suwey

The town of Medﬁeld uridertook a tmm-mde reconnaissance sarvey for historic and archaeo]omwl_
resources to update its inventor, y‘ of historic properties and sensitivity maps. Also, the Medf eld Historical
Continission sought agsistance in the dxathg of 2 comprehénsive bylaw to provide a consistent procedure
to protect the public interest 1o avoid, ininimize, or mitigate harin fo historic and archaeolorrtca] resources
in the town (see attached Fial By[mv Améndment, Town aof Medfield. Histori ic and Azakfwalagwal
Resom ce Pratection ), The bylaw is {:ampiehenswe in thatany private or public project that leqmres
review of approval by a permit granting authority or official of the fown would be subject to review by
the Medfield Archaeological Committes as purt of the historical commission to dsterming if the project
could harm histori¢ and archacological resources.

Westborough. The: Westborough - Histoﬂcal Cmnm:sxlml reviews proposed developmcnt upon :
notification by the P}amlmg Board,, Aonmg Bozud of Appeals, and Building h1spector The conumission
reviews the project plans for pmbnflal impacts o Enstorac and archagological rescuress. If the projéct” 1::_
sponsored by the nionidipality or state, the- commiission refers review 1o the MHC, If the project is
proposed by a private deve[opm and aveas of resource potential syve o b 1mp&c£ed the- Westbmough'
Historical Commission recommends fhat a. survey be. conducted: a¢ the dcv;lupm s expense. There s rio. -
size threshold that mggels the 3unsd1ctsoa:1 of the Westborough Hu:toz ical Commission. Areds of hzstm i
and archaeologleaf concern have beeir prede!eumued and mapped by the comnission. The maps aic ysed -
i the. 1ev1ew, _l;vut any size pmJecf dai mégel a rem:;nnnendatmn for-an- amhaeoicgmal survey. The
commission has bgsn. rewewmg plO_]E:CfS in this: way since 1977, yet there is'no leﬁts!atmn iy thie: town.




eoncerning culferal vésources. This is: nosssble because of dmple puble intérest among the towospeople.
and local povernisent {o peotect their eufrural rescuees;

Wayland. The lown of Wayland does nof have any formal mechsnisms. for protecting cultural resources,
but thtough a long-standing practice of local partnerships, has bheen successfil af avolding-impacts to
important sites when threatened by development. For- examplei if’ congtruction in the-vicinity of an
archaeologieal site is veported, the Wdyland Histotical Commission will review the project. If the project
is a small private devclopmenf the corminission may monitor construction; If. the project is a farger
development, the comemission will defer review to the MEC; itdoes not preseribe archaeplogical surveys
on fts own. For nearly twa- decades, the Wayiand Historical Commission, through the Wayland
Atchagology Gmnp, lrag been canductmg excavations of réhaelogical sites bn town-owned and private
properties. The Historical Cotnmission is pmwded a modest budget by the-town to purchase’ equiptnent -
and analysis data. Spacee for cation of artifacts.is provided in the town hall,




TOWN OF AQUINNAH
5.0 HISTORIC AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCE PROTECTION

5.1 Gouals, Historic and Archaeological resources sre fragile features that embody the sipnificant
prebistoric and historic cuitural heritage of the Towi of Aquitmah and The Wampanoag Tribe of Gay
Heud (Aquimmh} they provide a matevial record 1o uriderstand and explain Our past, and enhaice dnd
enrich the Town's quality of life, The purpose of this by-law. Is fo proteet the significant historic: and
archaeological resources of the town and provide a means for review of activities that may affect these
not=retiewable resources, The provisions of this by-law do not waive apphcahle Federal and Stale laws
regarding the- discovery of unmarked human burial or skeletal remains (which require development
acibvity fo cease 3n1med1ate§y) or the inadvertent or uuexpcc‘ted discovery of significant historical and
archdeolo glcal resolrees,

5.2 Prior to any development in the ADCPC, it must be determined if there are significant historje and
archasclogical tesources at the site, Significant historic and archagological resources are those that meet
the criteria for evaluation fox listing in the National Register of Historic Places (36 Code of Federal
Regulations, Part 60), or the State Register of Historic. Places. This requirement applies te both developed
an_d undeveloped. 1ots and includes any activity, such as pérc tests, well drilling, utility trenching,
demoiition, road construction, clearing, excavation or use of heavy machinery that may destroy or disturb
historic and avchagological resources, The Planning Board Plan Review Committee shall determine what
actions shall be taken to Jocate, identify, and evaludte, any significant historic and archaeological
resources that may be affected by the development. If any significant historic and archaeologrca
resources are found, The Pl’mmng Board: Plan Review Commitiec sha]l determing what actions shall be
taken arid avold, minimize, or mitigate. wdverse effecis © said resources, In making the above
determinations, The Planning Board P]'m review. Committee shall comsult with The Massachusetts
Historical’ Comimission (MHC), The Tribal Historic. Preservation. Officer of The Wampanoag Tribe of
(Gay Head (Aquinnah), and such Jocal agencies as it deems necessary for guidahee.

5.3 The owner/agent must sibruit & Project Notification Form (950 CMR 71) and the rcquixed maps and
}}]an% (a complete list i available at the. town hall) to The MHC by certified mail, and to the Planaing
Board Pian Review Committee. Within thirty (30) days of receipt by certified matl of adequate project
documentation, The MUC will make its recommendations to the Planning Board Plan Review
Corunittes, Within forty-five (45) days of receipt by certified mail of adequate project docuinentation by
The MHC, The planning board Plan Review Committee will Told a mesting to determine whether an
mc,haeojoglcal survey of the site is required, aud if so, the type and extent of the survey,

If & survey is reéguired, it will be conducted by # qualified professional at the owner/agent's expense. The
results of this survey will be presented to the MHC for technical advice and the Planning Bogy plan
Review Committee, If myuf]cant historic or archaeological resources are not tound, the development may
proceed through the notmal permisting process, If the survey identifies areas of the site that are known or
are likely to contain significant historie or archaeological resources, and the owner/agent agrees that these
areas will not be affected or disturbed by the proposed &eveiopmcnt the planning Hoard Plan Review
conimittee will Issue an order of conditions undeér which tlie proposed development May progeed through

- the normal permitting process: IF the survey identifies areas of the site that are known or are likely to
contain sighificant historic or archaeolog1ca§ resonrces that will ba affected or dismrbad by the! proposed
development, a mote e:xtenswa survey may be coriducted, at the owuerfdgeut expense to Tocate, identify,
and evajuate said resources, If bx,gﬁtlelcant historfe o1 archaeglogical resources are found, the. survey will
also develop plans to avoid, minjmize, or m]tloate the adverse cf‘tects ofthe development.

The mquité of tiis final suivey will be piesented o l‘1(§ MHC 1d the Planmng Board Plan Revieyw.
Committee. The Pianﬂmg Board Plan Review committee shali then hold a meeting o detcfmme what




actions. should be taken to-avoid, minimize, or mmgafe for any potential damage ot nnpairment to any
historic and archacological resources and {ssuc an order of conditions under which the proposed
devciapmeut may proceed dirough the rorial ver nriting process.




FINAL BY-LAW
AMENDMENT
, TOWN OF MEDTIELD .
HISTORIC AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCE PROTECTION

Seetion 1. Infent and Purpose

The purposs of this bylaw is to provide a consistent procedure &} profect the public interest to avoid,
.minimi'ze,jpr mitigate harm fo historic and archaeoiogical resources in ‘tl;e Town of Medfield, whenever a
private or public project that requires review or approval by a permit granting autherity or official of the
Town of Medfield, may harm historic and archagnlogical resolwees. Historle and archaeological
resources are fragile and non-renewable featuyes that emboedy the significant cultural heritage of the
Town af Medfield; they provide a material recard to understand and explain our past, and enhance -and

entich the Town’s quality of life.

Section 2. Definitions

2.1 Alteration{s):
Activities that modify the. natural or ;’_x’.i.si:ing 'iopogra]gIl:r' a_nd: condiﬁqus of areas within
ar(x'ilaaoldg_icalsy'sensitivie zones, and that may adversely affect the hi‘stcu‘i.é1 archaeological,
architectural, or e_tjlgu.t*a.l qualities, integrity, or preservation of historic. and -archaeological
resources, These dctivitics gy ing;l‘u,de,_ but are not limited to: removal (excavation or grading) or
placement (filking) of soirl, sand, gravel, stone or other eartly materinls; removal of ground cover
vegetation or trees; dredging or filling of wetlarids; ﬂ]e_‘ﬂcc'msljrucftign, modification, expansion,
neglect, or nl?zlaolitioll of proposed or existing buildings or structures; and the comstruction,
‘modification, or expansian of—“ subsusface gtiﬁties (e,g,, seplic: systens, {"Eiepﬁonea‘ te}év'is'iau, )

electrical, gag, securily serviges, arwater sipply), roadways, or patking areas.

2.2 Atchiacologically Sensitive Zone(s):




Areas of the town known i Tikely to contain historic or arghaeological resources deteirmiited on the basis

of euvironmental atiributes such ag soils, proximity to wetlands or other water $ources,
docuinentary or caﬁegfaphfq evidence, '?ﬂ'iitf;_;: or Dt‘&l:_ {radition, and discoveries of histotic and
archagologieal resGirrces,  These areas also. ii_ltﬁl‘ide: the - Archacological Protection District
established by the existing Hisiori¢ and Archeologic Demolition bylaw {Atticle XV1) for the

Tows: of Medfiéld. The. Archacologically Sensitive Zones aro showii on the rhap entitled

" Archdcological Sensitivity Map of the Tows of Medfield, Massachusetts.™

"Comimission:

The Medﬁaid _Hiistoricai Commission -

2.4 Historie and Archaeclogical Resources:

Locations, structures: or sités nsed for ﬁr;eiristoricna}ui hisLOj?}E. period occupation, ‘stibsistence,

~industry, ‘trade/ommerce; f}'&[_l&p@(iﬁﬁbﬂ, agriculture, burfal and  other eultiral - purposes,

© containing material remaing of humian activity,

Permit Granting Authority or Official:

A Yoard, edmntission; authority, or official of the Town of Medfigld that is authorized by Taw or

regulation to-isstie a permit, determination, order, or other. action, Indluding the issuance of a .

lease, licehsd, perniit, 'ce_tjtfiﬁc_;:aie; Yz_f'r’{anc:c; approval, or other g:nj_iﬂ'Emen; forr use, For the

. purposes of this. bylaw,. “periit, detetmination, order, or other adtion or-spproval” shall not

inetude the issuance of'a general entitlement to & person 1o, carey, on & fradé or profession of to

‘qpegta:t.é ieclnical. equipment which, does: net depend upon the  Iocaticn of sucki trads -or

aperation,. nor- shall it ichide the:issuauce of permits or Heenises' that ate independent of dnd

unfelated to: a geographical drea of impact {e.g., birth or-death certifidates, mafﬁ‘ége: ot dog




licenses), ror shall ft fuclude the issiance of permits of licenses for existing-{aeilities where no

-alteration(s) are proposéd (e.g., commen victualers Jicense).

Seetion 3. Jurisdiction/Regulated Buildings, Structures and Sites

The provisions of this bylaw shall apply to (he following areas, buildings, structures and sites
whenever a permit, determination, order, or other action, including the issuance of a lease, license,
permit, certificate, variance, approval, or othér entitlement for use, granted by a permit granting

authority or official of the Town of Medfiefd will be required for alteration(s) of:

3.1 Areas located within the boundaries of the Archacologically. Sensitive Zones.

3.2 Properties included i the Invewtory of Historic and  Archdeological Assets of ihe.

Commonwealtli, aiid/of  the Medfield  Historical Commission's Inventory of Historic and

Archaeological Sites.
3.2 Properties listed in the National or State Registers of Historie Places.

Sébt‘i(_)ri 4. Procednre

4:1" Upon receipt of an application for a permit, determination, order, or gther e:lction or approvat that
may result firalterations to histoiie and archagological i_‘esqurceé, the perinit: granting authority or
official Sh%;_ll_ dirett the applicant or projest p;}upnnéhf‘@i (1) supply the '{foinmis'simlj with'a copy
of the application and any Qt-ll.t‘r::nj'ﬂh?fﬁai's and plans the Commission réguires fo;'- review and

cominefity and {2) supply the Massachusetts Historical Commission with the same. for réview and

cofnment: The Commission shall -develop guidelinies for applicants. and. permit granting
authorities of offictals to assist in implementing- this bylaw, The permit. grantingagency or

official shall:not. issue its permit, determination, order, or other action or approval until the



Cominigsion hags responded o the application, but said ageney ov official may contivue to reviesy

- and comiment on the applicativii. Failure of the Condmission to respand swithin thirty (30) days of

4.2

4.3

arcliasofopical resowrces, and the preparation. of liistoric and, archugological pheservation,

its-receipt of the application shall indicate that the permnit granting sgency or official may procead

with isstiing-approval.

Withiv fourteen (14) days of receipt of the application by the Connission, the chairperson shall
post. the: date for a m_éciﬁng of the Conmﬁ,is:siéu at which the application shall be heard, The
lisaring shall take place no fewer than twenty efght (28) days and no more. that forty two (42)
days after the 1‘éc.ejpft of the applicution Iﬁafer'ia'l from the appﬁgaﬂt' The Cammission shall give
piblic notice of the ligariag by publishing afz.ié#}gt fourteen: (14) davs before. the hearing an
zumqt_m‘cemeﬁt in a fogal n'mv'spézpé: Q-F the time,, 15}ac¢f and plirpose- of i‘ii.;a‘ h(}a_[’illé_. “The

Comission shall also mail or otherwise provide a copy of sald sictice to the DML frapting

-agency. or Vc‘}fﬁ{':izi-}, ‘thé applicant,: torall éﬁuﬂers, f(?i_ﬂ.l(f} owiiers of &l prapestics degred by the

Cominiission 1o ‘b'e_-;ﬁ'f'c_:ctedr by ‘the: proposed .-;._)i'g')}e.c'_‘t;z t the Medfield. Historjeal District

Commission and to. 4ty others the Cominission deelns entitled o notice. The Commission may
-seek corients from the State’ Archaeologisi and the’ Massachusetts Historical Commission to -

assistthe Commission i evaludting the application.

if” upon. eview of the application, the Copimission finds that the proposed applcation may-

ddversely affect historie and archaeological r,s‘v:,soga‘r;g-zs,,théf{i?cxﬁi_uiissigﬁ. §hall Issue o deciston witl

recormendations to the permit granting attherity or afficial that the dpplicant make adequate
provision for the protection of said resources, ‘These provisions can iriclude, but are not timiled o
conducting _arcfia'éé?ogicaf fnvestigations by & qualified archaeclogical team under a permit (950

CMR 703 'isSue'd"by the State Archacologist to. locate, identify, evaluate, or hiitiate historid and-

protection, or mitigation plans. All such provisions shall be impleniented by the applicant i




constiltation with the Commission, the State Archaeolpgist and theé Massachusétts’ Historieal
Comunigsion.. The pérmit granting authority or official shall incorporare the Commission’s

recommendatians in issuing, conditioning, or dertying its approval to the applicant,

Section 8. Enforcement, Remedies and Appealy

5.1 The Commissior and permnit granting authorities and officials are each anthorized to institute any
and all proceedings tn law or in cquity as they deem necessary and appropriate to obtain

compliance with the requirements of this bylavwor to' prevent a violation thereof:

5.2 Desisivns made by the Commiission may be appeated to the Selectmen ‘é‘iﬁtiﬁﬁ twenty one (21)

days from the daté of the decision of the Commissios,

Section 6, Seveirability
If any section; paragraph or part of this bylaw be for any reason declared invalid or unconstitutional

by any-court, every other section, paragraph and part shall continué in full force and effect.
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Preservation Restrictions

1., What is a preservation restriction?

A preservation restricton is a legal agreement between a
properly Owiier and another party, usually a non-profit -
organization or government body.Such anagreerent” runs
with the land governing the use of the properiy by the
ctirrent and future owners. [t is a vehicle for preserving the
architecrural integrity of a property by reguiring main:
tenance of the property and prévanting alterations which
would compromiise the property's historic character. Seg,
Massachusetts General Law,chapisr 184,section 31,

A preservation rastriction under chapter 184 must be
approved by the Massachusetts Hisiorical Commission or &
ncal government agency.

2. “Whas are the benefins of a preservation
restriction?

Under the federal Tax Traaiment ExtensionAct of 1980, the
grant of 2 preservationrestriction may qualify asa charitable
deduction for federal income Laxpurposes itenay also
reduce the value of the ownsrs estate for federal estate tax
purposes. In addition, the federal gift tax or capital gains tax
_payable on property given or sold afterit is placed under the
restriction may be reduced becmse of the property's reduced
value.On the stats and locat Jevel M.G.L.chapter 59
seciion 11,allows a property witha perpetual preservation
restriction ta be reassessed on January 1 of the year follow-
ing the implementation of the réstriction.This can resultin
asavings in local property taxes and sate estate texes,

3 - - » o' . . 1 .

3. What properties are eligible for préservation
restrictipns?

Asoructure or site historically significant for it architecture,

archaeology,or associationsis eligible for a preservation

resuiction Any property listed in the state register of
historie places qualifies, bt such listing is not required.

4. Who can bea grantor of a pfcscrwuon
re_stnmon-"
An owner of eligible propérty or anaulhrmzed person o

behalf of the owner can granta prcsen’lttonrestncﬁan and
musl: s gn the presen'atiori !'BSU]C[JDR ag;eement

5. Wko can accept a preservation restriction?

Any government body, incfading the Massachuseus Histori-
cal Camrhizsion, of locsl tistorical commission, or chari-
tabla corperation or frust which has the power to acquire
land can accepta preservatdon restriction.

G. Howisa preservarion restriction conveyed?

Apreservadon restricion can be copveyedin the form ofa
reswiction, easement,covenant or condition,in amy deed.
will.ar ather insicnment. It can he conveyed for valie or as
a donetign.

- : . . . [
7. Whar conditions can a preservation, restriction.
containt

A praservation restriction can forbid or fimit any otal { a)
alterations in exterior or interior features of the soucture,

(b) changes in appearance or condition of the site. {c} uses
not Fistorically appropriate, [d) Beld investigation, o {e)
other acts o7 uses demimental ta appropiiae preservatdon of
the spructure orsite. It may also contain other restrictions as
weil.depending upon the particular ciroumstances of the
rastriction grantor and grantee.

il the property 'beihg considered forarestriction is located
on alot of land with miore acreage thar is necessary to
mrscerve the stucwere's sering orfthe land s nopan
inerinsic pare of the stucture’s historie significance bue
should be protected, then e owner should consider
comhining a conservaron restriction: on the femaining
acreage with the preservation restriction. Massachuserrs
Gensrat Law chiapter 184 also deals with Conservadon
testricions.

8. Musz the preservarion restriction be recordead?

A preservation restriction mustbe recorded in
order forif (o be gererally binding on future
purthasers,

! (Amfef)
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9. How long does the preseivarion restriction
remain in effect?
A preservation restriction can be for & term of yem‘s or iy
- perpetuity. '

10, How is the property which is the subjsct of the
preservation restriction admindstered?
Government bodies or charitable corporations who agrée o
hold a presesrvaton restriction, often require the establishy
ment of an erldowrpent sufﬁcxent to cover adminisration
expenses.in¢luding the monitoring oldie presery vation
restricHon conditions.

1 1. Can thi preservation restrictden be termsinated?
if sa, how?

A preservation rastncbon underchiapter 184 can be released

in wholé or in part by the holder of tha restriction for such

corgideration. if any, s’ the holder rmay determineg, but orly

aftera pubhr: eating,

BIBLIOGRAPHY
“Preservation Restriction gmcielmes "Marssachuseis

Historical Commissian, Office of the Secretary of the

Commonmwealtit

“Praservation and Conservation Restrictors, Masshc;ha.-
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What te Do When Human Burials are Accidentally Uncovered

1. Why are bones sometimes found?

In Massachusetts, maoy unmarked graves exist withous
pravestones, fences, tombstones, or ofher surfuce i
cations of their presence. These arve chiefly the graves
of prehistoric and Mstoric Indiang, which may never
have heen marked at all;and geaves which had been
identified at ope rinse in the past, but the markings are
o longer visible, As 2 result, bones are often found dur
ing ordinary ground disturbance activites sucl as the
construction of new homes, utilitics, or vouds, in the
ngriculiurat or indastrial use of 1 site} or the excavation
of sand or geavel borrow. Boues are also sonictimes
found eroding out of areas exposed by natural erosion,
floodwaler scourhng, or sand dune Hrmation,

A new law hias been enacted swhich establishes proce-
chares to follow when human bodges are accidentatly
discovered,

2. Who is involved?

Private citizeris, Srate and Local Police; Medical Examin-
ers, Suate Archaeologist and the Comunission on Indian
Affairs,

3. What should you do if you discover bones?

Do not touch or disturh the bones, Notify the state
or local police and the regional medical examiner
about the discovery and location.

4, What does the Medical Examiner do?
The Medical Exnuminer investigates the discovery to
determine whether the bones are human, and whether
they are recent or more than 100 years old, If the
bones are less than 100 years old, a criminal investiga-
tion may be warranted. If the bones are more thin 100
vears ofd, the Medical Examiner then notifics the State
Archacalogist, who immediately conducts an atchaes-
logical investigation of the site, Tlxroug,hmut these

iny C‘.Sti‘g,_i}.LlQnS,;tl‘l_L police authorities must insure that
the site is protected-from forther damage. Wi

Mussmohnsens *Hzm,\ ex Building, 220

Pl (61747

t!r
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5. What does the State Archaeologist do?

The State Archaeologist invesdgaces the site o deter-
mine the age, cultural association and identity of the
burtal, If the State Archaeologist deteomines that the
burial # that of a MNative American, the Corission on
Indian Affairs s notilied. The State Archacotogist con-
sulls with the landowner to determine whether the
purial can rempain andisturbed, In the ease of develop-
ment projects, the owaer aoad State Archaeologist dis-
cuss whethet there are prudeat and feasible steps the
owner caa take to protect the busial. If it is impossible
to aveoid future harm to the burial, the Siate Archacolo-
gist removes the remaing,

6. What does the Commission on Indian Affzirs do?

The archacalogical investigation of Tadian burials is
mionitored by thie Commhissior on Indinn Alfairs to
insure that the remains are treated respectfully.

Please remember: Once bones or
artifacts are removed from the site,
valugble information concerning the
iclentity and age of the human remaing
is lost. Thercfore, i€ 18 important not to
distirh the site In any way until the
State Archaeolomist can conduct ag in-
yestigation and record the discovery,

BIBLIOGRAPHY

Massdchusetts General Liws, Chapter 38, section GB;
Chapter 9, sections 26A & 27C; Chapter 7, seetion 384,
Chapter 114; section 17; s amended by Chapter 659 of
the Acts of 1983 and Clapter 386 of the Acts of 1989

For Further Information:

‘Please cantact the State Archaeologist at the Massachu-

serfs Mistarical Commission.
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Hisiaric Properties tnventory Forms

1. What Is an MHC inveritory form?

Massachuserrs Historical Commission inventory forms
are the primary means for recording information on
historie sxd zii:chmolugicn resourees in the Common-
wealils, T he forms are designed to record inforniation
on the location, appenrance, and condition of these
rescurees, They also allow the recomding of inforima-
tion on. the lilstory of the resonrces, inciuding their
ases and the prople mud activities assqciated W1th
thent over time:-Finally, inventary forms provide an
evaluaron of the significance of resources relafive 1o
stmilar properties ind sites in a focal or statewide con-
text: Currert phorowmphs are artached to the fornis,
which also inchdéa map showing the Jocation of the
TESOUrer.

2 Ate there diff‘e‘rén‘t types of inventory forms?

‘es. The MHC‘ has devéloped standard nventory forms
f{n ten categorfes of culwurdl respurdes: buﬁchng,s
structures, objects, bridges, aveas, paeks and landseape
fearures, bupial grourids, sireetscapes, historic archaco-
fogical sites, and prehisiorie archacologieal sites.

3. Who fills cut MHC inventosy forins?

Most inventory fcrrms e eompleted by local h;smm—
cal cominissions or by: professional: Thistorie sarvey
Lonsu}mms working fm‘ focal Ristorival commissions.
Im’ﬁnwry fmnh alse are cc:mplctr_d by mundcipal plan-
ning and community development offices and by Jocal
historie district commissions, Avocational and profes-
suouat arch acniogi@m cnmpictc invcutory forms for
historic and prehistorid atchdeological sites. State and
federat agencies complete inventory forms for historic
properties under their ownership or properties that -
ritay bie affected by their activities, Plarinets for botls
public and private projects subject to state or Fedezal
licensing, furiding, Or permitting may prepare inven-
tory forms for historic properties potentially affected
by the projéct. Historic preservation organizations,
local historical spciedes, property owners, and othu
individuals and groips all regilarly submit inven tory
forms for historic properties to the MEC.

4, Where ave these inventory forms lept?

The Inventory of Historie aind Archueologicnl Assets

of the Comaiomwenlth, @lso known ag ihe stutéwide
szenmry is a public record aad therefore available for
public use at the MHC office. Information on an esd-
mated qmrtermllhon historic propeities is inchwded in
thise files, The historie propertics inventory forms are
arranged by town and indexed by sireet address, In
addition tw the inventory forms, the statewide invento-
ry files include information recorded on maps, i
reports,xnd on computer database files.

Within {ocal government, logal qumiic*‘d COMISsions
midntain a duplicate set of inventory forms, with
origlmt photograplis, for their respective. commumtxw;
Photocopies of local inventory forins often ite avail-
able-for pubhc usc at municipal libraries, ai'ﬁc{.,si 20301
halls, or other local tepositories. Contact your local
historleal commisston for’ niere inforpmation o the
lgcation and availability of farms i your City ot fown,
T\Cﬂltﬂlbei‘ that the MHC receives inventory mform‘::
tion from HEHY Sources statewide,and may have forms
and other mat.emals fot ifciuded in Toca) fites, Only
formis on file with the MHC, however, aré considered

“part of the Tnventory of Historic and Archagot logicnd

Agsets ofthe Commomvealth.

5. Can users search for specific information in the’
statewide-inventory?
Yes, The MHC has developed a computer database, the
Massachuserts Cuimel Resovrce Information *?yan,m
(MAGRIS), that has significantly ieproved 4 user's 5 ahili-
ty to loeateinformation in MHC'S invéntory fifes. MHC
staffis able (o search the historic pr Qperur_s database
for a.wide variety of attributes or combinaiion of at-
tributes, incliding (to name ]usa a few) historic e,
date’ of construction, architect's name, architeciural
style, historie vse, or buitding miterial, Researchers
can then use the sesulting database reports to locite
more detailed information on the inventory foems.

{over)
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6. In what ether Wiys ase mvcntoxy forms used and
she uses them?. '
Tnvento ry forms are the foundation of nrunicipal histor-
ic preservation efforts, and tocal historical commiy
signg should keep other local government boards arid
officials wwure of the availability of the inventory 1s a
plarining tool, Local inventories support the establish-
ment of specific histaric preservation tools, such as
Tocul historic districts and demolfon review measnres,
and aid in their adminiseration. Information from
inventory forms fitids s way inta local elassrooms,
walliing tours, historic marker programs, Jocal compre-
hensive plans, and publicatons. Through their use,
inventory forms help to raise public appreciation for
and understanding of historic propertics and stres,

Tnventory fornis also are the fundamental researchdnd -

planning document supporting the MHC's efforts 1o
evahwte angd protect eultural resources: At the MHC,
project planmers and MHC swff consult the Inventory
files Lo determine whether historie tesources are prés-
ent i a project area and, if so, o wssess the potential
impacts oF projects on historic resources, MHC staff
alser usces the ventory o détermine whether historic
pmpertir_s are elé;,ible f'oz h‘seing in L'Iu‘: N’l‘tional' Retvis-

cin be tizc b'iS!S Lor pmparmg a Nmmnl RCngTEL’
nomummon. Higtorians, students, pmpu iy owners,
reaftors, *uul journalists are among the users Wlm COn-
sult inventory forms rt,g,uht;[y af the MHC.. Lo_camm
scouts even use the inventory to flad possible settings
for fitm and television shoots!

7. Does completing an invenrory form place a prop-
erty in the State or National Registers of Historic
Places?

No. The tavertory form s simply 2 record of informa-

tion o 2 historic property, It does not give a property

any official historic designation, Properties asé-lisgicii
in the State Register of H_istoﬁé Places only when they
have received one of several historic designations

established nnder local, state, or federal law, A list of .

these designations. is available from the MHC. Prop-:

erties ave listed in the National Register of HIMDI‘IL

Places thirough.a multiple step sondnution process

adminjstered by the MIEC and e Natjional Parle Ser-

yice, For further 11110r;mcm11 sée MICS Kno Hf):u

T What Yo Need i KspurAbotft chrmg i lhe et
Hmml Reglster;

8. Does inclusion in the statewide inventory place
any restrictions on a property ok its use?
No. However, inventory forms sy be used to. imple-
ment various locully adopted histeric preservation
mechanisms. Local demolition review, site plan and
design review, and zoning overlays muy cite the local
irventory as a basis for idenifing properties that are
subject to the provisions of the ordinance o hyliw,

9. Where can T get inventory Formis or help in prepac-
ing an inventory form?

Fizst vontact Your local histodenl commission or the
MHC 10 determine whether an inventory form has
already been completed for the property in question.
If not, ask your feeal historical commission for assis-
tanee i compleing a form: Detadled instractions for
completing all inventory forms are inchuded in MHE's
Histaric Properties Stirvey Manual, on ile with your
Tocal historical commission, and also wvailable from
the State Bookstore (617) 727-2834. Blank invenrory
forms and instructions for L,nmp]cung specific forms
are ayailable from thc MHC.

Know How #6 fias beeh financed in part with Federal funds from
thg National Park Sarvice, U 8. Department of the, Interior.
Heowavst, the contents and opinions do not pecessanly retlee
the visws ar [':iﬂiicies of the Daparimeant of the nlerior.

This program raceives Federal Tunds from the National Park
Service, The U. 5. Depariment of 1he Interiot pmhiblis dis-
crimination on the. basis of race, color, national ongin, age,

gender, or handicap in its Federally assisted prograrrss. if youi
believe you fiave been discriminated against in.any program,

activily, ar facility as described above, or if you desire {orther
ermation; please write to:

Office for Egual Qppartonity

U, 8. Department of the Intedar

1849 C Streel NW, Room 1324
Waghingtan, I, C. 20240




Appendix I

PROJECT CORRESPONDENCE

PAL Réport No. 2023 253




The Conunonwealth of Massachusetts
Witliam Francis Galvin, Secvarary of the Commonwealih
Maseachuserss Fistorical Commission

PREHIN TO CONDUCT ARCHAEOLOGICAL FIRLD INVESTICHTION

Permit Number 2028 ] . Date of Issue January 4, 2007

Expiration Date January 4, 2008

_BAL o ) . is hereby

authorized to condudt an archaecclegical field investdgation pursuant to
gackion 270 of Chabptel 9 of Geumskal Laws and dccording to the vesulabions
cutlined in 950 CHMR 70.00.

Chatham Town-wide hrchasoclogical Reconmaissance Survey, Chatham

Projeat Lowation

R s LR e e
I \ [ _L.f;*”ﬂ-.-; FICA T

i

Brona $imon, State Archaeologist
Hasgachusetts Historical Coammigsion i

220 Morrissey Boulesard, Boston; Massachusery 621235 !
(6173 7278470 « Fax: (017) 7273128
wywawser sargama.s/mhe




CHATHAM HISTORY AND ARCHAEOLOGY
LECTURE PRESENTATION

| AND

PUBLIC INFORMATION DAY

Conumission. invite area residents to shate knowledge about the town’s heritage at a lecture/PowerPoing

EI presentation and Public Information Day.

PAL is conducting an Archaeological Reconnaissance
E' Survey of the Town of Chatham, The survey will

cothpile information on Native Americdan and histori¢ period

“atchaecological sites within Chatham to Help identify and

I - protect these important resouces,

PAL would Tike to re¢ord information about the types and locations of Native American

- cart paths), PAL archagologists waf be present to callect mfommhon and answer qucstmns

about the history and archaeology of the town. Please pran.t6 attend!

Ritehic {0371

LBt you are unable to attend, but would like to share yo‘ur‘ifﬂb.l'mafi_on, please contact Holly Herbster at PAL

(401) 72848;280 or hherbsteiGipalinc.eom . The presentalion 'wi‘lnl also be televised live on Ch: 18 and will be

i rebroadeast periodically.

MONDAY, MAY 21, 2007
.El 4:00 PM.

-l DOWNSTAIRS MEETING ROOM OF TOWN HALL,

540 MAIN STREET

é Researchers from PAL (Public Archaeology Laboratory) ogether with the Chatham Historical

.m*iifactq(such as stone taols, arrowheads, shell U'piles, and pottery) collzcted in téWﬁ as .

well as areas where hlstﬂrit *kcnvmes oceurred (such as mill ruins, cellarholes, of old

|

i







