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I. GENERAL INFORMATION 

In 2006, a 44 unit condominium project, called Saw Mill Pond,  filed as a local initiative 

project with the Town of Easton, was being developed along on the south side of Foundry 

Street  in Easton, Massachusetts.   The proposed clustering of  the structures allowed a 

large portion of the project area to remain unimpacted and to be preserved as open space. 

Out of the total project acreage of 50.6 acres, only 6 acres of new acres of land will be 

altered.

The property is  located within the State and National  Register listed Furnace Village 

Historic District. Two ancient Native American historic sites (19-BR-458 and 548) are 

also recorded as being located to the immediate north of the project area.  The presence of 

well-drained soils in the project area and the proximity to Mulberry Brook, Old Pond, 

New Pond and the wetlands associated with these bodies of water, gives the property a 

high degree of sensitivity for the occurrence of ancient Native American archaeological 

resources.  It  is  relatively level  on the interior  and  all  construction will  take place  at 

distances greater than 90 meters from Mulberry Brook but will occur withing 20 meters 

of  the  wetlands  located  in  the  western  portion  of  the  project  area.  The  Proponent 

contracted with Plymouth Archaeological Rediscovery Project  to conduct an intensive 

(locational) archaeological survey of the project area, as requested by the Massachusetts 

Historical Commission (MHC).  The survey was conducted in compliance with Section 

106 of the National  Historic Preservation Act of  1966 (36 CMR 800),  Massachusetts 

General Laws, Chapter 9, Sections 26-27C, as amended by Chapter 254 of the Acts of 

1988 (950 CMR 71),  and the Massachusetts  Environmental  Policy Act (MEPA) (301 

CMR 11). The intensive (locational) survey was conducted by the Principle Investigator 

in August of 2006 under State Archaeologist's Permit No. 2890.  
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II.  ENVIRONMENTAL CONTEXT

The Town of Easton is located inland in Bristol County. It  is bounded to the south by 

Norton, to the west by Mansfield, to the east by Bridgewater and West Bridgewater and 

to the north by Stoughton and Sharon. Drainage in the western portion of the town is via 

the Poquanticut, Beaver and Mulberry brooks, in the central portion by Black Brook and 

in the east by Queset Brook. The southeastern portion of the town is dominated by the 

Great Cedar Swamp. All ponds in the town are man-made for industrial purposes with 

Keith’s Pond being created in 1742, Old Pond in 1751, New Pond in 1810 and Leach 

Pond in 1825.

The topography of the project area was relatively level with vegetation predominantly 

being white pine as well as birch, poplar and fern. Two types of soils occur within the 

project area.  Hinckley sandy loams occurring on 8-15% slopes make up the majority of 

the central and southeastern sections. Hinckley soils have poor potential for farming and 

woodland and most contain low quality forest (USDA 1989: 15).  Woodbridge very stony 

fine sandy loams on 0-8% slopes make up the soils in the western section. Woodbridge 

soils are deep and moderately well-drained, commonly occurring on drumlins and sloping 

areas of glaciated uplands. The project area is surrounded by poorly drained soils such as 

Whitman series soils adjacent to Mulberry Brook and Scarboro mucks to the west and 

southwest. One pocket of Charlton-Paxton very stony fine sandy loam is adjacent to the 

northern edge of the project area and is the location of the existing houses along Foundry 

Street. 

Overall, the soils within the project area, while being moderately to well-drained, are not 

likely to be highly conducive for prehistoric occupation. Limited, small occupation was 

predicted on the Hinckley and Woodbridge soils but the extremely stony nature of the 

soils was likely a limiting factor. 

Known Prehistoric Sites

A total of six ancient Native American archaeological sites are recorded in the MHC site 

files as being located within two kilometers of the project area (Table 1). 

Table 1. Known prehistoric sites within 2 km of project area

Site Water Type Date Finds

19-BR-376 Mulberry Brook Unknown Unknown Reported Location

19-BR-377 Mulberry Brook Find Spot Woodland? Stone mortar

19-BR-458 Poquanticut Brook Find Spot Unknown Flakes, biface

19-BR-548 Old Pond Flake Scatter Unknown Flakes

19-BR-606 Mulberry Brook Find Spot Woodland? Pestle

19-BR-607 Mulberry Brook Find Spot LA Merrimack Point
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The majority of the sites in this section of Easton are findspots of isolated artifacts such 

as  a  possible  stone  mortar  located  in  a  historic  stone  wall  (19-BR-377),  a  pestle,  a 

Merrimac Point and flakes recovered from dam fill. One additional site, 19-BR-376, is 

recorded in local oral tradition as yielding numerous points and artifacts with no further 

detail provided. The distribution of reported sites within two kilometers of the project 

area indicates a possible Native focus on Mulberry Brook during the Late Archaic to 

Woodland periods. 

Only one professionally excavated site, 19-BR-458, has been tested in this section of 

Easton. Additionally, only one other site, 19-BR-480, located on Morse Pond, has yielded 

any semi-substantial evidence of Native occupation in the town.  This site was located on 

the top of a well-drained terrace where one Late Archaic Squibnocket point and quartz, 

rhyolite and argillite shipping debris and bifaces were recovered. The paucity of sites 

within  the  town  may  support  the  supposition  by  the  MHC  that  extensive  Native 

occupation may not have occurred due to the lack of ponds. 

Chereau et al conducted Site Examination testing at the Old and New Pond dam sites in 

1996 and 1997. Native American materials were recovered, consisting of a few flakes, 

although it was not in its original context and was recovered in redeposited fill associated 

with the dams (Chereau et al 1997: 50). While the material that was recovered came from 

an unidentified original location where the fill had been excavated from, the excavators 

hypothesized that in an undisturbed setting, Native American habitation could have been 

located on the sandy knolls and terraces adjacent to the Beaver and Poquanticut brooks 

that  had been dammed to  create Old and New ponds (Chereau  et  al  1997:  50).  The 

recovered artifacts  were  interpreted as  originally being part  of  hunting and  gathering 

subsistence activities in the immediate vicinity of the dams (Chereau et al 1997: 50). 

Prehistoric Archaeological Potential

Archaeological  sites  are  found  in  a  wide  variety of  environmental  settings  with  new 

settings and locations of sites in areas not usually tested by cultural resource management 

surveys  coming to  light  each  year.   The majority of  sites  though are  to  be found in 

particular  environmental  contexts  (Funk  1972;  Root  1978;  Thorbahn  et  al  1980; 

McManamon 1984; Mulholland 1984; Thorbahn 1984; Nicholas 1990).  By using the 

contexts of known sites, archaeological potential models can be developed to predict the 

potential locations of archaeological sites.

Sites  in  southern  New  England  appear  to  generally  be  linked  to  three  variables, 

topography, soil characteristics and proximity to water resulting in the general predictive 

model of a predominance of sites on flat to low slopes on well-drained soils near fresh or 

salt water.  These factors can be combined with the proximity to natural resources (clay, 

lithic  raw  materials,  and  seasonal  foods)  and  the  use  of  transportation  routes  via 

waterways or land trails.
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Prehistoric Archaeological potential can be stratified as follows:

High Potential: <200 m. from a water source on a <8% slope with excessively well 

drained soils and minimal site disturbance.

Moderate Potential: 200-300 m. from a water source on an 8-15% slope with moderately

well-drained soils and moderate site disturbance

Low Potential: >300 m. from a water source, >15% slope on poorly drained soil and 

heavily disturbed

Pagoulatos found that archaeological sites along the Connecticut River were situated in 

areas with high woodland or wetland potential (Pagoulatos 1988:78-83). This distribution 

of sites was due to the types of resources being collected, the degree of mobility and the 

overall settlement patterns of the populations. 

The distributions of soil types indicate that project area holds a moderate potential for 

prehistoric  archaeological  remains  based  on  the  types  of  resources  (woodland  and 

wetland)  that  could  be  procured  within  a  short  distance  from  acceptable  settlement 

location (well-drained soils near fresh water). The soils at the project area are identified 

as Hinckley which have poor potential for farming and woodland and most contain low 

quality forest (USDA 1989: 15). 

Due to the presence of few recorded archaeological sites within two kilometers of the 

project area and the presence of poor to moderately well-drained soils, the area to be 

developed  was  given  a  moderate  probability  to  contain  significant  ancient  Native 

American  archaeological  resources.  The  fact  that  the  project  area  was  situated  on 

Mulberry Brook does increase the likelihood of some form of ancient Native American 

utilization did occur here. Prehistoric sites predicted for the project area are expected to 

be small.  Due to the lack of other identified ancient Native American archaeological sites 

in Easton and the possibility of limited occupation due to the paucity of larger bodies of 

water,  smaller,  scattered  occupation  loci  are  expected  to  be most  likely encountered. 

Small sites are expected to relate to resource procurement activity such as the harvesting 

of floral and faunal resources from the brook and associated wetlands and may include 

lithic production and sharpening loci and hearths.
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IV. HISTORIC CONTEXT

No  Contact  Period  Native  settlement  has  been  identified  in  Easton,  although  local 

tradition claims an unidentified community site being located east of Easton Green and 

another on both banks of Mulberry Brook  (MHC 1981:2). The presence of a Native trail 

that later became the Massachusetts Bay Path and the confluence of the Mulberry and 

Poquanticut Brooks may have been factors that could have fostered unidentified Native 

settlement in the town. The paucity of arable land and the absence of freshwater ponds, 

favored  places  for  winter  settlement,  may  have  discouraged  extensive,  concentrated 

settlement (MHC 1981:2). Poquanticut Brook in the western section of town and Queset 

in the east may be relics names  of Native communities in those parts of town. 

European settlement did not occur during the First Settlement Period (1620-1675) when 

Easton was part of Taunton’s North Purchase, a part of Taunton that did not see European 

settlement until after Metacomet’s Rebellion in 1676-77.

The  Colonial  Period  (1675-1775)  saw  the  first  non-Native  settlement  in  the  North 

Purchase, eventually leading to Easton’s incorporation as a separate entity on December 

21, 1725. Initial settlement occurred in South Easton by Thomas Randall in 1694, near 

the junction of Depot and Washington streets.  Randall was joined in 1695 by six other 

families who settled in the area of Easton Green. Fairly rapid population growth occurred 

throughout  the  period  from  the  first  seven  families  to  60  by  the  time  of  Easton’s 

incorporation and a total of 1172 people by the eve of the Revolution (MHC 1981: 3). 

Early roads established by these settlers included what are now Prospect, Purchase and 

Church  streets  which  linked  the  community  to  the  Massachusetts  Bay  Path  (MHC 

1981:3).

Like most eighteenth century towns in southeastern Massachusetts, agriculture formed 

the basis of Easton’s economy with the majority occurring in South Easton due to the 

presence of more arable soils. Randall and another settler, Clement Briggs of Weymouth, 

began the first industrial development in town with the erection of a saw mill and a grist 

mill near their residences in 1694 and 1700 (MHC 1981: 4).  This area also saw the first 

iron forge  in  town in  1724 at  the  site  of  the  earlier  saw and grist  mills,  which was 

followed by a saw mill in 1739. A second forge, utilizing the ready source of bog iron off 

Lincoln Street, was built in 1723 near the junction of Pond Street and Sullivan Avenue 

(MHC 1981: 4). 

Three semi-self contained villages were formed within Easton as a result of the Town’s 

size, water resources, iron deposits and religious differences. One of these villages was 

what is now called Furnace Village, within which the project area was located. Industrial 

development  began  in  what  is  now  Furnace  Village  in  1751  following  the  initial 

settlement in 1718 with Foundry and Highland streets connecting this portion of Easton 

to  the  Massachusetts  Bay  Path.  A foundry  was  built  and  cannon  proofing  grounds 

associated with it were located at the southern end of the man-made Old Pond by 1775. 

This area was also the location of a fulling mill with a tannery being located just south of 

it, also on Mulberry Brook (MHC 1981: 5). 
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Population growth during the Federal  Period (1775-1830) continued with the greatest 

increase being between 1776 to 1800 with a slight decline by the end of the period (MHC 

1981: 6).

Industrial development continued to increase during this period with Eliphalet Leonard 

II’s construction of a forge which was the first forge in the United States to produce steel 

on a commercial scale (MHC 1981: 6). This period also saw the establishment of the 

Ames family in Easton when Oliver Ames, in 1803, began manufacturing shovels. Other 

industries in town included cotton and thread factories in North and South Easton. The 

construction  of  the  Taunton  to  South  Boston  Turnpike  in  1809  helped  to  encourage 

industrial development by providing a convenient transport route for goods to the larger 

markets in Boston.  Turnpike construction lead to a decline in use of the Massachusetts 

Bay Path. 

The  Early  Industrial  Period  (1830-1870)  began  with  the  opening  of  private  branch 

railroad lines built by the Ames family in 1855 which connected Boston, Providence and 

New York (MHC 1981:7). This line was bought by the Old Colony Railroad line in 1866. 

Construction of the railroad lines lead to steady population growth throughout the period. 

This was especially true in North Easton where the Ames shovel factory attracted large 

numbers of workers, with the result being that this can be considered the boom years for 

Easton industrial development. While the industrial focus was on iron and iron products, 

cotton mills remained active longer in town than in most other inland communities (MHC 

1981: 7). 

The Late Industrial Period (1870-1915) retained a steady population with the continued 

influx  of  foreign-born  persons  throughout  the  period,  and  residential  development 

associated with worker housing for them  (MHC 1981:10).  The Ames shovel business 

continued to grow and expand during the period with Ames family involvement with the 

Credit  Mobiler  and  Union  Pacific  railroads  contributing to  their  success.  Industry  in 

South  Easton  moved  away  from  iron  production  and  now  turned  to  new  industries 

including automobile manufacture (Morse automobiles),  piano castings and pianoforte 

machinery and the establishment of the Simpson Spring bottling company near the center 

of town in 1870 (MHC 1981:10). 

The Early Modern Period (1915-1940) population remained relatively stable reaching a 

peak in 1925. Ames shovel remained the largest business in town and Belcher Malleable 

Iron Foundry continued in Furnace Village. 

Known Historic Sites

Eleven historic sites are recorded for the town of Taunton within two kilometers of the 

project  area,  all  of  which  are  within  the  Furnace  Village  National  Register  Historic 

District. The Furnace Village National Historic District was established as a result of a 

National  Register  nomination  put  forth  by  the  MHC  and  the  Easton  Historical 

Commission in 1983.  The district is made up of industrial sites, residences, dam sites and 

two cemeteries adjacent or in close proximity to several natural and artificial waterways 
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and ponds. The district is adjacent to the bay Road Historic District and it bisects by 

Foundry Street.  Furnace  Village  lies  in  an  area  where  two streams,  Poquanticut  and 

Mulberry brooks, intersected. It covers approximately one half mile in all directions of 

Swift’s Park located at the junction of Poquanticut Avenue and Foundry Street (Figure 6). 

Dams were built on the brooks beginning in the 1740 and continuing into the nineteenth 

century, resulting in th creation of Old, New and Keith’s ponds. Old Pond was created by 

the construction of a dam across Poquanticut Brook, which was called Little Brook at the 

time. A large reservoir called Carge Reservoir was built to the west of Old Pond in 1810. 

It was later renamed New Pond. Canals and waterways created for the industries in the 

village and washing areas associated with the tannery still exist as well. The area contains 

two cemeteries and the third oldest standing house in Easton, the Josiah Keith house (29 

Highland Street), built in 1730. The iron industry in Furnace Village was established in 

1751, and continued in the nineteenth to twentieth centuries with the Belcher Malleable 

Iron Company, which was built across the street from the original furnace site. Belcher is 

the  oldest  continually  operating  malleable  iron  company in  the  United  States.  Other 

industries within the district include a tannery from the 1770s, a thread mill from the 

1840s and a site used for various mills from 1742 to 1900. By 1776 James Perry owned 

the foundry in the area.  He manufactured 2.91 caliber “Grasshopper” cannon and 3 to 36 

pound cannon balls for the Continental Army.  Perry later hired soldiers from Norton and 

Easton for service in the Continental army out of his own pocket. In 1783 Perry’s foundry 

was destroyed by fire. 

The 11 previously identified archaeological sites that are located within two kilometers of 

the project area are shown below in Table 2. 

Table 2. Known historic sites within 2 km of project area

Site Number Type Date Water Source

HA-1 Cider Mill 1860-Early 20th Century Mulberry Brook

HA-2 Tannery 1775 Mulberry Brook

HA-3 Cannon Proofing 

Range

c.1775 Poquanticut Brook

HA-4 Mill Site 1742, 1765 Mulberry Brook

HA-5 New Pond Dam 19th-20th centuries New Pond

HA-6 Old Pond Dam 18th-20th centuries Old Pond

HA-7 Forge 18th-19th century Poquanticut Brook

HA-17 Furnace 18th-20th centuries Poquanticut Brook

HA-18 Forge 18th-19th century Old Pond

HA-19 Historic District 18th-20th century Mulberry and 

Poquanticut brooks

HA-20 Blacksmith Shop 19th century Poquanticut Brook
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All of the recorded  historic archaeological sites located near the project area are related 

to industrial activities in this portion of Easton. Archaeological Site Examination testing 

was carried out  at  the Old and New Pond dam sites  across Foundry Street  from the 

Sawmill Pond project area in 1996 and 1997. Chereau et al found that open areas around 

Old Dam had once been the location of several individual structures during the historic 

period,  some  of  which  remained  extant  until  the  early  twentieth  century  (Chereau 

1997:48). Subsurface testing found that the site had been continually disturbed with each 

successive construction episode, effectively “smearing” the materials and features across 

the majority of the site area. Native American materials were recovered from the testing 

as well, although it was not in its original context and was recovered in redeposited fill 

associated with the dams.

Historic Archaeological Potential

General historic settlement patterns have been developed for historical resources in New 

England and these can be used to help predict where historic archaeological sites may be 

found  (Handsman  1981;  Paynter  1982;  Walbauer  1986;  Wood  1978).  Economic 

geographers have also formulated models on historic settlement that take into account 

variables such as proximity to bodies of water, arable soils, granite outcrops, and gravel 

and clay beds (Haggett et al. 1977).  Proximity to settlement concentrations, freshwater 

springs, streams and sources of waterpower also effect where people will settle.

Historic Archaeological potential can be stratified as follows:

High Potential: Within 100 m. of a major transportation network, within 100 m. 

of fresh water,  within 1000 m. of a settlement concentration and identification on

historic maps

Moderate: Within 100 m. of a major transportation network, within 100 m. 

of fresh water,  within 1000 m. of a settlement concentration, but no identification

on historic maps

Low Potential: >100 m. of a major transportation network, >100 m. of fresh water and 

>1000 m. of a settlement concentration

The project area contains no known historic sites, and the soils appear to have been good 

enough for cultivation and haying. The project area was located within the Furnace Brook 

Historic District and 11 industrially related historic archaeological sites are located within 

close proximity to it.  Historic cartographic evidence failed to show any habitation or 

industrial  development  on  the  property,  but  the  project  area  was  located  adjacent  to 

Foundry Street which was laid out in 1741 and is within the historic village area. The 

majority of the project area that was to be impacted by the proposed construction was 

located over 90 meters from both Foundry Street and Mulberry Brook. Due to all of these 

factors, the project area was given low potential for containing historic archaeological 

resources.   Any resources  identified  are  expected  to  be  related  to  occupation  in  the 

eighteenth to twentieth centuries and was likely to consist of field scatter from farming 
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associated with the historic homes to the north of the project area. Itwaspredicted that 

industrial  activities  were  concentrated  closer  to  man-made ponds  and  not  along  this 

stretch of brook between Old and New ponds to the north and Keith Pond to the south.

During the walkover, stone walls and piles were observed, evidence of clearing of the 

land for agricultural purposes.  Intensive Survey testing should be able to identify the 

presence of a plowzone within the areas tested, which would allow an investigation into 

the use of the property.  The potential also exists for the recovery pf field scatter whether 

the area was used for the planting of crops or for the grazing of livestock. 
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V. INTENSIVE SURVEY TESTING

Field Methods

A  testing  strategy  utilizing  transect  testing  in  the  proposed  areas  of  impact  was 

determined  to  be the  best  strategy for  this  project  area.   Prehistoric  sites  as  well  as 

historic limited activity areas are often fairly small and a testing strategy with an interval 

of 10 m between test pits has been found to yield a nearly 1.0 probability for locating 

sites 12 m or more in diameter  (Lightfoot 1986: 493-494).  The test pit size used by 

Lightfoot to determine this probability was 30 x 30 cm.  By increasing the test pit size to 

50 x 50 cm there should be an increased likelihood of identifying sites smaller than 12 m. 

Kintigh noted that with high-density sites, small test pits were likely to yield artifacts 

while on lower density sites, similar to those commonly found in New England, larger 

test pit size proved more favorable for artifact recovery (Kintigh 1988: 702-703).   The 

types  of  potential  prehistoric,  small  temporary  resource  procurement  related 

encampments and larger planting areas both with activity areas have a high degree of 

likelihood for being encountered by using this testing strategy. 

The project area has a moderate potential for prehistoric and a low potential for historic 

archaeological  resources.   The  presence  of  some  moderately  well-drained  soils,  the 

proximity of the Mulberry Brook, the overall level terrain in the northern section as well 

as  the  presence  of  a  few  ancient  Native  American  archaeological  sites  within  two 

kilometers  of  the  location make this  an adequate  location  for  prehistoric  occupation. 

Ancient Native American occupation in the Town of Easton has been predicted to have 

been limited and it  was expected that  evidence of  occupation within the project  area 

would likely be related to small scale utilization of the area for the collection of resources 

associated with the wetlands to the east and the brook to the west.

Testing consisted of the excavation of 50 x 50 cm square test pits along five transects 

placed across the project area (Figure 7). Transect testing was located across the entire 

project area, paralleling Mulberry Brook. The transects were located on the Woodbridge 

and Hinckley soils. The total length of the transects were expected to be between 60 and 

215 meters long and would contain a total of 62 test pits.  Bracket testing at a five meter 

interval oriented to true north was to be completed around test pits containing prehistoric 

or early historic cultural material.

Proposed testing:

Transect Testing    62 test pits

Total      62 test pits

All test pits were 50 x 50 cm. in size and were dug to sterile soil.  All soils were screened 

through  quarter-inch  mesh  screens  and  examined  for  cultural  material.   All  test  pit 

locations, stratigraphy, and contents was recorded on the appropriate forms and maps. All 

soil  colors were recorded using the Munsell  Soil Color Chart.   In  the event that any 

potential features were encountered,  the potential feature would be planned,  
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photographed and then covered for  excavation during a subsequent Site Examination. 

Photographs would also have been taken and measured drawings made of any visible 

above ground cultural features such as structures or structural remains.

Results of the Intensive Survey

Sixty-two 50 x 50 cm.  STPs were excavated in  the project  area  along five transects 

(Figure 1). Vegetation across the project  area consisted of a mixture of oak, pine and 

hickory trees with poison ivy,  fern and arrowood forming the understory and ground 

cover. Due to the extremely stony soil and the presence of more suitable soils within the 

general  area  no  ancient  Native  American  or  significant  historic  resources  were 

encountered. Extensive stonewalls forming boundary walls and possible enclosures were 

encountered across the project area and especially in the eastern third of the area to be 

impacted. No further testing is recommended for the project area.

Transect testing yielded similar soil profiles across the project area, consisting of either a 

plowzone or an A1 horizon overlying a B1 horizon (Figure 2).  The majority of the test 

pits encountered an A0 layer to an average depth of 5 cm below ground surface, below 

which  a  dark  brown  (10  YR  3/3)  sandy  silt  A1  horizon  containing  very  heavy 

concentrations  of  gravel  and rock to  an average depth of  10 cmbs.  Below the A1,  a 

yellow brown (10YR 5/6) sandy silt B1 horizon, also containing heavy rock and gravel, 

was encountered to a depth of 30 cmbs. Stones and cobbles encountered in the test pits 

ranged in size from fist to larger boulders, often covering the bottom of the test pit. Large 

boulders and cobbles were also visible on the surface across the project area.

Test pits located at the northern edge of the project area, Transect 2 test pits 1 and 2, 

Transect 3 test pit 1, and all of those in especially those in transects 4 and 5, encountered 

a plowzone in place of the A1 horizon. The plowzone horizon was located below a five 

centimeter thick A0 horizon and consisted of a 20 to 25 cm thick horizon of dark yellow 

brown (10YR 4/6)soil which generally contained less stone than the A1 horizon more 

commonly encountered. Plowzone soils were concentrated in the eastern portion of the 

project area between two sections of stonewalls (Figure 2) and appear to represent an 

attempt at limited cultivation of the extremely stony soils.  Stone piles and wide stone 

walls  were  also  concentrated  in  the  eastern  portion  of  the  project  area,  possibly 

representing an aborted attempt to expand arable land beyond the area cultivated between 

the stone walls. 

Transect 1 was located on the extreme western edge of the project area, approximately 30 

meters from Mulberry Brook (Figure 1).  This transect was oriented north to south and 

contained seven test  pits. Transect  2 was located 30 m. to the east of Transect 1 and 

extended from just south of the northern boundary of the project area, to the southern 

edge of the area to be impacted by development.  It was approximately 220 meters long 

with test pits 1 to 14 being oriented north to south and 14 to 22 being oriented at 125 

degrees, following the contour of development (Figure 1). Transect 3 was located 30 m. 

to the east of Transect 2, which it paralleled.  This transect was 240 meters long and 

contained 22 test pits.  Transect 4 was located 30 m. to the east of Transect 3, was 60 m. 
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Figure 1. Intensive Survey Testing
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Figure 2. Representative soil profiles
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long and contained five test pits. This transect was located in a mostly open and grassy, 

raised   area  where  a  plowzone horizon was  encountered.  Transect  5  was  located  15 

meters to the east of Transect 3 and was oriented at 130 degrees.  This transect was 76 m. 

long and contained seven test pits.  It was located in the raised area between the two stone 

walls in the eastern half of the project area and a plowzone was consistently encountered 

in these test pits.

Several  stonewalls  and  stone  piles  were  found  across  the  project  area.   The  walls 

averaged 80 cm in height and most consisted of a single thickness of stones laid up in two 

to three tiers (Figure 3 and Figure 4). Larger boulders were placed as the first tier with 

smaller ones stacked on top. Stone walls were apparently used to delineate boundaries 

and wetlands and to enclosed portions of land that were under cultivation. Transects 4 

and 5 were located within the two areas that had been established for cultivation in the 

eastern half of the project area. It is unknown what was being grown, but since the areas 

were not excessively long, it may have been vegetables as opposed to cereals or grains.

In the southeastern portion of the project area, two large piles of stones were encountered. 

The first pile, located one and one-half meters to the east of test pit T3-10, measured nine 

meters long, four meters wide and was one and one-half meters tall (Figure 3).  Three 

smaller piles of stones arranged in low circular piles were located to the west of the larger 

main pile (Figure 3).  All of these piles represent attempts to clear the land of cobbles and 

boulders in preparation for tilling.  Cobble size in the piles ranged from 30 to 50 cm with 

the composition of granite and quartz mirroring the local glacial till. A second pile was 

located along the southernmost stonewall to the south of one of the areas of plowzone 

soil.  This pile was incorporated into a stonewall and measured one and one-half meters 

high, 12 meters long and was two meters wide (Figure 5).  This pile was constructed with 

larger cobbles being stacked in two rows approximately one meter apart with the space 

between the rows being filled in with smaller fist-sized cobbles. 

Stone walls were encounted across the project area but appear to have been concentrated 

in the eastern half. All the stone walls were of the same type, low (½ to 3/4 m. high) 

single course stacked walls.  Because plowzone was encountered in some portions of the 

project area but was absent in others, these walls were apparently constructed from a 

combination of the abundant surficial cobbles and boulders present across the area and 

stones plowed up during cultivation. Robert Thorson’s work on New England stone walls 

helps to interpret the use of the stone walls in the Wildcat Hill project area. Thorson’s 

work on the classification, description and determination of function of stone walls came 

to the logical conclusion that, like many other aspects of culture, form follows function. 

Walls are constructed in certain ways as a result of certain uses that they were designed 

for. 

The most basic distinction can be made between stone walls  and stone fences.  Stone 

walls  are upright structures designed to enclose,  divide,  support, or protect  with their 

principle  connotation  being  structural  (Thorson  2002:  59).  Walls  are  generally  low, 

massive structures with shabby construction.  Many walls begin their existence as dump 

piles at the edges of property and area associate with field and pasture clearing.  They 
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Figure 3. Stone walls and piles identified within the project area
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Figure 4. Representative sections of stone walls within the project area
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Figure 5. Stone piles encountered within the project area
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may remain  as  unorganized linear  dump piles  or  they may evolve over  time to  more 

formal, higher and more significant boundary markers or pasture dividers. Knee-high (50 

cm) walls are generally the result of stone accumulation at the edge of a field. Dump walls 

usually begin as stones tossed or dumped against fence lines with no order or arrangement 

aside from a linear structure but often with varying widths and heights (Thorson 2002: 

67). Thigh high (80 cm) walls were generally boundary markers, tall enough to be visible 

above the grass but too low to keep animals penned in. Boundary walls mark a claim to 

the land and as fences they “..offer strength against unwanted human intrusion and the 

tempest of nature.” (Thorson 2002: 65).  Stock walls were at least waist high (100 cm) and 

generally began with rolled boulders with stacked smaller stones on top.   Stone fences are 

designed to prevent entry or egress from an area, as a result their primary connotation is 

functional and were above chest high (130 cm) (Thorson 2002: 59). 

Walls can be a single width wide, amounting to little more than stacked stones used to 

fence in a pasture or to a lesser extent to clear land of stones or double width which served 

purposes beyond fencing  (Thorson 2002: 60). Double width walls may have been used for 

stone disposal, boundary marking and for aesthetic appeal (Thorson 2002: 60). The most 

common type of stone wall in New England is the division wall. Division walls adjacent 

to tilled fields usually are composed of larger and smaller stones.  Larger stones were 

removed from the field first and the smaller stones were removed in subsequent years as 

plowing churned them up. Walls surrounding pasture on the other hand are more simply 

built being single walls if they are long walls and double is they are composed of shorter 

segments (Thorson 2002: 85).  In general, division walls of all types tend to be low and 

extend away from the house and barn.

The walls within the project area appear to represent dump walls at the edges of fields and 

also boundary walls located at the edge of the parcels. Their general construction appears 

to  have  consisted  of  the  placement  of  large  boulders  first  with  smaller  boulders  and 

cobbles on top.  Sets of walls  probably represents lanes,  either for animals or vehicles 

while other walls border the edges of the wetlands, likely to keep animals from straying 

into these areas and getting stuck, and appear to roughly subdivide the central portion of 

the project area into several rectangular fields, likely for grazing. The walls enclosing the 

plowed areas may represent an attempt at creating raised beds for planting root crops such 

as turnips which would have been fed to livestock during the winter. 
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VI. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Sixty-two 50 x 50 cm. test pits were excavated in the Saw Mill Pond project area. The 

project area consists of level land adjacent to Mulberry Brook, located to the west and 

south,  and  areas  of  wetland  to  the  east.  The  vegetation  in  the  project  area  was 

predominantly  pine,  oak  and  hickory  trees  with  poison  ivy  and  ferns  composing  the 

underbrush.  Numerous  historic  period  stone  walls  and  stone  piles  were  identified, 

representing historic period subdivision of the extremely rocky land possibly for pasturage 

and limited  planting. No historic or ancient Native American artifacts were recovered, 

confirming  the   research  prediction  that  the  area  had  a  low  sensitivity  for  historic 

resources,  aside  from stone  walls  and  possible  agricultural  evidence,  and,  due  to  the 

extremely stony soils  and proximity of  better  soils  in the immediate area,  a  moderate 

sensitivity for ancient Native American sites. 

No further testing was recommended for the project area investigated during the Intensive 

(locational) Survey.
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