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3.0 FIELD WORK
I'he field work for the |
between December |

hase 11 Arch
the implementation

and Decembe

o b5t wak performed
acological Testing and Evaluation was perfo
of the seven

r21, 2006, The field work was accomphished through
tasks enumerated below:

1. Site Reconnaissance

2. Site Clearing

3. Site mapping and establishment of
4.

a site grid
Recordation of constructed f

eatures
3. Controlled Surface ( ollection (CSC)
0. Excavation of Shovel Tests
7.

Excavation of one by one meter test units

3.1 Site Reconnaissance

of the site area to famihanze he weam wy
The first task performed was a reconnaissance of the site arca to tan
the site area and its immediate environs

[he reconnassance also strved 10 assist in\
planning and scheduling of the other tasks.
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3.2 Site Clearing

The site area was found (o be heayi)
t:f brushy and thomy species prior t: ;:Eﬁ:“_'ﬁd and required the culting of large amounts
to expose constructed features, fing the estublishment of survey transeets und

3.3  Mapping and Site Grid

an Moseley and Associates [ ' i
;E:|I15tructcd features. established the site grid baselines and mapped the

34  Recordation of constructed features

The constructed features were photographed

an siches he plan of cach
building made, examples are i d measured sketches of the p

ided in later sections of this document.

3.5 Controlled Surface Collection (CSC)

A controlled surface collection (CSC) of the site area was made using collection units
that measured 1.75 meters square and were established at 10 meter intervals.

 define the horizontal and vertical
centimeters and was excavated to
screened through Ya inch mesh
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1.7 Excavation of one by one meter test units

Five one¢ by one meter units were excavated to test select areas of the site.
selected included thick midden deposits (Figure 4), general site contexts,

concentrations of artifacts and one area in the central part of the site that appear ¥
devoid of materials. In addition to the test units, large areas were cleared of vegetation,

rubble and colluvium to expose and record architectural features (Figure 6).

The areas
discrete
ed 1o be
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| 6.1 VILLAGE PLAN
|-
|
[y
i
j The Phase 1! Archaeological Testing and Evaluation performed for the Great St. lames
17 structures of varying forms and likely

structures 15 six less than

ymmetrical plan that is
and

Historie Village resulted in the identification ol
tion within the historic village, We note that tns number of
reported by Righter in 2005, The v illage proper exhibits a s

rectilinear in form (Figure 7) with what are likely to be small domestic structures
associated features aligned along ilie niorth edge of ihe saddle. The larger structures are
located on the west side of the village and generally trend along a north to south axis.
Twao small structures are located to the west of the village core area (P and Q); these two
structures may ‘represent earlier construction or perhaps specific function buildings
llpdnﬂld from the core village area. Additional possible associated features include a
number of ¢ ﬂ wel ﬂmmmmzwm;.nf the village, and constructed
eatires the village, including one that was considered by Righier

fund

v
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' Figure 7: Map depicting the location of the Great St. James Historic Village
Structures

6.1.1 Village Architectural Remains

efinable structures were located and recorded by

measured drawings and photography, examples of the level of documentation is shown in
Figures 8-10. We note that 23 structures were recorded by Righter; the discrepancy
' and Righter's may be in part attributable to the level of exposure
: we suspect that because of the thick vegetation and considerable
|dine materials, some structures may have been considered by

. ri.--::L.rp. ure.

The remains of seventeen readily d

by rubble masonry foundation walls
n to this pattern is a small building
10 evidence for the use of
yount of the recycling of
sentury as evidenced by
15 err "'"“h a vaulted
A .'W‘

EFTA00595336



W vl Mfamvcagermenl Summaey for fhe Phaxe 11

d b : Archapey
Brcait S0, James Historie Village Sive, S Thomas preys "Bl Testing ang £,
Sy Everlistion February
I, 27
Solter Project No. 054 | 474

he buildings are generally Poorly to mod
contain numerous diagonal lissu derately well

_ 125 Of dicartin the surviving walls
is readily discernable, disarticulated wall“ However lhgir plan

EFTAO00595337



Uit i foor Pl Plaiag I i
ase I A 1T T e o T

o Teatimg awidd vl
i B e

R
Vidhawe Sivwe. S5 Phosmian, |15

PR

4
1
1 soure 10: Plan View of Structure t :
- Fig iew of Structure L. cistern and catchment basin
A 6.2 ARTIFACT BEARING MATRICES
&
We had initially hypothesized m our research proposal that the artifact bearing matrices
would be restricted to surface or very near-surface contexts. This proposition was largely
re found to extend to depths as much as 18 to 20
near the

o this general pattern 1S an arca
as evidenced by the absence

i refuted as artifact bearing matrices We
are located along the edges

below surface (cmbs). An exception {

center of the site that appears to have been regularly swept,
The most extensive midden deposits

down slope from the structures.

centimeters

of top soil and artifacts.
of the settlement and largely

M 63 GRAVES
. ¢ found present inb
geme ';}L}u_ﬁ_;:bq_l;ts,and conch shells.

- d oL .
il "Tz',l.l,‘."‘fl' e
bl o B

etween Structures A and B (Figure 7); both graves
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Figure 11: Plan view of graves recorded between Structures A and B

6.4 OTHER CONSTRUCTED FEATURES

Other constructed features that are likely associated with the Great St. James Histonc

Village were reported by Righter (2005) are located quite some distance from the village

proper, to the west on Christmas Cove and to the northeast of the village. These features
i - us during the course of our presence on Gireat St. James and were

| ugqhat is well preserved. The

g»aiiall gut descending from the
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Figure 12: Well at Christmas Cove

6.4.2 [Features to the northeast of the Village

The features to the northeast of the village are in, or in close proximity to, the large salt
pond located on the extreme north part of the island. These features include a dry laid
rubble wall constructed with rock and coral was identified by Righter in 2005. The
purpose of this wall remains undetermined. Similar additional walls are reported by
Righter in this same general area.
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Figure 16: Grave platform identified by Righter (2005:44)

-ri;= (2005:43 and 44) suggests that the disarticulated coral and stone represents the
top of the grave and the depression to be a robbed

as the amount of worked

rernzins of 2 monumeni that was set on
| ‘T..:. c SIiE

grave. We are noi entirely convinced that this 1s
rock asd coral appears o be far greater than necessary for 3 monument (s), and the
depression 15 far larger than necessary fo rob a grave. Additionally, neither Righter nor
our tcam reports seeing lodse skeietal romams that aye characteristic of robbed grave

contexts (although we did not screen: the soils)

it1 construcicd feature 1o the south of the grave platiorm

We d:d m m an addmnl :
pls hier | Fig ar

&

e 17). Additionally, a namber of leveled areas and the
F qnﬁ, causeway, stone lined path) were noled by
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figure 17: Photograph showing relationship of grave platform and additional
constructed feature (north arrow sits on top of additional constructed feature)

7.0 PRELIMINARY CONCLUSIONS

7.1 The Great St. James Historic Village

| Testing and Evaluation performed for the Great St. James

identificati ontai svidence
istoric Vi . the identification of a settlement that contains some evi
iiencic Ylage SRt i the late 18th-century; however, the preponderance of the

of having been occupied in : ‘ ts dating to the 20th-
with some minor amoun glo _
artifacts appear to date to the I%ﬂﬁm of 17 rubble masonry structures in varying

The Phase II Archaeologica

preserv ith contextual integrity. Faunal
wh;kd ;:ll:lh moderate amounts of conch
, birds, large and small mammals were also
considered to meet the criteria for
< under Criterion D which is defined

important to prehistory or
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. ; L Athin a
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sreen spaced area.  We recommend that consideration be afforded to developing
3 willage arca as an interpreted culturally sensitive park like setting.

: : ot et Y
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I d road alignment to the west of the core of B et
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8.1 Christmas Cove Features
] Cove should be preserved in sifi anc
i trough located on Christmas

. landscape ‘e recommend that
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To: Vicior Somme, Director, CZM

VISHPO has received the technical proposal referenced above and our comments are as
follows:
Cultural Resources Survey investigations carried out

® Pursuant to the Phase |
Archaeolink in 2004, which resulted in the Report of a
Phase I Cultural Resources Survey of Great St. James Island, St. Thomas, USVI,
several significant cultural resources were identified.
® The significant cultural resources identified by Ms. Righter included the remains
of at least 23 structures, refuse middens, a well, a grave, cart paths, and other
landscape features,
® As aresult of the identification of these significant cultural resources, and in light
of the proposed development by Great St. James Properties for residential
housing, further Phase II Testing and Evaluation Study is required to determine

boundaries, depth, documentation, and level of significance for a determination ¢
eligibility to the National Register of Historic Places for the resources identified
ficant for inclusion onto the local Virgin

The sites are already considered signi
Islands Registry of Historic Buildings, Sites, and Places.
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Mitigation studies, it needed, winer. Piroes. or determine further Fhume 11
W dcvchm:ent planning. Il resources might b urav oulnble withy

e Based on the review of the Phase Il Technical Proposal submitied by Solwec, it
appears that it meets the recommendations necessary to assess and evaluate the

identified cultural resources as per VISHPO requirements.

“as a preliminary concept, the culturally significant
;::: "aff !‘;I:;?baelf;;::;:;eﬂjﬂ ;s an inpter:pmwd, cultura..'lly sensitive, *?ass‘;? ?m_h\m
setting that maintains the site’s inherent archaeological -:fharacu':r 4 a_mm :!:1 is :;1“1:1-,
wish that this concept is supported throughout the planning process; e
time, we applaud the developer for this foresight and sensitivity.

e Our only further concern regarding the Phase II Testing and Evaluation is that the
historic well, which is outside the described “culturally significant site area” be
documented and preserved, with any mitigative testing to be discussed with the
VISHPO prior to disturbance, and the grave site, already identified, be preserved

in place, restored as a marked place of burial, and fenced in, with access allowed.
If either c::fthese alternatives is not conducive to planning and development, the
VISHPO is to be contacted and consulted prior to any measures that may impact

e Asdiscussed in the proposal (Reporting, p. 5) a Management S
: ; ) ummary report
will be pwparcd for submittal to the VISHPO within three days of the conclusion
of field activities, and as a result this document will be sufficient to issue a

¢:  Dean C. Plaskett, Esq., Commissioner and
Virgin Islands State Historic Preservation Officer

Manny C. Ramos, CZM Environmental Engineer
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