Reverend M.L. Latta House Site 1. Introduction

1. INTRODUCTION

This report presents the findings of an intensive archaeological investigation of the 1.97-acre
Reverend M.L. Latta House Site (31WA1765**) located at 1001 Parker Street in Raleigh, North
Carolina (Figure 1.1). This investigation was conducted by Environmental Services, Inc., (ESI)
of Raleigh, North Carolina, for the City of Raleigh (City) and the Raleigh Historic Districts
Commission (RHDC).

The M.L. Latta House Site is located in the historic African-American Oberlin neighborhood of
Raleigh and was the home of the Reverend M.L. Latta, who founded Latta University with the
purpose of educating underprivileged and orphan children in Raleigh’s African-American
community. Latta University was founded in the 1892 and operated until around 1920. By the
late twentieth century, the only remaining structure associated with the university was the
Reverend’s former house. The house was designated a Raleigh Historic Landmark in 1993 by
the City Council (Ordinance No. [1993] 305) and listed in the National Register of Historic
Places (National Register) in 2002. Regrettably, the house at the site was destroyed by fire in
2007. Currently the M.L. Latta House Site comprises 1.97 acres and is owned by the City of
Raleigh under the management of the Parks and Recreation Department.

The main goal of the assessment was to identify and assess the significance of archaeological
deposits, if any, related to the occupation of the site by the Reverend Latta, his family, and Latta
University. A second goal was to advise the City and the RHDC on if the property could be
redesignated a Raleigh Historic Landmark (RHL) should significant archaeological deposits be
encountered.  Typically, “significant” cultural resources are those meeting the criteria of
eligibility for listing in the National Register, as defined in 36 CFR 60.4 and in consultation with
the North Carolina State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO). For this project, the National
Register criteria for significance are used as a guideline with the Raleigh City Code Section 10-
1053(a) and the RHDC Design Guidelines for Raleigh Historic Districts (Guidelines; 2001)
taking precedence. All fieldwork was designed to comply with guidelines established by the
Office of the Secretary of the Interior of the United States. The following report was prepared in
accordance with federal and state guidelines.

Background research was conducted at the North Carolina Office of State Archaeology (OSA)
and the North Carolina State Archives, among others, as well as through informant interview.
Field methods used during the investigation included shovel testing on a 10-meter (32.8-feet)
grid and the excavation of three 1-x-1 meter (3.28-x-3.28 feet) excavation units. Field
investigations occurred during January and February 2009 and were conducted by Scott Seibel,
who served as Principal Investigator, Terri Russ, and Matt Postlewaite.
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2. ENVIRONMENTAL BACKGROUND
Physiography and Geology

The small project area is in the Piedmont physiographic province. The landscape of the region is
gently sloping to rolling and contains drainages bordered by moderately steep slopes (USDA
1970:1); the project area is gently sloping. Underlying geology is composed of intrusive granitic
rocks dating to the Middle and Late Paleozoic (NCGS 1991). Elevations within the project area
range from a low of 390 feet amsl to a high of 420 feet amsl.

Hydrology

The project area lies within the Neuse River drainage basin. The project area drains north and
west into an ephemeral tributary drainage of Southeast Prong Beaverdam Creek, which is a
tributary of Crabtree Creek. Crabtree Creek flows into the Neuse River.

Soils

Soil development is dependent upon biotic and abiotic factors that include past geologic
activities, nature of parent material, environmental and human influences, plant and animal
activity, age of sediments, climate, and topographic position. A general soil association contains
one or more mapping units occupying a unique natural landscape position. The project area
occurs within the Cecil soil association. The soils within this association are gently sloping to
steep, deep, well drained soils that have a subsoil of firm red clay and are derived mostly from
gneiss and schist (USDA 1970). The map units (soil series) are named for the major soil or soils
within the unit, but may have minor inclusions of other soils. Soil maps of Wake County show
two related soil units occurring within the project area (USDA 1970). These are described in
Table 2.1.

Table 2.1: Project Area Soils

Wake County
Name Code Slope Drainage Landform
Cecil sandy loam, eroded CeB2 2-6% Moderately well | Low stream terraces
Cecil sandy loam, eroded CeC2 6-10% Well Piedmont uplands

Vegetative Communities

The project area encompasses a single vegetative community, both natural and human-affected.
Distribution and composition of plant communities reflect landscape-level variations in
topography, soils, hydrology, and past and present land use practices. When appropriate, plant
community names have been adopted and modified from the North Carolina Natural Heritage
Program (NCNHP) classification system (Schafale and Weakley 1990). The single plant
community occurring within the project area is briefly described below.
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Reverend M.L. Latta House Site 2.Environmental Background

Maintained Land

These areas result from previous human disturbances and include land subject to periodic
mowing and other maintenance activities. The entire project area can be considered
maintained/disturbed due to the presence of tended gardens, decorative plantings, stone features
around trees and bushes, and mown grassy areas.

Wildlife

The following descriptions are summarized from Martof et al. (1980), Menhenick (1991), Hamel
(1992), Rohde et al. (1994), and Palmer and Braswell (1995).

Terrestrial

Mammals expected to occur in and around the project area include raccoon (Procyon lotor), gray
squirrel (Sciurus carolinensis), and Virginia opossum (Didelphis virginiana). Reptile species
expected include, but are not limited to, black racer (Coluber constrictor), eastern box turtle
(Terrapene carolina), green anole (Anolis carolinensis), rough green snake (Opheodrys
aestivus), ground skink (Scincella lateralis), and rat snake (Elaphe obsoleta). Terrestrial or
aboreal amphibians expected to occur in and around the project area include such species as
southern leopard frog (Rana utricularia) and spring peeper (Pseudacris crucifer). Avian species
expected include great blue heron (Ardea herodias), red-shouldered hawk (Buteo lineatus), blue
jay (Cyanocitta cristata), American crow (Corvus brachyrhynchos), common yellowthroat
(Geothlypis trichas), and various warblers (Dendroica spp.), among others.

Land Use and Existing Conditions

Currently, the project area is park-like, with scattered mature hardwood trees and young planted
trees and shrubs with a maintained grass understory (Figure 2.1, top). The frontage along
Parker Street includes a low stone wall, and small garden areas are scattered throughout the
project area (Figure 2.1, bottom). Previously, the project area was the yard of a domestic
occupation and the grounds of Latta University.
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3. CULTURAL BACKGROUND
Historic Period

During the Colonial period, the area of present-day Wake County was largely uninhabited
wilderness. Though John Lawson may have passed through the area in 1701, settlers remained
few until at least the mid-eighteenth century (Murray 1983:8; Gunn and Stanyard 1998:41). As
open land in the coastal plain began to be occupied, many people moved up the river valleys into
the Piedmont. In 1746, Johnston County, which included what is now Wake County, was
established. By the 1750s, a trading post, ordinary, and church had been established near the
Falls of the Neuse (Murray 1983:35, 99).

As the population in the Piedmont continued to grow, new counties were formed. Wake County
was established in 1771, but remained a scarcely inhabited backwater until 1792, when the
General Assembly resolved to establish a permanent state capital in the county. Prior to the
establishment of a permanent seat of government, the General Assembly met in whatever town
the governor lived. The capital city was laid out on a thousand acres purchased from Joel Lane
and named in honor of Sir Walter Raleigh (Powell 1989:212).

After the establishment of Raleigh, population growth in Wake County centered on the new
capital city (Gunn and Stanyard 1998:44). Despite its new political importance, Wake County,
like much of the rest of the Piedmont, suffered from a lack of reliable transportation. Roads
were few, and those that existed were usually poorly maintained, and rivers and other waterways
were the main avenues of transportation and trade. As a result, farming was the primary
livelihood in the county during the late eighteenth century. The agricultural economy was
supplemented by gristmills that were built along the numerous streams in the region.

Finally, in the late 1830s, improvements in transportation began to manifest themselves in Wake
County. Railroad lines were planned that would connect Raleigh and other points in the county
with the shipping centers on the North Carolina coast and with Richmond, Virginia (Powell
1989:286-287). As a result, large cotton plantations came to dominate agricultural production
in the county. Also, large mills, including the largest paper mill in the state, began to prosper
(Gunn and Stanyard 1998:44).

The construction of the North Carolina Railroad through St. Mary’s Township, to the southeast
of Raleigh, in the 1850s brought economic prosperity to that fertile agricultural area. Because
both cotton and tobacco flourished in the area’s soils, some of the county’s largest plantations
were located in St. Mary’s Township (Lally 1994: 408).

During the early years of the Civil War, Wake and other Piedmont counties were centers of
shelter for refugees fleeing the military strife in the Coastal Plain (Powell 1989:358). For much
of the war, Raleigh and Wake County were spared the physical tolls of war. During March and
April 1865, Union General William Sherman marched through North Carolina, taking city after
city and heading for Raleigh. After General Lee surrendered at Appomattox on 11 April 1865,
representatives of the North Carolina government met with General Sherman to ask that Raleigh
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be spared the destruction that had accompanied the fall of Atlanta, Columbia and other Southern
cities. Two days later, on April 13, Sherman had established his headquarters in Raleigh.

The era of Reconstruction brought many changes to the North Carolina Piedmont. Chief among
them was the removal of the slavery system. Because the available labor force for working the
farms was reduced, large tracts of land were taken out of production. Consequently, much of
this fallow land was sold by larger planters, which resulted in an increased number of small
farms. A related change in rural lifeways during the late nineteenth century was the rise of
tenant farming (Powell 1989:419).

Despite the changes in agricultural production methods, cotton continued to be the predominant
crop of the region into the 1870s. By the 1880s, the production of brightleaf tobacco began to
overtake cotton production as the chief agricultural activity in Wake County (Gunn and Stanyard
1998:45). In 1883, the town of Garner was incorporated along the North Carolina Railroad line.

Agriculture remained the dominant economic force in Wake County through the early years of
the twentieth century. Due to the appearance of the automobile early in the century, many roads
were improved by sand/clay surfacing. During the 1920s, the “Good Roads” program led to the
paving of roads throughout the county, making transportation easier.

During the 1950s, plans were begun to construct a research and industrial center in central North
Carolina. In December 1958 the Research Triangle Foundation was incorporated and began to
purchase land in Wake and Durham counties. Within two years, the Research Triangle Park
(RTP) had been established and many companies began to move into the region.

The establishment of the Research Triangle Park (RTP) led to dramatic changes in the economy
and population of Wake County. By century’s end, agriculture, which had been dominant for
two centuries, had been eclipsed by the varied enterprises in RTP as the economic lifeblood of
Wake County. In addition, the growth of RTP led to rapid population growth in the region. The
population growth in turn led to improvements to infrastructure, including the construction of I-
40 and the proposed Triangle Transit Authority light rail system.

Project Specific History

Historic Oberlin Village

A detailed history of Oberlin Village can be found in Culture Town: Life in Raleigh's African
American Communities, written by Linda Harris Edmisten and Linda Simmons-Henry and
published in 1993. The following is summarized from that publication.

Following the end of the Civil War, 149 acres of property northwest of Raleigh owned by
Duncan Cameron, a politician and banker who reportedly had owned nearly 1,900 slaves (1,900),
were subdivided and sold to freed slaves. In 1866, James E. Harris, a former slave of
Cameron’s, established Oberlin Village, named for Oberlin College in Ohio, which he had
attended. Oberlin Village became a close-knit community of homes, businesses, schools, and
churches. During the early and mid-twentieth century, suburban development began expanding
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into Oberlin, following annexation of the area by the City of Raleigh in 1922 and especially after
the construction of the Cameron Village shopping center in 1949. Recent in-fill development
and redevelopment projects have begun to “gentrify” the area, further weakening the old
community fabric. The presence of a strong African-American community in Oberlin Village
must have been a major reason why Reverend Latta decided to locate Latta University on a farm
in the area.

Much of Oberlin was listed as a historic district in the National Register in 2002. Containing
almost 100 contributing structures with a period of significance from 1865-1952, the district was
considered eligible under Criteria A, B. and C. The National Register nomination form for
Oberlin is attached to this report as Appendix A.

Reverend M.L. Latta and Latta University

Reverend Latta wrote an autobiography that contains the most detailed presentation of his life
titled The History of My Life and Work: Autobiography of Rev. M.L. Latta, A.M., D.D. and
published in 1903 (Latta 1903). An electronic version of the book is available from the
University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill (http://docsouth.unc.edu/neh/latta/latta.html). Much
of this general overview of the Reverend’s life is taken from that book. Some information was
also found in the National Register nomination form for the Latta House. A copy of the form is
attached as Appendix B.

Morgan London Latta was born into slavery in 1853 at Fishdam, one of the quarters of the
Cameron Plantation in Durham County. Although a slave as a child, he was able to attend
school, albeit on an irregular basis. A few years after he and his family were emancipated, Latta
and his cousin both attended Shaw University in Raleigh where, after years of economic
hardship, he obtained a second class certificate and later a first class certificate. He spent some
time teaching school at one of the Cameron quarters between sessions, and also taught classes as
an assistant teacher and at district schools, among other places, after getting the first class
certificate. According to the autobiography, prior to 1903 he had taught at public schools for
nearly 20 years. He also worked various jobs including selling sewing machines and canvassing
for the proposed Lynchburg and Durham Railroad.

According to the Wake County Marriage Index, Morgan Latta filed for a marriage license with
Eliza Evans in 1885. However, this license was not used, and he later married a former student
named Laura, though the location where the marriage occurred is not known. They moved to
Raleigh in 1890.

Prior to the establishment of the university, Reverend Latta owned four properties, one in
Durham, two in Braggtown (northeast of Durham), and one in Raleigh, some of which were
occupied by family members. When beginning his attempts to form Latta University, he wrote
that he received positive support from the white community but a large amount of resistance
from the “colored” community. The university was incorporated on 15 February 1894, though
the property had been bought in 1891 and the school founded in 1892. By 1903, the property
was nearly 300 acres in size.
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The Reverend reported in his autobiography that thousands of students had attended the
university. According to the book, there were 23 buildings on campus and a capacity to
accommodate 1,400 students, though a fire had destroyed three buildings, including the library.
However, the Second Annual Catalogue of the Officers and Students of Latta University,
Oberlin, North Carolina, 1893-1894 lists only 92 students during that school year. Men were
charged $6.75 per month while women were charged $5.75. Debt was an on-going problem with
funding the operations, and the Reverend often had to raise additional funds from friends and the
public. The Industrial Department operated an industrial farm where students could work and
receive free room and board as well as earn up to $10 per month. Admission was allowed only
to those 17 years of age or older. A full session of the Industrial School ran 10 months and
taught such skills as carpentry and brick laying for the men and laundry and house work for the
women. Students who intended to work their way through school were only allowed to attend
Night School. Many of the Latta University graduates went on to obtain Board of Education
certification to teach at public schools.

Latta University was closed around 1922, when Latta sold the majority of the property in
December to the Parker and Hunter Realty Company. In 1923, Latta repurchased the lot on
which his house stood, but was forced to give the property up to the Federal Corporation in
Richmond, Virginia in 1931, which sold it at auction (see Wake County Deed Book 409 Pages
191, 194; Wake County Deed Book 414 Page 164; Wake County Deed Book 596 Page 490; and
Wake County Deed Book 648 Page 246). Following this, the Lattas moved to Philadelphia,
Pennsylvania, where Morgan Latta died sometime between 1935 and 1945.

Latta House

The following architectural description is taken from the National Register nomination form for
the Latta House, on file at the North Carolina State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO). The
nomination form suggests that the house that stood until 2007 replaced the first house around
1905. However, it cannot be dismissed that elements of the first one-story house was retained
and its fabric incorporated into the larger house. It should be noted that throughout this report,
the term “first Latta House” will be used to refer to the original one-story house on the property.
Any reference to the “Latta House” refers to the ca. 1905 house or to its former footprint.

The Latta House is a substantial, two-story Queen Anne style residence with a
Tuscan order wraparound porch. The circa 1905 house has irregular massing
and roof typical of the Queen Anne style. The facade, which faces east, features
two, front-facing gables connected by a cross gable, all of which have deep
cornice returns and diamond-shaped attic vents. The front-facing gable on the
north side of the main block of the house projects forward. The south elevation of
the house is reminiscent of a typical tri-gable house with a central gable located
on the side gable main roof. The central gable is accented by a diamond shaped
attic vent. This elevation is symmetrical with two windows on each level. The
north elevation is quite simple, being three bays wide with a side gable roof. A
small one-story, hip roof addition is located at the western (rear) corner. The
overall plan of the house features a central hall accessed via an entry on the
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eastern facade. The hall is flanked by two large rooms on each side with
additional rooms at the rear.

The roof of the house is slate and is pierced by two corbelled chimneys. The
house originally had an open, brick pier foundation which has now been
enclosed. The exterior is clad in weatherboards. Windows in the main block of
the house are twelve-over-one and six-over-one. The one-story front porch
follows the contours of the facade and wraps around the length of the south side
of the house. The porch has a shed roof on its north end and a hip roof at its
termination on the south elevation. The porch incorporates Tuscan columns and
a balustrade with square balusters. The window on the second floor, directly
above the central entrance has been enclosed. The front entry consists of a single
door with a glazed panel above other paneling. The door is surrounded by simple
sidelights and transom with large, rectangular lights.

The west or rear elevation of the house is nearly identical to the front elevation
with two front gables connected by a cross gable. The southern gable projects
farther west than the northern gable. The first floor of this elevation is obscured
by a series of one-story additions or porch enclosures. Directly behind the main
block of the house are two hip-room sections connected by a shed-roofed room.
This complex may have originally been a back porch. On either side of these
enclosures or additions at the northern and southern corners are small shed roof
additions. All additions and/or enclosures are clad in siding which matches that
of the rest of the house. Windows in these areas are six-over-six, three-over-one,
and four-over-four.

The interior of the house is organized around a central hall. The stair rises along
the north wall of the hall in a single run and features a simple newel post with a
ball finial. The hall has plaster walls and two-panel doors into the rooms on
either side of it. Original or historic stenciling can be seen in the two downstairs
rooms on the north side of the hall. The rooms are joined by a double-width
opening with another opening leading to a third room at the western end of the
house. This configuration would seem to mark these rooms as the principal living
areas and suggests that they were intended as the most elegant spaces in the
house. Only one fireplace remains intact in these rooms. Its mantel is extremely
simple with a mantel shelf finished with molding underneath and supported by
simple pilasters at each side. The two rooms on the south side of the house were
not available for survey.

The rear additions, namely the rooms behind the central hall and behind the two
southern rooms are quite plain. The weatherboards on the original exterior walls
were left in place in these spaces, which appear to have been used as storage or
possibly a small bedroom.

On the second floor, there are five bedrooms, two on the south side of the hall and
three on the north side. The central hall has a molded chair rail. The doors on
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this level are five-panel with two vertical panels above and below a horizontal
panel. There are no mantels on this level of the house. Wide baseboards with no
moldings and the relatively simple moldings around doors and windows are found
throughout the house and appear to be original or added during the historic
period.

The demolition of the Latta House quickly following its burning in January 2007 did
compromise the archaeological deposits directly related to the house. While the fire gutted the
house, the entire foundation remained intact. However, when the remains of the house were torn
down, the entire foundation was also removed by heavy machinery. Had the foundation of the
house been avoided by the demolition crew and equipment, the archaeological integrity of the
footprint of the Latta House and the immediately surrounding area would have been less severely
impacted.

Figures 3.1-3.2 show elevation line drawings of each side of the house as it was at the end of the
twentieth century. These drawings were supplied to Environmental Services, Inc. (ESI) by Bill
“Shep” Shepard, an adjacent neighbor and the former caretaker of the Latta House. Photographs
of the north, south, and east elevations can be seen in Figure 3.3 and Figure 3.4, top. Figure
3.4, bottom is a photograph of the house after it burned.

The Raleigh Department of Parks and Recreation collected and accessioned a large amount of
architectural materials from the house after it burned. These materials include:

16 individual bricks

26 55-gallon barrels of bricks

23 pallets of bricks

4 columns

6 groups of wooden boards (totaling 41 boards)
1 groups of wooden rubble (totaling 34 pieces)
1 group of flooring (totaling 11 boards)

1 plaster fragment

1 piece of foundation

Map Research

A number of maps of Wake County and the City of Raleigh were consulted in the hope that they
would help in the identification of potential outbuildings and school buildings related to the Latta
House and/or Latta University. These maps included:

1872 Bird’s Eye View of Raleigh (Drie 1872)

1878 Fendol Bevers (Figure 3.5, top)

1887 A.W. Schaffer (Figure 3.5, bottom)

1904 Wake County Schools (Clements 1904)

1911 W.L. Spoon (Figure 3.6, top)

1914 Wake County Soil Survey (Figure 3.6, bottom; USBS 1914)
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Reverend M.L. Latta House Site 3. Cultural Background

1914 W.G. Simpson

1914 Sanborn Fire Insurance (Figure 3.7, top)
1949 Sanborn Fire Insurance (Figure 3.7, bottom)
1951 United States Geological Survey

While structures were shown in the vicinity of the Latta House on both the 1911 Spoon map
(Figure 3.6, top) and the 1914 Wake County Soil Survey map (Figure 3.6, bottom), neither
map contained enough detail to assist the investigation. The Latta House is not depicted on
Sheet 72 of the 1914 Sanborn Fire Insurance map (Figure 3.7, top); however, other parts of
Latta University are visible. Two buildings are shown to the south of the current project area,
and their shapes suggest that they could correspond to two dormitories (see below). Also to the
south of the current project area between the two dormitory buildings, along the west side of
Parker Street, are depicted three small structures parallel to Parker Street. These may correspond
to the Kindergarten department (see below). Sheet 71 of the 1949 Sanborn Fire Insurance map
(Figure 3.7, bottom) does show the Latta House as well as the property to the east of the house,
though no outbuildings are shown. However, as the map cuts off the western half of the
property, it cannot be determined if any outbuildings were standing to the west of the house at
that time.

Photographic Research

Photographs of the Latta University are rare. The Reverend Latta’s autobiography only contains
seven pictures of the university: the Industrial Training Department (Figure 3.8, top), the
Kindergarten Department (Figure 3.8, bottom), the Chapel and Young Men’s Dormitory
(Figure 3.9, right), the Young Ladies Dormitory (Figure 3.9, left), one of some faculty and
students in front of an unnamed building (not included), the Manual Training Department
(Figure 3.10, top), and the Present Residence of Rev. M.L. Latta (Figure 3.10, bottom). While
there are no landmarks on the first five photographs that would assist in determining the location
of the buildings on the current 2-acre project area, the latter two photographs show the first Latta
House (not the ca. 1905 house) and a number of buildings in its immediate vicinity.

The photograph of the Manual Training Department (Figure 3.10, top) shows the west side of
the first Latta House. Also shown are what appear to be the well house and two other buildings:
a small gable end structure with a shed roof addition that appears to be located close to the well
house and a larger, two-story gable end structure that may be a barn with a fence in front of it in
the distance. A possible roof extension from a third building may extend into the photograph
from the left. There are few clues as to which direction the photographer was facing. However,
from the relationship of the well house to the first Latta House, as well as the barn at the rear of
the picture, which is also seen in another photograph of the house, the photograph appears to be
facing roughly north. While it is difficult to determine the depth of field, it appears that the
smaller structure was located within the current 1.97-acre project area, while the larger barn was
located north of the current property boundary.

The photograph of the first Latta House (Figure 3.10, bottom) is also quite informative. At least
three different buildings are shown around the house. As with the Manual Training Department
photograph, it is not known which direction the photographer was facing, but it is assumed from
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Reverend M.L. Latta House Site 3. Cultural Background

the topography and the location of a building on the right side of the photograph that it is facing
west. The barn shown in the photograph of the Manual Training Department is visible to the
north of the house, and given the perspective, also appears to show it located just north of the
northern edge of the current project area.

To the left of the house on the photograph, two structures are visible in locations that would
place them directly west of the house. The closer of the two structures appears to be a one-story,
gable front building with a rear brick chimney. This may be the same structure that appears as
the edge of a roof in the Manual Training Department picture. Another one-story, gable front
structure is visible farther west. Although the picture is grainy, one or two other structures may
be visible behind the right (northeast) corner of the house, possibly corresponding to the
structure between the house and well house in the Manual Training Department photograph.

In his autobiography, Reverend Latta stated that his garden came to within 20 feet of his kitchen
door and that he preferred land that sloped to the south and east. In neither the Manual Training
Department nor the Present Residence of Rev. M.L. Latta photographs (Figure 3.10) is a garden
visible, though the pictures were obviously taken during winter as there were no leaves on the
trees.

The photograph of the Industrial Training Department suggests the nature of the construction of
the university buildings. A building in the foreground sat on high piers and was covered in
board-and-batten siding. The piers were thin and narrow, and while they appear to be of brick
construction, it is possible that they were wood. In any case, it does not appear that the building
had substantial footings. The three buildings of the Kindergarten Department shown in the
photograph were one-story, side-gabled structures on piers, each with a small central chimney
and a narrow front porch. The small structure in the photography of the Manual Training
Department was covered in ship-lap siding, but the foundation can not be seen.

The photographs of the Young Ladies Dormitory and the Chapel and Young Men’s Dormitory
show that the buildings were of almost identical designs. Each building was a three and one-half
story, gable end building on brick piers. According to Bill “Shep” Shepard, there is speculation
that the two dormitories are actually the same structure. However, the two buildings shown on
the 1914 Sanborn map (Figure 3.7, bottom) associated with Latta University appear to represent
the two dormitories, though the map indicates that the “Residence Hall” was two stories in
height, while the “Dormitory” was three stories in height.

A 1938 aerial photograph of the area was obtained at the North Carolina State Archives (Figure
3.11). It shows two drives leading from Van Dyke Avenue north to the Latta House as well as a
short drive from Parker Avenue leading west to the house. Given the scale and resolution of the
photograph, it is difficult to determine if it shows any outbuildings, as trees and buildings both
appear as fuzzy blobs on the photograph.

Copies of photographs and elevation line drawings of the house obtained from Bill “Shep”
Shepard shed some good information on the location of the house on the lot (see Figures 3.1-
3.4). In particular, trees that were located just off the porch stairs on the eastern side of the house
are still standing and could be recognized in both the photographs and in the field. The

ENVIRONMENTAL 38
/SERVICES, INC.



5 A, |
1938 Aerial of Wake County.

Latta Hose
and Environs

| ’ -

Closeup of Latta House vicinity.

Project: ER08145.00
EE‘F\Q/\I/TSSSME\,'\(I;TAL 1938 Aerial Photograph of the Latta House )
524 S. New Hope Rt:ad . Date: Feb 2009
Raleig‘h North garolina 27610 Rev- M . L . Latta H 0 u Se
o . Drwn/Chkd: MP/SS
{619) 121707 Fex Wake County, North Carolina
i environmentalservicesinc.com Flg ure: 3.

P:\Projects\2008\ER08-145 Latta House\Corel\Fig. 3.l.cdr; 02/02/09; 12:15 PM




Reverend M.L. Latta House Site 3. Cultural Background

photographs and the elevation drawings were used to plot the approximate footprint of the house
with good accuracy on the archaeological plan of the site (see Chapter 6).
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4. RESEARCH DESIGN AND METHODOLOGY

The main goal of the assessment was to identify and assess the significance of archaeological
deposits, if any, related to the occupation of the site by the Reverend Latta, his family, and Latta
University. Additionally, a second goal was to advise the City and the RHDC on if the property
could be redesignated a Raleigh Historic Landmark (RHL) should significant archaeological
deposits be encountered. Work towards these goals included background research, shovel
testing, and the excavation of formal units on the property.

Field Research Design

In order to assess the significance of archaeological deposits, one must first determine if
archaeological deposits are actually present. This is typically accomplished through the
application of a field survey methodology. Close-interval shovel testing was determined to be
the most appropriate field technique to accomplish this. The shovel testing would assist in
identifying areas within the property that had relatively high concentrations of historic period
artifacts and/or had the potential to contain subsurface cultural features. The presence of artifact
concentrations and/or features would point to areas where buildings once stood or where
different activities may have taken place.

Once the presence of archaeological deposits was ascertained, the next step would be to
determine if they retained integrity and if they dated to the occupation of the property by the
Latta family and Latta University. This would be accomplished by the controlled excavation of
formal excavation units in targeted locations. Locations for the placement of excavation units
would be identified through a combination of multiple data sources: areas of high artifact
concentrations, possible subsurface cultural features identified in shovel tests, and the study of
photographs from the Reverend’s autobiography to determine what locations on the property
once contained structures.

Background Research

Background research was conducted at the North Carolina Office of State Archaeology (OSA)
and the North Carolina State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), among others, and included a
search of the North Carolina Archaeological Site Files, a search of the files at the Survey and
Planning Branch of the SHPO, and the examination of historic maps of Wake County. The
autobiography of Reverend Latta, which is available on-line, was perhaps the most important
resource as it contains a number of photographs of Latta University buildings. Members of the
Latta House Foundation also supplied useful photographs and drawings.

Field Methodology

Close Interval Shovel Testing

A 10-meter (32.8-feet) grid centered on a datum of 1000 N, 1000 E was laid out across the entire
1.97-acre property to statistically sample the project area with shovel tests. Shovel tests
measured 30-x-30 centimeters (12-x-12 inches) in size and were excavated according to natural
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stratigraphy to sterile subsoil. All sediments were screened through 0.635-centimeter (0.25-inch)
hardwire mesh. Soil color and texture and notes on the stratigraphic relationship of the artifacts
in the shovel tests were recorded in notebooks carried by field crew. Shovel tests were marked
by pin flags and flagging tape and labeled with grid coordinates. All artifacts recovered from the
shovel tests were placed in bags labeled with provenance information.

Artifact Density Plots

The artifacts recovered from the shovel tests were used to create artifact density plots. These
artifact density plots, along with information collected during the background research phase,
were used to identify the likely locations of former structures associated with and in the vicinity
of the Latta House and guide the placement of formal excavation units. Informative plots are
included as graphics in this report.

Formal Excavation Units

The main goal of the excavation of formal units (described below) was to determine if the Latta
House site contained intact archaeological deposits that would allow for it to be re-designated as
a RHL and if such deposits would contribute to the National Register of Historic Places
(National Register) significance of the property under Criterion D.

Formal units measured 1-x-1 meter (3.28-x-3.28 feet) in size and were excavated in 10-
centimeter (4-inch) arbitrary levels within natural stratigraphic layers. All sediments were
screened through 0.635-centimeter (0.25-inch) hardwire mesh. Soil color and texture and notes
on the stratigraphic relationship of the artifacts in the units were recorded on excavation unit
forms. Excavation units were marked by pin flags and flagging tape and labeled with
consecutive numbers. All artifacts recovered from the excavation units were placed in bags
labeled with provenance information.

Mapping

The topography and physical features of the Latta House site were recorded using a Sokkia Total
Station from a semi-permanent site datum (datum grid coordinates: 1000 N, 1000 E). The
location of the datum was recorded using a Trimble Global Positioning System (GPS) unit to
ensure that the Total Station data was recorded in real-space coordinates in, UTM, NAD 83
coordinates. The locations of all shovel tests, formal excavation units, and cultural features were
recorded using the Total Station for the production of a formal site plan. It should be noted that
while the locational data is of sub-centimeter accuracy and sufficient for archaeological
recordation and reporting, the data is not survey-grade, as Environmental Services, Inc. (ESI) is
not a licensed surveying firm.

Site Recording

ESI recorded the Latta House as a formal archaeological site with the OSA. A North Carolina
Archaeological Site Form was filled out and submitted to the OSA to obtain a site trinomial and
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accession number. The site was formally recorded at the OSA as 31WA1765** and given an
accession number of 2009.0193.

Laboratory Methodology

All field notes, forms, maps, and recovered artifacts were transported to the ESI laboratory in
Raleigh, North Carolina. During fieldwork, a catalogue system was employed to ensure that
provenance data were recorded for each recovered artifact. In the laboratory, all artifacts were
washed with a soft bristle brush and allowed to air dry. No artifact required stabilization or
conservation.  Cultural materials were quantified, analyzed, and rebagged according to
provenance. Historic artifacts included brick, metal, glass, and ceramics, among other types.

Historic artifacts were classified using Orser’s (1988) functional typology (Table 4.1). Orser’s
typology provides a means for interpreting the relative importance of specific artifact classes at
the site. Within this system, historic artifacts were analyzed according to material type and
function, when possible. One additional category, 6. Unknown, was added to the functional
typology to better capture unidentified artifacts. An additional subcategory has been added to
the labor category, 5c. Household, to capture artifacts used during household work, i.e cleaning
products, etc.

Table 4.1: Functional Typology (modified from Orser 1988)

1. Foodways
a. Procurement — Ammunition, fishhooks, fishing weights, etc.

b. Preparation — Baking pans, cooking vessels, large knives, etc.

c. Service — Fine earthenware, flatware, tableware, etc.

d. Storage — Coarse earthenware, stoneware, glass bottles, canning jars, bottle stoppers, etc.
e. Remains — Floral, faunal

2. Clothing
a. Fasteners — Buttons, eyelets, snaps, hooks, eyes, etc.

b. Manufacture — Needles, pins, scissors, thimbles, etc.
c. Other — Shoe leather, metal shoe shanks, clothes hangers, etc.

3. Household/Structural
a. Architectural/Construction — Nails, flat glass, spikes, mortar, bricks, slate, etc.
b. Hardware — Hinges, tacks, nuts, bolts, staples, hooks, brackets, etc.
c. Furnishings/Accessories — Stove parts, furniture pieces, lamp parts, fasteners, etc.

4. Personal
a. Medicinal — Medicine bottles, droppers, etc.
b. Cosmetic — Hairbrushes, hair combs, jars, etc.
c. Recreational — Smoking pipes, toys, musical instruments, souvenirs, etc.
d. Monetary — Coins, etc.
e. Decorative — Jewelry, hairpins, hatpins, spectacles, etc.
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f. Other — Pocketknives, fountain pens, pencils, ink wells, etc.

5. Labor
a. Agricultural — Barbed wire, horse shoes, harness buckles, hoes, plow blades, scythe blades,
etc.
b. Industrial — Tools, etc.
¢. Household — Household cleaning products, Iron, etc.

6. Unknown

Historic artifacts were analyzed according to material type and function, when possible. Vessel
morphology (i.e. bowl, plate, etc.) as well as the type of fragment (basal/footing, neck, rim/lip,
body, etc.) were noted whenever possible for glass and ceramics. If necessary, specific
references for bottle glass, nails, and other miscellaneous items were consulted (cf. Ellis 1997,
Tremont Nail Company n.d.; Israel 1993).

An attempt was made to classify all historic ceramics according to published pottery types. (i.e.
whiteware, pearlware, stoneware, etc.). Those shards not easily recognized were assigned a
descriptive name based on surface treatment and paste. Diagnostic ceramic types and maker’s
marks, when present, were used to determine relative dates for site activities.

Curation

All artifacts recovered and ancillary documents (field notes, maps, etc.) produced during the
project are the property and responsibility of the Raleigh Historic Districts Commission (RHDC)
and the City of Raleigh (City). Artifacts recovered during this investigation will be processed
using standard techniques according to Archaeological Curation Standards and Guidelines
(OSA 1995). Artifacts and project documents will be stored temporarily at ESI’s laboratory
facility until space is available for permanent curation in a facility maintained by the City or their
designee.

Archaeological Site Descriptions

Archaeological site descriptions contain a variety of information generally based on fields
included on North Carolina Archaeological Site Forms, much of it presented in a succinct bullet
format. Categories in the bullet format include: Site size; topography; elevation; environmental
setting; soil type; nearest water; surface visibility; field procedures; cultural affiliation; site
function; and site integrity. Each site description also includes a detailed description of the work
conducted at the site and the type of materials, etc. encountered. Also given are a listing of the
artifacts recovered from the site separated by component and context and recommendations for
the site (no further work, avoidance, testing, etc.).

When reporting the number of shovel tests excavated at a site under the field procedures heading,
all shovel tests used to both test the integrity of subsurface deposits and to delineate the
boundaries of a site are included. For example, if a shovel test contains cultural material, but two
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tests on either side of the positive test do not contain cultural material, they are included in the
shovel test count as they were used to delineate the boundary of the site.

Archaeological Site Evaluation

Raleigh Historic Landmark Designation

The RHDC, created in 1973 (from a predecessor organization established in 1961), serves as the
City's official historic preservation advisory body. The RHDC is charged with recommending
properties or areas within the Raleigh city limits as local historic landmarks to the City Council,
as well as reviewing exterior changes to designated landmarks. A local historic landmark site
can include individual buildings, above-ground or subsurface remains, archaeological sites,
areas, or objects that have historical, architectural, archaeological, or cultural significance.

In addition to the report of archaeological investigations at the Latta House site, ESI has issued
recommendations based on National Register criteria regarding the eligibility of the Latta House
archaeological site as a Raleigh Historic Landmark (RHL). A RHL application was prepared
and submitted to the staff of the RHDC. The RHL recommendation consists of a summary of the
Final Report and includes a brief description of the property proposed for redesignation, a
statement of significance of the area proposed for designation, pertinent historical information,
and applicable maps and photographs.

The RHDC has requested an analysis of a program through which archaeological landmark sites
can be administered, including design guidelines and relevant Certificate of Appropriateness
(COA) processes. The existing RHDC Design Guidelines for Raleigh Historic Districts
(Guidelines; 2001) provides extensive guidelines for the planning and review of exterior changes
to properties. While the majority of these guidelines and the corresponding COA application are
more applicable to above ground historic resources such as individual structures, Section 2.2 of
the Guidelines offers procedures for protection of significant archaeological resources. Chapter
6 reviews the five archaeology review guidelines and offers suggestions to expand the
appropriate design guidelines and COA assessment for archaeological sites.

National Register Eligibility Criteria

Projects using federal monies, requiring federal permitting, or under the jurisdiction of a federal
agency are subject to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. Under Section 106,
in order for a site, building, etc., to be considered a significant historic property, it must meet one
or more of four specific criteria established in 36 CFR Part 60, National Register of Historic
Places, and 36 CFR Part 800, Protection of Historic Properties. The evaluation of a prehistoric
or historic archaeological site for inclusion in the National Register rests largely on its research
potential, that is, its ability to contribute important information through preservation and/or
additional study (Criterion D).

While this project is not subject to Section 106, the National Register criteria are useful
guidelines for determining the significance of archaeological sites in the absence of other criteria.
As such, the National Register criteria for evaluation are presented for informational purposes:
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The quality of significance in American history, architecture, archaeology,
engineering, and culture is present in districts, sites, buildings, structures, and
objects that possess integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship,
feeling, and association, and;

e Criterion A: Properties that are associated with events that have made a
significant contribution to broad patterns of our history;

e Criterion B: Properties that are associated with the lives of persons
significant in our past;

e Criterion C: Properties that embody the distinctive characteristics of a type,
period, or method of construction, or that represent the work of a master, or
that possess high artistic values, or that represent a significant and
distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction; and

e Criterion D: Properties that have yielded, or may be likely to yield, important
information in prehistory or history.

Evaluation of Archaeological Sites

While many archaeological sites are recommended as eligible to the National Register under
Criterion D, the evaluation criteria under Criterion D are somewhat ill-defined. In order to
clarify the issue of site importance, the following attribute evaluations add a measure of
specificity that can be used in assessing site significance and NRHP eligibility:

a. Site Integrity — Does the site contain intact cultural deposits or is it disturbed?

b. Preservation — Does the site contain material suited to in-depth analysis and/or
absolute dating such as preserved features, botanical and/or faunal remains, or
human skeletal remains?

c. Uniqueness — Is the information contained in the site redundant in comparison
to that available from similar sites, or do the remains provide a unique or
insightful perspective on research concerns of regional importance?

d. Relevance to Current and Future Research — Would additional work at this site
contribute to our knowledge of the past? Would preservation of the site protect
valuable information for future studies? While this category is partly a summary
of the above considerations, it also recognizes that a site may provide valuable
information regardless of its integrity, preservation, or uniqueness.
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5. RESULTS OF INVESTIGATIONS

As a result of the investigation, 82 shovel tests and three formal excavation units were dug
resulting in the recordation of six features and collection of 3,025 artifacts. Figure 5.1 shows a
plan of the property with the former footprint of the house superimposed, including the locations
of all shovel tests and excavation units, as well as other applicable landscape features such as
Parker Street, currently extant large hardwood trees that may have been on the property between
1890 and 1930, and topography. The detailed artifact analysis can be found in Appendix C.

31WA1765** (Reverend M.L. Latta House and Latta University)

Site Size: 1.97 acres (7,972 m%)

Topography: Upland Slope

Elevation: 390-420 feet amsl

Environmental Setting: Maintained

Soil Type: CeB2/CeC2 - Cecil sandy loam, eroded, 2-10 percent slopes
Nearest Water: Southeast Prong Beaverdam Creek, 370 meters west
Surface Visibility: Poor

Field Procedure: Shovel testing (n=82) and excavation units

Cultural Affiliation: ca. 1894-2007

Site Function: Domestic, Other (Educational)

Site Description:

Shovel Testing

Shovel testing was conducted on a 10-meter (32.8-feet) grid aligned to magnetic north. Of the
82 total shovel tests dug, 62 yielded a total of 867 artifacts. Artifact counts in the positive shovel
tests ranged from lows of 1 to a high of 75. The average artifact density in the positive shovel
tests was approximately 14 artifacts per shovel test.

A summary of the artifacts recovered from the shovel tests classified using the Orser typology
(Table 4.1) can be seen in Table 5.1. While an attempt was made in the analysis to identify
modern artifacts that were not affiliated with the Latta occupation, not all of the artifacts
classified using the Orser typology were deposited during the Latta occupation. However, due to
the wide range of time during which some artifact types were (and are) made, such as clear and
amber bottle glass, it was not possible to fully determine which artifacts date to between 1890
and ca. 1920, the time period of the Latta occupation.

Architectural/Construction artifacts (Orser 3a.) such as nails and window glass and General
Foodways artifacts (Orser 1., no subcategory) such as curved glass were the most common
artifacts. Specific foodways items included whiteware and porcelain from serving dishes, a
spoon, bottle and jar glass, and faunal materials including animal bone, oyster shell, and clam
shell. Clothing-related artifacts consisted of a glass button and a metal snap. Personal artifacts
included fragments from medicine bottles, shoe shine bottles, fragments from old, single-sided
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shellac records, and a piece of decorative glass, possibly from costume jewelry. Labor related
artifacts included barbed wire, a wrench, and an iron padlock with a brass mechanism.

Table 5.1: Summary of Artifacts Recovered from Shovel Testing

Orser Categories. Total Artifacts (n=867)

1. Foodways (n=348)

c. Service (n=49)

Whiteware, porcelain, semiporcelain, spoon,

d. Storage (n=42)

Bottle glass, soda bottle glass, liquor bottle glass,
jar glass, stoneware, milk glass canning lids

e. Remains (n=15)

Animal bone, oyster shell, clam shell

--- General Foodways (n=242)

Curved glass, unidentified ceramic

2. Clothing (n=2)

| a. Fasteners (n=2)

Glass button, metal snap

3. Household/Structural (n=355)

a. Architectural/Construction (n=343)

Brick, mortar, painted plaster, cut nails, wire nails,
roofing nails, unidentified nails, slate shingles,
cement slab, cement block, flat window pane
glass, painted wood

b. Hardware (n=4)

Bolt, staple, strap handle, flat head screw

c. Furnishings/Accessories (6)

Flower pot, lamp glass

--- General Household/Structural (n=2)

Cuprous sheet, threaded iron pipe fitting

4. Personal (n=16)

a. Medicinal (n=2)

Medicine bottles

b. Cosmetic (n=2)

Shoe polish bottles

c. Recreational (n=3)

One-sided shellac records, pipe bowl

e. Decorative (n=2)

Decorative glass, sea shell

--- General Personal (n=7)

Colored glass (agua, blue, black, milk)

5. Labor (n=49)
a. Agricultural (n=2) Barbed wire
b. Industrial (n=1) Wrench

--- General Labor (n=46)

Padlock, clinker, coal, cuprous wire, hook

6. Unknown (n=13)

Unknown (n=13)

Unidentifiable metal and glass, gasket?, charcoal,
melted glass, laminate item, mica

X. Modern (n=47)

--- General Modern

Colt 45 bottle, aluminum foil, aluminum can,
plastic, composite shingle, PVC pipe, straw

Three of the shovel tests encountered possible subsurface cultural features: ST 1015N 1010E, ST
1015N 980E, and ST 1025N 970E. All of the possible features extended beyond the shovel test
boundaries, making description of the features difficult. All three shovel tests and possible
features were targeted for the placement of formal excavation units.

Spatial Patterning

Plots of the raw artifact counts from the shovel tests by Orser categories were made in order to
identify potential activity areas and former structure locations. The plot of the total artifacts
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Reverend M.L. Latta House Site 5. Results of Investigation

recovered from the shovel tests (Figure 5.2, top) showed the greatest concentration along the
western edge of the house to the well, with a second significant concentration in ST 1025N
960E, which was placed in a mounded area. A small concentration of artifacts spatially distinct
from the rest of the site was identified in the northeastern corner of the site centered on ST
1015N 1050E.

A plot of all Architectural/Construction artifacts (Orser 3a.) found a dense concentration
centered on STs 995N 1000E and 1005N 1000E. This concentration was found in the southwest
corner of the former location of the Latta House and was likely deposited both during
construction of the house and during its demolition. Additional concentrations were identified to
the north and east of the former location of the house, most likely corresponding to the locations
of structures shown in historic photographs.

Individual artifact types from the Architectural/Construction subcategory (Orser 3a.) were
plotted in an attempt to refine the identification of former structures. These categories included
brick, mortar, nails, flat (window) glass and slate shingles. Brick fragments were rare, with no
shovel test yielding more than two pieces. Three “concentrations” of brick fragments were
identified (Figure 5.2, bottom). One concentration corresponded to the house, but two
additional concentrations were noted to the east and northeast of the house: one including 1005N
960E and 1005N 970E and the other including 1025N 970E and 1025N 980E. Brick was also
recovered in the southwest corner of the lot in ST 975N 940E and to the northeast of the house in
STs 1015N 1030E and 1025N 1040E.

Mortar was quite rare and found only in two locations, the along the western side of the house to
the well (STs 1005N 1000E and 1015N 990E) and to the northeast of the house in ST 1015N
1050E (Figure 5.3, top). The main concentration of nails was observed in ST 1015N 1000E,
which corresponds to the northwest corner of the house. Nails were also found to the south of
the house and to the northwest of the house along the 980E line (Figure 5.3, bottom). Window
glass was most densely concentrated around the house (Figure 5.4, top). However, it was also
found in numerous locations to the west of the house, roughly along the 1025N line and the 960E
line. Slate shingle fragments were also found centered on the house, though a few fragments
were also found to the northwest centered on ST 1025N 970E (Figure 5.4, bottom).

The various plots of architectural artifact types, most specifically brick, flat (window) glass, and
nails, show that archaeological remains are present that were associated with the Latta University
buildings that were located to the west and northwest of the Latta House. As seen in both
photographs shown in Figure 3.10, at least three buildings and the well house were located in
this area, and based on the distribution of brick and flat glass, likely more buildings were also
located in the vicinity as well.

The plot of all Foodways (Orser 1.) artifacts identified the greatest concentration centered on and
to the south and east of ST 1025N 970E. A second concentration was identified along the 1000E
line of shovel tests from 985N to 1025N. A third, small concentration was identified at ST
1015N 1050E. When Service (Orser 1c.) artifacts (Figure 5.5, top) and Storage (Orser 1d.)
artifacts (Figure 5.5, bottom) were plotted separately, they appear to have spatially distinct
concentrations. Service artifacts were most prevalent around ST 1015N 970E and thence to the
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Reverend M.L. Latta House Site 5. Results of Investigation

southeast in along the 1005N line to the west side of the house, southeast of the well. Service
artifacts were also found to the south of the house along the 1000E line. The main concentration
of service artifacts was surrounded by two large concentrations of Storage artifacts (Orser 1d.).
One concentration was in STs 1005N 960E and 1005N 970E, while the other was in STs 1015N
980E, 1025N 970E, and 1025N 980E. Minor concentrations of storage artifacts were also
recovered just east of the well, in the northwest corner of the project area near ST 1035N 960E,
to the southwest of the house near ST 995N 990E, and near the southern side of the project area
in STs 985N 970E and 975N 970E. As a general rule, service artifacts were found closer to the
house, while storage artifacts were found farther away from the house.

Food Remains (Orser 1e.) were found in three different areas: near the house, to the southwest of
the house, and to the northwest of the house (Figure 5.6, top). Animal bone was most common
in STs 995N 1000E and 995N 1010E, just off the front porch of the house. A small bone
fragment was recovered in ST 1005N 1000E, while ST 1035N 980E contained a large long bone
fragment from a mid-sized mammal, possibly from a pig or a sheep. Oyster shell was recovered
in ST 975N 970E, while clam shell was found in ST 1025N 950E.

Only two Clothing items (Orser 2.) were recovered during the shovel testing (Figure 5.6,
bottom). A glass button was found in ST 995N 1030E, while a metal snap was recovered from
ST 975N 980E. Personal artifacts (Orser 4.) were found in a main concentration to the northwest
and north of the house (Figure 5.7, top). Concentrations were also found along the edge of the
house, just off the two porches, and in an area about 20 meters (65 feet) to the southwest of the
house. Of the 14 shovel tests that contained personal artifacts, only ST 1025N 970E in the
northwestern concentration yielded more than one artifact; specifically this shovel test contained
three, including a whole shoe polish bottle and two fragments from a single-sided shellac record.
It was in this shovel test that a possible cultural feature was encountered.

The main concentration of Labor (Orser 5.) artifacts were found around the house (Figure 5.7,
bottom), which a second concentration to the west and northwest of the well. A large padlock
was found in ST 1025N 1010E, just north of the house, and a wrench came from ST 1025N
990E, just north of the well. Two pieces of barbed wire both came from ST 1025N 970E.
Twenty-four pieces of “clinker” and 15 pieces of coal were also recovered as part of the Labor
category. While most was in the vicinity of the house, coal and clinker were also found in a
small concentration in STs 1025N 970E and 1015N 980E to the west of the well.

Excavation Units

Three excavation units were placed at shovel tests where possible subsurface cultural features
had been encountered (Figures 5.1 and 5.8). Additionally, all three of these shovel tests were in
areas of higher relative artifact concentrations and in the north and northwest portions of the site
where evidence suggests that the house and many buildings related to Latta University were
located.

Excavation unit 1 (EU 1) was placed with ST 1015N 1010E in the northeast corner of the unit in
order to investigate a possible feature (labeled Feature 1) encountered in the shovel test. Based
on the plotting of the former footprint of the house, this EU was located along the northern
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Reverend M.L. Latta House Site 5. Results of Investigation

foundation wall of the house (Figure 5.1). The unit was quite shallow, no more than 8
centimeters deep, with only one soil zone (Strat | — 7.5YR 3/4 dark brown loam) over clay
subsoil (Figure 5.9).

Two features were documented in the unit. Feature 1, which was originally noted in the shovel
test, was revealed to be the blade scars from the trackhoe used to remove the house (Figure 5.9).
Three shallow, parallel scars ran from the northwest to the southeast across the base of the unit.
After these scars were removed, a second feature, Feature 2, was noted in the southwestern
corner of the unit (Figure 5.9). In plan, Feature 2 was about 58 centimeters long along the south
wall of the unit and 41 centimeters long along the west wall of the unit. It extended
approximately 16 centimeters into the subsoil. Feature 2 appears to be a demolition feature
related to the removal of the house foundation.

The artifacts recovered from EU 1, as well as the artifacts from Features 1 and 2, are summarized
in Tables 5.2-5.4, respectively. A total of 257 artifacts were recovered from the unit (Table
5.2), excluding the two features. Architectural items such as brick, nails, and window pane glass
were the most common artifact types, comprising nearly 85 percent of the total recovered. Other
artifacts included small pieces of animal bone, shards of bottle and lamp glass, and pieces of
plastic. Feature 1 contained 39 artifacts, mostly architectural in nature, along with pieces of
charcoal and a fragment of curved glass (Table 5.3). The 35 artifacts recovered from Feature 2
were very similar to those from Feature 1 (Table 5.4).

Table 5.2: Summary of Artifacts Recovered from EU 1

Orser Categories. Total Artifacts (n=257)
1. Foodways (n=13)

d. Storage (n=10) Bottle glass
e. Remains (n=3) Animal bone
3. Household/Structural (n=222)
a. Architectural/Construction (n=218) Brick, mortar, cut nails, wire nails, unidentified
nails, slate shingles, flat window pane glass,
painted wood

c. Furnishings/Accessories (n=4) Electrical porcelain, lamp glass
5. Labor (n=1)
| c. Household (n=1) Clorox bottle glass
6. Unknown (n=17)
| Unknown (n=17) Unidentifiable copper plate, mica, charcoal
X. Modern (n=4)
| --- General Modern Asphalt shingle, styrofoam, plastic

Table 5.3: Summary of Artifacts Recovered from Feature 1

Orser Categories. Total Artifacts (n=39)
1. Foodways (n=5)

e. Remains (n=4) Charcoal

--- General Foodways (n=1) Curved glass
3. Household/Structural (n=28)
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Reverend M.L. Latta House Site 5. Results of Investigation

a. Architectural/Construction (n=28) Mortar, cut nails, wire nails, slate shingles, flat
window pane glass

X. Modern (n=6)
| --- General Modern | Composite shingles

Table 5.4: Summary of Artifacts Recovered from Feature 2

Orser Categories. Total Artifacts (n=35)
1. Foodways (n=7)

d. Storage (n=3) Bottle glass
e. Remains (n=4) Charcoal
2. Clothing (n=1)
| c. Other (n=1) Leather
3. Household/Structural (n=22)
a. Architectural/Construction (n=22) Brick, mortar, painted plaster, wire nails, slate
shingles
5. Labor (n=1)
| --- General Labor (n=1) Clinker
6. Unknown (n=2
| Unknown (n=2) Unidentifiable metal
X. Modern (n=2)
| --- General Modern Composite shingles

EU 2 was placed with ST 1015N 980E in the northeast corner of the unit in order to investigate a
possible feature encountered in the shovel test. A shallow, simple stratigraphy and two cultural
features, Features 3 and 4, were encountered in the unit (Figure 5.10). The unit contained 19-23
centimeters of very dark grayish brown loam (Strat I) over red clay subsoil (Strat I1). Two levels
were excavated within Strat I. Features 3 and 4 were identified at the top of Strat Il. No artifacts
were recovered from either feature. A possible third feature was identified in plan (Feature 5),
but was determined to be non-cultural.

It turned out that the original shovel test had bisected Feature 3. In plan, Feature 3 was ovoid
with a small extension to the north and measured 31 centimeters north-south and 26 centimeters
east-west. In profile (Figure 5.10), it had slightly insloping walls and a rounded base that
terminated at 67 centimeters below datum, 45 centimeters into Strat Il. The fill was a brown
loam with numerous rocks. Feature 4 was round in plan, measuring 12 centimeters north-south
and 14 centimeters east west. In profile (Figure 5.10), it had one straight wall and one insloping
wall and a round base terminating at 47 centimeters below datum, 26 centimeters into Strat I1.
The fill in Feature 4 was dark brown loam. No artifacts were recovered from either feature,
though a number of small cobbles were present in the fill of Feature 3, which could have been
shim stones, used to stabilize a post or structural pier.

As discussed in Chapter 3, above (see Figure 3.8, top), it appeared as if some of the Latta
University buildings sat on wooden post foundations rather than brick or stone piers. The size
and depth of Feature 3 is consistent with what would be expected for a hole containing a
foundation post, which would need to be large in diameter (6-8 inches or 15-20 centimeters) and
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Reverend M.L. Latta House Site 5. Results of Investigation

deeply set. Feature 4 could also be a hole for a foundation post, but its smaller diameter may
suggest a fencepost.

The artifacts recovered from EU 2 are summarized in Table 5.5. Of the 404 artifacts recovered
from the unit, nearly 63 percent (n=253) were categorized in the Orser Foodways category.
These artifacts included service-related items such as whiteware and porcelain ceramic shards
and a glass shard from a drinking glass, a wide array of bottle glass (soda, liquor, and
unidentified), canning items (jar glass and milk glass canning lids), stoneware, earthenware, and
small animal bone fragments. Architectural and construction items such as brick, nails, and
window pane glass were the second most common artifact type, comprising slightly over 28
percent (n=114) of the artifacts from the unit. Other notable artifacts recovered from the unit
include a glass button, a saucer from a child’s tea service, what appears to be a piece of pewter
from a child’s toy,

Table 5.5: Summary of Artifacts Recovered from EU 2

Orser Categories. Total Artifacts (n=404)
1. Foodways (n=253)

a. Procurement (n=1) Bullet

c. Service (n=39) Whiteware, porcelain, refined earthenware, glass
tumbler

d. Storage (n=210) Bottle glass, soda bottle glass, liquor bottle glass,

jar glass, stoneware, coarse earthenware, milk
glass canning lid

e. Remains (n=2) Animal bone
--- General Foodways (n=1) Curved glass

2. Clothing (n=1)
| a. Fasteners (n=1) Glass button

3. Household/Structural (n=116)

a. Architectural/Construction (n=114) Brick, mortar, cut nails, wire nails, unidentified
nails, slate shingles, flat window pane glass
c. Furnishings/Accessories (n=2) Lamp glass
4. Personal (n=7)
a. Medicinal (n=4) Medicine bottles
c. Recreational (n=2) Child’s tea cup saucer, pewter toy fragment
--- General Personal (n=1) Colored glass (cobalt)
5. Labor (n=17)
b. Industrial (n=1) Flat head screw
c. Household (n=6) Clorox bottle glass
--- General Labor (n=10) Clinker, coal
6. Unknown (n=6)
Unknown (n=6) Thick aqua glass, curved milk glass,
curved/molded glass, unidentified metal
X. Modern (n=4)
--- General Modern Asphalt roof shingle, plastic bottle cap,
unidentified plastic
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Reverend M.L. Latta House Site 5. Results of Investigation

Although it cannot be determined if the specific location of EU 2 is visible or not in the few
available photographs of Latta University, its location approximately 30 feet to the west of the
well does suggest a possible affiliation. Figure 3.10, top, in which the well is visible, shows the
Manual Training Department, immediately to the rear of the main house. From the Reverend
Latta’s autobiography, it appears that this department was associated with training young women
in domestic duties such as laundry and house work, tasks that would typically be conducted in or
in close proximity to a house. Most likely, the Latta family made use of the available student
labor to take care of the domestic chores around the house. The artifact assemblage from EU 2
was dominated by Foodways artifacts such as bottle glass, jar glass, and whiteware. A number
of shards of amber glass from Clorox bottles were also recovered. The predominance of
domestic-related artifacts in the EU 2 assemblage suggests that this location was part of the
Manual Training Department.

EU 3 was placed with ST 1015N 970E in the southeast corner of the unit in order to investigate a
possible feature encountered in the shovel test. Currently, the area where EU 3 was placed is
used as garden for informal perennial plantings. The area contains a low, long mound with a few
large, flat, decorative boulders along the south slope of the mound. This unit encountered a
complex stratigraphy and two cultural features (Features 6 and 7).

The stratigraphic profiles of the south and east walls of EU 3 can be seen in Figure 5.11, while a
photograph of the south wall can be seen in Figure 5.12. The unit initially encountered a thin
layer of mulch over a thin layer of yellowish brown clay loam (Strat 1) that pinched out towards
the northeast corner of the unit. Underneath lay a 20-30 centimeter thick layer of very dark
grayish brown loam (Strat I1). Within and at the base of this zone was a 5-20 centimeter thick
slump of redeposited red clay subsoil mixed with Strat Il soil (Strat 11b). Strat Il1b was identified
in the southern and eastern portions of the unit but was not observed in the northern and western
portions of the unit. In the western half of the unit, underneath Strats Il and Ilb, was a 10-15
centimeter thick layer of brown loam (Strat I11). Underneath Strat 111, and not observed in the
eastern part of the unit, was a layer of dark brown loam (Strat IV) typically 10-20 centimeters
thick. Below Strat 1V in the south and west, and beneath Strats Il and 11b in the east, was found
Strat V, a 10-20 centimeter thick zone of dark yellowish brown loam. Beneath this was red clay
subsoil (Strat VI).

Strats Il and Ilb are obvious disturbed zones. Strat Ilb contained redeposited subsoil and
underlay Strat 1. A piece of sheet metal was found laying flat at the interface between Strat Il
and Strat V in the northeast corner of the unit. Also, a section of metal fencing ran along the
interface in the north wall of the unit.

At the top of Level 6, at 40 centimeters below datum, Strat 111 was noted in the southwestern
quadrant of the unit, while Strat 11b was observed in the southeast quadrant. Starting with Level
6, the unit was divided into four 25-centimeter square quadrants in case the soil change was
determined to be a feature.

At the base of Level 7, in the southern portion of the unit, an arc was noted in plan at 60
centimeters below datum and at the interface between Strats IV and V. The arc was delimited by
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Reverend M.L. Latta House Site 5. Results of Investigation

a narrow, dark lens with a lighter color of soil and stones in the interior and extending into the
south wall. In plan, this area was about 30 centimeters at its widest.

At the top of Strat VI were observed two posthole features (Features 6 and 7) in the southwest
quadrant of the unit (Figure 5.12). Also observed were numerous linear plow blade scars
running in a general north-south direction, indicating that this area was once used as an
agricultural field. The two posthole features were in the same general area as the arc of soil
discoloration noted at the base of Level 7. The identification of the area of soil discoloration at
the top of Strat V coincident in plan with Features 6 and 7 suggests that both features originated
at this level.

Exhibiting a teardrop or oval shape in plan, Feature 6 measured 18 centimeters wide east-west
and 24 centimeters wide north-south and extended into the south wall of the unit. It was
encountered at 72 centimeters below datum and extended to a depth of 81 centimeters below
datum, 9 centimeters into Strat V1. In profile it was basin shaped. It contained dark yellowish
brown loam fill, the same color as Strat V, and a small rock was found in the base of the feature.
While in plan it appeared to be a posthole, it is possible that it was actually the truncated base of
a small pit.

Feature 7 was circular in plan, measured 14 centimeters east-west and 15 centimeters north-
south, and was encountered at 75 centimeters below datum. It extended to a depth of 95
centimeters below datum, 20 centimeters into Strat VI. In profile it was straight walled with a
rounded base, and two shim stones were noted along the southern wall of the feature, confirming
its identification as a posthole. The fill was dark brown loam, matching the color of Strat IV.

The analysis of the artifacts by level and stratum, as well as the identification of the soil
discoloration at the base of Level 7 (top of Level 8) and the posthole features in Strat VI, suggest
that Levels 1-7 (Strats I-1V) are the result of multiple disturbance episodes, while Levels 8 and 9
(Strat V) represent the original ground surface. As such, the summary of the artifacts recovered
from EU 3 are presented in two tables: Table 5.6 summarizes Levels 1-7, and Table 5.7
summarizes Levels 8-9. Tables 5.8-5.9 summarize the artifacts recovered from Features 6 and 7,
respectively.

Table 5.6: Summary of Artifacts Recovered from EU 3, Levels 1-7 (Strats I-1V)

Orser Categories. Total Artifacts (n=1,251)
1. Foodways (n=584)
a. Procurement (n=2) .22 caliber shell, shotgun shell
c. Service (n=44) Whiteware, porcelain, earthenware, refined
earthenware, glass
d. Storage (n=476) Bottle glass, soda bottle glass, jar glass,
stoneware, milk glass canning lids, bottle cap
e. Remains (n=49) Animal bone, clam shell
--- General Foodways (n=13) Curved glass
2. Clothing (n=18)
a. Fasteners (n=3) Shoelace, bone button, iron button
c. Other (n=15) Shoe parts, nylon hose, cotton threads
m ENVIRONMENTAL >9
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3. Household/Structural (n=243)

a. Architectural/Construction (n=198)

Brick, mortar, cut nails, wire nails, unidentified
nails, slate shingles, flat window pane glass

b. Hardware (n=33)

Tack, flat head screw, iron strap, wire, lead tire
weight, “L” bracket

c. Furnishings/Accessories (12)

Porcelain light socket base, lamp glass, bed
springs

4. Personal (n=35)

a. Medicinal (n=13)

Medicine bottles, case bottle

c. Recreational (n=5)

One-sided shellac records, double-sided vinyl
record, marble

f. Other (n=7)

Eye glass lenses, mirror, ink well

--- General Personal (n=10)

Colored glass (cobalt, milk), aluminum pen or
mascara tube, terracotta flower pot

5. Labor (n=149)

a. Agricultural (n=57)

Fence wire

b. Industrial (n=2)

Brass nut, wrench

c. Household (n=34)

Clorox bottle glass

--- General Labor (n=56)

Clinker, coal

6. Unknown (n=203)

Unknown (n=203)

Calcined shell, curved glass, melted glass, sheet
aluminum, sheet iron, unidentifiable iron
fragments

X. Modern (n=19)

--- General Modern

Vinyl raincoat fragment, plastic shoe part, plastic
grocery bag, aluminum foil, colored plastic

Table 5.7: Summary of Artifacts Recovered from EU 3, Levels 8-9 (Strat V)

Orser Categories. Total Artifacts (n=155)

1. Foodways (n=49)

a. Procurement (n=1)

Shotgun shell

c. Service (n=13)

Whiteware, porcelain, semiporcelain

d. Storage (n=27)

Bottle glass, coarse earthenware

e. Remains (n=7)

Animal bone

--- General Foodways (n=1)

Curved glass

2. Clothing (n=1)

| c. Other (n=1)

Leather shoe part

3. Household/Structural (n=25)

a. Architectural/Construction (n=24)

Brick, mortar, unidentified nails, slate shingles,
flat window pane glass

c. Furnishings/Accessories (n=1)

Lamp glass

4. Personal (n=6)

a. Medicinal (n=5)

Medicine bottles

e. Decorative (n=1) Bead
5. Labor (n=32)
| --- General Labor (n=32) Clinker, coal

6. Unknown (n=42))

| Unknown (n=42)

Unidentifiable metal and glass
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Table 5.8: Summary of Artifacts Recovered from Feature 6

Orser Categories. Total Artifacts (n=1)
1. Foodways (n=1)
| c. Service (n=1) Red earthenware

Table 5.9: Summary of Artifacts Recovered from Feature 7

Orser Categories. Total Artifacts (n=9)
1. Foodways (n=8)
c. Service (n=1) Whiteware
e. Remains (n=7) Animal bone
3. Household/Structural (n=1)
| a. Architectural/Construction (n=1) Brick

As can be seen in Tables 5.6-5.7, Levels 1-7 all contained some identifiable modern or post-
Latta occupation artifacts, while Levels 8-9 contained no modern artifacts. Among the modern
or post-Latta artifact recovered in Levels 1-7 were numerous pieces of plastic, part of a vinyl
raincoat, a plastic grocery bag, and a plastic plant label. Levels 1-7 did contain a number of
Latta period artifacts such as amethyst glass (ca. 1880-1914) and shards of milk glass canning jar
lids (1869-1915). It is this comingling of pre-1920 artifacts and post-World War |1 artifacts that
strongly suggests that Levels 1-7 are disturbed. This is further supported by the wide array of
artifact types recovered. Of the 20 different Order subcategories (ex. la., 3c., 5b.), fifteen were
present in Levels 1-7. This would suggest that Strats I1-1V are the result of different episodes of
the dumping of garbage and other debris; Strat | was a thin layer of clay loam similar in look and
feel to soil that can be purchased at a garden center.

While the stratigraphy of the unit as shown in Figure 5.11 shows that four depositional layers
(Strats 11, Ilb, 111, and IV) were encountered in Levels 1-7, discerning the general dates of each
depositional episode proved difficult at best. The post-Latta artifacts from Strats Il and Ilb,
which included the plastic grocery bag and plastic plant label, do seem later than those from
Strats 111 and IV (colored pieces of plastic and aluminum foil), but Latta period artifacts such as
amethyst glass and cut nails were found in all four strata.

A possible explanation is that the deposits in this location are the result of soil from other areas
of the property being dug up and redeposited in this location to create a garden area. It is also
possible that Strats 111 and IV are the remains of in-situ trash deposits that were disturbed when
the location was turned into a garden, with Strats 1l and Ilb being result of the reworking of the
lower strats.

Of the artifacts recovered in Levels 8 and 9, Foodways artifacts (Orser 1.) such as bottle glass
and whiteware comprised 31.6 percent (n=49) of the total, followed by Labor artifacts (Orser 5.),
specifically coal and clinker, which were 20.6 percent (n=32) of the total. Architectural artifacts
(Orser 3a.) made up 15.5 percent (n-24) of the assemblage from these levels. Notable artifacts
included a shotgun shell from the U.M.C. Company, which dates from 1867-1911 (see below),
five fragments from medicine bottles, and a decorative glass bead.
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Features 6 and 7 contained few artifacts. A shard of red earthenware was collected from the fill
of Feature 6 (Table 5.8), while seven fragments of animal bone, a whiteware shard, and a brick
fragment were recovered from the fill of Feature 7 (Table 5.9). The posthole of Feature 7 may
represent the remains of a foundation post, as was the case with Feature 3 (see above), or a
fencepost. Remains of a wire fence were found at the interface of Strat IV and Strat V in the
north wall of EU 3, and pieces of barbed wire were found in ST 1025N 970E, which was located
in the southeast corner of the unit. Although the profile of Feature 6 resembles a pit more than a
posthole, the upper portions of the feature were not documented and only one artifact was
recovered from the feature fill, making interpretation of the feature difficult.

Other Features

In 2005 William “Shep” Shepard discovered an old stone lined well in the back yard of the Latta
House. The well appears to be about 20 feet deep and filled with dirt and debris (Figure 5.13,
top). Following a cursory investigation, the well was eventually capped with a concrete slab,
which prevented any investigation of the well during the current study. The well is most likely
original to the property, and a well house is visible in a picture of the property from the
Reverend’s autobiography (see Figure 3.10, top). While wells were obviously used for water,
people often dropped items into wells accidentally. Also, wells were sometimes used for
disposal while they were still used for water collection, though more often after abandonment.

Scott Seibel of Environmental Services, Inc. (ESI) attended an investigation of the well at the
Latta House property on 5 March 2009. Also present were employees of the City of Raleigh
(City), including Jill Braly, the Wake County Department of Environmental Services, members
of the Board of the Latta House Foundation, a reporter with The Triangle Tribune, and other
interested members of the public.

Representatives of the City used a 3-inch open bore bit to drill through the concrete cap over the
well. The initial hole drilled into the concrete pad was over the edge of the well and did not give
enough clearance for the camera. So, a second hole was drilled over what appeared to be the
center of the well, with much more success. When representative of the Wake County
Department of Environmental Services lowered the camera into the well (Figure 5.13, bottom),
it was found that the camera light was too dim to illuminate the full size of the well. The
operators then changed out cameras and also attached additional lights, which greatly improved
the internal visibility. The well was found to still be in good shape and open to a depth of 19
feet, at which point it was blocked up with dirt and debris. It is likely that the well extends many
feet below that depth. At about 6 feet in depth, the initials "CE" were found painted or etched on
one of the stones. The initials may be from one of the individuals who originally constructed the
well.

Three-dimensional Modeling

Three-dimensional computer modeling was conducted by Briece Edwards, who is a member of
The Latta House Foundation, Inc. These models incorporated the 1914 and 1949 Sanborn Fire
Insurance maps (Figure 3.7) and the photographs of the Kindergarten (Figure 3.8, bottom), the
Young Ladies Dormitory (Figure 3.9, left), the Chapel and Young Men’s Dormitory (Figure
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3.9, right), and the Present Residence of Rev. M.L. Latta (Figure 3.10, bottom). ESI is
including these models as Appendix D.

Recovered Artifacts

While most of the artifacts recovered were nondescript architectural items (nails, window glass,
etc.), broken bottle glass, and small ceramic shards, there were a number of notable artifacts
recovered as well as artifacts that could be determined to date to the time period of Latta
University and the occupation of the property by the Latta family. Figures 5.14-5.15 show a
number of the interesting and informative artifacts recovered.

A whole bottle of Whittemore’s Shoe Polish was recovered from ST 1025N 970E (Figure 5.14).
Web research revealed that the company had been known as the Whittemore Shoe Polish
Company (Cambridge, Massachusetts) and as the Whittemore Brothers Company (Boston,
Massachusetts; WHRC 2003). In a 1907 volume of The Atlantic Reporter, the company was
cited as manufacturers of shoe polish, blackening, and leather dressing (The Atlantic Reporter
1907). The bottle was made in a full mold, suggesting that it could not have been manufactured
prior to around 1890 (Steen 2003). The 1897 Sears Catalogue (Israel 1993:209) offered for sale
Whittemore’s “Gilt Edge Dressing” for women’s shoes at $0.18 per bottle. While it cannot be
said with certainty that this bottle dates to the Latta occupation, the possibility of such is distinct.

Pieces of a single-sided shellac record were recovered from ST 1025N 970E and EU 3. Lateral
cut (or flat) records began to be produced in 1888, but were only used in toys until 1894, when
the United States Gramophone Company began marketing single-sided records under the
Berliner Gramophone label. By 1903, double-sided records became available, though single-
sided records are still made in limited quantities today. Starting in 1897, the wax and rubber
used to make records was replaced by a formula including shellac, cotton compound filler, and
other components, but were quite brittle. Records began to be made using the much more
durable vinyl during the 1940s, and shellac ceased being used in record production in the 1950s.
Based on this information (Schoenherr 2005), the two record fragments could not have been
produced prior to 1897, but could have been made as late as the 1950s. However, the fact that
the fragments come from a single-sided record imply an early twentieth century date, suggesting
that they are affiliated with the Latta occupation.

Two pieces of tableware with the remains of silver plating were recovered: a knife handle from
EU 3 and a spoon from ST 1015N 1000E. Although the spoon and knife handle were cleaned, a
maker’s mark could not be discerned on either piece and neither piece appeared to have
engraving. Silver plated table ware was offered in the 1897 Sears Catalogue (Israel 1993:438-
444). Most of the pieces were decorated with some form of engraving, but plain, undecorated
pieces were available.

Two horseshoes were recovered from EU 3, one of which was subjected to electrolysis (Figure
5.15). It is known that blacksmithing was taught at Latta University, and evidence of
blacksmithing activities (coal and clinker) was recovered from the property. It can also be
surmised that livestock, including horses, were kept, as two are shown in the photograph of the
Industrial Training Department (see Figure 3.8, top) and a barn was also shown in two of the
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photos (see Figure 3.10). It seems likely that not only were the horseshoes worn by horses
owned by the university, but that they may have been made by students.

An iron padlock with a brass mechanism was recovered from ST 1025N 1010E (Figure 5.15).
An almost identical padlock was offered in the 1897 Sears Catalogue (Israel 1993:87). The
padlock was described as: “Wrought Iron Brass Bushed Padlock, solid brass wheel, side ward,
double chamber, and double bitted keys. Extra fine finish.” It was priced at $0.15 per lock.
Based on this finding, this lock is almost certainly associated with Latta University.

A few shards of amethyst glass were found at the site. Amethyst glass, also known as solarized
glass, is the result of manganese being used to create “clear” or colorless glass around the turn of
the twentieth century. When exposed for long periods of time to sunlight, the manganese in the
glass undergoes a chemical reaction, which results in the glass obtaining a purplish tint.
Amethyst glass was produced from ca. 1880 to 1914, a date range that indicates that these glass
shards almost certainly belong to the Latta occupation.

A total of 269 nails and nail fragments were recovered from the site. Of these, 61 were cut nails,
85 were wire nails, and the rest could not be identified as to type. While a machine to cut nails
from an iron or steel plate was invented in 1794 by J. Peirson, the nail heads were still produced
by hand until 1807, when a patent was issued to Jesse Reed for a machine to both cut and head
nails. Cut nails were the dominant nail in use during the nineteenth century before being
supplanted by wire pulled nails in the late nineteenth century (Pollack et al. 1997). Wire nails,
which are made from pulled wire, were first made in France in 1834 and saw their first use in the
United States in the 1850s. However, it was not until the late 1800s that their strength became
trusted enough for them to become the dominant nail type. Wire nails with round heads and
untapered shanks, as is common today, date from about 1890 (Pollock et al. 1997).

The numerous cut nails, nearly 23 percent of the total recovered, are associated with the
construction of the original Latta House and probably many of the Latta University buildings.
The university was established in 1892 and much of the construction likely occurred during the
1890s. While wire nails were available at that time, so too were cut nails. The 1897 Sears
Catalogue offered a keg of wire nails for $1.65 and a keg of cut nails for $1.60 (Israel 1993:38).
By the time the occupation of the site by the Latta family ended in around 1930, wire nails would
have been ubiquitous.

A number of fragments from milk glass canning lids were collected. Milk glass canning lids
appear to span a time period from 1869 (Steen 2003), when milk glass was first introduced, to
around 1915. A shotgun shell bearing the mark "U.M.C Co., NEW CLUB, No. 12" was
recovered from Level 8 of EU 3. The Union Metallic Cartridge Company started in 1867. In
1911, it combined with the Remington Arms Company to form the REM-UMC. Thus, the shell
dates to before or during the Latta University occupation.

One decalcomania-decorated whiteware shard was recovered from Level 7 of EU 3. While the
decoration of serving wares using the decalcomania technique originated in 1865 and is still in
use today, it was most prevalent from the late 1800s until prior to World War 1l. A shard of
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Carnival glass from a bow! or other serving item was found in Level 6 of EU 3. Carnival Glass
was first produced by Fenton in 1907 and continues to be made today (Doty N.D.).

A fragment from a bottle bearing the name “Dyanshine” was found in ST 1034N 1010E.
Reportedly, the Dyan Shine Shoe Polish Manufacturing Company was started by Rufus King
Barton, Sr., his brother Eugene, and a cousin in Falls County, Texas. The company moved to
Waco, Texas prior to the start of World War Il and later moved to St. Louis, Missouri (Carhart
N.D.).

The neck and lip of an ink well was recovered from Level 7 of EU 3. It bore an embossed label
on the neck, which reads "2%2. FLUID OZ". Given the style of manufacture of the bottle, it could
date from the late 1800s to the mid-1900s. An investigation of ink wells in the 1897 Sears
Catalogue did not reveal any ink wells of similar shape or design.

Three whiteware shards with partial maker’s marks were recovered, one from EU 2 and two
from EU 3. The mark on the shard from EU 2 consisted of only two letters, “BU”. The shard
from Level 7 of EU 3 bore the letters “UCHLIN” (Figure 5.14). A search was conducted to
identify the name of the manufacturer, but none was found. Given the order of the letters, it is
guessed that it was the end of the name McLouchlin. While half of the mark on the shard from
Level 5 of EU 3 was present, it was still too illegible to determine the maker (Figure 5.14).

Numerous pieces of glass from Pepsi bottles were recovered at the site, many of which bore
embossed designs. Pepsi was invented in New Bern, North Carolina as “Brad’s Drink” in 1893.
It was renamed Pepsi Cola in 1898. During the 1920s and 1930s, Pepsi began to expand its
market and become a nationally distributed product. Although an attempt was made to date the
Pepsi bottle fragments, no source material could be found with enough information as to dates of
manufacture for different bottle patterns. It is probable that some of the fragments belong to the
Latta occupation, while others post-date the occupation.

A number of pieces of foil were recovered, many from EU 3. It cannot be determined, though, if
they are made of tin or aluminum or to which time period they date. Tin foil dates to the late
nineteenth century through the early twentieth century. Beginning in 1910, aluminum began to
replace tin in the production of foil (Bellis N.D.). In the United States, aluminum foil was first
used in 1925 to wrap candy such as Life Savers, among other brands (Old Time Candy Company
2008), and is still in wide use today.

An aluminum tube from an ink pen or mascara found in Level 7 of EU 3 is an example of a post-
Latta occupation artifact. Aluminum began to be produced on industrial scales in the late 1880s
using technology developed by Charles Martin Hall, among others (Bellis N.D.[a]). Before this,
aluminum was so difficult to produce in quantity that it was worth about the same price as silver.
Its main uses were initially structural, being used in both buildings and ship superstructures. It
does not appear that ink pens with aluminum bodies were common prior to the mid-twentieth
century. In the early twentieth century, pen bodies were typically made of rubber, Bakelite, or
similar materials, with celluloid becoming common during the 1920s (Conner N.D.).
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Another artifact that post-dates the Latta occupation was part of a saucer from a child’s tea set
recovered in EU 2 (Figure 5.14). The base of the saucer bore the inscription “MADI[E IN]
JAPAI[N]”. It appears that child’s tea sets with the mark “Made in Japan” date no earlier than the
mid-1920s (Instappraisal N.D.; Ruby Lane N.D.).

A piece of nylon pantyhose was also found in EU 3. Nylon was introduced by DuPont in 1939
and was quickly adopted by the textile industry (Bellis N.D.[b]). It is still used to make women’s
hose today.

A porcelain electrical insulator or light socket base was recovered from Level 5 of EU 3, while
five electrical porcelain fragments were found in Level 1 of EU 1. It is difficult to determine the
temporal affiliation of these parts as porcelain is still used in electrical items today. Electrical
service was first supplied to Raleigh by the Raleigh Electric Company in 1886 (David McNeal
personal communication 5 March 2009). The first electrified streetcar appeared in Raleigh in
1891 (National Park Service N.D.). While Raleigh was one of the first cities in North Carolina
to have electricity, the service was spotty. During the 1890s and 1900s, it was only used for
streetcars, street lighting, and powering textile mills. After the formation of the Carolina Power
& Light Company (CP&L), now Progress Energy, in 1908, electrical service spread rapidly.

Summary:

Archaeological investigations at the M.L. Latta House consisted of the excavation of 82 shovel
tests and three formal excavation units, the recording of six features, and the collection of 3,025
artifacts. An analysis of the artifacts recovered during the shovel testing shows that spatial
patterning exists at the site, suggesting the locations of the Latta House, numerous buildings
associated with Latta University, and activity areas. The presence of posthole features revealed
in the excavation units shows that the footprints of various Latta University buildings and other
physical features (such as fences) are preserved at the site.

The wide array of artifacts recovered from the site speaks to the diverse activities that occurred at
the site. Artifacts representing 17 of the 20 Orser sub-categories were recovered at the site. The
only artifact types not recovered were foodways preparation artifacts (Orser 1b.; i.e. baking pans,
large knives), clothing manufacture artifacts (Orser 2b.; i.e. needles, scissors), and money (Orser
4d.). Many of the recovered artifacts could be directly dated to the occupation of the property by
the Latta family and Latta University.

From the study of the photographs of the university in the Reverend’s autobiography and the
types of artifacts recovered in EU 2 and EU 3, it is ESI’s belief that the portion of the university
that is preserved on the 1.97-acre lot is the Manual Training Department, shown in part in Figure
3.10, top. The photograph of the Industrial Training Department (Figure 3.8, top) showed an
area devoid of trees, while the photograph of the Manual Training Department and the
photograph of the Present Residence of Rev. M.L. Latta (Figure 3.10, bottom), which shows
sections of the Manual Training Department, show many hardwood trees. The current 1.97-acre
lot contains many hardwood trees that appear over 100 years of age. Additionally, the artifacts
found to the west and northwest of the former location of the house contained a predominance of
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Orser 1 (Foodway) artifacts, which would be associated with domestic activities, and very few
Orser 5 (Labor) artifacts, which would be associated with labor and industrial activities.

Recommendations:

Based on the results of this investigation, the project area does contain intact archaeological
deposits that date to the historically significant occupation of the property by the Reverend M.L.
Latta and Latta University and thus make the site eligible for redesignation as a Raleigh Historic
Landmark (see Chapter 6).

The significant archaeological deposits are not spread across the entire property, rather they are
concentrated in particular areas, most specifically in the western half of the property, westward
from survey grid line E 1010 as depicted in Figure 5.1. It is recommended that no activities that
have the potential to impact the subsurface archaeological deposits in the western half of the
property occur without prior archaeological investigation to ensure that the activities do not
adversely affect the archaeological deposits.

ESI has left a semi-permanent datum (a 2-feet long section of rebar) in the approximate center of
the property. It is highly recommended that this semi-permanent datum be replaced with a
permanent survey monument. This will allow any future archaeological investigations on the
property to tie in with the findings of the current investigation, specifically allowing future
investigators to easily relocate shovel tests and excavation unit locations and to ensure that an
accurate plan of the site is maintained.
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6. RALEIGH HISTORIC LANDMARK

This section of the report presents a discussion of the proposed redesignation of the Latta House
Site as a Raleigh Historic Landmark (RHL). A brief summary of the history of the property’s
landmark history is followed by a discussion of the historical and archaeological significance of
the property. This section includes an evaluation of the Raleigh Historic Districts Commission
(RHDC) design guidelines and Certificates of Appropriateness (COA) processes relevant to
archaeological sites designated as and within the boundaries of the RHL. Pertinent historical
information, maps, and photos can be found in Chapter 3 and Chapter 5 of this report.

Background

The RHDC, created in 1973 (from a predecessor organization established in 1961), serves as the
City of Raleigh’s (City’s) official historic preservation advisory body. The RHDC is charged
with recommending properties or areas within Raleigh’s city limits to be designated by
ordinance as local historic landmarks to the City Council, as well as reviewing exterior changes
to designated landmarks. A local historic landmark site may include individual buildings, above-
ground or subsurface remains, archaeological sites, areas, or objects that have historical,
architectural, archaeological, or cultural significance.

Under Raleigh Municipal Code of Ordinances (City Code) Part 10 (Planning and Development),
Chapter 1 (General Provisions), Article E (Historic Districts Commission), Section 10-1053
(Adoption of Ordinances Designating Historic Landmarks When the Historic Districts
Commission has Jurisdiction),

No building, structure, site, area, or object shall be recommended for designation
as an historic landmark unless it is deemed and found by the Historic Districts
Commission to be of special significance in terms of its historical, prehistorical,
architectural, archaeological, and/or cultural importance, and to possess
integrity of design, setting, workmanship, materials, feeling and/or association.

While the City Code recognizes the significance of archaeological resources with respect to
historic sites and districts, guidance for RHL designation based predominantly on archaeological
significance has not been formally established. Although the legal standard for RHL listing is
the City Code, the following recommendations are also based on the National Register criteria
for evaluating archaeological sites’ eligibility within the criteria of the City Code. By definition,
City Code criteria take precedence in evaluating a RHL designation; National Register guidelines
are referenced to supplement this evaluation.

While the existing RHDC Design Guidelines for Raleigh Historic Districts (Guidelines; 2001)
provide extensive guidelines for the planning and review of changes to properties, these
guidelines and the corresponding COA application are more applicable to above ground historic
resources, such as individual structures and landscapes, than subsurface archaeological remains.
This chapter addresses COA review and identifies those activities listed in Article XV of the
RHDC Bylaws that have the potential to disturb significant archaeological resources.
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Latta House

In 1988, the Latta House was included as part of the African-American Communities Survey
conducted by the RHDC. In 1993, the Latta House Site was declared a RHL by the City Council
(Ordinance No. [1993] 305) and formally recognized as an Historic Property by the Wake
County Historic Preservation Commission, who at that time administered properties now under
the management of the RHDC. In 1993, the RHDC authored an application for the property to
receive a RHL designation on the basis of its architectural and historical significance (RHDC
1993). In January 2002, the RHDC unanimously found that the nomination for the Latta House
met National Register criteria and recommended that it be submitted to the National Register
Advisory Committee for listing (RHDC Business Meeting Minutes, 15 January 2002). The
property was listed in the National Register on 5 March 2002 under Criteria A, B, and C
(discussed below). According to RHL provisions, the property was automatically de-listed after
the house was destroyed by fire in 2007; however, the property remains listed in the National
Register.

Statement of Significance

To be designated a RHL, a property must exhibit “special significance” in terms of historical,
prehistorical, architectural, archaeological, and/or cultural importance. A property must also
retain integrity of design, setting, workmanship, materials, feeling and/or association (City Code
Section 10-1053[a]). As the above-ground architectural remains associated with the Latta House
are no longer standing, the evaluation of the RHL designation of the Latta House site is
dependent on historical, archaeological, and cultural significance, as well as the archaeological
integrity of the property.

The initial RHL designation was based, in large part, on the historical significance of the
Reverend M.L. Latta and Latta University (RHDC 1993). While the architectural significance of
the property no longer can be considered, the historical significance of the property remains
unchanged. The current investigations suggest that the archaeological significance of the
property should also be considered in the evaluation of the RHL designation.

Archaeological Significance

Archaeological investigations of the Latta House site revealed the presence of intact subsurface
deposits dating from the late nineteenth to early twentieth century, the same time period as it was
utilized by the Latta University.

City Code Section 10-1053(a) can be interpreted to provide that an archaeological site can be
recommended for designation as an historic landmark if it is considered to be of “special
significance” with regards to archaeological integrity and/or historical association. As part of the
City Code provisions, any application for designation of the property should include an
investigation and report on the historical, archaeological, and/or cultural significance of the site
or area proposed for designation, including an archaeological site description and an historical
discussion of the property. City Code Section 10-1053(b) more fully describes the elements of
ordinances designating historic landmarks.
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National Register Criteria for Evaluating Archaeological Sites

The evaluation of an archaeological site for inclusion in the National Register rests largely on its
research potential, that is, its ability to contribute important information through preservation
and/or additional study (Criterion D). In the case of the Latta House Site, this National Register
category was used to supplement the evaluation of the archaeological remains with regards to the
redesignation of the site as an historic landmark under an RHL.

The National Register criteria for evaluation are stated as follows:

The quality of significance in American history, architecture, archaeology,
engineering, and culture is present in districts, sites, buildings, structures, and
objects that possess integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship,
feeling, and association, and;

Criterion A: Properties that are associated with events that have made a
significant contribution to broad patterns of our history;

Criterion B: Properties that are associated with the lives of persons significant in
our past;

Criterion C: Properties that embody the distinctive characteristics of a type,
period, or method of construction, or that represent the work of a master, or that
possess high artistic values, or that represent a significant and distinguishable
entity whose components may lack individual distinction; and

Criterion D: Properties that have yielded, or may be likely to yield, important
information in prehistory or history.

The Reverend M.L. Latta House was listed in the National Register in 2002 under Criteria A, B,
and C. As the destruction of the house has compromised the property’s significance under
Criterion C, one of the goals of this investigation was to determine if archaeological deposits on
the property would potentially render the property eligible for designation as an RHL according
to National Register Criterion D. In order to better evaluate the significance of the Latta House
Site under National Register Criterion D, the following questions were posed:

a. Site Integrity — Does the site contain intact, undisturbed cultural deposits?

b. Preservation — Does the site contain material suited to in-depth analysis?

c. Uniqueness — Is the information contained in the site redundant in comparison
to that available from similar sites, or do the remains provide a unique or

insightful perspective on research concerns of regional importance?

d. Relevance to Current and Future Research — Would additional work at this site
contribute to our knowledge of the past? Would preservation of the site protect
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valuable information for future studies? While this category is partly a summary
of the above considerations, it also recognizes that a site may provide valuable
information regardless of its integrity, preservation, or uniqueness.

The evaluation of Criterion D under these four categories could allow for an objective
assessment of the significance of an archaeological site. In the case of the Latta House Site,
these categories were used to supplement the evaluation of the significance of the archaeological
remains with regards to the redesignation of the site as an historic landmark under an RHL
designation and per City Code Section 10-1053(a).

Site Integrity

The site contains areas of intact cultural deposits. While the destruction and
subsequent demolition of the house destroyed the archaeological deposits directly
associated with the footprint of the house, artifact patterning was identified
around and to the north, south, and west of the house. The site contains intact
cultural features dating to the period of significance, including a stone lined well
and posthole features from Latta University buildings.

Preservation

Many of the artifacts recovered from the site during the current investigation can
be associated with a specific temporal range. Items such as a wrought iron
padlock, a shoe polish bottle, a shotgun shell, amethyst glass shards, fragments of
milk glass canning lids, and cut nails all date to the Latta occupation between
1892 and ca. 1930. Numerous animal bone fragments were recovered during the
excavations. The presence of preserved faunal remains can inform on the types of
animals and cuts of meat consumed by the Latta family and the Latta University
students. Not only are Latta-period features present on the property, these
features are well preserved and exhibit little disturbance from later occupations.

Uniqueness

The property is unique in its association with the historic Latta University, the
Reverend Latta, and African-American cultural history in Wake County and the
larger region. As the only remaining property associated with the historic
university, the archaeological remains have the potential to yield valuable and
unique information regarding the Latta University and African-American culture
in the late nineteenth and early twentieth century.

Relevance to Current and Future Research

Preservation of this site will protect this information for future investigations.
Additional research investigations could contribute to the limited written record
regarding the university and offer a greater understanding of the daily life and
activities of the Latta family and the Latta University students. Specifically,
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posthole patterns appear to be present that would aid in reconstruction of the
physical layout of the university buildings, while artifact patterns would aid in
identifying the activities associated with these buildings. Also, the recovery of
items of daily use such as tablewares, personal items such as jewelry and toys,
and food remains such as animal bones would give insight into the personal lives
of the former inhabitants of the site.

Summary of Recommendations

As stated previously, the initial RHL designation was based on both the architectural significance
of the standing structure as well as the historical significance of the property’s association with
the Reverend M.L. Latta and Latta University (RHDC 1993). While the architectural
significance of the property no longer can be considered, the historical significance of the
property remains unchanged and should serve as the basis for the redesignation of the property as
a RHL.

Archaeological investigations suggest that the property contains intact subsurface deposits dating
to the period of significance (ca. 1892 to 1930). Though there are currently minimal guidelines
set forth by the RHDC regarding the evaluation of archaeological significance with regards to
RHL designation, the National Register evaluation criteria could provide the framework for the
evaluation of this and future archaeological sites under the RHL process. Under these criteria,
the archaeological deposits at the Latta House Site could be considered a RHL.

COA Process

The RHDC has requested that if the Latta House Site is recommended by Environmental
Services, Inc. (ESI) for RHL designation, that the final report include an evaluation of the current
guidelines (Design Guidelines for Raleigh Historic Districts 2001) and COA process as they
pertain to archaeological sites and recommendations for the RHDC’s administration of
archaeological sites. While the existing RHDC Guidelines provide extensive guidelines for the
planning and review of changes to properties, these guidelines and the corresponding COA
application are more applicable to above ground historic resources, such as individual structures
and landscapes, than subsurface archaeological remains.

If redesignated as a RHL, the Latta House archaeological site will be eligible for all of the
benefits of designation, including protection afforded by Certificate of Appropriateness (COA)
processes. According to the City of Raleigh Development Services Glossary, a COA is defined
as:

An approval issued following an application review, to show that a proposed
project within a historic district has been reviewed according to the design
guidelines and found to be appropriate.

The designation of a property as a RHL offers protection of the property under the design review
process administered by the RHDC. This process ensures that any planned development or
significant alteration of a property be reviewed in order to protect or maintain the historic
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significance of the property, and consists of the application for a COA. Any non-routine exterior
changes to a RHL must receive a COA. A COA is not required for general maintenance, repair,
or replacement of landscape or structural elements when there is no substantive change in
material, design, or general appearance.

Archaeological Sites and the COA Process

The COA review process follows design guidelines first adopted in 1973, revised in 1983, and
updated most recently in the 2001 Guidelines. The COA review process also incorporates the
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation (36 CFR Part 67), which encompass both
standing structures as well as archaeological resources. Under these guidelines, “significant
archaeological resources affected by a project shall be protected and preserved. If such resources
must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be undertaken’ (Guidelines; Section 1.4.8).

The RHDC recognizes the significance of archaeological resources and recommends
preservation in place whenever feasible. The following section includes a discussion and
evaluation of specific guidelines with regards to archaeological sites as presented in Section 2.2
of the Guidelines (RHDC 2001: 10-11).

Section 2.2.1. Protect and preserve known, significant archaeological resources in place.

This guideline represents the fundamental protection policy for significant archaeological
resources. The key to preservation and protection of significant archaeological resources is
documenting and recording the sites. The Office of State Archaeology (OSA) maintains maps
and site files noting the location of previously recorded archaeological sites. It is recommended
that any COA review include consultation with the OSA to check for the presence of significant
archaeological resources on a property.

Section 2.2.2. Minimize the disturbance of terrain in the district to reduce the possibility of
destroying or damaging significant archeological resources.

Any COA review should consider the potential for any proposed activities to cause subsurface
disturbance of a significant archaeological resource. For example, landscaping activities
(including plantings or tree removal) clearly have the potential for subsurface disturbance. Other
activities, such as structural renovations, new construction, or updating of buried electrical or
water utilities, have the potential to disturb or destroy significant archaeological resources. As
outlined in the Bylaws and Rules of Procedure of the Raleigh Historic Districts Commission,
Incorporated (Revised, January 2009) Article XV (“Certificate of Appropriateness List”),
Alteration/Removal of Archaeologically Significant Features (Category 8) requires a review by
the COA Committee. Appendix E contains the January 2009 version of the COA Work List. In
addition, many of the other example types of work listed in Article XV as needing COA review
have the potential to disturb significant archaeological resources. Table 6.1 presents a list of
those activities with the potential to disturb significant archaeological resources.
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Table 6.1: Types of Work With the Potential to Impact Significant Archaeological
Resources (adapted from Article XV of the RHDC Bylaws).

No. Type of Work
1 Construction of a new primary structure
2/3 Additions to a primary structure
4 Demolition of any primary contributing structure
5 Demolition of any primary non-contributing structure
6 Relocation of structures
7 Removal of any contributing part of a structure
8 Alteration/Removal of Archeologically Significant Features
10-13 New Accessory Structures; Additions to Accessory Structures
14 Demolition of Accessory Structures that are architecturally or historically significant
15/16 Demolition of Accessory Structures that are not architecturally or historically significant
17 Alteration/Construction/Removal of_ArchitecturaI Details (resulting in subsurface
disturbance)
20 Alteration of Carports/Porte Cocheres (resulting in subsurface disturbance)
21 Construction/Addition to/Removal of Carports/Porte Cocheres
22/23 Alteration/Construction/Removal of Chimneys (resulting in subsurface disturbance)

24-28 | Alteration/Addition to/Construction Removal of Decks (resulting in subsurface disturbance)

33/34 Alteration/Removal/Construction of Driveways
35/36 Alteration/Construction/Removal of Fences (resulting in subsurface disturbance)
37 Alteration of exposed Foundations (resulting in subsurface disturbance)

Alteration/Construction/Removal of Gardens, Planting Beds, or Shrubbery (Minor plantings

38/39 in existing beds is considered Routine Maintenance and no COA is required)
41-43 Removal/Construction of Hedges or other Screen Plantings
46/47 Review of Landscape Master Plans

48 Alteration/Installation/Removal of exterior Lighting Fixtures (resulting in subsurface

disturbance)
Installation/relocation/removal of Mechanical Equipment, such as heating and air
50 e . A X
conditioning units (resulting in subsurface disturbance)
Alteration/Removal/Construction of/Addition to existing/new Parking Lots (resulting in
53/54 )
subsurface disturbance)
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No. Type of Work
55 Alteration/Addition to/Removal of existing Patios (resulting in subsurface disturbance)
56 Construction of new Patios (resulting in subsurface disturbance)
58 Construction/Addition to/Removal of Porches (resulting in subsurface disturbance)
66 Alteration/Construction/Removal of exterior Stairs and Steps (resulting in subsurface
disturbance)
67 Construction of new exterior Stairs and Steps (resulting in subsurface disturbance)
68 Alteration/Construction/Removal of Storefronts (resulting in subsurface disturbance)
71 Alteration/Construction/Removal of exterior Surfaces (resulting in subsurface disturbance)
72/73 Removal of/Alteration/Addition to/Construction of Swimming Pools
74 Planting of New Trees with a mature size 8 inches and greater in diameter, measured 4-1/2
feet above ground level
6. 78 Removal of Trees with a combined stem girth of 8 inches and greater in diameter...when a
' replacement tree is proposed
82/83 Alteration/Construction/Removal of Walks (resulting in subsurface disturbance)
Alteration/Construction/Removal of other non-contributing or non-contributing Appurtenant
87/88 Features and Accessory Site Features not specifically listed (resulting in subsurface
disturbance)
89/90 Most changes to previous COAs; Changes deemed by staff to be substantial in nature
91/92 Renewal of expired COAs/ Programmatic COA applications
93 Review of specific exterior changes covered under approved Programmatic COAs (resulting
in subsurface disturbance)
94 Removal of any Prohibited Element described in the historic development standards listed in
Raleigh City Code § 10-2052 (resulting in subsurface disturbance)
9% Emergency installation of Temporary Features to protect a historic resource... (resulting in
subsurface disturbance)
Emergency installation of Temporary Features to weatherproof or stabilize damaged
97 property following a natural disaster or declared state of emergency... (resulting in
subsurface disturbance)
Work Items not listed here for which a clear citation can be made for conformance with the
99 L T .
historic development standards and resulting in subsurface disturbance
Work Items not listed here that are deemed by staff to be substantial in nature, precedent
100 setting, not addressed by the historic development standards, or not in conformance with the
standards
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Section 2.2.3. If a site is to be altered, survey and document the terrain in advance to determine
the potential impact on significant archaeological resources.

As provided in this guideline, the presence of a significant archaeological resource on a property
should not preclude all subsurface disturbance of a property. The proposed activity could be
assessed based on the likelihood of that activity to adversely impact the significant
archaeological resource (see Table 6.1). Following Section 106, an adverse effect occurs when
an undertaking may alter, directly or indirectly, any of the characteristics of a historic
property...in a manner that would diminish the integrity of the property’s location, design,
setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, or association (36 CFR 800.5[a][1]).

Under City Code Section 10-1053(a), “no building, structure, site, area, or object shall be
recommended for designation as [a Raleigh Historic Landmark] unless it is deemed and found by
the Historic Districts Commission to be of special significance in terms of its historical,
prehistorical, architectural, archaeological, and/or cultural importance, and to possess integrity of
design, setting, workmanship, materials, feeling and/or association.” Given the similarities in
language and meaning, the Section 106 definition of an adverse effect would be congruous with
COA review.

Section 2.2.4. If preservation of significant archaeological resources in place is not feasible, use
professional archaeologists and modern archaeological methods in planning and executing any
necessary investigations.

If an adverse impact to a significant archaeological resource on a property is likely, and
preservation in place is not feasible, a professional archaeologist should investigate the site to
establish the archaeological site boundaries (if this has not already been done), assess the areas of
greatest archaeological significance within the area of proposed impacts, and propose a plan for
mitigation or data recovery investigations of those portions of the significant archaeological site
likely to be adversely impacted by proposed activities.

Section 2.2.5. It is not appropriate to use heavy machinery or equipment on sites where doing so
may disturb significant archaeological resources.

Use of heavy machinery specifically for activities causing subsurface disturbance (bulldozer,
backhoe, trencher) or equipment likely to result in disturbance of significant archaeological
resources (heavy machinery compaction of soil surfaces, track hoe or tire disturbance of soil)
should be avoided. In the event that the use of heavy machinery or equipment is unavoidable, a
professional archaeologist should be present during the activities to monitor the archaeological
resources and record the disturbance.

It is recommended that the RHDC use these existing design guidelines to minimize subsurface
disturbance of archaeological sites. Specifically, no subsurface disturbance should occur at the
Latta House Site without a COA application and review by the RHDC (see Table 6.1 for
examples of projects needing a COA review with regards to the archaeological resources).
Routine landscape maintenance should be allowed to proceed; however, significant subsurface
disturbance resulting from landscape activities such as tree removal or planting or the placement
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of infrastructure improvements such as underground wiring for lighting should be avoided. It is
further recommended that the RHDC obtain comment from a professional archaeologist on
proposed disturbances prior to issuing a COA.

Raleigh Historic Landmark Designation Application

ESI has prepared a Raleigh Historic Landmark Designation Application for the Reverend M.L.
Latta House and Latta University Site based on the presence of significant archaeological
remains (Appendix F). The additional supporting documentation for the application, including
Archaeological Significance, Historic Significance, References Cited, map, and photographs, is
taken from this report and also references the National Register nomination form for the
property, which can be found in Appendix B.
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7. SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

This report presents the findings of an intensive archaeological investigation of the 1.97-acre
Reverend M.L. Latta House Site (31WA1765**) located at 1001 Parker Street in Raleigh, North
Carolina. This investigation was conducted by Environmental Services, Inc., (ESI) of Raleigh,
North Carolina, for the City of Raleigh (City) and the Raleigh Historic Districts Commission
(RHDC).

Summary

Background research was conducted at the North Carolina Office of State Archaeology (OSA)
and the North Carolina State Archives, among others, as well as through informant interview.
Field methods used during the investigation included shovel testing on a 10-meter (32.8-feet)
grid and the excavation of three 1-x-1 meter (3.28-x-3.28 feet) excavation units. Field
investigations occurred during January and February 2009 and were conducted by Scott Seibel,
who served as Principal Investigator, Terri Russ, and Matt Postlewaite.

Archaeological investigations at the M.L. Latta House Site consisted of the excavation of 82
shovel tests and three formal excavation units, the recording of six features, and the collection of
3,025 artifacts. An analysis of the artifacts recovered during the shovel testing shows that spatial
patterning exists at the site, suggesting the locations of the Latta House, numerous buildings
associated with Latta University, and activity areas. The presence of posthole features revealed
in the excavation units shows that the footprints of various Latta University buildings and other
physical features (such as fences) are preserved at the site.

The wide array of artifacts recovered from the site speaks to the diverse activities that occurred at
the site. Artifacts representing 17 of the 20 Orser sub-categories were recovered at the site. The
only artifact types not recovered were foodways preparation artifacts (Orser 1b.; i.e. baking pans,
large knives), clothing manufacture artifacts (Orser 2b.; i.e. needles, scissors), and money (Orser
4d.). Many of the recovered artifacts could be directly dated to the occupation of the property by
the Latta family and Latta University

From the study of the photographs of the university in the Reverend’s autobiography and the
types of artifacts recovered in EU 2 and EU 3, it is ESI’s belief that the portion of the university
that is preserved on the 1.97-acre lot is the Manual Training Department. The photograph of the
Industrial Training Department showed an area devoid of trees, while the photograph of the
Manual Training Department and the photograph of the Present Residence of Rev. M.L. Latta,
which shows sections of the Manual Training Department, show many hardwood trees. The
current 1.97-acre lot contains many hardwood trees that appear over 100 years of age.
Additionally, the artifacts found to the west and northwest of the former location of the house
contained a predominance of Orser 1 (Foodway) artifacts, which would be associated with
domestic activities, and very few Orser 5 (Labor) artifacts, which would be associated with labor
and industrial activities.
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Recommendations

Based on the results of this investigation, the project area does contain intact archaeological
deposits that appear to date to the use of the property as the residence of the Latta family and as
Latta University. The deposits date to the historically significant occupation of the property by
the Reverend M.L. Latta and Latta University and thus make the site eligible for redesignation as
a Raleigh Historic Landmark (RHL; see Chapter 6).

The significant archaeological deposits are not spread across the entire property, rather they are
concentrated in particular areas, most specifically in the western half of the property, westward
from survey grid line E 1010 (Figure 7.1). It is recommended that no activities that have the
potential to impact the subsurface archaeological deposits in the western half of the property
occur without prior archaeological investigation to ensure that the activities do not adversely
affect the archaeological deposits.

ESI has left a semi-permanent datum (a 2-feet long section of rebar) in the approximate center of
the property. It is highly recommended that this semi-permanent datum be replaced with a
permanent survey monument. This will allow any future archaeological investigations on the
property to tie in with the findings of the current investigation, specifically allowing future
investigators to easily relocate shovel tests and excavation unit locations and to ensure that an
accurate plan of the site is maintained.

While ESI is not recommending additional archaeological investigations at this time, should be
Latta House Site be redesignated an RHL, it would be subject to COA application and review
and thus certain types of activities that could threaten the archaeological integrity of the site
could trigger the need for further work. Additionally, the Latta House Site offers the potential
for future archaeological study concerning numerous avenues of research, including African-
American lifeways during the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries and the growth and
design of Latta University, among others.

It is recommended that the RHDC use existing design guidelines in Section 2.2 of the Design
Guidelines for Raleigh Historic Districts (2001) to minimize subsurface disturbance of
archaeological sites. Specifically, no subsurface disturbance should occur at the Latta House
Site without a COA application and review by the RHDC. Routine landscape maintenance, such
as mowing, edging, and weeding, should be allowed to proceed as they will not impact
subsurface archaeological deposits; however, significant subsurface disturbance resulting from
landscape activities such as tree removal or planting or the placement of infrastructure
improvements such as underground wiring for lighting should be avoided unless these activities
are determined by the RHDC, in consultation with the SHPO, to have no adverse effect on the
site or that the adverse effects are properly mitigated through additional archaeological
investigation or other means, as appropriate. As presented in Chapter 6, many of the typical
activities requiring a COA have the potential to adversely impact significant archaeological
resources. In addition to following the existing guidelines (Guidelines, Section 2.2), it is
recommended that the RHDC obtain comment from a professional archaeologist on proposed
disturbances prior to issuing a COA.
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