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ABSTRACT
“YEA, THOUGH | WALK THROUGH THE VALLEY OF THE SHADON OF
DEATH;” MORTUARY AND MATERIAL CULTURE PATTERNING AT THE
DONELSON SLAVE CEMETERY (40DV106), DAVIDSON COUNTYTENNESSEE
By Dan Sumner Allen IV

The Hermitage Springs Site (40DV551) was a pretistaboriginal aggregation
site discovered in 2001 during grading for resiggmtevelopment in northeastern
Davidson County, Tennessee. From 2004 to 2006aaatbgists relocated more than
300 prehistoric burials as well as over 400 nontoay features from the site. In
addition to prehistoric archaeological depositshaeologists excavated sixty historic
burials thought to be associated with a commurfisiaves from the western edge of the
site.

This thesis presents historic archaeological resean those historic African-
American burials, perhaps one of the earliest, eateal slave cemeteries in the
Cumberland Region. By developing an environmesntal historical context for the
cemetery, combined with an analysis of its mortuwargt material culture patterns, the
author identified general patterns and date rafgebe burials, thus shedding new light
on burial practices afforded marginalized slaveytagions in late eighteenth and early
nineteenth century Tennessee.

The author compared the archaeological data to ptiodessional excavation
projects in the region. As a result of the analyse determined that the cemetery is
associated with a community of slaves held on déinen fof Captain John Donelson and
his heirs, generally between 1820 and 1870. Tfiedimgs are further supported in

comparison with the available data for the whitenBlson cemetery which was

relocated to nearby Hermitage Church in the la#0%9
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CHAPTER |. INTRODUCTION

The Hermitage Springs Site (40DV551) was a ptehisaggregation site and
cemetery discovered in 2001 during grading fordesiial development in northeastern
Davidson County, Tennessee (Figure 1). Terminfmedse as a cemetery by the Davidson
County Chancery Court, archaeologists mechanistligped the site to expose its
subsurface contexts, archaeologically salvaged,ralocate its burials in 2005 and 2006.
During that field work, archaeologists determingd 40DV551 to be multi-componential,
containing features of a larger, adjacent histarahaeological site (40DV106), a late
eighteenth and nineteenth farm known as Donelsstagon which was located adjacent
(west) of Andrew Jackson’s plantation, The Hernmetdde family of Jackson’s wife, Rachel
Donelson Jackson historically owned the land. ds\the nucleus of a farm owned by
Captain John Donelson.

During the late eighteenth century, the Donelsonilfamigrated from Virginia and
became a founding family of the middle Cumberlasilements. Descended from a
Tidewater Virginia family, Colonel John Donelsoarséd moving west as early as the 1750s
following his marriage to Rachel Stockley, daugtteanother Tidewater family. The
couple first settled on the Banister River in secghtral Virginia. A surveyor, Donelson
was a member of the House of Burgesses where wedsentil the Revolution. In 1770,
Virginia Colonial Governor Dunmore appointed Domeldo take part in successful
negotiations with the Indian Nations at the Longnsd of the Holston (present-day

Kingsport, Tennessee) where they were induceditajtesh native rights to Kentucky.
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Figure 1. Archaeological Site 40DV106; Donelsorvgl&€emetery (in red) on USGS 7.5
minute Nashville East, TN (311 NW) and Hermitage (BI1NE) quadrangle maps.

In 1772, he successfully surveyed two lines throwbht is now Kentucky and
Tennessee, one of them commonly referred to afieelson Line.” These early surveys
first introduced Donelson to western lands. By4,MJonelson joined with James Robertson
and Colonel Richard Henderson, speculators suadessiealing with the Indians and very
active in the Holston and Watauga settlementspaksof a plan between the three men to
settle the rich Cumberland region, Colonel Donelgsoina flotilla of flatboats containing
nearly 200 persons including his family and a nuntbeslaves from Fort Patrick Henry in

the Watauga settlements to the Cumberland regianglthe winter of 1779. Arriving at



3
French Lick (later, Nashborough and Nashville) Dsoe settled on a tract of land known as
“Clover Bottom” on Cumberland River near the moattstones River in open-faced cabins
and planted corn and cotton. Due to flooding aaive raids, Colonel Donelson removed
his family abruptly in 1780 to Mansker’s Statioheh on to Kentucky, but returned in 1783
to land previously selected in the region. Whikag on business in Virginia at the time of
his family’s return to the Cumberland settlemebtsnelson was murdered while returning
from Kentucky under circumstances never definijhetplained:

About 1790 a son of Colonel Donelson, Captain Jobnelson (1755-1830) built the
first of several Donelson homes along the Lebarike id Davidson County. Known as
Donelson’s Station, it is thought to be near, dnawe formed the nucleus of Captain
Donelson’s later home, the “Mansion” built betwd&95 and 1810. The Mansion stood
into the twentieth century on a knoll over a lasgeing. A two-story log dwelling, it was
the home of Captain Donelson and wife Mary Purethelson until his death in 1830. In
1822, Captain Donelson gave a tract of land adjgihis farm to a son, William Donelson.
William built a clapboard house on it and namedfaim “Ingleside” (Scottish fofireside).

In 1827, another son, Stockley Donelson and wiféaFAnn Lawrence took up residence in
the Mansion with his parents where they remainei tine completion of Cleveland Hall

north of the study area about 1840.

! paul H. Bergeron, Stephen V. Ash, and JeanettéhK&ennesseans and Their History
(Knoxville: University of Tennessee Press, 1999)33.

2Heather Fearnbach, “Stockley Donelson,” Carroll Wéest, et al, edsTennessee Encyclopedia
of History and Culture (Nashville: Tennessee Historical Society, 1998§.2
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spatial relationship of historic archaeological gaments in the study area including the
slave cemetery.

About 1800, a significant community of enslavediégdn-Americans held by the
Donelson family began using the study area asiallground. The Donelsons were
slaveholders during the late frontier and antebelperiods. Following the Civil War and
Emancipation, some of those slaves stayed on theda sharecroppers or paid laborers.
During the twentieth century developers converted@onelson farm’s rich bottom lands to
golf course and its uplands to residential neighbods. Developers subdivided and rezoned
most of the last remaining section at the cordnef@onelson plantation as residential
property in 2001. While grading for that residahtdevelopment prehistoric burials were
disturbed on the site, forcing the developers todra hire a team of archaeologists.

Following a Davidson County Chancery Court decismallow developers to

contract for the archaeological relocation of thehgstoric human remains, Cumberland
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Research Group, Inc. began in mid-October 2004lkmge and sample the archaeological
features, and to begin the analysis of the colteda. Cumberland Research Group, Inc.
found over three hundred prehistoric burials inglgcdbundle burials and cremations, some
containing stone tool caches and exhibiting evidesfovarfare, and four hundred non-
mortuary features. Its analysis of the archaeoliglata suggests the most intensive period
of prehistoric occupation of the site occurred dgrihe Middle and Late Archaic periods of
regional prehistory (ca. 8000 — 3000 B.P). Theas @also evidence of continued, although
less intensive occupation of the site well into Wieodland Period (ca. 3000 - 1400 B.P.).

The study area appears to have remained relativelgcupied during the late
prehistoric and protohistoric periods until theel@ighteenth century when Captain Donelson
established the farm on 640 acres granted to hithdptate of North Carolina in 1788. In
addition to the series of prehistoric burials exatad across the site, Cumberland Research
Group, Inc. excavated sixty historic African-Amenicburials thought to be associated with
the Donelson slaves. Prior to rediscovery of tiseohc burials, archaeologists observed
several other historic resources both on the sedacl in excavations (Figure 4). For
example, the firm observed the archaeological resaf two barns, one in excavations in
the southeastern portion of prehistoric archaeoldgite 40DV551 and another east of the
study area.

Donelson’s Spring still strongly flows from the lasf a limestone bluff at the head
of a spring branch south of the study area (Fi@lireThis spring was the primary reason for
the Donelsons choosing this locale for their home @ critical source of freshwater for the
farm. There was also an extant brick structurenafetermined function located east of the

study area.
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This thesis identifies patterns and assigns daigesato the Donelson slave cemetery
burials based upon the evidence synthesized fratysia of the historical evidence,
especially mortuary and material culture patterrohthe excavated contexts. These burials
represent one of the earliest, completely excavsitae cemeteries in the Cumberland
Region. The following chapters develop the stdrihs cemetery and explore its meaning

for the region’s African American and settlemerstbry.



CHAPTER Il. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Located beyond the western end of Southfork Bouteapproximately one mile
west of the Hermitage in eastern Davidson Coungynessee (Figure 1), the Donelson slave
cemetery was approximately .15 acres in size.elisured roughl§60 feet (north-northwest
to south-southeast) by 40 feet (west-southwesast-mortheast), or about 6400 square feet.
The cemetery is located in Davidson County in tie®©Central or Nashville Basin of the
Interior Low Plateau physiographic provingégure 5).2

Geographically, Davidson County is contained wittwwo physiographic divisions
known as the Nashville, or Central Basin, and tighldnd Rim. The Donelson slave
cemetery lies within the Central Basin section,ltdveest part of the county. In general,
terrain ranging from rolling to hilly with some nbalevel areas, and meandering, low
gradient streams characterize the Central Bashort valleys of relatively smooth land

separated by steep hills and sharp, narrow-crestges characterize the topography.

® N. M. FennemanPhysiography of the Eastern United Sates (New York: McGraw-Hill Book
Co., 1938), 431.

* Robert A. Miller, The Geologic History of Tennessee (Nashville, Tennessee: Department of
Conservation, Division of Geology, Bulletin 74, ¥975.
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Figure 5. Physiographic provinces of Tennessee.

Geologically, sedimentary rocks, mostly PaleoZion@stones that include the
Bangor, St. Louis, and Warsaw limestone formatiomderlay that portion of the Central
Basin containing the cemetery. Below this is the Payne chert formation. The thick
limestones result from the collection of marineasrigms in shallow water environs. Surface
exposures within the inner Central Basin sectiothefcounty are Ordovician (upper and
lower) in age. Cherts are common in all the fororaiand provided more than an adequate
source of generally high quality raw material foelpistoric people in the area. The dominant
chert type found in Davidson County is Fort Paymieich occurs near the interface of the
Mississippian and Ordovician limestone formatioftsis chert and other types are found in

abundance on the rocky hills in and near the sandg.
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The cemetery is situated on the dissected eddegdroperty in the transition zone
between the uplands on the eastern edge of the €land River valley and its floodplain.
It is on a prominent knoll on the northern sideanfunnamed spring drainage flowing from
Donelson’s spring. A dry-stacked limestone damppbly associated with a mill impounds

the spring branch. All groundwater in the studgeagenerally drains toward south and west.
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The spring branch generally meanders west to dwsmfe with an older channel of the
Cumberland River about 1000 feet to the southwiegsteocemetery. Overflow from the river
still inundates that older channel at times. Ttamtchannel of the Cumberland River
presently lies about 2000 feet west of the Donetdave cemetery. The study area is located
within the Lower Cumberland-Sycamore watershed.

The climate classification of the Davidson Countgaais the mesothermal (Cfa) hot
summer’ The general air movement for the region is fromghuth resulting in strong
convection currents and locally intense thundensoiThe average annual temperature is 60
degrees Fahrenheit. Winters are moderate, with gleoiods of frigid weather being
common. Thirty-five degrees Fahrenheit approxim#iesaverage temperature extreme
between summer and winter. Although heavy thunderst are frequent, the maximum
rainfall occurs in the winter and spring monthstal @average annual precipitation averages
48 inches?®

The Donelson slave cemeteryiasated within the Western Mesophytic Forest, which
is a diversified deciduous forest. There is a Braaay of fauna in the region. The cemetery
is located within the Carolinian biotic provincevéd 300 vertebrate species have been
identified as endemic in the province. Of thesesimoay have served as potential food
sources to prehistoric aboriginal cultures and peanm settlers. A diversity of species of

mollusk and gastropod were present in the Cumbeéfaver and its major tributaries during

® Clarence Eugene Koeppe and G. C. deLbvigither and Climate (New York: McGraw-Hill,
1958), 247-54.

® Olin L. North, Ted E. Cox, Hershel D. Dollar, Wdlim G. Hall, Robert B. Hinton, Carlie
McGowan, and Charles E. McCroskeSgil Survey of Davidson County, Tennessee (Washington,
D.C.: United States Department of Agriculture, Soinservation Service, 1981), 2.
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prehistory. Elk, mountain lion, black bear, graylfiwand bison were also present in the area
prehistorically and during the early historic pekio

In the Duck River system located further soutthi Central Basin near the
escarpment of the Highland Rim, Faulkner and Maftmh suggest that despite the
abundant fauna available to aboriginal and earbtdfiic Period occupants of this area,
species regularly used were relatively few in nunasel primarily included animals
seasonally available in large numbers (e.g. miggaowl, mollusks) or generally available
in less concentrated numbers but providing a redbtihigh yield of meat (e.g. deer, beér).
It is not unreasonable to assume that subsistetiogaved similar patterns during prehistory
and early historic settlement in the CumberlandceRand its tributaries.

Generally, the soils in the area of the Donelsamestemetery are predominantly of
the Maury-Urban Land-Armour association, meanirgytare undulating to rolling, well-
drained soils and urban land. The specific soietyfound at the Donelson slave cemetery
areArmour silt loam 2 to 5% slopes, and Hampshirelsdm 12 to 20% slopésThese soil
units are found on uplands, toe slopes, and stteamaces of the Cumberland and Stones
River, and their tributaries. Most of the acreagthis area has been in agriculture a long
time and is developed, with slopes ranging frora 8%.

Armour series soils, particularly Armour silt loghto 5% slopes, consists of deep,
gently sloping, well-drained soils on terraces taslopes along the Cumberland and

Harpeth rivers. The surface layer, about eightéscthick, is dark brown silt loam. The

" Charles H. Faulkner and Major C.R. McColloughtroductory Report of The Normandy
Reservoir Salvage Project: Environmental Setting, Typology, and Survey, Normandy Archaeological
Project, Volume 1 (Knoxville: University of Tennessee, Department Arithropology, Report of
Investigations No.11., 1973), 34-35.

® North et al, Map 23, Map Symbols AmB and HmD.
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upper part of the subsoil to a depth of about ssxtyinches is friable silty clay loam. The
upper part is strong brown and yellowish-red, anoihng brown in the lower part. This solil is
medium to strongly acid throughout except in sweflayers that have been limed.
Permeability is moderate, available water capauaiyl, and content of phosphorous is
medium to high. Agriculturally, this soil is highValued as cropland and among the most
productive in Davidson Counfy.

Hampshire series soils, particularly Hampshirelsdin 12 to 20% slopes, are deep,
moderately steep, well-drained soil on uplandfieduter part of the Nashville Basin.
Typically, the surface layer is brown silt loam abb@ive inches thick. Subsoil extends to a
depth of 45 inches and limestone bedrock is enevedtat about 53 inches below surface.
The upper part of the subsoil is strong brownplaasilt clay loam, the lower part is strong
brown and yellowish brown, firm clay. The undenlygimaterial is loam weathered from
phosphatic limestone. These soils have low pakfar agriculture except hay crops or
pasture?’

Historical events over the last 200 years haveeth#ipe present-day environment of
the Donelson slave cemetery site. At the time abgean settlement, much of Davidson
County was covered with extensive forests. Ther @l larger secondary stream bottoms
had thick growths of river cane that made land muat along them difficult. The
Cumberland River and its larger tributaries sucthasStone’s River were often used instead
of land routes during early settlement of the cguSettlers cut the cane to open up the

stream bottom fields for cultivation. They cleathd forests in both the bottomlands and

° Ibid., 9.

%bid., 16.
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uplands for agricultural purposes, fuel, and buaddmaterials. The study area remained
under intensive agriculture for all of the ninetéecentury and well into the first half of the
twentieth century.

During the mid-twentieth century, residential degghent encroached rapidly on the
Donelson farm following improvements to Old Hickdgpulevard and the addition of roads
to support residential subdivisions in the 19408s Encroachment became such a concern to
a chapter of the Daughters of the American RevatufDAR) that they relocated the white
Donelson cemetery to nearby Hermitage Church inat@1940s. On the west, developers
took the bottomlands of the Cumberland River fldadponce occupied by the Donelson’s
cotton fields and made the Hermitage golf couBgthe end of the century either golf

course or residential neighborhoods surrounde®treelson farm site.
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CHAPTER Ill. HISTORICAL OVERVIEW

The following sections provide general historicahtext for the Middle Cumberland
Region from its earliest historic period (1600 -8Qyand early contact with aboriginal
populations through the Chickamauga War (1776-14%manent settlement (1780 —
1800), and the development of Davidson County, iipalty within the study area.

In the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, Eungpeegan trading within the
interior of the southeastern United States: theé¢hen lllinois and the Spanish in Florida
and the Louisiana Territory. During this periodr&pean disease greatly reduced aboriginal
populations over much of North America. Laterureimg epidemics and intertribal warfare
south of the Ohio River during the last decadeh®fl500s into the mid-1600s led to a
general depopulation of the area as well. The Framcl Iroquois, or Beaver Warsere a
sporadic series of conflicts fought in the lateesgeenth century in eastern North America,
in which the Iroquois sought to expand their tergitand take control of the fur trade
between the French and the tribes of the westIrblgeiois Confederacy overwhelmed lesser
tribes where they encountered them in lands sduttecOhio, killing them or driving them
out?

During the early eighteenth century the region eepeed modest resettling of the
central Cumberland River Valley by Shawnee disglangthe Iroquois Confederacy. The
earliest reports document Shawnee trading at achneost at French Lick, the present site of

Nashville. The earliest recorded European entdredegion in 1692 when a deserter from

! John R. FingeiTennessee Frontie(®loomington: Indiana University Press, 2001), 28.
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LaSalle’s expedition to the Chickasaw Bluffs (Meng)lmamed Martin Chartier was

reportedly living on the Cumberland River with Bsawnee wife in her village. Shortly
afterward, another Frenchman, Jean de Charlexalteet with the Shawnee at French Lick in
present-day north Nashville for several years dotded out with the Shawnee by Cherokee
and Chickasaw in 1714 The Shawnee village must have remained aband@idvas
described in 1768 by Thomas Hutchins as "an oldv@hae town which was picketed in as
appears by some of them still to be sedin"the 1760s, the trading post at French Lick
consisted of a cluster of cabins surrounded bypekstde. The Treaty of Paris of 1763
formally transferred control of the Cumberland Riaeea from France to England. Despite
the transfer of power, French traders carried anroerce at the French Lick.

As early as 1768 and 1769, a representative ofladetphia trading company,
Joseph Hollingshead, operated in the CumberlandrRiglley. He supervised the hunting
and packing of game and the shipment of such to 8deans and Fort des Chartes in
lllinois. In 1770, Kasper Mansker and a party ohters took a load of furs downstream
from French Lick to Spanish-controlled Natchez.1#v4, Jacob Sandusky transported a
cargo of furs and tallow from the Cumberland RiteeNew Orleané. Beginning in 1769,
Timothy Demonbreun (Jacques-Timothé de Montbrwaged for furs at French Lick for

several years following a triangular trade routerfrnis home in Kaskaskia (lllinois) to

2 Anita S. Goodstein, “French Lick,” Carroll Van West al, eds.Tennessee Encyclopedia of
History and CulturgNashville: Tennessee Historical Society, 19983-34.

% Samuel C. Williams,Early Travels in the Tennessee Country 1540-18Dghnson City,
Tennessee: Watauga Press, 1928), 225.

* Captain John Carr Early Times in Middle Tenness@¢ashville, Tennessee: Parthenon Press,
1958), 28; Walter D. Durhami,Kasper Mansker: Cumberland Frontiersmabghnessee Historical
Quarterly30(1971): 156-157
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French Lick and New Orleans. He would then trdaak up the Mississippi to

Kaskaskia. Demonbreun continued this practicd @ai@80 when he relocated his family to
Nashville and opened a tavern.

British subjects living on the western fringes loé tolonies of Virginia and North
Carolina also began to exploit the region as hgn®ome of these long hunters included
men who would later be counted among the firstesstto the Cumberland River region. In
1771, several long hunters visited the region arhfunting excursions before finally moving
their families into the Cumberland River Valleytla¢ end of the decadanhile
independence from Britain was being contested dithie American Revolution, Virginia
and North Carolina were extending their boundasiest to the Mississippi River.

In the late eighteenth century, the Cherokees édiail of Tennessee west to the
Tennessee River, and the Choctaws and Chickasawsslbas the Creeks claimed the rest.
The Chickamauga Wars (1776-1794) were a seriesdd,rcampaigns, ambushes, minor
skirmishes, and several full-scale frontier battigsch were a continuation of the Cherokee
struggle during and after the American Revolutigniafar. It was a war against
encroachment by American frontiersmen from the farBritish colonies. Until the end of

the Revolution, the Cherokee fought in part asiBritllies. After 1786, some Cherokee also

®Kenneth Fieth, “Demonbreun, TimothyGarroll Van West, et al, ed.ennessee
Encyclopedia of History and Cultu(®lashville: Tennessee Historical Society, 19988.24

5Durham, 157.

" Wirt Armistead Cate, “Timothy Demonbreufiénnessee Historical Quarterly (1957): 214-
5, 218-9; Robert Ewing Corlewennessee: A Short HistofiKnoxville: University of Tennessee
Press, 1981), 16-29; Walter D. DurhaBefore Tennessee: The Southwest Territory 1790-1796
(Johnson City, Tennessee: Overmountain Press, 1290) Howard H. PeckhanThe Colonial
Wars, 1689-1762Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1964), 202-
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fought as members of the Western Confederacy, argamy the Shawnee chief

Tecumseh to repulse white settlers from west ofAghgalachian Mountains.

Describing the Chickamaugas, historian Fred Rokuggests they were “a diverse
group of Cherokees, Creeks, dissatisfied whited Adfrican Americans who stymied white
settlement in Tennessee for approximately nineyeans.® In 1775, land speculator
Richard Henderson signed a private treaty withctida of the Cherokee led by
Attakullakulla, or “Little Carpenter” ceding largmrtions of central Kentucky and northern
Middle Tennessee to Henderson and effectively aygtiie areas to white settlement. The
loss of these lands enraged an opposing factiohyddttle Carpenter's son, Dragging
Canoe, who warned the whites that they were bugitdprk and bloody ground®

In 1776, Shawnee chief Cornstalk persuaded DragQargpe and the most anti-white
Cherokees to ally with the British to resist Amaricsettiement west of the Appalachian
Mountains. Cherokee warriors attacked the East @gsee settlements and in retaliation
troops from the Carolinas and Virginia destroye@®kee towns east of the Appalachidhs.
As a result of the destruction of these towns, Rolsuggests “the most anti-white
Cherokees moved into several abandoned Creek talwng Chickamauga Creek and began

calling themselves Chickamaugas, meaning rivereatfd”**

8 Fred S. Rolater, “Chickamaugas,” Carroll Van Wesal, eds.Tennessee Encyclopedia of
History and CulturgNashville: Tennessee Historical Society, 19980.15

® Mary French CaldwellTennessee: the Dangerous Example; Watauga to 1848hgille:
private, 1974), 35.

©patricia B. Ezzell, “Dragging Canoe,” Carroll Vare¥t, et al, edsTennessee Encyclopedia of
History and CulturgNashville: Tennessee Historical Society, 19989.25

1 Rolater, 150.
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In 1777, in exchange for protection a majoritylod Cherokees signed treaties, but

the agreements failed to halt attacks on Indiangditiersmen west of the Appalachians,
nor did they hamper white settler encroachment Qiterokee lands. The British supplied
the Chickamaugas in 1779, urging them to attackuhiée settlements, but Virginia and
North Carolina troops descending the Tennessee Buraed the villages and seized the
provisions. By this time, Dragging Canoe’s follawéncluded many “Upper Creeks,
Shawnee, Frenchmen boatmen, some blacks, andtBu#ss” whom he moved to more
defensible towns west of Lookout Mountafn.

Early in the settlement history of the middle Cumndrad region the Donelson party
fought the Chickamaugas while travelling the TeseesRiver at the “Suck” near present-
day Chattanooga where several members of thely peamnte killed. In 1780, the
Chickamauga destroyed Mansker's Station and atlgess Nashborough in the
Cumberland settlements. In 1792, they attackedh®u&n's Station, six miles south of
Donelson’s Station. The attacks reached such ddé¥veequency and atrocity that the
Cumberland settlements remained effectively isdl#teough most of the 1780s as travelers
to Middle Tennessee were forced to use northerrescand deaths continued to occdr.

The end of the Chickamauga War came in 1794 whgoushwest Territory militia
unit destroyed the towns along Chickamauga Creedt ofd_ookout Mountain. The
remaining warriors rejoined the more peaceful Ckeedaction or aligned themselves with
the Upper Creeks to the south and continued resstaAlthough less frequent, raids and

limited warfare continued in Middle Tennessee i early 1800s. The Chickamauga

2Rolater, 151; Ezzell, 259.

2 bid.
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movement finally ended with Andrew Jackson's vie®over the Red Stick Creeks in the

1813-14 Alabama campaidh.

The pattern of initial settlement in Middle Tenressvas one in which fertile river
valleys were settled first with the population exgiag into arable land areas supported by
springs. While some reports of earlier attemptetitement exist, all the “standard” histories
of the region suggest the earliest permanent vgleitiiers entered the Cumberland region in
the winter of 1779-1780 and settled at French Lwdkere they built cabins and a fort later
called Nashborough. They came in three groups,istomg of approximately seventy
families. The largest group, led by John Donelsomtained the women and children with
some men. This group came by flat boat down thendesee River, up a short stretch of the
Ohio River, and then ascended the Cumberland River.

Another group of men drove cattle and horses omdrédong a path followed by the
long hunters of the early 1770s. This group wasbledames Robertson and Kasper
Mansker. A third party of men were surveyors, edieg the line between Virginia and
North Carolina west to the Tennessee River. Tiigéntions were to acquire and cultivate
the land, build homes, and develop agriculture. foube Chickamauga War, expansion was
slow. *

By the spring of 1780, there were two to three maddettlers scattered among

several forts or stations within the bounds of Wiagton County, North Carolina, but

“Rolater, 151.

!> paul H. Bergeron, Stephen V. Ash, and Jeanettén Kegnnesseans and Their History
(Knoxville: University of Tennessee Press, 1999)33.

16 Anne-Leslie Owens, “John Donelson,” Carroll Vand/et al, edsTennessee Encyclopedia
of History and CulturéNashville: Tennessee Historical Society, 1998%5-36.
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separated from the county seat by more than twdrdednmiles of wildernes¥. The

Cumberland settlers organized a temporary goverhoreder the Cumberland Compact
which established twelve judges among eight stataord a land office where the settlers
could register their purchases from Judge Richamudddrson's Transylvania Company.
Raids by Native Americans forced the abandonmentaxt of the outlying stations and the
settlers concentrated within two or three of thergjest forts. Fearing for the safety of their
families, many settlers departed for safer couatry the government was suspended for
some time. In 1785, the settlers at Clarksvilleahatmouth of the Red River, signed a similar
agreement®

The government was resumed under the Cumberlang&zrm 1783. In response
to a petition from the Cumberland Association pnéseé in April of that year, the North
Carolina legislature created Davidson County. dswaken from a portion of Greene County
and included all North Carolina land west of Waghom and Sullivan counties. That same
year, legislation was passed setting aside a%faatiles wide and more than 100 miles in
length, known as the "Military Reservation.” Prex@ion rights of pioneers on the
Cumberland were to be respected, but veterans ginega the remainder. Not long after
creating the Military Reservation, North Caroliregislators opened the Tennessee Region

south of the French Broad and east of the Tenné&isee to the citizenry at largg.

1 Stanley J. Folmsbee,, Robert E. Corlew, and Enodtitchell, Tennessee: A Short History
(Knoxville: University of Tennessee Press, 1969), 7

8Thomas Perkins Abernethijrom Frontier to Plantation in Tenness@@hapel Hill: University
of North Carolina Press, 1932), 30-32; Folmsbes,et6.

¥ Robert Ewing CorlewTennessee: A Short Histdignoxville: University of Tennessee Press,
1981), 155.
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In 1784, residents changed the name of the settlieofidNashborough to

Nashville. The county’s population increased duthe construction of roads, the protection
offered by the stations, and the Continental Casgjsedecision to offer land grants to
Revolutionary War soldiers from lands ceded bydia¢es to the national government.
Grants ranged in size from 640 acres (one squded for a Private, to 12,000 acres for a
Brigadier General.

Other early immigrants came to escape perceivegagonable tax burdens by the
North Carolina Assembly and the gentry class’s a@tion of the best land along the
southern coastal aredsAs early as the 1780s, other farmers and plabgan the process
of abandoning the exhausted soils of their easéems for western land. This outward
migration resulted in an estimated 200,000 peagagihg North Carolina between 1790 and
1816 alone®* Many of these new emigrants founded large farnplartations within the
region.

Violent conflicts between Middle Tennessee setthgth the Chickasaws and
Chickamaugas to the south slowed settlement betvé@h and 1783. In response, the
settlers built outlying strongholds called “stas®dim the form of fortified farms. These

stations soon expanded southward from Nashille.

2 Abernethy, 34; Norbert F. Riedl,, Donald B. Balhd Anthony Cavenda# Survey of
Traditional Architecture and Related Material Fdllulture Patterns in the Normandy Reservaoir,
Coffee County, Tennesggaoxville: Department of Anthropology, Universitf Tennessee, 1976),
7.

L Cornelius O. CatheyAgriculture in North Carolina Before the Civil WéRaleigh, North
Carolina: State Department of Archives and Histd866), 17-18.

22 \Walter Durham, “Frontier Stations,” Carroll Van ¥eet al, edsTennessee Encyclopedia of
History and CulturgNashville: Tennessee Historical Society, 1998%5.34
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The fortified stations were usually named for thmilies who built them, or in the

case of joint effort named after the predominadiviual. Several of these fortified stations
are described in the literature. The basic forrthefstations was the same. One such
description is conveyed by Spencer Records whoewrno1842:

In the first place the ground is cleared off, ttze $hey intended to build the
fort, which was an oblong square. Then a ditch ekagthree feet deep, the
dirt being thrown out on the inside of the fort.gsatwelve to fifteen inches in
diameter and fifteen feet long, were cut and ggén. The ends sharpened,
the butts set in the ditch with the flat sidesmalland the cracks broke with the
flat sides of others. The dirt was thrown into tiieh and well rammed down.
Port holes were made high enough that if a balllshbe shot in, it would
pass overhead. The cabins were built far enough the stockade to have
plenty of room to load and shoot. Two bastions veergstructed at opposite
corners with port holes about eighteen inches fiteenground. The use of the
bastions was to rake the two sides of the fort khthe Indians get close to
stockade so that they could not shoot them fronptreholes on the sides.
Two gateways were made fronting each other wittngtigates and bars so
that they could not be forced open. Some fortsehbdstion at each corner.
Some forts, sometimes called stations, were calirset close together, half-
faced or the roof sloping one way, with the higtesout, raised eight feet
high and overlaid with split logs. The upper steigs over-jutted two feet,
and raised high enough to have plenty of room aadl land shoot, with port
holes both above and belovf™

% Lyman DraperSpencer Records Narrati{Braper Manuscript Collection, 23CC95-96):
Steven T. Roger4,977 Historic Site SurvgNashville: Tennessee Division of Archaeology, 897
2-3.
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Pioneer families in outlying and less defensibé&ishs would seek the safety of the
more heavily fortified and larger stations durirggipds of intensified Indian hostilities. The
establishment of eight stations in the 1780s waddmental to the development of
government in Middle Tennessee. These eight stati@are Nashboro, Mansker, Bledsoe,

Ascher, Freelands, Eaton, Armstrong, and Fort Union
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Although precise locations of all are not known,thg 1790s settlers had

established additional stations east of the frosi¢tlement at Nashboro between the
Cumberland and Stones rivers including the statowrigockhouses of Captain John
Donelson, Captain Samuel Hays, and later, Andreksim (Figure 7). Captain Samuel
Hays, whose station was located one mile east dféw Jackson’s station at the early
Hermitage, died during an Indian attack near thar @d John Donelson’s residence about
one mile west of Jackson’s in 17453.

In the 1790s, the Cumberland settlements werededwvithin the limits of the
newly-created Southwest Territory and came undejuhsdiction of the Federal
government, protected by military posts and orgashinilitias. During the territorial days of
Tennessee, Governor William Blount and SecretaMyaf, Henry Knox, stressed the
necessity of fortifications and militia for patroly the frontier. In 1792, Governor Blount
wrote the Cherokees that he was building stronglyigpned forts. The southern-most post
was built by Militia Captain William Nash near BéeGrove in 1791. The station stood at a
point near the intersection of the present-day &tiwind, Bedford, and Coffee county
boundaries on uplands known as the Tennessee Riabeverlooked Norton’s Creek
(Jernigan’s Branch) of Garrison Fork, a tributafyhe Duck River® The protection
provided by the garrison at Fort Nash further easgxhnsion into the outlying areas of

Davidson and surrounding counties.

24AIbigence Waldo Putnanhtjistory of Middle Tennessee: Or, Life and Time&eh. James
Robertson(Nashville; Private, 1859), 414.

% J. G. M. RamseyThe Annals of Tennessee to the End of tHeCkhtury (Charleston: Walker
and James Press, 1853), 146; King Wells Jami{shost of the Garrison: A Topographical Approach
to Old Fort Nash(Murfreesboro: private, 1977); V. H. Jernigan, “FNiash — Outpost of the 1790s,”
Tennessee Historical Quarter®d® (1976): 130-8.
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In 1794 Middle Tennessee settlers took the offenagainst the Indians in their

own towns?® General James Robertson led devastating expedaigaiast the Indian towns

of Nickajack and Running Water, effectively forciag end to native resistance in the region.
By the time of statehood in 1796, settlement pmessuo outlying areas increased as the
government surveyed Middle Tennessee land, graintedeterans, or sold it as public lands
for the development of agriculture and rural indyst

During the first half of the nineteenth century,ddie Tennessee experienced rapid
growth and development as an economic and politeater. Most of the immediate region
became dependent upon an agrarian-based econonNaahdille served as access to
markets in the east and north. Industrial devekamrslowly increased as technology was
transferred from the more industrialized citiés.

The Donelson family played a significant role imsttransformation of Middle
Tennessee between 1770 and 1850. Colonel Johridoanea. 1725-1785) was born in
Maryland between 1718 and 1725, the exact yearamknA surveyor, he married Rachel
Stockley, daughter of Alexander Stockley, a prominérginia landowner and member of

the House of Burgesses, and the couple had eléieinen all born in

Ramsey, 465; Rogers, 7.

' Anita S. GoodsteirfNashville, 1780-1860: From Frontier to CifGainesville: University Press
of Florida, 1989) explores this transformationyull



= ;:.

Figre 8. Project Location (in red) adapted fromvidson County surve map by Wilbur
Foster (1871).

Virginia.?® Upon his death ca. 1763, Alexander left to hisgtiger, Rachel Stockley
Donelson, wife of John Donelson, all the Negroes gersonal estate in their possesston.
Some of these slaves and their descendents wdralpycamong the earliest

enslaved African Americans brought to the CumberRegion. Among the passengers

8 George de Roulhac Hill, “Nashville’s First Familjhe Donelson’s of Tennessee’Niashville,
a Family Town; Lecture Series 1975-76 Numbé@rashville Public Library, 1978), 4.

#Pauline Wilcox BurkeEmily Donelson of Tennessee, VolumgRithmond: Garrett and
Massie, Inc., 1941), 163; Hill, 5.
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aboard Donelson’s personal flatboats were aboyiesgons including all but one of their

children (a son, William accompanied the Roberitsagrland party) as well as some thirty
“blacks” held by the family>® Also among the passengers were Captain John Donels
(1756-1830), son of Colonel John and Rachel, asdikieen year-old bride, Mary Purnell
(1763-1848); the couple married in Virginia on Asg7, 1779.

Colonel Donelson’dournal of A Voyages narrative of that infamous trip survives
andpurports to be a firsthand account of this jourdmy, historian Paul Clements has called
the authenticity of the account into question. Aitgh the diary prominently displays the
words, “the original” on the front, Clement belisvibat the author of the journal is not John
Donelson himself, but rather, his son, John Domeldn>?Arriving in the Cumberland
region on April 24, 1780, Colonel John Donelsonlséthis family and slaves some ten
miles further up the Cumberland River on rich faand. According to historian A. W.
Putnam, Donelson:

passed up the west bank of the Cumberland to themud Stones River,

thence up that stream until he came upon a behbtfly of bottom land, and

rich uplands gently descending toward it. In a banof open spots there

were discovered a luxuriant growth of native wiai@ver; but the low and

uplands were mostly covered with timber and cahas place he called

“Clover Bottom.” Here Colonel Donelson determirtednake his location.

He selected a gentle eminence, which was abouyd®3 northwest of the
bridge across Stone’s Riv&t.

SO Hill, 8.

- Williams, 231- 42; Putnam, 69-76.

% paul Clements, “Tennessee Notes: An Analysis dfe‘riginal’ Donelson Journal and
Associated Accounts of the Donelson Party Voyagejinessee Historical Quarterf4 (2005):338-
349.

33 putnam, 621.
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Donelson cleared some land; planted corn and cotttenerected half-faced timber

structures for his family but an unexpected flootéd the Donelsons to relocate to
Mansker’s Station in July 1780. Due to the flogdand fearing hostile Native Americans,
the Donelson’s abandoned this early settlemenerathickly, briefly staying at Masker’s
Station before relocating to Kentucky near Harronighby November 178%'

In 1783, the Governor of Virginia commissioned GabJohn Donelson and Colonel
Joseph Martin to treat with the Cherokees and Glsials at either French Lick or
Nashborough® While awaiting the arrival of the Indian chiefsidmead men, Colonel
Donelson visited his first encampment at Clovert@&otand examined the choice body of
lands around the area that would become the Hagenitdlere he made entries of some of
the best lands in Tennessee and commenced th@arethis blockhouse. The site of this
new station was near a large spring, a mile wette@Hermitage “being the spot now
occupied by his grandson, William Donelson, ES§.”

During this period of treaty negotiations, Colobelnelson planned the return of his
family to the Cumberland region as he acquired ‘sd¢ends in the vicinity of what later
became the site of the Hermitage, and commencelolilding of a blockhouse near a large
spring.”®” He wanted to relocate at Clover Bottom, but anllkess likely to flood and sited

this station near the spring. Reputedly, his @tatvas fortified and had at least a single

% Rogers, 30.
% Burke, vol. 1, 13; Hill, 9.
3% putnam, 633.

¥ Ibid
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blockhouse® There is conjecture that this might have becoreddbation, if not the

nucleus of the Mansion, a two-storied log homeeddubilt in the early 1800s by Captain
John Donelson on “land inherited from his fati#&r Colonel Donelson’s intent to return to
the Cumberland region is expressed in a letterddaeptember 4, 1785 to his son, Captain
John, wherein he writes “If you find it convenigatremove to Cumberland before my
return, if my family can remove at the same timshall have no objection®

Historian Pauline Wilcox Burke suggests this comioaition to be the last letter
received of Colonel Donelson. While returning fr&@ntucky to rejoin his family at
Mansker’s Station, he was waylaid near Barren Ravel killed under mysterious
circumstances, and his body was buried where lte diee news of the Colonel’s death
reached the family at Mansker’s StatfnHis widow, Rachel Stockley Donelson,
established herself in her own blockhouse somenites north of Nashville near the
Kentucky Road, at what is now the intersection meRyate Parkway and Gallatin Road.
There were a number of outbuildings including calior boarding guests and the widow’s
blockhouse became a gathering place of importdimoeigh her death circa 1801.

Like his father, Captain John Donelson (1755-18@@)y a key individual in the
development of Davidson County. After the fam#yurned to the Cumberland in 1785,
Captain Donelson and his wife, Mary Purnell Donelkrated some distance from his

mother’s blockhouse, near the old Clover Bottom gandere, according to historian Pauline

¥Rogers, 30.
Burke, vol. 1, 13-36; Hill, 10.
40 |bid.

“1\W. Woodford ClaytonHistory of Davidson County, Tennessee, with llkisdns and
Biographical Sketches of Its Prominent Men and Peya(Philadelphia: J. W. Lewis, 1880), 135.



31

Wilcox Burke, “his daughter, Tabitha, had a naresgape while fetching water from the

spring, when an Indian arrow whizzed past her,avelyr missing its mark.*2 Historian A.

W. Putnam describes the station of Captain Johrel3on as picketed in or stockaded, and

“near the Spring, by the residence of Esquire Wonddson, about one mile from the

Hermitage.*®
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Figure 9. Survey of 640 acres of land, Davidsonr@puNorth Carolina, for John
Donalson (sic) by Samuel Barton, dated 1785. dtdkes the land holding of John
Donelson as lying between the Stones River an@€thmberland River. Tennessee
Historical Society Miscellaneous Files, 1688-1951.

“2 Burke, vol. 1, 15.

43 putnam, 490- 97.
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Figure 10. Sketch showing the relationship of sactHermitage land transactions adapted
from an 1804 map of the Donelson lands reportad|yossession of Mrs. W. Ross Stephens,
descendant of Captain John Donelson (adapted faommu8l D. SmithAn Archaeological

and Historical Assessment of the First Hermitéijashville, Tennessee: Tennessee
Department of Conservation, Division of ArchaeolpBgsearch Series No. 2 (1976): 63).
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Captain Donelson was a surveyor and copartnestora with Andrew Jackson

and John Coffee. His slaves successfully produgedtbck, corn, cotton, wheat, and fruit.
From a narrative by Emily Donelson Walton, dauglbfestockley and Phila Ann Donelson,
Emily Burke describes his residence, known as kharision,”

as a rambling log house of two stories — “the rotange with low beamed

ceilings, big open fireplaces, over which were rebpteces. An enclosed

staircase in each room lead to the room above.upb&irs rooms were not

connected. There was a large rock chimney at eadiof the house and a

porch on each side. The house was situated oleaation above a spring

and facing a country lane. Close by were the efestlog cabins occupied by

the slaves.**
It was one of the largest homes of its kind onGlienberland. The exact date of its
construction is not known, but Donelson made aryenthis surveyor’s fee book for
carpenter’s work for hewing and sawing joists anitcigles dated October 1804, presumably
for the Mansion. A history of Cleveland Hall, lateome of Donelson’s son Stockley,
suggests that the Mansion remained standing wesirdyed by fire just after World Warf.

In 1822, Captain John gave his son, William Donelsotract of land adjoining the
Mansion property upon which he built a fine “clapbd’ house*® Upon the death of Captain
John Donelson in 1830, the rest of the farm pass€&ahptain Donelson’s son, Stockley, who

had moved into the Mansion upon his marriage téaPnin Lawrence in 1827Stockley’s

holdings of about 2000 acres adjoined those ofi&illand extended

4 Burke, vol. 1, 36.

*“Cleveland Hall Farm,” Tennessee Century FarnesfiCenter for Historic Preservation,
Middle Tennessee State University.

46 Burke, vol. 1, 67.
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“The Mansion’ was built between 1800 and 1810. It was situated on
a knoll, the land falling away rather steeply. At the foot of the
slope on one side was a spring from which the water supply was
obtained. The house was built of squared logs, plastered on the
inside. The front was two stories, and the rear one story with cov-
ered porches about it. It was on the original Clover Bottom tract
where Colonel John Donelson first settled in 1780, and has never
passed out of the family, the present owner being John Donel-
son VI, seventh in descent from Patrick Donelson, founder of
the family in America. About the main building, forty or fifty
feet distant, were several log houses of two rooms and porch,
called offices, for the young men of the family and for guests.
Back of the main building was the smokehouse where the meat
was cured and kept. Farther back were the slave quarters, with
their burying ground some distance away near the forest, the
graves marked by simple stones. The family burying ground, still
in existence, was on a near-by eminence, onc of the earliest
interments being that of Samuel Donelson, about 1803,

34

Figure 11. Ground Plan of the Mansion (adapted fBoinke, vol. 1, 43).
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to present-day Lakewood. Andrew Jackson laterhased part of the land for the

Hermitage. Stockley and Phila Ann Donelson ocaliie Mansion until Cleveland Hall
was built in the late 1830s.

Stockley Donelson (1805-1888) was an early Nashwillilder and one of thirteen
children born to Captain John Donelson and Mann@iiDonelson?’ He grew up on the
family plantation and continued to live with hisrgats in the Mansion after his 1827
marriage to Phila Ann Lawrence (1809-1850) of Ndihv-ive of their children were born
in the Mansion and in 1830, Stockley inheritedgustion of the farm. Known for his
building skills as well, he supervised the recandion of Andrew Jackson’s Hermitage
following a fire in 1834, and built Poplar, or TplGrove, home of Andrew Jackson
Donelson, between 1834 and 1836.

Stockley Donelson built his family a new brick honmth of the study area between
1835 and 1839. Known as Cleveland Hall, the sds anly a short distance away (north)
from the 1810 Donelson homestead, the Man&i@leveland Hall is included in the
Tennessee Century Farms program as one of thentegiolest family farms. Recent
development in Davidson County has also surroumigigdfarm with highways, residential
subdivisions, and commercial areas.

Coming from two well-established Tidewater famiji€olonel John Donelson and
his wife, Rachel Stockley were certainly no strasde slavery or to large scale agriculture.
The Donelsons brought about thirty enslaved Afréamericans with them on their flatboat

“Adventure” during their infamous journey from Fétatrick Henry to

*" Heather Fearnbach, “Stockley Donelson” Carroll Vdest, et al, edsTennessee
Encyclopedia of History and Cultu(Blashville: Tennessee Historical Society, 19988.25

“BHill, 16.
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Figure 12. Davidson County map dated 1871; WilliBonelson’s platation, “Ingleside”
and Stockley Donelson’s plantation, “Cleveland Hallred.

French Lick on the Cumberland in 1779. Unfortulyateo early narratives of slaves in the
region exist and limited primary information is dahle from tax and census records,slave
deeds, and will and estate records. Secondarge®of information available concerning
the Donelson slaves are the narratives of Dondoily members. The recollections of
Mary Purnell Donelson in March 1844 when descrilfieg flatboat journey with her in-laws
and husband later to Lyman C. Draper relates “thenme about 30 boats in all — all flats, as
was Colonel Donelson’s, one part of it was roofdd;and Captain Blackmore’s were the
two largest. In Colonel Donelson’s and John Damreldr.’s were about 15 whites and 30
blacks. "*° These slaves were probably all born and acquirédd native colonies of the

Donelsons, either Maryland or Virginia, and

9 Lyman DraperMary Purnell Donelson NarrativéDraper Manuscript Collection, S32), 299-
312; Samuel Gordon HeiskeAndrew Jackson and Early Tennessee Histhigshville: Ambrose
Printing Company, 1918), 102; Burke, vol. 2, 166.
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acquired as gifts, or through inheritance, purchasas the natural offspring of slave
communities.

Though the Cumberland region had not been setiéoing as the eastern counties,
land there was easily adapted to large scale farmis a result, the slave population rose
rapidly. By the late 1780s, there were probablyasy slaves in the Cumberland
settlements as in the older settlemeiisl 791, territorial governor William Blount ordere
a census taken in the Southwest Territory whicmdotlnat slaves comprised slightly more
than 25% of the total population in Davidson Cotintthat year®

Almost assuredly, slavery permeated every aspdatiof on the Donelson farms.
Perhaps the best examples of this permeation &htist descriptive accounts of African-
American life on the Donelson farm can be founthm narrative of Emily Donelson Walton
(1837-1936), a daughter of Stockley and Phila Aboaelson, who was born in the Mansion
on the Donelson farm and a historical biographgmwily Donelson Jackson written by
Pauline Wilcox Burke (1941). In describing theadlstof her birth at the Mansion, Mrs.
Walton related that in every rich white househaoldhose days there was a “black mammy”
who looked after the little ones and the lady &f fiouse as well, the other servants standing
in awe of her. She was an institution, “alwayskies upon as a member of the family and
treated with love and respect. The name of the mammy at the Mansion is lost $tohy

but Burke speculates that Mary Purnell broughtffean her Virginia home. When Mary

0| ester C. LamorBlacks in Tennessee, 1791-19R@oxville, Tennessee: The University of
Tennessee Press, 1981), 11.

*Emily Donelson WaltonAutobiography of Emily Donelson Walt¢ashville, Tennessee:
private, 1932), 7.
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Selby Purnell died in 1772, she left her granddéergiMary Purnell Donelson a slave

called “Dinah” and Dinah may have fulfilled thisleat the Mansiorr?

In describing the Mansion, Emily Donelson Waltoatstl:

“it was built between 1800 and 1810. It was sidatn a knoll, the land

falling away rather steeply. At the foot of thefs on one side was a spring

from which the water supply was obtained. The bomas built of squared

logs, plastered on the inside. The front was tiwades, and the rear one story

with covered porches about it.....about the maifding, forty or fifty feet

distant, were several log houses of two rooms amdhpcalled offices, for the

young men of the family and for guests. Back efrmain building was the

smokehouse where the meat was cured and kepheFadck were the slave

quarters, with their burying ground some distangayanear the forest, the

graves marked by simple stones. The family burgregnd, still in

existence, was on a near-by eminence, one of tliestanterments being that

of Samuel Donelson, about 18%3.

The Mansion was a beehive of industry and sevenaibtives document the types of
activities slaves performed on the faiith little exception, everything needed was
produced on the farm. Many slaves worked in takelfand the home. Housekeeping was to
a large extent left to the slave women under tipesiision of the mistress of the home, who
taught them preserving, pickling, cooking, and otieusehold arts. Spinning and weaving
were principal occupations as slave clothing waslpced on the farm. A plantation cobbler
tanned hides and made many of the shoes worn Hauttiy and slaves? All kinds of
vegetables were put away in earth banks lined strdw to keep through winter; vegetables,

potatoes, apples, and other fruits were careftdisesl in a large cellar. There was a mill run

by horse power where slaves ground corn for mealhdreat for flour. Slaves bolted the

*2Burke, vol. 1, 37.
>*Burke vol. 1, 43; Burke vol. 2, 173.
** On page 10 of her 1932 autobiography, Emily DasreM/alton writes proudly of shoes made

for her by “noted” slave, Summerset Donelson, datés that he walked with a limp caused by a
needle having broken off in his knee while makihges.



40
flour and used the bran to make starch with whidy tstiffened clothes. Slaves tapped

sugar maples on the farm to provide sap from whigar was rendered and beehives
produced honey and wax for candles. Farm animaladed riding and work horses, cows,
pigs, turkeys, chickens, ducks, geese, and pea fBlaves brought water from the spring to
the house several times daily for drinking and letvo$d use. In the winter, a house slave
kept fires going in every room and in summer hedtoy the dining table and fanned flies
away with a fan of peacock feathets.

Emily Donelson Walton named several of the slawd Huring the 1830s and 1840s
by Stockley and William Donelson. The first slaegerred to by name in her narrative is
Crecy, midwife and nurse who attended to Phila Afuaevrence) Donelson during Emily’s
birth in 1837 at the Mansioti. In addition to Crecy, there were other slave woman
served as nurses to the Donelson children at thesida including Frances, Nellie, and Lina,
a midwife who belonged to William Donelsoh.Sallie, a maid belonging to Mary Purnell
Donelson, was given to Emily and became her maid‘arammy” to her children. After
spending her life with Emily and following her miage, Sallie returned to Tennessee where
she settled with other former slaves at Briers\fter emancipation. When she died, Sallie
was buried in a plot reserved for black peoplepnr® Hill Cemetery with her face covered

by the little long dress of Emily’s first baby, vehi she had saved for that purpde.

SSWalton, 11; Burke vol.1, 38-9.
6 Walton, 5.
" bid., 6.

*8|bid., 8.
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Walton also identified Ben, a house slave in th&0k8and Guinea George, whose

teeth had been sharpened and who claimed to hanesbeannibal while living in Africa.
She also named Summerset, a cobbler and notedtstéveging to Colonel John Donelson.
Summerset accompanied the family in 1779 on thibdkt journey from the Watauga
settlements. One of the slave children born orptaetation was given to Emily and named
Queen Victoria, or Tora for short. Tora was boithwix fingers on each hand, the extra
fingers removed at birth, and grew up to be a gmmk>® Cooks for the family named in
the narrative after the move to Cleveland Hallude Lina and Candice. Housemaids
included Eliza and Aunt Eliz&° Ben was the carriage driver.

In 1850, the % Civil District of Davidson County was in the easntral portion of
Davidson County, an area bordered by the Cumbedaddstones Rivers, and the Wilson
County line. The district was agrarian, particuyfatited for the cultivation of cotton. The
total free population was 977. There were two bleeks and twenty-five free mulattoes
living in four households. Of 107 property ownesly two were black. The enslaved
population of the district totaled 913 including84hale and 488 females held by 55
residents, nearly half the district's total ensthgepulation. The average slave owner held 17
slaves; approximately half held 7 or fewer slavéke largest slaveholders were Andrew

Jackson, Jr. (137), his cousins, William (71) atak&ly (sic)

*Ibid., 10.
pid., 4.

1 bid., 26.



42

Table 1. 1850 Slave Schedule — 4th Civil Distizayvidson County, Tennessee.
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Donelson (66); John L. Hadley (51); Timothy Dod$46); and P. C. Shute (34).

According to the slave schedule of the 1850 Fedemnasus of the™Civil District, Davidson
County, Tennessee enumerated by Charles M. Hageptember 19, 1850, brothers
Stockley and William Donelson held 95 and 71 slaespectively, Stockley lived at
Cleveland Hall and William lived at Ingleside (TaHl).%

During the course of this thesis research, theaaudiscovered no extant slave
narratives or memoirs from Donelson slaves. Howebe 1920 memoir of John McCline,
enslaved on a neighboring farm, the Clover Bottéamgation owned by Dr. James Hoggatt,
provides an unusual perspective on slave deatltbarmal in the region. According to
McCline, burial occurred rather quickly on the faumsually within a day of death, and was
attended by all members of the slave communityreinembering the murder of a slave
named Jordan on Clover Bottom plantation, McCle®unts that Jordan was found beaten
and stabbed to death, and “The men came and thewmesltaken to his cabin and prepared
for burial. Later in the afternoon, the remaingofdan were placed in a new cedar coffin,
then put in a cart ... and followed by every sautlwe place, we laid him to rest®

Later, remembering the murder of another slavetiAukilled by Hoggatt's overseer,
Phillips, McCline stated “the remains of poor Ansiiere placed in a wagon and hauled to
his cabin...the next day was an extremely sadaseje followed the remains of poor Austin

to his final resting place>

®2United States Census, Slave Schedule (DavidsontoDennessee: 1850), 509-11.

8 Jan Furman, ed.John McCline’s Narrative of His Life During Slayeand the Civil War
(Knoxville: University of Tennessee Press, 1998), 3

% Furman, 38.
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In regards to slave religion, McCline remembertages Grandmother Hanna, as a

strict member of the church, and the oldest ontherHoggatt place. As a rule, she held
weekly prayer meetings on Friday nights at herrcalm describing a slave named Aron,
about forty years of age and epileptic, McClinecltises a very interesting custom when he
states that Aron “had been attending the meetiegslarly of late and declared he had
experienced religion. As proof that he had thee®& Gift”, he stated that he had gone to the
grave yard, and all the most lonely and dismalgdamn the darkest of nights, knelt and
prayed, according to custonf”McCline’s narrative also suggested that despitésGan
religion on Clover Bottom, more traditional Africaeligious expressions also exist&d.
While the names of senior slaves maintaining yype tof social order over the slave
community at the Donelson plantation are not dafi@ely known, it is not unreasonable to
assume that similar patterns of Christian and ticathl control existed on the Donelson
farm. Emily Donelson Walton makes note of one stlakie on the Donelson plantation,
Guinea George, who claimed to have been a canaitabthat “his teeth had been sharpened
so he could chew better.” Walton described Geasgga law unto himself. Most of the
slaves and children were afraid of hith.

It is very likely that the Donelson slaves had asde church membership with the
Donelson family. The Hermitage Church was builLt823 by Andrew Jackson for his wife,
Rachel Donelson. The church began in a log hau4817 a short distance east of the extant

church. Dedicated in 1824 by Rev. Andrew Hodgekgshesus” Church, it was

% bid., 33.
%1bid., 39.

57 Walton, 9.
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interdenominational. The church roll for the yed824 to 1839 included Mrs. Rachel

Jackson, Mrs. Mary Donelson, Mrs. Phila Ann Donejssnd Mrs. Elizabeth Donelson.
Principal supporters of the church included Anddawskson, Captain John Donelson,
Andrew Jackson Donelson, Stockley Donelson, andiafilDonelson.®®

About 1832, the church was taken in to the NashiWlesbytery and about 1839, its
name changed to Hermitage Church. In describingcthenembership during 1845, historian
Leona Aiken suggests that rows of seats acrossatie of the church were reserved for
Negroes. That same year during an extended rewigating, Andrew Jackson Jr. joined the
church eventually becoming an elder and clerk,@madch records indicate twenty-four
persons converted and joined during the revivai; & them “women of colour,” slaves of
the Jackson$?

McCline also recorded slave marriages at Clovetddot He stated: “There was no
objection by the masters to their slaves marryin@ajoining plantations. The rule was —
and being generally accepted — that if there wéspong from such a union, the children
would belong to the master owning the mothétit is not unreasonable to assume that slave

religion and marriage followed similar patternghe Donelson and neighboring plantations.

% |eona Taylor AikenDonelson, Tennessee; Its History and Landméxeshville:
private,1968)288-92.

% Ipbid., 292.

“Walton, 34.
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CHAPTER IV. MORTUARY AND MATERIAL CULTURE PATTERNNG

s on ambphotograph overlying a development

e kvl ! e )
Figure 14. Site 40DV551 feature location
plan (historic burial locations in blue, prehistohurial locations in green, and prehistoric
feature locations in red).

The archaeological study of slave life in the Udi&tates began in the 1970s and
archaeology in Tennessee has played a prominenirrdéthe development of this research
since its inception. During the last quarter & tventieth century, historical archaeology
emerged as a way of studying the lives of Africanekicans in TennesséeRegionally,
historical archaeologists recognize archaeologlepbsits associated with slavery as primary

evidence, powerful in circumventing documentargrsties and ambiguities. The central

! Larry McKee, “The Archaeological Study of Slavenyd Plantation Life in Tennessee,”
Tennessee Historical Quarterh® (2000):188.
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focus of archaeological research is on materiducey the study of human behavior through

tangible items left as the residuum of everydag. liThings left in the ground can provide
mute testimony to just about everything from clothto spirituality, especially in the context
of death, burial, and the grave.

The Hermitage Springs Site (40DV551) included ntheas 300 prehistoric burials as
well as over 400 prehistoric non-mortuary featurgsaddition to the prehistoric
archaeological deposits, a series of 60 histori@lsiwere excavated from the extreme
western edge of the property (Figure 14). In agdidito producing significant information
regarding the mortuary patterns and material celairenslaved African Americans in
Middle Tennessee, the excavations shed new ligihhciem and poverty within the context
of a rural slave plantation burial ground.

Analysis of the biological remains of the Donelstawve cemetery was a
collaborative process. Dr. Shannon Hodge, Assaéleofessor with the Department of
Sociology and Anthropology at Middle TennesseeeSthtiversity, directed the analysis of
skeletal materiai. As presented in Table 2, skeletal preservatiosn sudficient in 53 of the
burials to estimate age and gender. Skeletal pratsen was poor to nonexistent in seven
burials, Numbers 404 through 408, and 412-413 rexitther age nor gender could be

assigned to those burials other than relative ageet from material

2 Shannon Chappell Hodge, “Hermitage Springs AgeSeradsheet” (Murfreesboro,
Tennessee: Undergraduate Research Laboratory bfdpulogy, Middle Tennessee State
University, 2008).
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Table 2. Osteological data (* no skeletal remairesent, general age based upon coffin

size)

Burial Sub Adult Age Adult Age Adult Sex- Pelvic Adult Sex- Cranial
B341 4-5 years £16 months
B342 |[Iyearst12months | . R - - B
B343  Birth - 2 months ]
B344 |  30-50years  Female  Probable female
B345 | 20-35years  Probable female ~ |Probable female |
B346  19-12 months =3-4 months | T
B347 ' 35-50 years  Male probable male B
Bg 15-20 | Indeterminate Probable female
B350 b5 years ‘
B351 ~ |48-60+ years :Ma]e Probable Male
B353  [Birth-1 year -
B354  [Birth - 2 years
B355 9months + 3 months i
B3s6 | 50+ years ' Probable Male Probable Male L
B3ss | . (203Syews  Male Probable Male
B360  |Birth =2 months N -
B361 [Binh 2 momhs
B362 Birth to 6 months +2-3 months i
B363 |4 years+ 12 monihs i ]
B364 . ~ 35-50years  |Indeterminate élg}d’e}‘;cgnrj{lrarte” o
B365 Birth -+ 2 months
B366 6 months + 3 months B
B367  |Birth + 2 months -
B8 , L 460 Male Male
B369 |9 months + 3 months
B370 9 months - 1 year + 3 months
|B371 9 months + 3 months -
B372 Birth = 2 months
B373 12 months + 4 months
B4 |1525years  |Probablefemale  Indelerminate |
B375 S months £3 months o -
B376  |Birth to 7 months 2 months
B379 9 months + 3 months
B380 Birth + 2 months - 5
B381 19 months + 3 months R . o o
B382 50+ years Female Female
B383 - 1523 years  |Probable Male Indeterminate
B384 40-50 years Probable Male Male
B385 :20-35 years - Female Female
B386 13550 years Indeterminate Probable Male
B391 6 months + 3 months ; _
B392 7-8 years + 24 months
B394 7 months in utero + 2 months B
B39s 6 years 24 months A o
8396 4 years - 12 months o B
B399 10 years + 30 months o
B400 35-39 years  [Female Female
B403 1 year + 4 months ! B -
B404  |*child |
B405 *mfant I o
B406  |*child |Uncbservable {Unobservable ‘Probable Female
B407  |*infant/child
D408 <child -~ N
B409 4 years+ 12 months o
B410 |2 years + 8 months ] B o
B4ll 30-40 years Unobservable Probable Male
BAD  infamt _
B413  *adult S
B414 | ;]8—21 years | Unobservable Unobservable
51767 7F‘ g d 120-35 years | Unobservable Indeterminate
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Table 3. Donelson slave cemetery; relative ageathdand coffin shape.
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inclusions, grave, or coffin size. Gender deteation is often difficult to assign for
individuals under the age of about 14 years.

One historical description of the slave cemeteiigtex Emily Donelson’s biography
noted that “farther back were the slave quarteit, their burying ground some distance
away near the forest, the graves marked by sintpiees.® Based upon this historical
description, the burials were probably simply mdrkéthe head and foot in a traditional
style of the region, a bedstead of roughly-dressednscribed tabular slabs of local
limestone taken from the surrounding hillsides platted at the head and the foot of the
grave.

The burials are oriented toward the sunrise irtridditional Christian burial pattern
of the late eighteenth and early nineteenth cesgugflecting an eschatological Christian
belief in the Rapture, an event accompanying themeof Jesus Christ to Jerusalem during
the end times. The resurrection of the dead beidgewn Christ and the rising of the living
believers to join them is known as the Raptiitee traditional Christian method of

positioning the coffin or body in the grave wagptace the body

3 pauline Wilcox BurkeEmily Donelson of Tennessee, Volum@ichmond: Garrett and Massie,
Inc., 1941), 43.
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supine, head to the west and feet to the easbéimvers, positioning the body in reference

to the east during burial will allow them to see tbturn of Christ during the Rapture.

Burials in this pattern rarely align with magnetgigst. This variance in alignment
results from using the position of the sun on thezon as a reference for direction rather
than magnetic alignment. The popularity of thei§tan idea of the Rapture profoundly
affected general burial patterning in Tennesseetlamdoutheastern United States. It became
prevalent in both Euro-American and African-Ameniacemeteries, and remained the
dominant burial pattern well into the twentieth wewy.

The burials within the Donelson slave cemetery veeranged in three loosely-
defined rows (Figure 15). The burials exhibit sarthestering; adult males are clustered at
the northern and southern ends, while adult femedeslustered near the center. The 31
sub-adult, or child burials represent the largegpprtion of the skeletal population and were
concentrated in rows in the central portion of¢tkenetery as well as radial to adult burials
(Figure 16). Adult burials, numbering 19, repreasarout one-third of the burials, a
significantly smaller proportion of the identifie@metery burials. Table 3 shows the age
range of the burials. The high percentage of fatét and child burials reflect an extreme
degree of mortality between birth and childhoogelang off between adolescence and
mature adulthood. If individuals survived infarenyd childhood they probably stood a good

chance of surviving into adulthood and maturity.
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The material culture of the burials document thectst of material possessions in

slave life (Figure 17 and 18). First consider‘t@ffin” or “casket.” Often used
interchangeably, the terms actually have very bfié historical meanings. Coffins are
generally hexagonal in shape and caskets are grdtan Gradually replacing the use of a
simple burial shroud, coffins became the typicaiddueceptacle during the eighteenth
century and practically universal among Americapshie 1790s. Local cabinetmakers,
carpenters, or family members typically produceffies.* Hexagonal in form and typically
made of planked wood, coffins continued to be ubesughout the nineteenth century.
Usually lacking exterior decoration and construcigtth simple fasteners such as nails or
screws, hexagonal coffins were common until the 18850s, although found infrequently
with burials from as late as the 1920s.

Caskets were first introduced in 1849 and are thotmrepresent a shift toward
concern for the display of the deceased. Rectangoféins have been used since at least
1830, although they did not become popular unélldst half of the nineteenth century.
Caskets could be purchased pre-made and weretisllig more elaborate than the earlier
hexagonal forms. The elaboration of rectangulafin®is generally contemporous with the
"beautification of death” movement of the VictoriBariod. As part of the change, early
caskets were vaguely anthropomorphic in form, oftaving a glass viewing plate over the
face of the deceased. Gradually the shape becatamgelar, replacing the earlier hexagonal

forms.>

* R. W. Habenstein and W. M. LameHistory of American Funeral DirectingMilwaukee:
National Funeral Directors Association of the Udiftates, 1955), 171.

® Alexandra Bybee, “Bioanthropological Investigatonof Historic Cemeteries:
What Can We Learn From Biological, Cultural, andridary Remains?” Unpublished manuscript
presented at the 5th Annual Council for West ViigiArcheology Spring Workshop (2006).
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Coffin shape must be tempered when used as a dabhfpr historic burials. Once

thought to have considerable temporal importanahagologists now recognize that the use
of older coffin forms was extended in rural aread was influenced by tradition, and the
coffin maker’s skill and preference. Generally,hereologists today suggest that rectangular
coffins were introduced about 1850 although theaigeexagonal forms continued until
about the turn of the centufy.

There were no caskets found within the burialhatllonelson slave cemetery; rather
the burials were in hexagonal or rectangular woantéfins which were probably made
locally on the farm. All the burials within theroetery were observed to be interxeithin
two primary shapes of wooden coffin. There wasvidence of elaborate hardware
assemblages or outer packing crates. Thirty-fiugaks were interred within hexagonal
coffins and the balance within rectangular coffifgure 19). Of the 35 hexagonal coffins,
16 contained the remains of adults and 19 of oéildr

Of the 25 rectangular coffins, 19 contained fetahéant burials, three contained
burials of children, and three contained adultddsri In this particular cemetery, coffin
shape appears to be more indicative of age at datitér than time of burial. With the
exception of three adult burials, the great majasitthe rectangular coffins contained fetal,

infant, or child remains. Based upon coffin shdpe,three adult burials in

® Robert L. Blakely and Lane A. Beck, “Bioarchaegldg Urban Context,’Archaeology of
Urban America; The Search for Pattern and Procges].) Dickens, Roy S. Jr., (New York:
Academic Press, 1982), 188; W. Dean Wood, K. RnBuand S. R. Led,he Mt. Gilead Cemetery
Study: An Example of Biocultural Analysis from WastGeorgia (Athens, GA.: Southeastern
Archaeological Services, Inc., 1986), 79; C. Andieuchner, Emanuel Breitburg, Charles Williams,
and Elizabeth A. WilliamsAt Rest, Again: The Ridley Graveyard (40WM208) Aecthogical
Relocation Project, Williamson County, Tennegd¢emphis: Panamerican Consultants, Inc., 1999),
140.
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rectangular coffins were perhaps among the lasalsurithin the Donelson slave cemetery.

For a number of reasons, artifacts recovered frartuary contexts present special
problems when used as an aid in dating burialsthoy artifacts generally represent a
single major activity: the preparation of the desszhfor burial and are normally associated
with three functional categories; architecturabtising, and personal items.

While it may be possible on stylistic grounds totéyesize generalized date ranges
for coffin hardware and material inclusions, itifficult if not impossible to determine the
effects of prevailing cultural and economic factorsthe use of hardware. In rural, as
opposed to urban areas there may be a culturgylmtis lag in adopting new styles or
materials. The retail practices of purchasing itéongesale in volume and stockpiling
inventory contribute to this cultural lag. It wastuncommon for retailers to purchase out-
of-style or out-dated coffins and hardware in qugrt discounted prices. Out-dated
hardware could sit on shelves for indeterminatéplerand availability in rural areas is hard
to determine.

Analysis of the material culture included with tngrials in the Donelson slave
cemetery closely followed typologies currently rgezed by archaeologists on comparable
sites in the region. The author relied on a systéfanctional classification first proposed
by historical archaeologist Stanley Soltrchaeologists have adapted South’s typology in

research associated with slavery and plantatiossrafar properties such as the first

! Stanley SouthVlethod and Theory in Historical Archaeolo@iyew York: Academic Press, Inc.,
1977), 92-102.



Table 4. Donelson slave cemetery; Artifact frequesuad distribution (*no skeletal
preservation, general age based upon grave shajt si
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341 child hexagonal 4 3 250 1) 38
342 child hexagonal 4 37
343 fetalfinfant | rectangular 3 g 27
344 || mature female | hexagonal 1 70
345 adult female | hexagonal 5 5 3939
346 child hexagonal 1 6 30
347 | adutmale | hexagonal | 2 23 9414100
348 | adultfemale | hexagonal | 1 16 2 148
350 child hexagonal 1 20
3561 | adutmale | hexagonal 2fof2 1 Bl5
353 fetalfinfant | rectangular 2 2 12
354 fetalfinfant | rectangular 3 23
355 infant hexagonal 4 18
356 adult male hexagonal 8 | 1§°2 27
358 | adultmale | hexagonal | 1 17 2|7 4 &1
360 | felinfant | nhexagonal 2 24
361 | fealinfant | hexagonal 1 411 39
362 | fe@lintant | hexagonal kal
363 child hexagonal & i
364 adult hexagonal 13 2 2
265 fetalfinfant | rectangular 5 18
366 infant rectangular 2 28
367 | fewniant | rectangular 4 2
368 | mature male | hexagonal 127 1 75
369 infant rectangular 1 L4
370 infant hexagonal 3 2 20
371 infant rectangular & 27
372 | et | recangutar 4 18
373 infant hexagonal 7 %
374 | adultfemale | hexagonal 13 4 2
375 infant rectangular 1 5
376 fetalfinfant | reciangular 11 21
379 infant rectangular 2 27
380 fetalfinfant  § rectangular 5 7 13
381 infant rectangular 4 L
382 | adultfemale | hexagonal 3 2 38
383 adult male rectangular 16 8 2
384 mature male | rectangular 12 2
385 | adultfemale | hexagonal 4 1161
386 adutt male | rectangular 1 34
391 infant rectangular £
392 child rectangular i &
394 fetal rectangular 2
395 child hexagonal 1 4 39
396 child hexagonal 712 9 345 78
399 child hexagonal | 1 8|4 1 418
400 adult female | hexagonal 2 1 a5
403 Infant rectangular 8 24
404 *child hexagonal | 1 | 11 3 35
405 * infant rectangular 3 s
206 “chiia hexagonal 1 1 2 46
307 | “miantehid | hexagonal %2
408 *child hexagonal 22
409 child rectangular 1 9 3 25
410 child rectangular 3 o
211 adult male | hexagonal 4 6 4] 66
412 *infant rectangular 2
413 *adult hexagonal 2 41331 52
14 adult hexagonal 112 1S .
416 aduit hexagonal 2 e ek B
totals 2931 6 [10a] 76|62 27] 1 | 154] 1 f446] 14f2011] 200 20
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Hermitage (1976), Hunters Hill (1987), and Gowemfigtead (1993.In general, early

to middle nineteenth century artifacts were recesidrom the burial contexts in the
Donelson slave cemetery, dating the deposits praduontly to the first half of that century.

The author used functional criteria to identify amakssify the various types of
artifacts recovered during the investigation arartdates of invention or initial manufacture
(known to archaeologists éarminus post quemjsThe archaeological team collected 2931
singular artifacts. In the field, the archaeoltggave a unique catalog number to bags
containing artifacts from each specific locatiorrevgiven a unique cataloguing number to
ensure the protection of provenience informatiasildwing excavation, the team transported
the artifacts to the lab facilities of CumberlangisRarch Group, Inc. in Murfreesboro,
Tennessee for processing, photography, and analysesanalytical process begaith the
washing, drying, and sorting of materials. The authen identified and tabulated the
artifacts based updunnctional classification. The functional categsriepresented in the
Donelson slave cemetery assemblage include th@dfitcArchitectural, Clothing, and
Personal groups.

Using an expanded version of South’s model duflingresearch, the author defined
groups of artifacts that are indicative of a paic activity, in this case funerary behavior,
and changes in the various funerary artifacts wtagle place over time. The following
descriptive section includes only those types tifaats recovered during excavation of the

Donelson slave cemetery.

8 Samuel D. SmithAn Archaeological and Historical Assessment offiinst Hermitage
(Nashville, Tennessee: Tennessee Department ofe@a@imn, Division of Archaeology, Research
Series No. 2, 1976); Jeffrey W. Gardrieng Hunter’s Hill Project; Historical and Archaedlcal
Research at the Schute-Turner Farm, Davidson Codmgnesse@Hermitage, Tennessee: The
Ladies Hermitage Association, 1987); Guy G. Weaseal.,The Gowen Farmstead:
Archaeological Date Recovery at Site 40DV401 (AdgaDavidson County, Tennesgdéemphis,
Tennessee: Garrow & Associates, Inc. 1993).
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The Kitchen Group includes artifacts that were fiomal for food preparation,

storage, or presentation. In practical terms,ithmmostly broken dishes, crockery, and
container glass such as jars and bottles. Tablewackide predominantly refined
earthenwares and fragments. Ceramics are one aidkeimportant classes of artifact
commonly found on historic sites because vessel fpaste, glaze, and decorative changes
have been well recorded through time. Becauseenf tlurable yet fragile nature, the
presence of historic ceramics in an assemblageda®wvaluable temporal and
socioeconomic data. For these reasons, ceramicoam@only used as diagnostic artifacts
on historic sites. Mean ceramic dates provide gomant tool for deriving chronological
models for the archaeological deposits sampledsiorit sites of Tennessee. A general
temporal range for the manufacture of the variaramic types closely follows a typology
proposed by South and adapted by Smith, and oieuse in Tennesse®.

Most refined tablewares are a type of earthenwach as creamware, pearlware, or
whiteware. The earliest forms of refined earthematgipically found in the Cumberland
region include creamwares and pearlwares, whicle wepopular use prior to the 1830s.
Whitewares first appeared in the 1820s, and byatee1830s were ubiquitous in American
households. Whiteware glazes contained lead fot nfake nineteenth century, but the lead
was gradually replaced with a clear felspathic gldmt is still in usé’ Historical

archaeologists have long attempted to find an eagyto distinguish late pearlware from

° Smith, First Hermitage 161.

2 George L. Miller, “A Revised Set of CC Index Vatuter Classification and Economic Scaling
of English Ceramics from 1787 to 188@istorical Archaeology5 (1991): 1-25.



Figure 20. Donelson slave cemetery (Burial 344anétpainted polychrome pearlware
bowl.

early whitewaré! The most common method is to look for blue pudgibiithe glaze
combined with a refined thinness of the ceramicytenad the use of certain colors for
underglaze enameling.Unfortunately, this method can produce erroneesslts. The slow
whitening of pearlware and the vestigial bluingadfiteware, combined with the various
manufacturers’ use of the term “pearl” to refetheir ware long after the disappearance of
what archaeologists call pearlware, combine to naa&etical determination of ware type in

some cases almost impossible for the years bet@&2mand 1835.

1 jvor Néel-Hume,A Guide to Artifacts of Colonial Amerio@New York: Alfred A. Knopf,
1970); Cynthia R. PriceNineteenth Century Ceramics in the Eastern Ozarkd®o Region
(Springfield: Center for Archaeological Researclonidgraph Series No. 1, 1979).

12bid, 14-15.
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A single refined earthenware bowl was excavateoh fBurial 344, a mature female

buried in a hexagonal coffin near the eastern cafitihe Donelson slave cemetery (Figure
20). Decorated in an underglaze painted floralgpattthe vessel was placed right-side-up
between and just below the knees of the deceasdds a type of broad line, hand-painted
polychrome pearlware. Similar artifacts were doented in excavation contexts at the First
Hermitage excavations generally dating between 1@@bout 1840 with a mean date of
1818"

Three principal folk explanations exist about teason for including ceramic vessels
in burials'* The three explanations are: placing a bowl of@althe stomach of the corpse
until it is buried would keep out evil spirits; tealt would keep the body from bloating; or
burying the vessel last used during illness wo@dkthe spirit from returning.

The Architectural Group of artifacts includes iteased not only for building
structures, but sometimes also for building calsiaetd furniture, and by extension
constructing burial receptacles or coffiitiere are four major classifications within this
group usually encountered during excavation obhistcemeteries including the flat glass
used as viewing ports; construction fasteners asatmails, spikes, screws, and staples;
hardware such as handles, cap lifters, hingeddatdid screws, escutcheons; and coffins,

caskets, and packing crates often reused as vaults.

13 Smith, First Hermitage, 161.

14 Jerome C. Rose, ed.Gone To A Better Lanti Arkansas Archaeological Survey Research
Series No. 2%Fayetteville, Arkansas: Arkansas ArchaeologicalivBy, 1985), 96; Michael G.
Shogren et al, “Elko Switch Cemetery: An ArchaeaagiPerspective,Division of Archaeology
Report of Investigations 58 (scaloosa, Alabama: Alabama State Museum of Natlistory, 1989),
183 Andrew Buchner et alAt Rest Again: The Ridley Graveyard (40WM208) Aecthogical
Relocation Project, Williamson County, Tennes@dashville: Tennessee Department of
Transportation, 1999), 188.
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A general chronological arrangement for the evolutf coffin fasteners includes (in

chronological order) wrought nails, cut nails, wirals, slotted-head lid screws,
thumbscrews, thumbscrews/escutcheon combinatiods;ap lifter/escutcheon
combinations. Fasteners present in the Donels@e skemetery included machine-headed
cut nails, iron wood screws, and slotted headdrdss.

Nails comprised the largest artifact class. Naiksane of the most important classes
of artifacts found on historic sites because chamg@ail form and manufacturing
technology have been well documented through tirhe. American nail-making process
was perfected ca. 1789 and nails were probablygbeide in the Holston settlements of
East Tennessee by 1799, when the Moravian missiateaschweinitz saw wagons from
Watauga hauling iron and nails across the mountaittse Cumberland settlements. Not
long after 1800, one of the Embree brothers wasabipg a "nail manufactuary” in
Washington County utilizing "ingenious waterworkslanail-making machinery.” Cut nails
were advertised in Nashvilleflennessee Gazeta June 17, 1801, and on June 23, 1812,
David Irwin and Company of Pittsburg, announceddpening of a nail manufacture in the
Nashville Clarion'® Wrought nails were common before the onset of rfeantured cut nails
and remained in use for certain applications ihtogeriod of early cut nail usage. Wrought
nails continued to be used where nails were "cldtisuch as in door and shutter
applications.

The assemblage includes a total of 2011 cut naifikagments. Cut nails were
recovered from all but four of the burials (Tab)e Mails recovered during the project were

exclusively a single basic type based upon Leeélsdnh’s typology; machine-headed, cut

15 James Patrickirchitecture in Tennessé¢knoxville: University of Tennessee Press, 1928),
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nails, cut from flat sheets and featuring two tapeand two parallel edges. Nelson

differentiated cut nails between early machineand later machine-cut types. Early cut
nails were usually hand-headed, while later cusreshibit machine-formed heatfs.
Commonly cited sources used by archaeologists gecwigeneral chronology for nails in the
Cumberland Region, which includesminus post quemates as early as 1815 for machine-
headed, cut naifs.Cut nails were first manufactured in 1786, werpiar by the 1820s,

and became the most common form by the 183Bscept in certain applications, the use of
cut nails significantly decreased when wire nadsdme effectively manufactured in North
America during the 1880S. All but four of the Donelson slave burials contd evidence of
early machine-headed cut nails, representing ardatge generally between about 1815 to
about 1863° Some coffin makers used simple iron screwsstefacoffin lids and
sometimes combined them with cut nails. Post-1846hime-pointed screws were found

in Burial 351 and Burial 416.

'8 ee H. Nelson, “Nail Chronology as an Aid to Dati®ld Buildings, History News 24,
(November 1968): 11.

7 william Hampton Adams; Machine Cut Nails and Wire Nails: American Prodoistand Use
for Dating 19th-Century and Early-20th-Century Sjtédistorical ArchaeologyVol. 36(2002): 66;
William E. Pittman, Laboratory Manual (Williamsburg: Colonial Williamsburg; Department of
Archaeological Research, 1990), 56-60; Linda F. n€ssMcNaughton,Laboratory Manual
(Asheville: North Carolina Department of CulturaldRarces, 1992), 34.

18 \Weaver, Gowen Farmstead, 211.

19 Adams, 66.

20 Charles E. Orser, Jr., Annette M. Nekola, and dam&oark. Exploring the Rustic
Life:Multidiscpilinary Research at Millwood Plantah, A Large Plantation in Abbeville County,
South Carolina and Ebert County, Geordg@hicago: Mid-American Research Center, Loyola

University, 1987), 549-58.

2l Henry C. Mercer,Ancient Carpenter's Tool§Doylestown, PA: Bucks County Historical
Society, 1960), 254; Smitkjrst Hermitage 216.



Figure 21. Donelson slave cemetery (Burial 39®)t Beaded coffin screw.

Figure 22. Donelson slave cemetery (Burial 398)amental rosette tacks.
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Following simple iron screws, white metal, slotteeld lid screws are thought to be the

forerunners of thumbscrews, and were initially ugkxhe. They were later used in
combination with escutcheons to achieve a morerdéie effec” Eventually, makers
added cap lifters to the combination, as coffirdiaare changed in reaction to improvements
in embalming techniques and the period of openitefewing became extended. Four iron
slot headed coffin lid screws with white metal reagre recovered at Burial 399, an
adolescent buried within a hexagonal coffin (Fig2i¢. This type of white metal slot head
screw has a rounded top and double flanges scatjapward from the edges of the head.
The head is made of a white metal which was prgbgallated. The edges of the flanges are
knurled and encase the screw head.

Identical screws recovered from an adolescent bewigtext in the Elko Switch
Cemetery in northern Alabama were given a genext& chnge of 1880 + 10 years. Similar
screws were also observed in a burial predating B8Elko Switch Cemetery®
Given the much later, post Civil War period of us&gr Elko Switch Cemetery, the earliest
date for this type of artifact at the Donelson slagmetery probably predates 1870. Based
upon the presence of these screw types, this wastmlly one of the later burials at the
Donelson slave cemetery.

Ornamental tacks or studs are purely decorativeaamdonstructed of thin, stamped,
plate metal and often gilded. Small tacks forcttaent to the exterior of the coffin are
concealed behind the plate. The semi-intact exesngbserved at the Donelson slave

cemetery are rosette in pattern (Figure Z)nilar examples of this type of artifact were

22 3hogren, et al, 178; Buchnétt, Rest Again] 66.

% Shogren et al., 180.
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found in three burial contexts at the Elko Swit@n@tery in northern Alabanfa. Similar

ornamental tacks are illustrated in the 1865 Ruasel Erwin Manufacturing Company
catalog.*® Although still found in early twentieth centurytabbgs, their use began declining
about 1890%°

Ornamental tacks or their fragments were obsemd@urial 399, Burial 414, and
Burial 416. All three burials were in hexagonalfics. With the exception of Burial 399,
the examples were too fragmented and poorly preddir analysis other than noting the
presence of highly fragmented material within Budid4 and Burial 416. The date range is
probably between about 1860 and 1870, similarmgeao that suggested for slotted head,
white metal coffin screws.

Clothing artifacts are significant in that the infaation yielded by this type of artifact
can often be used to determine the sexual orientaind gender of the deceased. This
determination is especially helpful where the prestgon of skeletal elements is poor. This
category represents artifacts that are associatbdive production, wear and use of clothing.
Artifacts included in the group represent the remsaif clothing-related items including
beads, buckles, buttons, and other fasteners,agustraight pins. Each item usually has a
general period of popular use and availability elodely follows the chronology of specific
materials and method of manufacture. Two hundreldsanenty-six items of clothing and

clothing-related artifacts were observed in 55hefburials at the Donelson slave cemetery.

24 |bid., 162.

% Russell and Erwin Manufacturing Compatijystrated catalogue of American Hardware of
the Russell and Erwin Manufacturing Company: anhrigged reprint of the 1865 edition and a new
introduction by Lee H. Nelsa®ttawa: Association for Preservation Technold$80), 331.

2 Debi Hacker-Norton and Michael TrinkleRemember Thou Art Dust: Coffin Hardware of the
Early Twentieth CenturgColumbia: Chicora Foundation Inc., 1984), 47; @ea, et al., 162.
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Only five burials of children (Burials 362, 394, 43108, 412) contained no artifacts from

this category.

Most recently beads, especially blue beads, hage bramined in African-American
burial contexts as symbols of magic such as amaledscharms, or for their curative
properties’’ Some anthropologists also suggest that beadsaueasted through generations
and handed down from one generation to the neker®imaintain that the cultural
significance attributed to bead symbolism is atooeeof archaeologists with little
significance to African Americans in the past ottrem as clothing or personal artifacts.

As mapped in Figure 23, a total of 446 beads wbseiwed in four of the burials in
the Donelson slave cemetery. While this samplensesxcessive, it actually reflects the
large number of glass seed beads (345) observ@drial 396; a child buried in a hexagonal
coffin.

The author observed glass or paste beads in foialfouHe found globular barrel-
shaped beads of very thin blown glass or pastaunmaB341, a child burial. Unfortunately,
this particular type of bead was not very duralplé most examples were highly fragmented
before excavation (Figure 24). He observed earlgteenth century examples of round,
opaque black and brown glass beads in an adult loogi@l (Burial 347). The beads were of
simple, mandrel-wound construction (Figure 25). fblend faceted, extruded, white and blue

beads, and spun amber, and blue globular beadsrialB91 (Figure 26). These bead types

*’Linda France Stine, Melanie A. Cabak, and MarkGBoover, “Blue Beads as African-
American Cultural Symbols HMistorical Archaeologyd0(1996): 49-75; Aaron E. Russell, “Material
Culture and AfricamAmerican Spirituality at the Hermitagehlistorical Archaeologys1 (1997):
63-80.

2 Thomas R. Wheatowrchaeological Testing of Willow Hall and Walnutdse Plantations,
Francis Marion National ForestStone Mountain, GA: New South Associates, 1988),



375
384 = 1 391
351
1376 =3 350
380 p—y3gs i‘ 348
1379
381 1346
1373
1367
374

1366
3343

370 1 3304 E1365
1369 1354
B 341
368 1342
372

s
1395

4050 396
407 23 1 403

40800 pmae M2
406 3

1353
[ 409

=410
1355

404
1 360 N
1392
1 361
= 412
b 0 30 ft.
| ESEH |

adut [
363

subadult £

Figure 23. Donelson slave cemetery; bead disiahut

69



Figure 24. Donelson slave cemetery (Burial 341ij glass or paste beads.

Figure 25. Donelson slave ceetery (Buril 347ndrel wound glass beads.

70



Figure 26.Donelson slave cemetery (Burial 391); faceted dobdudar glass beads.

Figure 27.Donelson slave cemetery (Burial 396); glass seadse
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have been found at other sites in Middle Tennessading Gowen Farmstead and are

generally assigned a date between 1790 and £880Burial 396, the archaeologists
observed a total of 345 glass, doughnut-shapedtsesstk including clear, white, red, and
blue varieties within a child burial in the sametaxt as four-hole porcelain Prosser buttons
and a three-hole shell button dating this contexfter 1840 (Figure 27).

The First Hermitage artifact collection providegand comparable sample of early to mid
nineteenth century glass bedSmith noted the consistent presence of glass leadkve
dwelling sites and implied that certain bead tygspecially royal-blue faceted beads, could
be expected in association with the archaeologiepbsition of slaves. Later studies at the
Hermitage associated with slave dwellings confirrBedth’s implication to the point that
anyone studying slave sites now expects to finth feads. Published studies exploring the
meaning of blue beads have suggested a varietyptdmations from clothing and body
adornment to use as identifying markers on sewguipenent to being an expression of

African religious tradition®!

29 Weaver et al. 260; Richard L. Alve§995 Excavations on the Historic Component at the
Drennon Site, 40DV44TKnoxville, Tennessee: University of Tennessee 3pantation Center,
1996).

30 Smith, First Hermitage 196-201.

31 McKee, 202.
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While the history of suspenders or braces in tigeoreis not very well developed,

buckles very similar to those observed in the Demelslave cemetery burials were found
in excavations at the first Hermitage and at Gowammstead? These buckles were
designed to catch fabric on a double-toothed seetsopart of a pair of suspenders or braces.
In 1822, Albert Thurston of London invented the madtype of suspender or brace. The
buckle became almost universal during the mid eigeth century due to the high cut of
trousers, making waist belts impractical. In 183amuel Clemens (Mark Twain) received
the first of three patents for suspenders.

The suggested date range for buckles from the Heshitage is no earlier than about
1805 to after the Civil WarThree similar brass toothed buckles excavated ate@o
Farmstead bore patent stamps; 1855, 1860, and*{8Bi2e author found six buckles in five
of the burials at the Donelson slave cemetery.s&hecluded brass types (Figure 29 and 31)
and iron types (Figure 30). The date range is fiyt@o earlier than the 1850s until about
1870. Only a single burial (Burial 347) contairte@ of these buckles and five contained

only a single buckle.

32 Smith, First Hermitage 203, Figure 38d; Weaver, et al, 242, Figure 69b.

3 Weaver, et al, 247.



Figure 30. Donelson slave cemetery (Burial 348g5@@nder or brace buckle.
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Figure 31. Donelson slave cemetery (Burial 358s@&nder or brace buckle.

Buttons were observed in 31 of the 60 excavaterlsuiFigure 32) at the Donelson slave
cemetery. They included 105 punched/drilled foud ive hole bone buttons, 76 metal four-
hole buttons, 59 porcelain or glass “Prosser” m#t@and 27 punched/drilled shell buttons.
Bone buttons from the burials included single-h@dey-hole, and five-hole types generally
varying in diameter from %4 to ¥z inch (Figures 38, 38). Metal buttons were exclusively
an iron four-hole type (Figure 33, 38). Porcelairttons included two, three, and four-hole
types varying from % to % inch in diameter (Figu88s35, 38). The shell buttons include
two, three, and four-hole types varying in diamétem %4 to 1.0 inch (Figures 35, 36, 38).
Most of the contexts included more than one typleutfon and at least one adolescent burial
(Burial 404) contained a series of bone buttonstarek highly decorative porcelain and

metal eyed buttons (Figure 37).



375
E370 394
1376 1 350
1380
1385 T 1348
386
379
381 1346
1373
367

1366

Gl e
37051 [ 304 1365

369 354

1341

368 1342
=372

=371
1395
4050 gy 3oe

407 7403
408 : : 399 —

406 30 N
B 353
1 409
410
258 e —
0 30 ft.
404
. adult :
1 360 subadult T
3 392 =1 no buttons
= 3 Shell buttons
1 Bone buttons
=1 361
3 412 1 Metal buttons
1362 Il Prosser buttons
1 combination buttons
KEY
B 363

Figure 32. Donelson slave cemetery button distiGin.

77



78
The author found combinations of two or three butigpes in fourteen of the burial

contexts. The earliest, combinations of bone duadl $ypes found in two burials (Burial 374
and 383) predate 1840. The author observed Prbatiens in combination with either bone
or shell (Burials 364, 392, 396, 404, 406, 409)netal (Burials 399, 414) buttons postdating
1840 in eight burial contexts. Four burials coméal combinations of three button types;
either bone, metal, and Prosser types (Burials 358, 368) or bone, shell, and Prosser
buttons (Burial 358) all postdating 1840. For thest part, the buttons are comparable to
types found at the First Hermitage and at GowemBtgad>*

The author observed 94 bone buttons in 14 of thiallsu The bone button types
were consistent through the site, so much so hah elose inspection, all the bone and shell
buttons appear to be made from the same toolirgy(€s 34, 35, 38). The button types
excavated from the burial contexts are very simdad quite comparable to Types 1, 2, and
3 described from excavations at the First Hermitagd Types 1, 5, and 7 at Gowen
Farmstead® The bone buttons date to the period of about 180®65.

The author found 27 shell buttons were observeswen of the burials. The shell
button types are also consistent, so much so bhieabone and shell buttons appear to be
made from the same toolirfgigures 34 through 38)The button types excavated from the
burial contexts are very similar, and quite compker@o Types 7, 8, and 9 described from
excavations at the first Hermitage and Gowen Faaust The obvious similarity in style and

tooling between the bone and shell button typesmiesl in the Donelson slave cemetery

3 Smith, First Hermitage 196-201; Weaver, et al, 225-239.

% Smith,First Hermitage 197; Weaver, et al, 229.
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assemblage places them in a date range to comedirabHermitage types within the period

of about 1800 to 1865.

White porcelain or glass Prosser buttons were it@ceim England in the 1840s. They
are circular with a recessed center giving therauzar shape. This type of button was used
well into the twentieth centurlf. Four-holed, white glass Prosser buttons werenthst
common button type with 59 examples (Figures 343%%, The porcelain buttons exhibit
stippling on their backs suggesting they are tmas$er types dating from no earlier than the
1840s and commonly available in the 1850s. Thisquéar artifact is important because its
presence indicates that a deposit generally oatunoesarlier than the 1840s.

Metal buttons found within the Donelson slave dur@ntexts were corroded and
poorly preserved examples of four hole iron butteinglar to Smith’s Type 21 found at the
First Hermitage sitd’ This type of button is generally associated we#hly to mid

nineteenth century contexts.

% Ruth Beatrice Lamm, Lester Lora, and Helen W. SshuGuidelines for Collecting China
Buttons(Eastwood, Kentucky: The National Button SocidtyAmerica, 1970), 4-7.

37 Smith,First Hermitage 199.
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Figure 33. Donelson slave cemetery (Burial 3561ebbuttons (right) four-hole iron button
(center), four hole porcelain/glass Prosser but(tais.

Figure 34. Donelson slave cemetery (Burial 364)iebbutton backs (right), bone buttons
(center), four hole porcelain/glass Prosser but(taiy.
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Figure 35. Donelson slave cemetery (Burial 34@)celain/glass Prosser buttons (right and
center), shell buttons (left).

Figure 36. Donelson slave cemetery (Burial 36Hg]Iduttons.
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Figure 37. Donelson slave cemetery (Burial 364)cke (left), bone buttons (center),
metal/glass buttons (right).

Figure 38.Donelson slave cemetery (Burial 351); glass/ponedaosser buttons (left), four-
hole metal buttons (center), shell buttons andidatiad pin (right).
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Figure 39. Donelson slave cemetery spun or wouwgatl Istraight pin distribution (in red)
and spun wound in combination with solid head gtrapins (in black).



Figure 40. Donelson slave cemetery; wound or gaight pins.

Figure 41. Donelson slave cemetery; solid headgstt pins.
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The history of straight pins in North America begjaturing the colonial period

although one could argue that aboriginal Americaer&ainly utilized straight pins of bone
and perhaps copper. Straight pins are not a dueahbfact class generally but when well-
preserved can provide a general understandingopioged dates of interment within the
cemetery. Wound or spun head pins were in use fn@nseventeenth until the early
nineteenth century, when a patent to make solid pess was granted in 183%.The
transition between spun or wound heads and solidshen straight pins is generally thought
to have occurred between 1830 and 1835. Givenralatively tight date range,
archaeologists suggest that given the chronologmasitivity of the two manufacturing
methods, straight pins provide an independent ndedtficlating archaeological deposits.

The author observed 154 straight pins in 43 obilmals at the Donelson slave
cemetery (Table 4; Figures 40 and 41). All pinsena brass, probably once coated.
Straight pins collected from the burial contextd #me Donelson slave cemetery include both
spun or wound, and solid head pin types, as wetasy undifferentiated fragments. Only
three burials contained exclusively wound/ spurdreteaight pins. Two burials contained a
mixture of both spun head and solid head typestyFeight burials contained post-1824
straight pins of the later, solid head ty@guggested date ranges for the burial contextseat th
Donelson slave cemetery containing exclusively vablie@ad pins probably occurred prior to
1835. Burial contexts containing combinationsymirs and solid head pins probably
occurred close to 1830-1835 or slightly after 183Bose containing solid head pins

definitively occurred after about 1835.

38 \Weaver et al, 245: Noel Hume, 254.
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A single burial contained a highly fragmented egéof a safety pin. Burial 361

was an infant burial within a small hexagonal aoffiThe fragments appeared to have been
part of a single strand of brass wire, twisted sttape and plated. The fragments appeared
consistent with safety pin types found at the Hitstmitage. This type of pin was not
invented until around 1857°

Artifacts associated with the personal group ugualresent both functional and
ornamental items such as pocket knives, musicaliments, jewelry, watches, coins, keys,
and eyeglasses. The author collected 14 items $mran burials. These items are not very
diagnostic and include very thin and poorly presdrigrass or alloy rings, as well as at least
one cloth-covered ring. Missing most of its shaarkunusual brass or copper pin in the form

of a fly came from an adult male grave, Burial 3BRjure 42).

Figure 42. Donelson slave cemetery (Burial 348)pin.

%9 Smith,First Hermitage 209; Noel-Hume, 255.
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Table 5. Donelson slave cemetery; TPQ/TAQ datgearsynthesized from material culture
analysis.

5 g

e g o | @ Z S o | ¢
| & = = & ) | = = E]E

341 child 1835% | 1860 = solid head pins* | 375§  infant 1820 | 1835* spun pins*

342| child | 1835% | 1860 | solidheadpins* | 376| fetalinfant | 1835+ 1860 spun and solid pins*

343| feralinfant | 1335+ | 1860 | solidhead pins® | 379]  infant 1820 | 1835% ~ spun pins*

344 | mature female} 1820+ | 1830 pearlware bowl* | 380 | fetal/infant | 1835% | 1860 solid head pins*

345 adult female | 1835% 1860 | solid head pins* | 381]  infant | 1835% 1860 = solid head pins*

346 child 1835% | 1860 solid head pins* 382 adult female | 1840% | 1860 @ Prosser buttons*

347| adultmale | 1820 | 1860 cut nails 383| adultmale | 1835* | 1860 = solid head pins* |
348 adult female | 1835% 1860 | solid head pins* | 384 maturcmale | 1820 | 1860 |  cutnails |
350]  child 1820 1860 | cutnails 385 adult female | 1835* | 1860 | solid head pins* |
351| adullmalc | 1840% | 1860  Prosserbuttons* | 386] adultmale | 1820 | 1860  cut nails o
353 fetaVinfant | 1840* 1860 @ Prosserbuttons® | 391] infant 1820 | 1860 | cut nails / faceted glass beads* |
354| fetal/infant | 1835% 1860 | spunand solid pins* | 392]  child 1840% | 1860 Prosser buttons®

355 infant | 1835% 1860  solid head pins* | 304]  fetal 1820 | 1860 cut nails

356| adultmale | 1840% | 1860 | Prosser buttons* | 395]  child 1835% | 1860 solid head pins*

358 | adultmale | 1840* @ 1860 Prosser buttons* 396 child 1840% | 1860 | Prosser buttons* |
360 Ictalinfant | 1820 = 1860 cut nails 399  child 1860* | 1880 | white metal lid screws® |
361| fetal/infant | 1857* | 1860 safety pin* 400 adult female | 1820 | 1860 | cut nails

362 fetal/infant | 1820 | 1860 | cut nails 403]  infant | 1835% 1860 = solid head pins* '
363| child 1840% | 1860 | Prosserbuttons® | 404]  *ehild 1820 | 1860  cut nails

364 adult 1840% | 1860 | Prosser buttons® | 405 * infant 1835% | 1860 i 7;0717imagpins* 7
365 fetalinfant | 1835% | 1860 | solidheadpins* | 406]  *child | 1840% 1860 Prosser buttons*

366] infant 1820 | 1835% spun pins* 407| *infant/child | 1820 = 1860 | cut nails

367| fetal/infant | 1835+ | 1860 | solidhead pins* | 408]  *child | 1820 | 1860 cut nails

368 | malure male | 1840* 1860 | Prosserbuttons® | 409]  child | 1840+ 1860 | Prosser buttans*

369| infant 1820 | 1860 cut nails 410  child 1820 | 1860 | cutnails )
370  infant 1820 | 1860 cut nails 411 adultmale | 1840% | 1860 | Prosser buttons®
371]  infant 1820 | 1860 “cut nails 412 “nfant | 1820 @ 1860 T cutmails |
372| fetalinfant | 1835% | 1860 solidheadpins® | 413] *adult | 1820 | 1860 | cut nails

373]  infant | 1835% | 1860  solidheadpins* | 414] adult | 1860% 1880  rosettes* ]
374 adult female | 1820 | 1860 cut nails 416  adult 1860% | 1880  roseftes*
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As documented in the preceding material culturdyais examining the material

culture contents of the African-American burialdhie Donelson slave cemetery in
comparison with archaeological assemblages cotldoben other professionally excavated
historic sites in the region allowed the authoidentify a general date range of about 1820
to as late as 1870 for the burials. No evidencefand to indicate that any burial occurred
prior to about 1815 or after about 1870. The féaenitems observed within the contexts
that could date to the late eighteenth century \wevbably heir-loomed as they were found
in combination with other items dating no earligan the 1820s. The absence or presence of
three primary types of diagnostic items (nailsaigtnt pins, and buttons) in the burial
contexts also allowed the author to further defimee significant periods of burial within
that broader date range; early nineteenth centaryl815-1835), mid-nineteenth century
(ca. 1835-1860), and late nineteenth century (880% 1870), each period inferred by

distinctive patterns of diagnostic material culturelusions
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CHAPTER V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Historical archaeological investigations at the Blson slave cemetery produced
significant information regarding the mortuary andterial culture patterning of enslaved
African-Americans generally dating from about c&2Q or slightly earlier to as late as the
1870s. The Donelson slave cemetery is typicalrofal plantation burial ground and its
patterning should prove invaluable in comparisothwiher early rural plantation cemeteries
of the region.

Diachronically, analysis of the mortuary and mateculture patterning from the
Donelson slave cemetery reveal some clear temperals (Table 5). The patterns within
the cemetery generally represent approximatelyezdsyof use between about 1820 and
1870, the majority under slavery. The burials espnt the archaeological expression of
social and economic trends associated with aneglafrican American community on a
cotton plantation of the early to mid nineteenthtaey. The mortuary patterning should
prove typical of cemeteries used by rural blackasesl populations before emancipation.

Poor health and high infant mortality were rampanbng the slaves. Other than
architectural items associated with coffin condiarg clothing, or personal items, little
material investment was made in the deceased.ddimenant functional artifact classes were
nails (n=2011), buttons (n=269), straight pins 41 and beads (n=446) accounting for
98% of the assemblage (2880 of 2931 artifactsis \tery clear that little material investment

was included in the graves beyond their coffins lamdal clothes.
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The biological and archaeological evidence sugghastexcavated burials

contained the skeletal remains of enslaved persbAf&ican ancestry, some with identifiers
suggesting Native American admixture. The mortgagterns indicate the group obviously
suffered from elevated infant and child mortaligyes as the majority were between the ages
of birth to ten years old. Four died between ted @venty-five years old, an indication that

if an individual survived childhood they were liggb survive into later years. Only fifteen
were adults beyond 25 years old; five of these Wwete/een 25 and 35 years of age, six
between 35 and 50 years of age, and four weredofiduals beyond 50 years, what could be
considered old age.

Simply based upon the absence of wrought nailgtegresence of machine headed
cut nails in all but four of the burials, a genemige of use proposed for the Donelson slave
cemetery is between about 1815 and 1870. The absémarought nails, the absence of wire
nails, and ornate coffin hardware assemblages sufyp® range. If previous research by
Weaver (1993) and by Orser (1987) is correct, imtilig that sites containing exclusively cut
nails will predate 1855, it is not unreasonablprmpose a similar range for this type of
artifact in the burial contexts at the Donelsorvslaemetery*

Other diagnostic materials analyzed in the assegelftam the Donelson slave
burials provide evidence for several specific digant periods of use: early nineteenth

century (ca. 1815-1835), mid-nineteenth century 1885-1860), and late nineteenth century

'Guy G. Weaver, Jeffrey L. Holland, Patrick H. Gavrand Martin B. Reinboldlhe
Gowen Farmstead: Archaeological Data Recovery & 8)DV401 (Area D), Davidson
County, Tennessé®emphis: Garrow & Associates Inc., 1993)1;Charles E. Orser Jr.,
Annette M. Nekola, and James L. RoaBkxploring the Rustic Life:Multidiscpilinary
Research at Millwood Plantation, A Large PlantationAbbeville County, South Carolina
and Ebert County, GeorgiChicago: Mid-American Research Center, Loyola @rsity,
1987),549-58.
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(ca. 1860 — 1870), each of these periods inferyedidiinctive patterns of diagnostic

material culture inclusions

The earliest nineteenth century mortuary patteresaasociated with a small cluster
of sub-adult burials in the northern end of the etry. These burials contained exclusively
spun head straight pins generally dating to theogdretween about 1820 and 1835 in
combination with machine headed cut nails. Thigyjeamay be earlier depending upon the
actual availability of this nail type in the regioAn adult female burial in a hexagonal coffin
(Burial 344) also belongs to this period. It coméal a hand -painted underglaze pearlware
bowl in combination with machine headed cut nal€hild buried in a rectangular coffin
(Burial 391) contained materials from this periadhe form of faceted glass beads
diagnostic of the 1790s to about 1830. Unfortugate preservation of the fastener types
used in this burial was observed although it isurseasonable to assume they were similar
to those found with the majority of the other blgid he last burials of this period contained
combinations of spun and solid head straight @nd, machine headed cut nails generally
dating after about 1835.

The mid-nineteenth century period was the heausstof the Donelson slave
cemetery, represented by burials containing exadlygisolid head straight pins in
combination with machine headed cut nails and rdssttons, generally dating between
about 1840 and 1870.

The last period of use for the cemetery was a tfrdvindling usage as represented
by the presence of white metal lid screws and/settes in only four burials (Burial 351,
399, 414, and 416). These burials contained kdusletted-head coffin lid screw types

generally thought to originate as early as the $&6@ in popular use by the 1870s. In
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addition, two burials contained fragmented roseftakthin decorations used to enhance

the exterior of the wooden coffin.

Although four burials contained no nails, virtuadly of the graves contained
machine headed, cut nails, generally representiegériod of about 1820 to 1860. None of
the excavated burials contained wrought nails winobld have indicated pre-1820 burial
dates for the burials. Neither did the excavatatbls contain ornate coffin hardware
assemblages, additional evidence to support eanyid-nineteenth century burial dates.
Only two burial contexts contained coffin hardwatker than nails, indicating the cemetery
probably fell quickly into disuse following Emanaeifion. The evidence suggests that the
cemetery was abandoned rather quickly by the 1870s.

The material culture analysis supports evidencettieaDonelson slave burials were
most likely associated with slaves at the Manstbba,Donelson farm occupied between
about 1810 and 1837 by Captain John Donelson dmti\sded before his death in 1830 to
provide adjoining farms for sons, William and StiegkDonelson. Although it is currently
unclear how Donelson divided his property in slavesveen his heirs, use of the cemetery
by the enslaved community continued after the sugidn of the farm, most likely by the
slaves of both William and Stockley.

During the early settlement period of the regitw, frontier conditions imposed upon
the family and slaves during Native American hast# would have precluded any attempt
at developing a separate slave quarter isolated fh@ comparative safety of Donelson’s
fortified station. The ranges of use representethbydiagnostic materials included with the
Donelson slave burials suggest the cemetery amdtiassd slave quarter were probably

developed at about the same time as the Mansieriirgh Donelson home built after Captain
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Donelson’s station. There is little evidence that af the excavated burials occurred any

earlier than about 1810, the construction date rgdélgegiven for construction of the
Mansion. The absence of wrought nails and othdieediagnostic artifacts within the
burial assemblage support this conclusion.

Historically, the Donelson slave cemetery genenaligrors the period of use for the
white Donelson Cemetery relocated to Hermitage €&hinom the Donelson farm in the
1940s. The earliest reputed burial in that cengetas about 1803, although the earliest
dated gravemarker from that cemetery was of Seenelsondated 1818.

In conclusion, the mortuary patterns documenteédeaDonelson slave cemetery are
regionally significant when viewed as a model foderstanding the formation, use, and
abandonment of slave cemeteries on early nineteemtury farms and plantations of
Middle Tennessee. Similar mortuary patterns caprbdicted on other plantations and large
farms within the region. It is hoped that the camgive patterns discussed in this thesis can
be used to help historians and archaeologiststimeistudies of slavery and its associated

burial practices in the Cumberland region.
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