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ABSTRACT

From August 26 to August 29, 2002, archaeologists from Panamerican Consultants, Inc.
(Panamerican) of Memphis, Tennessee conducted a cultural resources investigation on and
surrounding a portion of Deadman’s Island which is located in Santa Rosa County, Florida. More
specifically, the project area encompasses the northern quarter of the island and the bay waters
that surround it on its north and west sides. Comprised of the construction of a wall of vinyl
~sheetpile offshore of the island and the planting of vegetation on the island itself, the
construction and planting activities are being conducted to combat the effects of erosion and to
subsequently stabilize the island. A limited archival research, remote-sensing survey of the
offshore project area, and shovel testing of portions of the island comprised the current study
which was implemented by the Mobile District Corps of Engineers in partial fulfillment of their
obligations under various Federal statutes: Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act
of 1966, as amended; Executive Order 11593; the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
Procedures for the Protection of Historic and Cultural Properties (36 CFR Part 800); and the
Abandoned Shipwreck Act of 1987. Implemented for the Mobile District in response to their
Scope of Work entitled Underwater Remote Sensing and Terrestrial Survey, Pensacola Bay and
Deadman's Island, Santa Rosa County, Florida (SOW), the project was conducted under
Contract No. DACA01-02-P-0472.

The investigation indicated that the project site is an extremely historically sensitive area. The
island itself was home to prehistoric peoples, and comprising the northeastern shore of Old N avy
Cove, the immediate waters have had a long history of early European utilization and were
employed early on as a careening station. Deadman’s Island has numerous known archaeological
sites and several of the specific sites on and around it have been the focus of intensive cultural
resources investigations. Several shipwrecks are located in and near the general vicinity of the
project area, but perhaps the most readily visible testaments to the island’s history are the
remains of an historically significant late-nineteenth century marine railway on its northern tip.

Results of the investigation indicate that there are historic properties in the area. Seventeen
magnetic anomalies are located within the project boundaries. Due to the historic associations of
the project area it is considered that each anomaly has the potential to represent a potentially
significant cultural resource, specifically components of the marine railway or possibly vessel
components. Four of the anomaly sources are located directly in line with the proposed sheetpile
placement route and require investigation to assess their identity and historical significance
relative to National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) eligibility criteria prior to adverse
construction impacts. Of the other 13 anomalies, three are to seaward and ten are to shoreward of
the proposed pile placement area. These anomaly sources should be avoided during pile

placement activities. If they cannot be avoided, they require investigation to identify and assess
their NRHP significance.

The terrestrial investigations did not encounter any significant cultural material during the shovel
test pit phase of the project. However, there were obvious features observable on the surface.
These features represent the cultural remains of previous historic activity in the area specifically
associated with the marine railway, and are, therefore, deemed potentiaily significant. Owing to
the site and its features disappearing due to extensive erosion, it is the opinion of the Principal
Investigator that given the stated minimal depth and impact of vegetation planting, this activity
will serve to protect the features rather than impact them. With that said, because they are

visible, recordation of the exposed portions of the features would take a minimal amount of
effort.
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1. INTRODUCTION

From August 26 to August 29, 2002 archaeologists from Panamerican Consultants, Inc.
(Panamerican) of Memphis, Tennessee conducted a cultural resources investigation on and
surrounding a portion of Deadman’s Island, which is located in Santa Rosa County, Florida.
More specifically, the small island is situated in the City of Gulf Breeze on the northwestern end
of the Santa Rosa (Gulf Breeze) Peninsula that runs in a general east-to-west orientation in
Pensacola Bay. Fronted on its north and west sides by bay waters, the island is actually a
peninsula that is connected to a high bluff to the east by a small sand spit. Separating the island
from the bluff are the waters of Gilmore’s Bayou (Figure 1).

1 MuE
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Figure 1. Project location map (USGS quadrangle Gulf Breeze, Florida).

The project area encompasses the northern quarter of the island and the bay waters that surround
it on its north and west sides. Comprised of the construction of a wall of vinyl sheetpile offshore
of the island and the planting of vegetation on the island itself, the construction and planting
activities are being conducted to combat the effects of erosion and to subsequently stabilize the
island. Presented in Figure 2, the sheetpile parallels the shore approximately 260 feet offshore.
Set on fifteen-foot long piles driven into the sand at eight-foot intervals and ten feet deep, the




piles have their southwestern terminus at N507343/E1120796 and their northeastern terminus at
N505909/E1121479.

Historically sensitive, the island itself was home to prehistoric peoples; comprising the
northeastern shore of Old Navy Cove, the immediate waters have had a long history of early
European utilization and were employed early on as a careening station. Several shipwrecks are
located in and near the general vicinity of the project area, but perhaps the most readily visible

testament to the island’s history are the remains of a late-nineteenth century marine railway on
its northern tip.

Comprised of limited archival research, a remote-sensing survey of the offshore project area, and
shovel testing of portions of the island, the current study was implemented by the Mobile District
in partial fulfillment of their obligations under various Federal statutes. As an agency of the
Federal government, the Mobile District is entrusted with the protection and preservation of all
cultural resources that may be adversely affected by their project activities. The Federal statutes
regarding these responsibilities include: Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of
1966, as amended; Executive Order 11593; the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
Procedures for the Protection of Historic and Cultural Properties (36 CFR Part 800); and the
Abandoned Shipwreck Act of 1987. In fulfilling these responsibilities, the Mobile District
initiated the investigation to determine the presence or absence of remote-sensing targets and
historic properties within the project area. Implemented for the Mobile District in response to
their Scope of Work entitled Underwater Remote Sensing and Terrestrial Survey, Pensacola Bay

and Deadman's Island, Santa Rosa County, Florida (SOW), the project was conducted under
Contract No. DACAQ1-02-P-0472.

Results of the investigation indicate that 17 magnetic anomalies are located within the project
boundaries. Due to the historic associations of the project area it is considered that each anomaly
has the potential to represent a potentially significant cultural resource, specifically components
of the marine railway or vessel components. Four of the anomaly sources are located directly in
line with the proposed sheetpile placement route and require investigation to assess their identity
and historical significance relative to National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) eligibility
criteria prior to adverse construction impacts. Of the other 13 anomalies, three are to seaward
and ten are to shoreward of the proposed pile placement area. These anomaly sources should be
avoided during pile placement activities. If they cannot be avoided, they require investigation to
identify and assess their NRHP significance.

The terrestrial investigations did not encounter any significant cultural material during the shovel
testing phase of the project. However, there were obvious features observable on the surface.
Thought to be associated with the marine railway, these features represent the cultural remains of
a significant maritime facility and activity for the area and are, therefore, deemed potentially
significant. However, the planting of vegetation should not result in an impact to these features,
but, conversely, will serve to preserve them in situ.

Comprised of sections on Historical Background, Methods, Results, and Conclusions, the
following report describes in detail the conduct of the study, as well as the recommendations for
additional investigations. Accordingly these features should be avoided during sheetpile

placement; if avoidance is not possible the features should be archaeologically investigated to
assess their NRHP significance.
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2. HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

As stated above, Deadman’s Island is a small island situated in the City of Gulf Breeze on the
northwestern end of the Santa Rosa (Gulf Breeze) Peninsula that runs in a general east-to-west
orientation in Pensacola Bay. Fronted on its north and west sides by bay waters, the island is
actually a peninsula that is connected to a high bluff to the southwest by a small sand spit.
Separating the island from the bluff are the waters of Gilmore’s Bayou. As illustrated in an 1882
map, Deadman’s Island was originally a small peninsula on the west side of Gilmore’s Bayou
with its northern tip called “Town Point” (Figure 3). The peninsula has been made into an
artificial island by dredging a canal at its southern end for boat access. The original mouth of
Gilmore’s Bayou was on the northern end, but is now closed by a small spit of sand that connects
Deadman’s Island to the bluff line. It is unknown if this sand is a natural occurrence subsequent
to the dredging of the canal or is an artificial placement of sand.

%

Figure 3. 1882 map that illustrates ki)eadman’s Island, with its northern tip
called “Town Point,” was originally a small peninsula on the west side of
Gilmore’s Bayou (as presented in Joy 1988:7).




As illustrated in Figure 4, the island’s western side is a steeply sloping dune face that shows clear
signs of continuing erosion. Atop the four to five foot high dune, the land is level for some
distance but gradually slopes towards the edge of Gilmore’s Bayou that is fringed by marsh saw
grass (Serenoa repens). On the northern tip is found the highest ground, still no more than six
feet above mean sea level. It slopes quickly to the east where it blends into the two-foot high and
approximately 10 foot wide sand spit that connects the island to the bluff. The vegetation on the
island is characteristic of the Florida Gulf Coast dune community. Located on the face and top of
the dune, the sea oat zone is the first vegetation zone adjacent the bay water, being able to
withstand salt spray and little fresh water. As one proceeds inland, the sea oats (Uniola
paniculata) are replaced by a scrub and forest zone comprised of stunted live oak (Quercus

virginiana), and various scrub vegetation that survive in a climate of little water, harsh sunlight,
salt spray, and strong winds.

: S R ] s R
Figure 4. The island’s western side is a steeply sloping dune face that shows clear signs of continuing erosion.

Note the trees eroding along the shoreline in the distance. Project area’s southern terminus is adjacent to the
boat. View is to the north. »

PREHISTORIC BACKGROUND

A brief overview of the prehistory of northwest Florida is presented below. The limited nature of
modern investigations necessitates that the cultural overview be drawn both from general sources
such as Willey (1949), Joy (1988), Milanich (1994), and Bense (1994) and the few pertinent
specific references such as Athens et al. (1993), Mikell et al. (1989), Phillips (1995), and Thomas
and Campbell (1993). In order to provide a culture history perspective for the project area, a brief
discussion of the regional prehistory and historical background follows. Table 1 summarizes the
general prehistoric and historic chronology of the Pensacola Bay region and northwest Florida.




Table 1. Prehistoric, Protehistoric.

and Historic Cultural Sequence for Northwest Florida.

. Stage | - Period ‘ General Dates - Culture. -
Paleoindian 12,000-8500 B.C. Unnamed
Transitional 8500-8000 B.C. Dalton
Archaic Early 8000-5000 B.C. Kirk/Bolen
Middle 5000-3000 B.C. Unnamed
Late 3000-1000 B.C. Unnamed
Gulf Formational Middle-Late 1000-500 B.C. Elliot’s Point-Norwood
Woodland Early 500B.C.- AD. 300 Deptford
Middle A.D. 300-450 Santa Rosa/Swift Creeck
Late A.D. 450-1000 Weeden Island
Mississippian Early - Middle A.D. 1000-1500 Bottle Creek phase
Late/Protohistoric A.D. 1500-1700 Bear Point phase
Colonial First Spanish AD. 1528-1763 Spanish Colonial, Protohistoric and early
historic Aboriginal
British A.D. 1763-1781 British Colonial
Second Spanish A.D. 1781-1821 Spanish Colonial, American Colonial
Early American | Territorial-Civil War A.D. 1821-1865 American

Consideration of the potential for cultural resources within the project area focuses on two
distinct types: prehistoric sites and historic sites including shipwrecks. Although the location of
shipwreck sites can be realized through the employment of an array of remote-sensing equipment
like that currently being utilized within the marine portions of the project area, the location of
submerged prehistoric sites with current technology is highly unlikely. Rather, the emphasis
during a study of this nature is more hypothesis than reality, the investigation basing potential
submerged site location on known above current sea level site locational parameters (i.e., land
forms such as river terraces), as well as data on Pleistocene environments and resources for the
area (i.e., estuaries, food types). However, it is possible to identify relic submerged landforms to

some extent with the side scan sonar, and then apply known parameters from above-sea-level
sites to these landforms. ’

The remains of the peninsula that now make up the artificially-created Deadman’s Island were
first home to aboriginal peoples. Providing access to available marine resources, prehistoric
occupation of the island is evidenced by ceramic remains found on the northern tip of what was
then a peninsula. Identified as from the Late Mississippian period (A.D. 1500-1698), the cultural
material is from a period associated with the European conquest of Florida. With a cultural
economy based on agriculture, it is clear that the peninsula did not offer soils or an environment
conducive to farming; instead, gathering of marine resources such as shellfish prevailed. It is
very likely that the site is an example of the latter of three settlement patterns of aboriginal
occupation of the Pensacola Bay area. Referring to this last settlement pattern, Joy states that “as
the human population increased in this area, the number of base camp sites situated along the
coasts also increased and eventually caused a northward expansion along bayou shores and on
marsh islands that provided a source of shellfish harvesting” (1988:17).

Generally speaking, a wide range of site types has been recorded around West Florida and
Pensacola Bay. Previously recorded sites include prehistoric sites, village sites, camps or small
village sites, prehistoric aboriginal lithic and lithic/ceramic scatter sites, and historic artifact
scatters. Paleoindian and Early Archaic, Late Archaic, Deptford, Swift Creek, and Weeden
Island components have been identified on these aboriginal sites, and historic sites with late

nineteenth and early to modern twentieth-century American period components have been
identified.




Past research and the data indicate that a portion of the reported archaeological sites in the waters
of Florida are prehistoric. It is known that several submerged prehistoric sites have been found
and investigated in Florida. Most artifacts have not been found by archaeologists, but by
divers/collectors. Some of the extinct faunal remains found in a submerged context show
evidence of butcher cuts and other evidence of human shaping (Faught 2001). In general the
present environment in the project area is relatively benign, but has been exposed to sea level
change and dramatic effects of the occasional hurricane.

It is known that other coastal Atlantic regions have produced underwater prehistoric sites. To the
north, over 800 submerged archaeological sites are known to be located in North Carolina
waters, a vast majority being historic shipwrecks and landings. Approximately 50 (less than 6%)
of these sites are from a prehistoric context. Most, if not all of these, come from a lochustrine or
riverine context (Richard Lawrence, personal communication 2002). Further north in Virginia
there are at least 283 underwater sites on file. While 90 have prehistoric components, only three
are totally submerged. The bulk are eroding out of present shore lines. Only one confirmed
prehistoric site is located on the Atlantic Ocean, and that is located on the eastern shore of
Virginia (Blanton and Margolin 1994:ii, Appendix A). Thus the presence of known marine
prehistoric resources in Virginia is exceedingly rare. “It is conceivable that large portions of the
home range of some Paleoindian bands are now submerged on the continental shelf, particularly

for any that may have adopted a partial coastal subsistence focus” (Blanton and Margolin
1994:10).

Further north, it is believed that past dredging activity off of Sandy Hook, New Jersey may have
exposed and redeposited portions of a prehistoric site. An assemblage of over 200 prehistoric
artifacts was collected in an area that had been re-nourished by material dredged from an area
approximately one mile offshore in depths of 35 to 40 feet below mean low water. It is believed
that the artifacts came from a layer within the first five feet of the sea bed from the Weeks 1
Borrow Area (NYCOE Memo, 9/21/95). Other artifactual materials in the New England/Long

Island Sound area were located due to dredging activity; many were assigned to the Archaic
period (Stright 1990:441-442).

Thus, it is known that submerged prehistoric sites have been located or intuited through the
evidence from Florida to New England. But, how can these sites be recognized? The equipment
utilized for this project, a magnetometer, cannot positively identify prehistoric sites which are
non-magnetic. Alternate methods and techniques may have better results. The application of a
subbottom profiler survey, with parameters to identify relict landforms, and in conjunction with
coring could possibly identify likely locations for submerged prehistoric sites. Rather than using
these instruments in a broad survey to look for specific sites, which would be difficult, their
application should be to indicate past submerged Holocene landforms with potential to contain
cultural material. Subsequent testing for prehistoric sites (i.e., coring) could concentrate on the
areas of higher potential, increasing the chance to contact these materials.

Historic PERIOD

The first European to land on and explore Florida was Ponce De Leon. With permission from the
King of Spain to find new lands, De Leon left Puerto Rico in 1513 to search for land, wealth, and
the Fountain of Youth. After traveling by the Bahamas he landed just above the mid-point of the
coast of the Florida peninsula in early April. Turning south, De Leon coasted along the Atlantic
shore of Florida, through the Keys and approximately a third of the way up the gulf coast of the
Peninsula. After being rather savagely attacked by the local inhabitants, who had no knowledge
of the Fountain of Youth, De Leon decided to leave Florida in mid-June after a month and a half
of exploration (Morison 1974a:507-511). Three years later Diego Miruelo, who had sailed with
De Leon, explored far enough north in the gulf to find what most likely would be named




Pensacola Bay. Later, De Leon attempted to colonize Florida on the gulf side in 1521, but died
after receiving a fatal wound from the natives (Morison 1974a:515). Thus began the Spanish
exploration of the North American mainland.

Spanish persistence in the gulf kept explorers busy. In 1519 an expedition under the command of
Alonso Alvarez De Pineda again entered the Gulf of Mexico. Landing in southwest Florida, the
explorers made contact with the natives. Hostile to this European encroachment, they protested
with violence. The Spaniards sailed north and west and were the first to sail the coast of the gulf
and encounter the mouth of the Mississippi. They sailed on into Mexico where De Pineda and
many of the crew met the same fate as De Leon (Morison 1974a:517-518). However, there is no
mention of the discovery of the bay which contains the project area.

Another attempt at colonization that ended in a spectacular disaster was the endeavor of Panfilo
Narvaez in 1527. Originally intended to settle on the Rio de Palmas, they landed on the mid-west
coast of the Florida peninsula with 400 men and 80 horses. Due to apparent Eurocentric attitudes
and poor planning, the natives did not welcome the Spaniards with open arms and forced them to
retire from the coast. Unfortunately the poor planning included directions from Narvaez for all
the vessels to look for a good harbor. Having to leave the area under threat of death at the hands
of locals, the conquistadors built five vessels to evacuate to Mexico. By the end of September
1528 the remnants of the settlers were sailing north to intended refuge and comfort. Their first
real safe haven was found in approximately 30 days, thought to be Pensacola Bay. Unfortunately
the natives there were not friendly either and their trek to Mexico continued. Narvaez, the leader
of the expedition, was lost at sea and later the remaining boats wrecked on the Texas coast. Only
four survivors walked back to the protection of Spanish-held lands in 1536, eight years after the
beginning of the voyage (Morison 1974a:519-23).

During the explorations of De Soto in 1539, he sent out an investigative mission under Francisco
Maldonado to find a suitable harbor, where De Soto could march his troops and be re-supplied
early the next year. Two months of examining the coast located a fine harbor with a friendly
native population. The harbor Maldonado found is suspected to be either Mobile or Pensacola
Bay (Duncan 1995:311). The harbor turned out to be of no immediate consequence as in the
spring of 1540 De Soto marched northeast and on into legend.

With a body of cartographic and navigational knowledge growing, Pensacola Bay, with all its
accolades, became a candidate for future Spanish colonization efforts. In 1558 Gonzalo Gayon
was sent to reconnoiter the coast of Florida for a possible settlement. Of the possible ports or
bays for colonization Pensacola Bay was chosen as the site for an expedition. A year later, in the
summer, Tristan De Luna y Arellano entered the bay with 12 vessels. Unfortunately this
expedition was done in, not by hostile locals, but by more vicious weather. A hurricane
destroyed many of the vessels and doomed the colony and gulf settlement as St. Augustine, on
the Atlantic coast was settled six years later (Franklin et al. 1991:20, 25).

The French, emboldened by Verrazzano’s voyage along the east coast of the New World, in
1524 took action to claim some of this terra nova for themselves. During 1562 the French sent
two vessels to explore along the Carolina coast. Jean Ribaut took possession of the area in the
name of the King of France, Charles IX. His original settlement of Santa Elena (Port Royal,
South Carolina) did not survive long as there was internal dissention, and the post was
abandoned. The French were not to be discouraged and two years later a second attempt, under
Rene de Laudonniere, established a settlement at Fort Caroline, on the St. Johns River in Florida
(Coker 1987:3). The new settlement proved to be too close to Spanish lands.

The French settlement in Florida was a danger to the homeward fleets carrying New World
wealth to Spain. King Philip II of Spain dispatched Menendez de Aviles to eradicate the problem
in 1565. Fort Caroline was taken by a land assault, and after a promise of fair treatment the




defenders were all put to death. The French avenged the treachery three years later when the fort
was retaken and all Spanish prisoners murdered (Morison 1972b:470). The Spanish, in an
attempt to maintain sovereignty over the region, resettled at Port Royal in 1566. When Francis
Drake captured and burned St. Augustine in 1586, the post was abandoned. However, the raids

of interlopers were only irritants as the Spanish might put a temporary halt to other European
nations encroaching down the east coast.

The east coast of Florida would be prey for foreigners, but the Gulf of Mexico would be
relatively quiet for the Spanish until the French descended the Mississippi in the mid-seventeenth
century. The Gulf of Mexico was essentially a Spanish lake for a century. With the intrusion of
La Salle into the gulf from the Mississippi River in 1682, Spain had to reassert her sovereignty
over the region. The Spanish sent out another expedition in 1686, that once again found
Pensacola Bay to be the best choice for a settlement. The political situation caused the King of
Spain to demand that a settlement be placed in the region; another voyage of exploration was
undertaken in 1593, and recommended Pensacola Bay as a settlement site. Finally, in 1698 a
settlement was placed in the Florida panhandle at Pensacola (Franklin et al. 1991 :25).

Pensacola Bay was recommended as a possible settlement site by every exploratory voyage that
was sent to the region and discovered it. The initial settlement of the region took place in the late
seventeenth to early eighteenth century. Wars saw the French (1719) and the English (1763)
gain temporary possession of the region from the Spanish. During the American Revolution the
Spanish retook Florida from the British in 1781. During the Second Spanish period, the
population of Pensacola continued to grow and both new and old industries (brickyards,

sawmills, naval stores, Indian trade, etc.) grew and ensured Pensacola’s place as an important
port and center of commerce.

Comprising the northeastern shore of Old Navy Cove, the immediate waters have had a long
history of early European utilization beginning with the Colonial period. As early as the mid-
1700s, the project area was employed as a careening site where ships could have their hulls
cleaned and repaired (Figure 5). On October 21, 1821 The Floridian reported that:

Opposite Pensacola, on what is called Deer Point, there is a small cove called the Careening
Ground, where vessels may lie close in shore, as completely sheltered as in a basin. Under the
British government, two wharves were constructed and at different times, vessels have been
repaired, and even built and launched there. At present there are scarcely any remains of those
works. During the summer months this area was used as a quarantine ground. There were formerly
some good live oaks in the neighborhood, but it has been long since destroyed. The place is well
fortified by nature having a lagoon in the rear, which cuts it off from the mainland, leaving only a
high bluff, that commands every place around it. On the other side of Deer Point is the sound
between the island of Santa Rosa and the peninsula of which Deer Point is the extremity (as
presented in Joy 1988:24).

Many of the colonial period settlers were Americans from the Carolinas looking for better land.
These pioneering families settled near creeks on fertile land, essentially “squatting” in Spanish
territory, but the Spanish could do little about American encroachment and eventually lost their
colony to the United States following the War of 1812 and the Creek Wars of 1813 and 1816.
The United States took possession of the territory when Spain ceded Florida in 1819. Most of the
historic documentation for the region comes from Pensacola Bay, as it was the area initially
settled by European colonists and the focus of economic activity.

THE EARLY AMERICAN PERIOD. The first substantial settlement of the Pensacola region occurred
as the newly formed United States began to acquire the crumbling colony of Spanish West
Florida as a territory in the early nineteenth century. Spain sold Florida to the U.S. and ceded it
by treaty in 1820; in 1821 Florida became an American territory. Andrew Jackson, who had at
best a tenuous relationship with the Spanish, became the first governor of West Florida. Florida




remained a U.S. territory until 1845, and this period was dominated by military activities. In
1821, Secretary of State John Quincy Adams ordered the building of forts and a Navy Yard at
Pensacola, but the project area remained rural and sparsely settled. As during the Colonial
period, Early American-period Pensacola continued to be the focal point of settlement and
commerce in the region. On May 24, 1826, President John Quincy Adams ordered the sale of
large tracts of land in west Florida to facilitate settlement of the area. Early roads such as the
Pensacola to St. Augustine Road helped to advance settlement.
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Figure 5. 1742 map with the project area identified as a c&?é;:ning site (as presented in Joy 1988:25).

The Civil War Period. The forts of the Pensacola Bay area were of critical importance during
the Civil War period (1861-1865). Control of Fort Pickens, Fort McRee, and Fort Barrancas was
imperative to the Confederacy so that Pensacola could remain a vital port for the importation of
foreign manufactured goods and export of southern cotton. The Confederate Army seized
Pensacola early in 1861, but later that year Union forces took Fort Pickens and controlled the
pass from the Gulf of Mexico into Pensacola Bay. Early in 1862, Confederate General Braxton
Bragg ordered the military evacuation of Pensacola and Union forces took control of the
Pensacola area until the end of the war. As the Confederate forces left Pensacola, they burned
and destroyed port facilities and industrial properties and the port was shut down until after the
war. The Union also took control of the port of Apalachicola and operated a naval blockade
along the Gulf Coast out of Key West.

There were eight Civil War-era vessels reported as being lost in the Pensacola Bay region during
the conflict. Many were burned to prevent capture in the bay. Both the Union and Confederate
forces had losses in the area. Many types of vessels were lost including a schooner, a sloop,

steamers, gunboats and an ironclad. The various types of vessels lost indicate that the bay was an
active port.
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Most citizens of the state welcomed the cessation of hostilities and the opportunity to return to a
normal life. The economy, however, was in shambles and property values plummeted. The lack
of adequate transportation to inland areas impeded economic development and population
growth. The end of the war also brought anarchy to northwest Florida, as bands of former
soldiers, deserters, and criminals terrorized the population. Local governments collapsed and in
1866 several northwest Florida counties were placed under martial law.

The 1870s saw a resurgence of the timber trade, foreshadowing the great change that came to the
Panhandle when the Pensacola & Atlantic Railroad (later known as the Louisville & Nashville
Railroad) was established in the 1880s. In 1881-1882, Pensacola and other trade centers such as
St. Andrews, Vernon, and Marianna were connected to the Louisville & Nashville (L&N)
Railroad, providing rail connections to markets such as Jacksonville to the east and Montgomery
to the north. Prior to this time, transportation and communication along the Gulf Coast was
maintained by horse and wagon or by flat-bottomed steamers and pole barges that made regular
trips along the coast and up rivers to various landings along the coast. With the opening of the
railroad, many new immigrants came to the area and the timber industry boomed. The number of

late-nineteenth to early twentieth-century period sites in the region attests to the expansion of the
rural population during this period as well.

The interior of the county saw a marked increase in population brought on by the completion of
the railroad and the opening of the interior to widespread commercial logging. When the L&N
railroad was completed between Tallahassee and Pensacola in 1884, it brought a shift in the
traditional economic focus. The railroad and the clear cutting of the vast stands of timber also
facilitated the expansion of agriculture into previously forested areas. Sharecropping and other
forms of tenant farming became the standard agricultural institution.

The establishment of railroads in western Florida also facilitated the development of the naval
stores industry. Turpentine stills and naval stores’ work sites dotted the landscape of the
Panhandle (Butler 1998). Over 250 sites on Eglin AFB are ascribed to the Rural Industrial
Expansion period (Thomas and Campbell 1993), including forest resource exploitation and
industrial sites, communities, rural homesteads, fishing, shipping, and agricultural communities.

Perhaps the most readily visible testament to the Deadman’s Island’s history are the remains of a
late nineteenth century industrial complex, a marine railway on the island’s northern tip.
Archival research conducted by Debra Joy indicated that the remains are from one of the largest
marine railways on the Gulf Coast for the repairing of ships. The Pensacola Marine Railway
Company began construction of the facility at Town Point in March of 1889 for the repair of
snapper boats (Figure 6). Advertising in 1889 for two ship’s carpenters and laborers, and with
expectations to be the greatest and most important facility of its kind on the Gulf Coast, the
“planned docking capacity was expected to handle a gross tonnage of 2000 1bs (sic 'tons'?)” (Joy
1988:28). However, in 1906 the railway was destroyed by a disastrous hurricane (Joy 1988:28).
Illustrated in Figures 7 and 8, it is evident that the railway was indeed a huge facility that
repaired much larger vessels than snapper schooners.

In the twentieth century—the decline of the naval stores industry and the Depression—many
small communities disappeared or lost population as people moved to urban centers. Tourism,
agriculture, fishing, and military proprietorship have been the driving economic forces of the
twentieth century for the Florida Panhandle. The past 50 years have been influenced heavily by
the military presence at Eglin and Tyndall Air Force bases, as well as the growth of the tourist
trade and beach development. The portion of Deadman’s Island examined was heavily modified
by commercial construction during the early part of the twentieth century that has arisen with the
expansion of beach culture leisure industries along the Florida coast during the later half of the
twentieth century. However, time and technology have passed the once-important point by, and
now only the remains of past industrial activity give a glimpse of the importance of this point.
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Figgre 6. 1904 map of the project area showing the location of tﬁe Pensacola Marine
tip of Town Point or Deadman’s Island (as presented in Joy 1988:29).
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Railway at the northern

Tllustrated in Figure 9, a 1919 map indicates that a fertilizer plant was constructed at what had
been the site of the marine railway, but by 1920 the Milton Gazette, a local newspaper,
questioned what had become of the fish fertilizer factory. As reported to Joy, a local historian
suggested that the venture failed owing to financial hardships (Joy 1988:28).
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Figure 7. Photograph of the Pensacola Marine Railway with the Danish bark Killeena on th
(Courtesy of the Lelia Abercrombie Historical Library, Pensacola. As presented in Joy 1988:30).
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Figure 8. Photograph of the Pensacola Marine Railway with what appears to be another Danish bark
hauled over for cleaning and repair (Courtesy of the Lelia Abercrombie Historical Library, Pensacola.
As presented in Joy 1988:30).
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Figure 9. 1919 map of the project area showing the location of the failed fish fertilizer factory at what had
been the site of the Pensacola Marine Railway (as presented in Joy 1988:31).

PREVIOUS INVESTIGATIONS

The earliest archaeological investigations in northwest Florida began in the 1880s with S.T.
Walker’s (1885) study of shell middens and shell mounds along the Gulf Coast. Walker
excavated portions of sites on St. Andrew Bay to the southeast. At the turn-of-the-century,
Clarence B. Moore investigated numerous sites on the Gulf Coast, including several on the
Choctawhatchee watershed (Moore 1901, 1908). Although Moore is best known for the mound
sites he excavated, he did not restrict his activities to mounds and cemeteries. His investigations,
no matter how unsophisticated by today’s standards, have proven invaluable since many of the
sites he recorded have long ago been lost to development, looting, and erosion.

It was nearly 40 years later when the next substantive investigations took place in the project
area. In 1939 Gordon Willey conducted an extensive investigation of the prehistory of the
Florida Gulf Coast, which included approximately 500 miles of coastline from Perdido Bay to
the southwestern coastal region. Willey’s work included survey, testing, and recording of
numerous sites around the Choctawhatchee region. In his well-known Archaeology of the
Florida Gulf Coast, Willey (1949) developed a prehistoric temporal framework that still serves
as the basis for the since-refined chronologies of the Florida Gulf Coast. His work resulted in a
synthesis where eight cultural periods and the first ceramic typologies for the Gulf Coast were

defined. Willey’s work marked the beginning of the modern era of archaeological investigation
in Florida.

Historically sensitive, the island has numerous known archaeological sites and several of the
specific sites on and around it have been the focus of intensive cultural resources investigations.
Perhaps the most germane study to the current investigation was the 1988 historical and
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archaeological investigation of the island conducted by the University of West Florida (UWF) in
1988 (Joy 1988). Funded by the City of Gulf Breeze, the investigation identified three sites, the
terrestrial site of Deadman’s Island designated state archaeological site number 8SR740, the
Deadman’s Island Wreck (8SR782), and the site of the Pensacola Marine Railway (8SR783).

Located at the extreme northern end of the island is the Late Mississippian Stage prehistoric
component of the Deadman’s Island site (8SR740) (Figure 10). Cultural material in the form of
numerous ceramics are the only associated artifacts. The UWF report states that the “cultural
component is weakly represented on the island and is very likely submerged in the shallow water
off the north point of the island” (Joy 1988:94). The current investigation of the island did not
encounter any aboriginal materials from this site, but did note that a significant amount of the

island has eroded since the 1988 study, indicating that most if not all of the site most likely has
eroded into the bay.
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Figure 10. Location of aboriginal ceramics recovered from the Deadman’s Island site (8SR740) during the
1988 UWF investigation (as presented in Joy 1988:83).

Located during the 1988 UWF investigation of the island, Deadman’s Wreck was the focus of
intensive investigation the same year by UWF with assistance from the Bureau of
Archaeological Research in Tallahassee (Bense 1988; Smith 1990). Situated just south of the
current project area in three feet of water, the site is represented by approximately 56 feet of the
lower, unballasted hull of a vessel. A site plan was drawn of the hull, and numerous artifacts
were recovered that indicate the site could possibly represent the remains of a late eighteenth
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century British Royal Naval vessel, possibly the HMS Stork or the HMS Florida. Purchased in
Jamaica, the Stork was damaged in a storm while entering Pensacola in 1779 and was
condemned. It had its guns, rudder and pig iron ballast removed, and the condemned hulk was
used during the careening of a frigate at Gulf Breeze. The Florida, with 12 or 14 light guns, was
also abandoned at the careening ground adjacent to Deadman’s Island in 1778 when she filled
with water and could not be refloated (Smith 1990:115).

The 1988 UWF investigation of Deadman’s Island also conducted preliminary recordations of
the marine railway site at the northern tip of the island. Illustrated in Figure 11, the 1988 UWF
site plan shows the marine railway supports to the north of the island and additional associated
structures just south and connected to the island. Labeled as boat slips on the site plan and shown
in Figure 12, the “slips” most likely represent structural supports for what would be termed a
building slip and launching way, more commonly referred to as a marine railway. Illustrated in
Figures 13 and 14, their orientation is perpendicular to the vessel being constructed or repaired.
Interestingly, Figure 12, which is a 1976 photograph, shows the “careening slips” located just off
the beach while at the time of the current investigation they were located at least 100 feet
offshore, indicating massive erosion since 1976.
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ﬁ'@lre 11. 1988 UWF site plan of the marine railway on Deadman’s Island
(as presented in Joy 1988:89).
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located just along the shoreline on Deadman’s Island (as presented in J oy 1988:90).
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Figure 13. Profile and plan view of a building slip and launching way. Although constructed of wood and not
of brick, the components for the railway would be similar. Note how the supports are located both on land
and extend into deep water (as presented in Desmond 1984:66).
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Figure 14. Profile view of a slipway with ship (as presented in Desmond 1984:74).

Apart from the aboriginal site, Deadman’s Wreck, and the marine railway, the 1988 UWF
investigation identified no other sites on the island. Although briefly mentioned as present on the

island at least on one early map, no structures or cultural materials were identified by UWF as
relating to the fertilizer plant.

In 1991, shortly after the 1988 UWF investigation of the island, the Underwater Division of the
Florida Bureau of Archaeological Research conducted the first phase of the Division’s
“Pensacola Shipwreck Survey.” As part of the survey the Division recorded the Town Point
Wreck (8SR983), later identified as the remains of an eighteenth century cutter or sloop.
Illustrated in Figure 15, the vessel remains are approximately 36 feet in length and are
represented by an unballasted lower hull intact from stem to stern. With construction techniques
thought to be indicative of English or American colonists in the New World, the site was
considered historically and archaeologically significant (Franklin et al. 1991:120-131). Located
within the current project area, visual inspection of the reported site location did not reveal its
presence and it is suspected that it is buried by sands.

One additional site located within or near our project area and identified by the 1991 survey was
the Deadman’s Punt (8SR1014). Situated just south of the Town Point Wreck in one to two feet
of water are the remains of a sturdy punt or small scow or bateau (Figure 16). With a preserved
length of 16.5 feet, the site at the time was threatened by erosion from wind and wave effects.
Completely recorded, the vessel was thought to date to the early twentieth century (Franklin et
al. 1991:195-203). Visual inspection of the general reported site location did not reveal its
presence and it is suspected that it is buried by sands or has been destroyed by wave action.

Discussions with Roger Smith, Florida’s State Underwater Archaeologist, indicate that the
remains of the base of a dance pavilion are present near the southern boundary of the project
area. Thought to date from the early twentieth century, the remains are represented by a timber
structure octagonal in shape. Visual inspection of the general reported site location did not reveal
its presence and it is suspected that it is buried by sands or lies outside of the project area.

In addition to the dance pavilion remains, several additional sites identified by the 1991 survey
are present near but outside the project area to the south. These include the Centerboard
Schooner site (8SR996), the wreck of the Cabradroca (8SR995), and the Composite Hull site
(8SR1000). The Centerboard Schooner site is stated as poorly preserved but is recommended for
further recordation. Thought to date to the late nineteenth century, the Composite Hull site is
heavily deteriorated and offers little archaeological value other than some construction
information. The site of the Cabradroca is represented by a wooden hull in excess of 200 feet
situated in twelve feet of water. Identified by local divers, the Cabradroca was a Portuguese ship
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scuttled in Old Navy Cove in the early 1900s (Franklin et al. 1991:203-207). Identified on
NOAA navigation charts for the area, a review of the Automated Wreck and Obstruction
Information System (AWOIS) lists the vessel in this general location.

Figure 8.2. Site Plan of SESRIL3, Town Point Wreck,

Figure 15. Site plan of 8SR983, the Town Point Wreck (as presented in Franklin et al. 1991:123),
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Figure 16. Site plan of 8SR1014, the Deadman's Punt (as presented in Franklin et al. 1991:261).
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SHIPWRECK INVENTORIES

Florida has attracted much attention relative to shipwreck finds. During the colonial period the
annual Spanish Flota conveyed New World wealth to Spain. Leaving from Mexico or Cuba,
these vessels were heavily laden with treasure. Following the Gulf Stream past the east coast of
Florida, some of the vessels involved in this transport were invariably lost. The lure of treasure
has attracted many people to Florida to search for these lost riches, and has inspired many more
dreams. The project area is located on the opposite coast of the traditional Flota routes, but the

value of the information contained in any shipwreck here is just as important as those on the
other side of the state.

An early and comprehensive collection of shipwreck information was compiled by Robert Marx
(1971). Entitled Shipwrecks in the Americas, the book is divided into two basic parts. The first
concerns the general history and development of shipping with an emphasis on being able to
identify shipwreck sites. The second part of the book focuses on specific shipwrecks and their
locations. A section in this part is devoted to Florida as the author states, “More work has been
done on shipwrecks in Florida waters than throughout the rest of the Western Hemisphere”
(Marx 1971:191). The reasons are many but generally come down to history (Spanish treasure)
and geography (Florida got in the way of the ships). Hundreds of wrecks are listed but most are
noted as being lost on the Atlantic Coast or the Keys. Several vessels were reported to be lost in
Pensacola Bay and its vicinity.

A more scholarly publication, Ships and Shipwrecks of the Americas, edited by Bass (1988), is a
survey of numerous shipwrecks that can enlighten us through archaeological study of our past
cultural traditions. Vessels from both North and South America are included. Much more
selective than the previously noted volume, inclusion in this tome is limited to vessels of historic
importance and that have offered up information of the past through archaeological investigation.
The ships in Florida waters that are of interest are of the Spanish Treasure Fleets lost in 1715 and
1733 on the East coast or Keys respectively. Although there are noted vessels of importance in
Pensacola Bay, such as the Emanuel Point wreck, no bay vessel was included in this volume.

Another collection of shipwreck site locations is presented in Shipwrecks of Florida (Singer
1992). Over 2,100 vessels are listed as being lost off the Florida coast. The state is separated into
six geographical districts along the coast. The most pertinent information for the present study
comes from the Panhandle section which runs from the Alabama border in the west to Apalachee
Bay in the East. Over 270 vessels are listed as lost in this district. As with the first volume

reviewed, many of the wrecks in this section concentrate around Pensacola Bay (Singer 1992:22-
48).

A recently published volume entitled Beneath the Waters concentrates only on shipwrecks from
the American Civil War. An examination of the more than 600 vessels listed indicates that there
are at least three vessels lost in Pensacola. The Ewing, Fulton, and Preble were all war losses in
the bay (Hemphill 1998:83,93,204). Although only focusing on a four-year conflict, this volume
does indicate that there was some violent maritime activity in the area.

The most recent addition to shipwreck location literature is Shipwrecks Unforgotten (Freitag
1998). The volume lists shipwreck sites down the East coast from New Jersey to Florida.
Approximately 670 wreck sites are listed in Florida waters, with a sub-set of 189 noted as being
Gulf Coast sites. The book appears to be focused at fishermen and scuba divers with locational

information given for each wreck site. Several wreck sites are noted off Santa Rosa County and
in Pensacola Bay.

A review of some well known or recent literature indicating prehistoric and historic resources,
navigational histories, shipwreck inventory, and previous studies indicates that the waters of
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Pensacola Bay contain several shipwreck sites off the Gulf Coast of Florida. The initial
settlement of Pensacola during the Spanish colonial period and the relatively late settlement of
southwestern Florida in the late nineteenth century would lessen the importance of maritime
traffic in the area. The introduction of the railroad during the later part of the nineteenth century
to the region offered a tentacle to the interior and may have aided the growth of the port by
expanding its potential hinterland to obtain and distribute goods to. The information provided
above, when integrated with remote-sensing and diver investigations of any remote-sensing
target investigated, will aid in the construction of a rational determination of significance for any
cultural material found during the course of this project.
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3. METHODS

PERSONNEL

The personnel involved with this investigation have the requisite experience to effectively and
safely complete the project as proposed. Stephen R. James, Jr. served as the project manager
with Michael C. Krivor serving as the on-site principal investigator. Michael Tuttle acted as the

marine remote-sensing archaeologist, and Jason Raupp from the University of West Florida
volunteered to act as an archaeological technician.

ARCHIVAL

During this project several previous archaeological and historic accounts focusing on the project
area were referenced. These reports were synthesized in the previous chapter. The Institute of
Archaeology at the University of West Florida was visited and Dr. Elizabeth Benchley opened
the Institute’s archives and directed the researchers to pertinent data. Dr. Roger Smith, the State
Underwater Archaeologist for Florida, was consulted relative to the historic resources located in
proximity to the project area, and provided beneficial information. The collection of data from

previous reports in the area and local experts can aid in determining the types of materials that
may be found during a remote-sensing investigation.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS

The submerged portion of the project area examined was approximately 650 feet by 700 feet.
The inverted L-shape had its long axis oriented east-west, while the tail of the L ran north-south
at the western end. The interior of the marine portion of the survey area, approximately the final
30 feet, could not be run due to shallows (Figure 17). The project area was exposed to winds
from the north, east, and west. Tidal currents ran east-west. The winds and tide caused no
negative impact during the survey.

Another potential concern during the investigation was vessel traffic. Although there were
several crab pots in the project area, indicating active commercial usage, there were no incidents
where vessels approached the survey crew or interfered with any project activity. A limited

number of fishing and pleasure craft were seen in the area to the north, but did not represent any
significant problem. ‘

Water depths encountered within the project area ranged from zero to four feet. Thus the proper
watercraft was required to conduct a survey in the shallows. The area surveyed extended west
and north of the bounds of the project area to insure adequate coverage. It was noted in the very
southwest corner of the area examined that the depth was 12 feet. The tide range while
- conducting the project was minimal. On August 27 the high tide was 1.0 feet above mean low,
while Jow tide was 0.8 feet above mean low, for a tide range of 0.2 feet. The following day the
tide range was 1.1 feet above mean low at high and 0.7 feet above mean low at low tide, for a
tidal range of 0.5 feet. This data can be found on the Internet at http://co-

ops.nos.noaa.gov/tides/get pred.shtinl?stn=2650+Pensacola.

The shallowness of the project area necessitated the use of some additional equipment to keep
the remote-sensing equipment floating on the surface so that it would not drag on the sea bed and
risk snagging on the observable cultural material. The magnetometer tow cable was buoyed with
piping insulation and the tow fish was fastened to a “boogie” board to insure floatation.

Water clarity was a factor in the present survey. The entire project area was in very shallow
water, as above. The visibility was at least two to four feet. These conditions made piloting the
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survey vessel and later wading and snorkeling very easy to accomplish. Obstructions in the water
could be avoided, and location of cultural material in the water was easily accomplished.

Much smaller than the submerged portion, the terrestrial portion of the project area covered the
northern 350 feet of the island in a north/south direction, and 300 feet of the island and sandspit
in an east/west direction. Additionally, the project area was 70 feet wide beginning at the tide
mark. The white sugar sand was easy to shovel and screen and to observe any cultural materials
if present. Furthermore, the sparseness of vegetation allowed for excellent visual inspection of
the ground surface. Due to the proximity of Pensacola Bay shovel tests could only be taken to the
water table, approximately one meter maximum depth.

o

Figure 17. Typical prejectare environment looking north. Shallows in for
background.
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REMOTE SENSING SURVEY EQUIPMENT

The remote-sensing survey was conducted with equipment and procedures intended to facilitate
the effective and efficient search for magnetic anomalies and to determine their exact location.
The positioning system used was a Trimble Navigation DSM212H, Integrated 12-channel Global
Positioning System (GPS) and Dual-channel MSK Beacon receiver for differential (DGPS)
capabilities. Remote-sensing instruments included a Marine Magnetics Sea Spy proton spin
resonance principle magnetometer and an Eagle Magna I1I fathometer (Figure 18).

Although noted in the Florida Division of Historic Resources Performance Standards for
Submerged Remote Sensing Surveys, two remote-sensing technologies potentially available but

not used during the present survey include side-scan sonar and sub-bottom profiler. The reasons
that these instruments were not used are listed below.
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Figure 18. Marine remote-sensing equipment as deployed for the project.

The primary reason that the side-scan sonar was not utilized is due to the general shallowness of
the environment. The vast majority of the marine portions of the project area were less than three
feet deep. The shallows pose a myriad of problems with side-scan sonar. For effective sonar
images it is generally recommended that the side-scan sonar towfish be deployed between 10-
20% the distance off the bottom relative to the swath width. With less than a meter of water
below the keel of the survey craft, a swath width of 5-10 meters (15 to 30 feet) would be required
rather than the less than 100 feet required. At a 100 foot swath, width to towfish should be
theoretically 10 to 20 feet above the seabed, an impossibility under the conditions. Due to the
shallows and clarity of the water in the project area, visual inspection by the survey crew would
be considered much more efficient. Also the shallow water would represent a hazard while
dragging the towfish. Since the margin of error would be so small, a couple of feet, when the
survey vessel slowed to turn, the towfish could potentially drop to the sea bed and be damaged.
Also, there were previously recorded objects in the marine portion of the project areas. These
would represent a hanging hazard, due to the fine tolerances that would have to be maintained
due to the shallow conditions. Another reason that side-scan sonar would be ineffective in the
shallows encountered is the very nature of sound and reflectivity. The side-scan sonar towfish
would have to be towed very close to the water surface in order not to drag or snag. The swath
width for the survey was to be no greater than 100 feet (approximately 30 meters); as noted, the
towfish should optimally be 10 to 20 feet off the sea bed. However, due to the closeness to the
bottom and the dynamics of a moving survey vessel, the side-scan sonar would most likely
acquire data that represented the reflection of the sea bed and underlying surface of the bay as
the reflectivity of the sound energy of the side-scan sonar bounces in the water between the air at
the surface and sand on sea bed (Liken this to taking a flashlight to a department store changing
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room with multiple mirrors and turning the light on. The resultant multiple reflection may look
nice, but it is a multiple distortion of a single beam.). Thus the side-scan sonar was not used for
technical and safety reasons for the conditions encountered.

The sub-bottom profiler was not used for the reason that the client, the Corps of Engineers, did
not request or require the technology to be applied to the area under their jurisdiction.

Differential Global Positioning System

A primary consideration in the search for magnetic anomalies is positioning. Accurate
positioning is essential during the running of survey tracklines, and for returning to recorded
locations for supplemental remote-sensing operations or ground-truthing activities. These

positioning functions were accomplished on this project through the use of a Trimble Navigation
DSM212H global-based positioning system.

The 212H is a global positioning system that attains differential capabilities by internal
integration with a Dual-channel MSK Beacon receiver. This electronic device interprets
transmissions both from satellites in Earth’s orbit and from a shore-based station, to provide
accurate coordinate positioning data for offshore surveys. The Trimble system used here has
been specifically designed for survey positioning. Positioning was provided through continuous
real-time tracking of the moving survey vessel by utilizing corrected position data provided by
an on-board GPS, which processed both satellite data and differential data transmitted from a
shore-based GPS station utilizing Radio Technical Commission for Maritime Services (RTCM)
104 corrections. The shore-based differential station monitored the difference between the
position that the shore-based receiver derived from satellite transmissions and that station’s
known position. Transmitting the differential that corrected the difference between received and
known positions, the DGPS aboard the survey vessel constantly monitored the navigation beacon
radio transmissions in order to provide a real-time correction to any variation between the
satellite-derived and actual positions of the survey vessel. Florida North State Plane coordinates,

based on the 1983 North American Datum (NAD 83) coordinate system (provided by the Corps),
were used for this project.

Both the satellite transmissions and the differential transmissions received from the shore-based
navigation beacon were entered directly into a Sony Vaio laptop computer with an auxiliary
display screen aboard the survey vessel. The computer and associated hardware and software
calculated and displayed the corrected positioning coordinates every second and stored the data.
The level of precision for the system is considered by the manufacturer “...to achieve positions
accurate to the submeter level” (Trimble Navigation Limited 1998:1-10). Computer software
(Hypack Max®) used to control data acquisition was written and developed by Coastal

Oceanographics, Inc. specifically for survey applications. Positioning information was stored on
magnetic disk aboard the survey vessel.

All positioning coordinates are based upon the position of the antenna of the DGPS. Each of the
remote-sensing devices was oriented to the antenna, and their orientation relative to the antenna
(known as a lay back) was noted. This information is critical in the accurate positioning of
targets during the data analysis phase of the project, and repositioning for any subsequent
archaeological activities. The lay back of the magnetometer sensor was 40 feet aft.

Magnetometer

The remote-sensing instrument used to search for ferrous objects on or below the sea floor of the
survey area was a Marine Magnetics Sea Spy proton spin resonance principle magnetometer
(Figure 19). The magnetometer is an instrument that measures the intensity of magnetic forces.
The sensor measures and records both the Earth’s ambient magnetic field and the presence of
magnetic anomalies (deviations from the ambient background) generated by ferrous masses and
various other sources. These measurements are recorded in gammas, the standard unit of
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magnetic intensity (equal to 0.00001 gauss). The Sea Spy is capable of sub-second repeatability,
but data was collected at one-second intervals both digitally and graphically, providing a record
of both the ambient field and the character and amplitude of anomalies encountered. This data
was stored electronically in the navigation computer.

Figt;ré 19. Mérine Mégneiics Sea Spy magnetometer tow fish.

The ability of the magnetometer to detect magnetic anomalies, the sources of which may be
related to submerged cultural resources such as shipwrecks, has caused the instrument to become
a principal remote-sensing tool of marine archaeologists. While it is not possible to identify a
specific ferrous source by its magnetic field, it is possible to predict shape, mass, and alignment
characteristics of anomaly sources based on the magnetic field recorded. It should be noted that
there are other sources, such as electrical magnetic fields surrounding power transmission lines,
underground pipelines, navigation buoys, or metal bridges and structures, that may significantly
affect magnetometer readings. Interpretation of magnetic data can provide an indication of the
likelihood of the presence or absence of submerged cultural resources. Specifically, the ferrous
components of submerged historic vessels tend to produce magnetic signatures that differ from
those characteristic of isolated pieces of debris. While it is impossible to identify specifically the
source of any anomaly solely from the characteristics of its magnetic signature, this information,
in conjunction with other data (historic accounts, use patterns of the area surveyed, visual

inspection), other remote-sensing technologies, and prior knowledge of similar targets, can lead
to an accurate estimation. :

For this project the magnetometer was interfaced with the Sony Vaio laptop, using Hypa¢k®
software for data storage and management. It was also interfaced with the positioning system,
allowing positioning fix points to be integrated with each magnetometer data point.
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Survey Vessel :

The survey vessel used during the marine remote-sensing survey was one of Panamerican’s
several small boats. The vessel was a 16-foot, all aluminum jonboat well suited for remote-
sensing work in the environments encountered (Figure 20). There was ample area available for
the placement and operation of the remote-sensing equipment. The project vessel conforms to all
U.S Coast Guard specifications according to class and had a full complement of safety
equipment. The vessel carried appropriate emergency supplies including lifejackets, spare parts
kit, tool kit, first-aid supplies, flare gun, and air horns. The jonboat was conveniently launched

from the Gulf Breeze launching facility at the southwest end of the Three Mile Bridge over
Pensacola Bay.
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SURVEY PROCEDURES

Marine

Coordinates for the survey provided by the Corps were entered into the navigation program
Hypack®and pre-plotted tracklines were produced (Figure 21). The survey vessel would transit
to the coordinates as indicated by the navigation system. The magnetometer and DGPS were
mobilized and tested, and the running of pre-plotted tracklines began. The helmsman viewed a
video monitor, linked to the DGPS and navigational computer, to aid in directing the course of
the vessel relative to the individual survey transects. The monitor displayed the real-time position
of the path of the survey vessel along the trackline (Figure 22). The speed of the survey vessel
was maintained at approximately two knots for the uniform acquisition of data.

As the survey vessel maneuvered down each trackline, the navigation system determined vessel
position along the actual line of travel every second. The computer recorded positioning and
magnetometer data every second. Vessel speed was between three and four feet per second,
acquiring magnetic readings every second. The positioning points along the line traveled were
recorded on the computer hard drive and the magnetic data were also stored digitally.
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Figure 22. Example of real-time survey trackline and magnetic data in Hypack® software
collected at the survey site. Top left window shows magnetic values and positioning; top
| right window as well as window immediately below, shows overhead view for the
trackline; bottom window shows magnetic deviation of the trackline.
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Each of the tracklines was run until completed. Any navigation errors, problems with the remote-
sensing instruments, or with the positioning system during the running of a line resulted in the

termination of that run. Significant off-line errors in navigation resulted in the immediate
repetition of that line.

Problems with remote-sensing instruments were resolved before repeating the run of an aborted
line. Due to the easily observable features within the project area, some offline data was
collected to avoid collision. The most interior line was run as close to the shoreline as possible
without grounding out and is not equally distanced from the preceding transect. '

Upon completion of the maénetemeter survey, the raw positioning and magnetometer data were
edited within the Hypack® computer program. The edited file was input into the system’s
contouring program to produce magnetic contour maps. The maps, field notes, and
magnetometer stripcharts were then analyzed to create a list of magnetic anomalies that were
indicative of potentially significant cultural resources.

Terrestrial

Due to the 70 foot width of the terrestrial portion of the project area, only a single line of shovel
test pits was excavated behind the initial dune line. The initial test pit was excavated at the far
eastern terrestrial portion of the project area in proximity to project datum DM1001. Subsequent
test pits were placed at measured 30 meter intervals to the west and south approximating the
same distance from the shore. Each was dug to the water table and all soils were screened
through 1/4 inch wire mesh. All cultural material and soil horizons (if any) were noted for each
test pit on shovel test forms (Appendix B). Additionally, a visual inspection was conducted in the
area and varjous cultural features were noted and placed on a project area map.
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4. RESULTS

LITERATURE SEARCH RESULTS

Although current speculation suggests that the entire project area may have been available for
prehistoric occupation, it is believed that the marine remote-sensing equipment utilized during
the present investigation is incapable of effectively locating this type of resource in the
environment encountered. A review of local history, archaeological reports and shipwreck
inventories indicated that there is the potential for pre-historic materials, historic structures and
shipwrecks to be encountered within the project area. A single Late Mississippian Stage
prehistoric site (8SR740) had been previously recorded at the extreme northern end of
Deadman’s Island (Joy 1988:94), although no evidence of prehistoric material was encountered
during the present study. As noted above, there are several recorded historic sites including
shipwrecks within and adjacent to the project area.

The following discussion will focus primarily upon historic resources. From the first Spanish and
French explorations and colonization in the sixteenth century to the rise of the English in the late
eighteenth century, there was a definite historic presence in the Pensacola Bay region. Several
forms of sailing and steam vessels transited the waters of the region. Many of these vessels were
abandoned or lost for a variety of reasons. Previous surveys involving investigations of remote-
sensing targets, wreck sites, shipwrecks, abandonments, and historic structures have been
conducted in the general area of the present project area (Joy 1988; Bense 1988; Smith 1990;
Franklin et al. 1991). These studies indicate the existence of submerged cultural resources and

vessels in the region as well as actual shipwreck/abandonment sites off Town Point and
surrounding waters.

The NOAA AWOIS report found at <http://anchor.ncd.noaa.gov/awois/search.cfm> lists four
obstructions near the project area. The center of the project area was calculated to be 30° 22’
06.515” N Latitude, 087° 11" 13.856” W Longitude. Expanding on the center point of the project

area by 2°, approximately two miles north-south and 1.9 miles east-west, indicated the four
obstructions reported in Table 2. None are within the project boundaries.

Table 2. AWOIS Obstructions Reported Near the Deadman’s Island Project Area.

‘Number | ~Latitude | ~TLongitude |Record]| Description | Chart | Correlates to
e e I Nee . ] Ne. ‘Anomaly
1 30°21°50.33” 087°11°32.56” 4500 Cabradroca 11383 No
2 30°21°56.94” 087°11°29.88” 4501 Unknown 11383 No
3 30°23°41.00” | 087°11°05.00” 8325 Obstruction 11382 No
4 30°23°51.93” 087°12°48.59” 4503 Sounding 11383 No

Record No. is the numerical designation given by NOAA of the obstruction.
Chart No. is the number of the NOAA navigation chart that contains the obstruction.

REMOTE SENSING SURVEY RESULTS

During the project approximately 7,000 linear feet (1.32 miles) were run during the traversing of
Six separate transects to insure complete coverage of the maritime portion of the project area.
Depths encountered during the investigation ranged from 12 feet to the southwest of the project
area to a mere two feet in the eastern portion of the project area. Survey coordinates are
presented in Florida North State Plane, North American Datum 1983 (NAD 83). The
magnetometer was run on each transect within the survey area, and two additional transects
offshore to the west and north were completed. The addition of the two extra transects insured
enough overlap to be certain the project area was fully covered. Due to the small area covered for
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this project, some of the larger magnetic anomalies tend to mask areas that contain smaller
discrete anomalies. Using an instrument that has a sensitivity of less than one-tenth of a gamma,
the magnetic data as recorded was not difficult at all to analyze, but the resultant computer-
generated contour map may not display data indicating the smallest anomalies due to the gamma
intensity of larger anomalies and parameters needed to display them.

Since the area investigated lies for a great part within an historically active careenage and marine
railway, some suppositions will be made relative to the magnetic data recorded during the
project. Use history of the area may aid in determining the source of the anomalies. During the
analysis of the magnetometer data all single point sources, single readings deviating from
background, and anomalies with a gamma deviation of less than 10 gammas located on a single
survey transect were not considered to represent potentially significant cultural resources.
Experience has shown that single point sources and single line anomalies are almost exclusively
modern debris, while larger anomalies represented on multiple parallel transects have greater
potential to represent potentially significant structures or shipwreck sites.

The use history of the waterway examined would indicate that a vast bulk of the magnetic
anomalies recorded may represent potentially significant materials. Several archaeological
investigations in the area indicate that there are historic resources there (Joy 1988; Bense 1988;
Smith 1990; Franklin et al. 1991). Therefore all magnetic anomalies located in the project area
should be considered to have the potential to represent significant cultural resources. Due to the
known resources in the area and the historic associations with this relatively small area the
assertion of potential significance for identified anomalies is considered reasonable.

The project area was an irregular L-shape with its long axis running in general west-east. The
area examined was relatively small and had a consistent magnetic background reading which ran
between approximately 49,235 gammas in the southwest and 49,240 gammas in the east. Thus
there should be no indication of the small gradient change on a contour map separated at a
standard 10 gamma interval. All contour lines should represent anomalous features. Due to the
contour interval needed to represent some of the larger anomalies, 100 gammas, the scale in the
magnetic contour map may not let many of the smaller magnetic anomalies express themselves.

In total 23 individual magnetic anomalies were recorded in the raw magnetic data. These
anomalies were prioritized as to their probability of representing historic structures or shipwreck
remains based on characteristics such as anomaly strength, duration, anomalies on parallel
transects, historic use of the area, and correlation with observed materials. After analysis and
correlation with anomalies on parallel transects it was concluded that there were 17 individual
anomalous features represented by the data. The anomalies are represented in general from south
to north in Figure 23 and Table 3. Other observable features in the project area, such as brick and
concrete assemblages, are also contained in Figure 23 and listed in Table 4. Figure 24 is
presented next, representing features and shovel test pit excavations.

Table 3. Magnetic Anomalies Recorded in the Deadman’s Island Project Area.

‘Anomaly| Northing | Easting | Intensity | Type | Depth |Duration] No. of
‘Number{ . o700 o 1(feet) | . (feet) | Transects

1 507363 1120797 1,324 Dipole 4 75 1

2 507390 | 1120952 366 Complex 2 159 1

3 507469 | 1120794 152 Dipole 3 55 1

4 507506 | 1121012 30 Complex 2 40 1

5 507539 1120873 806 Complex 3 243 1

6 507593 1121003 541 Complex 2 39 1

7 507706 | 1120967 223 Dipole 2 26 2

8 507723 1121080 874 Dipole 2 37 1

9 507725 1120714 8,713 Complex 3 370 3
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‘Anomaly | Northing | Easting | Intensity | ‘Type | Depth { Duration| No. of ;
‘Number | - i b | (feet) | (feet) | Transects

10 507768 | 1121182 832  |Monopole] 2 47 2

11 507777 | 1120893 109  [Monopole{ 3 22 i

12 507806 | 1121141 170 Monepole 2 39 2

i3 507840 | 1120834 793 Complex 3 209 1

i4 507847 | 1121369 515  {Monopole| 3 41 1

15 508003 1 1120722 86 Dipole 3 28 2

16 508112 1121273 20 Dipole 3 22 1

17 508114 1120901 53 Dipole 3 43 1

The “Number” indicates the number of the anomaly from the most southerly to most northerly.
“Intensity” represents the gamma deviation form the ambient magnetic reading. “Type” represents
the magnetic signature i.e. monopole, a singular rise or fall from background; dipole, a rise and fall
from the background; complex, any combination of the monopole and/or dipole configuration.

Table 4. Features Located in the Magnetic Contour Map.

Number | Northing | Easting , ; __Feature . ‘
F1 507625 1121059 Brick structure at Town Point
F2 507601 1121026 Exposed concrete off Town Point
F3 507606 1120925 Ballast Concentration (Pile?)
F4 507665 1120966 2nd Exposed concrete off Town Point
F5 507864 1121178 Brick structure at head of marine railway
F6 507756 1121243 East end of concrete covered pipe

“Easting” and “Northing” are the feature coordinates in Florida (North) State Plane NAD 83.

Anomaly 1

Anomaly 1 is found at 507363 North 1120797 East in four feet of water (Figure 23, Table 3).
The anomaly has a maximum magnetic deviation from a background of 1324 gammas. The
maximum duration of the magnetic impression is 75 feet with a dipole signature. The anomaly is
found on one survey transect. Due to the historic significance of the area, both as a careening
area for ships and its late nineteenth century industrial associations, this anomaly is considered
potentially significant. The anomaly source is located directly in line with the sheet pile
placement and should be investigated prior to any further construction activity.

Anomaly 2

Anomaly 2 is found at 507390 North 1120952 East in two feet of water (Figure 23, Table 3). The
anomaly has a maximum magnetic deviation from a background of 366 gammas. The maximum
duration of the magnetic impression is 159 feet with a complex signature. The anomaly is found
on one survey transect. Due to the historic significance of the area, both as a careening area for
ships and its late nineteenth century industrial associations, this anomaly is considered
potentially significant, but is shoreward of the proposed sheetpile placement.

Anomaly 3

Anomaly 3 is found at 507469 North 1120794 East in three feet of water (Figure 23, Table 3).
The anomaly has a maximum magnetic deviation from a background of 152 gammas. The
maximum duration of the magnetic impression is 55 feet with a dipole signature. The anomaly is
found on one survey transect. Due to the historic significance of the area, both as a careening
area for ships and its late nineteenth century industrial associations, this anomaly is considered
potentially significant. The anomaly source is located directly in line with the sheetpile
placement and should be investigated prior to any further construction activity.
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Figure 23. Magnetic contour map of the project area with anomalies and observable features noted. Due to
the contour interval needed to represent the larger anomalies, the 100 gamma scale in the magnetic contour
map may not let a few of the smaller magnetic anomalies express themselves.
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Figure 24. Feature and shovel test pit excavation location map. Red numbered locations indicate shovel test
pits.

Anomaly 4

Anomaly 4 is found at 507506 North 1121012 East in two feet of water (Figure 23, Table 3). The
anomaly has a maximum magnetic deviation from a background of 30 gammas. The maximum
duration of the magnetic impression is 40 feet with a complex signature. The anomaly is found
on one survey transect. Due to the historic significance of the area, both as a careening area for
ships and its late nineteenth century industrial associations, this anomaly is considered
potentially significant, but is shoreward of the proposed sheetpile placement.

Anomaly 5

Anomaly 5 is found at 507539 North 1120873 East in three feet of water (Figure 23, Table 3).
The anomaly has a maximum magnetic deviation from a background of 806 gammas. The
maximum duration of the magnetic impression is 243 feet with a complex signature. The
anomaly is found on one survey transect. Due to the historic significance of the area, both as a
careening area for ships and its late nineteenth century industrial associations, this anomaly is
considered potentially significant, but is shoreward of the proposed sheetpile placement.
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Anomaly 6

Anomaly 6 is found at 507593 North 1121003 East in two feet of water (Figure 23, Table 3).
The anomaly has a maximum magnetic deviation from a background of 541 gammas. The
maximum duration of the magnetic impression is 39 feet with a complex signature. The anomaly -
is found on one survey transect. Due to the historic significance of the area, both as a careening
area for ships and its late nineteenth century industrial associations, this anomaly is considered
potentially significant, but is shoreward of the proposed sheetpile placement.

Anomaly 7

Anomaly 7 is found at 507706 North 1120967 East in two feet of water (Figure 23, Table 3). The
anomaly has a maximum magnetic deviation from a background of 223 gammas. The maximum
duration of the magnetic impression is 26 feet with a dipole signature. The anomaly is found on
two survey transects. Although the two anomaly sources that constitute this anomaly have a very
short duration, they are aligned in a way that may indicate a pipe, cable or other linear object.
Due to the historic significance of the area, both as a careening area for ships and its late
nineteenth century industrial associations, this anomaly is considered potentially significant, but
is shoreward of the proposed sheetpile placement.

Anomaly 8

Anomaly 8 is found at 507723 North 1121080 East in two feet of water (Figure 23, Table 3).
The anomaly has a maximum magnetic deviation from a background of 874 gammas. The
maximum duration of the magnetic impression is 37 feet with a dipole signature. The anomaly is
found on one survey transect. Due to the historic significance of the area, both as a careening
area for ships and its late nineteenth century industrial associations, this anomaly is considered
potentially significant, but is shoreward of the proposed sheetpile placement.

Anomaly 9

Anomaly 9 is found at 507725 North 1120714 East in three feet of water (Figure 23, Table 3).
The anomaly has a maximum magnetic deviation from a background of 8713 gammas. The
maximum duration of the magnetic impression is 370 feet with a complex signature. The
anomaly is found on three survey transects. Due to the historic significance of the area, both as a
careening area for ships and its late nineteenth century industrial associations, this anomaly is
considered potentially significant. The anomaly source is located directly in line with the
sheetpile placement and should be investigated prior to any further construction activity.

Anomaly 10

Anomaly 10 is found at 507768 North 1121182 East in two feet of water (Figure 23, Table 3).
The anomaly has a maximum magnetic deviation from a background of 832 gammas. The
maximum duration of the magnetic impression is 47 feet with a monopole signature. The
anomaly is found on two survey transects. Due to the historic significance of the area, both as a
careening area for ships and its late nineteenth century industrial associations, this anomaly is
considered potentially significant, but is shoreward of the proposed sheetpile placement.

Anomaly 11

Anomaly 11 is found at 507777 North 1120893 East in three feet of water (Figure 23, Table 3).
The anomaly has a maximum magnetic deviation from a background of 109 gammas. The
maximum duration of the magnetic impression is 22 feet with a monopole signature. The
anomaly is found on one survey transect. Due to the historic significance of the area, both as a
careening area for ships and its late nineteenth century industrial associations, this anomaly is
considered potentially significant, but is shoreward of the proposed sheetpile placement.
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Anomaly 12

Anomaly 12 is found at 507806 North 1121141 East in two feet of water (Figure 23, Table 3).
The anomaly has a maximum magnetic deviation from a background of 170 gammas. The
maximum duration of the magnetic impression is 39 feet with a monopole signature. The
anomaly is found on two survey transects. Although the two anomaly sources that constitute this
anomaly have a very short duration, they are aligned in a way that may indicate a pipe, cable or
other linear object. Due to the historic significance of the area, both as a careening area for ships
and its late nineteenth century industrial associations, this anomaly is considered potentially
significant, but is shoreward of the proposed sheetpile placement. This anomaly extends to the

north, to a brick and mortar structure at the head of the remains of the marine railways (Figure
25).

Figure 25. Brick and mortar structure prruding from the bay waters looking south. Portien of marine
railway, the first of several cross ties, observable to west.

Anomaly 13

Anomaly 13 is found at 507840 North 1120834 East in three feet of water (Figure 23, Table 3).
The anomaly has a maximum magnetic deviation from a background of 793 gammas. The
maximum duration of the magnetic impression is 209 feet with a complex signature. The
anomaly is found on one survey transect. Due to the historic significance of the area, both as a
careening area for ships and its late nineteenth century industrial associations, this anomaly is
considered potentially significant. The anomaly source is located directly in line with the
sheetpile placement and should be investigated prior to any further construction activity.

Anomaly 14

Anomaly 14 is found at 507847 North 1121369 East in three feet of water (Figure 23, Table 3).
The anomaly has a maximum magnetic deviation from a background of 515 gammas. The
maximum duration of the magnetic impression is 41 feet with a monopole signature. The
anomaly is found on one survey transect. Due to the historic significance of the area, both as a
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careening area for ships and its late nineteenth century industrial associations, this anomaly is
considered potentially significant, but is shoreward of the proposed sheetpile placement.

Anomaly 15

Anomaly 15 is found at 508003 North 1120722 East in three feet of water (Figure 23, Table 3).
The anomaly has a maximum magnetic deviation from a background of 86 gammas. The
maximum duration of the magnetic impression is 28 feet with a dipole signature. The anomaly is
found on two survey transects. Although the two anomaly sources that constitute this anomaly
have a very short duration, they are aligned in a way that may indicate a pipe, cable or other
linear object. Due to the historic significance of the area, both as a careening area for ships and
its late nineteenth century industrial associations, this anomaly is considered potentially
significant, but is seaward of the potential sheetpile placement.

Anomaly 16

Anomaly 16 is found at 508112 North 1121273 East in three feet of water (Figure 23, Table 3).
The anomaly has a maximum magnetic deviation from a background of 20 gammas. The
maximum duration of the magnetic impression is 22 feet with a dipole signature. The anomaly is
found on one survey transect. Due to the historic significance of the area, both as a careening
area for ships and its late nineteenth century industrial associations, this anomaly is considered
potentially significant, but is seaward of the potential sheetpile placement.

Anomaly 17

Anomaly 17 is found at 508114 North 1120901 East in three feet of water (Figure 23, Table 3).
The anomaly has a maximum magnetic deviation from a background of 53 gammas. The
maximum duration of the magnetic impression is 43 feet with a dipole signature. The anomaly is
found on one survey transect. Due to the historic significance of the area, both as a careening
area for ships and its late nineteenth century industrial associations, this anomaly is considered
potentially significant, but is seaward of the potential sheetpile placement.

The interpretation of remote-sensing data obtained from the magnetometer is an imperfect
process at best, and, as stated by Pearson et al., “relies on a combination of sound scientific
knowledge and practical experience” (1991:69). The evaluation of remote-sensing targets with
regard to a determination that the target does or does not represent a shipwreck or historic
structure remains depends on a variety of factors. These include the detected characteristics of
the individual targets (e.g., magnetic anomaly strength and duration), association with other
magnetic targets on the same or adjacent lines, and relationships to observable target sources
such as channel buoys, pipeline crossings, marine and shoreline structures.

Interpretation of magnetometer data is perhaps the most problematic. Magnetic anomalies are
evaluated and prioritized on the basis of magnetic amplitude or deflection of gamma intensity in
concert with duration or spatial extent. The problems of differentiating between modern debris
and potentially significant cultural resources on the basis of remote-sensing data have been
discussed by many authors. This difficulty is particularly true in the case of magnetic data, and
therefore it has received the most attention in the current body of literature dealing with the
subject. Pearson and Saltus state that “even though a considerable body of magnetic signature
data for shipwrecks is now available, it is impossible to positively associate any specific
signature with a shipwreck or any other feature” (1990:32). There is no doubt that the only
positive way to verify a magnetic source object is through physical examination.

Pearson and Hudson (1990) have argued that the past and recent use of a water body must be an
important consideration in the interpretation of remote-sensing data, in many cases the most
important criterion. Unless the remote-sensing data, the historical record, or the specific
environment (e.g., careening area) provide compelling and overriding evidence to the contrary, it




is believed that the history of use should be a primary consideration in interpretation. What
constitutes “compelling evidence” is to some extent left to the researcher’s discretion; however,
in settings where modern commercial traffic is light but the historic use has been intensive, such
as this project area, the presence of a large quantity of modern debris must not be expected.

TERRESTRIAL SURVEY RESULTS

Seven shovel test pits were excavated in the Table 5. Shovel Test Pit Data.
project area. The initial test pit was dug at the [ Status |Depth| ~  Comment L
far eastern terrestrial portion of the project area Negative | 55 | White sand to water table
at the project datum DM1001 (see Figure 24, Negative | 55 | White sand to water table
Table 5). Subsequent test pits were placed at Negative | 85 | White sand to water table
taped 30 meter intervals approximating the lgeg?t.ive 70 | White sand to water table
. . ositive 87 Clinker between 25-36 cm
same distance from the shore. Each pit was Negative | 90 | White sand to wator fable
excavated to the water table, which ranged Negative | 85 | White sand to water (able
from a shallow 54 centimeters on the sand Spit  “ST# indicates shovel test pit number, “Status” indicates
to a dei}th of 90 centimeters. The general soil whether any cultural glateriai was found. “Depth” indicates
matrix excavated was the white sugar sand that P in oatpit Comments” indicates what was found
is typical of the area. No evidence of potentially
significant cultural resources, either pre-historic or historic, was indicated by the shovel test pits.
With the exception of one, there were no artifactual materials located in any of the test pits.
Only one, ST No. 5, had a thin lens with small amounts of clinker present. Observation of the
ground surface in the project area indicated that there were scatterings of clinker (furnace
tailings) and coal or coke (fuel for steam powered machinery). This surface material was
distributed throughout the area with one specific concentration at the extreme northwest corner
of the island. Several other visible features observed included brick piles and concrete covered
piping. These cultural features were measured and mapped and placed in their relative position.
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Inside the project area bounds and located on the map presented in Figure 24 are several features.
Labeled as F1 above, the end of Town Point is a layered brick structure in poor repair most likely
associated with the marine railway (Figure 26). Another feature mostly eroded out of the
shoreline and now underwater is a concrete covered pipe that extended across the northern
shoreline (Figure 27). Recorded during the 1988 UWF investigation as Feature 1, the pipe was
identified as a water conduit for the marine railway. A metal conglomeration, including metal
strapping and wire cable, eroding out of the shoreline and located at the bay/land interface, may
be typical of the anomaly sources located during the marine portions of the survey (Figure 28).
This concretion is located on the north facing shore to the east of Town Point.

In addition to these features, visual examination by wading and snorkeling revealed a scatter of
ballast shoreward of the proposed line of piles. Composed of large black granite cobbles with
quartz inclusions, it is unknown if the ballast represents a scatter of discarded ballast or the site
of another wreck like the Town Point Wreck. Designated 8SR983, the Town Point Wreck lies
adjacent to and just south of the northwestern point of land which supports the remains of a now-
dead live oak whose root mass entwines an intact brick foundation. Believed to be buried by
sand, the wreck site was not relocated. The Deadman’s Punt (8SR1014), which lies in or just

south of the southern project boundary, also could not be relocated. It, however, may have been
destroyed by the erosional effects of wind and wave action.

Outside the project area there were the remains of a brick and concrete structure to the south
(Figure 29). Its association if any with the marine railway is unknown. Also, the remains of a
wooden barrel located off the west-facing shore to the south of the project area at the bay/land
interface were observed (Figure 30). As stated above, the archival research conducted for this
project noted that there are several other historic sites in close proximity to the project area.
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cated a the northern shore of Town Point.
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Another observation made on site with respect to past investigations in the area indicates that
there has been continued erosion in the northern and western portions of the site. Illustrations
from past reports, most specifically Figure 12 presented above, indicate a massive level of
erosion within the years since the photo was taken. In the photo the structure appears to be within
approximately 10 feet of the shoreline. The recent investigation found that the structures are now
submerged and over 100 feet from shore. The amount of erosion can also be seen in a
comparison of feature locations found on the 1988 UWF shovel test and feature location map
presented in Figure 31. Depicted running between Unit 2 and Unit 14 (U2 and U14) is a straight
line denoting UWF’s Feature 1, the cement encased pipe thought to have served as a fresh water
conduit. When compared to Figure 24 above, with the exception of one small segment the entire
cement covered pipe is now entirely exposed and lies submerged off the island. This is additional
evidence that the 1988 northern shoreline has receded remarkably in the last 14 years.
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5. CONCLUSIONS

The investigation conducted by Panamerican for the Mobile District indicated that the project
site is an extremely historically sensitive area. The island itself was home to prehistoric peoples,
and comprising the northeastern shore of Old Navy Cove, the immediate waters have had a long
history of early European utilization and were employed early on as a careening station.
Deadman’s Island has numerous known archaeological sites and several of the specific sites on
and around it have been the focus of intensive cultural resources investigations. Several
shipwrecks are located in and near the general vicinity of the project area, but perhaps the most
readily visible testament to the island’s history are the remains of a late-nineteenth century
marine railway on its northern tip.

Located at the extreme northern end of the island is or was the Late Mississippian Stage
prehistoric component of the Deadman’s Island site (8SR740) identified by UWF in 1988.
Cultural materials in the form of numerous ceramics were the only associated artifacts located by
UWE. The UWF report stated that the “cultural component is weakly represented on the island
and is very likely submerged in the shallow water off the north point of the island” (Joy
1988:94). The current investigation of the island did not encounter any aboriginal materials from
this site, but did note that a significant amount of the island has eroded since the 1988 study,
indicating that most if not all of the site most likely has eroded into the bay.

With the exception of one cultural lens which contained clinker most likely associated with the
marine railway, shovel testing and visual inspection of the land portions of the project area did
not reveal the presence of any other buried deposits. With that said, extensive testing by UWF
located deposits predominantly from the nineteenth to early twentieth century in areas of
Deadman’s Island. Most containing brick and clinker, the UWF study indicated that they are
mainly associated with the marine railway and are historically significant. However, owing to the
site disappearing due to extensive erosion, it is the opinion of the Principal Investigator that
given the stated minimal depth and impact of vegetation planting, this activity will serve to
protect these deposits, if present, rather than impact them.

In addition to the one positive shovel test, several features were noted on the island and within
the project area. Composed of brick and/or cement, the structural features are all most likely
associated with the marine railway. Again, owing to the site and its features disappearing due to
extensive erosion, it is the opinion of the Principal Investigator that given the stated minimal

depth and impact of vegetation planting, this activity will serve to protect the features rather than
impact them.

The marine remote-sensing investigation indicated 17 magnetic anomalies within the project
boundaries (Table 6). While it is possible that they may represent historic vessel remains,
because of their location most if not all are most likely associated with the marine railway which
UWEF considers historically significant. Four of the anomaly sources are located directly in line
with the proposed sheetpile placement route and require investigation to assess their identity and
historical significance relative to NRHP eligibility criteria prior to adverse construction impacts.
A graphic representation of these four anomalies can be found in Appendix C. Of the other 13
anomalies, three are to seaward and ten are to shoreward of the proposed pile placement area.
These anomaly sources should be avoided during pile placement activities (i.e., anchoring or
spudding of pile driver barge). A sufficient area of avoidance should be accorded around the
reported anomalies to insure that any construction activity does not affect these sites. If
avoidance is not possible, it is recommended that an archaeological diving investigation be
conducted to examine the source of any anomaly not avoidable in an effort to determine their
identity and their significance relative to NRHP eligibility criteria.
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Table 6. Magnetic Anomalies Recerded in the Project Area.

Number | Northing | Easting [ Impacted . Disposition e
1 507363 | 1120797 Yes On proposed sheet pile placement corridor
2 507390 | 1120952 No To shoreward
3 507469 | 1120794 Yes On proposed sheet pile placement corridor
4 507506 | 1121012 No To shoreward
5 507539 | 1120873 No To shoreward
6 507593 | 1121003 No To shoreward
7 507706 | 1120967 No To shoreward
8 507723 | 1121080 No To shoreward
9 507725 | 1120714 Yes On proposed sheet pile placement corridor
10 507768 | 1121182 No To shoreward
11 507777 | 1120893 No To shoreward
12 507806 | 1121141 No To shoreward
13 507840 | 1120834 Yes On proposed sheet pile placement corridor
14 507847 | 1121369 No To shoreward
15 508003 | 1120722 No To seaward
16 508112 | 1121273 No To seaward
17 508114 | 1120901 No To seaward

In addition to the anomalies, a scatter of ballast lies shorewar
Composed of large black granite cobbles with quartz inclusio
planting should have no effect on the scatter. Additionally,
adjacent to and just south of the northwestern point of land
dead live oak whose root mass entwines an intact brick fo
not relocated, it is believed it is buried by sand. Hand planting of vegetation should serve to
protect this site rather than cause an adverse effect. The same is true for the Deadman’s Punt

(8SR1014), which lies in or just south of the southern project boundary.
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APPENDIX A
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I

DIVISIONS OF FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF STATE
Office of the Secretary

Office of International Relations

Division of Elections

Division of Corporations

Division of Cultural Affairs

- Division of Historical Resources

Division of Library and Information Services

‘Division of Licensing

Division of Administrative Services

MEMBER OF THE FLORIDA CABINET
. State Board of Education
Trustees of the Internal Improvement Trust Fund
Administration Comanission
Florida Land and Water Adjudicatory Commission .
- v Siting Board
Division of Bond Finance
Department of Revenue
t of Law Enforcement:

- Departmen I
Department of Highway Safety and Motor Vehicles
Department of Veterans' Affairs

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF STATE
Jim Smith
~ Secretary of State
DIVISION OF HISTORICAL RESOURCES

Mr. Hugh A. McClellan : - “November 26, 2002
Chief, Environment and Resource Branch o
Mobile District, Corps of Engineers
P.O. Box 2288
Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001

Re: DHR No. 2002-10409 / Date Received by DHR: November 12, 2002 ,
Underwater Remote Sensing and Terrestrial Survey, Pensacola Bay and Deadman'’s Island,
- Santa Rosa County, Florida (Panamerican Consultants, Inc. 2002) - Draft Report - |

Dear Mr. McCIellan:

Our office has received the above referenced project in accordance with Section 106 of the

- National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (Public Law 89-665), as amended in 1992, and 36
C.F.R., Part 800: Protection of Historic Properties. The State Historic Preservation Officer is to

_ advise and assist federal agencies when identifying historic properties listed or eligible for listing -

in the National Register of Historic Places, assessing effects upon them, and considering
alternatives to avoid or minimize adverse effects. : '

- We have reviewed the submitted draft report and determined it is not sufficient. In order to be

-considered complete and sufficient according to Chapter 1A-46, Florida Administrative Code,
the final report must contain the following: ’ ‘

~ ® Ananalysis of sidescan sonar and sub-bottom profiling data for the project area, as
~ required by the Florida Division of Historical Resources Performance Standards for

Submerged Remote Sensing Surveys, or an explanation for why these technologies were
not utilized . . E ‘ o : . E B

* Florida Master Site File Survey Log Sheets, completed in accordance with the “Guide to
the Survey Log Sheet” ~ . : , ' 4 . .

* Florida Master Site File Site Form update for the Gulf Marine Railway (8SR783) and

~ Deadman’s Island (SR740) - o
e A map of all features listed in Table 4, Page 31

- Please note that ‘Chhé:pter 1A-46, Florida Statues, and the Florida Division of Historical -
Resources Performance Standards for Submerged Remote Sensing Surveys are available online -

at http://dhr.dos.state.fl.us/bhp/compliance. Otherwise, we will forward copies of these
documents at your request. o ' : :

' 500 S. Bronough Street « ’I‘aiiah‘assee,FLB%%—ﬂZSﬂ . http:!fwww.ﬁheritage.éem
| : : , : A

O Director’s Office - - O Archaeological Research H Hisi‘éric Preservation - J Historical Museums

(850) 245-6300 * FAX: 245-6435 (850) 245-6444 « PAX: 245-6436 (850) 245-6333 * FAX: 245-6437 . (850) 245-6400 * FAX: 2456433
00 Palm Beach Regional Office st Ang'usﬁne Regional Office 0 Tampa Regional Gffice

(561) 279-1475 » FAX: 279-1476 - (904) 825-5045 » FAX: 825-5044 (813) 272-3843 *» FAX: 272-2340

T




Mr. McClellan o
- November 26, 2002
Page 2 :

In addition, please be advised that a Chapter 1A-32 Archaeological Research Permit must be

- obtained from the Division of Historical Resources, Bureau of Archaeological Research, for all
archaeological survey projects in or over state-owned submerged lands. The contact for this
permit is Ms. Brenda Swann, Archaeology Supervisor, at (850) 245-6444. Future reports of

archaeological investigations in state waters should include a copy of a valid Chapter 1A-32
- permit. : ’ : v D

If you have any questions concerning our comments, please contact Mary Beth Fitts, Historic

Sites Specialist, at mbfitts@mail.dos.state.fl.us or (850) 245-6333. Your interest in protecting
Florida's historic properties is appreciated. ‘

Sincerely,

I S WA S G\ W Wt 5 SHeo
Janet Snyder Matthews, Ph.D., Director, and
/\ State Historic Preservation Officer

Xe: ' Mr. Michael C Tuttle, Panamerican Cons&ltants, Inc.
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FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF STATE
Kenneth W, Detzner
Secretary of State
'DIVISION OF HISTORICAL RESOURCES
Mr. Hugh A. McClellan ' February 24, 2003

Chief, Environment and Resource Branch
- Mobile District, Corps of Engineers

P.O. Box 2288

Mobile, Alabama 36628-0001 -

Re: DHR No. 2002-10409-B / Additional Info. Received by DHR: January 23, 2003
Underwater Remote Sensing and Terrestrial Survey, Pensacola Bay and Deadman’s Island,
Santa Rosa County, Florida (Panamerican Consultants, Inc. 2002) - Revised Report

Dear Mr. McClellan: -

Our office has received the above referenced project in accordance with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservﬂation Acf‘ of 1966 (Public Law 89-665), as amended in 1992, and 36

We have reviewed the revised survey report for the above referenced survey. The survey
conclusions indicate that magnetic anomalies 1, 3,9, and 13 are located within or adjacent to the
proposed sheet pile corridor. It is the recommendation of this office that all anomalies be
avoided. If avoidance is not possible, archaeological diving investigations must be conducted to

examine the source of these anomalies in an effort to determine their identity and eligibility
potential.

500 S. Bronough Street « Tallahassee, FL 32399«925ﬂztp:lfwww.ﬁheﬁtagexom

O Director’s Office O Archaeological Research istoric Preservation = Hrstsnca} Museums
{850} 245-6300 « FAX: 245-6435 (850) 245-6444 * FAX: 2456436 (850) 2456333 « FAX: 245-6437 (850) 245-6400 » FAX: 245-6433

O Palm Beach Regional Office O St. Augustine Regional Office O Tampa Regional Office
(561) 279-1475 * FAX: 279-1476 {904) 825-5045 » FAX: 825-5044 (813) 272-3843 « FAX: 272-2340

S’
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Mr. McClellan
February 24, 2003
Page 2.

We note that submerged historic resources will be protected by the sheet pile placement and we
look forward to working with you on this erosion control project. If there are any questions
.concerning our comments or recommendations, please contact Douglas Lewis, Historic Sites

Specialist, by electronic mail at dlewis@mail.dos.state flus or at 850-245-6333. Thank you for
your interest in protecting Florida's historic properties.

Sincerely,

1 000 (‘ el ,X@a SHRO

Janet Snyder Matthews, Ph.D., Director, and
State Historic Preservation Officer

Xec: Michael C. Tuttle, Panamerican Consultants, Inc.
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SHOVEL TEST LOGS




SHOVEL TESTNO.: | - SHOVELTESTNO.:. 3
DISTANCE FROM B.O.T.: e DISTANCE FROM B.O.T.:
STATUS: , STATUS:
NOTES: NOTES:
10 cm . ‘ 10 cm -
20 cm - 20 cm
em 5 Nem o Arhleet
I R
40 cm ; : 40 cm
50 cm ' - 50 cm
V4 : J
R T 60em M@M 60 cm
» 70 cm ' Y » 70 cm
80 cm : o 80 cm
90 cm e ‘ T 9%cm Wl Send
100 cm ER | 100em
SHOVELTESTNO.. _ ‘Z% - . SHOVELTESTNO. 4
DISTANCE FROM B.O.T.: - _ DISTANCE FROM B.O.T.: \
STATUS: o STATUS:
NOTES: ' , NOTES:
10em ' - 0em ahile <qnd
20em . o 20em Mo A\l
Ne A N\‘dadls
30 cm ” 30 em
40 em » , ‘ 40 cm
R 50 cm 56 em
Urler A4 —
» 60 cm P let Yoo he %« 60 cm
+eble - >
70 cm ' 70 cm :
. ‘ ' Lia e 7/ ar E {-(
80 cm 80 cm
90 em ‘ ' 90 cm
100 cm : 160 cm

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS / OBSERVATIONS:




SHOVELTESTNO.: 5 SHOVELTESTNO.: =}
DISTANCE FROM B.O.T.: DISTANCE FROM B.O.T.:
STATUS: STATUS:
NOTES: Soffree  Cliale r NOTES:
10 cm Cinler 10 cm
20 cm 20 cm Wwie <, . A
whike ‘ Land ~ )
30 cm 30 cm
Mo et CchT PO bed fuds
40 cm 40 cm
50 cm 50 cm
60 cm 60 cm
70 cm 70 cm
80 cm 80 cm
amp—— .
S99 T Z* Cw 90 cm H?cﬂ “A= B(,(
100 cm 100 cm
SHOVEL TEST NO.: [A SHOVELTESTNO.: &
DISTANCE FROM B.O.T.: DISTANCE FROM B.O.T.:
STATUS: STATUS:
NOTES: NOTES:
10em gty e s 10 cm
Wem Mo v diar< 20 cm
-30cm ColFora\ .“(V\?'C 30 cm
- B> cm e Cces\ [ elt wYer
g 0cm  qady - |lptmy 40 cm
i i 7
50cm CERERe W\ Sterile 50 cm
G and
60 cm 60 cm
70 cm 70 cm
80 cm 80 cm
90 cm . 90 cm
qoe “
100 cm 100 cm

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS / OBSERVATIONS:




APPENDIX C
‘GRAPHS OF REPORTED ANOMALIES
TO BE IMPACTED BY SHEETPILE PLACEMENT
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SoRVEY #3019

FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE . .,

4 i
ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE FORM L
STATE OF FLORIDA ) i
DEPARTMENT OF STATE -
Division of Archives, History [3 Original
and Records Management
AHBED0408-84 ) D
Update

SITE NuMBER _ KSR O COUNTY -&@‘ﬂ\ Rosa

\
SITE NAME: %ROAA&!Q S 1SAND
USGS QUAD: =LLE Potes e

NOTE: Please attach an 8 12" x 11" copy of the appropr§ate por!ion of the above map, with site location indicated.

TOWHSHIP!RANGE!SECT%GN Township Range Section
3S ! 3qW 2

NOTE:  The figure to the left represents a regular section (1 square
mile); please indicate the location of your site by placingan X
in the appropriate portion of the section.

if the section is irregular or part of a land grant, please check
beisw and disregard above instructions.
M\ Irregular section

Land grant

{name)

UTM COORDINATES: Zone ‘ { Easting - ! Northing

NOTE: if you are unfamiliar with c&!cutating UTM measurements, leave biank.

FRESH WATER SOURCE DISTANCE TO WATER R4 \(\Ms(—
LOCAL VEGETATION _YWAAn . | SMJ——&&J— gﬂuwuz
TOPOGRAPHICAL SETTING '

PRESENT LAND USE __\W) A 0V orid
'LOCAL INFORMANT (inc. private collectigns) A
ADDRESS
'LOCAL INFORMANT (inc. private collections)
ADDRESS ___
SURVEY onre&&iiﬂu OTHER B MASTER SITE FiLE NUMBERS _ %90~
RECORDER(S) (list principdl investigator first) — .0 o
ADDRESS _\YOUJI¥ . i
"PROJECT NAME ; S D)
.TYPE OF SITE (check one or more as appropriate):
- [O indeterminate {73 mound(s) K ristoric refuse
3 unknown " [ burial mound(s) 3 nistoric earthworks
0 single artifact O platform/temple mound(s) . - 0 sheliring -
_ DErtitact scatter 0 canat ’ £3 redeposited
3 tithic scatter [ cance [ housethomestead
3 migdents) {J prenistoric earthworks ‘ 3 mititary
{J shell middens) 3 prenistoric cemetery [ nistoric cemetery
7 shell works O mission ‘ 0
NATIONAL REGISTER: ____Listed Date ____Determined Eligible Date
— Determined Not Eligible Date ___ Unaccessed

I T




THREATS TO SITE:

O zoning O transportation
O development O tin

3 deterioration O dredge

[J borrowing O3 1ogging
REMARKS:

Z/preservation recommended
(3 severely disturbed/destroyed P

SK 7Y0

3 andalism O

O phosphate mining
O agricutturelplowing
[J-tecreation

O recommended tor further testing

REPOSITORY

BIBLIOGRAPHIC DATA

NOTE: Cite any reports referring specifically to this site. General background material need not be cited. Use
Florida Anthropologist for%?
CULTURAL CLASSIFICATION BORAG AL <t '\—\'\ST‘OQ.LL

CULTURAL PERIOD _\155155(PLtA) , "BRMSH , SPAMSH A el cAn)

ARTIFACTS (Check as many as apply):

[Laboriginal ceramics [ worked shell D/brlcklbldg materials
[@ honaboriginal ceramics [ ptant remains O other human remalns {e.g., hair)
O tithics & wood 7 teather
[0 worked bone metai [ potlen
[0 human bone/burial(s) 0 precious metall/coin(s) 0 misc. historic (please list)
[J animat bone/unidentified bone B/glass O misc. prehistoric (please list) ¢
O shelt food remains O O i
DIAGNOSTIC ARTIFACTS NLLE
farew ey A =3
SITE SIZE (approx acreage) ELEVATION
SITE SIZE (est in sq meters) Meters Feet
DEPTH OF CULTURAL DEPOSIT Max_S__ Max
(if known) Min __O __ Min

SITE DISTURBANCES
[3J bioturbation [ dredging/ditching .| previous archaeological excavations

€rosion site looting 0
1 mining/borrow pit [ torest preparation or harvesting O
3 agricuttural 0 fin O
3 residentiallcommerciat 0 0 i
DEGREE OF SITE DESTRUCTION COLLECTION STRATEGY
B Telatively undisturbed 3 minor [ generat selective
[0 moderate O major O controtted [

TYPE OF INVESTIGATION
ma/ugertest

surface collection

[Q/hovel test [ coring
O extensive excavation [ remote sensing
3 test excavation [ none

O unknown

O
a
0

OPTIONAL NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION (if there is no published report, provide a short description of the siteon a

separate sheet.)

OPTIONAL PHOTOGRAPHS OR SKETCHES OF DIAGNOSTIC OR UNIQUE ARTIFACTS (Please attach separate

sheet(s).)
FORM PREPARED.BY L& @0l T

ADDRESS U.UO s YIS A OCA

DATE \D-V\= <%

AFFILIATION (FAS chapter, government agency, etc. )

(=




STATE OF FLORIDA

| 3548 | NW
81 ] (PENSACOLA)

10 {1160000 FEET 485

R.2O W.
l T

‘Seawali ;

98 Y

<sSdo:

Derd i por
LSLAOD

Butcherpen

-
/’/ S A
Lighte - R 0 d;zé
Deer Point ) -

©Light . /
T2

///

U. S. Dept of the Interior €
Biological Laboratory

~+  Villa Sabine

Sabine Bay
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Page 1 SHIPWRECK FORM Site #8 SR782
' FLORIDA MASTER SITE FILE Recorder #

_ Original Version 1.0 7/92 Field Date 07/01/00_

X Update Form Date 10/04/01____

SITE NAME(S) Deadman’s Shipwreck.

VESSEL NAME [MULT. LIST. #8
PROJECT NAME Pensacola Underwater Arechaeologlcal Survey. [DHR SURVEY

COUNTY (mnearest if offshore) Santa Rosa.
MARINE CHART (Required if marine) Pensacola Bay and Approaches.
USGS 7.5' TOPOGRAPHIC MAP (Required if inshore marine or inland waterway) Gulf Breeze, FLA.

LORANLOCATION(LOPS) |_|_|_| | ). + | —|—J— -]

LATITUDE d m s LONGITUDE d m s

[ UTM COORDINATES: Zone 16/17 Easting | 4_| 8_| 1 | 9 | 4_| 0_| Northing| 3_ 9 |2 0| 0])
WATER BODY Major Pensacola Bay. Minor Old Navy Cove

STATE OR FEDERAL GRANT/PERMIT IF ANY: ___ none (Give agency, permit type and number) DHR# S0109.

Largest dimension ___ ft/m dlrectlon X Cross dimension __ ft/m ____directn
ELEVATION 1BWL/AWL=below/above water level): HIGH 2 ft/m TO LOW 1 ft/m
SITE SITUATION ___offshore ___inland bay ___river __ estuary ___lake Other
BOTTOM ENVIRONMENT Sand.

SITE DESCRIPTION A few florr timbers were found to be exposed in October of 2000, otherwise the site is shallowly
buried in sand.
DEGREE AND NATURE OF DISTURBANCES AND THREATS A 6-foot tall berm of sand has been deposited on the

shore at the water’s edge, which was not there a year previous to this visit. The effect of the new sand on the site is
unknown.

S M e

MAGNET AXIS (Bow)
VESSEL TYPE: __ canoe __ boat __ sailing ship __ steamship ___barge __freighter
Other:

VESSEL SIZE Length__ Vessel Tonnage

HULL MATERIAL: ___iron X___wood ___composite __steel Other

MACHINERY: X__none ___engine __ boiler __ pump __ propeller
Other:

k S " HISTORICAL INFORMATION
DATE SUNK: c1rca/exact CAUSE OF SINKING
NATIONALITY
DATE OF CONSTRUCTION: circa/exact PLACE OF CONSTRUCTION

MAJOR OVERHAULS/REFITS (give dates)
PAST SALVAGE (Dates, type of work, identity of salvors, success, effect on wreck as seen today)

MOST SHIPWRECKS ARE PROTECTED BY LAW

Shipwrecks and archaeological sites are protected by law if they are located on federal or state owned lands, or state-
sovereignty submerged lands. Written permission is required to disturb such sites or to remove artifacts from them. If
you are interested in exploring shipwreck sites or collecting from them, contact the Bureau of Archaeological Research,
Division of Historical Resources at the address below.

Florida Master Site File/Division of Historical Resources/500 S. Bronough/Gray Bldg./Tallahassee, FL 32399-0250/(850)245-6440/Suncom 205-6440 DHR Form
HR6E05006-92 P:\FSFADOCS\MOM\mom_docs\WRECKFM2.DOC  Last saved: 11/26/01 10:12 AM  Last printed: 12/13/01 5:22 PM




Page 2 SHIPWRECK FORM - Site#8 sr782
, Florida Bureau of Archaeological Research

“SITE DETECTION SITE EXCAVATION
_no field check  _ magnetometer _ aerial photo _ unknown _ air lift _ dredging
X literature search _ side-scan sonar _ none by recorder _ water jet
_ informant report _ bottom profiler X hand excavation _ deflectors

Other information on methods

COLLECTION STRATEGY: — unknown __ uncollected by recorder Explain One timber removed for experiment, _
SELECTIVITY _ unselective (all artifacts) X_ selective (some artifacts) Explain

CONTROL OF COLLECTION _ general (not by subarea)  X_ controlled (by subarea) Explain

CARGO ARTIFACTS
SHIP ARTIFACTS One ceiling plank was removed for an experiment in conservation techniques. .
‘JARTIFACTS REMOVED (attach list if needed) One ceiling plank was removed for an experiment in conservation
techniques,
ARTIFACTS SEEN OR COLLECTED —unknown Expiain
' — encrusted objects —_nonprecious metal ballast-type
—_ceramic-aboriginal __ glass __ceramic-nonaborig __ precious metal/coin

Potentially elig. for local designation?

Individually elig. for Nat. Register? _yes _neo Xinsuff, info
Potential contributor to NR district? _yes _no Xinsuff. info
HISTORICAL THEMES: —__military __ economic X___technological

Other ’ ,
THREATS TO SITE Extremely shallow water and close to a shoreline that is receding.
PROTECTIONS FOR SITE

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR SITE Complete site documentation and interpretation. Assess possib

ility of creating an
interpretive site for snorkelers and beach combers.

ReEs

% e A < Aoty \Eﬁw i Rk %
SITE REPORTER (name/affiliation/address/phone)J. COZ Co Nautical Archaeologist, 11000 University Parkway,
Pensacola, FL, 32514-5751, 850/474-3015.

SITE INFORMANT (namefafﬁﬁation!address!phane}

Zzi,

MANUSCRIPTS OR PUBLICATIONS ON THE SITE

PRESENT LOCATIONS OF ARTIFACTS/ID
Corpus Christi, Texas,

SITE PHOTOS & LOCATION

SITE FILMS/VIDEOS & LOCATION

NOS. (attach list if needed) Ceiling plank was sent to Ships of Discovery in

FURTHER INFORMATION Attach extra'sheets as needed

. yes; Ne; pe=Potentially Eligible; ii-fnsu_ﬁ%&ent Information
REQUIRED: MARINE CHART (OFFSHORE) OR USGS MAP (INSHORE OR INLAND WATERWAY) WITH SITE
LOCATION PINPOINTED
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J

STATE OF FLORIDA : . P
DEPARTMENT OF STATE ‘ . . E 1L
Division of Archives; History ' : ‘ Original Update M5

and Records Management . gina P )

R « 3 | S o — e UNDERWATER . -
'Flor]da Mast‘erS]te Fﬂe/ ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE FORM
b TNy, PRSI (L BIn

NOTE: Please attach an 8.5" X 11" copy of the appropriate portion  WYeck)
of the above map, with site location indicated. :

TOWNSHIP!RANGE!SECTION: Township Range Section '

S5 | 39y

NOTE: The figure to the left represents a regular section (1 square
mile); please indicate the location of your site by placing an X
in the appropriate portion of the section. S

+ If the section is irregular or part of a land grant, please check
“below and disregard above instructions.

Ul rrregular section
J Land grant

- , , fname)
UTM COORDINATES: ' .Zone / Easting / Northing

‘ NOTE: If you are unfamiliar with ca}_cuiating UTM measurements,
leave blank.

LATITUDE:. . ' LONGITUDE:
SITE SITUATION: (check one) -
y - [] inland |7 estuary M~ offshore
UNDERWATER ENVIRONMENT: . (check one) - ‘
, - high energy marine ' [l low energy marine
lake or ponds © [l river, stream or creek

1.

[] cavernous sink’ , [] cavernous spring

T1] intermittently‘ flooded lands with a flowing water environment

0 'intermitte’n'tly flooded lands with a still wvater environment

 SEDIMENT: ' ;T - :
[] clay [] silt . f}isand [] peat [] marine growth [1 rock
LOCAL INFORMANT (inc. private collections) Pepbsion) . o
ADDRESS 450 _OUD A ¢ e . BLod CULE e 33S6(
LOCAL INFORMANT (inc. private col¥éctions) WaA e FALR bE ‘
ADDRESS Pt Hlon o 12 10es SulE Blerae . B a5ce
SURVEY DATEZ [19-21/g OTHER MASTER SIv& FILE NUMBERSM«%%@}
RECORDER(S) (1ist principal investigator first)[], Repse
Reee?. sl 1O S TS, o — , |
PROJE eI DE WOBST Cop (oA e O A A = BRSNS
PROJECT NAME “DpDMAD'S | o As Lo \er + - .
TGPGGRAPH!CAL"SETTING . . ‘ =~ . .

TYPE OF SITE(check ohe‘.er“mere as appropriate):

[] indeterminate [] mound(s) [] prehistoric cemetery
[] unknown [] burial mound(s)[] prehistoric vessel
[] single artifact [] piatform/temple{] prehistoric refuse
[1 artifact scatter mound(s) [1 historic earthworks
[] lithic scatter [] canal ; [] shell ring
[] midden(s) [] mission [] redeposited _
'] shell midden(s) [] prehistoric [] inundated terrestrial ‘
'] shell works earthworks [] historitc refuse .
¥ historic [] wharves, docks,[] well o
shipwreck piers [] bridges (also covered
1

stone wall ['lT shrine ‘ . hridmsch ‘ '
I T



THREATS TO SITE:
[] zoning [
[] development [] £fill
?4Wdeterioration [] dredge [1]
] borrowing [] logging []
REMARKS: _ :
[] preservation recommended 1 recommended for further testing
- P severely disturbed/destroyed: [] P .
REPISITORY .~ UNWEYs N OF * IFsr FLOL O
BIBLIOGRAPHIC DATA

] transportatibn; vandalism
] phosphate mining
agriculture/plowing

NOTE: Cite any reports referring specifically to this site.
General background material need not be cited. Use

o Florida Anthropologist format. -

* CULTURAL CLASSIFICATION -H’léTOZ{C/

CULTURAL PERIOD CoroOAC — BAmMm3EL

CULTURAL MATERIAL(Check as many as apply):. ‘

[] aboriginal ceramics ™ wood _ [] exotic items (mica, etc)
bi nonaboriginal ceramics M metal [] petroglyphs :
[1 lithics [] precious metal/ [] textile(s)
[1. worked bone coin(s) [] misc/prehistoric
[] human bone/burial(s) ‘?{ﬁglass M .misc/historic
[] animal bone/ 1] brick/bldg “[] trade bead(s)
unidentified bone materials ¥4 ballast
[1 shell food remains . [] other human [] fossil
[] worked shell remains []
[1] plant remains (e.g., hair) [1
DIAGNOSTIC ARTIFACTS APPLIED STRANS BT Ewdskl,
BLATSH /W P f POTION |, BIACH (=AY Bl O €
SITE SIZE(dpprox acreage O] - - - ELEVATION
SITE SIZE(est in sg meters) ézgzg' Meters Feet
DEPTH OF CULTURAL DEPOSIT Max Max
(if known) . ' Min - Min
DEGREE OF SITE DESTRUCTION
[} relatively undisturbed [] minor
" 4* moderate []1 major
SITE DISTURBANCES ,
[] bioturbation [] dredging/ditching [] previous
‘_Q »Cerosion A site looting archaeological
“-[] mining/borrow pit [] forest preparation excavations
[] agricultural - . or harvesting [1] B
[] residential/ - [] fill []
-commercial = - 11

COLLECTION STRATEGY :
A general . [] selective [] controlled [] unknown []

TYPE OF INVESTIGATION

-K. surface collection [] auger test []1 unknown

[] shovel test [] coring [] prop wash deflectors
[] extensive excavation [] remote sensing [] airlift

M. test excavation [ ] none [] waterlifit

. [] water probe bﬂ

(]

OPTIONAL NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION(If there is no’ published epott,

provide a short description of the site on a separate sheet)
OPTIONAL PHOTOGRAPHS OR SKETCHES OF DIAGNOSTIC OR UNIQUE
ARTIFACTS (Please attach separate sheet(s))
FORM PREPARED BY Do Axt TN
ADDRESS \O™u\ A&+ WesT ol DA
DATE_ _cx 1 9485
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Florida Bureau of Archaeological Research
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Page 1 : ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE FORM Site #8_SR783
X Xoriginal FLORIDA MA ASTER SITE FILE Recorder #
___ update Version 1.1: 11/88 Field Date
SITE NAME(S) __~ Gulf Marine Railway . '
PROJECT NAME Deadman's Isiand:’ Sirvey ] DHR#_
OWNERSHIP __private-profit  _ priv-nonprof _priv-indiv_priv-unsp Xcity _county _state _ federal
USGS MAP NA Gulf Beeeze, FL - CITY___GiIf Bresze
UTM: zezsméf/ 17 . EASTING /4 / 8/ 1/9/670) NGRTH{NG / j/i/ _5/ K% 5/ _/ 0/
COUNTY __Sarta Rosa TWP 35 RANGE 29y SECTION 6 & 44 T il -
{Optional ) LATITUDE d m s LONGITUDE d m s
ADDRESSROUTE TO _.5 mile west of Hwy. 98 on- the - :shoreline 6F Pensaco] a
. Bay.. . . .
TYPE OF SITE (All that apply) _prehist unspecified _hist nbarxgma} _h}st nonaboriginal  _ hist unspecified
SETT!NG' - STRUGTURES OR FEATURES . FUNCTION DENSITY
_land:site __aboriginal boat _fort ._road segment _no}xe specified _unknown
. _egric/farmbldg  _midden :_shell midden . _campsite __single artifact
_wetland fresh __burial mound _mill unspecified _shell mound _extractive site _diffuse scatter
Xwetland salt/tidal _building remains _ mission - __shipwreck habitatnjhomestead __dense scatter>2/m?
—cemetery/grave  _mound unspecif _subsurface features _farmstead _variable density
_underwater{ "’ _dump/refuse. __blantation _well _village/town ~ -
- _earthworks . _ platform mound % wharf/dock _quarry .
OTHER - :
HIST{)RIC C{)NTEXTS (All that apply) —unknown culture  _aboriginal unspecif _ hist unapecified
) ABGRISINAL: , Early Archaic _GladesIIb © _Manasota _St. Johns unspecif _ Swift Creek
' _@_,a;h.u_aﬂ a _Early Swit Creek _Glades IIc - _Middle Archaic - _St. Johns I __Transitional
_Archaic unspec. _Englewood _Glades IIT _Mount Taylor _St. Johns Ia __Weeden Island
«_Belle Glade .-, _Fort Walton _GladesIlfa - __Norwood _St. Johns Ib —Weeden Island I -
_Belle GladeI . —Glades unspecif _ Glades IIIb _Orange . _St:Johns II —Weeden Island It
v, BelleGladeII  _GladesT _Glades ITIe _Paleo-Indian _St. Johns Ila :
_BelleGlade I _Glades In HickeryPond - _Pensacola _St. Johns IIb
. . Belle Glade IV _Glades Ib __Late Archaic _Perico Island St Johna Ile . -
_Cades Pond _Glades IT -__Late Swift Creek __Safety Harbor Santa Rosa __prehistc-aceramic
_Deptford ©+ __Glades ITa _Leon-Jefferson _St. Angustine g Semmale __prehistc-ceramic

: NONA.éORIGINAL _1st Spn 1700-63 _Amer Terr 1821-44 "XPostrecn 1880- 9:’ _Depress 1930-40 _American 1821-
_Brit 1763-1783  _ Statehood 1845-60 XSpWar 1898-1916 - _WWI1941-49 = _ American 1821-99

_1g;: Spn- 1513-99', —2dSpn 1783-1821 _ Civil War 1861-65 _WW 11917-1920 Moaem 1950- ._American 1900-
.1st Spn 1600-99 __Reconstr 1866-79 Boom 1921 1929 : _Afro-American

"OTHER... ' ..

RECORDER’S EVALUATION OF SITE
Ehg1ble fog_Natzonal Register? _¥es  no _likely, need information . Xinsufficient information
ngmﬁcant as part of dlsti‘lct? _yes _no _likely, need information. X i:zsafficignt information
Signzf IC&I}{ at the }ccai leveI‘? _yes _no - hkely, neeé anfarma‘a:mn Xinsufficient information

SIGNIFICANCE STATEMENT FOR COMPUTER FILES (Limit to 3 imes “here; attach full justification)

... DHR USE ONLY ---------;-------_-----------------------f--------_- ---------- DHR USE ONLY
DATE LISTED KEEPER DETERMINATION OF ELIGIBILITY:  Yes _ No_ Date
ONNAT REG. -~ SHPO EVALUATION OF ELIGIBILILY: Yes _ No _ Date
/[ LOCAL DETERMINATION OF ELIGIBILITY:  Yes _ No _ Date

| . - Local Office 4 B
O T



ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE FORM Site #8__SR783 -

Division of Historical Resources, Florida Department of State

: METHODS FOR SITE DETECTION | METHODS FOR SITE BOUNDARIES
i no ﬁald check

. Xexposed ground _acreened shovel _bounds unknown _ remote sensing _unscreened shovel
S X lxteratuu uuch oo *:_pogt}nole digger __none by recorder Xinsp exposed ground __screened shove!
x infomunt teport « _ auger--sige: _literature search  _ posthole digger __block excavns

remote sensing urilci'eend shovel ’ _informant report _ auger--size: __guess
) Other/Rgpaa,gk_n (#,_ size, depth, pattern of units; screen size) : :
dndn o i . : )

__COLLECTION STRATEGY ARTIFACT CATEGORIES
_unknown . _unselective (all artifacts) , _unknown _daub _nonlocal-exotic  __bone-unspec
_selective (some artifacts) _lithics . _brick/bldg matl _metal _unworked shell
X uncollected -5 general (not by subarea) - ' ._ceramic-aborig  _glass '_bone-human _worked shell -
._controlled (by subarea) _ceramic-nonabo _prec metal/coin  _bone-animal __subsurf feats

Other (Strateg'y', Categories)

SR g

SITE EXTENT sze (mz) ( : D,epth/Stratig'raphy of Cultural Deposit

By e

Perpendxcular Dxmensmns ~om : direction by m v ~_direction
SPACE COLLECTED Surface. #umts , total area ____m2. Excavation: #units__, total vol . m3
TOTAL ARTIFACTS Count or Estimate?  Surface # - Subsurface # .
DIAGNOSTICS (TYPE OR MODE & FREQUENCY) 4 | . N=___
1 . ‘ . . N-' . 5 - : N'=__
2 _ . N=__ 6 N=__
3 Co i , e - . N=— . 7 . ] ] K N=__
Remarks R ' : : 5 :

TEMPORAL INTERPRETATION Components X single  _prob single __prob multiple _multiple - uncertam
Describe each occupation spatmlly For each, estimate begm end dates BP; basis; if absolute dates, give method lab, id, date, range, ete.

TEOLEL L ey et - X .
ENVIRONMENT Nearest Fresh Water ___ N/A’ Distance (m) __N/A
Natural Community, Coastal Lowlands
Local Vegetation : L
- Topographic Setting - Shore] ine of Pensaco]a Bay
Present Land Use_ R
SCS Soil Series LT Soil Association

SITE ;INTEG'RITY' Overall Disturbance:. __none seen . _minor _ substantial __major _redeposited
Nature of Disturbances/Threats :

INFORMANT(S) Contact Information_-~ - -
REPOSITORY Field Notes, Artxfacts

Photographs (negative nos) : —— T
MANUSCRIPTS OR PUBLICATIONS ON THE SITE UWF, IWFA Report of Investigations #17.

» RECORDER(S) Name beborah Joy . B Date of Form
Afthatxon/Address/Phone _ -

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR SITE Ndhe of fered

- NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION Attach information on site discovery, history, current integrity, apparent
- thgeats environment, and your temporal and functional interpretations. '
DISCUSSION OF SIGNIFICANCE: Attach justification for recorder’s evaluation (Page 1).
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REQUIRED: USGS MAF 2 COPY WIT SITE LOCATION MARKED
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UNDERWATER

Florida Master Site File / ARt Saicar SITE FORM

SITE NUMBER_SR—3T3 5277 SITE NAME oo RO

USGS 7.5 MINUTE QUAD _SR48Rk3 '
NOTE: Please attach an 8.5" X 11" copy of the appropriate portion

of the above map, with site location indicated.

TOWNSHIP/RANGE/SECTION: Township Range Section

! !
1 1

NOTE: The figure to the left represents a regular section (1 square
mile); please indicate the location of your site by placing an X
in the appropriate portion of the section,

If the section is irregular or part of a land grant, please check
below and disregard above instructions.

] Irregular section
L] Land grant

{name)
UTM COORDINATES: Zone / Easting / Northing
/ /
NOTE: 'If you are unfamiliar with calculating UTM measurements,
leave blank. _ LeRAN tp

LATITUDE: 30 21 1 LONGITUDE: %7 4 R4 1329 > 2
SITE SITUATION: (check one) | “1130.p

[] inland [1~ estuary [] offshore
UNDERWATER ENVIRONMENT: (check one)

[4 high energy marine [] low energy marine

[] lake or ponds [] river, stream or creek

[] cavernous sink [] cavernous spring

[] intermittently flooded lands with a flowing water environment
intermittently flooded lands with a still water environment

[]
SEDIMENT: : .

[] clay [] silt [/f sand [] peat [] marine growth [] rock
LOCAL INFORMANT(inc. private collections) WAYNE FARPIOR
ADDRESS §4 et Polwy DR GuF Bregzs €982 424358 w Cyd> "2die)
LOCAL INFORMANT (inc. private collections) :
ADDRESS ‘ ' ‘ _
SURVEY DATE OTHER MASTER SITE FILE NUMBERS

RECORDER(S) (1ist principal investiga;:&i* first)_ Moo (W) Mar{‘\%ﬂ,_{—/

Mary Anne Frowkle, Roc 52 S
ADDRESS e N )
PROJECT NAME PEMSACOLA SHP WREe Supusy
TOPOGRAPHICAL SETTING BsACH: cous GULE ReEses

7 7

TYPE OF SITE(check one or more as appropriate):

[] indeterminate [] mound(s) [] prehistoric cemetery
[] unknown [] burial mound(s)[] prehistoric vessel
[] single artifact [] platform/temple[] prehistoric refuse
[] artifact scatter mound(s) [] historic earthworks
[] lithic scattér [] canal [] shell ring
[] midden(s) [] mission [] redeposited
[] shell midden(s) [] prehistoric [] inundated terrestrial
[] shell works earthworks [] historic refuse
[T historic [] wharves, docks,[] well

shipwreck pilers [] bridges (also covered

'] stone wall [] shrine bridges)

] r A



Page 2 ‘ . SHIPWRECK FORM Site #8 = = ——

Florida Bureau of Archaeological Research

_ no field check _ magnetometer _ aerial photo _ unknown _air Kft /dredging

_ literature search  _ side-scan sonar —bone by recorder  _ water jet _

/ informant report  _ bottom profiler _band excavation  _ deflectors - .

Other information on methods /< i~ * R S - e T S O LR N

COLLECTION ST RATEGY: __ unknown — uncollected by recorder Explain v 45 4 o ot e le
SELECTIVITY unselective (all artifacts) selective (some artifacts) Explain
CONTROL OF COLLECTION _ general (not by subarea) £ controlled {by sabarea) Expiam

\"‘f ;: {ms-f g ™ s’?&;r.z* ~
1o

- o g o
Y e ao oAS "' 'r {‘g'l AN

SHIP ARTIFACTS _ = - R Sy

ARTIFACTS REMOVED (attach Izst if needed) LU i Frms g VAT Ly T AT
ARTIFACTS SEEN OR COLLECTED __ unknown Explam -
__encrusted objects _Z nonprecious metal ballast-type
_ ceramic-aboriginal - glass e ceramic-nonaborig _ precious metal/coin

, i _insuff, inf
Indwxduaﬁy ehg. for Nat. Register? ,yes _no _insuff. info
g Potential contributor to NR district? £yes no _insuff. info

HISTORICAL THEMES: “‘53& mzhtary / ecanennc technclcgmai
Other =\ vy o me (87 g AT Feueg

THREATS TO SITE £ & r\, 57

PROTECTIONS FOR SITE Dyt

.REC(}I\@/IENDIQLTIONS FOR SITE T

esignation? /yes

_no esignation Category

few oy

a ressfphene)

£ F m w{:" Ax»-'. R w\’\ E ‘ ) .
SITE }NFORMANT (nam 3fﬁhatmn!address!phone) e AN S S pg
MANUSCRIPTS OR PUBLICATIONS ON THE SITE- = ~% 75 7= So5A

PRESENT LOCATIONS OF ARTIFACTS/ID NOS. (attach list if needed) — = 7 =~

SITE PHOTOS & LOCATION __| J/A
SITE FILMS/VIDEOS & LOCATION ‘i :/ FA

FURTI—IER INFORMATION Attach extra sheets as needed

n=No; pe=Potentially Ei icient Information

REQUIRED MARINE CHART {OFFSHORE} OR USGS MAP (INSHORE OR
. INLAND WATERWAY) WITH SITE LOCATION PINPOINTED

I T
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Loc{:" 5_}; ﬁ/ — {} _’~ - L e ;{:', ;_(:;'7,
Page 1 SHIPWRECK FORM Site #8 SE 3&3
FLORIDA SITE FILE Recorder #
___Original Version 1.0 7/92 Field Date
' Update Form Date
SITE NAME(S) _ "~ Ol SN |
VESSEL NAME VIR [MULT. LIST. #8 ]
PROJECT NAME _ T ou)t) T©oi/J o < LRONEOT [DHR SURVEY ]
COUNTY (nearest if offshore) *\AI\H'A— [?CS‘)A-
| MARINE CHART (Required if marine)
USGS 7.5' TOPOGRAPHIC MAP (Requxred if inshore marme or inland waterwa )
LORAN LOCATION (L PSQ\ T ]_l [ 1.1
LATITUDE d30 m 8% spq” LONGITUDE dFt m% “ ’g}; (‘ 7 c& s ey
[ UTM COORDINATES: Zone 1 6/1 7 Easting l__l_ ] _i' _i | Non‘hmg iy I o O
WATER BCDY Major TEnsiia 2 =i Minor 5L p4vy ~a c
STATE OR FEDERAL GRANT/PERMIT IF ANY: _~ none (Give agency, permit type and number)
¥-~5 direction ft/m u-t-,u dlrectn AW
ELEVATION (BWL/AWL below/above water level) HIGH :z 4)# ft/m TO LOW 1. 4874 Lo ft/m
SITE SITUATION offshore A_mland bay __river __ estuary lake Other ____
BOTTOM ENVIRONMENT _SA0J7: s sirnsiig b 55 Oyl o« ires o Emroan oo
A AL A et S AN o ,./,’ _
SITE DESCRIPTION A% Do ED BT - S LooE sl Dot R e Iendente
s g i O F :
DEGREE AND NATURE OF DISTURBANCES AND THREATS _Colm it Do nhns
L . RN wé: t__,“,.- 3 I ,,,. N aT '\; re; T r/; .'.. —
Y : —

MAGNETIC AXIS (Bow) - -z~
VESSEL TYPE: __ canoe __ boat _ - sailing ship _ steamship __ barge

Other:

YESSEL SIZE Length e Vessel =:no= Tonnage z= '
HULL MATERIAL: iron _,iwwood ___composite __ steel Other

__freighter

MACHINERY: __ none __engine __ boiler __ pump propeller
Other:

¥V iy circa/exact  CAUSE OF SINKING

NATIONALITY =& .=
DATE OF CONSTRUCTION: i = = circalexact PLACE OF CONSTRUCTION Zgirr 2
MAJOR OVERHAULS/REFITS (give dates) - - .

PAST SALVAGE (Dates, type of work ldentlty of salvors, success, effect on wreck as seen today)

i ~E T oy T -~

5 L v N
~—

oy

]

' MOST SHIPWRECKS ARE PROTECTED BY LAW
Shipwrecks and archaeological sites are protected by law if they are located on federal or state owned lands, or state-
sovereignty submerged lands. Written permission is required to disturb such sites or to remove artifacts from them..
If you are interested in exploring shipwreck sites or collecting from them, contact the Bureau of Archaeological |-

Research, Division of Historical Resources at the address below.
Florida Site File/Division of Historical Rwoumw/aOO S. Bronough/Gray Bldg./TaHahassee, FL 32399-0250/(904)487-2299/Suncom 277-2299




THREATS TO SITE:

[1 zoning [1 transportation {%andélism

[] development [1 £ill [] phosphate mining
[T deterioration [] dredge [] agriculture/plowing
{] borrowing [] logging N '

REMARKS: , -
{/}/preservatien recommended H/recommended for further testing
[] severel disturbed/destroyed {1 v
REPOSITORY éf\f&;{c@/f SHIPWRECHK SURVE Y AR (‘waaaw@s—ﬁm)
BIBLIOGRAPHIC DATA , '

NOTE: Cite any reports referring specifically to this site.
General background material need not be cited. Use
i Florida Anthropologist format. ‘ ‘
- CULTURAL CLASSIFICATION RELHSH.
CULTURAL PERIOD CCLOAAL '
‘CULTURAL MATERIAL (Check as many as apply):

exotic items (mica, etc)

[] aboriginal ceramics [T wood [1

[4" nonaboriginal ceramics [1 metal [] petroglyphs

[1 lithics [1 precious metal/ [] textile(s)

[1 worked bone coin(s) [] misc/prehistoric

[ ] human bone/burial(s) 1 glass [] misc/historic

[1 animal bone/ [T brick/bldg [1 trade bead(s)

unidentified bone materials [T ballast
[] shell food remains [] other human [] fossil
[1 worked shell remains [1
] plant remains (e.g., hair) [1] B ,

DIAGNOSTIC ARTIFACTS TARREL BEAD, R WD SAMPLES | GREEA Rolrie RASE  AMRES cinss £roprER
Sﬁamﬁtﬂ&Tﬁtt&t e dAase . PE PARRRAR, BARAEL CASK psAD PC, ﬁ?’;&uszb ST GREEA Pores HMELE RPTSS STRCE,
SITE SIZE(approx acreage) ELEVATION " Butron Conrew;
SITE SIZE(est in sq meters) o Meters Feet ‘ R E, rpeew,
DEPTH OF CULTURAL DEPOSIT Max } Max % '

(if known) /-2 m Min Min g
DEGREE OF SITE DESTRUCTION ' , :

[] relatively undisturbed [] minor : ;

[] moderate [+ " major
SITE DISTURBANCES

{d]/?aioturbation [] dredging/ditching [] previous

'{/]/erosien‘ - I site looting archaeological

[] mining/borrow pit [] forest preparation excavations

[1 agricultural or harvesting {1

{1 residential/ [] fill ]

commercial ‘ [

COLLECTION STRATEGY
[1 general [J selective [] controlled [] unknown [1]
TYPE OF INVESTIGATION

[1 surface collection [] auger test °~ . [] unknown
[] shovel test [] coring [] prop wash deflectors
[1 extensive excavation [] remote sensing [] airlift
[} test excavation [] none [+ waterlift
[]

[] water probe [1]
OPTIONAL NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION(If there is no published report,
| provide a short description of the site on a separate sheet)
- OPTIONAL PHOTOGRAPHS OR SKETCHES OF DIAGNOSTIC OR UNIQUE
ARTIFACTS (Please attach separate sheet(s)) . '
FORM PREPARED BY_ NOMN ) MORS L JAARY ANUE  FRAKELIA) , 7SS
ADDRESS ¥ongocclo Shlowreck Suryey ’
DATE 4- 30 -q7 ) T
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Site number:T123.SR
Site name:Town Pt. Wreck

SR983 :
General Location: South of Town Pt., 50 offshore, in @ 3' of
water LeRAN jR291. 2
Specific Location: 30 28 FC N, 87 1 22U w ZUT (30

General Site description:
The remains at the Town Point site are those of an 18th
century sloop. Vessel remains at the site are 35.7' in
length with maximum exposed width of 8.5'. Most of the
starboard side of the vessel is present to slightly above

the turn of the bilge. Excavation on site was confined to
three trenches, one at the stem, one at the stern, and one

at the mast step. The 0 point on the baseline centerline is
at the stern. The bow trench extends from 0 to 6.1%, the
step assembly trench is from 16.8' to 19.0', and the stem
excavation is from 23.0'to 35.7'. The entire starboard frame
line was exposed to asses room and space, planking thickness
and fastener type. Maximum excavated depth was 2.75 feet.
Sediment type was coarse quartzite sand. Water depth was 3
feet. Excavation was carried out with an induction dredge.
All major structural members were sampled for wood type
identification. The still articulated remains were keel,
cant frames, stem post assembly, floors, first futtocks,
second futtocks, bilge ceiling, exterior planking, deadwood,
the knee of the head, and the mast step. The vessel remains
listed to starboard @ 24 degrees.

The preserved length of 35.7°' includes the concreted gudgeon
assembly. She has a beam of 14.66°' preserved. Floors are
through pinned to the keel and are forward of the first
futtock in the bow and aft of the first futtock in the stern
and amidships. Where the keelson is present the pins run
through the keelson, floors and then into the keel. First
futtocks are spiked longitudinal to the floors and do not

- butt the keel/keelson assembly. Second futtocks are not

~butted to the head of the floors nor are they spiked on to
the first futtock in the two examples uncovered. The stem
post assembly consists of a cutwater, stem post, gripe, and
a knee. Two cant frames are also present in the bow on the
centerline. The single mast step is a mortise and tenon
arrangement and the ceiling and exterior planking is secured
with both treenails and iron spikes. Hull shape is
indicative of a square transom and a fairly slack bilge.
Room and space varies from .90' to .60'. The average molded
dimension on the frame is .33'.

Features: .
Keel: The keel is 35.4' long with a molded dimension of .7
below the rabbet and .50' above. The rabbet is inlet .15
and is .10' below the upper molded surface. In the stern the
rabbet is formed between the keel and the deadwood. The
rabbet is .15' on the bottom and .25" on the rising edge.
The rabbet continues into the deadwood .25'. The deadwood

e
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then extends .50' vertically to a molded upper dimension of
.75'. This section was taken at 24' on the centerline
baseline. In the bow the rabbet is a curved arrangement and
is present on the stempost assembly. It is not exposed on
the keel at this point. In the midships trench the rabbet is
inlet directly into the keel .10' below the upper molded

surface which is .50°'.

Deadwood: The deadwood is present only in the stem and ended
at 24' on the centerline baseline. It is fayed directly onto
the keel and was notched slightly to accept the floors. It
ends in a flat surface .50' higher than the top of the keel.
The five aftermost floors are fastened through the deadwood

to the keel.

Keelson: The keelson was badly eroded. It was only uncovered
at the mast step over floors 3 and 4. In the stern it was
exposed from floor 5 and ended on floor 6. It has a molded
dimension of .75'. Due to deterioration no sided dimension
could be taken. Where the keelson crossed the floors a
through pin fastened keelson/floor/keel.

Stem post assembly:The stem post assembly is fayed to the
keel in a birds mouth scarph arrangement. The keel extends

all the way forward with the cutwater, gripe and stem fayed
to the upper surface. The components of this assembly are
longitudinally through pinned and also secured by iron
straps. The gripe/stem seam is reinforced by an iron band
.40 X .20' with a spike into either component. The stem/keel
seam is likewise pinned and strapped except that this strap
is inlet .10"' into the wood. A single spike (.02 X.02 shank)
was in either piece of this joint. The badly eroded upper
molded surface of the stern has a mortise inlet vertically
into the port side. This mortise is .15' deep, .25' wide on
the lower edge .40' wide at the top. A single .10 spike hole
is present and heavy iron residue covers the mortise. The
length of the birds mouth is 1.75', and accommodates the
cutwater and the gripe. The vertical seam in the scarph
extends.30'. This is the after edge of the gripe. The
stem/gripe joint continues upward at the same angle as this
scarph. This angle is @ 60 degrees. The stem proper is fayed
direct to the keel. The rabbet curves upward along the top
of the stem post, directly below the knee of the head. The
knee extends from 1.6' to 5.2' on the baseline, giving it a
preserved length of 3.6'. The gripe is 1.25' on the fayed
keel joint and the cutwater is .50' along this same scarph.
Keel thickness below this joint is .25' at the forward edge
and .35' at the scarph. Two frames are pinned to the stem
assembly along the upper molded surface of the knee. The
center of the first frame is at 1.9' on the baseline and the
second frame center is at 3/0'. Both of these frames are
heavily concreted and have been badly eroded.

Framing: In the forward section of the vessel the floors are
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placed forward of the first futtock. Floor 1 is .30°' molded
and is centered at 4.65' on the baseline. It is slightly
notched over the longitudinal timber beneath it. This is
probably the keel but could conceivably be a section of
rising (dead) wood. The first futtock is offset from the
starboard keel edge by .10' at the extreme heel. The first
futtock is also .30° molded and is spiked longitudinally to
the floor. Floor 2 is centered at 5.9' on the centerline
baseline. This floor is also .30' molded. Both of these
floors are center pinned with drift pins 1.1' in diameter.
Both floors are also missing on the port side within 1.0' of
the centerline. Neither of these floors show any sign of the
keelson or upper molded surface. Space between floors is
1.1". Floor 3 is centered at 17.3' on the baseline and is
.35" molded. This member is at the forward end of the
mortise for the vessels single mast, Floor 4 is centered at
18.7' on the baseline and is .35' molded. This floor is
pinned below the mortise which has its aft end at 18.8'. The
keelson is present on this floor. The keelson, floor 4 and
the keel are pinned together at the forward end of the
mortise. Space between floors is 1.1°'. centered at 24.6°
and is .35' molded. The keelson ends here and is through
pinned. Floor 7 is centered at 26.1" and is .30' molded.
Floor length from the centerline is 2.9'. The first futtock
is forward of the floor and its heel is offset from the keel
by .10'. It is .30' molded and is longitudinally spiked to
the floor. Floor 8 is centered at 27.7' and is .30°' molded.
Length from the centerline is 2.95'. The first futtock is
forward of the floor, offset .10' and longitudinally
fastened to the floor. The first futtock is .40' molded and
is a repair part added at some time during the vessels
career. The first futtock is 6.0° in length, and extends to
the edge of the preserved hull. The second futtock is not
affized to the head of the first futtock and .30' molded.
Floor 9 is centered at 29.1°' and is .30' molded. Length from
centerline is 3.1'. The first futtock is forward of the
floor and is offset .10 at the heel and is .33 molded. The
breserved length of the first futtock is 5.8'. It extends to
the preserved edge of the hull remains. Floor 10 is the last
floor in the vessel and is centered at 30.6'. It is .33’
molded and 2.6' in length off of the centerline. The first
futtock is forward of the floor offset by .10 from the keel,
It is longitudinally fastened to the floor by iron spikes
and is 4.0' in preserved length.

Mast step : The mast step is a simple mortise located
through the keelson. It's forward edge is at 17.4' on the
baseline and is located over the aft edge of Floor 3. The
after edge of the mortise is at 18.8"' on the baseline and is
over the aft edge of Floor 4. Overall length of the mortise
is 1.4'. Floor 4 is pinned through to the keel.belawkthe
mortise. A single support for the mast step is located to
starboard of the mortise and is spiked directly to the bilge
ceiling. It is secured by 4 iron spikes .10' in diameter. It

T
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is 2.5" in length .5' wide and .5' in thickness at the
inboard edge. The outboard edge is .10 feet in thickness.
This piece runs athwartships. The inboard spike is into the
limber strake. At this point a repair plank has been spiked
to the limber board. The forward edge of this plank is at
17.9' and it extends aft to 27.45' on the baseline.

Planking: The vessel is planked with .15' thick exterior
planking and .10' thick bilge ceiling. Planks are affixed
with square shank iron spikes (.02' X.02'). Trunnels are
also present securing the exterior planking. Eight strakes
of the exterior planking are visible in the stern. The seams
are payed with oakum. The average plank width is @ .73'.
Width varies from .90' to .65'. Amidships there are 11
strakes remaining. The limber strake has been covered with
the repair plank mentioned above. The tenth plank outboard
from the keel has been displaced upward. Width varies from
.85 ' to .50'. The last strake is badly deteriorated and is
only .30' wide. Forward of this cross sectional trench a
hook scarph is present between the two uppermost exterior

strakes.

Artifacts: 8 WOOD SAMPLES SENT TO LN FOR ANALYSIS

~stem

-knee of the head
-keelson

-outer hull planking
-floor

-deadwood

-1st futtock

123/01~-green bottle base, broken
(Hume 1980,p.68 1783)

123/02-wooden parrel

123/03-sheathing tack

123/04-Fe fastener-drawn only
(Hume 1980 p. 253-most like #6, t headed
wrought iron, "Colonial™)

123/05-barrel cask head-drawn & photo'd only

l23/06~app1ied string green glass bottle neck
(Hume 1980 p.67, 1761)

123/07-green glass bottle base
(Hume 1980 p.67 1770)

123/08-delft base sherd
(Bense-post 1700)

123/09-amber glass bottle stopper
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(resembles Hume 1980 p. 197 1755-70 type)
123/10-Cu 'horseshoe' button

123[11-ring—metal?—encrusted~very light
123/12-brass/Cu strip
Illustrations: '
' 1. site plan, 1"= 1°
2. Transect at midships/mast step
3. Constructional analysis cross section of keel /deadwood
4. Profile of stem assembly
5. Bngle of list

All illustrations are on a single sheet of graph film. An
ink of the site plan is also complete.

Threats to Site:
This site is threatened primarily by erosion, tidal action,
and wind and wave effects. It is currently reburied, but
will probably uncover and recover as storms pass through the
cove. Beachcombers and pot hunters are a potential hazard,
should the site's location become known.
Assessment:

The vessel at Town Pt. is a mid to late 18th century sloop.
She is fairly slack in the turn of the bilge and probably
had a square transom. The stem assembly is complex and
relatively heavy given the vessels overall dimensions. The
two frames on the knee of the head are interesting in that
‘they are probably floor members for the bow cants, a
somewhat unusual framing arrangement. The first futtock is
aft of the floor in the bow. Amidships and in the stern the
first futtock is forward of the floor. This is a variation
of the accepted convention of first futtock forward of the
floor forward of the master frame and after the floor after
the master frame. The repair of the limber strake and the
replacement of a futtock indicates a well used vessel. She
shows no other sign of repair work. Hull shape and garboard
angle are indicative of a fairly fine bow and a sharp
downward turn towards the centerline. BRoth trunnels and
spikes are used in planking as well as hook scarps. The mast
step is relatively simple and the mast heel would have
rested on floors 3 and 4 or would have been fitted between
them and rested on the keel. This vessel was rigged as a
sloop or possibly as a cutter. Artifactual material and
construction features indicate the 18th century date
ascribed to the site. Very few artifacts were present. This
vessel was probably careened and abandoned. The construction
techniques and design are English, indicating that this
vessel was either built by the English or the colonists in
the New World.

Recommendations:

This site should be examined in further detail and
completely documented. Due to the fragile nature of the hull

e
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remains it should not be a site open to the general diving
public. Since it is in extremely shallow water, sport diver
interest will be minimal. This site is significant and
offers valuable information on small craft construction from
the colonial period.

Reporters: Wayne Farrior

Sources:
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“ FLORIDA SITE FILE Recorder #
Field Date /

ZOriginal o Version 1.0 7/92 -
:__ ' Form Date_ {997

[MULT. LIST. #8 __]

VESSEL NAME ___,
PROJECT NAME M&MZ%Q%&MLM [DHR SURVEY ]
COUNTY (nearest if offshore) _Sanfa Kosa—

MARINE CHART (Required if marine) . .
USGS 7.5' TOPOGRAPHIC MAP (Required if inshore marine or inla’nd ,wat,erwiay),
l

| - LORAN LOCATION (LOPS) Il 1] + I T Y e
LATITUDE d m s LONGITUDE d m S
|_1__|_|_I_] Northing| | [ _| | | _|_ |7

| [UTM COORDINATES: Zone I§/17 Easting |
O~

Minor ALlwy oyt

WATER BODY Major

4/.
STATE OR FEDERAL G T/PERMIT IF ANY: __ none (Give agency, permit type and nurnber)

2 ') ' . L
ELEVATION (BWL/AWL=below/above water level): HIGH /--. . $t/m 'lll‘{O L(g)W {2-1s (B/m
lake Other

SITE SITUATION . offshore inland bay _ river _ estuary A

BOTTOM ENVIRONMENT guas2de <andl o, oK qrey sitk and

SITE DESCRIPTION (eudeCioond yoc ol v oudivo coderooad NP '
| LN execior govliva . crpper g;g@mﬁ patiions, o sistdr [eelsong

DEGREE AND NATURE OF DISTURBANCES AND THREATS _Cuionwental Wrosts Sealips

i Aoave &&ip\r\ }&co;uwib ' MR A ers —

AXIS (Bow) \
| VESSEL TYPE: __canoe __ boat ) sailing ship __ steamship barge freighter
Other:__ .+ e . o
VESSEL SIZE Length - Vessel Tonnage
| HULL MATERIAL: _ “iron (¥ wood __composite __steel Other

MACHH\JERY: ,_b(rnone __.engine _ boiler pump propeller

i) TOthers
| DATE S INKING _tO\Caans (\
| NATIONALITY Wi o , _- .
DATE OF CONSTRUCTION: frej/exact PLACE OF CONSTRUCTION codigon—

MAJOR OVERHAULS/REFITS (give dates)
PAST SALVAGE (Dates, type of work, identity of salvors, success, effect on wreck as seen today)

- MOST SHIPWRECKS ARE PROTECTED BY LAW | ]

Shi'pyvrecl‘m and archaeological sites are protected by law if they are located on federal or state owned lands, or state-
sovereignty submerged lands. Written permission is required to disturb such sites or to remove artifacts from them.
If you are interested in exploring shipwreck sites or collecting from them, contact the Bureau of Archaeological

Research, Division of Historical Resources at the address below. :
Florida Site File/Division of Historical Resources/500 S, Bronough/Gray Bldg./Tallahassee, FL 32399-0250/(904)487-2299/Suncom 277-2299

Corputer Decument File Zelde CAFORMS\WRECKFM.DOC
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SITE EXCAVATION
_no field check ' _ magnetometer _ aerial photo unknown _ =irlift _. dredging
literature search %’sid&scsn sonar ] ' gps::e by recorder  _ water jet _
informant report  _ bottom profiler _hand excavation  _ deflectors _

Other information on methods

COLLECTION STRATEGY: __ unknown _&uncéifected by recorder Explain 4
SELECTIVITY _ unselective (all artifacts) - selective (some artifacts) Explain
CONTROL OF COLLECTION ~ general (not by subarea)  _ controlled (by subarea) Explain

ARTIFACTS

SHIP ARTIFACTS ‘

ARTIFACTS REMOVED (attach list if needed) _pnn& ,
ARTIFACTS SEEN OR COLLECTED — unknown Explain

— encrusted objects  __ nonprecious metal __ ballast-type

— ceramic-aboriginal __ glass __ ceramic-nonaborig __ precious metal/coin

€. tor local designation?” yes I
Individually elig. for Nat. Register? _yes
Potential contributor to NR'districi? _yes _no

uff. info

| HISTORICAL THEMES: ;_nﬁiitary ,_K‘eccnamic _&technafogical
| . Other - ' - } : '

THREATS TO SITE opdpnsieidol

PROTECTIONS FOR SITE : , — =
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR SITE 0 A Nora B 2Emkinn end (erorditg woo otiey
WA %«mm\ Adouk_ conder = Deorer™ s ovetrustion

" REPORTER (name/affil
&Pm‘gk Dwryey |
SITE INFORMANT (nameYaffiliation/address/phone)

| MANUSCRIPTS OR PUBLICATIONS ON THE STiEv5S: hose T o T AT BIRANS

PRESENT LOCATIONS OF -ARTIFACTS/H) NOS. (attach list if needed)_

STTE PHOTOS & LOCATION
SITE FILMS/VIDEOS & LOCATION

FURTHER INFORMATION Attach extra sheets as needed

Sy

s

T *y= ey n=No; p. ly Eligible; fi=lnsy nformation '
- REQUIRED: MARINE CHART (OFESHORE] o) B58s MAp (INSHORE OR
INLAND WATERWAY) WITH SITE LOCATION PINPOINTES (€ ©
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Recommendations , ~
The vessel has been accurately reCorded and no further actions are recommended. It

is suggested, however, that in orderfG prevent continuing erosion, the vessel could be easily
moved and redssembled if a p

PSS Site Number: T107SR
. Site Name: Centerboard Schooner
Master Site File: 8SR996 124

General Location .
The vessel lies in Old Navy Cove, in 12 to 15 ft. of water. Sediment is quartzite sand
with a very slight overburden of gray silt and shel] hash.

General Site Description 142 : ’

- Theremains at site SSRQ%pappear to be those of a centerboard vessel. Although badly
eroded and disarticulated, the remains are preserved to a state allowing identification of
major structural features. The remains are approximately 85 feet in length and 20 feet in
width. The still-articulated features visible were the centerboard, the trunk, the floors, bilge
ceiling, exterior planking, copper sheathing and portions of the sister keelsons.

Features . -
The remains of the trunk assembly were 32 feet in length and started approximately
3 ft. from the northernmost end of the vessel remains. The two lowermost members of the

board due to the poor state of preservation and sediment accumulation. At one point the
board rises 2.5 ft. above the bottom surface and exhibits through-pin vertical f: asteners.

Floors are discernible on both sides of the trunk, approximately 3 ft. on either side.
The area immediately ad joining the trunk is still covered by bilge ceiling. The floors are
badly eroded and worm-eaten (Teredo navalis), and are entirely covered in sediment and shell
hash. Exterior planking was attached to the floors with iron pins .05 ft. in diameter. The
exterior planking was sheathed in copper and secured to the hull with copper tacks. Also
present at the site were numerous iron concretions and a curved iron shaf t, possibly a davit.

Threats to Site
Environmental threats to the site are wave action, scouring and marine borers.

Cultural impact will remain minimal due to poor diving conditions and low interest within

the sport diving community, ’

Assessment i :

The vessel at site 8SR9967%s 2 19th-century centerboard schooner. Sheis fairly heavily
constructed. The vessel had flat floors and probably had a hard chine and would have
exhibited a deadrise cross section. Although badly deteriorated, enough of the structure
remains intact to offer important information. The site is significant and offers valuable data
on 19th-century centerboard schooners.

er place for her conservation and/or exhibit can be found.
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Recommendations
Although this site is poorly preserved, additional excavation and recording of this

vessel would offer worthwhile data on centerboard vessel construction. Due to the fragile
nature of the site, it should not be open to the general diving public. Poor visibility and
shallow depth will probably keep this site from becoming a popular dive site. Any further
work on this site should be carried out by a professional archaeologist.

PSS Site Number: T131
Site Name: Composite Hull

Master Site File: 8SR

General Location _
The vessel is located just past the drop/off at Deadman’s Island in Old Navy Cove.

The water depth is 10 feet. Bottom sedimeny/ is sand and shell hash with a soft gray silt
overburden.

General Site Description
The hull remains extend over an/area 49 ft. by 15 ft. A centerline/baseline was

established and all hull remains were drayn in situ relative to the baseline (Figure 8.27). The
zero point was located at the southern gnd of the keel. The remains represent a vessel of
composite construction, preserved along the centerline. A wooden keelson rests upon an iron
I-beam keel. Very little relief remains dbove a soft silty bottom. One iron frame is uncovered
at 25 feet on the baseline to the east. Sbme wooden planking was recorded to the west of the
baseline. Four strakes run from 5 ft.fo 9 ft. Two strakes are uncovered from 2 ft. past 32

ft. Several concreted objects protrude from the sediment.

Features’
Keel: Iron, shaped like an/I-beam, .5 ft. wide and .6 ft. high.

Keelson: Wooden, through-bolted to keel, .5 ft. square.

Frames: One frame an iron I-beam was uncovered and recorded. It measured .6 ft.
high by .4 ft. wide on the ends and .2 ft. wide in the center.

Threats to Site

The site seems to have stabilized underwater. There ‘is no relief so the site is not

. endangered by vessel traffic. There is little to interest the casual pot hunter or sport diver.

Assessment .
Due to her composite hull, this vessel may date from the 1850s onward, but a late

19th-century date seefms most appropriate. She probably was one of the numerous vessels
vy Cove when she became obsolete or irreparable. The composite
construction could provide some additional construction information, but the hull remains
are too deteriorated for any information on hull shape or size.
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FLORIDA SITE FILE Recorder #

Z Original - | Version 1.0 7/92 - Field Date i
' Form Date

[MULT. LIST. #8 /

VESSEL NAME ___

PROJECT NAME Vensasde. Shipwoeale Survey [DHR SURVEY 6421 ]
COUNTY (nearest if offshore) 2, \\a Reso ) . ' ;
MARINE CHART (Required if marine) :
USGS 7.5' TOPOGRAPHIC MAP (Required if inshore marine or inland waterway)
LR ANEOCATION (WORS) _[ | | | ||| + Lol

d s LONGITUDE d m s

LATITUDE m 4

[ UTM COORDINATES: Zone 16/17 Easting | _|_|_|_]_1_| Northing [ N Y
WATER BODY Major &g&m)& é 31% Minor _pHl4. Ldvy Bope
STATE OR FEDERAL GRANT/PERMIT ANY: __ none (Give agency, permit type and number)

SITE SIZ m ection X Cross dimension 5 . o
HIGH ft/m TO 70 m

ELEVATION (BWL/AWL=below/above water level): , W

SITE SITUATION __ offshore K inland ba __river __ estuary __ lake Other

BOTTOM ENVIRONMENT Sad aud s\mk\Lg,l willssolharey I puerburden
reccrved alops.

SITE DESCRIPTION U235 romas X anrasle ~
comnher\imt  — sacdon Leelsen on tvorn T-beapn Keel .

DEGREE AND NATURE OF DISTURBANCES AND THREATS ~site i sGh;
asd 1n \oeadion of goorz}tum% cord i\lons .

GNETIC AXIS (Bow)

{ YESSEL TYPE: __ canoe —_boat I sailing ship —steamship _ barge _freighter
Other: . : _ ‘ . i
VESSEL SIZE Length Vessel Tonnage

HULL MATERIAL: __ iron —_Wood M composite __ steel Other
MACHINERY: _  none —_engine __ boiler pump - propeller

.Other: - -
ATE SUNK:
NATIONATITY N -
DATE OF CONSTRUCTION: by 8% €irch/exact PLACE OF CONSTRUCTION
MAJOR OVERHAULS/REFITS !(!g“i‘ve" dates)

PAST SALVAGE (Dates, type of work, identity of salvors, success, effect on wreck as.seen today)

|
1

MOST SHIPWRECKS ARE PROTECTED BY LAW

Shipwrecks and archaeological sites are protected by law if they are located on federal or state owned lands, or state-

Sovereignty submerged lands, Written permission is required to disturb such sites or to remove artifacts from them.
If you are interested in exploring shipwreck sites or collecting from them, contact the Bureau of Archaeological

Research, Division of Historical Resources at the address below.

FL 32399-0250/(904)487-2299/Suncom 2772299

Hari_da Site File/Division of Historical Resources/500 S, Bronough/Gray Bldg./Tallahassee,
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_mo field check _ magnetometer _ aerial photo unknown _ air Lift .. dredging
_ literature search XSid&scan sonar Enone by recorder  _ water jet -
_band excavation  _ deflectors

_informant report  _ bottom profiler -
Other mformanon on methods

COLLECTION STRATEGY:  unknown _Kuncollected by recorder Explain
SELECTIVITY _ unselective (all artifacts) _ selective (some artifacts) Explain
CONTROL OF COLLECTION _ general (not by subarea)  _ controlled (by subarea) Explain

SHIP ARTIFACTS

ARTIFACTS REMOVED (attach list if needed) {IDN€

ARTIFACTS SEEN OR COLLECTED __ unknown Explain
___encrusted objects __nonprecious metal __ ballast-type
__ ceramic-aboriginal __ glass ___ceramic-nonaborig

___ precious metal/coin

Individually elig. for Nat. Register? “yes no [insuff. info
Potential contributor'to NR district? - _yes _no  Kinsuff. info

HISTORICAL THEMES: __ military _bLeconomic _l(_technological

| Other

THREATS TO SITE Abne
PROTECTIONS FOR SITE
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR SITE Uo m Loy ook is (‘u@mmem&a_&

SITE INFORMANT (name/afﬁ'hatlon/address/phone) A
MANUSCRIP’I‘S OR PUBLICATIONS ON THE SITEW veport 1491, AMW'

PRESENT LOCATIONS OF ARTIFACTS/ID NOS. (attach list if needed)

SITE PHOTOS & LOCATION
SITE FILMS/VIDEOS & LOCATION

FURTHER ]NFORMATION . Attach extra sheets as needed

y=Yes; n=No; pe=Potentially Eligible; ii=Insufficient Information

REQUIRED:; MARiNE CHART (OFFSHORE) OR USGS MAP (INSHORE OR
- INLAND WATERWAY) WITH SITE LOCATION PINPOINTED




"FLORIDA
ARCHAEOLOGICAL

REPORTS

SUBMERGED HISTORICAL RESOURCES
OF PENSACOLA BAY, FLORIDA

Florida Archaeological Reports 25

The Pensacola Shipwreck Survey
Phase One, 199!

Bureau of Archaeological Research
Division of Historical Resources

R. A. Gray Building, 500 South Bronough
Street, Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0250
‘ (904) 487-2299 -

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF STATE
Jim Smith, Secretary of State




Florida Bureau of Archaeological Research

204 | Florida Archaeological Reports 25 Franklin, Morris, and Smith, Pensacola

Recommendations '
Although this site is pe6rly preserved, additional excavation and recording of this

vessel would offer worthwhife data on centerboard vessel construction. Due to the fragile
nature of the site, it shodld not be open to the general diving public. Poor visibility and
shallow depth will pregbably keep this site from becoming a popular dive site. Any further
work on this site sKould be carried out by a professional archaeologist.

PSS Site Number: T131SR
Site Name: Composite Hull
Master Site File: 8SR1860™ 140

General Location
The vessel is located just past the drop off at Deadman’s Island in Old Navy Cove.

The water depth is 10 feet. Bottom sediment is sand and shell hash with a soft gray silt
overburden.

General Site Description
The hull remains extend over an area 49 ft. by 15 ft. A centerline/baseline was

established and all hull remains were drawn in situ relative to the baseline (Figure 8.27). The
zero point was located at the southern end of the keel. The remains represent a vessel of

-composite construction, preserved along the centerline. A wooden keelson rests upon an iron

I-beam keel. Very little relief remains-above a soft silty bottom. One iron frame is uncovered
at 25 feet on the baseline to the east. Some wooden planking was recorded to the west of the
baseline. Four strakes run from 5 ft.to 9 ft. Two strakes are uncovered from 2 ft. past 32
ft. Several concreted objects protrude from the sediment.

Features
Keel: Iron, shaped like an I-beam, .5 ft. wide and .6 ft. high.

Keelson: Wooden, through-bolted to keel, .5 ft. square.

Frames: One frarhe, an iron I-beam was uncovered and recorded. It measured .6 ft.
high by .4 ft. wide on the ends and .2 ft. wide in the center.

Threats_to Site
The site seems to have stabilized underwater. There 'is no relief so the site is not

endangered by vessel traffic. There is little to interest the casual pot hunter or sport diver.

Assessment o
Due to her composite hull, this vessel may date from the 1850s onward, but a late

19th-century date seems most appropriate. She probably was one of the numerous vessels
abandoned in Old Navy Cove when she became obsolete or irreparable. The composite
construction could provide some additional construction information, but the hull remains
are too deteriorated for any information on hull shape or size.
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Recommendations
No further work is recommended.

PSS Site Number:  T104SR
Site Name: Old Navy Cove # 1-2, possibly the Cabadroca
Master Site File: SSRAG5 |

General Location :
The vessel is iecated in Old Navy Cove in approximately 12 féet of water. Bottom
sediment is extremely soft, gray silt.

General Site Description

A wooden hull, in excess of 200 feet LOQA,is lying on a gray silty bottom in 12 ft.
of water. The hull is fastened with iron bolfs or pins. The entire hull is filled with
- disarticulated debris including iron pipes, deck planks, a davit, iron rail stanchions and a
section of a boiler.

Threats to Site
Potential threats from wave or erosipn at this site are minimized by the depth of silt
covering most of the hull. This is not a poplilar dive site and will not suffer from vandalism.

Assessment _ )

The vessel remains at this sit¢ are extensive. The disarticulated structure and.
machinery within the hull is well presdrved and appears to be material associated with the
vessel. No material was apparent on the bottom around the vessel. This is probably a result
of sediment depth and accumulation yather than a lack of disarticulated material outboard.
Local divers have identified this hull 35 the Cabadroca, a Portuguese ship scuttled in Old Navy
Cove in the early 1900s. The hull is/also located on NOAA navigational charts.

Recommendations

This vessel appears fairly thodern. Her upper works are in complete disarray. Future
work could be done to ascertain general hull shape and construction features. This
information could be compared/ to available information on the Cabadroca in order to
positively identify her, but this/is a low priority site.

Numbers:  TI128SR, T129SR, T130SR
Site Namme: Bayou Gilmore Debris, Possible Marine Rall
' way

Master/Site File: 8SR999™1LAQ

General Location

Located just west of] the Bayou Gilmore entrance in Old Navy Cove, this area of-
bottom debris is in approx; ately 10 feet of water. The bottom is sand and soft depositional -
silt.
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Page 1 )
FLORIDA SITE FILE Recorder #

4 Original ' Version 1.0 7/92 - Field Date {%‘H

__Update : : Form Date_ {949

(S) .
VESSEL NAME : - ; ‘ [MULT. LIST. #8 ]
PROJECT NAME Dy DUipwreels R vey Dhmce £ [DHR SURVEY 6217
COUNTY (nearest if offshore) _<ande. P

MARINE CHART (Required if marine) - -
USGS 7.5' TOPOGRAPHIC MAP (Required if inshore marine or hﬂa{nd {watfnjay)f
I

LORAN LOCATION (LOPS f__[_[__{~[__{ ]+ | 1]
LATITUDE d m s LONGITUDE d m s

{ UTM COORDINATES: Zone 16/17 Easting A Northing {__f__{__f_f__f_}*{ 7
WATER BODY Major ,@mggg £Q¥ Minor _mid Oaoy &yt

STATE OR FEDERAL GRANT/PERMIT IF ANY- —none (Give agency, permit type and number)

: ension Jj.5 ___ direction X Cross d ___directn_
ELEVATION (BWL/AWL=below/ahove water level): HIGH . ft/m TOLOW |- 2 @m
SITE SITUATION. . offshore _Kinland bay __river __estuary _ lake Other .
BOTTOM ENVIRONMENT V'Se Fuortzide Saad , . e

SITE DESCRIPTION _ha
o %—Mﬁ’% \o,t toial

VESSEL TYPE:: - .canoe .- boat —_sailing ship _qSteamship ___bérge __ freighter

Qe sk oF sepusT

‘VESSEL SYZE Length

' | HULL MATERIAL: —_iron _¥wood —__Composite __ steel Other
"MACHINERY: _,Enjgpe, —_engine - boiler _ pump . propeller

Vessel Tonnage

| 7 Other:

NATIONALITY _ (oh — —
DATE OF CONSTRUCTION: 20, &X@f—{ﬁct PLACE OF CONSTRUCTION

MAJOR OVERHAULS/REFITS (give dates) ( _
PAST SALVAGE (Dates, type of work, identity of salvors, success, effect on wreck as seen today)

' - MOST SHIPWRECKS ARE PROTECTED BY LAW. -

Shipwrecks and archaeological sites are protected bj law if they are located on federal or state owned lands, or state-

Sovereignty submerged lands. Written permission is required to disturb such sites or to remove artifacts from them.
If you are interested in exploring shipwreck sites or collecting from them, contact the Bureau of Archaeological

‘Research, Division of ‘Historical Resources at the address below, " ~ -

—
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['E. DETECTI( SI.[‘E’EXCAVATION
_no field check _ magnetometer _ aerial photo _ unknown _ air lift &lredg::g
_literature search  _ side-scan sonar _ none by recorder  _ water jet
_hand excavation  _ deflectors

informant report  _ bottom profier
Other information on methods

COLLECTION STRATEGY: __ unknown J_Luncol[ected by recorder Explain
SELECTIVITY _ unselective (all artifacts) _ selective (some artifacts) Explain
| CONTROL OF COLLECTION  _ general (not by subarea) _ controlled (by subarea) Explain
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DPC Fuel Barge which carried Bunker C prior to World War II"” according to “aTocal tugboat
captain.” Figure 8.24 is the photo of a comparable early 20th-century coal’barge at a local
shipyard. It shows the layout of decking and separate bunkers for stockpiling coal that may
have been present on 8ES1902. Good information on fuel barge-Construction could be
acquired from this site. Although fairly modern, the compartmeritalization is an important
feature that should be examined. :

Recommendations _
As the most intact vessel located in the Bay0u, this site should be recorded in detail

before any additional deterioration takes place/No excavation is necessary. No artifactual
material is likely to be present at the site sipée the vessel appears to have been abandoned.
At low water during the winter months 3/60od deal more of the bayou’s bottom is exposed
above water. The remains at this site ¢elild easily be recorded and interpreted at that time.
This could provide more informatign’on the diverse methods of barge construction used on
inland waterways. It should be ngtéd that because of its toxicity, extreme caution should be

used when diving (or swimmi

old Navy Cove

Five sites xvere located in the cove from this time period (Figure 8.25). At least two
other sites in tMis area were located with side scan sonar, but were buried under accreted
sediment and were not assessed. Near Deadman’s Island the bottom sediment is coarse
quartzite gand, but as the water quickly deepens away from shore, the bottom becomes
coveregd’with deep soft silt.

PSS Site Number:  T135SR
Site Name: Deadman’s Punt

Master Site File: 8SR1047 1494

General Location _
The hull is partially buried under a coarse quartzite sand bottom. Water depth varies

between 1 and 2 feet depending on wind, current and tidal flow.

General Site Description ‘
A sturdy work vessel, a punt or small scow, is faintly discernible during both high

and low tides protruding from the sand. It has been noted that the hull tends to become
covered and uncovered during storms as the water breaks on Deadman’s Island. For the
purpose of recording, the inside of the hull was cleared off with an induction dredge. A
baseline was set on the centerline and all measurements were made relative to the baseline. .
The zero point was at the bow, or western end of the hull. The vessel’s preserved length is
16.5 feet. Maximum beam is 5.5 feet. The maximum depth of preservation is 2.1 feet in the

stern. Figure 8.26 is a drawing of the punt.

Features

" Planking: Outer hull planking, consisting of one or two side strakes, was .13 ft. thick.
Bottom planking thickness was not recorded but a thicker king plank, running along the
vessel’s centerline was noted. Planking width varied between .4 and .9 ft. The seams were
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Recommendations .

The vessel has been accurately recorded and no further actions are recommended. It
is suggested, however, that in order to prevent continuing erosion, the vessel could be easily
moved and reassembled if a proper place for her conservation and/or exhibit can be found.

PSS Site Number: T107SR
Site Name: Centerboard S¢hooner
Master Site File: 8SR996 /(2

General Location
The vessel lies in Old Navy Cove, in 12 fo 15 ft/ of water. Sediment is quartzite sand
with a very slight overburden of gray silt and shell Kash.

General Site Description \ , ‘

The remains at site SSRS:g%"prezr to be t}ose of a centerboard vessel. Although badly
eroded and disarticulated, the remains are prgserved to a state allowing identification of
major structural features. The remains are proximately 85 feet in length and 20 feet in
width. The still-articulated features visible Were the centerboard, the trunk, the f loors, bilge
ceiling, exterior planking, copper sheathing and portions of the sister. keelsons.

Features

The remains of the trunk assembly were 32 feet in length and started approximately
3 ft. from the northernmost end of tHe vessel remains. The two lowermost members of the
trunk were .52 ft. in width (sided difmension) and were .75 ft. apart, this gap being the slot
for the centerboard. The trunk waysecured with vertical pins .10 ft. in diameter and with
transverse pins of the same diametér to the sister keelsons. No pivot could be found for the
board due to the poor state of pyeservation and sediment accumulation. At one point the
board rises 2.5 ft. above the boftom surface and exhibits through-pin vertical fasteners.

, Floors are discernible gn both sides of the trunk, approximately 3 ft. on either side.
The area immediately adjoindng the trunk is still covered by bilge ceiling. The floors are
badly eroded and worm-eatef) (Teredo navalis), and are entirely covered in sediment and shell

hash. Exterior planking wgs attached to the floors with iron pins .05 ft. in diameter. The

exterior planking was shegthed in copper and secured to the hull with copper tacks. Also
present at the site were nymerous iron concretions and a curved iron shaft, possibly a davit.

Threats to Site '

. Environmental/threats to the site are wave action, scouring and marine borers.
Cultural impact will rémain minimal due to poor diving conditions and low interest within
the sport diving compmunity.

Assessment 1 ;

The vessefat site 8SR9961s a 19th-century centerboard schooner. She is fairly heavily
constructed. The vessel had flat floors and probably had a hard chine and would .have
exhibited a degddrise cross section. Although badly deteriorated, enough of the structure
remains intactfto of fer important information. The site is significant and offers valuable data
on 19th-centyry centerboard schooners.
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oakum payed.

Frames: The vessel was sturdily framed. Some floors and futtocks were disarticulated
or missing, but it appears that some 11 frame stations made up the hull. Floor timber
dimensions varied between .18 ft. and .30 ft. molded, the average being about .22 ft. Sided
dimensions varied between .34 ft. and .74 ft., with the average about .4 ft. Futtocks were
forward of the floors in the stern, and past the 7 foot mark on the baseline at midships,
switched to aft of the floors. (This is based on the eastern edge of the hull being the bow,
the western edge the stern.) Futtock dimensions varied between being 1.5 ft. and 2.0 ft. long.
Some showed evidence that they had been rough-cut knees, now eroded flat. Futtock molded
and sided dimensions were on average .2 ft. Notches .3 ft. by .2 ft. were cut into the floors
at 2.5 ft. on the baseline, 5.5 ft. on the baseline (two), and 14.42 ft. on the baseline.

Stern: The stern was the most heavily framed area. Butting against a raked transom
was a floor and futtock. On top of the floor, a knee (1.5 ft. by .45 ft.) supported a corner
post (.35 ft. by .25 ft. by .18 ft.) on the starboard side (Figure 8.26).

Fasteners: The hull was fastened with iron, the head measured .1 by'.l ft., the shank
.05 ft. square.

Wood Analysis: Two wood samples were sent to Lee Newsom of the Florida Museum
of Natural History for analysis. The futtock sample was identified as:

Pinus sp. section diploxylon, hard group pine. Of the three major hard pine
groups, this specimen by anatomy most closely fits the Taeda group which is
composed solely of New World members including longleaf (Pinus palustris) and
the other southern hard or yellow pines.

The sample of exterior hull planking was identified as Quercus virginiana, or live oak.

“Threats to Site
This site is easy to observe from shore and could be disturbed by snorkelers and

waders on the beach. The prime threat to the site is erosion and wind and wave effects.
Although the site was backfilled upon completion of recording, it continues to uncover under
certain wind and sea conditions. Some frames are loose, and the hull will probably continue

to disarticulate.

Assessment
The Deadman’s Punt probably represents a vessel of the early 20th century. The

careful attention to detail in her construction design demonstrates that she was not hastily
built, This seems to alter initial conceptions that she was simply used as a working platform.
Her wood sample identifications, hard yellow pine frames and an outer hull plank of live
oak, are somewhat unusual. Although both materials are commonly used for vessel
construction and indigenous to Pensacola, usually the harder live oak was used for frames
‘and the southern pine for planking. The reversal in this vessel may indicate that she was
constructed simply with local materials at hand (or that the wood analysis samples were

reversed; resampling could check this).



Florida Bureau of Archaeological Research
Florida Archaeological Reports Franklin, Morris, and Smith, Pensacola } 201

3 FEET

l TRARNHOM
Ty
FLAGR

H

BRI
DEADMAN'S puNt

. . 14
Figure 8.26. Site Plan of 8SRL'9%, Deadman’s Punt,




Florida Bureau of Archaeological Research

Franklin, Morris, and Smith, Pensacola | 199

Florida Archaeological Reports

"SONS 9A0D) AABN PIO AImu3) YI0Z % Y6l JO depy Uoneso *¢z'g Ingig

37338 4100




]

. Address / Vicin inity of / Route to
Mobhert fond leginds
Name of Public Tract (e.g., park)

UTM: Zone B&16 CI17 Easting 48 1 440 Northmg lisﬁ_i_t_ﬁ
98,

Ll Ll

o Tra-d  AN-S

-

R

reespc.

Page 1 ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITEFORM  Ste#s__ iﬁ 240
, RIDA 1 ecorder Siti —_

_ [J Original FLO ‘i E;SQEER&,S;?TE FILE Field Date 2674 | AVS | o2
" giifiii#) Consult Guide to Archaeological Site Form for detailed instructions. Form Date _&_L_qm_/_%_
Site Name(s) __1L)2.4d ans IS Iﬁw} Multiple Listing [DHR

only]. : JwansTstand

Project Name ¢ &m 20*’* FMSF Survey # __ 1 1) 09
Ownership:  Oiprivate-profit meatemnpmﬁt Ulprivate-ndividual Dprivate-unspecifd, Dicity county Cistate Ofederal Dlforeign DINative American Dunknown
USGS 7.5 Map Name & Date __Gulf Rreeee i190 County __Santa Leosa

Township3S_ Range 23w Section b [® Theck i Imegular Section; Qti‘ Section (check all that apply): TINE CINW [ISE
Oosw '

Landgrant NA . » Tax Parcel # (5) : ‘

City / Town {rwitin3mi)___Golf Breeze In Current City Limits? Wyes Cno
Clunknown - :

”05 m due wesg -

B Land - termestrial
O Cave/Sink - subtemanean
Oterrestrial
3 aquatic
O intermittently flooded
O Wetland - palustrine
3 usually flooded
3 sometimes flooded
T3 usually dry

0 Other {Less common phases are not checkhsted For historic sites, also give specific dates if known.)

SETTING *

I Other

gov have grewvad g3 Town Pﬂvnf' NV eoearof DusJenans [5ia)

O Lake/Pond - facustrine
1 River/StreamiCreek - riverine
O Tidal - estuarine ‘
[ Saltwater - marine

I marine unspecified

0 "high energy” maring

O3 "low energy” marine

eof

53 3 2
O Englewood- O Glades unspecif.

- I Alachua I3 Fort Walten 3 Hickory Pond

I Archaic, Early O Glades Ia [0 Leon-Jefferson

B3 Archaic, Middie O Gladesb I Malabar 1

£ Archaic, Late O3 Glades Tunspecif. I Malabar I

O Archaic unspecified 11 Glades Ta O Manasota

3 Belle Glade I O Gladesih- 3 Mount Taylor

O Belle Glade IT [ Glades Iic 3 Norwood

{1 Belle Glade ITT OJ Glades I unspecif, L3 Orange

O Belle Glade TV {1 Glades Ita 3 Paleoindian

1 Belle Glade unspecf, O Glades Ilb 1 Pensacola

O Cades Pond [ Glades Tl [ Perico Island

O Deptford 1 Glades HI unspecif. [ Safety Harbor

STRUCTURES - OR - FEATURES‘

O aboriginal boat Clfort [ road segment
D3 agric/farm building O3 midden - [ shell midden
£3 burial mound 3 mill unspecified 3 shell mound
B bullding remains I mission O shipwreck
O3 cemeteryigrave T mound unspecified 03 subsurface features
1 dumplrefuse O plantation O surface scatter
0 earthworks T platform mound Clwell
s tolg &ewf

03 St. Augustine
LISt Johns Ia
O St Johns b

L3 5t. Johns I unspecified

[ St Johns Ha
O St Johns b
0O st Johns Iic

3 St. Johns 11 unspecified .
" I3 St. Johns unspecified

1 Samta Rosa -

00 Santa Rosa-Swift Creek
{1 Semincle: Colonization
3 Seminole; 1st War To 2d

‘DO Weeden sland 1

"0 Prehistoric nonceramic

E Semmele o War To3d
L3 Seminole: 3d War On -
3 Seminole unspecified
O3 Swift Creek, Early

3 Swift Creek, Late

0 Swift Creek, unspecified
O Transitional .

1 Weeden Island 1T
O Weeden Island unspecif.

3. Prehistoric ceramic
2 Prehistoric unspecified

O campsite

- D extractive site

* O3 hahitation {prehistoric)
3 homestead {historic)
O farmstead
O village (prehistoric) -
Dl town (historic)
O quarry

Nonaboriginal * ‘
03 First Spanish 1513-99

D3 First Spanish 160099
D3 First Spanish 1700-1763

[J First Spanish unspecified
01 British 1763-1783

[ Second Spanish 1783-1821
3 American Teritorial 1821-45
01 American Civil War 1861-65
1 American 19th Century

B American 20th Century

I American unspecified

07 African-Amarican

* Cansuit G&fde to Archaeological Site srm for praferred d

fields” at the Site File).

Name of local register f eligible;.

Rihsufficient info
Binsufficient info

Cno

Potentially elig%ble for a local register? - Dlyes: name reguster atright
Individually eligible for National Register?  yes : Cino
Potential contributor to NR district? Olyes Ono
Explanation of Evaluation (Required if evaluated; limit to 3 fines; attach full justfication),

NG A tas ma der ] ) _EYidenez of

Recommendations for Owner or SHPO Action




. HRGE06401-87 Fiorida Master Site File / Div, of Historical Resources /R, A. Gray Bldg/ 500 S Mﬁough St, Tallahassee, FL 32399.0250 -
s Phone {850} 245-6440 / Suncom 20554407 Fax (850)-2455439/ E-mal fmsfle@malldosstateflus
Computer Document File PAFSFIDOCSMOMMOM_DOCSIAR_FORM_V2.2.00C

Page 2 | - ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE FORM stess_SRT4O

Consult Guide tg Archacological Site Form for detailed instructions.

SITE DETECTION . SITE BOUNDARIES *
~ Onofield check Cexposed ground  {screened shovel 0 bounds unknown &3 remote sensing Dunscreened shovel
_“‘Wliterature search’ 0 posthole digger ' @none by recorder  C1insp exposed ground & screened shovel
Dinformant report . Dauger-size;_ . _ Rliterature search  Cipostholetests - oblock excavations

Oremote sensing ~ Clunscreened shovel __ -~ Oinformant report 01 auger--size;. O estimate or guess

Other methods; number, size, depth, pattern of units; screen size {attach site plan) § ide Oreviously (cecorded by
nee £ Joy 1989 Nomaderul Connd v D) decd pls  Sepediow by ROnm 4eped
DiStoncps Tesd pie 40 woter tutle 2ES - 90 ¢ m de«.f' ! )

Extent Size (m3) _=_ Depthistratigraphy of cultural deposi No V&

i

Temporal Interpretation” - Components (check one): Cisingle 1 prob single - Ol prob multiple 3 multiple O3 uncertain & unknown
Describe each occupation in plan (refer to attached large scale map) and stratigraphically. Discuss temporal and functional interpretations;

——

- Integrity Overall disturbance*: I none seen [l minor L3 substantial U major O redeposited O destroyed-document! & unknown
Disturbances/threats/protective measures _Observed frorm previovs (1988)scrusy repors £

f A Y L8 resion  ihag
_been ard yu achive clens Aortnern  pPordron o € frw.m,{f? o fed 5.7 j
Surface: area collected _m? - # collection units __- gf ; Excavation: # noncontiguous blocks - 2

] (7 (Chount or (E)stimate? & (C)or (E) Substiface # Z {Cyor (B)
COLLECTION SELECTIVITY " : RTIFACT CATEGORIES® and DISPOSITIONS * (example: _A_ bone-human)
Clunknown  [Runselective (al artifacts) Pick exactly one code from Disposition List = = = Disposition List* -
O selective (some artifacts) | ___bone-animal - ___exotic-nonlocal
1 mixed selectivity ____bone-human - ____glass
SPATIAL CONTROL __bone-unspecified ____lithics-aboriginal
O uncollected OJ general (not by subarea) |- ____ bone-worked ___ metal-nonprecious
DO unknown B controlied (by subarea) — brick/building debris  ___ metal-
precious/coin : :
{1 variable spatial control —_ceramic-aboriginal ~ ___ shell-unworked
0 Other, | —— ceramic-nonaboriginal ____ shell-worked
‘ __daub ____ Others:
Artifact Comments _ : ; - ; ' '
DIAGNOSTICS (Type or mode, and frequency: e.q., Suwanee ppk, heat-treated chert, Deptford Check-stamped, ironstone/whiteware)
1. ’ —n N=__ 5. - N=__ 8 — Ne__
S 2 N=__ & . N=___ 10. N=_
3. N=__ 7. N=__ 11 ‘ N
4. _ ‘N=___ 8._

N-__ 12, Ne__

Nearest fresh water type* & name (incl. refct source) _Un kg Lo ofop s Distance
Natural community (FNAI category” or leave blank)__ £ St 0 yme *
- Local vegetation

(mibearing _On Evowin

Topography* Bese h ’ : Min Elevation O meters  Max Elevation_2~_meters
Presentlanduse __ L hused ' . : =
SCS soil series - Soil association

Informant(s): Name/Address/Phone/Email ___ : ,
Describe field & analysis notes, artifacts, photos. For each, give type*(e.g., notes), curating organization*, accession #s, and short description.




"Manuscripts or Publications on the site (Use continuation sheet, give FMSF# i relevan)

Recqrdef(s): Name/Addr/Phone/Email _Micha el Tvitig IS Sldieanld Mewphea TA __ To; 2399244
Affiliation* or FAS Chapter At o) Con ats _ '

* Consult Guide to Archaeological Site Form for preferred descriptions not listed above (data are "coded fields” at the Site File). SITE PLAN
& USGS REQUIRED At 1°-300"(1:3600) or larger scale, show: site boundaries, scale, north armow, datdm, test/collection units, landmarks, mappers, date.




Guide to the Archaeological Site Form Page 58

Page _4_ SUPPLEMENT FOR SITE FORMS Site # _8SR740___
Field Date 26-29/8/02
SITE NAME Deadmans Island

REFERENCES CITED

Franklin, Marianne, John W. Morris, II1, and Roger C. Smith
1991 Submerged Historical Resources of Pensacola Bay, Florida: The Pensacola
Shipwreck Survey, Phase I. Florida Bureau of Archaeological Research, Division of
Historical Resources, Florida Department of State, Tallahassee.

Joy, Deborah

1988 Archaeological Evaluation of Deadman's Island, Gulf Breeze, Florida.

Reports of Investigations No. 17. Institute of West Florida, The University of West
Florida, Pensacola.

Tuttle, Michael C. and Stephen R. James Jr.

2003 Underwater Remote Sensing and terrestrial Survey, Pensacola Bay and
Deadman’s Island, Santa Rosa County, Florida. Prepared for US Army Corps of
Engineers, Mobile District. Prepared by Panamerican Consultants, Inc. Memphis, TN.

PAFSRDOCS\MOMWom_Docs\AR_Manual.Doc Modified 5/30/2002 10:23 AM Printed 9/26/2002




SCALE 1:24000
g

Z - 1 MiLE
1000 0 1000

2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 FEET —_
1 5 ) 1 KILOMETER
FLORIDA
N
QUADRANGLE LOCATION

Deadman’s Island, 8SR740 (7.5 minute USGS quadrangle Gulf Breeze, Florida).
Map produced by Kelly Blount, J anuary 10, 2003.




b

F 4% e & .43

+ 238 2.
i e 143
2.4 s
O g e WM 236
L 1% F e am 2,43
R i R 2% e e
i a2 Cﬁll¢§‘ﬁte ce"&l‘t& ;tf{i”e w3
2.3 z I 228
2. Lot s “tas L
N 10
ot TR~

~f%0

B g HH % TRRIA
. N 3.1 +5 ‘R
BXT g B 3,23 13,08 28 2O e
s Al EX1 B2
5.2 “, o 2 T Taum
. Loohe s S g 2,40 ‘26 : *
Rt hs e R ol o B
i —3.88 33 L e oy ) . . 256

¥
1,37 ¥
2] e
1.5 Py,
i
2,68 s L, y g yieo e wr
"[‘ . OO Wy
XY oy g
v Toyn Raint, i
20 . brick pile\ . ey wone .
N R - ¥ L n +
2,33 . a3 a1 ~4. € oS
2.6 18y
e -
2.1 k>
2. ~2.8t R Y PR oy
s
i R R R i. 3 ....::\(' A
o
RXTE il 3 A N <
P R R Y R TR S ¢ 1 e v~ | Rsy
. + 18 LY AT FGC
R “hto L] a6, F N
X . >
. g 5 , |_ Ll "SCALE: 150 FEET
" it RE% 0 a
oy
“1.0% By 3.
9 i © i ‘_ ]
2.0 Ly SN e i3 o L RS T PN oy
. it 3 I IR T nee B T 27 LAseNG
i 28 ) s T wew w7R SR T gl o] B0 3¢ o 3 e
» “ b £ T T W ) (L AL ) T T RN NG 0 &
~31 3, ; N T SN ek DCE D
<t £ '» B ORI OWNGK,
EXIN . Voch, oo, Kav,
Aty PR . 1 L4t *
s : 5 Swews coeren e

Area recommended on northwest portion of Deadman’s Island.




Page 1 ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE FORM ~ Ste#_SgN83

: : Recorder Site#
3 Original ~ FLGRIDA mSTER SITE FILE _ Field Date 2¢-74 [Avy | 0T
Update g THon22 37 3 [Sun [ O3
(qive sitef) Consult Guide to Archaeological Site Form for detailed instructions. —
Site Name(s) G otf M&J\m Q-a;;\ wé;_f ' Multiple Listing [DHR
only]. . A jsied
Pmﬁ’ect Name = Lndesuster Feuole sonsm ral Sery Low't) FMSF Survey #
Ownership: Ciprivate-profit Blprivate-nonproft_Diprvate-individual B;mvateuaspecifd Dcity Ea:et;rty Ostate O federal Ciforeign  TINative American  Clunknown
USGS 7.5 Map Name & Date _Gedf Rieeze {1490 County__Sauin fosa
Township_3S~ RangeL7w-Section____ (o B Checkif irregular Section; - Qitr, Section (a:heckali%lat apply): CINE OONW CISE
asw
Landgrant : /V '4 ‘ ‘ Tax Paff:ei#(s) ; .
City / Town (fwirin3m)____ G lf Breeve In Current City Limits? Clyes Clno
- DOunknown , .
~ UTM: Zone M16 017 Easting 482 0< 0 Nothing 335 1€ 20 ‘
‘Address / Vicinity of / Route to _Frown Rocle 98 /60 boatranig im Gg!fg;gmw 100 M v e vess

RovIg | besmsdp Tred N-3 youw M3ee Meroe Badusy Proteud.q Fronn, &QafFTo«fPo,

Name of Public Tract (&. g., park)

SETTING STRUCTURES - OR - FE»’-\ TURES * FUNCTION

O Land - terrestrial " T LakelPond - facustrine [ aboriginal boat Ofot - [ road segment O none specified
[ Cave/Sink - subteranean "D River/Stream/Creek - Avering | 1 agric/farm building 01 midden 1 shell midden 0 campsite

O temestiial [ Tidal - estuarine O burial mound Cimill unspecified 7 stiell mound I extractive sitg

0 aquatic altwater - marine W bullding remains T mission O shipwreck 3 habitation (prehistoric)

L3 intermittently flooded O marine unspecified 3 cemeterylgrave [ mound unspecified  £3 subsurface features - 3 homestead {historic)-
01 Wetland - palustrine 1 "high energy” maring O dumplrefuse O plantation O surface scatler . O farmstead

Clusually flooded - 3 "low energy” marine I eathworks Oplatormmound O welt - D village (prehistoric)

0 sometimes flooded ' : Oltown (Wistoric)

O usually dry & Other, O quary

O Englewood

3 Glades uaspacsf 3 St Augustine I3 Seminole: 2 War To 3d Nonaboriginal *
3 Alachua O Fort Walton L Hickary Pond 3 St. Johns Ta * O Sefinole: 3d War On O First Spanish 1513-99
O Archaic, Early O Glades 1z 3 Leon-Jefferson 0O St Johns Ih 01 Seminole unspecified 01 First Spanish 1600-99
O Archaic, Middie O Glades I O Malabar1 - O3 St. Johns I unspecified I Swift Creek, Early 03 First Spanish 1700-1763 .
03 Archaic, Late O Glades Tunspecif. [ Malabar 11 - O St Johns Ha 1 Swift Creek, Late I First Spanish unspecified
O Archaic unspecified O Glades Tla B Manasota 0 St. Johns 1Ib 01 Swift Creek, unspecified I British 1763-1783
. DOBelleGlade 0 Glades I1b &3 Mount Taylor O St Johns e O Transiional 1 Second Spanish 1783-1821

O Belle Glade T O Glades Iic O Norwood : O St. Johns IT unspecified I Weeden island T 3 American Territorial 1821-45
1 Belle Glade I 01 Glades W unspecif. O Orange 3 St. Johns unspecified 3 Weeden fsland 11 " O3 American Civil War 1861-65
01 Belle Glade IV O Glades 111a . O Paleoindian '[1 Santa Rosa 3 Weaden Island unspecif. L1 American 19th Century
O Belle Glade unspecif. O Glades b - O Pensacola - [ Santa Rosa-Swift Creek 3 Prehistoric nonceramic W American 20th Century

- O Cades Pond O Glades e~ DOPericolsland - O Seminole: Colonization 03 Prehiistoric ceramic T American unspecified

- O Deptford O Glades 11T unspecif. 03 Safety Harbor - DI Seminole: 1stWarTo2d [ Prehistoric unspecified 3 African-American

T Other (Less common phases are not check-listed. For historic sites, also give specific dates if known.)

* Consult Guide to Archaeological Site Form f are "coded fields” at the Site File).

reforred de

Potentially eﬁgib!e for a local register? o E!yes name regsster a ﬂght Omo Hinsufficentinfo _ Name of local register if eligible; -
Individually eligible for National Register?  myes - , Ono  Winsufficient info
Potential contributor to NR district? Oyes - Onc  Einsufficient info

Explanation of Evaluation (Required if evaluated: fmitto 3 fines; attach ful justication)_O b<2cw 2 Prewnoug iy ¢ Leorded Si)e
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SITE DETECTION * = : " SITE BOUNDARIES *
ono field check aexposed ground & screened shovel O bounds unknown “fremote sensing O unscreened shovel
Hliterature search "o posthole digger i none by recorder - 1insp exposed ground 1 screened shovel
Oinformantreport O auger--size:___ 1 literature search 1 posthole tests O block excavations
Rremotesensing D unscreened shovel ' Ctinformant rey 0 auger--size: G estimate or guess
Other methods; number, size, depth, patter of units; screen size (attach site plan) e Q'mpusfq Reeorded

7

t A AL

-Extent Size ( . a graphy of cultural deposi

Temporal Interpretation* - Components (check one): Cl'single  C1 prob single D probmultiple Ol multiple Dl uncertain LI unknown
Describe each occupation in plan (refer to attached large scale map) and stratigraphically. Discuss temporal and functional interpretations; ‘ ‘

—

Integrity Overall disturbance: CInoneseen Diminor [ substantial 1 major O redeposited O3 destroyed-document! [ unknown
Disturbances/threats/protective measures : '

Surface: area collected m?  # collection units - ; Excavation: # noncontiguous blocks

* Total Artifacts # {C}eunt‘ or (sﬁme. C)or (E) Subsurface #

2 © or ()
COLLECTION SELECTIVITY* . ARTIFACT CATEGORIES* and DISPOSITIONS * (example: _A_ bone-human)
Ounknown O3 unselective (all artifacts) | Pick exactly one code from Disposition List = = = [picnosition List"
=Y ; . - .

[ selective (some artifacts) | ____bone-animal ____exotic-nonlocal g . Zz:g?g;g:f;ggﬁkm g
: 01 mixed selectivity — bone-human —_glass O cbsérved st ind. butnotcolleciad :
SPATIAL CONTROL » ____bone-unspecified —_lithics-aboriginal {5 collectsd and;ubséquemw'l eftalsie
DI uncollected T3 general (not by subarea) __ bone-worked — metal-nonprecious |y _ i roimant reported category p{es‘entg
Dlunknown * [1 controlled (by subarea) | ___ brick/building debris -+ ____metal- . ﬁ i T i whw
precious/coin : e oo
S [ variable spatial controf — ceramic-aboriginal ~ ___ shell-unworked
01 Other, ' - —_ceramic-nonaboriginal ____ shell-worked
: — daub’ ____Others:
Artifact Comments . . . -
DIAGNOSTICS (Type or mode, and frequency: e.q., Suwanee ppk, heat-treated chert, Deptford Check-stamped, ironstone/whiteware)
1o - i N= 5. I N=__ 8 — : =
2. . = 6. vN=_ 10. S
3 N=__ 7 R o Ne___ 1_. =
N 8 -

N-"— 12 - - =

Nearest fresh water type* & name (incl. reict source) Uh g " w -
Natural community (FNAI category* or leave biank)__ M @ 73wt Consnf ikdel Sibed cm.

istance (m)/bearing _un Enewn

Local vegetation _- Non g~ ’ ’ A —
Topography™ N A e i Min Elevation~4__meters ~ Max Elevation_L _meters
 Present land use Mol bnd e wgpar S
- SCS soil series : Soil association

nfe;mant{s}: Name/Address/Phone/Email L - .
Describe field & analysis notes, artifacts, photos. For each, give type*(e.g., notes), curating organization*, accession #s, and short description,




Manuscripts or Publications on the site (use continuation sheet, give FMSF# i relevant)

Recorder(s): Name/Addr/Phong/Email _M ichaci Tuthe

[S S Idieaitd Mephss T A 00 74424y

- Affiiation* or FAS Chapter _Paviamerivin,  Con so ldun 45

* Consult Guide to Archaological Site Formifor preferred descriptions not listed above (data are *coded fields" at the Site Fil). SITE PLAN
" & USGS REQUIRED At 1°-300' (1:3600) o larger scale, show: site boundaries, scale, north armow, datum, testcollection uits, landmarks, mappers, date.
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Page 4_ SUPPLEMENT FOR SITE FORMS Site # _8SR783___
Field Date 26-29/8/02
SITE NAME___Gulf Marine Railway
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Detail of Gulf Marine Railway off northwest corner of Deadman’s Island.




