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Abstract 

Queering Frontier Identities: Archaeological Investigations at a Nineteenth-Century U.S. Army  

Laundresses' Quarters in Fort Davis, Texas 

 

by 

 

Katrina Christiana Loening Eichner 

 

Doctor of Philosophy in Anthropology 

 

University of California, Berkeley 

 

Professor Laurie A. Wilkie, Chair 

 

 

This dissertation examines the historical and archaeological traces of a group of Black, Mixed-

Race, and Mexican U.S. Army laundresses’ and high ranking enlisted soldiers’ families who 

lived in a small neighborhood of laundresses’ quarters at the late nineteenth century Fort Davis, 

Texas. This far West Texas frontier post is distinguished by its association with Black enlisted 

troops and a ethno-racially diverse population situated  on both a geographic frontier and a race 

relations frontier. In this complex environ, the families of laundresses and high ranked enlisted 

soldiers were positioned in such a way that their socio-economic and military status marked them 

as community leaders and care-takers; as such, the inhabitants at the quarters were situated on 

the edge, yet at the center of military and civilian life, working-class and middle-class status, and 

Black-White-Mexican race relations. Thus, their daily interactions occurred across various scales 

— with family members inside the home, between larger groups of fellow working women and 

soldiers, within the larger racialized military community, and as members of the larger town 

community. 

 

I suggest that the laundresses’ quarters’ community’s location within a matrix of highly 

ambiguous social and geographic landscapes resulted in inhabitants constantly embodying and 

actively negotiating between multiple lived realities that were shaped by various coexisting and 

(sometimes) conflicting ideologies. I employ a queer theoretical framework combined with third-

space theory to understand the fragmentation and fluidity of experiences that occurred 

throughout the resident’s daily lives and social interactions. (Re)orienting how identification 

processes in cultural meeting spaces shaped and altered structuring beliefs highlights 

contextually specific past practices and performances and how enmeshed their identities truly 

were. In particular, the material traces of past identity making behaviors can bring to light the 

dis/misorientations of social actors that do not fit the static and boxed categories so often used to 

describe and order stories of the past. Rather than trying to describe the complexly variable 

experiences of past peoples with categorizable identities, I show that it is more effective to 

engage the ambivalent, inconsistent, and diverse meanings in the material record. This allows for 

a more nuanced understanding of the past and illustrates how queer moments of unintelligibility 

regularly occur in lived reality, both past and present. 
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Chapter 1: Research Questions and Chapter Overview 

 

 

 

Research Questions 

 

In this dissertation I present an archaeological and historical analysis of a late-nineteenth century 

community of Black, Mixed-Race, and (possibly) Mexican military employees and their families 

who lived in a portion of the late nineteenth century post at Fort Davis that has been historical 

identified as “the laundresses’ quarters.” As I will elaborate further in a later chapter, laundresses 

were shuttled across the post landscape, and this settlement iteration represents a rare instance 

where their occupation left an enduring trace on the post landscape. Fort Davis’ location in the 

Trans-Pecos region of Texas placed it firmly in the middle of the American Western Frontier, 

Mexico’s northern la Frontiera, and the borderlands between Mexico and the United States. 

Initially established in 1854 as a western outpost, the U.S. Army’s purpose at Fort Davis was to 

protect travelers on the San Antonio-to-El Paso Overland Trail from raids by the Apache and 

Comanche while also watching for political developments in Mexico. Abandoned in 1861 during 

the years of the Civil War, the U.S. Army reestablished the post in 1867. During the 1870s and 

1880s, the need to protect the surrounding community from native raiding diminished. Thus, the 

Army refocused it colonial, expansionist efforts at the second Fort Davis through the 

development of infrastructure, enforcement of reconstruction law, and maintenance of a 

militarized American presence on the edge of the national border (Greene 1986a; Wilkie et al. 

2016a, 2016b; Wooster 1990). 

 

The postbellum occupation of Fort Davis brought a diverse population of ethnic, racial, and 

national groups to the newly reestablished garrison. Fort Davis' second fort is most commonly 

known for its association with African American enlisted troops. The Black regiments of the 

Ninth and Tenth Calvary and the Forty-First and later Twenty-Fourth and Twenty-Fifth 

Infantries made up the entirety of troops stationed at Fort Davis between 1867 and 1881. Starting 

in March 1881 both Black and White troops cohabitated the garrison until April 1885 when the 

last companies of the 10th Cavalry left the fort. Like all U.S. military forts of the late nineteenth 

century, the second Fort Davis was managed by a group of commissioned White, European 

American officers, with one notable exception: Second-Lieutenant Henry Flipper, the first Black 

graduate from West Point (Flipper 1997). While racially divided across the parade ground for 

much of its history, Fort Davis’ racialized landscape spanned across and beyond the fort proper. 

The post took the form of a centralized parade ground, surrounded by the officer’s row to north, 

the enlisted men’s barracks and cavalry corrals to the south, and the sutler store, guard house and 

other auxiliary functions to the east and west. The families of officers and enlisted men were 

housed around the edges of the post boundaries, while Mexican civilians along with European 

and Chinese immigrants were commonly found at the fort working as servants, teamsters, and 

masons. Civilian populations around the post were equally as diverse. To the south lay the town 

of Fort Davis inhabited by the profiteering White population – both Anglo and Mexican. The 

poorer, mainly Mexican, community of Chihuahua was established to the southeast of the 

garrison. To the northeast, along the western exit to the San Antonio El Paso overland trail, a 

racially mixed New Town was populated during the later years of the fort’s occupation. Given 
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these diverse demographics, Fort Davis was located within a geographic and a race relations 

frontier. 

 

The goals of this research are three-fold. First I aim to understand the lived experience of women 

of color employed as laundresses, high-ranking married Black enlisted soldiers, and their 

families within the fort boundaries; archival resources allow me to consider these issues broadly, 

while the archaeological resources allow me to consider how these different experiences 

intersected within one space during the post’s history. A number of archaeological scholars 

(Battle-Baptiste 2007, 2011; Galle and Young 2004; Teague and Davidson 2011; Wilkie 2000a, 

2003, 205, In Press) have researched how the intersection of race, gender, and class/rank 

ideologies affected the experiences of daily life. Following their lead, I show how the 

intersectional identities of this neighborhood’s inhabitants were shaped through their material 

practices and performances that referenced various ideological systems. I consider how residents 

faced a combination of structurally sanctioned inequalities in comparison to their White, elite 

counter parts on Officer’s row. My goal in focusing on this specific community is to challenge 

dominant narratives of what life on military forts was like and offer alternative interpretations for 

the material traces of past practices and performances that destabilize hegemonic interpretations 

of frontier forts in the western United States (U.S.). 

 

Second, I consider how the remains of the fort are an ideal space to study the social processes 

associated with personhood and identity formation and negotiation. Because of the constant 

cross-cultural interactions that occur in frontier zones, inhabitants of these liminal landscapes 

constantly experienced, and actively negotiated multiple lived realities predicated on co-existing 

and often conflicting ideologies (Naum 2010: 106). The laundresses’ quarters’ inhabitants in 

particular were located not only on a larger socio-geographic frontier but were physically offset 

from the main parade. These quarters and their inhabitants stood on the periphery of the garrison 

yet were central to the construction of shared communal experiences. I show how life on the 

edge – or perhaps in the middle – of social and geographic boundaries allowed this community to 

create and alter new personhoods and identities defined by the fluidity, ambiguity, and 

complexity of their frontier location.  

 

Third, I propose the use of a queer framework combined with third-space theory as a way to 

consider how persons in the past constructed, utilized, and reoriented their multiple relational 

identifications and personhoods to navigate often contentious social and physical landscapes. I 

posit that queer theory, specifically, can offer innovative modes of inquiry that force 

archaeologists to reconsider normalized research practices and modes of interpretation. I argue 

that the current models for explaining identification processes that occur when persons of various 

backgrounds and social positions interact do not address the complexities or fluidity of such 

social positions. Identities are relational, cross-cutting, and enmeshed; they can also be 

contradictory and ambiguous. Therefore, rather than trying to describe past persons with static 

and categorizable identities, I challenge that we should highlight the ambivalent, multiple, and 

contradictory meanings in the material record. This in turn can help us see spaces for momentary 

queer articulations that inevitably occurred when past actors performed and practiced various 

modes of being that can dis/misorient the social world. 
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The Fort Davis Archaeology Project (FODAAP) 

 

The Fort Davis Archaeology Project (FODAAP) was established in 2013 by myself and Erin 

Rodriguez. The project investigates the lived experiences of racialized, gendered, and classed 

individuals who lived at Fort Davis from the late 1800s in to the early 1900s. In particular, we 

are interested in how non-White populations at the military fort and in the associated civilian 

community confronted changing notions of citizenship, race relations, and gendered politics 

during the periods of Reconstruction, the Gilded Age, and the Progressive Era. Concurrently, 

Laurie Wilkie of the University of California Berkeley Anthropology Department has developed 

complementary research on the Black soldiers who were stationed at Fort Davis. Excluding the 

work of Wilkie and FODAAP, archaeological studies specifically focused on Black troops in the 

Western Frontier only included excavations at Fort Craig’s hospital ward and at Pine Springs 

Camp a temporary campaign site in west Texas (Gerow 2004; King and Dunnavant 2008). No 

archaeological studies have yet looked at the women and families associated with these troops. 

 

In total, UC Berkeley Anthropology and FODAAP have conducted fieldwork at seven sites in 

the Fort Davis area. Laurie Wilkie directed excavations at one of Fort Davis National Historic 

Site’s (FDNHS) enlisted men’s barracks. FODAAP’s work at FDNHS focused on the 

laundresses’ quarters and enlisted married men’s housing areas. FODAAP also conducted 

fieldwork at the Francell-Byerley property located across from the fort, the private residence of 

the Smith-Carlton Casa Vieja, the Overland Trail Museum/Nick Mersfelder House, and the 

Texas Nature Conservancy Fort Davis Mountains Preserve/Second Pinery Site. For the purpose 

of this dissertation research, I will only be discussing the work I directed at the FDNHS 

laundresses’ quarters.  

 

In 2013, I and Erin Rodriguez led a team of five University of California Berkeley undergraduate 

students in geophysical and pedestrian survey of the laundresses’ quarters. Our goal was to 

determine the location and nature of cultural deposits. In 2015, I led a team of five staff and eight 

undergraduate field school students in excavations at the quarters. Erin Rodriguez conducted 

geophysical sampling at the site the same year. Both years, Laurie Wilkie, acted as the principal 

investigator (PI) for the work at FDNHS. An in depth discussion of the field work conducted 

during 2013 and 2015 follows in Chapter 4. 

 

FODAAP’s 2013 and 2015 field seasons were undertaken with three larger goals in mind. First, I 

wanted to investigate the daily practices of an under-researched group of frontier inhabitants and 

military employees. This research has allowed for a better understanding of the unique 

experiences of persons living in the nineteenth-century American West, calling attention to the 

inaccuracies of universalizing, oppressive, and colonialist histories which marginalize or ignore 

the contributions of undocumented communities of people in America’s past. Second, I wanted 

to provide information about the laundresses’ quarters community’s history to FDNHS’s visitor 

interpretation program. FODAAP’s research has benefited the NPS public outreach program by 

providing additional information about the Black, Mixed-Race, and Mexican persons that built, 

worked at, and occupied the fort. By acknowledging and highlighting the work and experiences 

of previously invisible members of the military community, FDNHS’s interpretation program 

can become more accessible to a diverse array of visitors and NPS patrons. Third, UC Berkeley’s 

and FODAAP’s fieldwork was used to define the location, depth, composition, and integrity of 
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cultural deposits at the park. This information will allow park personnel to better manage and 

preserve these important cultural resources according to the constraints of the National Register 

of Historic Places/ National Historic Landmark stewardship guidelines. With better 

understanding of the above ground and sub-surface deposits at the laundresses’ quarters, NPS 

site supervisors will better be able to design management plans that protect the site from natural 

and/or human caused disturbances such as erosion, fire, flooding, and looting.   

 

A Feminist and Queer Theoretical Standpoint 

 

I feel it is necessary to identify myself as a feminist and queer theorist at the start of this 

scholarly presentation. The combination of feminist and queer theories provide a framework for 

critiquing the entangled structures of inequality and normative modes of research and 

interpretation while also demanding a high level of self-reflexivity (following the work of 

scholars such as: Agbe-Davies 2002, 2003, 2010; Ahmed 2006; Battle-Baptiste 2011; Blackmore 

2011; Butler 1990, 1993, 2008; Collins 1986, 2000; Conkey and Gero 1991; De Lauretis 1991; 

di Leonardo 1991; Franklin 1997; Gilchrist 1991; Grosz 1995; hooks 1982, 1989, 1990; Lorde 

1984; Moore 1994; Rubin 1984; Taylor 2010; Tringham 1991; Wilkie 2003; Wilkie and 

Howlett-Hayes 2006; Wylie 2006).  

 

Feminism and queer theory shape my questions and scholarly research. I am particularly drawn 

to questions that focus on past persons’ relational identity constructions and enactments. 

Following Ruth Tringham’s (1991) now famous argument, acknowledging attributes of identity 

like gender, sexuality, race, ethnicity, class/status, ability, religion, etc. allows for an imagined 

past populated with more than just “faceless blobs” but actual real people. To better see those 

faces I employ a multivariate approach that draws together the “macroscale” organizing 

principles that affect labor roles, power hierarchies, and religious, civic, and political ideologies 

with the “microlevel” lived experiences of people and their engagements with one another, daily 

practice and performance, and material realities. I believe this multi-scaled approach can allow 

for more holistic and nuanced understanding of the past (Hill 1998). Further, I question how 

certain ideologies are taken for granted and made to feel so normal that they are naturalized to 

the point of being obscured, which in turn illuminate the very real consequences of oppressive 

power structures on the lives of past actors. In turn, the information gleaned from queer and 

feminist studies can work to deconstruct the scaffolding that maintains structures of inequality in 

the contemporary world. I also wish to acknowledge my political agenda in choosing to draw 

attention to a community of women and men of color that has been rendered invisible in prior 

histories of Fort Davis, frontier military forts, and the postbellum United States. I want to 

critique dominant narratives routed in oppressive stereotypes, tropes, or even a simple lack of 

evidence. 

  

At times in this dissertation I not only use a first person narrative, but I write about my thinking, 

my project, and the act of writing itself. I do this as part of feminist and queer practice. 

Following the call to action of Conkey and Gero (1997), I aim to situate myself as a researcher 

and as a person in the present looking back on the past through material that lives in both spaces 

and times. This is my work, and I should acknowledge it (as my advisor likes to remind me). I 

also work to challenge the limitations of acceptable scholarship while acknowledging the ties 

that bind me to the written word and the dissertation as a project used to perform expertise. As a 
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researcher I regularly question how much needs to be said, if things should be said, and what the 

danger in not saying things may be. I am also okay with ambiguity and vacillations in my writing 

and interpretation. The goal of queer archaeological research is not to get things right or at times 

even straight, it is rather to question what we think we already know and reimagine alternative 

possibilities. 

 

A Note on Terminology 

 

Within this text I will refer to the women who worked as washer women by the collective term 

“laundresses.” I do not do this as a way of flattening their complex identities to one focused 

solely on their occupation status. Rather, I refer to them as “laundresses” in the same way that I 

refer to men working for the military as “soldiers.” The status of military affiliation would have 

been one of great importance that distinguished the women from their non-military counterparts. 

It also differentiates them from those women who lived at Fort Davis and did not participate in 

the labor force. Additionally, in the published histories of frontier forts, women are generally 

categorized in one of four groups: officer’s wives, laundresses, camp followers (generally a 

coded term for prostitute), and enlisted men’s wives. My feminist leanings make me wary of 

labeling autonomous women based on their affiliations to men unless those specific relationships 

are the topic of discussion; I would argue that you never see histories of laundresses’ husbands 

and that is rooted in a normalized privileging of men in patriarchal society. Further, I would like 

my discussion of a small sub-group of women who worked as laundresses at Fort Davis to be in 

dialogue with those historiographies of the American West and Indian Wars era military forts. I 

aim to show not only that women played a major role in shaping the American presence on the 

Western Frontier, but also that the experiences of those women cannot easily be summed up with 

four hegemonic tropes of femininity. My hope is that readers who find my work by searching for 

the term “army laundresses” will come to realize that this terminology is too simplistic to 

describe the women who did this form of labor. 

 

Moreover, I label the site area I am investigating as a “laundresses’ quarters” for multiple 

reasons. First, there is a local oral tradition and contemporary documentary tradition of calling 

this space a laundresses’ quarters that I wish to be consistent with for reference purposes. I will 

whole heartedly admit that my research partners and I initially took this label in blind faith, and 

so there are multiple years of reports, conference papers, and Erin Rodriguez’s geoarchaeological 

dissertation that refer to the site as a “laundresses’ quarters;” I would like my dissertation to 

remain clearly connected to this prior work and feel it would be inappropriate to rename the site 

now. 

 

Additionally, as I will show throughout this dissertation, the space was occupied by families that 

likely were made up of high ranking enlisted troops and women employed in domestic labor for 

the military service. Both of these groups may have lived in separate housing away from the 

main parade ground; soldiers with families lived in “enlisted married men’s housing,” while 

washer women lived in “laundresses’ quarters.” There is a clear overlap in these populations and 

the terms appear to have been used interchangeably by army administrators depending on 

situational context. Unfortunately I have yet to find a specific reference for how the four 

structures at this site were labeled during the fort’s occupation period. Married enlisted men’s 

housing and laundresses’ quarters elsewhere at the fort generally are only mentioned when there 
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is a problem with their quality or a disturbance. As I will demonstrate in my discussion of the 

archaeological materials from these households, the families who lived at the site seem very 

focused on maintaining a respectable appearance, thus a lack of those kinds of problems have 

kept them out of the documentary records.  

 

I argue that when given the option of referring to the quarters as “laundresses’ quarters” or 

“enlisted married men’s housing,” laundresses’ quarters makes sense to me. First, not all married 

soldiers were allowed to live outside of the barracks; however, all laundresses received military 

issued shelter as part of their service contracts. Additionally, by referring to the quarters as 

“enlisted married men’s housing,” yet again the men in these families are privileged as the 

purpose for the families’ presence at the fort. By calling these structures “laundresses’ quarters,” 

I aim to bring visibility to the non-elite female community that helped sustain life at the fort. I 

am also asserting that “laundresses’ quarters” can come in many forms: tents, hovels, large adobe 

apartments, and stand-alone well-kept houses. This site is not “the laundresses’ quarters’” but “a 

laundresses’ quarters” on the garrison. However, as I am only looking at the archaeological 

remains of one of the spaces occupied by women who worked as laundresses and their families, 

when I refer to “the laundresses’ quarters” throughout this paper, I mean the singular site. I also 

sometimes call this space “the quarters,” “the northern laundresses’ quarters,” and “the northern 

quarters” throughout this text. 

 

Other terms that I use throughout this text includes ways of identifying individuals and 

collectives. I use “inhabitant” to describe persons who occupied the site where gender and age 

cannot be known for the actor. I use “family” to mean any two or more individuals who have 

chosen to be related or are biologically related and use kin-based or even love-based terminology 

to refer to one another. “Household” is a “task oriented, co-resident and symbolically meaningful 

social group that forms the next bigger thing on the social map after an individual (Hendon 1996: 

47).  I also work to “[relate] both the morphology and the functions of household groups to each 

other and to the wider social, economic, and cultural realms” (Netting and Wilk 1984). 

“Community” means a social collective that is joined by one or more common identifiers and 

that perceives itself as an identifiable group; often this collective identity has a locational 

component (e.g. the military community refers to those living on the garrison who were 

employed by or attached to the U.S. Army, the Fort Davis community refers to the population of 

the towns of Fort Davis, Chihuahua, and New Town; the Black community at Fort Davis 

includes all Black and Mixed-Race individuals and their associated families who live in Fort 

Davis). 

 

Chapter Discussion 

 

In Chapter 2, “Theorizing Frontier Identities Queerly,” I present my theoretical framework for 

the project. I begin with a discussion of how queer theorizing offers alternative insights into 

concepts like the normalized practices of academic scholarship and how essentialized ideologies 

affect identity formation. I argue the queer theory does not simply oppose that which is normal; 

rather it offers alternatives to the norm and works as a tool that can challenge those ideas that 

seem so stable they are rendered invisible. I then move onto a discussion of identification 

processes rooted in notions of personhood and intersectionality. Employing queer and feminist 

critiques, I discuss the fluid nature of subjectivity and some of the problems with identity 
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categorizations. I utilize a combination of practice and performance theories as a way to 

highlight how materials participate in the identification process, and note how the archaeological 

record can hold traces of queer identifications in the past. Finally, using a combination of new 

frontier and borderlands theories, I argue that frontiers are spaces of fluidity and ambiguity. In 

these locations people regularly come into contact with conflicting social ideologies. As such, 

they must constantly define, alter, and redefine how they socially position themselves based on 

changing situational contexts. In turn, the multiple, enmeshed performances and practices in 

which frontier inhabitants engage can lead to temporarily conflicting, competing, and 

unintelligible identifications that occur in a third-space of enunciation. I suggest that in particular 

those individuals who are positioned as cultural brokers between multiple factions of the larger 

frontier community are more prone to experiencing these queer moments of identification. 

 

Chapter 3, “Historical Background,” develops the historical context for this study. Utilizing the 

available documentary histories, this chapter locates Fort Davis within the West Texas environs 

and introduces the area’s frontier histories. Beginning with Native American occupation of the 

land and early Spanish conquest, the chapter then moves onto the establishment of the first Fort 

Davis during the Civil War. With the establishment of the second fort, a diverse population of 

ethnic, racial, and national groups converged at the newly reestablished garrison. In particular the 

introduction of Black enlisted troops situated within larger national political debates about Black 

citizenship and race relations during the years of Reconstruction and the early Gilded Age is 

outlined. I trace how interactions between the various populations at Fort Davis shaped the daily 

lives of the garrison’s inhabitants. In this chapter I also address how army laundresses fit into 

frontier military communities during the Indian Wars and then look specifically to the 

community of laundresses stationed at Fort Davis. I situate the northern laundresses’ quarters as 

an outlier community at the garrison, occupying a peripheral/central location geographically and 

socially. Finally, the years leading up to the development of the Fort Davis National Historic Site 

(FDNHS) are presented to give context for the site’s history following the abandonment of the 

fort in 1891. 

 

In Chapter 4, “Archaeological Testing at the Laundresses’ Quarters,” I summarize the 

archaeological research conducted at the northern laundresses’ quarters between 2013 and 2015. 

I discuss the methodologies employed in not only finding the extent of the site, but my sampling 

strategy and excavation techniques. The site is presented by site areas based on their main use 

during the occupation period. Structures, trash scatters, and more general activity areas are 

discussed separately, and the nature of deposits from each of these contexts are summarized. 

 

Next, in Chapter 5, “The Material Culture of the Laundresses’ Quarters,” I identify the artifacts 

and ecofacts recovered during FODAAP’s 2015 fieldwork. Items are discussed by material and 

functional type and situated in the social landscape and chronology of the second fort’s 

occupation.  A summary of the artifact distribution across the site’s deposits gives insight into 

the differential use of space across the site. The chapter concludes with an argument for the 

quarters’ chronology based on a combination of depositional, artifactual, and documentary 

evidence. 

 

Chapter 6, “Interpretations of Daily Life at the Laundresses’ Quarters,” connects the material 

culture recovered from the quarters with the lived experiences of site inhabitants. I begin the 
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chapter with a discussion of gendered, classed, and racialized ideologies that shaped the practices 

and performance of the site’s inhabitants and visitors. A discussion of the dominant White, 

middle-class Victorian culture of the time is juxtaposed with the values associated with the Black 

racial uplift movement. I work to contextualize how the Black, Mixed-Race, and Mexican 

women who worked as laundresses and enlisted Black soldiers at Fort Davis may have navigated 

between these two different structuring forces. I then identify the families who most likely lived 

in the area over the course of its decade long occupation, and I consider how their high status in 

the Black community altered their experiences from those of the majority of other enlisted troops 

and military-employed women.  These families were situated queerly on the physical and social 

landscape, positioning them in such a way that they became cultural brokers between and within 

certain sections of the population. My discussion addresses how the materialized practices and 

performances of the site’s inhabitants shaped and reflected their various enmeshed and 

sometimes contradictory personhoods. I conclude with a consideration of how multifaceted their 

identities as individuals, families, and a large neighborhood community truly were. 

 

Chapter 7, “Conclusions,” summarizes the larger research project. I present my overall argument 

that the conditions of the frontier highlight the complexities of identification.  I point to the 

laundresses’ quarters’ inhabitants as occupying an outlier/central position that made them more 

ready to take on the role of cultural brokers. Further I suggest that considering these persons’ life 

experiences through the lens of queer and third-space theories allows for an interpretation that 

does not box individuals into essentialized identity categories. I conclude with a consideration of 

how queer theorizing can allow for more nuanced interpretations of the past that in turn affect 

contemporary stakeholders.  
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Chapter 2: Theorizing Frontier Identities Queerly 

 

 

 

Introduction 

 

In this chapter, I present the theoretical framework for my dissertation. To understand the 

contextually specific processes that identification took at Fort Davis during the period of 

Reconstruction, I employ queer theory to challenge conventional understandings of identity 

politics. Within this section, I trace queer theory’s origins both outside of and within the field of 

archaeology, addressing orthodoxies and dogmas that have limited queer theorization in the 

discipline. I also discuss how I use queer methodologies in my own research. In the second part 

of this chapter, I introduce the concepts of identity and personhood. Employing queer and 

feminist critiques, I discuss the fluid nature of subjectivity and problems with categorization 

methods. I then utilize a combination of practice and performance theories as a way to identify 

and understand the role of materials in the identification process, specifically noting the 

archaeological record’s ability to show queer identifications in the past. Finally, I consider the 

features and characteristics of the frontier that make it an ideal location to study identity 

formation, negotiation, and reinterpretation. By focusing on assemblages of materials associated 

with persons acting as cultural brokers in these volatile, homogenous social-cultural environs, it 

is possible to recognize moments where queer identifications may have occurred in the past. 

 

Thinking Queerly 

 

As I embark on this writing project where I am forced to order my thoughts, I question how to 

begin my discussion of queer theorizing. Orthodoxies dictate that I should start with a definition 

of my framework, to clarify what I even mean when I say something is “queer” or that I want to 

“queer” my subject of study. However, in trying to get started, I find myself struggling to grab on 

to and settle my understanding of queerness and queering engagements.  

 

The wavering (un)intelligibility haunting the edges of my research framework is exactly why 

queer theorizing holds so much appeal for me. The chaotic swirl of stories and connections that 

make up this dissertation project in my head are waiting to be tidily written on paper, but the 

project – the work of crafting a dissertation, of trying to package six years of scientific 

investigation and humanistic inquiry – inspires amoebic thinking. I am constantly finding 

connections in my research, pushing at the edges of what I think I know, and seeing 

opportunities to make this association or that link, which in turn folds back onto some other 

thought or flight of fancy. But I must rein in this process of questioning and examining the 

potential meanings and implications of my work. For me, queer theorizing feels like the very 

process of scholarly thinking: both are difficult to comprehend and contain with words, both are 

constrained by the limitations of scholarly engagements that precede and ground new modes of 

inquiry, yet both leave me hungry to push the limits of what I think I know, leaving me 

nervously peering into a chasm of possibility. Furthermore, they both feel risky, leaving me 

vulnerable to rejection or criticism as I challenge the limits of acceptable scholarship and proper 

inquiry. 

 



10 
 

In the following section, I will show queer theorizing informs my research project. I begin by 

teasing out what “queer” means as a way of showing the amorphous, slippery quality of the 

concept. Following this ‘unsettled’ definition, I situate queer theorizing within a historic timeline 

of scholarly inquiry within the discipline of archaeology. I conclude the section with a discussion 

of my own use of a queer framework in my research on past identification processes.  

 

Queer (Un)defined 

 

While the meaning of “queer” in queer theorizing may have roots in sexual and gendered 

identifications, the term “queer” was selected by scholars in part because of its illusive 

definition. Queer, outside of the context of contemporary personal identity, can be defined as 

anything that is puzzling, disquieting, peculiar, weird, or irregular. That which is queer very 

simply does not fit; the queer entity is anomalous and incongruous. Queer’s “meanings 

proliferate and spill out of terms the more we try to contain them” making the term unable to be 

securely contained by singular definitions (Giffney 2009: 8). As a result, “the minute you say 

‘queer’…you are necessarily calling into question exactly what you mean when you say it…. 

Queer includes within it a necessarily expansive impulse that allows us to think about the 

potential differences within that rubric” (Harper, White, and Cerullo 1990: 30).  That which is 

queer is instable, “always in process, shifting, and redeployed in contact with other instances or 

moments of queer potential” (Sautman 2010: 92). This turbulent reassembling, this shifting 

locality of meaning, makes that which is queer unable to be summed up in a singular statement 

of truth or fact. Remaining hazy, a ghostly presence, that which is queer is perplexing, 

ambiguous, and unsettling. 

 

Within queer theory, the queer entity falls somewhere between legible intelligibility and 

incomprehensible vagueness. It pushes out from the center, flowing outward and probing at 

ordered constraints. Yet it also folds back from the margins, demanding visibility and rational 

comprehension. “The impossibility of foreclosing debate around the meanings of queer is 

evident in the depth and breadth of its usage,” thus “queer” might best be summed up as 

imaginable potential or possibility, limited by real physical and social constraints (Browne and 

Nash 2010: 7). The shadowed and illusive definitions of “queer” are purposefully non-specific, 

as the queer project is always moving. Queer theorizing is about disorientation with the 

flickering promise of reorientation; it is the denial of firm solidity in favor of troubled slippage 

that in turn attempts to transfigure logic – at times successfully and at others in vain.  

 

Queer technique, queer thinking, and queer being are all kinds of work; the “queer” queries the 

blurred limits of meaning, knowing, and existing.  David Halperin famously argued that, 

“‘queer’ does not name some natural kind or refer to a determinate object; it acquires its meaning 

from its oppositional relation to the norm. Queer is by definition whatever is at odds with the 

normal, the legitimate, the dominant. There is nothing in particular to which it necessarily refers” 

(1995: 62). That which is “queer” is regularly understood as “transgressive”, often to the point 

that it is unable to be communicated, represented, or known. This excess of meaning coupled 

with the lack of settled clarity has been referred to as “the queer remainder,” a cross-cutting 

collection of ideas, things, and beings that at times “cannot be explained” because of their 

transitional unfamiliarity (Giffney 2009:8). In querying – as a process – “there is always some 

remainder, or supplement, that reveals itself precisely in concealing itself, which constitutes a 
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limit or interruption in the production of knowledge” (Kemp 2009: 18). The double meanings, 

contradictions, and fractures of “queer” substance disrupt dominant discourses. Queer is the 

quirk, kink, glitch, twist, or hiccup in the common, natural, and ordinary; a queer presence 

inserts a problematic anomaly in the taken-for-granted familiarity of ordered knowing. In effect, 

queer theorizing is a project of deconstructing naturalized truths and ordering schemes in favor 

of taking a vacillating position between belonging and not belonging.  

 

Queer Theory’s Origins Outside of Archaeology 

 

Drawing from feminist and LGBT scholarship – particularly from members of the non-White 

academic community – of the late 1980s, queer theory is commonly said to have entered the 

scholarly scene when Teresa de Lauretis introduced the term at a UC Berkeley gender studies 

conference in 1990 and then guest edited the first publication to focus on queer theory, a 1991 

special edition of differences: A Journal of Feminist Cultural Studies titled “Queer Theory: 

Lesbian and Gay Studies.” While de Lauretis posited queer theorization as a “political and non-

methodological mode of criticism” that “transgress[ed] and transcend[ed]” normalizing 

conventions, she specifically separated queer theory from the discipline of Gay and Lesbian 

Studies in order to highlight its potential to break from institutionalized conventions (Rand 2014: 

45). For de Lauretis, queering “convey[ed] a double-emphasis – on the conceptual and 

speculative work involved in discourse production and on the necessary critical work of 

deconstructing our own discourses and their constructed silences” (De Lauretis 1991: iv). As an 

anti-disciplinary intervention, queer theorizing allowed for new methods of thought production 

centered on challenging the idea that any subject could be restrained through categorization or 

that it could be fully understood using traditional scholarly approaches.  

 

Scholars across disciplines quickly recognized the merit of a queer engagement in academic 

discourse. The early work of scholars like Eva Sedgwick (1990), Judith Butler (1990, 1993), 

Michael Warner (1993), and David Halperin (1990) championed the deconstruction of 

essentialized subjectivities and the destabilization of taxonomic identity categories. As a critique 

of expertise and objectivity, queer theorizing was rapidly taken up as a political engagement by 

those looking to make visible marginalized and oppressed sexual/gendered subjects. In most 

disciplines, early queer theorizing was closely linked to a queer ethnic community or the social 

collective of persons identifying as queer. “Queer”, a term previously used as a derogatory 

qualification of same-sex desire, was repurposed as a rallying cry of those who did not fit 

normalized modes of sexual/gendered expression and identification. Queer identification 

countered the status quo, championing those gendered and sexualized individuals who did not fit 

societal regimes of proper behavior dictated by heteronormative ideals. Thus, behind this new 

rallying cry, queer persons sought visibility from the fringes of society, demanding 

acknowledgment but refusing to conform to the naturalized ideals of proper sexual behavior, 

formalized gender performance, and institutionalized inter-personal relationships. Those who 

identified queerly were anti-assimilation, “rejecting a minoritizing logic of toleration…in favor 

of a more thorough resistance to regimes of the normal”, and, in particular, they aimed to 

deconstruct the shaky scaffolding of heteronormative structures that persist in modern lifeways 

(Warner 1993: 16). In this context, queer was understood as the antithesis of sexual and gendered 

categorization – to be queer was to opt for vagueness which pushed against the need to define 

with precision.  
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Activist groups working outside of the academic institution served as the models for political 

queer scholarship (Freeman 2010). Grassroots organizations, many of which were rooted in 

AIDS awareness movements, highlighted the existence of non-heterosexual or binary-gender 

identifying persons and legitimized and made visible the practices – particularly those rooted in 

same-sex desire – and concerns of these communities. The direct actions and interventions these 

groups used to deconstruct essentialized readings of themselves by dominant society were 

emulated by goal-oriented scholars who wished to challenge and change academia’s orthodoxies. 

As a result, queer theorizing became closely connected with the political projects of making 

visible the practices and performances of persons identifying as queer, understanding the social 

construction of sexual and gendered identity categories, and challenging the effects of 

heteronormative structuring ideologies. Queer theorists argued that scholarly discourses were 

rooted in heteronormativity and that institutionalized academia restrained everything from the 

questions deemed worthy of asking to the persons offered membership into scholarly 

communities. This heteronormative worldview not only obscured certain subjects from study 

because of their undefinable and marginalized positions but also dictated what methodologies 

could be used to classify and order the subjects of intellectual research. Activism-engaged queer 

theorizing alternatively asserted that the political decision to oppose normative ideologies and 

structures was as legitimate a position as choosing to fit in, pass, or play by the rules (Kemp 

2009: 9). Activist queer theory offered a dramatic intervention, declaring those previously 

unacknowledged and un(der)represented persons, models, methods, and viewpoints gloriously 

unavoidable and worthy of investigation. 

 

While this link to queer activism and the deconstruction of heteronormative structures is 

important in the history of queer scholarship, the “queer” in queer theory cannot and should not 

become interchangeable with “same-sex desire” or “non-heterosexual.” Queer theorizing 

celebrates nonconformity, thus there is danger in privileging certain topics of study within the 

queer model. “Queer takes on its critical edge by defining itself against the normal rather than 

the heterosexual,” thus scholars must be wary of labeling certain engagements properly queer 

only when they challenge sexual and gendered constructs (Warner 1993: xxvi; see also Gibson-

Graham 1999; Taylor 2010). “Queerness can never define an identity; it can only ever disturb 

one,” and the continuous use of “queer” to inherently mean an ethnic queer identity clouds queer 

theory’s potential to disrupt hegemonic norms and assumptions (Edelman 2004: 17). “If [queer 

theory] ceases to be a critique of identity, it’s lost its critical edge,” not only across identity 

categories but across modes of inquiry (Butler 2008: 32).  Rather, queer theory is a “speculative 

endeavor” (Rand 2014: 45, in reference to de Laurentis 1991) that sidesteps predefined 

classification and labeling descriptions in favor of skepticism and transgression.  

 

Queer Theory and Archaeology 

 

Despite a drastic uptake in engagement across academia in the past thirty years, scholars are only 

beginning to probe the boundaries of queer theorizing in most disciplines, particularly in 

archaeology. Following disciplines such as sociology, gender and women’s studies, geography, 

and rhetoric, archaeologists began to utilize queer theory in the late 1990s and early 2000s. 

Queer theory in archaeology was originally defined as “difference from or opposition to the 

ideology of [hegemonic controls, such as] heteronormativity” (Voss 2000: 184). In particular, 
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Judith Butler’s (1990, 1993) work – with its deconstruction of embodied performance as a 

product and predecessor to culturally constructed identity categories – was a common entry point 

for archaeologists looking to use queer theory as a way of understanding the material world 

(discussed further in Part 2). The works of Eva Sedgwick (1990), Michael Warner (1993), and 

David Halperin (1990), which championed the deconstruction of essentialized subjectivities and 

the destabilization of taxonomic identity categories also informed this early work. As such, many 

queer archaeological studies have focused on destabilizing gender and sexual categories and 

finding evidence of queer identified individuals in the past. Within archaeology, “queer” has at 

times become synonymous with either a queer ethnic identity – i.e. a group affiliation centered 

on mutually experienced oppressions because of shared gendered and sexual practices and 

performances – or any behaviors that challenged modern heteronormative ideals. This pitfall is 

particularly apparent when surveying those articles which have been cited as queer scholarship in 

the discipline. Many of the articles credited as queer theoretical pieces never directly use the 

word “queer” to describe their theoretical framework or subject matter (for example: Voss 2000, 

2008; Voss and Schmidt 2000). However, most of the earliest articles credited as queer 

scholarship in the discipline clearly state a focus on relationships between same-sex individuals, 

persons with homosexual and non-binary gender identities, and practices and performances 

rooted in non-heterosexual desire. 

 

Following the model of political activism, a number of archaeologists have shown that certain 

sexual practices, specifically those related to same-sex desire, were present – and at times 

prevalent –in various cultures across time periods. These scholars championed the critique that 

“the presumption of heterosexuality as a [naturalized] norm” was “adopted uncritically,” which 

in turn justified, embedded, and perpetuated modern constructs on persons that experienced life 

very differently in the past (Dowson 2000: 162). Studies such as Gayle Rubin's (2000) 

archaeologically informed work on gay leathermen’s settlement patterns in 1950s San Francisco, 

Eleanor Casella's (2000) investigation of sexual economies at an Australian ladies’ correctional 

facility, and Denis Byrne’s (2005) survey of Asian-Pacific gay meet-up locations all shed light 

on often-ignored historic communities associated with homosexual activity and practice. 

 

While these studies of the recent (globally Westernized) past provide historic precedence to 

modern queer identities, giving time depth to a series of practices and performances associated 

with identity formation and negotiation, only a few archaeologists have boldly tried to legitimize 

modern homosexual identities by suggesting a continuity in same-sex practices and 

performances across ancient contexts (Eger 2007; Matthews 1999). This work highlights 

instances in which same-sexed individuals engaged in bodily practices that could be read as 

homosexual today, yet it is important to note that past practices such as anal penetration were not 

always given now-modern constructions of sexual meaning and also were not essentially linked 

to identity construction in the same way they are today. “The notion that an individual’s sexual 

disposition is a determining component of sexual identity is a relatively recent social 

phenomenon” (Voss 2005: 57), thus relationships before this period that can now be read as 

homosexual would not necessarily have been identified or interpreted as such in certain past 

cultures. Instead, acts which took place between members of the same gender that had political, 

religious, and non-sexual social meanings have incorrectly been labeled as homosexual (Schmidt 

2002, Barnett 2012).   
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That is not to say that same-sex sexual acts that were rooted in desire did not take place in the 

past. For instance, Joyce (2000a), in her study of male desire amongst the Maya, argues that 

certain acts may have been erotic in nature and that the male body was constructed as the ideal 

object of desire for both men and women. Greg Reeder’s (2000) study of hieroglyphic depictions 

of two men in an Egyptian tomb may also evidence a sexually based male-male relationship, 

though this relationship may have greater political, religious, and status implications than simply 

being the enactment of a sexually-based social identity. Both of these studies allow for multiple 

interpretations of the same-sex activities in which past actors engaged, and the authors are 

careful not to label these activities as homosexual without careful discussion of terminology.  

 

Queer studies which focus on destabilizing sexual and gender constructs beyond those related to 

sexual desire have also received attention in archaeological communities. A number of 

archaeologists have challenged the naturalization of a heteronormative, nuclear family unit 

across human history or the standardization of gender roles within these couplings, while others 

have questioned the universalized assumption of institutionalized and monogamous couplings in 

reconstructions of the past (Chilton 2008; Christensen ND, Cobb 2005; Morris and Wilkie ND, 

Schmidt 2002). Ultimately, archaeologists should not interpret sexual identity without 

consideration of the historical and social context that they study and reflection on the sex/gender 

systems of the cultures they analyze. To do otherwise would go against the tenets of queer 

theorizing that demand scholars evaluate contextually-specific normative ideologies and their 

effects on social practice.  

 

Despite this primary focus on sexual desire and identification, a few archaeologists have 

challenged the presupposition of sexual and gendered practice and performance in queer 

theorizing. As early as 2000, Thomas Dowson argued that queer archaeology “does not involve 

looking for homosexuals, or any other supposed sexual deviant for that matter, in the past. Nor is 

it concerned with the origins of homosexuality” (287). Two decades later, he reiterated that 

“queering archaeology must be so much more than identifying the diversity of human sexual 

experience” (Dowson 2009: 291). Dowson worried that “the normalization of ‘queer 

archaeology’ merely serves to provide deviance with a (pre)history,” and warned of the danger in 

dictating a standardized use of queer theory centered in the study of (modernly interpreted) 

sexual deviance, as it “runs counter to the queer agenda” (ibid. 291). In the same year, Bo Jensen 

similarly noted that “practically no-one has yet developed queer archaeology to its full 

potential,” because the discipline has so closely linked a study of queer ethnic identity with queer 

theorizing (2010: 44). This limited use ignores queer theory’s potential to “dissolve the 

subject/object divide by showing that subjects were and are always constructed through objects,” 

thus queering has the potential to “denaturalize not just attraction and sexuality, but being tout 

court” (ibid.). From this reading, queer identification becomes a positionality of non-normativity, 

sexual or otherwise, centered on embodied practice/performance and materially-based 

interactions.  

 

Following the lead of non-archaeologists, several scholars in the discipline have (re)focused their 

work, choosing to question how any variety of contingent identifications have been naturalized 

and normalized in past societies, and, at times, they go so far as to critique how individual based 

identification has been essentialized in modern interpretations of past societies (for example: 
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Blackmore 2011; Cobb 2005; Morris and Wilkie ND; Perry and Joyce 2001; Springate ND). As 

Barbara Voss (2000: 184) has stated:  

 

Emphasis on ‘opposition to the normative’…and on the simultaneous 

destabilization of the normative are aspects of queer theory that allow great 

interdisciplinary mobility, as they permit theoretical concepts initially applied to 

issues of sexual identity and the oppression of sexual minorities to be deployed in 

studies of other social subgroups as well as in studies of the written and spoken 

word, the built environment, material objects, and other products of culture. 

 

In this line, scholars have repositioned the “queer” in queer theory as a term of (de)categorization 

that is not contingent on any one aspect or characteristic of identity. Rather, queer theory is a 

“critique of fixity and the normalization of categories, [which] provides a substantive framework 

for analyzing difference;” accordingly it “has the potential to illuminate many processes in the 

past, not just those related to sexuality” (Blackmore 2011: 80, 77; see also Ardren 2008, Voss 

2008, Wylie 2004). Likewise, “in highlighting the slippage between expectations and reality, and 

the potential social sanctions that come with them,” queer archaeological engagements – 

especially those that complicate sanctioned modes of inquiry – have  “the potential to destabilize 

the sometimes-crippling sense of what is ‘normal’ and morally prescribed,” instead  offering 

alternative perspectives on what afforded past peoples to “flourish within the reality of their 

circumstances,” foregrounding any variety of contingent identifications (Christensen ND: 29). 

Queer theorizing thus offers anthropological archaeologists an opportunity to understand how 

everyday life in the past was experienced and negotiated, rather than focusing on generalizing 

hegemonic structures that flatten our understandings of the past (Alberti 2006; Boellstorff 2010; 

Wilkie 2010). While still limited in number, those studies which move beyond queer theory’s 

dogmatic link to sexual and gendered identification promise to broaden the influence of queer 

theory on the larger discipline of archaeology as they offer alternative entry points for radical 

reevaluation of a variety of hegemonic constants that are taken for granted in the discipline.   

 

Following a similar trajectory to feminist engagements, archaeologists have also used queer 

theory to challenge not only identification processes in the past but also the way the discipline 

privileges certain types of scholarship. In his introduction to World Archaeology’s “Queer 

Archaeologies” special issue, Thomas Dowson highlighted how the “epistemological privilege” 

of heterosexual male archaeologists’ methodology and interpretation ultimately “advantage and 

legitimize particular constructions of the past,” as most interpretations assume a normalized 

heterosexual male viewpoint (2000: 162). Thus, certain types of data, standardized 

methodologies used to collect that data, and a privileged group of data collectors and their 

viewpoints ultimately shaped the past as it is remembered today (162-163). New methodologies 

have been proposed as means to queer archaeological practice and interpretation, including 

improved focus on varied data collection methods, increased acceptance and solicitation of 

queer-identifying scholars’ work, the embracing of multiple interpretations and re-interpretations 

of archaeological scholarship, and the use of non-traditional lines of evidence (Alberti 2006; 

Arjona 2016; Cobb 2005; Claasen 2000; Croucher 2005; Ransley 2005; Reeder 2000; Schofield 

& Anderton 2000; Schmidt 2002; Wallis 2000; Vacca ND). Queer theory can be used to 

reevaluate everything archaeologists take for granted, from the taxonomic categorization of our 

subjects to the chronological situation of our research contexts, to the binding tenets of the 
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discipline itself. Moreover, queering archaeology “does not mean learning to construct the past 

better, but learning new, different ways of approaching the past altogether” (Dowson 2000: 163). 

 

Following David Halperin’s argument, “if queer theory is going to have the sort of future worth 

cherishing, we will have to find ways of renewing its radical potential – and by that I mean not 

devising some new and more avant-garde theoretical formulation of it but quite concretely, 

reinventing its capacity to startle, to surprise, to help us think what has not yet been thought” 

(2003: 343). Archaeologists, with our access to deep time depth and multiple lines of evidence – 

including physical materials, oral histories, written documents, etc. – have a great potential to 

push queer theorizing in directions previously unimagined, if we avoid the pitfalls of orthodoxies 

and dogmas that wrongly attempt to cage queer thought. Ultimately, “queer is a term that can and 

should be redeployed, fucked with and used in resistant and transgressive ways, even if those 

ways are resisting what could, and some would argue already has, become a ‘queer orthodoxy’” 

(Browne and Nash 2010: 9). It is with this call to action in mind that my research enters the 

dialogue of queer theorizing in archaeological scholarship. 

 

Setting-up a Queer Framework 

 

The complexity of “queer” – its slippery, amorphous essence – is the root of its power as a tool 

for imagining the world that past persons lived in, both materially and ideologically. Queer 

theorizing’s “radical potential” is able “to startle, to surprise, [and] to help us think what has not 

yet been thought” (Halperin 2003). Queer is a tension, a potential for significance where 

meaning has been ignored, denied, or overlooked, but it is not “a positivity” in that it does not 

provide “answers” through its troubling (Dowson 2000: 163). Queer challenges whatever seems 

durable, knowable, and real, yet it does not necessarily stand as a counter-argument as it has no 

referent.  The queer entity is not simply an opposition, as queer theorizing challenges the binary 

in favor of spectrums, networks, clouds, and matrices. Queer engagements do not ask “what 

instead?” so much as “what else?” They do not take a position against or deviate from the 

normal, rather they provide an alternative to or a differentiation from fictionalized stabilities and 

rules.  

 

Following Sara Ahmed (2006), queer is an orientation or a positioning of oneself in time and 

space in relation to what is known and desired. The queer locates its employer’s outlook and 

understanding in the unfamiliar or previously ignored margins of intelligibility. By transcending 

categorization, that which is queer has the potential to “[bring] what is ‘behind’ to the front… by 

creating a new angle” from which one can view the world, its inhabitants, and the ordering of 

their social interactions (Ahmed 2006: 4). As an archaeologist using queer theory, I understand 

bringing “what is ‘behind’ to the front” to have double meaning: not only can what is hidden by 

naturalizing rhetoric be studied through a queer lens but also what historically happened in the 

past can be reevaluated using queer theory as a means of teasing out forgotten stories of past 

lives that have relevance to understanding the modern world. Queer readings of the past – 

particularly when considering past actors’ contingent, multi-variant identifications and 

personhoods – offer the possibility of alternative ways of knowing and existing in the world that 

challenge normalized conventions.  
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“Queer perspectives assert a view of reality as fragmented and multiple and reject explanations 

that are grounded in the presumption of a directly knowable brute reality. Knowledge is, 

therefore, understood as partial, local and situated rather than capable of being woven into an 

overarching grand narrative incorporating the entirety of possible human experience” (Nash 

2010: 132). By queerly orienting my archaeological interpretations of the past, I aim to bring to 

the fore the multivalent stories present in the material record, allowing for fragmented, co-

existent, and occasionally conflicting interpretations of everyday life. Moreover, “if queer is 

always queer in relation to the normative, it is only queer in historical and cultural context. If 

queer differs from context to context, it might nonetheless be considered a concept capable of 

crossing both time and cultures” (Hayes, Higonnet, Spurlin 2010: 2). Thus, I propose the use of a 

queer scholarly gaze that reconstitutes, revises, refashions, and reinterprets the disconnections 

between reality and idealized norms in the temporal-spatially, socio-materially situated past.  

 

As a scholarly pursuit, queer theorizing is a process of knowledge production. Queer scholarship 

is quirky, “a shifting sensibility rather than a static theoretical paradigm” (Jones and Adams 

2010: 204). Posed as a “counterhegemonic reading strategy,” queer theory provides a framework 

for the reevaluation, restructuring, and reordering of its practitioners’ views, practices, and 

interpretations (Rand 2014: 56). Queer theory is “a tool…that produces self-reflection and 

feelings of uncomfortability[,] a troublesome agent of rebellion” to ordering logic (Giffney 2009: 

6, referencing Butler 2004: 121). “To queer” is to re-position one’s perspective in a manner 

which disrupts, decenters, and disturbs prevailing narratives of static regularity. Queering “is a 

way of producing reflection,” of questioning the “authoritative standard,” and of unbalancing the 

obvious (Dowson 2000: 163).  

When a scholar “queers” her subject of study, she’s forced to risk imaginative conjecture. As a 

result, queer research and writing is difficult, because it stretches beyond traditional 

interpretation of evidence. It transcends bounded conventions and asks its practitioners to find 

the gaps in what they think they know. Noreen Giffney highlights queer theory’s “opacity” as the 

element that “encourages us to search for possible meanings…ask questions about what those 

meanings might be and…reflect on why we are driven to conduct a search for such meanings in 

the first place” (2009: 1-2). This process of inquisition is scaled, sliding from rethinking not only 

one’s subject matter but also the way one conducts research, analysis, and interpretation. The 

queer theorist must question what she takes for granted, and, in turn, she has the opportunity to 

evaluate her perspective, see her assumptions, and challenge her methodologies of knowledge 

production. As Megan Springate asserts, “queer theory is about disruption: accosting 

assumptions; deconstructing and questioning even those categories that seem the most natural 

and basic; and challenging our methodologies” (ND: 6). This can leave her feeling unhinged, 

lost, or overwhelmed when she realizes the magnitude of self-reflection and reorganization that a 

queer engagement requires. 

 

I posit that queer theorizing need not be all-encompassing, as such theorizing is most effective in 

the company of other theories.  A significant part of queer theorizing is the interplay between 

these ways of knowing, the picking-and-choosing of parts of a whole that best fit the specific 

problems one aims to puzzle through. In this research project, I utilize aspects from theories of 

feminism, active networks, borderlands, post-colonial third-space, and more. However, queer 

theorizing overwhelmingly permeates my scholarship, shaping the way I conceptualize and 

situate my subjects of study (identity processes, the materiality of daily life, space, etc.) and the 
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way I present my findings. The playful engagement or slippery quality of queer theorizing and 

the excited restlessness that it produces is one of its greatest interventions in modern scholarship. 

As Calvin Thomas (2009) points out, queering is creatively exciting because of its excess, its 

teasing difficulty, and its insistence to not hold still, be confined, or play by the rules (see also 

Detamore 2010). “Refusing to specify, delimit and define can be queer,” as it offers potential 

avenues of innovative thought that refuse ordered knowing (Browne and Nash 2010: 9). With 

this “miraculous excess of meaning” and playfulness in mind, my interpretations and conclusions 

are presented as a stew of potential “reminiscences” instead of a linear narrative of definite 

“truths” about what life was like in Fort Davis’s past (Thomas 1999: 18). Queer theory becomes 

a prism through which I glimpse the varied reflections of past as they waver at the edge of 

intelligibility but still defy being secured, stilled, and ordered.  

 

Queering Identity 

 

Identity, like queer theory, is difficult to define in its intricacy and fluidity. For this reason, my 

main project is one focused on disentangling the complexities of identification in a specific 

temporal-spatial context: nineteenth-century Fort Davis, Texas. Or, more simply, I want to know 

what daily life was like for a group of individuals who previously lived at an archaeological site, 

and I think deconstructing identity formation, enactment, and negotiations might be the best way 

to do this. How did people at the site see themselves? How did others see them? How did people 

express who they thought they were or wanted to be? How did this in turn affect their 

relationships with others? Also importantly, I see merit in asking what constrains the how in each 

of these questions: What societal structures, what physical limits, what social events, and so on 

affected identification processes in this context?  

 

In this section, I set up the theoretical framework to deconstruct these questions. First, I begin 

with definitions of identity, identification, and personhood. Next, I show how identity is multi-

variant and contextual. Finally, I present a series of theoretical models related to the materiality 

of identification to show how archaeological studies can be used to answer my research 

questions. 

 

Identity and Identification 

 

So, what does it really mean to have an identity, to be identified, or to identify? To start, identity 

and identification can be separated into two different – but interlinking – concepts. “Identity” is a 

categorization, attribution, or understanding of certain qualities and character. These aspects of 

meaning map onto an object resulting in a subject. Identities are a set of behaviors or perceived 

ideals given contextual significance that orient a person or group in the world. Identity is not 

inherent or essential and “is not simply something we have” so much as “something we 

experience. Put another way, identity is not a thing in the world, but a perspective on the world.” 

(Maldonado and Russel 2016: 2). Congruently, the “raw material” of assembled bodies and 

objects are given the cultural significance of identity through the process of identification. 

“Identification” is a procedure or an action. To identify is to actively inscribe, create, or employ 

the attributes of identity in temporally, spatially, and socio-culturally specific contexts. Thus, 

identification is meaning enacted in reality. That is not to say that identity as a classification does 

not have real world consequences; rather, identity is a “will to meaning” with physical and social 
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consequences, and identification is the actual inscription, negotiation, and contestation of that 

meaning on people and things (Giffney 2009:6). Despite these alternate definitions, the nuanced 

differentiation between “identity” and “identification” are often condensed by scholarly writers 

for simplicity. Identity is inextricable from identification and vice versa, in the same way that 

ideals are inextricable from the practice of daily life. 

 

Identity processes are social in that they require a referent with or against which to measure 

behavior. Identities order the world by establishing “who’s who” through “systemic 

establishment and signification, between individuals, between collectives, and between 

individuals and collectives, of relationships of similarities and differences” (Jenkins 2014:19). In 

being identified, one’s belonging to a shared collective is socially assessed using the 

differentiated signs, symbols, and actions of everyday life. However, identification can only ever 

be truly partial, confirming both sameness and difference piecemeal and imperfectly. The 

simultaneous calculation of fragmentary sameness or dissimilarity of a person or social group to 

any other persons is grounded in the perception of real and imagined shared culture (Jones 1997).  

Identification “always includes multiple processes of identifying with. It also involves 

identification as against; but even did it not, the relations implicit in identifying are…in 

themselves quite sufficiently fraught with intensities of incorporation, diminishment, inflation, 

threat, loss, reparation, and disavow” (Segwick 1990: 61). Ultimately, identity is not so much 

perfect affiliation so much as a process of manufacturing an individual or group relationally in 

both the real and fictionalized world. 

 

The “categorization of others is not merely a communal act but inevitably part of self-

construction,” as identity is both the product of self-recognition and collective legibility 

(Maldonado and Russel 2016: 3). One can either find affiliation with or opposition to any 

specific identity grouping, and the perception of shared association shapes a person’s view of 

herself/himself as much as it shapes her/his assessment of others. Still, it is important to note that 

the ascription of identity or designation of belonging is not necessarily consciously chosen 

(consider race and ability). While self-identification affects the activities and behaviors of a 

person, the attributes of shared identity must be perceived as sufficiently consistent enough with 

known expectations to be recognizable to others. Thus, the conscious decisions connected to a 

person’s self-identification may be misread or mislabeled, lost in translation from one person to 

another. Active agency does not necessarily result in social legibility, and subjects are perceived 

by others based on the audience’s own perspectives and worldviews. Ultimately, those whose 

actions defy ready categorization are often misidentified or deemed dangerously anti-social.  

 

Personhood 

 

Following the logic of identification, personhood, or the state of being a socially recognizable 

subject, is not inherent. As “a socially situated and performed persona,” personhood is not so 

much a state of labeled belonging (i.e. identity) as the “socially constructed role” of a social 

agent situated within a matrix of entangled cultural associations (Clark and Wilkie 2006: 333). 

Personhood can vacillate across gradations of social categorization – from the level nation or 

ethnic grouping down to the individual – and its boundaries are dictated by discursive social and 

material relationships in reference to structuring principles (see Materializing Identity below for 

further discussion). Personhood is an orientation or a positioning of legibility based on an 
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assemblage of contextual and interwoven identifications and relationships; thus, the experience 

of being a person can vary greatly across time, space, and situation. 

 

Importantly, the concept of personhood cannot be used interchangeably with the concept of 

individuality. In post-nineteenth-century western culture, the “individual” is positioned as 

primary to the “person,” and the concept of a self-motivated divisible ego has been naturalized; 

yet, personhood does not fundamentally privilege singular subjectivity (for further discussion 

see: Clark and Wilkie 2006; Fowler 2010; Gillespie 2001; Knapp and van Dommelen 2008; 

Meskell 1999, 2007; Wilkie and Howlett-Hayes 2006). “We should not implicitly accept that the 

struggle for individuality and self-benefit is the primary driving force in how identities are 

negotiated” as it privileges certain “features of personhood as desirable above all others,” 

dismissing the importance of connections to other persons, spaces, materials, and ideologies. 

(Fowler 2010: 370). This is not to say that past persons did not experience themselves as singular 

embodied entities, or selves, acting in the world. Rather, the “social world is made up of 

individuals who speak and act in meaningful ways” and who in turn “create the social world 

which gives them their identity and being” (Moore 1990: 111). In short, personhood is 

constructed through tensions between the dividual and the individual, the objective and 

subjective, the fixed and the relational, or the singular and the social situated in a materially and 

ideologically structured world (Fowler 2010; Gillespie 2001).  

 

As Christopher Fowler has argued, “we risk leaving a hole at the center of the concept of identity 

if what it is to be a person is not considered” (2010: 365). Identity is highly relational to the 

ideological structures, material things, locational spaces, and social interactions that combine to 

create the experience of being a decipherable subject. One’s affordance, or possible achievement, 

of personhood can vary across the life course depending on social positioning. The temporally 

and “socially contextualized self…encompasses the experiences, expectations, and rights a 

person derives from ascribed and achieved statuses and identities. Gender, age, lineal 

associations, marriage, parental, occupation, political, caste, and other statuses converge to create 

a socially situated persona” that in turn is relatable to other persons within a society (Clark and 

Wilkie 2006: 337-338). Persons are “the sum of their ascribed and achieved social positions” and 

are “multiply-authored” through interactions with the surrounding world; thus they cannot exist 

autonomously or separate from a culture’s ideological frameworks and physical constraints 

(Wilkie and Howlett-Hayes 2006: 254; Fowler 2010: 370).  

 

Within the social framework of a culture, personhood can be denied to unique individuals. The 

social subject is created through the tension of an individual’s particular lived experiences in 

relation to their publicly articulated self. When a being is denied social intelligability, they lack 

the meanings ascribed through necessary relationships with others and/or the material world. In 

being deprived of the personhood, an individual or group’s behaviors and practices are deemed 

untranslatable to the persons conferring personhood status. In short, the non-person is positioned 

in such a way that they lack significance and are unidentifiable in a given socio-cultural context 

or from a specific vantage point.  

 

The denial of personhood can be dependent on a variety of factors. Social recognition is often 

denied through processes connected to disparate power dynamics, such as racism, sexism, and 

other structures of inequality and oppression. For instance, enslaved Africans were denied 
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personhood in the United States prior to emancipation, as personhood was rooted in the 

entangled social legibility of embodied racial identity, labor status, and political citizenship. 

Additionally, the acknowledgment of personhood can also be withheld temporarily from those 

who have not yet fulfilled the material or performative obligations of a marked social 

positioning. For example, in orthodox Jewish culture, a baby boy’s name - a socially meaningful 

marker – is withheld from the community for the child’s first eight days of life; only after the 

ritual bris is the baby boy’s name offered to the community for prayer and, in turn, personhood 

(rooted in gendered and religious identifications) is granted. The confirmation of certain 

personhoods can occur throughout the life-course. One aspect of personhood can be exchanged 

for another or personhoods rooted in specific identifications can co-exist simultaneously. For 

instance, while an individual may be positioned as a person prior to adulthood (based in 

religious, political, gender, or other identifications), they may not be considered sexually legible 

until performing acts of ritualized and/or embodied maturity. For instance, menstruation is given 

social meaning in modern American culture, and sexual womanhood – as opposed to childhood – 

is (at least in part) conferred through the experience of sexual fecundity.  Importantly, social 

legibility does not necessarily mean that an individual conforms to normalized ideologies. 

Personhood can exist in opposition to normalized structures and social restraints depending on 

the limitations of recognition imposed by a culture (Fowler 2010: 368). For instance, witches 

have been posited as nonconforming persons whose personhoods transcend the constraints of the 

body and “normal inter-subjective relations through their anti-social activities” (Fowler 2010: 

370). Ultimately, personhood is conferred not through “proper” behavior so much as positioning 

of intelligibility, even if that positioning is non-normative. 

 

Personhoods are grounded in the practices and performances that influence and constrain identity 

formation and negotiation in relation to collective representation. While one may be discernibly a 

person in a specific aspect of the social world, her behaviors may make her illegible from a 

different view point. Ultimately, identities and personhoods are variant, contextual, and complex, 

and, as discussed below, the tensions between multiple personhoods and identifications are 

discursive and co-constituting.  

 

Identities in Concert, Identities in Dissidence, Identities in Gaps 

 

Identity is constructed across various arenas of intelligibility, including – though not limited to – 

race, ethnicity, gender, sexuality, ability, age, religion, vocation, class, and status. While it is 

tempting to discuss certain aspects of identity as static entities, no singular characteristic of 

identity exists in a vacuum. Rather, as highlighted in the interventions of third-wave feminists – 

particularly Black, post-colonial, and lesbian feminists – identities are multiple, intersecting, and 

contingent rather than monolithic, superordinate, or additive (e.g. Agbe-Davies 2002, 2003 2010; 

Battle-Baptist 2011; Beaudry 2004; Brumfield 1991; Collins 1986, 1998; Franklin 1997, 2001; 

Gilchrist 2000, 2012; Grosz 1995; Hill 1998; di Leonardo 1991; Hooks 1982, 1989, 1990, 1992; 

Joyce 2000a, 2000b, 2008; Meskell 1999; Moore 1994; Lorde 1984; Rubin 1984; Wall 1994; 

Wilkie 2000a, 2003, 2004, 2010; 2015, ND; Wylie 2006;). Directly rallying against 

universalizing discussions of womanhood, third-wave feminists posit that identities are not 

similarly experienced by all people who share in the categorization. Thus, what it means to be 

female gendered varies across social classes, ethno-racial affiliations, nationalities, sexualities, 

and generations, despite earlier claims of universality. With this intervention, discussions of 
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identity shifted from a focus on shared similarity within a group in opposition to other external 

groups to one on difference within a group (Moore 1994). In archaeology, this transition 

famously repositioned past actors from being generalized “faceless blobs” to living, breathing 

people with social- and self-motivations (Tringham 1991). In this model, identity is relational, in 

that identification is a social process through which a person is constituted through overlapping 

difference (Jones 1997). Persons are seen as constituted of contingent and intersecting identities, 

which shaped their varying experiences in the everyday world. In short, identities are “much too 

complex, unsettled, porous…mutually constitutive, unpredictable, incommensurable, and 

dynamic, certainly too spatially and temporally contingent, ever (if only for an instant) to travel 

independently of one another” (Soto 2010: 6). For instance, one cannot simply consider the 

experiences of “women”, or even “rich, White, women,” so much as one must ask how the idea 

of “rich-White-woman-ness” affected and structured the experiences of specific persons living in 

a specific places and times.  

 

Moreover, if experiences of subjectivity are cross-cutting, social inequalities manifest through 

“multiple layers of context,” and Western societal norms that focused on biological determinism, 

heterosexism, androcentrism, and patriarchal gender hierarchies are not necessarily universal 

across space and time (di Leonardo 1991: 31). Working to challenge homogenizing descriptions 

of gender experience, Black feminists, specifically, were some of the first scholars to show how 

the intersections of race, gender, and class work together to create unique experiences of 

oppression (Collins 1986, 1998; Hooks 1982, 1989, 1990, 1992; Lorde 1984). In particular, 

archaeologists who utilize Black feminist ideologies in their work, including Anna Agbe-Davies 

(2002, 2003), Whitney Battle-Baptist (2011), Maria Franklin (1997, 2001), and Laurie Wilkie 

(2000, 2003, 2004, 2015, ND), have shown how oppressive structures historically affect persons 

from variable identity positions differently. For example, Black women in the southern United 

States have historically experienced different lived realities to their Black male and White female 

counterparts. The unique experience of being Black, southern, female, and poor – whether due to 

enslavement or a lack of labor options post-emancipation – uniquely positioned Black women as 

domestic servants and family heads-of-household which in turn elevated them to the status of 

prominent civic leaders and social producers in southern Black communities; this positioning 

also meant that multiple-oppressions such as racism, sexism, and classism uniquely combined to 

render Black women invisible in the historical record (Battle-Baptiste 2011; Franklin 1997, 

2001). Ultimately, because power structures, like identities, are interconnected, it is even more 

impossible to limit one’s focus on life in the past on a singular entity of lived experience, as this 

would flatten understandings of social motivation and interrelations.  

 

Identity is “not merely [an] arithmetic” of additive characteristics layered atop one another; 

rather the facets of social and self intelligibility are enmeshed, working in concert to create a 

unique individual (Barbara Smith 1979: 123). Identities “coalesce together in indivisible ways” 

across the lifecycle, and, therefore, all identity is understood as culturally constructed and co-

constituting in various, undetermined ways (Meskell 2007: 33). This is not to say that all aspects 

of one’s identity can be expressed in all situations. Because each person has an interwoven 

network of subjectivities that are interdependent and signified in relation to each other, in any 

given situation certain combined aspects of a person’s identity can be pulled to the fore or 

selectively privileged. Though no-singular identity is seen as having universal-primacy, any 

number of social categories can take precedence in a given situation, though these identifiers are 



23 
 

still in dialogue with the other subject positions a person inhabits (Grosz 1995; Moore 1994; 

Wylie 2006).  The foregrounding of certain identities in a given social exchange can be either 

conscious or unconscious, though an audience’s reading of an individual practiced and 

performed identity can also fluctuate. 

 

“Identities are fluid and mutable, under negotiation as we experience life and open to 

manipulation if we have the opportunity” (Meskell 2007:  29) Thus, identities are so complex 

that they are actually “unstable and perpetually becoming,” or fluidly volatile (Browne and Nash 

2010:1). “Identity often lives only for short moments,” but it can also be more permanent 

(Cornell 2004: 177; Insoll 2007: 5). People do not necessarily experience the same identified 

position consistently across the life course so much as they experience moments of identified 

intelligibility. To complicate things further, identities can be self-contradictory, as an individual 

can inhabit multiple-subjectivies. When dissonant aspects of one’s identity co-express in a 

singular situation, an individual could be rendered socially illegible or at least, be misidentified 

(Meskell 2007: 32). I argue that it is in these kinds of situations that identity becomes queer, 

when subjectivities or personhoods destabilize and disorient a person’s or group’s positionality 

in the social world. “Identity is not a bunch of little cubbyholes stuffed respectively with 

intellect, race, sex, class, vocation, gender. Identity flows between, over aspects of a person. 

Identity is a river – a process” (Gloria Anzaldúa 1991: 252-3). We only notice identity’s fluidity 

and instability in the moments – both long and short term – of unintelligibility, when these 

naturalized “cubby holes” are called into question. These can be moments of dissonance when 

multiple subjectivities co-exist incongruously or multiple vectors of an idealized identity are 

inharmoniously occupied. These can also be moments when an individual’s behaviors fall in the 

cracks between known categorizations, offering innovative or metamorphosed alternatives to 

known structures. Thus, queering identity is not so much a process of finding opposing 

categorizations of people as it is an exercise in deconstructing the way a society orders itself to 

find the persons who just do not fit “properly.”  

 

Identity studies inevitably encounter the dilemma of classification and quantification that queer 

theory rallies against, in that they sequence characteristics that actually occur concurrently. 

“‘Queer’ approaches… [question] the existence and ‘know-ability’ of the social,” rendering the 

concept of identity difficult to embrace, as naming identity categories collapses the gaps between 

them (Browne and Nash 2010: 14). Extremist queer engagements call for the erasure of identity 

categories in scholarly engagements. These calls ask us to see “difference in itself, difference 

with no identity” because “nothing is natural, nothing is normal. Everything is a social and 

cultural construct” (Grosz 1995:53; Weedon 1999:73). Here, “queer” becomes the antithesis of 

marginalized identity categories as all positions become equally valid and plausible.  

 

However, this viewpoint ignores the very real lived effects of structuring forces on daily life and 

the “comfort [found] in these identities given they serve a central organizing stability in many 

lives” (Browne and Nash 2010: 6; see also the work of Critical Race Theorists: Bell 2000; 

Delgado and Stefancic 2001; Epperson 2004). The laundresses at nineteenth-century Fort Davis 

understood themselves as existing in certain identity categories and occupying certain 

personhoods: laundress/military employee/provider, woman/mother/wife, Black/Mixed-Race, 

Texan/Mexican/American. To deny that those modes of identification shaped the way the 

laundresses saw themselves would remove the social meaning from their lives. Moreover, 
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without a way to understand social organization, power structures and the oppressions associated 

with these frameworks would lose meaning, which in turn would hide the inequalities 

experienced by past actors. Ultimately, by throwing out identity categories altogether, extremist 

queer frameworks become inaccessible and inadequate.  

 

More conservative queer scholars argue that a queer framework should be used to understand 

how “normative social structures are promulgated and reproduced” (Voss 2008: 330).  This does 

not mean that scholars must continue to force their research subjects into taxonomic boxes; 

rather, we should consider the effects social structures had in shaping the lived realities of past 

actors. By embracing and investigating the instability, diversity, and interconnectedness of 

identity categories, scholars can employ queer theory to “engage with all aspects of identity 

formation and the processes and behaviors that mediate it” (Blackmore 2011: 75). We can both 

complicate our explanations of past lived realities while still placing the actions, practices, and 

performances we study in the context of social structures and power dynamics. This both allows 

for a look at actors who have been rendered invisible because their agency does not fit the 

boundaries of classification models and acknowledges the very real effects of hegemonic notions 

of differential power and oppression. 

 

Materializing Identity 

 

Archaeologists aim to understanding how identification is materially enacted and maintained by 

collecting and interpreting the traces of identification process in the fragmentary records of the 

past. As a historical archaeologist, I benefit from textual evidence that helps situate my subjects 

in a matrix of social constructs. However, many of my subjects and the interactions I wish to 

address have been “made invisible” in the documentary archive. The laundresses and families of 

enlisted soldiers who lived at Fort Davis often only show up on the periphery of texts, mentioned 

as side notes or given supporting roles in daily reports, court cases, and the reminiscences of 

White officers and their wives. Census records, maps, and other governmental accounting 

records are at best fragmentary, giving only momentary glimpses into the lives of those deemed 

countable but not worth primary focus. However, those people who are overlooked in recordings, 

silenced by selective archiving practices, and ignored in historic retellings are still traceable in 

their absences. Often what an author avoids discussing tells a scholar a lot about a person or 

society’s ways of thinking about and ordering the world. Silences can be loud.  

 

When texts are deficient in illuminating certain histories, materials offer an alternative avenue 

for reconstructing the past, as the objects and spaces that past persons utilized hold the ghostly 

traces of activities and relationships. “Identity is about how human beings and things are 

assembled and emergent together in the material world, not to the point of finished article, but as 

an on-going process of growth and becoming” (Harris 2016: 27). As A. Bernard Knapp suggests, 

“identity is an emergent property of living in and creating material worlds that must be 

examined, deconstructed and refined by prioritizing materials and material culture” (2016: 245). 

Human activities and interactions with and through matter create and organize a person’s 

position in the world, and the processes of making, employing, and manipulating things inscribe 

meaning on the physical world, which in turn shapes human action. “Identities are produced 

through the continual fragmentation, dispersal and reconfiguration of persons by their extension 

into material culture” (Cobb 2006: 2). The bodies that people inhabit, the clothes that people 
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wear, the foods that they eat, and the houses in which they live all correspondingly reflect and 

shape their identities. In turn, those materialized identities are viewed and interpreted by other 

social actors in relation to an assemblage of co-existing persons, materials, and spaces and in 

allusion to remembered histories and ideologies; through this process of referential arranging, 

personhood is granted or denied. Materiality is ultimately central to social interaction and 

understanding. Or, as beautifully simplified by Oliver Harris, “strip away the fabric of material 

things a person is connected to and you are not left with a pure identity; you do not have a person 

at all” (2016: 23). Ultimately, “people with objects are always historical constructs, and subjects 

are always people with objects” (Jensen 2009: 44). 

 

As a material science, archaeology is not about reading objects as static entities so much as 

analyzing the material residues of lived action. However, the material record is a difficult read as 

the “complex manifestation” of co-existent, cross-cutting identities and personhoods “can be 

camouflaged via similarities in material culture” (Insoll 2007: 15). It is worth noting that because 

identity is not static, intelligibility can come and go on a momentary basis, in a series of 

interactions, or across a life time. Thus, all identities have the potential to be queer. I see queer 

theory as an ideal way to handle this vacillation in identification processes that mark the 

archaeological record. If identity is constantly a “state of becoming” that vacillates over time, 

materials utilized over the course of a person’s life have the potential to tell stories of momentary 

illegibility or queer identifications. Moreover, objects – especially those related to everyday 

domestic life and labor – are often utilized by multiple people; they inevitably have a role in 

cross-cutting practices and performances of multiple subjectivities, so they may offer insight into 

dissonant identifications across time.  

 

Within postmodern social sciences, the roles of structure and agency in shaping culture and 

society have long been debated, leading to focuses on daily life and the mediation of cultural 

identification in the material world (Bourdieu 1977; Butler 1990, 1993, 1999; de Certeau 1984; 

Foucault 1991; Giddens 1979, 1984; Ingold 1993, 2000; Latour 1999, 2000, 2005).  From these 

discussions, material culture has come to be understood as “an active agent in the formation and 

transformation of identity, not simply something…that reflects identity.” In other words, 

materials are not just symbols and signs but active mediators in social relations (Knapp 2016: 

244). Two main theories have been used to explain how identification is materially situated 

between action and structuration: practice theory and performance theory. Additionally, 

considerations of queer materialities offer additional insight into how objects and spaces take an 

active role in identity formation. Combined, the theories discussed below illuminate the ways in 

which archaeologists can better understand the complex matrix of cultural relations and 

experiences of past actors in relation to identification process. They also collectively offer 

potential spaces for queer interventions in the ways identities have been naturalized in 

discussions of the past. 

 

Practice 

 

First introduced by Pierre Bourdieu (1977), practice theory addresses how social structures are 

enacted and replicated through daily activities. Within practice theory, identity is defined as “a 

system of durable, transposable dispositions” – or habitus – that are translated into the material 

world through a series of repetitive behaviors (Bourdieu 1977:72). Because the actions one takes 
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on a daily basis are socially constructed and culturally and historically specific, the repetition of 

these behaviors in turn reinforces the social structures which shaped their circumstances. Like 

Anthony Giddens (1979, 1984), Bourdieu understands the relationship between structure and the 

individual as dialectical. In other words, social and institutional structures only shape the world 

through peoples’ engagement with them through patterned action. People are agents who 

construct the very ideologies and systemic rules that order the way they conduct their lives. As 

such, most behavior is simply doxa, or practices that are so synonymous with the everyday that 

they become habitual and unconsciously naturalized. The material remains of these habitual 

daily routines are consequently the direct evidence of identity-making behavior in the past, 

marking and making up the landscape, domestic goods, and everyday items of display. Thus, the 

physical remains of these repetitive practices leave legible physical patterns that can be used by 

archaeologists to interpret the social membership and relations of past actors (Silliman 2001). 

Many scholars, especially feminist archaeologists, have employed practice theory to address the 

ways society shapes human identity formation and behavior through the creation and use of 

material culture (for examples see: Gilchrist 2000, Meskell 2002; Orser 2007; Perry and Joyce 

2001; Prine 2000, Wilkie 2000a, 2003, 2010). In particular, the household has been utilized to 

better understand identity negotiation – especially those related to gendered practice – and 

cultural production. While not the only space in which habitual daily activities occur, research at 

the level of the household has been used by archaeologists to illustrate how relational social 

identities are formed and contested through everyday action (for example: Barile and Brandon 

2004; Beaudry 2004; Clark 2005; Spencer-Wood 2004; Wilkie 2000a, 2003). 

 

While practice theory has helped archaeologists conceptualize the active role materials play in 

identity formation and enactment, Bourdieu’s initial model limits the amount of agency a person 

can employ in shaping the structural conditions in which they participate. “People are neither 

entirely free agents, nor helpless drones,” rather they tend to understand basic elements of the 

systems in which they function; they “can always choose not to do something (at whatever 

personal costs to themselves)” though their actions have social consequence and in turn are 

mediated by not only physical constraints but also other actors’ expectations (Díaz-Andreu and 

Lucy 2005: 5) Thus, systemic change is rare and slow, and innovation is often lost in patterned 

replication. Additionally, in this model identity is understood to be categorical, and the material 

produced through daily activity reflexively references its user's identity (Beaudry et al 1991). 

Thus, little room is left to understand how queer (dis/mis)identities are materialized and 

negotiated. For that, we must turn to performance. 

 

Performance 

  

In Gender Trouble (1990), Judith Butler introduced performance theory as a framework for 

conceptualizing the interconnections between identity categorizations while also questioning the 

biological and cultural determinism of structuring models. While Butler initially focused on 

modern constructions of gender and sexual identity, performance theory is far-reaching and 

employable well beyond those modes of intelligibility. Butler (1990, 1993, 1999) suggests that 

non-normative or “deviant” identities and practices both challenge and maintain the hegemonic 

ideologies – such as heteronormativity – taken for granted in modern western cultures. 

Normalized practices and identities – such as binary biological sexes or reproductive 

heterosexuality – only appear to be stable and immutable. In reality, identities are fluid and 
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reflexive; they are socially constituted through the interplay of an actor, an audience, and the 

temporal-spatial, socio-material setting in which a performance takes place. Moreover, identities 

are perceived differently by a variety of viewers depending on context, thereby adding to their 

instable meanings and significance. Identities are far from inherent, and that which is viewed as 

natural or normal is actually constructed through its opposition to alternative identities and lived 

realties. This means that normative ideologies are not fixed, instead changing over various scales 

of time and space. Widely held dogmas are maintained through attempts to point out those 

identities and behaviors which deviate from the fictionalized norms. In short, normativity is a 

classification based on exclusion. As a result, structured ordering becomes a taxonomic system 

of have and have-nots, so certain behaviors and bodies may become illegible in a given socio-

cultural context when they deviate too far from the bounded expectations. By offering an 

alternative way to recognize those mis- and dis-identified people who do not fit into systems of 

regulated ordering because their actions are deemed non-categorizable or illegible, performance 

theory deconstructs the ways agentive action and structure relate to one another. 

 

While identity is produced through a variety of repeated cultural performances, these repetitive 

acts only mimic idealized practices, allowing space for agency to subtly transform actions in 

destabilizing ways (Butler 1999). “All gender is a form of drag” in a performance model, as only 

a naturalized idea of binary difference is impersonated through embodied behavior (Morris 1995: 

580). So, too, are all forms of identity partially fictive or stylized recitals of romanticized modes 

of being, upon which certain attributes share given meanings. Often “performance…stands in for 

an elusive entity that it is not but that it must vainly aspire both to embody and to replace,” even 

if that entity does not actually “preexist” (Roach 1996: 3). Rather, the ideal can be constituted 

from a false memory or a mythologized narrative of behavior associated with a specific 

assemblage of attributes. Performative actions cannot exist without reference to or memory of 

those performances – real or imaginary – that came before them. Thus, while each performative 

action tries to replicate events, it also exists in its own unique moment, setting, and 

circumstances, ultimately presenting a false duplicate or impersonation of the venerated 

reference material. In short, the lived experience of performance is highly contextual and unable 

to be perfectly copied in any other context. Thus, naturalized structuring models actually consist 

of nodes of reference which inevitably change over time. As each performer picks out key 

aspects to replicate from the ideal blueprint, they also let other inconsistencies and additive 

features co-exist in their presentation – either consciously or unconsciously. These unique traits 

then become part of the reference material for future performances.  

 

Importantly, conscious innovation or deviation from the ideal is materially and socially 

constrained, and not all actors are afforded the opportunities to “self-fashion” (Taylor 2010; see 

also Blackmore and Crippen ND; Perez 2005). Oppressive structures, like racism, classism, 

sexism, affect actors concurrently and differentially, and conscious subversion is entrenched in 

power relations. As argued by Sara Ahmed, resistance in the form of “transgression must be 

physically, emotionally, and materially possible” for a specific actor, otherwise conscious choice 

can be denied (Ahmed 2004: 153). Thus, most performance is simply persistence in the face of 

oppressive hegemonic structures and social politics.  

 

In archaeology, performance theory has been employed by archaeologists focusing on artistic 

depiction/representation and embodiment (Casella 2000; Gilchrist 2004; Joyce 2000a, 2000b, 
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2006; Meskell 2000; Meskell and Joyce 2003; Perry and Joyce 2001). In these studies identities 

are understood to be produced through embodied performance, in which the body is given social 

meaning and acts as a mediator within social discourse (Joyce 2006: 49). The body is a 

“sensitive conductor of cultural influences,” and so bodily performance can be understood as a 

way in which the body is employed, much like any other objects, as a social signifier (Weeks 

2002: 33). As Joyce (2006: 46) argues, considerations of experiential embodiment “necessarily 

engage… with considerations of personhood and subjectivity.” The subject “is not self-contained 

autonomous, but it is intersubjective and depends on its relations with the other” with a system of 

meaning (Moore 1994: 43). Embodied personhood is thus constructed and constituted through 

one’s relations with others and the material world from the position of the subject. Moreover, 

embodiment is “the shaping of the physical person as the site of the experience of subjectivity” 

(Joyce 2003:4). The body is at once shaped by and constructing cultural performances (Joyce 

2006). Performance holds great potential for archaeological research beyond a focus on 

embodied representation. Performances usually involve props, or items which take an active role 

in the identity making process, and they always involve settings, which both shape and are 

shaped by the actions that take place in them. Thus, performances have very real material 

consequences, and objects should be considered as active agents in social processes (discussed 

further below in the “Queer Materiality” section).  

 

When practice theory and performance theory are combined, we see how certain traits can 

become repetitively associated with an identity. These traits, in turn, become the key features of 

an ideal that consequently becomes the structuring principle against which future practices and 

performances are referenced. However, practice and performance exist on varying time scales 

and, as a result, have different material implications.  

 

Practice always requires repetitive action, thus momentary inconsistencies or innovations often 

blur into the fabric of social discourse. In practice theory, innovation must recur over time to 

affect the structuring principles of a society. Moreover, in practice, chronological depth allows 

the ideal to seem achievable as only certain facets of a practice are observable stratigraphically 

across time.  

 

Alternatively, performance theory demands momentary significance, calling all features of an 

experience into observation. While performances may be somewhat repetitive, they remain 

unique entities, sharing certain components but not occupying the same plane or position of 

intelligibility. Thus, all performances are innovative in that they contextually differ from all 

other performances. That is not to say that all performances have the potential to change 

ideological structures. Like practice, performance can only change societal norms when 

innovations are recognized and replicated. However, unlike practice, performance theory rebuffs 

the concept of an achievable ideal. All ideals are fictive, because they cannot exist fully in the 

real, material world; every attribute of an ideology cannot be perfectly achieved simultaneously 

as the contextual setting, embodied reality, and observing spectators of each performance are 

variable.  

 

Combined, practice and performance offer a fluid view of the world, panning across 

chronological scales to offer layered and entangled explanations for structural change through 

creative action. Through performance, all social action results in some level of cultural change 
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on the level of daily experience, yet structural change requires more time depth and can be 

achieved only through a combination of practice and performance. When materials are 

considered using practice and performance theories together they become multivalent. The 

combination of practice and performance theories offers a series of co-existing insights into past 

lives and daily experience and allows scholars to pan in and out on the tensions between 

structuration and agentive innovation. 

 

Queer Materiality 

 

While practice and performance theories explain how actions and structures interrelate in the 

material world, they often privilege human agency and not how materials actively participate in 

identification processes. Thus, through a discussion of the work of Bo Jensen (2009) and Sara 

Ahmed (2006), I aim to highlight how things can be active agents and directly participate in 

queer practices and performance. 

 

Bo Jensen believes that “queer theory can and should benefit enormously from an increased 

awareness on material culture” (2009: 42). Following the work of Bruno Latour, Jensen argues 

that Actor Network-Theory (ANT) “has queer potential” in that it calls into ambiguity the 

naturalness of bodily agency (48). In this model, objects have abject agency that participate in 

human behaviors in invisible ways. Objects are “not conscious agents” yet “they do influence 

action,” because “people with objects have a radically different agency that people without these 

objects” (48; 47). Tools and material things offer efficiency to agentive actions. Jensen further 

suggests that there is a potential for queer intimacy with objects in that all body-object 

interactions have “monstrous” potential. “The monstrous actant, then, is not just a body, anybody 

who walks on stage and picks up tools,” rather a body using tools becomes a “meaningful agent” 

when objects mix with the body to “mediate and empower” the actant (52).  

“Identities, bodies, and material all structure each other…no pair of shoes makes a marathon 

runner….However, having two shoes…might allow us to practice and so to build up the 

necessary bodily capabilities, the ability to run a marathon in shoes” (52). Jensen argues that 

some human agents “empowered” through objects are “less natural and more normal,” as is the 

case with disabled persons using prostheses (53). However, (mis)use of objects can also position 

a person queerly. The “successful” identified agents “rely on some combination of knowledge, 

bodily skill and the right tools” (54). However, “outside of specific sexual acts, most 

recognizable, relevant material is queered rather than simply queer. That is, the individual 

objects are produced within a mainstream culture first, the creatively reused in queer ways” (55). 

Because material must be used to have significance, its meaning can be queer if a material is 

used unconventionally. Those who consistently use materials in non-normative ways may engage 

in queer behaviors, although not everyone has the same access to queer manipulations depending 

on structural and physical affordances. Jensen concludes that “‘queer’ then, is positional, rather 

than inherent in any practice. It is not what people do, but the social meaning of these actions 

that define them as queer (or not). It is not the objects themselves, but the way they are placed, 

that holds political potential” (58). Ultimately, “denaturalizing” bodily agency through a focus 

on material culture allows for critiques of “all claims to normality and render the ongoing 

cultural enforcement of norms visible” (Lee and Stenner 1999 [quoted ibid. 64]). 
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Similarly, Sara Ahmed’s (2006) discussion of orientations in Queer Phenomenology focuses 

heavily on the role objects play in social relations. Ahmed argues that humans and things inhabit 

material spaces and that bodies are generated through connections with other materials that exist 

on the bodily horizon. The proximity between one’s body and those other objects (material 

items, other bodies, physical spaces) is always oriented. These orientations can feel natural with 

intentional lines of direction; yet they are never neutral just because they are in the direction we 

face. Our points of view – “the lines that allow us to find our way, those that are ‘in front’ of us” 

– come with different affordances: “when we follow specific lines, some things become 

reachable and other remain or even become out of reach” (14). Our orientations become 

compulsions when we “tend toward that which is near enough” rather than toward those objects 

that seem out of reach (86). Or in other words, our normalized orientations are simply 

reproduced through the practices and performances that fit the structured models of behavior that 

we learn in daily life. Ahmed sees opportunity for queer encounters when a body makes contact 

with an object (material thing, body, or space) that is not familiar and the pull of desire for that 

object reorients an actor away from prescribed lines, towards new objects. Thus, with this 

disorientation and reorientation, the body becomes queer, or out of line. Ultimately, queer 

engagements are the material redirection of a person’s viewpoint away from hegemonic forces, 

specifically through anomalous associations.  

 

While Ahmed initially makes her argument using examples of sexual orientation, her discussions 

of queer racial engagements are of particular interest for this dissertation project. Ahmed 

understands the colonial experience to be an orientation which faces outward – from the 

Occident (Euro-American) to the Orient (everyone else) – in a compulsion towards Whiteness. 

As a result, bodies in colonial contexts are racialized through an external viewing from the 

perspective of a White audience. Through this orientation, bodies are positioned as “the 

same/White” or “not the same/non-White”, and thereby White bodies gain privilege because 

objects are inherently within easier reach to those on the White line of orientation. “In putting 

certain things in reach, a world acquires its shape; the white world is a world ‘oriented’ around 

whiteness,” thus it follows that certain things are positioned as out of reach for non-White bodies 

unless those bodies fall out of line (126). Importantly, while non-White modes of orientation also 

exist, in colonial contexts, “racism ensures that the black gaze returns to the black body, which is 

not a loving return but rather follows the line of the hostile white gaze. The disorientation 

affected by racism diminishes capacities for action” (111).  

 

One way a body can challenge compulsions to Whiteness is by occupying more than one mode 

of orientation. Here, Ahmed suggests that “race mixing” orients a body on two lines, at times 

following one only to turn to the other in moments of convenience or necessity. In effect, those 

bodies that are oriented toward two or more lines – that must juggle two or more world views – 

both follow and deviate from each line depending on which objects pull their desire. Those 

bodies that come into contact with competing systems of social order can become “disoriented.” 

“Disorientation involves failed orientations: bodies inhabit spaces that do not extend their shape, 

or use objects that do not extend their reach. At this moment of failure, such objects ‘point’ 

somewhere else as they make what is ‘here’ become strange” (161). Queer phenomenology 

consequently has the potential to not only reveal those individuals and objects which fail to 

orient straightly, but also those orientations that fail to order people and objects based on 

naturalized compulsions. Ultimately, spaces of cultural meeting may be the best locations in 
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which to look for the material evidence of queer engagements and identifications, as these 

locales offer the highest potential for dissonant orientations.  

 

The Frontier as a Space of Queerness 

 

In this final section, I show how processes of identification are shaped contextually in space and 

time. I posit that as contested spaces, frontiers are the ideal location to study identity, as 

inhabitants of these landscapes constantly experience and actively negotiate between the multiple 

lived realities that are shaped by conflicting and co-existing ideologies. I see frontiers as queer 

spaces, where competing world views shape the relationships and practices of individuals within 

them. I also propose the use of third-space and hybridity as frameworks for understanding the 

fluidity of experiences in the American Western Frontier during the nineteenth century. Finally, I 

use this model to consider how certain individuals in turn act as intermediaries, or cultural 

brokers, between meeting communities and, in turn, assist with translation and negotiation of 

discordant cultural views. 

 

Situating Identity in Space and Time 

 

Space is “social relations stretched out” rather than a background or setting for identification 

processes (Massey 1994: 2). Following the work of Tim Ingold (1993, 2000), archaeologists may 

best conceptualize the physical space of identity play by thinking through functional spaces as 

task-scapes or “an array of related activities” (Ingold 1993: 158). The environs of embodied 

experience afford certain experiences to certain actors. Therefore, if the physical location of 

bodily and object action is itself an actor in process of identification, we must consider not only 

how behaviors are generated and policed by space, but also how space itself becomes part of 

lived everyday experience. Practices and performances are part of the physical world, embodied 

experiences of movement through space over time. By conceptualizing the physical world 

through task-scapes rather than just landscape – the physical world given cultural meaning –  we 

see that “the activities that comprise the task-scape are unending and the landscape is never 

complete: neither ‘built’ nor ‘unbuilt’, it is perpetually under construction” just like identities 

themselves (Ingold 2000: 199). Embodied memory exists across time in both the past and 

present. “We live in jagged, cut temporalities overlayed and decollaged upon each other” (Brady 

2016: 112). Thus, practices and performances reference multiple pasts while occupying the 

present.  

 

The way our bodies inhabit space, work through space, and are shaped by space is ultimately 

temporally cross-cutting. “The collapsing of processes into categories – units of analysis – masks 

the temporalities these processes engage and perpetuate” (Brady 2016: 112). By understanding 

the temporal-spatial environment as a key component in identification processes, we not only 

situate our research in the specificities of where and when, but we also can better understand 

how certain physical spaces are “known to those who dwell therein, who inhabit its places and 

journey along the paths connecting them” (Ingold 1993: 156). This understanding then allows us 

to investigate how space is “used differently by different groups…different groups live in very 

different task-scapes, even if these overlay each other in actual, physical space” (Jensen 

2009:51). As Juana Rodriguez argues: 
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Identity is about situatedness in motion: embodiment and spatiality. It is about a 

self that is constituted through and against other selves in contexts that serve to 

establish the relationship between the self and the other. Places afford preexisting 

narratives of former encounters; they offer a means of symbolically decoding 

practices that occur within certain sociolinguistic frameworks. The subject brings 

to the encounter their own set of decoding practices that are mediated by the 

regulatory power of a particular discursive space, but not wholly determined by 

them. The discursive space does not establish which identity practices are 

available, but it also does provide a frame through which these practices are 

received in that context [2003: 5]. 

 

Ultimately, power structures still work to shape the meaning of and access to spaces for different 

groups of people. “The fact that the street is physically open does not mean that it is actually safe 

to walk, for all people at all hours” (ibid). As a contested space used by many people in varying 

ways, the frontier is an ideal location to consider how identification processes not only are 

shaped by the socio-physical environment, but creatively shape the space as a result.  

 

Defining the Frontier 

 

While early models of the frontier reference manifest destiny and core-periphery world systems 

models (see Champion 1989; DeAtley and Findlow 1984; Green and Perlman 1985; Turner 

1893; Wallerstein 1974; Waselkov and Paul 1980), recent scholarship positions frontiers as 

ambiguous yet dynamic zones of interaction where culture is generated in its own right. In 1995, 

Lightfoot and Martinez published Frontiers and Boundaries in Archaeological Perspective, 

which highlighted problems with traditional colonialist world systems models of the frontier. 

Advocating for a shift in focus which positions the periphery as central, Lightfoot and Martinez 

re-define frontiers as “zone[s] of cultural interfaces in which cross-cutting and overlapping social 

units can be defined and recombined at different spatial and temporal scales of analysis” (472). 

For this project, I follow Lightfoot and Martinez’s lead, while also drawing from the work of 

borderlands and new frontier theorists (e.g. Adelman and Aaron 1999; Anzaldúa 1987; Hall 

2009; Limerick 1994; Martinez 1994; Naum 2010; Parker 2002, 2006; Stein 2002; Rice 1998), in 

my investigation of how frontiers affect modes of identification.  

 

As a complex “matrix of overlapping boundaries” or “unspecific divides” between geographic, 

political, social, and temporal limits, frontiers are contested spaces, or landscapes of translation 

and construction (Parker 2006).  Populations in these spaces are often diverse and pluralistic. 

Therefore, as cultural boundaries, frontiers are flexible and volatile – amorphous “zones of cross-

cutting social networks” in which non-homogenous groups interacted, exchanged resources and 

ideas, and established new forms of cultural expression and material (Lightfoot and Martinez 

1995: 486). Frontiers may best be thought of as spaces in process, constantly emerging from the 

edges of social, political, and physical territories while also occupying a centralized position of 

innovative creation and renegotiated meaning. 

 

Frontiers are not “passive recipients of core innovations;” rather, they are spaces where 

identities, behavior, objects, and structures are produced, contested, and/or reinterpreted (ibid 

472). This cultural play accordingly shapes the behaviors and ideologies of persons in these 
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spaces.  However, rather than seeing frontiers as spaces of boundless possibility, I define the 

frontier as fluidly bounded, yet somehow in the middle at meeting peripheries; or rather at a 

newly defined center of comingling conceptualizations and world views. Frontiers are spaces in-

between. Unlike a border, a frontier is not spatially or temporally fixed either as a physical 

landscape or a boundary of social influence. Frontiers (and borderlands) are instead “fragmented 

landscape[s] distinguished by fluidity in social and cultural spheres and by the multiple loyalties 

and identities of their inhabitants” (Naum 2010: 102).  

 

I, like Limerick (1994, in the footsteps of Anzaldúa 1987), reject an American expansionist 

frontier model that looks from the eastern center to a western periphery, choosing instead to yield 

more to the Spanish la Frontiera model, in which the area north of Mexico was not 

mythologized as an empty space of opportunity waiting to be civilized; rather, la Frontiera was 

understood as a space of interaction, where ethnic groups formed a hybrid Hispanic culture that 

differed from that of the Mexican capital. Similarly, European conceptualizations of the 

medieval frontier similarly work within this borderlands-influenced model. The frontier becomes  

“a zone of separation and junction” where homogenous interaction result in the “construction, 

negotiation, and manipulation of identities and innovations of the lifeways” of those who enter 

these spaces (Naum 2010:103-104). A frontier model focused in hybridity (discussed further 

below) opens “a space to examine the ambiguous, confusing, and often seemingly contradictory 

patterns” of cultural expression that results from heterogeneous meetings (Liebman and Rizvi 

2008: 5). Moreover, when applied to the Texas Frontier, where Fort Davis is located firmly in 

the middle of the American Western Frontier, the northern la Frontiera, and the borderlands 

between Mexico and the United States, a model of frontier which accounts for cross-cutting 

reference points allows for a more nuanced understanding of identification processes across a 

multiplicity of groups and demographics.  

 

Frontiers queer their inhabitants in that they remove the naturalness of identification/personhood 

that renders these categories normal and unquestioned. As spaces with high population turnover 

and regularly transfigured landscapes, frontier regions are subject to external pressures along 

with newly constructed internal standards that are constantly remixed and reshaped to meet 

contextually specific conditions. Thus, frontiers are inherently queer locales where normative 

ideals are actively challenged – and, as a result, thrown into flux – by competing ways of 

knowing, both new and old.   Life on a frontier has the effect of being inherently destabilizing, 

disorientating, and gloriously messy.  Here, social expectations are constantly subject to 

reevaluation. Each person who enters these spaces must interpret how their worldview and 

normalized expectations interact with those of other inhabitants and visitors on a momentary 

basis. Even during interactions that take place within a group where social rules have been 

established, ideal performances cannot be achieved to perfection (see Butler’s discussions of 

mimicry), and, as a result, normative expectations are constantly in flux. Ultimately, these are 

ambiguous zones of identity formation where fluid hybridity catalyzes internal change while also 

influencing external alterations as persons move through and from the frontier space. 

 

Hybridity and Third Space 

 

As illustrated above, frontiers are locations where cultural meetings are constant, multiple, and 

highly variable. Inhabitants of these heterogeneous communities simultaneous assert, contest, 
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and reassert their position and personhoods through a series of meetings between and within 

cultural groups. As such, one must briefly consider how identification processes are affected by 

their location in these spaces. In particular, I find hybridity – particularly useful as an 

explanatory and investigative tool in deconstructing how people at Fort Davis experienced social 

life on a daily basis among an ever-changing population of diverse visitors and inhabitants. 

 

Stemming from postcolonial theorization, a hybridity framework accounts for cultural fluidity, 

blending, and change in instances of cultural meeting and exchange. The transformation of social 

meanings in these interactions results in vagueness and ambiguity as subjectivities and structures 

are constantly remade through communicative actions (Card 2013, Liebman and Rizvi 2008, 

Naum 2010, Wilkie and Farnsworth 2005). As a creative process, hybridity removes the binary 

of cultural exchange, allowing for multiple meanings - new, remade, or traditional – of practices 

and performance. Hybridity is a mode of experimentation that offers an alternative to cultural 

differentiation based in static authenticities by positioning “mixedness” as  “eclectic” and 

“borrowed” variance rather than “autonomous” and “isolated” uniqueness (Stewart 2006: 107) 

“The fact that hybridity means ‘mixture’ of diverse cultural elements does not mean it cancels 

out cultural differences; mixture can be perceived as authentic and uniquely different by people 

as part of their symbolic construction of difference” (Baltali Tirpan 2013: 470). In other words, 

hybridity denies cultural uniformity, purity, and homogeneity, instead offering an 

“accommodation” and “negotiation” of difference (Silliman 2013). “Although the concept of 

hybridity is mostly applied to colonial situations, every form of cultural interaction can result in 

mingling and emergence of new cultural elements and disappearances of others. In fact it is the 

very nature of cultural forms to be hybrid, as people within cultures intentionally or 

unintentionally select foreign elements according to their own needs and purposes” (Baltali 

Tirpan 2013: 471). Within a hybrid model, no culture is essential or bound; rather, all culture is 

subject to change through social dialogue and exchange.  

 

In turn, hybrid frameworks “position cultural production in a ‘third space’ with complex mimicry 

and camoflage;” it is in this realm of “surplus meaning” that cultural slippage between 

competing worldviews creates new conditions for alternative, innovative, and layered 

performances of intersecting identities (Silliman 2013: 495-6). Frontier “social encounters result 

in contradictory and ambivalent spaces in which social identities and ideologies are questioned 

and negotiated,” leading to ambiguity or classifications of ‘not quite’ one-thing or the other. 

(Fahlander 2007: 23). Stemming from post-colonial critiques, Homi Bhabha’s (1994) theory of 

“third space” attempts to explain and problematize this gap in identification. In his discussion of 

colonial encounters, Bhabha suggests that cross-cutting cultural exchanges produce an 

experience of in-betweenness for social participants. The mimicking subject “is not the 

colonialist Self or the colonized Other, but the disturbing distance in-between that constitutes the 

figure of colonial otherness” (45). This in-between-ness or “third space of enunciation”, while 

not a physical locale, is a social space of fluidity and liminality. The third space contains 

“difference that is almost total but not quite” as foreign elements mingle with known traditions 

(86 (emphasis in original) ). However, one should not mistake Bhabha’s third-space model as 

simply “binary antagonisms,” rather the third-space is generative, where traditions are 

confronted and fixity is called into question (Naum 2010: 106). 
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In “third spaces,” the dialogue and cultural exchange between two or more cultures can result in 

“mutual misunderstanding,” which in turn challenges known classifications (Naum 2010: 107). It 

is within this space of false translation – through the process of fusing of disparate cultural 

elements – that new and/or queer identifications can occur. Ultimately, frontiers are hybrid 

spaces where constant change allows people to use translation and transcription to “redefine 

themselves and create new personhoods and identities” that are defined by the “spatial 

condition” of living in a boundary zone (126). However, these new personhoods and identities 

may not always be comprehensible to others in these spaces. 

 

Cultural Brokering 

 

When misunderstandings do occur, cultural brokers work to bridge the divide between 

conflicting world views (Connel Szaz 1994, Merrell 1999, Naum 2010). The broker, or 

translator, can come from any group of frontier inhabitant; (s)he simply needs to be somebody 

who works to reorient at least two differing worldviews to be mutually intelligible.  “Go-between 

individuals inhabiting these zones …share practices [and] play up or invent areas of common 

ideology, interest and experience” not only to ease the tensions of conflict, but also to generate 

shared identities with members of other groups (Naum 2010: 107). Moreover, these community 

members may engage in practices and performances that position them in multiple and sometime 

conflicting identity groups, both old and newly created. We also must consider how brokers 

“might not be able and willing to shed prejudices and negative feelings about the other” in 

certain social encounters (Naum 2010: 107). This is particularly relevant when considering how 

racism, sexism, and other forms of oppression directly affected the daily lives of persons in 

colonial contexts.  

 

In archaeology, brokering via cultural exchange and negotiation has been specifically looked at 

through individuals’ – and specifically women’s – labor (e.g. Deagan 1973, 1996; Lightfoot 

2005; Voss 2015). While analysis of peoples’ work in boundary regions is important to 

understanding social interactions between cultural groups, a more nuanced analysis of daily 

practice and performance can give insight into how members of frontier populations negotiated 

and navigated social interactions within their own social group, as well as within a network of 

interlinking communities. While any individual can act as an intermediary in any specific cross-

cultural encounter, in the heavily regulated environment of a nineteenth-century frontier military 

fort in West Texas, families of official U.S. laundresses and high ranking enlisted soldiers 

contracted by the military took on the role of cultural brokers given their location on the various 

boundaries between a number of social groups (discussed further in Chapter 3). 

 

Frontier Materiality 

 

Hybridity opens “a space to examine the ambiguous, confusing, and often seemingly 

contradictory patterns in the material culture of colonialism” and culture meeting (Liebman  and 

Rizvi 2008: 5). The material assemblages recovered from frontier sites often have signatures of 

simultaneous, cross-cutting identity-making behaviors which blend together in the archaeological 

record. Micro-scale analysis at the level of daily practice could help archaeologists see “the 

dynamic interplay of segmentary or factional groups that cross-cut traditionally defined 

boundaries of culturally defined groups” (Lightfoot and Martinez 1995: 483). However, while 
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the traces of repetitive practices across an extended temporal span can look stable in the 

archaeological record, when mixed with the smudges of daily social encounters, i.e. the 

temporary social interactions and performances of daily life, the resulting archaeological record 

becomes dissonant. This palimpsest of materialized experiences tells a complex story in which 

meaning can be multiple and variant depending on the vantage points from which the ghostly 

outlines of past lives are viewed. The refuse and material signatures associated with those 

community representatives who actively attempted to create equilibrium during instances of 

cultural confusion and conflict are of particular interest, as their complex experiences may best 

represent the effects of the frontier on identity assertion.  While all frontier inhabitants confront 

similar cultural practices, the nature and particularity of one’s lived experiences on a given 

frontier are multiple and contextually variant (Naum 2010:108).  

 

Conclusions 

 

By purposefully questioning those things which seem most natural about the past, it is possible to 

better understand the complexity of lived experiences that in turn shaped our contemporary 

world. By inquiring into the ways in which the American frontier forced its inhabitants to 

question, define, and redefine themselves, their view points, and their position within or outside 

of certain communities depending on contextually specific, ever-changing circumstances, I aim 

to better understand the development of cultural structures that still affect our world today. 

Moreover, I aim to find fissures in the fabric of normalized ideologies that contribute to 

intersecting oppressive power structures that have real consequences in people’s lives – namely 

racism, sexism, and classism. 

 

In this chapter I have summarized my theoretical framework for this dissertation project. I use 

queer theory as a mode of inquiry that (dis)orders my questions, methods, and interpretations. By 

thinking through identification processes using a queer lens, I have shown that categorizations 

used to explain socio-cultural relationships and behaviors are based in fictionally static and 

essentialized ideologies. Rather, the process of identifying is incredibly complex. Identities are 

relational, cross-cutting, and enmeshed; they can also be contradictory and ambiguous. It is in 

the moments of performing and practicing these various modes of being – modes that reference 

and challenge established normalized ideals – that moments for queer identifications occur. 

opportunities for dis/misidentification arise when multiple subjectivities or personhoods 

destabilize and disorient a person’s or group’s positionality in the social world. The boxes that 

are used to order the social world become unable to contain and explain disjunctive, opposing, 

co-existing, and ambivalent meanings. No longer does identity become a question of “either or,” 

but rather “neither nor” and “but also.” In turn, generative changes can occur through these 

queering events, and structuring ideologies can be redefined. 

 

I further posit that there are certain spaces where one can see these processes more readily in the 

material record, as all performances and practices are embodied and exist within and through the 

physical world. Frontiers – as fluid spaces in between the edges and at the innovative center of 

physical, cultural, and politic entities – are home to various homogenous cultural groups. Thus, 

they are the ideal location from which to study the identities that are formed, negotiated, and re-

defined through meetings within and between various social groupings. It is in these moments of 

meeting – both on the short and long term scale – that identity can be queered and not conform to 
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set ideologies. This ambiguous, fluid, and discordant position of being occurs in a metaphorical 

third-space, and it has the potential to in turn change cultural meanings and structures.  

Finally, I argue that because the material signatures of hybrid and queer identifications occur as a 

palimpsest, archaeologists may benefit from looking at assemblages associated with cultural 

brokers who occupy a position in-between various factions of the larger social community. With 

this model in place, I direct my focus on the late-nineteenth century community of Fort Davis, 

Texas and its position in the American Western Frontier, U.S.-Mexican borderlands, and 

Mexican la Frontiera. Within this specific town, a neighborhood of high-status military families 

occupied a marginal/central position on the physical and social landscape, and I reason that an 

archaeological investigation of their quarters can provide valuable insight into the processes of 

identification discussed in this chapter.  

 

 

  



38 
 

Chapter 3: Historical Background 

 

 

 

Introduction 

 

In this chapter I present an overview of Fort Davis’s natural and cultural history. I begin by 

describing the Trans-Pecos region’s natural environment and Fort Davis’ central location within 

this region in West Texas. Next I discuss the Native American and Spanish colonialist cultural 

history of the area. A presentation of the history of the first American presence with the 

establishment and occupation of the first Fort Davis from 1857-1867 follows. I also touch upon 

the fort’s Civil War occupation by Confederate and Apache forces. I then introduce the re-

establishment of the fort in 1867 and its association with a multi-ethno-racial community. I 

centered my discussion on the introduction of the Black enlisted regulars into the U.S. military 

forces while also addressing the Euro-American, Mexican, and immigrant communities who 

lived both on and off garrison. This diverse community that occupied the fort until 1891 is a 

defining feature of Fort Davis’ frontier identity and of great significance to American histories of 

the West. I address next the second post’s structural history followed by a description of daily 

life in the frontier Army during the Indian Wars. I also discuss the role women played at the fort 

by considering the role of laundresses’ in the frontier army and how a specific group of women 

employed as U.S. laundresses lived with the high ranking soldier husbands and children just 

north of Fort Davis’s parade ground. To conclude, I offer a brief summary of Fort Davis’ 

twentieth century history up through the establishment of the Fort Davis National Historic Site.  

 

Location, Climate, and Environs 

 

The 28,000 square-mile area of the Trans-Pecos region is bounded to the east by the Pecos River, 

to the south and west by the Rio Grande and Mexico, and to the north by New Mexico (Wooster 

1990:1). Fort Davis is located almost in the perfect center of the region, in the Chihuahua 

Desert’s Davis Mountain range [Figure 3.1]. Part of Jeff Davis County, which was originally 

Presidio County during the Fort’s occupation period, Fort Davis has been the county seat since 

1887. Contemporary nearby towns include Van Horne (eighty miles) to the northwest, Alpine 

(twenty-four miles) to the southeast, Marfa (twenty miles) and Marathon (fifty-six miles) to the 

southwest, and Fort Stockton (eighty-nine miles) to the northeast. The closest urban centers are 

El Paso (two-hundred twenty miles) to the northwest, Chihuahua, Mexico (two-hundred thirty 

miles) to the southwest, and San Antonio (four hundred miles) to the east. Getting to Fort Davis 

in 2017 might best be described as ‘a two hour road trip to the middle of nowhere, at which point 

you turn south off the highway for another hour and a half.’  In short, Fort Davis is removed, and 

this reputation of being far away from and yet in-between so many other places has been one of 

the defining characteristics that has shaped the town’s identity for over one-hundred and fifty 

years.   

 

Fort Davis is situated miles 4,878 feet above sea level on an alluvial plain (Billings 1974: 198; 

Rodriguez 2016). The surrounding Davis Mountains geologically date to twenty-five to thirty 

million years ago and are composed of a mix of volcanic low-silica igneous rocks and 

metamorphosed and eroded cretaceous sedimentary deposits. Commonly encountered rock types 
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at FDNHS include low-silica mafic igneous bed rock – such as basalt – and high-silica felsic 

igneous cliff faces – including rhyolite porphyry, andesite, and vitric tuff ignimbrite (Anderson 

1968; Greene 1986a; TPWL 2017; Rodriguez 2016; Wilkie et al. 2016b). In the high desert 

ecosystem – colloquially called sky islands – rainfall is episodic with annual rates of around 

eighteen inches per year. As a result, soils are arid, leading to weak soil development across 

vertical horizons and high rates of erosion are caused through weathering – specifically as a 

result of high winds and flooding during the summer months (Rodriguez 2016). A 2013 

vegetation and soil monitoring survey at FDNHS noted that the loam and sandy-loam soil of the 

area made the park particularly prone to flooding given the soils’ high rock content and low-

saturation point (McIntyre and Studd 2013).  

 

Temperatures are variable ranging from the low thirties in winter – Fort Davis regularly 

experiences snow  – to the high nineties in the summer, thus flora and faunal species are various 

and highly adapted to the volatile climate. A vegetation study conducted by the Chihuahuan 

Desert Research Institute identified six vegetation communities at the site including historic 

grama grasslands, mixed desert scrubs, stool scrubs, and montane chaparrals, and modern sandy 

arroyo scrubs and canyon scrubs (Haynie 2000; Rodriguez 2016). This makes for a sparse 

vegetation landscape with short grasses intermixed with shrubs and cactus – such as mesquite, 

creosote, sumac, yucca torreyi, cholla and opuntia (commonly known as prickly pear). Because 

of the high altitude and heavier rain fall (for a desert), trees including cottonwood, oaks, junipers, 

and pinyon pines can be found along the nearby Limpia Creek. In the spring, wild flowers are 

plentiful, providing nourishment to a large population of insects, birds, reptiles, and small 

mammals. Commonly spotted modern fauna include: ground squirrels, javelinas, black-tail, 

white-tail, and mule deer, coyotes, horned toads, canyon tree-frogs, black-tail rattlesnakes, and a 

variety of birds including wild turkey, Montezuma quail, common black-hawk, swallows, scrub 

jays, white wing doves, grosbeak, Mexican spotted owls, and golden eagles. Black bear, wolves, 

and mountain lion are native to the area, but their numbers have dwindled after over-hunting 

depleted populations over the past century. Fresh water fish, especially trout, are present in the 

nearby Limpia Creek (TNC 2017; TPWL 2017). The climate and elevation is not suitable to 

large scale agricultural farming outside of artificial greenhouse environments, however, grazing 

supports domestic ranch animals including cattle, sheep, and goats.  

 

Cultural History Prior to American Occupation 

 

American Indian groups native to the area include the Jumanos and Mescalero Apache, with 

Lipan Apache and Comanche populations living to the east of the region. The Jumanos moved 

south from New Mexico into the Trans-Pecos region and the area of contemporary north Mexico 

around 1000AD. Following European colonization, the Native tribes utilized horse culture to 

follow buffalo migrations, with mounted populations trading goods, cattle, and captives across 

the region. The Jumanos also farmed using irrigation agriculture around the Rio Grande. By the 

time Spanish explorers encountered the area of La Junta de las Rios in the 1580s, the Jumanos 

population numbered in the thirty-thousand range (Wooster 2006: 4-5). 

 

Inspired to find two Franciscan padres who had been left in Sante Fe by the Rodriguez-

Chamuscado expedition in 1581, Spanish Lieutenant Antonio de Espejo led a colonizing 

campaign of fifteen soldiers, two Franciscan priests, an unknown number of Indian servants and 
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interpreters from Santa Barbara, Mexico into current day Texas, New Mexico, and Arizona. 

From November 1582 to September 1583, the campaign party’s pursuit was chronicled by Diego 

Perez de Luxan who described their route up the Rio Conchos to La Junta de las Rios where they 

crossed the Rio Grande. Traveling through the location of modern day Presidio, Texas Espejo’s 

expedition followed the Rio Grande up to present-day New Mexico. Along the way the 

Spaniards encountered native groups of Conchos, Passaguates, Jobosos, Jumanos, Caguates, and 

Tanpachoas people. Crossing into the territory of the Piros Pueblo Indians, Espejo learned news 

of the friars’ capture and deaths at the Pueblo of Puaray. After further travel through the Pueblos 

of present day New Mexico and Arizona and encounters with the Querechos Navajo, Zuni, Hopi, 

Yavapai, and Acoma Native peoples, Espejo and the remaining company turned back to the Rio 

Grande Valley. The expedition then traveled northeast to the Rio de las Vacas or Pecos River 

where they met three Juman Indian scouts who guided them overland to the Davis Mountains. 

On August 13, 1853, Espejo’s party made camp in Limpia Canyon overlooking the future site of 

Fort Davis, Texas. This would mark the first recorded non-Native American visit to the canyon. 

They then followed the Limpia and Alamito creeks back to the area of present-day Presidio, 

Texas where they crossed back over the Rio Grande to return to Mexico (Burnett 2002: 23-26; 

Francell 2011: 12; Hammond and Rey 1966; Scobee 1947: 1-3). 

 

While Spanish settlement continued along the banks of the Rio Grande and Pecos River for the 

next two centuries, the Trans-Pecos region did not receive the same colonization efforts from the 

Spanish as the Pueblos of New Mexico. El Presidio del Norte de la Junta was established in 1759 

but abandoned by 1767 due to its ineffective management of the mounted raiding Mescalero 

Apache who had gained a foothold on the region. The mounted Apache engaged in livestock and 

captive trade, using small raids on Jumanos and Spanish settlements as a way to gain economic 

control of the region. Captives were not only a ransom-able commodity that could be leveraged 

and traded for war prisoners, guns and ammunition and other supplies, but also were at times 

integrated or adopted into the Native tribes. This system served to replace lost relatives as a 

means to keep up population numbers. As described by Maj. Gen. Zenas R. Bliss in the later 

American occupation period, 

 

The Indians on theses raids frequently captured Mexican woman and carried them 

into captivity and in time they made very good Indians… After a captive had 

lived a few years with the Indians, they could never be induced to leave them, and 

even white women generally preferred to remain with the Indians… I have known 

several Mexicans who were captives and who escaped from the Indians and 

returned to their homes. But they escaped in every instance after long captivity 

and after they had been adopted and treated as one of the tribe… All captives that 

I have known apparently liked the life they led among the Indians and I think 

most of them left on account of trouble they had with the tribe and were afraid to 

remain longer [Smith et al. 2007: 85, 146]. 

 

Captive assimilation was sensationalized by European and American observers who feared the 

effects of ‘uncivilized’ Native influences that affronted Euro-American gender roles, Christian 

morality, and racialized notions of superiority. However, the raiding-based economic system 

worked to maintain Native American dominance of the region into the late nineteenth-century.  
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Further attempts to reinstate the post of El Presidio del Norte de la Junta in the 1770s through 

1780s were short lived as raiding persisted in the area despite the Spanish alliance with the 

Comanche against the Mescalero. The Mescalero simply countered by allying with the eastern 

Llanero and Lipan Apache. Local Jumanos tribes saw minimal benefit from cooperating with the 

Spanish who not only offered minimal protection from the Apache but themselves assaulted 

Natives’ with illegal enslavement, violent assaults, and mortal diseases. Moreover, the European 

colonists turned a blind eye to newly introduced Comanche aggressions. The Mexican revolution 

in 1819 resulted in administrative upheaval in the region, and Mexican Independence in 1821 

saw the end of official Spanish colonization attempts in the region. However, settlement 

continued – though on a minor scale – in the form of individual ranches and small family 

communities (Burnett 2002: 18-35; Wooster 1990: 9-34, 2006: 4-8).  

 

Attempts to utilize the Trans-Pecos region for economic benefit continued throughout the early 

nineteenth century, with attempts to connect American and Mexican economic centers (Resendez 

2004). By 1832 the Mexican government granted the land north of Presidio del Norte and the 

region that surrounded present-day Fort Davis to Lieutenant Colonel Jose Ronquillo to be used 

for mining, ranching, and the establishment of a trade route between Missouri and Chihuahua, 

Mexico (Wooster 2006: 9). However, the Texas Revolution and independence from Mexico in 

1836 resulted in minimal interest in the region by Mexican entrepreneurs and settlers who were 

focused on helping eastern war efforts, utilizing better established western trade routes to the 

New Mexican missions, and combating increased Comanche raiding around Chihuahua. 

American expansionist interests combined with contests over the border between the United 

States and Mexico resulted in the Annexation of Texas in 1845 and the Mexican-American War 

of 1846-1848. The Treaty of Peace, Friendship, Limits and Settlement between the United States 

of America and the Mexican Republic (better known today as the Treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo) 

was signed February 2, 1848 and established Texas’ independence and American control of the 

present-day southwestern United States and California (Resendez 2004). As part of the treaty, 

settlers in border regions were given the option to become American citizens. Thus, in less than 

fifty years, non-Native settlers of the Trans-Pecos had alternatively identified as Spanish, 

Mexican, Texan, and American.  

 

An Early American Presence 

 

The transfer of power to the United States saw renewed interest in the Trans-Pecos region as the 

rhetoric of American manifest-destiny drove civilian business and military efforts to maintain 

control of the border region and establish a uniquely American presence in the area. Unlike its 

Spanish and Mexican counterparts, the United States aggressively settled Western Texas [see 

Figure 3.2 for a map of U.S. military posts in the Trans-Pecos prior to 1860]. With the California 

gold rush of 1848 further encouraging westward travel, American entrepreneurs and soldier-

surveyors looked to find an all-weather southern alternative to the ‘Upper Road’ that went west 

from Fort Smith, Arkansas through the Guadalupe Pass to El Paso and on to California. A 

‘Lower Road’ – later named the San Antonio-to-El Paso Overland Trail (or Overland Stage 

Route) – was established beginning in 1849 when Lt. William H. C. Whiting and Lt. William F. 

“Baldy” Smith made their way west of the Pecos River passing through Wild Rose Pass, along 

Limpia Creek, and by Painted Comanche camp on the way to Presidio de Norte. The trail later 

went from San Antonio through El Paso onto Yuma and into California. This new lower road 
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became a mail route in 1854 when James Birch won the mail contract to San Diego. By 1859 the 

Butterfield Overland Mail had moved to the lower road and operated until the beginning of the 

Confederate rebellion (Francell 2011: 7-8; Wooster 1990: 27-30). 

 

Conflict with Apache and Comanche raiding continued as Americans expanded into the West 

Texas territory. As Native tribes in East Texas were forced into reservations, the nomadic Native 

groups of West Texas and eastern New Mexico circumvented attempts at control and relocation 

by the U.S. military. Their activities not only challenged American claims on the previously 

occupied land of the Trans-Pecos but also complicated Euro-American notions of the Western 

Frontier as an open wilderness ripe with opportunity. In short, the American Indians presence 

was disruptive and disquieting. When coupled with growing concern (real or otherwise) over 

Mexican interests in the border region, the ‘Indian problem’ lead to the establishment of U.S. 

Army forts along the San Antonio-to-El Paso road (Burnett 2002: 59-60; Wooster 1990: 39). 

Soldiering was done on foot by Infantry troops, so permanent posts across Texas were 

established to allow for more complete patrolling of the roads. Posts located at major water 

sources caused further conflicts with the Native tribes who previously controlled these resources 

(Francell 2011:7-8).  

 

Under the 1852 recommendations of Col. Joseph K. F. Mansfield who noted that large stretches 

of unmanned road remained throughout West Texas, Secretary of War Jefferson Davis 

commanded the establishment of a post in the area of Comanche occupation along the Rio 

Grande (Greene 1986a: 11). The more northeastern location of Fort Davis was officially chosen 

in 1854 by Bvt. Maj. Gen. Persifor F. Smith, commander of the Department of Texas. The 

newest U.S. military fort was to be located a mile south from a grove of cottonwood trees 

decorated with pictographs that sat beside the babbling waters of Limpia Creek, the spot 

previously named “Painted Comanche camp” by Whiting and Smith in 1849. Bvt. Maj. Gen. 

Smith believed the site’s canyon walls for sheltering, high mountain forests for lumbering, 

nearby Limpia Spring for water, and alluvial plain for livestock grazing made it an ideal location. 

(Francell 2011: 17; Wooster 1990: 28, 32). On October 23, 1854, companies A, C, D, E, F, and 

G of the Eighth Infantry under the command of Lt. Col. Seawell in the accompaniment of Smith, 

occupied the location of the first Fort Davis (Greene 1986a: 12-13). The post was constructed 

quickly in preparation for the coming winter months.  

 

The first fort was built south of Limpia Creek between the walls of the later named Hospital 

Canyon. The location was lauded for its beauty, described by one (fancifully) reminiscing soldier 

as a canyon 

 

carpeted with the richest verdure, overshadowed by live oak, its lofty and 

precipitous sides festooned with perennial vines, and mantled with moss and 

flowers, looking out over smiling prairies and table lands, to miniature lakes, and 

lofty mountain peaks, that lost their summit in the clouds… The Limpia Valley 

nearly abounded with game, such as deer, snipe, and quail… And then the 

tulegrass lakes of the surrounding prairies, were the summer homes and hatching 

places of the dainty blue and green winged teal, which afforded abundant sport 

during the fall, and winter months [Lee 1871: 21, quoted in Greene 1986a: 14] 
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Similarly, Bliss recalled the first Fort Davis having a “climate that is very different from any 

[other] posts. It is delightfully cool in summer for a southern post… The winters are not very 

cold” (Smith et al. 2007: 73-74). He further described the post as being 

 

…the most beautifully situated of any I have ever seen. It was in a narrow cañon 

[sic] with perpendicular sides, the walls of which were about 200 feet in height. 

The quarters for the men were built across the mouth of the cañon [sic] and the 

officers’ quarters were built irregularly along the sides of the cañon [sic]. The live 

oak trees which were permitted to stand furnished a delightful shade and almost 

concealed the officers’ houses from view…There was good hunting, but no 

fishing except for sunfish [ibid. 80-81] 

 

Throughout the occupation of the post, visitors and inhabitants alike noted the oasis like setting 

upon first arriving through the northern mountain entrance of Wild Rose Pass. However, 

conditions at the post were far from perfect. Buildings were originally constructed of pine boards 

and canvas, with some men occupying tents as construction efforts progressed (Greene 1986a: 

15-16). Bliss described the accommodations as less than desirable: 

 

The quarters were very poor… They were built with the labor of the enlisted men 

and no other persons were employed and the post probably did not cost the 

government $1,000 except for the lumber… There were some houses made of 

boards and they were very comfortable but those occupied by the Lieutenants 

were made of the slabs first cut from the logs and for all practical purposes, were 

not what would be called luxurious… Very few of the quarters had ceilings 

except with canvas. My room was one of the two into which the house was 

divided. The edges of the slabs were sewn off and the cracks where they joined 

were covered with battens. These had warped and the slabs shrunk so that the 

quarters did not lack for ventilation… once a snow storm blew in under my bed 

[Smith et al. 2007: 80] 

 

By 1856 six stone barracks were occupied by the enlisted men. By 1859 the guard house, 

commissary, and commanding officer’s quarters were also constructed with limestone. However, 

wooden, thatched, canvas, and waddle-and-dab style jacales structures continued to house lower 

ranking officers, laundresses, and married men’s families. Auxiliary buildings including mess 

halls, kitchens, the bakery, hospital, and blacksmith also were temporary in design (Greene 

1986a: 15-16; Wooster 1990 45-52). In 1860 the hospital was described as “a worthless building 

of posts set on end, and shrunken in, & rotten, & thatched roof,  rough floors & braced outside” 

(NA RG94). As James A. Bennet summed up, the first “Fort Davis [was] a poorly built fort” 

(Brooks and Reeve 1948: 79). 

 

The Native presence around the first fort was higher than in later years. Evidence of agricultural 

cultivation in the form of pumpkins, corn, and melon growing around the post showed that the 

Army inhabitants were not the first to build a permanent settlement in the vicinity (Smith et al. 

2007: 79, 114). Evidence of well-established irrigation systems, grave cairns, pictographs, and 

lithic scatters also spoke to a long-term native presence (Wilkie et al. 2016b). Bliss wrote of “an 

old Apache” who watched the local blacksmith from the canyon walls and stated that “signs of 
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Indians were frequently found on the top of the bluffs overlooking the post and Col. Bomford 

once found a quantity of old pieces of iron, tin, cups, brass buttons, etc., that had been gathered 

and placed in a cave very close to his house” (ibid. 81) However, Bliss also suggested that 

“Mexicans of very low caste [were] living in the caves in the rocks near the post” (ibid. 80-81). 

Bliss further noted that 

 

The situation of the post, though beautiful, was a very bad one in a military point 

of view for there was hardly a chimney at the post that an Indian could not throw 

a stone in from the bluffs. A comparatively small party could have made the post 

untenable by occupying them, but they never attacked it [Smith et al. 2007: 80-

81]. 

 

Whether real or exaggerated, the threat of “Indians [was deemed] so bad that no one ever thought 

of going more than three or four miles from the post” outside of scouting duty (ibid. 81).  Raids 

by the Apache and Comanche opportunistically tended to focus on locations away from the post, 

targeting travelers and stage coaches on the road and smaller ranches in the vicinity of Fort Davis 

and Presidio del Norte. Scouting missions from Fort Davis rarely resulted in conflict, with only 

five major engagements between Fort Davis’ soldiers and Native forces taking place during the 

antebellum period (Smith 2000: 18). Battles saw casualties on both sides. By 1859, attacks by 

Comanche tribes decreased when the U.S. closed a number of Texas reservations and relocated 

populations north to Indian Territory (Greene 1986a: 22). By 1860, Texas was described as 

“restored to tranquility and relieved from all apprehension of invasion or molestation by armed 

and marauding bands on the Mexican frontier” (NA 66-23). Even with the low rate of armed 

conflict, in the 1850s Fort Davis was one of the most well manned posts on the American 

frontier with between one-hundred thirty and four-hundred thirty-eight men in garrison at any 

given time (Greene 1986a: 20-23; Wooster 1990). 

 

Supply problems plagued the post throughout its first occupation period, due not only to Native 

raiding but also high transportation costs coupled with mismanagement by military heads. 

Ammunition sent to the post often did not match the weaponry in stores, uniforms were in 

insufficient supply, and rations, such as bacon and canned sardines, arrived to the post rancid 

(ibid 10-11; Scobee 1947: 24). In 1856, looking to find alternative modes of transportation that 

were suitable to Texas’s harsh climate and terrain, Secretary of War Jefferson Davis approved 

the camel experiments. A total of seventy-four camels came through the garrison three times 

between 1857 and 1860. While the camels could travel greater distances with less water than 

horses, they were temperamental and difficult to maintain. By the start of the Confederate 

rebellion, the trials failed and the animals were sold to circuses or released to fend for themselves 

on the Texas Frontier (ibid. 9-10; Greene 1986a: 23-25; Wooster 1987: 111-112). Alternative 

transportation options included plans for a rail line near the post, but this did not come to fruition 

prior to the war (Wooster 1990: 59). Despite the hurdles that limited most goods from making 

their way westward, food supplies at the post were sufficient. Local garden plots provided much 

needed fruits and vegetables, wild game was acquired through hunting, and beef supplies were 

contracted with local ranchers (Greene 1986a: 18-19). Flour, corn, beans, vinegar, and hay feed 

for the pack animals were purchased from Mexico (Scobee 1947: 24-26).  
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Aside from the soldiers, few others lived in the region. In the mid-1850s, fifteen laundresses – all 

White except one Mexican-born woman, a Native Puerto Rican hospital Matron, M. Kelley, and 

the post sutler, Alexander Young of Pennsylvania, joined the White and European-immigrant 

enlisted men and officers in military duty (Wooster 2006: 39). Civilian populations around the 

post were scant early on. On fort property, a selection of teamsters, blacksmiths, domestic 

servants, and civilian women and children associated with the soldiers occupied various 

outbuildings in the canyon. However, Bliss regularly stated throughout his memoir that “there 

was no one that an officer could associate with except the family Murphy,” suggesting that class 

relations limited interactions between commissioned officers and working class Americans and 

Mexicans (Smith et al. 2007: 81). Businessman Daniel Murphy, an unnamed local beef rancher, 

and Monte Smith, the gambling hall proprietor, were three of the most well documented 

entrepreneurs who settled around the early post. However, local Mexican ranchers (of unknown 

numbers) and attendants at the mail station near Wild Ross Pass also settled the area throughout 

the early 1850s. The next nearest town, Presidio del Norte with its population of over two-

thousand people – mostly Mexican, was one hundred miles to the southwest, and two large 

ranches owned by retired soldier Edward Hall and civilian John W. Spencer were situated nearby 

(Greene 1986a: 19; Smith et al 2007: 114-115). Given the small civilian population, soldiers 

tended to occupy their free time hunting, gambling, putting on theatrical performances, and 

playing sports. The dances and socials that took place at other forts to the east were said to be 

lacking at Fort Davis (ibid. 80, 141-142).  

 

However, in the late 1850s, two new communities, Wild Ross Pass and Las Limpias, had sprung 

up near the fort. Wild Ross Pass, a farming and ranching community associated with the 

Butterfield Overland Trail main station, was populated by forty-nine persons, with the majority 

of the population and wealthiest members claiming Mexican origin. Las Limpias, located closer 

to the fort in and around the Daniel Murphy property, had a population of one-hundred fourteen 

persons that similarly was majority (eighty-four percent) Mexican-born. Most residents of Las 

Limpias were listed as domestic laborers, merchants, and skilled-craftsmen; only seven were 

listed as farmers and herders. However, unlike at Wild Rose Pass, the wealthiest individuals 

were White merchants, including Daniel and Patrick Murphy, Dietrick Dutchover, and 

Alexander Young (Wooster 2006: 40-41). In short, the communities around the fort consisted of 

a diverse mix of American, Mexican, and immigrant populations who were brought to the area 

by the economic promise of the military post. 

 

By the beginning of the 1860s, the tide of opportunity brought by the U.S.’s military presence in 

the area was quickly changing. On March 4, 1861, Texas seceded from the union, and Gen. 

David Twiggs turned all federal property in Texas over to Confederate control. As a result, the 

U.S. Army evacuated Fort Davis from March through April of the same year. Confederate forces 

met the retreating Company H of the Eighth Infantry on April 13, 1861 and quickly took over the 

garrison. Confederate troop numbers remained low – between thirty-two to sixty-three men – in 

the early months of 1861. Relations with American Indians were tense during this period, as the 

larger national unrest provided a power vacuum in some parts of the state.  Eventually, 

Confederate forces could not keep up with the increased activities of the Mescalero Apache and 

Fort Davis was attacked in later summer of 1861. A number of horses were captured and cattle 

were killed during the raid. Attempts at retaliation by the Confederate soldiers were fatal, 

resulting in an ambush near the Rio Grande on August 11, 1861. All of the pursuing Confederate 
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forces were killed in the confrontation. By winter 1861, the post was abandoned, only to be 

reclaimed by the Union army in August 1862 under Captain Edmond D. Shirland of the First 

California Cavalry. However, the post remained ungarrisoned and was sacked and set aflame by 

the Mescalero soon after Shirland’s troops departed. When the Confederacy collapsed in 1865, 

the Mescalero had gained control of the region of West Texas and Fort Davis lay in ruin (Greene 

1986a: 25-32).  

 

A Diverse Community at the Second Fort Davis 

 

When the War of Rebellion – later known as the American Civil War – ended in 1865, 

Reconstruction efforts in the South delayed the return of the U.S. military to the Trans-Pecos 

region. However, West Texas (from an American perspective) faced continued challenges: 

transportation routes remained dangerous because of Indian attacks, Confederate leanings were 

strong amongst White Texans, a need for infrastructure throughout the region persisted, and the 

American settlers continued “keep a wary eye upon that sinuous line, the Rio Grande del Norte” 

and competing Mexican interests along the border (ANJ 1882). In 1867, Fort Davis was 

reestablished in an effort to meet the needs of the region and continue the pursuit of a well-

established American national presence in the Western Frontier [see Figure 3.3 for Fort Davis’ 

location relative to other military posts in the Trans-Pecos from 1867-1891].  

 

Fort Davis’ second fort is perhaps best known for its association with the Black enlisted troops 

who came to be known as buffalo soldiers.  [Note: While the term ‘buffalo soldier’ was 

popularly used by the non-Black community beginning in the early 1870s, for the purpose of this 

research I will be using the terms ‘Black regulars’, ‘Black enlisted troops’, and ‘Black soldiers’. 

The term ‘buffalo soldier’ does not seem to have been used self-referentially by soldiers until the 

late 1920s, and given its colloquial use outside of the community, it appears that soldiers 

purposefully chose to avoid the term during the years of Fort Davis’ occupation (Schubert 2003: 

47)]. On July 17, 1862, Congress passed legislation allowing Black men to enlist in the U.S. 

Army. By the end of the war and following emancipation, one-hundred seventy-nine thousand 

Black troops were in military service. Looking to reorganize and downsize the country’s military 

forces in 1866, the Federal government created six segregated units amongst the Twenty-Fifth 

Infantry, ten Cavalry, and five Artillery regiments of the U.S. Army (Nankivell 2001; Wooster 

1990). These included the Ninth and Tenth Cavalry and the Thirty-Eighth, Thirty-Ninth, 

Fortieth, and Forty-First Infantry units. The Thirty-Eighth and the Forty-First Infantries were 

originally stationed in Louisiana to assist in Reconstruction efforts while the Thirty-Ninth and 

Fortieth were sent to Texas (Nankivell 2001; Fowler 1996). By 1869, Congress had consolidated 

the Thirty-Eight and the Forty-First Infantries into the Twenty-Fifth Infantry and the Thirty-

Ninth and Fortieth Infantries into the Twenty-Fourth Infantry. Soon after, racist tensions and 

White-lead violence against the Black troops in the South saw the Twenty-Fifth moved to join 

the Twenty-Fourth along Texas’ southern and western borders (ibid; Schubert 1997; Wilkie 

2015). Between 1867 and 1885 Fort Davis would come to see the troops from the Forty-First, 

Twenty-Fourth, and Twenty-Fifth infantries and Ninth and Tenth Cavalries stationed at the post 

[see Table 3.1 for list of troops stationed at the post between 1867 and 1891].  

 

Army life provided individuals from former slave and border states an opportunity not only 

steady employment, but a reliable income, food, clothing, shelter, and an opportunity to leave the 
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plantation farming systems that so many former slaves were trapped-in (King and Haecker 

2008). While the recent passage of the Thirteenth, Fourteenth, and Fifteenth Amendments 

granted legal equality to the Black enlisted troops, social practice on the militarized Western 

Frontier was a different matter, and soldiers were often subject to overtly racist regulations of 

their bodies, actions, and whereabouts. Racist reports of Black troops often asserted that they 

“lacked endurance and did not fight as well as the White,” were “not as reliable [as White 

soldiers], too lineal in their application of instructions,” or “of a low order of intelligence” were 

used to justify White paternalism throughout the military (Smith 1994: 158; Register of the Sick 

and Wounded 1869; Smith et al. 2007: 418). 

 

Therefore, Black soldiers were forced to employ a set of self-preserving practices to combat the 

effects of racism on their daily lives. Black troops seemed acutely aware of their role as public 

representatives of both the United States and the Black citizenry. Chaplain George Mullins 

reported that,  

 

[Black regulars] are possessed of the notion that the colored people of the whole 

country are more or less affected by their conduct in the Army.  The Chaplain is 

sometimes touched by evidence of their manly anxiety to be well thought of at 

Army headquarters and throughout the States.  This is the bottom secret of their 

patient toil and surprising progress in the effort to get at least an elementary 

education [1870, quoted in Schubert 2003:86]. 

 

And Elizabeth Custer noted that Black soldiers “were determined that no soldiering should be 

carried on in which their valor was not proven” (Custer 1971: 677-678). Enlisted soldiers, like 

their White officer counter parts were highly concerned with performing proper citizenship-

based masculinity to the best of their abilities (discussed further in Chapter 6). However, their 

performance came with much higher stakes as their position of high visibility made them subject 

to greater scrutiny not just from the U.S. Army but from the civilian populous whom they 

encountered on a daily basis. Black enlisted troops were reported to take great care in their dress, 

their behavior, and their surroundings. Soldiers commonly wore their dress blues into town as a 

means of showing their authority as U.S. military officials and their status as citizens. They 

purchased proper familial table settings for their barracks, and they threw lavish dinner parties at 

Christmas for the enjoyment of the fort community – including White officers and their families. 

Black regiments also had some of the lowest desertion rates of any troops in the U.S. Army and 

collectively received twenty-three Medals of Honor during the Indian Wars (Gwaltney 1996; 

Schubert 1997; Wilkie 2015). However these performances were often misread by racist Whites 

as “pompous” rather than respectably prideful (Mariager 1891: 189-90).  

 

Black troops regularly were confronted with overt racist assaults by government administrators, 

Confederate sympathizers, and civilian settlers alike. One officer reported in 1876 that “native 

Mexicans living on the American side were indisposed to co-operate…when colored troops went 

out, the Mexicans avoided them, and, in some instances, attacked them. There is a feeling of 

hostility between them and Mexicans” (Banning 1876: 30, 35). A number of assaults and 

murders also occurred on and around the post. George Foster, a Black soldier, was murdered by 

(most likely) a White man at a local bar on May 3, 1883 [Note: as noted by Wilkie, White 

offenders often went unnamed in White-run newspapers, while Black defendants were almost 
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always identified] (ibid). Black enlisted men were also punished more harshly than White troops 

for more minor infractions throughout their service at Fort Davis (Wooster 1990: 284). 

 

Like all U.S. military forts of the late nineteenth century, the second Fort Davis was managed by 

a group of commissioned White, Euro-American officers – with one notable exception of 

Flipper, see below. Commissioned officers were educated at West Point or had earned Brevet 

rank for their valor during the war. The ideal officer occupied a combined role as “gentleman-

artist-scholar-statesman,” and one’s masculine gentility was linked directly to his race, rank, and 

class-status (Adams 2009: 46; Wilkie In Press).  Officers saw themselves as being above 

physical laboring, instead seeing themselves as proper middle-class managerial supervisors 

(Adams 2009). Military culture was dictated by hierarchical status where “inferiors are required 

to obey strictly, and to execute with alacrity and good faith, the lawful order of the superiors 

appointed over them” (USWD 1861) As such, officer seniority was enforced through not only 

commanding interactions with enlisted troops, but through political and social interactions 

between varying ranks of the commissioned elite. The practice of ‘ranking out’, in which a 

newly arrived higher ranking officer could take housing from a lower ranking officer was 

practiced with regularity at Fort Davis. New arrivals to a post were expected to ‘call’ on their 

superiors as a sign of respect, and in turn higher ranking officers were expected to engage in 

conspicuous consumption practices and entertaining rituals (Eichelberger In Press). Officers with 

wives and families – approximately one-third of those stationed at Fort Davis – called upon them 

to create an atmosphere of middle-class civility by organizing and participating in picnics, balls, 

organized hunts, and formal dinners (Wooster 1990: 84). Officers’ daughters, along with those of 

middle-class civilian business persons, were also often the only eligible White women available 

to bachelor officers who wished to find wives. As gentile masculinity could only be achieved 

when a man was a husband, father, and bread-winner, courtship activities appear to have taken a 

good deal of the younger officer’s time (Adams 2009; Chudacoff 1999; Leckie 1989; Wilson 

2003). 

 

For many of the officers at Fort Davis, conditions made the performance of proper White 

middle-class masculinity difficult. For instance when housing was in short supply in 1879, the 

inspecting officer suggested it would be “hardly fair… to expect the officers to maintain a high 

tone both as to morality, gentlemanly conduct, or a strict sense of duty” without access to 

adequate private quarters (NA RG159). Officer’s wives across frontier posts often complained 

that housing sizes were inadequate, causing middle-class families to “descend... to the dead level 

of domestic economy” (Summerhayes 1979: 12).  

 

Some officers also deemed the association with Black enlisted troops an affront, characterizing 

the enlisted men as “only the lowest class of colored men” and “inefficient” such that officers in 

charge of Black regiments had quite the “arduous duties” (Banning 1876: 46, 22). However, 

other officers dismissed this kind of bad-mouthing of Black troops as “trivial” (ibid. 92) One 

officer stationed on the frontier commented, “if a garrison [of Black regulars] like this one here 

could be introduced into every northern town for six months, the opponents of universal suffrage 

would be few in the legislature” (O.M. Knapp 1867, quoted in Wooster 1990: 182). Another 

argued that “soldiers who serve at… the Lower Rio Grande, should be colored… the colored 

recruit makes a superior artillerist and excellent garrison soldier” (Banning 1876: 63). In short, 

White officers’ opinions seem to be split about the quality and character of the Black troops. 
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The case of Benjamin Flipper, the first Black graduate of West Point, further illustrates the 

complexities of racial interactions at the fort. Flipper, who was stationed at Fort Davis in the 

1880s, experienced a number of discriminatory actions, including being assigned housing in the 

post chapel rather than officers’ row, regular verbal assaults from fellow officers, and being 

assigned an accounting job despite his expertise in engineering. Despite these challenges Flipper 

tried to make the most of his position by making friends with local business owners and some of 

the officers and their families. However, these connections, particularly a friendship with a 

White officer’s daughter, seem to have further angered those who already were discontented with 

the presence of a Black officer. When Flipper was eventually charged with embezzling funds 

(likely the result of a combination of factors including his own poor accounting skills, a bad 

situation made worse by his commanding officer, William R. Shafter, and a possible robbery by 

his female servant, Lucy Smith), he faced a justice system that was not necessarily interested in 

whether Flipper had committed as crime, so much as “whether it [was] possible for a colored 

man to secure and hold a position as an officer of the army” (FDNHS Long File: ‘Flipper File’). 

Despite a lack of evidence pointing to Flipper as the embezzler of the funds, his character was 

called into question during the trial, and he was dismissed from the Army of the United States 

(ibid.). Flipper had committed a crime of carelessness and of acting in a non-officer way; in 

short, he did not live up to the expectations of White middle-class masculinity (for further 

discussion of the Flipper case see Flipper 1997 and Robinson 2008).  

 

In 1881, White enlisted troops returned to the post, and from 1881 through 1885 enlisted troops 

from the First and Sixteenth Infantries served at the fort with the Tenth Cavalry. From 1885 to 

1891, exclusively White troops from the Fifth, Sixteenth, Nineteenth, and Twenty-Third 

Infantries and Third and Eighth Cavalry garrisoned the fort.  

 

Fort Davis’ complexly racialized landscape spanned across and beyond the fort proper [Figure 

3.4]. The families of officers and enlisted men were housed around the edges of the complex. 

The White families of officers lived on officers’ row. Meanwhile the families of enlisted troops, 

mainly Mexican, Black, and Mixed-Race women and children, occupied a number of wood and 

adobe structures and tents to the east of the barracks, in Hospital Canyon, and north of the parade 

along the San Antonio-to-El Paso Overland Trail and the edge of the western canyon. Enlisted 

men were not allowed to be married when they joined the army; however, with permission from 

a commanding officer a soldier could wed. A total of twenty-eight Black and Mixed-Race 

enlisted men were enumerated as married in the 1880 census.  Of these men, six were listed as 

cohabitating with their families on garrison. 

 

Civilian populations around the post were equally as diverse. Mexican civilians along with 

European and Chinese immigrants were commonly found at the fort working as servants, 

teamsters, and masons. However, few of these individuals likely lived on the post proper. To the 

south lay the town of Fort Davis inhabited by the generally wealthy and White – be they Anglo-

American, immigrated European, or Mexican. The poorer, mainly Mexican community of 

Chihuahua was established to the southeast of the garrison, and to the northeast, along the 

western exit to the San Antonio El Paso overland trail, a racially mixed New Town was 

populated later in the fort’s occupation period. Moreover, the population doubled in size between 

1870 and 1880, totaling over five-hundred persons (Census 1870, 1880). Given these diverse 
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demographics, Fort Davis in the second half of the nineteenth century was located not only 

within a geographic frontier, but also a race relations frontier as well.  

 

Census records and tax rolls show that almost all of the large ranches in the area were owned by 

the White community, making up ninety-six percent of the property in Jeff Davis County 

(Wooster 2006: 125). Other members of the White community operated stores and worked for 

the stage companies. A number of White teamsters employed at the post were European 

immigrants. Prominent White civilian families who lived in Fort Davis included a number of 

businessmen and ranchers. Danielle Murphy, who had lived in Fort Davis since the first garrison, 

not only contracted beef to the post but also owned a nearby sawmill and a general store. The 

Murphy daughters, who had been educated in San Antonio, were the talk of the town and some 

of the most eligible bachelorettes in town until their marriages to army officers. Otis and 

Whitaker Keesey owned a series of businesses including a brothel and a general store, and both 

served as public officials through the military occupation period. Other prominent Anglo-

Americans included the Crossons who owned a sheep ranch, Nick Mersfelder, a German 

immigrant who became Justice of the Peace and owned a barber shop, Diedrick Dutchover, who 

owned a ranch, and town officials including Henry Tinkham, Abraham Tibbetts, and Frank 

Duke.  Some White officers’ family’s also lingered in the area during military occupation; the 

Grierson family purchased property though the 1880s, building a home and orchard in 1885, and 

Charles Mulhern purchased a ranch in 1885. Some retired White troops also remained in Fort 

Davis, including Anton Aggerman who had served at the first fort. (Wooster 1990, 2006). Every 

White women listed on census records was “at home” or a “housekeeper”, suggesting a middle 

class status amongst the majority of the White families (Census 1870, 1880).  

 

Black civilians mostly consisted of retired soldiers. James Watts, of Company D of the Tenth 

Cavalry, operated the Whittaker brothel until he moved to Murphyville (later renamed Alpine) to 

open his own gambling hall and grocery (Casey 1981). Archie Smith, of the Twenty-Fourth 

Infantry, married Lionicia, a Mexican catholic woman at the time of his discharge in 1870.  He 

purchased two-hundred eighty-six acres of property in the adjacent town of Chihuahua from a 

government land grant in 1873, where he built an adobe house which is now known as ‘la casa 

vieja’ and is the oldest standing structure in town. The house was also the location of a small 

catholic chapel that served the Mexican catholic community and was visited by the White 

officers at various times (FDNHS Long File: ‘Archie Smith’). George Bentley was a Mixed-

Race soldier who served in Company K of the Ninth Cavalry until 1871 at which point he 

married Conception, a Mexican woman. Bentley was elected constable in 1875 and lived in Fort 

Davis for the rest of his life. Robert Fair, of Company I of the Ninth Cavalry, served as the 

Methodist lay preacher in Fort Davis after his discharge in 1872. Fair also cared for the fort 

property after its abandonment in 1891. Randolph Wiggins, formerly assigned to Company E of 

the Twenty-Fifth Infantry, was discharged in 1872. He was married to a Mexican woman named 

Tula and served as Col. Grierson’s cook and servant into the 1880s. George McGuire served in 

Company I of the Ninth Cavalry. Following his retirement from the army in 1874, he married 

Ewarda Rodriguez, and worked as a ranchman near the post (Sanchez 1993). Other (non-

military) Black men in the community worked as servants, laborers, cooks, and farmers. A few 

are listed as gamblers, and in 1880, one man, John Rickey, operated a restaurant and another ran 

a dance hall. The few Black women not employed in an official capacity by the U.S. army were 
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almost all listed as family members of soldiers and worked as domestics for fort residents 

(Census 1870, 1880).  

 

In 1870, over half of the population at Fort Davis was listed as Mexican. By 1880, the percentage 

had raised to over two-thirds (Wooster 2006). One prominent Mexican family, Fabricio and 

Felicia Granado, owned one-hundred sixty acres and held an estate worth thirteen thousand 

dollars in 1880. However, most Mexicans were “not well to do in a worldly point of view” (RG 

393). Mexican civilians mostly worked as domestic servants and skilled laborers. Common jobs 

for Mexican men listed on the 1870 and 1880 census include masons, blacksmiths, carpenters, 

stockmen, farmers, herders, and laborers. Mexican women worked mostly as laundresses, but 

also seamstresses, cooks, and servants. One woman, Manuella Urquedes, kept a dance hall and 

Dominga Lerma, was a shopkeeper. Around thirty percent of Mexican women were also listed as 

‘at home’or as ‘housekeepers’. A number of Mexican women were married to Black and White 

men. (Census 1870, 1880) While Texas laws prohibited inter-racial marriage at the time, the 

racial identities of Mexican inhabitants were heavily complicated by class status. A notation at 

the top of the 1880 census reads, “Consider all Mexicans white although marked M in color 

column.” However, Mexicans were not always viewed as White by the Euro-American frontier 

inhabitants who were quick to distinguish themselves from their Mexican counterparts (Leckie 

1989; Smith 1994). Thus, it seems it may have been easier to overlook racial difference, 

particularly in the case of Black soldiers marrying Mexican women, in favor of marrying an 

individual of similar class-status.  

 

Building the New Post 

 

On June 29, 1867, four companies of the Ninth Cavalry under the direction of Lt. Col. Wesley 

Merrit reoccupied the area of Fort Davis. Merrit selected the flat land at the mouth of Hospital 

Canyon and directly north of Sleeping Lion Mountain as the site of the new post. (Greene 1986a: 

35; 93). The land was leased from local land owner John James at a cost of $75 per month 

(Smith 2000: 62). Assistant Surgeon, D. Weisel, of the United States Army later described the 

environs as follows: 

 

The post is at the mouth of a canyon about three-fourths of a mile long, about 400 

yards wide at its mouth, and gradually narrowing to its termination in a recess in 

the mountain.  The mountains on either side are formed of metamorphic rocks, are 

about 250 feet high, very rough and precipitous, and covered with grass and small 

oak trees.  The surrounding country is wild and barren, with no trees excepting a 

few live oaks in the canyon in rear of the post, and a few cotton woods on the 

Limpia [quoted in Billings 1974:198]. 

 

The first fort had mostly deforested the area, leaving only a few cottonwoods and oaks for shade, 

however, the Limpia creek provided a much needed water source, and the canyon walls protected 

the structures from wind and rain along the eastern and southern sides of the parade ground 

(USWD 1866). Additionally, the new location was thought more strategic, preventing attack or 

surveillance from the bluffs that had surrounded the earlier post. It still remained remotely 

located. In February 1872, Lt. Col. William R. Shafter, the post commander at Fort Davis, 

described the fort’s location as follows: 



52 
 

 

“Nearest telegraph and railroad station, Austin, Texas, distance 450 miles. Post Office at 

the Post. Nearest town of any importance is Franklin, opposite El Paso, Mexico, distance 

255 miles. There is a small settlement on the Rio Grande opposite Del Porte, Mexico, 

distance from the Post, 90 miles. Good wagon roads to San Antonio via Fort Clark or 

Fort Concho, distance 466 miles. Wagon road to Fort Quitman, distance 145 miles” (NA 

RG 393). 

 

Under the effort of enlisted troops and eighty-three contracted carpenters and masons, new 

structures were built directly east of the first fort’s remnants using lumber from the reopened 

Limpia Canyon pinery, limestone and mortar from a nearby quarry, and locally produced adobe. 

Intact materials from the ruins of the first fort structures were also repurposed. By April 1868, 

four officers’ quarters, a company store room, and stables had been completed. All four officers’ 

quarters were occupied by this point, though enlisted men stayed in canvas tents, temporary huts, 

and any standing structures that remained from the first fort until the next year. Another five 

officers’ quarters, four barracks, three mess rooms, the guard house, magazine, two forage rooms 

and various kitchens were under construction, with the majority mostly complete except for roofs 

by January 1869. The post had spent $83,108.81 on construction efforts in the first year of Fort 

Davis’ reoccupation (Greene 1986a: 93-94; USWD 1868a).  

 

Budgetary concerns in early 1869 left the post in a state of disarray, with a collection of roofless 

adobe structures left to melt in the spring and summer rains. As C. B. Oswley wrote in the San 

Antonio Herald in August that year, 

 

the role of the economy and reform has been fully inaugurated [at Fort Davis], by 

the presiding genius at Washington. To my mind it is a question capable of much 

doubt, whether, or not, it was genuine economy to abandon the buildings nearly 

complete to the drenching rains and driving storms, and witness unprotected adobe 

walls slowly but surely returning to a shapeless heap of mother earth. Had the 

work on the unfinished buildings progressed during the past Spring and Summer, 

the early Autumn would have found the Post completed, and most truly it would 

have been the pride of the frontier; but looking upon it to-day, with its bare and 

roofless walls… it is truly a melancholly [sic] abortion of what was intended to 

tower aloft, as a monument to martial pride and architectural vanity [1869]. 

 

By February 1869, the first barrack (HB-20) was roofed and housed the Ninth Cavalry’s 

Company C, and despite the lag in construction and lack of completed shingled roof, the second 

barrack (HB-21) was occupied by soldiers in September 1869. Both barracks lacked proper 

flooring, having neither wood boarding nor proper sealant applied to the compacted dirt surfaces 

(Greene 1986a: 141-143; Wilkie 2016: 54-60). The other two barracks (HB-22 and HB-223) 

remained unfinished until 1876 when tin roofs were added. Company M of the Tenth Cavalry 

likely was the first company to move into HB-22 in March, 1877 (Greene 1986a: 144; Wilkie 

2016a: 59). By winter 1879, HB-223’s ceiling was plastered and by 1881, the structure gained 

wood flooring and a porch (Greene 1986a: 145).  
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The Black enlisted troops lived in quarters throughout the 1870s that might best be described as 

subpar. Overcrowding throughout the early occupation of the fort was common, with as many as 

three-hundred sixteen men requiring quartering at any one time (Wilkie 2016a: 58). When the 

amount of cubic air space afforded each soldier was calculated for years 1870 to 1874, the 

barracks at Fort Davis provided an average of 456 cubic feet of air per man (ibid. 58-59). When 

compared with other frontier forts operating contemporaneously, Fort Davis’ accommodations 

ranked among the lowest [Table 3.2].  

 

Because of the limited housing space, some troops likely lived in tents behind the barracks (ibid. 

60). Still others co-habituated with wives, families, and companions who occupied a number of 

huts, tents, and wood and adobe structures around the barracks, in hospital canyon, and to the 

north of the parade ground. As Gen. William T. Sherman surmised in November 1870, “the huts 

in which our troops are forced to live are in some places inferior to what horses usually have” 

(USWD 1870). 

 

By 1881, White troops had joined the Black regiments of the Tenth Cavalry stationed at the fort. 

This new presence saw an increase in funding and in turn improvements to the housing quarters 

for all troops, not just those newly arrived. Temporary canvas and slab structures outfitted with 

Sibley stoves were constructed in 1881; each of the six structures would house six men and an 

additional structure would act as a mess hall (NA RG393). From 1882 to 1883, repairs were 

completed on the four barracks’ windows, floors, and roofs. By 1883, the post consisted of at 

least thirty-seven buildings including, four barracks with mess halls, thirteen officers’ quarters 

with adobe out buildings, a two-story officer’s house , an adobe hospital and outbuildings, a 

guardhouse, a quartermaster’s storehouse, an ordinance Sergeant’s quarters and signal office, a 

commanding officer and adjutant’s office, stables, an adobe chapel, and various small structures 

occupied by married enlisted men’s families, laundresses, and other persons attached to the post 

(Greene 1986a: 106). By 1885, four additional officers’ quarters and three barracks had been 

constructed. However, the need for separate segregated quarters and concerns over overcrowding 

had diminished by this point as the last troops of the Tenth Cavalry mustered out of Fort Davis in 

March, 1885 (ibid.; Wooster 2006: 121). In the fort’s final years, quarters could accommodate all 

of the troops at the post, but they were also falling into disrepair. By 1891, only two barracks 

were occupied and countless other buildings on the post were no longer in use (Greene 1986a). 

 

The Daily Lives of Frontier Soldiers 

 

Despite descriptions of new post’s environs as “grand and picturesque” and having “the most 

beautiful scenery in Texas”, the location of the post was not without faults (USWD 1866.; Taylor 

1936). Regular flooding occurred around the parade ground as the new post was now located 

downslope from the canyon. In 1875, Col. George L. Andrews of the Twenty-Fifth Infantry 

complained 

 

The Twenty-Fifth Infantry has now been in this department nearly six years; 

during the entire time its non-commissioned staff and band has not for one day 

been properly sheltered… Taking station at this post [Fort Davis] in May, 1872, it 

was necessary to quarter them in all parts of the garrison as space could be found. 

They have been drowned out by almost every heavy rain, now in one building, 
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now in another… I have visited the band quarters several times during the past 

summer to find everything saturated in rain, the dirt floor full four inches of deep 

mud, and the men sitting at meals with their feet in more than an inch of water, 

while their head and backs were being defiled with ooze from the dripping dirt 

roof [NA RG393] 

 

Roofs leaked constantly and floors were often muddy messes. When not wet, unsealed dirt floors 

“for want of proper attention [were] very dusty and soil[ed] all articles of clothing in the 

barracks” and “earth floors… [were] dirty and untidy” in kitchens and mess halls too (NA 

RG159). Ventilation problems also persisted, despite reports that Fort Davis’ cool climate and 

elevation could provide “air in all its sweetness, purity, and elasticity” (Taylor 1936: 354-55). 

Army administrators had originally thought to set up a sanitarium where tuberculosis sufferers 

and those “sick with the lungs” could find respite in the “freshness and sweetness of perfect 

health;” however, high illness rates and poor water quality at the fort not only dashed these 

dreams, but recommendations that “measures be taken to vacate the post” were issued (ibid; ANJ 

1882; USWD 1886). As Bliss lamented on his return to the second fort in 1873, “The old post 

cost the government nothing except the shingles and nails… The new post was said to cost 

several hundred thousand dollars and it was not much more comfortable than it was before the 

war, except the officers’… had boarded floors” (Smith et al. 2007: 465). 

 

A great deal of health problems at the post were linked to the poor water quality. Regular 

flooding lead to water contamination as water flowing downslope from hospital canyon went 

past the hospital, officers’ quarters, barracks, stables, and a small settlement of married men’s 

housing before exiting the post and finding its way to the Limpia. All the while flood waters 

carried refuse and the contents of the post’s privies across the fort grounds. Proper drainage 

ditches were not dug until 1880, and as a result, as early as 1867 the water “for reasons 

unknown” was “condemned unfit for potable purposes” (PMR). Dysentery, typhoid, diarrhea and 

malarial fever plagued the early fort inhabitants, though death rates from these ailments remained 

low. In June 1873 “a great deal of sickness especially Diarrhoea [sic]” affected the “laundresses 

and their children” and the officers’ children (FDNHS Short Files: ‘Surgeon’s Reports’). 

Between 1884 and 1885, Fort Davis had the second highest rate of illness in the nation with 

seventy-eight per every thousand troops falling ill enough to not participate in regular duties 

during the year (NA RG92). Surgeons throughout the fort’s occupation called for cleanliness 

around post, citing over flowing privies and trash piles, chicken bugs, and roaming dogs as the 

main contaminates (ibid; FDNHS Short Files: ‘Surgeon’s Reports’). In 1883, under the direction 

of Col. Benjamin Grierson, a two-thousand foot pipeline and pump house were put in south of 

Limpia Creek; however, the pipeline was too small for the needs of the fort community. Water in 

the system was also not filtered well, and health problems persisted (Wooster 1990: 369-370). 

By 1885, the “water drains” were reportedly “kept clean,” though “trash and offal” were 

continually “deposited on the ground” around the main living quarters and on the parade; the 

post surgeon complained that “the close proximity of this garbage on the post [was] dangerous as 

it [could] under the hot rays of the summer sun become at any time a focus of infection,” further 

recommending “no trash be allowed to be deposited near the post (FDNHS Short Files: 

‘Surgeon’s Reports’). In 1883, under the direction of Col. Grierson, the U.S. government had 

purchased a plot of land east of the main parade where trash disposal was to be redirected in 

1885 (HQDT 1883).  
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Supply problems also plagued the fort during its second occupation. Tinned foods and meats 

shipped in from the east would often arrive spoiled or poorly packed. In 1872, a quarter of the 

shipments of bacon, 263 pounds of rice, and 187 pounds of sugar were lost in transit or arrived 

expired. By 1875, rotten shipments of lard, crackers, ham, sardines, cheese, onions, and any 

number of other edibles were sent to the post only to be discarded (Wooster, 2006: 79-80). To 

add insult to injury, the pay master regularly lagged on his trips to the post leaving military and 

civilian employees alike unpaid for weeks at a time. Thus, food was supplemented through 

purchases at the post sutler, a post garden, and contracts for fresh meat through local ranchers 

(Greene 1986a; Wooster 1990, 2006).  

 

Life on the frontier was often more tedious than exciting.  While military historians have tended 

to focus on the military engagements of enlisted troops, the majority of a soldier’s time in service 

was spent in garrison completing routine duty and training or on scouting expeditions that rarely 

saw combat (for further discussion of Indian Wars campaigning histories see: Dobak and Phillips 

2001; Fowler 1996; Leckie and Leckie 2003; Leiker 2002; Scobee 1947; Tate 1999). From 1870-

1880, “offensives conducted by Davis-based troops had wounded just one Indian, destroyed five 

lodges, and killed or recovered no more than fifty head of live-stock – hardly an impressive 

record compared to the many Indian attacks against civilians in the Fort Davis defensive region” 

(Wooster 2006: 107). In total, regiments stationed at Fort Davis saw twelve engagements with 

hostile Apache, Comanche and Kiowa, and marauding Mexican bandits following the Civil War 

(Smith 2000: 18). The Victorio Campaign of 1879-1880 is likely the most notable of the second 

fort occupation period. The Apache leader engaged in guerilla style warfare along the Rio 

Grande after leaving a New Mexican reservation. Six troops of the Tenth Cavalry and one of the 

Twenty-Fourth Infantry patrolled the region, leading to two engagements at Tinaja de las Palmas 

and Rattlesnake Springs. Victorio eventually was killed in 1880 by Mexican troops 

(Chamberlain 2007). 

 

Scouting expeditions were normally less exhilarating than many men hoped as “Indians… were 

never caught” (Smith et al. 2007: 469). In the later period of the 1870s and 1880s, most off-post 

duties saw troops sent to guard water holes and protect supply wagon trains, mail coaches, 

survey parties, and civilian travelers during escort duties.  Troops also were tasked with 

installing telegraph lines beginning in 1870. The Twenty-Fifth Infantry, under the command of 

2
nd

 Lt. George Andrews; installed ninety-one and a half miles of telegraph wire between Fort 

Davis and Eagle Springs during their official station at Fort Davis (Wooster 1990, 2006). During 

these tasks troops were often away from permanent posts for weeks and months at a time. As 

Corp. E. A. Bode reminisced, when troops returned to the Fort after a long scouting mission they 

 

were almost strangers to civilized habitation and felt a little out of place after 

almost seven months of continual camp… we fairly returned to the civilized way 

of living and usefulness of society people, playing pool and billiards, drinking 

whiskey, besides other accomplishments. We felt that our lives were not thrown 

away with the idle amusement of a useless occupation of chasing Indians from 

one section of the country to another [Smith 1999: 175]. 
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Time on garrison was often spent on self-improvement pursuits – at least when not drilling, 

training, constructing quarters, digging ditches, logging and lumbering, or building any amount 

of necessary infrastructure around the post. Academic pursuits including reading at the barrack 

libraries and attending school were also popular amongst Black troops (Wilkie 2015; 2016b). 

The post schools were initially started for the enlisted men, though children attached to the post 

were also allowed to attend. The night school was run (in successive order) by Reverend Manuel 

J. Gonzalez (1870-1872), Lt. Frederick Kendall of the Twenty-Forth Infantry (1872-1873), and 

Chaplain George G. Mullins of the Twenty-Fifth Infantry (1874-1885). Over one-hundred 

students were reported to attend the school between 1873 and 1874 (ibid; NA RG98; Wooster 

1990). Libraries were funded by companies and housed titles including teaching text such as 

Wilson’s Speller and Reader, French’s Arithmetic, Harper’s Geography, Scott’s History of the 

U.S. and Tactics of the U.S. Infantry. A number of periodicals also graced the shelves such as 

Harper’s Weekly, The Nation, The Army Navy Register, The Daily St. Louis, The Globe 

Democrat, The Washington Sunday Herald, the San Antonio Express, Journal of the Military 

Service Institution of the U.S., Popular Science Monthly, Southern History Papers, Catholic 

World, and Field and Farm (NA RG393). As Wilkie has argued, literacy amongst Black troops 

was a marker of citizenship through voting rights, thus it was a “means of defending freedom” 

(2015).  

 

Leisure activities were also a popular way to pass the time. As Gen. George Forsyth summarized, 

soldiers “on the frontier… made the most of their opportunities, which, to be sure, were not 

great. There were dances, dinner and card parties, private theatricals, and anything else ingenuity 

could devise to banish tedium and relieve the monotony” (1900: 108-109). Baseball was popular 

amongst the troops, and football was played with inflated beef bladders (Smith 1994: 165). 

Hunting and fishing expeditions were encouraged to not only occupy bored soldiers but 

supplement rations, and some excursion lasted as long as forty-eight hours (Potter 2005). 

Drinking and gambling were also popular leisure pursuits, despite the post chaplain’s 

misgivings; in an attempt to stop inebriation amongst Army soldiers, whiskey was not sold on 

Army posts after 1881, though it was still available at stores in town (Rickey 1963: 200). Men 

also frequented saloons, brothels, and dance halls and spent time at the laundresses’ quarters 

(discussed below) during their free time.  

 

A Group in Between: Laundresses in the Frontier Army 

 

As histories of frontier forts have tended to focus on the experiences of enlisted soldiers, officers, 

and the White wives and children of officers, little attention has been given to the working-class 

women who assisted military efforts through their domestic labors and who made their own 

impacts on the Western Frontier. Moreover, the few historical studies that have focused on the 

lives of nineteenth-century Army laundresses have tended to be descriptive in nature and have 

not delved into the role laundresses played as central actors in ethno-racial relationships and as 

social mediators within frontier communities (Sibbald 1966; Stallard 1978; Stewart 1980; 

Wooster 1987; Holmes 1997; Wood 2002; Menscher 2003; Gaines 2006; Wilson Buford 2011).  

 

Army regulations in 1868 authorized one laundress “to each company or detachment of twelve or 

more enlisted men, at a rate of one for every 19 or fraction of 19 men” with no more than four 

women serving each company (USWD 1868b). This ratio conforms to the known populations at 
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Fort Davis. Laundry work was physically intensive, subjecting washer women to heavy lifting, 

high heat, and harsh chemicals throughout their daily labors. Soap was often in short supply  - 

one-hundred twenty-nine pounds of it went missing in transit in 1872 - and hours of scrubbing 

thick woolen clothing would leave women’s hands raw and their backs aching (Wooster 2006: 

125). In return for their efforts, laundresses were reasonably well compensated by their military 

employers. U.S. Army laundresses received rations, quarters, and transportation from the 

military when “present with the company” they served, meaning they were without military 

support during company campaigns that took enlisted troops away from garrison (USWD 

1863a). Meanwhile, their main income was paid at a designated rate per soldier –between 25 and 

37½ cents per week at Fort Davis, though some officers’ families may have paid up to $3 per 

month (Ambrose 1972:43, Banning 1876: 102; NA RG98)  

 

Army accounting at Fort Davis rarely detailed the laundresses’ labor or occupation at the site, 

and the few references are incomplete. Soldiers personally paid for laundering directly at the pay 

tables (Wooster 1987, 1990). However, where laundresses should have been listed on rosters and 

at pay tables, there is regularly no mention of them. Instead, only a smattering of documents 

name laundresses who served at the fort. A Report of Laundresses dated March 14, 1871 list 

three laundresses serving Company F of the Twenty-Fourth Infantry. Mary Washington, Onceia, 

and S. Lovett had all been appointed laundresses on December 26, 1870 (NA RG393). On June 

11, 1877, Mrs. Ratcliffe, a laundress assigned to Company H, Tenth Cavalry, was the victim of a 

soldier breaking-and-entering into her quarters in her absence; “Private Alfred Gradney, Co. E, 

Twenty-Fifth Infantry. He kicked the table in her quarters up which there was some crockery 

ware, thereby breaking some of it and disturbing the good order of the garrison” (NA RG98). A 

letter sent in July 1880 evidences a Mrs. Robb as a laundress of Company B, Twenty-Fourth 

Infantry. She was approved for quarters by the Post quartermaster prior to her impending arrival 

at the post (NA RG393). Finally, a Mrs. Herrill and her sister were laundering Troop C of the 

Third Calvalry’s wash in May 1886, and sought assistance from Fort administrators in having 

soldiers pay their delinquent debts (NA RG98). While it is possible that more laundresses may be 

named in records such as court martial case transcripts and pension application records that are 

housed at the National Archives in Washington D. C., limits in travel funding prevented me from 

completing a more extensive survey of those documents for this research project. Ultimately, 

census records provide the most complete insight into the demographics of the laundresses at 

Fort Davis.  

 

The 1870 and 1880 census population schedules [Table 3.3 and Table 3.4] show how the Fort 

Davis laundresses’ community shifted in size and demographics throughout late nineteenth 

century much in the same way the landscape of physical structures and military faces ebbed and 

flowed with each set of marching orders. The Black, Mexican, and multi-racial washer-women 

stationed at Fort Davis during the Black regulars’ occupation were often the wives, sisters, or 

companions of enlisted soldiers.  In August 1870, fifteen laundresses lived on garrison, though it 

is impossible to differentiate who was an official laundress verses who was simply a civilian 

providing domestic services to the garrison. Census records provide the laundresses’ 

demographics: eight were listed as Black, one White Mexican, and six Mixed-Race. The women 

averaged twenty-six years of age. Of the five women documented as married, three cohabited 

with their husbands. In June 1880, the census enumerated twelve official U.S. laundresses. 

Eleven of the women were identified as Black, with the remaining laundress listed as Native 
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Mexican. The average age was twenty-nine years old. One-hundred percent of the women were 

married in 1880, of which half were cohabitating with their husbands. The remaining married 

couples either resided in separate households at the fort or lived apart at distant locations 

possibly due to campaigning schedules or selective separation [see Table 3.5 for a summary of 

census demographics for official laundresses]. An additional thirty Mexican women and two 

Black women were listed as non-official laundresses. The two Black women, Mary Cole, who 

was listed as divorced with two children, and Amelia Starr, who was married with one child, are 

listed directly after a list of U.S. soldiers, suggesting they possibly lived in buildings near the 

enlisted barracks. A Black male launderer also is listed in the vicinity of the official U.S. 

laundresses and may be a former soldier.  

 

The shift towards the employment of married women and a mostly Black laundresses population 

during the period of ten years was the result of a change in army regulations. In 1878 new rules 

prohibited laundresses from accompany troops unless “any such laundress, being the wife of a 

soldier as is now allowed to accompanying troops… be retained until the expiration of such 

soldier’s present term of enlistment” (USWD 1878). Administrative officials claimed that their 

main concerns were over the heavy expense in transporting, rationing, and quartering laundresses 

and their families. An 1876 survey of commanding officers resulted in thirty-three votes for the 

abolishment of the laundresses over twenty-six against (Banning 1876). Officers asserted that 

cost cutting was at the heart of the shift in policy; laundresses were described as needing the “the 

transport and material of a full company” for every ten women and their housing was seen as 

expensive –both financially and in human effort – to build and repair, requiring “efforts… made 

out of mere humanity to obtain them… substantial housing” (ibid. 54, 98-99). “All of their 

paraphernalia, children, dogs, beds, cribs, tables, tubs, buckets, boards, and Lord know what” 

also made them “a most intolerable nuisance when troops are obliged to move” (ibid. 98-99, 51-

52). However, others countered that officers’ wives actually made up a more significant burden 

to the military by being “a great hindrance” financially and logistically without in turn providing 

a functional “direct good to the service” in the way that the laundresses did (31). 

 

With estimates of around one-thousand seven-hundred forty laundresses in service, some 

believed that cost reductions could equal upwards to $250,000 per year if the laundresses were 

fully abolished (ibid. 31, 63). Plus, a man “enlisted from [the] duty… with an ordinary washing 

machine” – a technology newly introduced – “could do the washing for the company at less than 

half the cost to the Government” (ibid. 60). However, some worried that conscripting an 

enlisting man to washing clothing would get him “bullied” and or worse, become emasculated; 

“the moment an enlisted soldier man is willing to do the washing for a company [is the] moment 

he ought to be discharged from the service” (ibid. 73). 

 

Many officers were more generally affronted by the presence of women –and more specifically 

working-class women – around the camps. Laundresses are often described as “out of place” on 

the frontier (ibid. 7). Gen. Palmer of the Second Cavalry further complained, “the ‘old-soldier’ 

laundress is a terror to the camp, wherever she finds herself” (ibid. 52). “The evils complained of 

[the laundresses]” included concerns about the use of foul language, violent physical aggression, 

and a generally dirty life style (ibid. 2014. Capt. Thomas of the Twelfth Infantry suggested that 

anyone who thought the laundresses female presence could be “refining” for the fort 

communities had not seen “the photographs of the laundresses in service” (ibid.). Laundresses’ 
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quarters are often described as squalidly and run down as women were often housed in  tents, 

reused buildings, or quarters that were often built “not of an expensive manner” of “logs and out 

of other material found [and recycled from] around the post” (NA RG92; Banning 1876: 25, 197-

198). Suds rows were also often overcrowded with “a quantity of children by which their prolific 

aptitudes increase steadily” and loose animals left to roam on garrison grounds (ibid. 98-99). 

From this view point, laundresses were seen as requiring “proper control” or else their antics 

could be detrimental to the reputation of the military community as a whole (ibid. 164). 

Moreover, prostitution and concerns over uncontained female sexuality are noted throughout the 

Banning testimonies. Laundresses often were the only eligible women (for enlisted men) at more 

remote forts and men could not help being “susceptible” to their feminine wiles (ibid. 204). 

Venereal disease was a common issue at most military posts, and much of the blame for this 

rampant social ill was placed on laundresses (Wooster 1990, 2006). 

 

A number of officers also seemed deeply concerned with many of the laundresses’ self-

sufficiency and assertions of personal autonomy despite their female gender: 

 

While there are honorable exceptions, laundresses generally are intent on one 

thing, i.e. making money for themselves. They will neither work for the officers 

or families or for the men at reasonable rates. While occupying quarters, drawing 

rations, and being cared for at a military post, the laundress will charge one dollar 

and a half per dozen for her washing, and even then she prefers to make leather 

pies to stuff the men with at the next pay-day [Banning 1876: 54]. 

 

Officers also suggest that laundress numbers simply be reduced to one or two laundresses per 

company as “women always prefer to have all the washing for the company. At a half-dollar per 

month per each man… the laundress makes herself comfortable” (ibid. 53). Here the key word 

seems to be ‘comfortable,’ not ‘wealthy’. Though one officer suggested that the quality of 

washing would falter if laundresses took on more work as “a woman cannot wash for more than 

nineteen men and do it right” (ibid. 197). Still others suggested that those women married to a 

“limited number of married men” who were seen as indispensable should be made to “act as 

servants to the officers and their families” instead (ibid. 120). Laundress women were often 

family breadwinners, and the combined income of some enlisted soldier and laundress families 

often brought Black, Mixed-Race, immigrant, and working class White families dangerously 

close to achieving the middle-class standing that separated officers from the laborers and enlisted 

men who also populated the forts (discussed further in Chapter 6). 

 

Some historians have calculated that laundresses in 1885 may have brought in up to $37.50 per 

month in a full garrison (Wooster 2009). According to census records, the official laundresses 

community at Fort Davis in June 1880 serviced a garrison of 325 soldiers, not including officers, 

resulting in each laundress washing for an estimated 27 men a week. Even at the lowest rate of 

25 cents per soldier per week, each laundress would have made $27 a month, over twice the $13 

sum an enlisted soldier would have earned in the same period of time. Even more conservative 

estimates that use the 25 cent rate, such as three laundresses serving a troop of fifty men, nets 

results of more than $16 per month per laundress. When compared to laundry rates of former 

enslaved women in the reconstruction-era south, we see that Army laundresses made 
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significantly more than the $4 to $9 per month rate of their southern, civilian peers (Wilkie 

2000a; Frankel 1999:76).  

 

Laundry work provided Black women in particular with a level of independence not available to 

domestic servants working under White employers during the postbellum period; laundresses, 

many of which were former slaves or the children of former slaves, could set their own hours, 

care for their families, and engage in other social and economic pursuits without frequent 

meddling from military administrators (Frankel 1999; Wilkie 2003; Brandon 2004). Moreover, 

archaeologists have long acknowledged women’s use of communal labor in domestic work, and 

laundresses may have banded together and traded off washing, cooking, and child–rearing tasks 

to ensure both the economic and domestic needs of the larger working-class, racialized 

community were being met (e.g. Spencer-Wood 2004; Wood 2004; Wilkie 2000a; Clark and 

Wilkie 2006; Battle-Baptiste 2011; Morris 2015)  

 

While it appears that laundresses at Fort Davis were reasonably economically well off, the 

absence of campaigning troops and frequent lags between pay days may have caused periods of 

economic instability, and laundresses supplemented their incomes in a variety of ways, including 

selling foodstuffs and offering additional domestic services. Rather than viewing these additional 

activities as acts of desperation, an alternative interpretation suggests that washer women may 

have been saving for a future life when both their husband’s and their own employment ended. 

As one army officer’s wife, Elizabeth J. Burt, accounted in her diary, one laundress and her 

baker husband’s collective savings from laundry work and a side pie business at Fort Concho 

“proved so lucrative that a sum sufficient to buy a home” was acquired (Mattes 1960:142). 

 

Army laundresses also provided “the only assistance at most posts” for midwifery, nursing, and 

funerary preparation (Banning 1876: 130). General George A. Forsyth wrote in his memoirs that 

washer women at western forts “were ever ready with a help that can not [sic] be paid for with 

money” (Forsyth 1900: 113, 133). He also noted that laundresses across the American Western 

Frontier “were good, honest, industrious wives… minutely familiar with their rights” (Banning 

1876: 133). Army laundresses asserted their roles as invaluable female domestic and moral 

providers through charitable labor that benefited the fort community as a whole. When 

considered in relation to officers’ laments that they could not “get any service out of a 

laundress,” it appears that these women aimed to avoid direct oversight by upper class employers 

(ibid. 204). Laundresses protected themselves from the inequalities placed on them by White 

hegemony by asserting their autonomy through various forms of selective self-employment, 

communal labor, and unmonitored work (Hunter 1997; Frankel 1999; Wilkie 2000a, 2003; 

Teague and Davidson 2004; Rotman 2006; Battle-Baptiste 2011). 

 

By 1883 all unmarried laundresses were stripped of their rations (ANJ 1883). However, it seems 

many officers still saw the laundresses as a “necessary nuisance” and deemed it “detrimental to 

the service in a social point of view to dispense with laundresses altogether,” because at least two 

laundresses were still providing laundry services at Fort Davis in some official capacity in 

October 1886 (Banning 1876: 104, 96; NA RG98). Married laundresses and unofficial single 

washer women remained in service at the fort for many years following their general 

abolishment, due in great part, because they were “of great service to troops on a distant frontier, 

especially in various ways” and had a “harmonizing and beneficial effect upon the men” who 
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“liked to see and talk to them occasionally. It makes [the soldiers] more contented” (Banning 

1876:62, 25, 106). Moreover, the presence of women – including both laundresses and officers’ 

wives – and children was seen as “of incalculable advantage to the men in garrison, cut off for 

years from home influences… wives and children at the military post are… ennobling and 

necessary” as they prevented “immorality, dishonor, and dishonesty” from taking hold at 

garrisons full of men removed from ‘civilization’ (ibid. 130-131). One also should not discount 

these women’s personal desires to keep their families and social networks intact, nor ignore the 

appeal of financial and social independence that military employment provided.  

 

Laundresses inhabited various structures at Fort Davis, including an eight room dilapidated 

adobe along the south parade ground, tents behind the enlisted men’s barracks, and hovels in the 

area of the first fort. However, they also occupied a small neighborhood of four houses located 

approximately six-hundred eighty-five meters north of the parade ground (Greene 1986a; 

Wooster 1990). For the purpose of this research, these four structures and the yard area around 

them will be referred to as “the laundresses’ quarters,” even though they were not the only 

quarters in which laundresses lived during Fort Davis’ occupation period (see Chapter 1 for 

further explanation). 

 

On their own and away from the main parade, the four northern structures and their inhabitants 

stood on the physical periphery of the fort, acting as their own borderland community between 

the U.S. military and civilian populations. Historic photos [Figure 3.5 and Figure 3.6] show that 

three structures were built in the area sometime prior to 1876, with an additional building 

constructed by 1885.  The quarters saw a rotating list of tenants through fort occupation with at 

least three families present at a time. While it is difficult to know who on the 1880 census lived 

on the line, it is likely that the homes were occupied by the families of four non-commissioned 

officers, Henry West, Benjamin Helem, Dan Johnson, and David Lee, who were given 

permission to live outside of the barracks (Muster 10
th

 Calvary; 1880 Census). As noted in the 

Banning Report (1876: 46, 31), “some of the best non-commissioned officers [were] married to 

laundresses,” a fact possibly influenced by the fact that no more than “four married soldiers in 

companies of regular size” were usually allowed. Moreover, laundresses were usually “the wives 

of the Sergeants of the company” a position held by West, Helem, and Johnson (further 

discussion of the quarters’ occupants follows in Chapter 6) (ibid. 198; Muster 10
th

 Cavalry). 

 

The quarters were staged as both a domestic refuge and as a communal work and gathering space 

for the larger fort population. Social visits to the laundresses’ “little family-firesides” were noted 

as being especially enjoyed by Black troops “who [were] domestic in their attachments and 

miss[ed] the society of their women” (Banning 1876: 46). As noted by one officer: 

 

Laundresses are necessary to garrison life for far greater purposes than as washer-

women. It has been discovered ages ago that no community of men can prosper 

where there are no wives and children. …The influence of these women and their 

helpless families is of incalculable advantage to the men of the garrison, cut off 

for years from home influences [Banning 1876: 130-131]. 

 

With children listed in over half of the official U.S. laundresses’ homes at Fort Davis in the 1880 

Census, it seems the houses occupied by laundresses and their families offered the respite of 
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domestic life— both between blood relatives and the fictive kin of military brotherhood. The 

continually shifting population of women, families, and racialized individuals resulted in the 

quarters providing the context for new sets of daily practices throughout its military use.  

 

The End of an Era 

 

When the Southern Pacific Railroad bypassed Fort Davis in 1882, it signaled the beginning of 

the end for the fort community. The last scouting mission from Fort Davis was conducted in 

1882, at which point steam powered transportation became the preferred method of travel for 

military personnel. The low cost of rail transportation and a connection to the markets of both the 

west and east coast drove businesses and settlement to the new communities of Murphyville 

(Alpine) and Marfa.  This new access to national markets, coupled with the decreased threat of 

Native attacks, and a dwindling military budget, caused the U.S. government to declare the 

American Western Frontier closed in 1890.  As such, Army administrators decided it was time to 

consolidate the military posts of the West and given Fort Davis’ growing list of maintenance 

needs and its now removed location from major transport lines, the decision to close the post was 

an easy one. On June 20, 1891, the last troops of the Tenth Cavalry mustered out and the Army’s 

new regional headquarters were moved 20 miles westward to Marfa (Greene 1986a; Wooster 

1990).  

 

By 1910 the population had fallen from one-thousand and seven people at the height of the fort 

occupation period to around eight-hundred and fifty-one individuals. The population gradually 

rose to nine-hundred and twelve people by 1930 at which point the population stabilized into the 

late twentieth century. Even more significantly however, the population went from fifty-four 

percent men, seventeen percent women, and twenty-nine percent children in 1880 to twenty-five 

percent men, twenty-four percent women, and fifty-one percent children by 1930. Also, the 

demographics changed from nearly thirty percent Black in 1880 to less than two percent in 1930. 

Mexican populations maintained the majority of the population increasing from nearly fifty-

percent in 1880 to around fifty-nine percent of the population in 1930. In short, twentieth-century 

Fort Davis has become younger and Whiter than it had been in its military hay-day (Census 

1880, 1910a, 1930). 

 

With the construction of Highway 17 in 1910, the town remained active as a seasonal destination 

and tourist stop throughout the twentieth century. The remnants of the fort remained a prominent 

visage in local and state memories attracting military training troops from Marfa around World 

War I, a Western movie star entrepreneur prior to the Great Depression, and countless visitors 

who came to town for religious camp meetings or simply to see the new McDonald Observatory 

when it was completed in 1938. By 1961, the fort was designated as a National Historic Site 

having “historical commemorative value” and became part of the National Park Service (Francell 

2011; Greene 1986a).  

 

Conclusions 

  

In this chapter, I described the natural and cultural histories of Fort Davis, showing how its 

location in far West Texas made it an ideal strategic location for a frontier fort. I outlined the 

physical and social conditions of the first and second fort communities within the context of the 
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U.S. military’s Indians War campaigns and the settlement of the Western Frontier and the U.S.-

Mexican borderlands region. I then provided a brief history of Army laundresses’ lives in both 

the larger context of military service and then, more specifically, in a community of four 

structures located north of Fort Davis’ parade ground. This chapter aimed to situate and 

contextualize the work I address next in Chapter 4, where I present the archaeological fieldwork 

that I directed at FDNHS’ laundresses’ quarters through the Fort Davis Archaeology Project 

(FODAAP) in 2013 and 2015, and Chapters 5 and 6, where I discuss and interpret the materials 

recovered during my research.   
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Chapter 4: Archaeological Testing at the Laundresses’ Quarters 

 

 

 

Introduction 

 

This chapter will discuss the archaeological excavations conducted by FODAAP at the 

laundresses’ quarters at the Fort Davis National Historic Site (FDNHS). Copies of two site 

reports relating to work conducted by FODAAP in 2013 (under permit 13-FODA-01) and 2015 

(under permit 15-FODA-01) were submitted to NPS intermountain regional archaeologists, Jim 

Bradford and Jacquelin St. Clair, FDNHS, and the Western Archaeological Conservation Center 

(WACC). While this chapter will cover basic findings from FODAAP’s work at the laundresses’ 

quarters, a detailed account of all work conducted by FODAAP personnel at FDNHS is available 

for review in the site reports (Wilkie et al. 2016a, 2016b). 

 

As discussed in Chapter 3, Army laundresses occupied a number of structures located around the 

military post, including an eight room dilapidated adobe along the south parade ground and tents 

behind the enlisted men’s barracks. However, our investigations targeted a small group of four 

structures located approximately 685 meters to the north of the parade ground. These quarters 

were selected for both their high level of preservation, plentiful associated artifact scatters across 

the ground surface, and removed location from the main parade ground.  

 

The removed location of the quarters was of particular research interest, given the traditional 

stories of military laundresses living in tents and abandoned structures around the parade ground 

in Fort Davis’ early site history. Why was this peripheral neighborhood established so far away 

from the fort center? How did this marginal location affect quarters’ inhabitants? Which people 

in particular occupied this site? In short, the site’s location at the boundaries of the post was 

extremely intriguing, especially when coupled with the light amount of documentary evidence 

about the laundresses and non-White families who lived at the fort. The quarters offered insight 

into a group of individuals who have occupied a marginalized position for the past one-hundred 

and fifty years of Fort Davis’ history. 

 

Additionally, the site’s marginal placement was appealing, because it served to protect the 

deposits from human disturbances following the period of military abandonment. While tourists 

and local history buffs have targeted their surface collecting around the standing remains of the 

main fort structures, the deposits at the laundresses’ quarters appeared to have remained mostly 

intact. This is likely because the structural remains at the laundresses’ quarters are hard to see 

from the parade ground, hiking pathways, and main highway. The stone foundations visible on 

the ground surface are mostly obscured by vegetation. The densest artifact scatters are situated 

downslope along drainage gullies that surround the site and are at a reasonable distance from the 

main pathways through an area of high vegetation growth. Furthermore, the site is not marked on 

NPS visitor maps and no interpretation plaques or labels draw attention to the structural remains 

at the site. As the quarters are associated with mainly non-soldier occupants and the structural 

remains are reasonably unimpressive from the roadway, this lack of marking by FDNHS is not 

overly surprising and also serves to protect the site from looting. Additionally, the removed 

location from the NPS visitor center coupled with the harsh Texas climate and aggressive 
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vegetation makes foot travel to the quarters unappealing for most casual visitors to the park. All 

in all, the quarters have been (mostly) protected from human disturbance because of their 

position at the edge of the fort property, making the area an ideal site for archaeological 

investigation. 

 

Pre-FODAAP Archaeological Testing 

 

When FDNHS became a National Historic Site in September 1961, reconstruction efforts and 

archaeological excavations were originally kept to the areas of Hospital Canyon and around the 

second fort’s main parade ground (Francell 2011). The laundresses’ quarters were included in the 

area of the National Park, but remained uninvestigated until the late 1980s. In a 1984 Cultural 

Resource Survey, archaeologist James Ivy first mapped the quarters’ four structures in north-to-

south formation along eastern edge of the current San Antonio-to-El Paso Overland Trail just 

past the Rainbow Bridge (Historic Building (HB)-144). The bridge was built in 1915 as part of 

the improvements to the Overland Trail when it became Highway 17 in 1910. By 1950, the main 

highway had moved to its current location east of the park, and the San Antonio-to-El Paso 

Overland Trail became a dirt path and road used for local foot traffic to the post ruins (Greene 

1986a: 391). While the northern most structure (HB-211) of the laundresses’ quarters had clearly 

visible stone foundations to the east of the raised road surface, only minor adobe rubble was 

found in association with next most southern structure (HB-212). Basing his survey map on a 

historic photograph of the Fort from 1885 (Historic Graphic (HG) 49 [see Figure 3.6], Ivy 

marked the locations of the three southern most structures based on artifact scatter and intuition; 

iron marker stakes were placed in the southeastern corner of HB-211 and the perceived center of 

artifact deposits for HB-212, HB-222, and HB-223 (Ivy 2015). The resulting cultural resource 

map of FDNHS was subsequently published as Appendix K in Jerome Greene’s Historic 

Resources Survey (1986). Additionally, site assessments of a pre-fort Paleo-Indian site (FODA-

8) located to the east of the laundresses’ quarters were conducted throughout the 1990s and 

2000s, during which historic trash deposits were occasionally noted along the gully line to the 

east of the road. However, no extensive surveys of the laundresses’ quarters were conducted 

during these resource assessments. 

 

FODAAP 2013 Survey 

 

Ivy’s map and Greene’s brief descriptions of the historic buildings’ design and history were used 

as the basis of FODAAP’s investigations of the area. In 2013, I, Erin Rodriguez, and a team of 

five UCB undergraduate students conducted three types of non-invasive survey testing at the 

site: ground penetrating radar (GPR), soil resistivity, and pedestrian catch-and-release [Figure 

4.1]. During this survey season, the site’s boundaries were determined based on multiple lines of 

evidence including: visible concentrations of artifact scatter on the ground surface, the placement 

of Ivy’s historic building markers, the location of the San Antonio-to-El Paso Overland trail 

roadway (which acted as the western boundary of our research area according to permitting 

restraints), the extent of the surrounding gully system along the northern and eastern edges of the 

main artifact scatters, and the location of a previously documented pre-historic site (FODA-08) 

to the northeast of main artifact scatter. FODAAP’s 2013 investigations were used to not only 

assess the presence and state of preservation of intact, fort-period deposits in the area of the 
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quarters, but also formed FODAAP’s 2015 excavation unit placements (an extensive explanation 

of methodology and interpretation can be found in Eichner and Rodriguez 2016).  

 

GPR testing, which measures the reflection of radio waves transmitted into the ground via an 

antenna, was conducted in five areas around the laundresses’ quarters to test for subsurface 

features. Grid Square LQ1, measuring 10 x 8 meters, was placed over a concentration of historic 

artifact scatter to the south of the site that was particularly rich in glass bottle fragments. Grid 

Squares LQ2, measuring 9 x 6 meters, and LQ3, measuring 12 x 8 meters, were placed using 

Ivy’s survey map in the location of HB-222 and HB-212 and their associated yard spaces. Grid 

Square LQ4, measuring 14 x 6 meters, was placed along the eastern gully line behind the suspect 

locations of HB-222 and HB-223 and around a concentration of nineteenth-century domestic 

trash scatter. Finally LG5, measuring 18 x 24 meters, was placed over the visible stone 

foundations of HB-211 and continued across the current iteration of San Antonio-to-El Paso 

Overland Trail. Both midden areas (LQ1 and LQ4) showed high frequencies of small features, 

most likely metal artifacts, but without the compacted sediment which is indicative of a used 

surface. The two southern survey areas (LQ2 and LQ3) near the recorded residence structures 

did not show evidence for foundations or high rates of artifact scatter, possibly indicating a yard 

space. The third survey area (LQ5) showed two nearly parallel foundation lines running north-

south under the modern maintenance road. It was determined that HB-212, HB-222, and HB-223 

most likely ran at least partially under the dirt road that demarked the western boundary of the 

research area.  

 

Soil Resistivity Survey was conducted using the AGI MiniSting Resistivity unit. Resistivity 

testing uses electrified metal probes to measure how soils resist the flow of electricity based on 

material conductivity. Features such as wall foundations, rock features, hard packed floors or 

living surfaces tend to be more resistant, while privies, trenches, and pits tend to be less resistant. 

Due to unforeseen equipment failure, only two areas were tested using this methodology. One set 

of four resistivity lines was placed in the area of the GPR grid LQ2 and two additional lines were 

tested in the area of LQ5. The combination of equipment malfunction and excessively dry soil, 

which resulted in the need for approximately five gallons of water to wet the soil during each 14-

meter-line of testing, left results mostly inconclusive. However, the purpose in using resistivity 

testing was to confirm the GPR data results, not to use the resistivity testing results as a stand-

alone data source. The resistivity testing conducted in LQ2 resulted in no clear anomalies, 

suggesting that no significant features were located subsurface behind HB-222. The testing done 

in the area of LQ5 also was inconclusive though this was mostly the result of extreme soil 

dryness. Only thirty percent of all possible data points were collected, thus while GPR suggested 

the presence of subsurface foundations, resistivity testing was unable to confirm this finding. 

 

Catch-and-release pedestrian survey was the final form of non-invasive testing conducted in 

2013. Because FODAAP’s permit with the NPS stipulated that no collections would be created 

during the field season, surface artifacts were spatially recorded on hand-drawn plan maps and 

artifact type counts (such as ceramics by ware and decoration motif, glass by color and vessel 

form, nails by manufacture, etc.) were recorded. Some items with significant diagnostic features 

were also photographed. A 50 x 40 meter grid separated into 5x 5 meter squares was laid across 

the center of the site in the area of Ivy’s building markers. The grid was further parceled into a 

checkerboard pattern, allowing for one-hundred percent collection of fifty percent of the land 
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area surveyed. In total, fifty squares measuring 5 x 5 meters each were recorded. Three of the 

four building marker stakes placed by Ivy were located during survey. The stake for HB-212 was 

not located during extensive survey of the area and was presumed either missing or buried. 

Artifacts recorded in the area are most prominently related to alcohol consumption, food storage, 

building materials, and undecorated tablewares. The hand drawn maps were digitized after the 

field season to show were artifact concentrations occurred across the site, showing heavy build-

up on the gully line behind HB-211 and in the area of GPR grid square LQ4. The combination of 

GPR, soil resistivity, and catch-and-release pedestrian survey was used to inform excavation unit 

placement during FODAAP’s 2015 field season, and also helped show that Ivy’s building 

markers were not placed in the exact locations of HB-212, HB-222, and HB-223. 

 

FODAAP 2015 Excavations 

 

Between July 9 and August 16, 2015, I directed excavations at the laundresses’ quarters as part 

of NPS permit 15-FODA-01.  I was assisted by staff members Alyssa Scott, Elizabeth Flores, 

Carlisha McCord, and a team of eight Berkeley undergraduate students.  Erin Rodriguez oversaw 

geoarchaeological work on the project. 

 

Field and Laboratory Methodologies 

 

While an in depth discussion of FODAAP’s 2015 field methods can be found in Chapter 3 of 

FODAAP’s 2015 site report (Wilkie et al 2016b), a basic description of the team’s excavation 

methods follows. I designed FODAAP’s low-impact methodologies to maximize my 

understandings of the spatial organization and material culture of the laundresses’ quarters area 

while minimally impacting the archaeological deposits. Thus, I was able to recover valuable 

cultural materials and contextual information while also leaving the majority of the site’s 

deposits intact for the benefit of future stakeholder communities, the continued preservation of 

intact deposits relating to Fort Davis’ diverse history, and the possibility for continued 

archaeological research in the coming years that could make use of future technological 

advancements. Unit locations [Figure 4.2] were judgmentally selected based upon a number of 

factors including significant artifact scatter, visible architectural remains, and features observed 

during prior surveying. Thirty-seven small test units of vary sizes ranging from 50 x 50 cm to 1 x 

1 m were opened across the site [Table 4.1]. In total, 19.25 square meters were excavated across 

the quarters, sampling less than 1 percent of total land area of the site. This small percentage of 

land disturbance in relation with the high number of units allowed for extensive testing of land 

area horizontally across the site while remaining minimally invasive. 

 

The majority of test units were excavated by hand using trowels, brushes, dustpans, and in 

instances of heavy calcite layers, hand picks.  Units were excavated by discrete depositional 

contexts unless a deposit exceeded 10 cm in depth.  In those instances, arbitrary levels of 10 cm 

were used until a natural depositional change was encountered. Shovel test units (STU) were less 

commonly utilized, and excavators of these units employed square-tipped shovels in their work. 

In STUs, levels were shaved to a depth of 10cm before a new arbitrary level was opened. In the 

instances where significant cultural features or anomalies were observed in an STU, deposits 

were hand-excavated and shovel use was discontinued. All matrix from all unit types was sifted 

through ¼” hardware cloth to allow for the collection of cultural materials. 
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Field forms were used to record observations of each context, including artifact types and counts, 

soil color and texture, visible features, etc. Each field worker kept an individual research 

notebook. Opening and closing photographs were recorded for each context. At the close of each 

unit, plan and profile photos and maps were recorded. Excavations were completed when at least 

10 cm of sterile soil was encountered or when a 50 cm
2 

unit hit approximately 50 cm in depth in 

keeping with Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) standards. All unit 

locations were recorded using handheld Global Positioning System (GPS) units and total station. 

A hand drawn site map was also completed taking into account topography of the area.  

 

Artifacts recovered during excavation were initially sorted by material type, including glass, 

ceramic, plastic, metal, faunal bone, and botanical materials. Particularly delicate items, such as 

buttons, were bagged individually. All bags were labeled with contextual information and 

excavation dates before removal from the site. In cases of in situ deposits, artifacts were plan 

mapped and/or photographed before collection. Soil samples including flotation and bulk soil 

samples were collected from each cultural context. Micromorphological samples were also 

carved from unit profile walls where significant cultural deposits were observed.  

 

Artifacts were cleaned and secondarily-sorted by material type at FODAAP’s field house before 

being brought back to UC Berkeley’s historical archaeology laboratory. Faunal remains were not 

washed during the field season but brought back to UC Berkeley for proper processing 

(discussed below). For cleaning, each artifact was washed and stored according to NPS and 

WAAC guidelines. Ceramic, glass, and synthetic artifacts were cleaned using tap water and 

nylon tooth brushes. Iron artifacts with significant rust were cleaned using forceps and metal 

wire brushes. To assist with cross-mending a small number of artifacts were labeled using a layer 

of clear or white acrylic copolymer in acetone followed by written labels using India ink 

followed by a sealant layer of acrylic copolymer in acetone. All artifacts were placed in 4 mm 

polyurethane plastic ziplock bags with acid-free paper tags. All labeling was done with acid-free 

ink. Artifact bags were then collected in acid-free archival filing boxes for transport back to 

California. 

 

Back at UC Berkeley, artifacts were analyzed in the historical archaeology and zooarchaeology 

laboratories by me and a team of undergraduate senior thesis students. In particular, Elizabeth 

Flores (2016) analyzed the faunal assemblage, Jenifer Davis (2016) analyzed a select assemblage 

of patent medicine bottles, and Jackson Huang (2016) analyzed the ammunition collected from 

the site. All other analysis was conducted by me with assistance from URAP students who 

helped sort, label, and bag artifacts. Additionally, flotation samples were processed by Erin 

Rodriguez in the soil laboratory, and all artifacts recovered during this process were brought to 

the historical archaeology laboratory for my analysis. All artifacts were sorted for a third time by 

material type and analyzed according to the standards of the discipline (Hume 1969, 1975).  A 

further discussion of specific analysis methods by material type follows in Chapter 5. 

 

Site Areas 

 

Excavations at the site aimed to investigate how space was used both communally and 

differentially between structures. A number of areas were tested across the site including the 
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structures of HB-211 and HB-212 and their associated yard spaces, HB-222 and HB-223’s yard 

spaces, three discrete trash scatter deposits, and various activity areas between these features 

[Figure 4.3]. For the sake of brevity and to skip redundancy, my discussion of FODAAP’s 2015 

excavations focuses on the depositional narrative of each site area, however the 2015 site report 

(Eichner 2016c) goes into greater detail about each unit’s descriptions.  

 

HB-211 

 

Following 2013’s surveys which showed strong GPR evidence for subsurface foundations 

beneath the dirt road, FODAAP’s investigations of HB-211 focused around the visible 

foundation stones of the southern and western walls, with limited testing of associated yard 

spaces. Minimal surface scatter was observed in the area of foundations, possibly due to a 

combination of downhill erosion via flooding and disturbance from the current road’s 

construction. HB-211 was also the most visible feature from the road, thus it is likely that if any 

areas of the laundresses’ quarters had been subject to surface collection by interested passers-by, 

HB-211 had the most easily recognizable and accessible structural deposits.  FODAAP personnel 

placed a total of twelve units in the area of HB-211, with five units in the foundation’s interior 

and seven units in the exterior area adjacent to the structure [Figure 4. 4]. For the purpose of this 

discussion, the units will be discussed according to three spatial locations, given that the exterior 

yard spaces and northern and southern interiors of the structure were differentially preserved.  

 

HB-211 Northern Interior and Porch Line 

 

HB-211’s eastern foundation was visible from the surface, thus three units – 19, 31, and 32 – 

were placed near what appeared to be the northern most exposed and best preserved portion of 

the wall [Figure 4.5]. Unit 19 was initially placed on the suspect interior of the structure with 

unit 31 and unit 32 placed subsequently to better understand the differential use of internal and 

external structural space. The placement of unit 19 aligned with a large foundation stone that I 

suspected was part of an entry threshold.  Moreover, the foundation was downhill from the road 

and the mountains, and the aim was to capture any deposits or artifacts which accumulated 

against the interior wall of the structure.  I also wanted to see if the structure’s interior floor 

surface remained intact given the unit’s placement farther east and downslope than units 16, 18, 

and 23, a location which appeared to sustain less disturbance during the early twentieth century 

construction of the road. I placed unit 31 along the exterior wall of the foundation to test if a 

walkway or porch line remained intact along the building’s exterior. Unit 32 extended beyond 

Unit 19 to the south by 25 cm to better expose the flat surfaced threshold stones and provide 

greater access to the interior floor deposits. 

 

Deposition across the three units was defined by natural soil changes and differences in artifact 

concentrations. However, given the nature of the deposits, some contexts were separated out 

during excavation that were determined not to be of diagnostic significance following 

completion of the unit and wall profile mapping. Table 4.2 illustrates a summary of how the 

three units’ diagnostic contexts correspond to one another and a basic interpretation of each 

deposit. It should be noted that unit 31’s contexts 7, 8, 9, and 11 are not included in the table 

below as they were determined to be part of HB-211’s yard space rather than structural deposits.  
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Surface deposits and erosion fill were present across units 19, 31, and 32’s first few contexts to a 

depth of approximately 10 cm below surface. A mix of artifacts related to both site occupation 

and the twentieth century road construction were recovered, including a majority of fragments 

from food and beverage containers, adornment items, and some architectural materials. In the 

western half of unit 19 and beneath the surface fill, a deposit of structural material was recovered 

at a depth of 11 cm. Architectural items such as nails and adobe rubble in conjunction with 

domestic trash which dates to the fort’s nineteenth century occupation suggests that the structure 

went through a period of dilapidation prior to its demolition in the twentieth century during the 

construction of the current dirt road. Beneath the deposit of dilapidated architectural items, a dirt 

floor surface was observed in unit 19 and unit 32 at a depth of 15 cm below surface level. In situ 

items such as a paint palette, buttons, and other domestic materials were found at the top of the 

surface. No artifacts were recovered beneath the level of the flooring.  

 

The eastern foundation itself was of particular significance given the location of flat topped 

threshold stones and a down step into the structure from the outside porch. Some material was 

excavated from between the foundation’s stones in unit 19, though minimal artifacts were 

collected from these contexts. Evidence of robbed stone and structural disturbance of the 

foundation was also present in the form of loose loamy soil in the northern half of the unit, 

directly abutting the intact threshold stones and an in situ door hinge. Along this area of 

disturbance, almost directly in the middle of the unit, the north most stone of the down step on 

the threshold was observed to be loose. Despite the excavator’s best efforts to stabilize the wall, 

the stone dislodged from its location during excavation. Beneath this stone, the excavator 

observed a loose dark, charcoal rich silty-sand soil with an intact human molar at the center of 

the deposit [Figure 4.6]. After photographing and mapping the deposit in situ, I contacted 

FDNHS supervisor, John Morlock, who decided that the Jeff Davis county coroner should be 

called to confirm the historical nature of the deposit and access whether the tooth had Native 

American origins. Once the historical context of the deposit was confirmed and it was accessed 

that the tooth was most likely not subject to Native American Graves Protection and Repartition 

Act (NAGPRA), Morlock determined that NPS protocol called for the removal and collection of 

the specimen. Given the sensitive nature of the deposit and a plan for future reburial, the matrix 

surrounding the tooth was collected in entirety along with the tooth. Through a consultation with 

UC Berkeley’s biological anthropologist, Sabrina Agarwal, it was determined that the tooth was 

from a young adult, had intact roots, and showed no evidence of pathological deterioration. After 

removal of approximately two liters of soil, another stone was uncovered at a depth of 26 cm 

below surface level. It appears the ritual deposit was purposefully sandwiched into a protected 

location toward the back edge of the step. Thus, given both the high quality and health of the 

tooth and the nature of the deposit, it is likely that the tooth was intentionally buried beneath the 

structure’s interior entry stair (the significance of this deposit will be discussed further in Chapter 

6). 

 

While unit 31 was placed along the exterior of the foundation, the deposits beneath surface fill 

showed evidence of a wooden porch. A series of seven nails found standing vertically in situ 

were mapped to show prior board placement. Nail heads were universally measured at 11 cm 

beneath surface level. The mottled appearance of matrix, high quantity of charcoal and unburned 

organic material, and increased density of small sized artifacts between the nails further point to 

the deterioration of wooden porch floor boards following the abandonment of the structure. 
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Artifacts recovered from between and beneath the porch floor slats were likely deposited during 

occupation of the structure. Directly beneath the porch line, a denser silty-sand layer, likely a 

compressed version of the parent soil, marked the final deposition of artifacts. Materials 

collected in the northwestern corner of the unit were likely disturbed at the same time as the 

foundation wall, likely during the road construction. Only in this corner does it appear that the 

porch line was disturbed and deposits from these contexts were determined to be disturbed yard 

material, likely deposited post occupation period or during the structure’s abandonment and 

decay.  

 

HB-211 Southern Interior 

 

Unit’s 16, 18 and 23 were placed in the area of HB-211 visible southern foundation and along 

the edge of the current San Antonio-to-El Paso road [Figure 4. 7]. Table 4.3 illustrates a 

summary of how the three unit’s contexts correspond to one another and a basic interpretation of 

each deposit. As one of the first units placed at the quarters, unit 16 was located on the interior of 

HB-211’s southern foundation wall and abutted the southeastern corner of the structure. I 

intended to collect any materials that may have eroded down slop from the road surface that were 

trapped in the structure’s interior corner. Moreover, this unit was used to first asses how far the 

road construction fill extended westward. Unit 18, placed further up slop and slightly to the 

northwest of unit 16, was located directly abutting the road edge. Like unit 16, unit 18 was 

placed to access how disturbed the structure’s interior was by the road matrix and to assess if any 

intact interior deposits remained further into the center of the structure. Unit 23 straddled the 

southern foundation wall and was slightly further upslope/west from unit 16. The east-west 

oriented foundation appeared to peter out about halfway through the center of the unit, and it was 

important to access whether the wall had purposefully been removed or simply buried at this 

point. 

 

The first three contexts of units 16, 18, and 23 all consisted of surface fill and eroded soil. 

Artifacts in these contexts represented a similar mix of material as those found in the top 

contexts of units in the northern part of HB-211. Nineteenth- and twentieth-century remains, 

including mostly fragments of food and beverage storage vessels and architectural materials 

made up the assemblage. At approximately 10-15 cm below surface level, excavators 

encountered a densely compact sandy-soil across all three units. This soil had inclusions of 

charcoal, small carbonate pebbles, and cobble size rocks. Artifacts were similar to those found in 

the contexts above, though no datable twentieth-century items were identified from these 

materials. The layer appears to be the result of road construction, acting as a road cap that 

allowed for water runoff. Beneath the road cap in units 16 and 23, a small ashy midden layer was 

uncovered at approximately 18-20 cm below the surface. Soil was a fine grained silt with burned 

organic inclusions and a high quantity of egg shell, faunal bone, and architectural material was 

recovered from this deposit. The layer is likely the result of an episode of purposeful disposal 

and burning of structural remains prior to the construction of the road. The presence of high 

quantities of faunal material in the ash may be evidence of the remains of the wooden structure 

being used as camp fire fuel after abandonment of the quarters, during a period of dilapidation. 

The layers located directly against the foundation suggest that the stone wall may have been used 

as a wind break or that material collected against the wall following wind erosion. Also at the 

depth of approximately 20 cm, the southern half of unit 23 came down onto the top of the 
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foundation wall. The unit was thus bisected in two parts: to the south, the complete foundation 

wall which continued to extend beneath the road surface and to the north, a continuation of 

sediment build-up. Beneath the ashy context in units 16 and 23 and under the road cap in unit 18, 

excavators encountered what appears to be deposits associated with the structure’s decay. Fort 

period domestic materials were recovered from these contexts, yet no intact flooring was 

observed. Unlike in the northern part of the structure, the southern deposits at HB-211 were 

likely churned up post occupation, yet the road to the west of the units likely was built up using 

sediment that had built up during the occupation period and for the two decades directly 

following the buildings abandonment. 

 

HB-211 Yard Space 

 

Seven units around HB-211 tested spaces exterior to the structure. Two of the seven units were 

located to the northern end of the building. Yard space included unit 31’s contexts 7, 8, 9, and 11 

by the northern part of the structure’s porch line. To the south of the structure, unit 15 was 

located just east of HB-211’s eastern foundation to compare with unit 14 (discussed below in 

“other spaces around structures” section) in order to see if yard space activity areas were used 

differentially inside and outside of the suspected fence lines. Unit 53 was placed along the 

exterior of the structure’s southeastern corner stone to test if the porch line observed in northern 

unit 19 extended to the south of the structure. Unit 17 was placed along the exterior of the 

southern foundation, directly opposite to interior unit 16 and in the structure’s southern side yard 

between HB-212. Units 52 – located closer to the structure – and 50 – placed at the greatest 

distance from the structure – were both located in the yard space between HB-211’s visible 

foundations and HB-212 to test for communal land use between the buildings. Table 4.4 

illustrates a summary of how the yard units’ contexts correspond to one another and a basic 

interpretation of each deposit.  

 

All but one of the units in HB-211’s exterior showed evidence of highly eroded sediment build-

up and the deflation of cultural deposits. All differences in matrix texture and color observed 

between contexts appeared to be the result of natural soil horizons, thus all artifacts found in 

these units are likely surface deposits accumulated over the course of site occupation and were 

subject to natural erosion processes. No intact pathways or surfaces were observed outside of 

HB-211. Moreover, there was no clear difference between deposits directly adjacent to the 

foundations of the structure verses those located farther out. Unit 52, located in a drainage ditch, 

was the only deposit that varied from the others. Soil remained dark and contained high 

quantities of organic material to a depth of approximately 50 cm.  Near the bottom of the unit, a 

church key opened iron can – dating to 1935 or later – was recovered in the final context. It is 

likely that the new iteration of the San Antonio-to-El Paso road increased soil erosion during 

times of flooding and an organic soil filled in a drainage ditch that most likely existed between 

HB-211 and HB-212 at the time of fort period occupation. Otherwise, all materials found in the 

space outside of HB-211’s foundations dated to the fort’s occupation periods. 

 

HB-212 

 

During the 2013 survey season, FODAAP personnel did not find Ivy’s historic building marker 

for HB-212. The beginning of the 2015 field season continued the search, yet to no avail. As 
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such, the majority of units in the area of HB-212 were placed in an attempt to locate the 

structural deposits of HB-212. Ivy’s map suggested the structures ran parallel with the current 

San Antonio-to-El Paso Overland Trail, yet geophysical survey evidence from 2013 combined 

with a lack of visible foundations and limited surface scatter suggested that the structure likely 

cross-cut the contemporary road line. Because FODAAP’s permit with NPS protected the road 

matrix from disturbance, excavations were placed mostly along the down slope from the raised 

road surface where visible artifact scatter had collected and where geological anomalies, such as 

a line of rock rubble and natural concrete, were observed. Unlike around HB-211, vegetation 

coverage was significantly denser in the area of HB-212, including a number of larger, invasive 

mesquite bushes. These both caused bioturbation, but also seemed to trap artifact deposits that 

were eroding down slop. As such, of the five units placed in the area of HB-212, the first three 

were located exterior to the structure, in the probably fenced-in backyard space. The subsequent 

location of the structure’s interior with the last two units was exceptionally lucky and unexpected 

towards the end of the field season. 

 

HB-212 Interior 

 

Units 10 and 59 were placed directly abutting the edge of the San Antonio-to-El Paso road. 

These were two of the last units excavated at the laundresses’ quarters as I was growing 

frustrated that the foundations of HB-212, HB-222, and HB-223 had remained elusive 

throughout fieldwork at the site. Only in the last week of excavations at the quarters did I decide 

to place unit 59 directly against the road matrix, in part because no evidence of structural 

deposits had been located further down the slope. The unit was as close as possible to the road 

without damaging the main fabric, and I was concerned, given the nature of deposits in unit 18, 

the unit closest to the road at HB-211, that any fort era deposits would have been heavily 

disturbed during the construction of the road cap. However, to my surprise, HB-212’s 

foundations were uncovered directly against the eastern wall of the 50 x 50 cm unit. Unit 10 was 

placed to the south of unit 59, though the student excavator slightly misjudged his unit 

placement, shifting the 50 x 50 cm square a bit too far westward, just missing the foundation line 

[Figure 4.8]. Table 4.6 illustrates a summary of how the two unit’s contexts correspond to one 

another and basic interpretations of each deposit. 

 

While the surface and first three top contexts of units 59 and 10 exhibited the same surface fill 

and erosion deposits found in HB-211’s interior, no clear differentiation between a dense road 

cap and looser sedimentary build-up was observed. The location directly against the road line 

likely prevented the buildup of this looser material; instead the soil matrix is more comparable to 

HB-211’s road cap materials. Beneath the compact surface fill, matrix associated with the 

structure’s in situ dilapidation were recovered. All artifacts date to the fort period, though 

deposits appear slightly later in the fort occupation than those found in the trash scatters. This 

layer most likely corresponds chronologically with the ash deposit found in HB-211.  

 

In unit 59, within these rotted structural deposits, the top of the structure’s foundation wall was 

uncovered to the east of the unit. A loosely intact stone and adobe wall was uncovered. Unlike 

HB-211’s stone foundation, HB-212’s rock and adobe foundation was less preserved and 

rougher in design. Bits of plaster, painted both light blue and white, were found along the interior 

surface of the wall. To the west of the unit, the context layer abutting the wall and directly 
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beneath the dilapidated structural deposit was likely wood flooring that had rotted in place. 

Charcoal and wood samples were collected and a few nails were found standing vertically in situ. 

Beneath this, evidence of adobe subflooring was recovered directly next to the wall and atop the 

sterile parent soil. No artifacts were recovered from the subflooring layer or below. 

 

In unit 10 beneath the structural deposits, FODAAP personnel recovered evidence of similar 

wood flooring observed in unit 59 along the eastern edge of the unit. However, this deposit 

appeared more disturbed and churned than that in the adjacent unit. No evidence of adobe 

subflooring was recovered from unit 10, likely due to disturbance during road construction. The 

parent material extended beneath the small deposit of disturbed flooring material to the east of 

the unit and beneath the rotted structural materials in the western part of the unit. 

 

While interior deposits were significantly less preserved in HB-212 than those seen in HB-211 – 

particularly to the north of the structure – I was not surprised to find that road construction had 

significantly disturbed the materials in unit 10. The structure was likely razed for the 

construction of the road, and what small foundation deposits remained in situ were likely left due 

to their short profile and location in the area of up slopping for the road. Artifacts recovered from 

this space was mostly architectural with few fragmentary domestic items remaining in the 

structure. 

HB-212 Yard Spaces 

 

Units 25, 38, and 39 were placed in the area of HB-212’s eastern yard. While initially hoping to 

find the structure’s eastern foundation based on Ivy’s map, I was dependent on surface scatter 

and a visible line of rock rubble in guiding my unit placement. I believe this line of rubble, 

located in unit 38, was actually the eastern fence line, and used to protect the wood posts from 

water logging. Units 25 and 39 were placed in areas were surface scatter seemed most dense; 

these spaces likely had higher quantities of materials built-up due to their locations in highly 

vegetated areas. Table 4.5 illustrates a summary of how the three unit’s contexts correspond to 

one another and a basic interpretation of each deposit. 

 

While unit 38 had the rock rubble line separated out as a context to control for possible evidence 

of fencing materials, minimal artifacts were found in this deposit. Otherwise all of the contexts in 

units 25 and 39 and the remaining contexts beneath and abutting the rock line in unit 38, appear 

to be deflated surface deposits with natural soil levels composing the difference in matrix texture 

and coloration. Artifacts recovered in HB-212’s yard space were similar to those seen around the 

other structures’ yards in the line. Architectural materials and furnishings, such as door parts and 

window glass were observed, as were the typical materials related to food and beverage 

consumption, laundry work, and daily domestic life. 

 

HB-222 and HB-223 Yard Space and Activity Areas 

 

Five units were placed in the area of Ivy’s historic building marker stakes for HB-222 and HB-

223. While Ivy identified the probable location of these structures based on surface scatter, we 

were weary that the markers’ locations were incorrect based on the alignments of HB-211 and 

HB-212 southern wall orientations. It was determined that HB-222 and HB-223 were likely 

directly abutting or beneath the dirt road along the western edge of the research site. The five 
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units in this space were used to test the validity of the stakes placements and also to look for yard 

space deposits associated with the two most northern structures. Moreover, in an attempt to 

maintain the road matrix directly upslope and to the west of the units, our units were laid out 

downslope from the main road fabric and at the top of the associated slope buildup.  

 

Two units were placed in the suspected area of HB-223 and three units were located in the 

suspected area of HB-222. Table 4.7 summarizes the basic location of each unit in relation to 

their suspected proximity to the two southernmost structures. No significant depositional events 

were observed beyond those typical of the yard spaces seen across the line of structures, and all 

differences between contexts appear to be the result of natural soil processes. No evidence of 

whether the deposits were located inside or outside of known fence lines was recovered either. 

However, given the proximity to suspected structure locations based on historic photographs, it 

is likely this space was utilized as back yard work space for both HB-222 and HB-223. Artifacts 

from these contexts included architectural materials like nails, door parts, and window glass and 

fort-period domestic refuse.  

 

Trash Scatters 

 

Three spaces of significant trash build up were identified around the site based on heavy 

concentrations of surface scatter (Table 4.8). All deposits were located in areas removed from the 

main structure line, along or across from the gullies that lay to the south, east, and north of the 

buildings. 

 

Southern Trash Scatter 

 

To the south of the structure line and across the southern gully, a heavily concentrated deposit of 

artifact scatter was visible on the surface. Unit 30 was placed at the visible center of the surface 

scatter. The deposit, like the other trash scatters, consisted of shallow cultural deposit that only 

extended to around 30 cm in depth below the surface. The materials in this deposit are 

contemporaneous with those found at the center of the eastern trash scatter, dating to the early 

1880s. This later date may signal the initial use of the scatter at a period later than those found to 

the east and northeast of the structure line, and may be associated with the later construction of 

the southernmost building, HB-223. While only one unit was placed in this area, the 

concentration of artifacts was exceptionally high with particularly large quantities of glass 

vessels, glass making up the majority of the deposit. This may be due to the scatter location 

further away from the gully line and located in a plain between topographic slopes, thus flooding 

caused erosion may not have affected the activity area as significantly as the other trash scatters.  

 

Eastern Trash Scatter 

 

Four units were placed in the area of a large deposit of artifact scatter at the southern edge of the 

eastern gully behind the suspected location of HB-212 and HB-222. Unit 22, along the western 

extent of this surface scatter was placed at the most elevated point of the gully edge. Units 20 

and 21 were placed on the steepest incline of the gully edge and at the points of highest artifact 

accumulation. Unit 51, a shovel test pit (STP), was placed along the northeastern extent of the 

scatter concentration and was located at the lowest point of the gully slope. Like the yard spaces 
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along the structure line, erosion processes had deflated the depositional layers in such a way that 

differences in matrix color and texture was interpreted as the result of natural soil processes 

rather than sedimentary events. In all four units, a number of artifacts mended across various 

contexts, and no cultural deposits were found at a depth of greater than 30 cm below surface 

level. Interestingly, the deposits in unit 22 date earlier than those in the other three units (for 

further discussion of depositional dating see the “chronology of deposits” section below), 

suggesting that later dating materials likely eroded down slop. The variation in dates could also 

mean that the eastern trash scatter may have initially been situated closer to the structures earlier 

on during site occupation. Whichever is the case, the deposit is now a chronological palimpsest, 

with materials cross-mending across vertical contexts at the center of the deposit. 

 

Northeastern Trash Scatter 

 

The northeastern trash scatter deposit was located to the east of HB-211 along the meeting edge 

of the eastern and northern gullies surround the site. Three units were placed in this area of 

visible surface scatter. The northeastern edge of the scatter was located the furthest down the 

slope incline of the gully and the southwestern edge of the scatter was on the highest ground. 

Units 35, 28, and 29 were oriented in line from lowest to highest elevation and from northeast to 

southwest. Like the other trash scatters, deposits were shallow, extending consistently to about 

30 cm below surface level. Scatter extended across a smaller horizontal area than the scatters to 

the south and southeast. However, like in the eastern trash scatter, trash deposits appear to date 

later the further west and down slope they were located. Thus, the scatter likely was utilized 

throughout the entire decade of the quarters’ occupation. The earliest deposits, found in unit 29, 

are contemporaneous with those found in unit 22, the furthest west unit in the eastern trash 

scatter. Materials recovered from unit 29 and 35 similarly are contemporaneous with the later 

dating deposits at the center and western edge of eastern trash scatter and the items recovered 

from unit 30 at the center of the southern trash scatter.  

 

Other Activity Areas around the Laundresses’ Quarters 

 

Nine units were placed in the areas directly north, east, and south of the structures that exhibited 

significant cultural features or surface scatter. Table 4.9 illustrates a summary of these units’ 

locations. Like the units in yard spaces around the structures and the trash scatters, matrix 

differentiations between contexts in these units are most likely the result of natural soil processes 

rather than distinct depositional events. As a result of these deflated deposits, materials from 

units were analyzed as collective assemblages by unit rather than by context. 

 

Three units were placed in the activity areas directly behind the structure line. Unit 14 was 

placed to the east of HB-211’s northern most visible foundations to test an area of minor surface 

scatter that appeared to extend beyond the fence lines depicted in historic photographs of the 

quarters. Similarly, units 57 and 56 were also placed outside of the suspected fence lines of HB-

212 and HB-222/HB-223 respectively. These were placed in areas of low vegetation and 

concentrations of artifact scatter. Unit 57 began as a shovel test pit (STP) until a deposit of gravel 

was encountered approximately 10 cm in depth, at which point the excavator began using a hand 

trowel. The gravel was likely either a deposit of poultry grit or an abandoned ant hill. No insect 

carcasses were encountered in the deposit, and the gravel lens was no more than 1-2 cm in depth. 
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A consistently compact textured matrix was located above and below the lens, suggesting that 

the gravel may have been sitting in a pathway that was continuously used prior to and after the 

deposition of gravel. Units 14 and 56 showed no significant difference in matrix composition and 

no clearly intact cultural event. Both are likely the result of a combination of erosion processes 

and accidental surface deposits by persons taking refuse to the northeastern and eastern trash 

scatters.  

 

Unit 26 was placed along with unit 27 to test an area associated with a line of large boulders that 

we suspected may have been associated with an outbuilding or area of laundry work. The 

formation in question was comprised of three rocks – two approximately 18-20 cm and one 

approximately 8-10 cm long and 30cm wide accumulatively – aligned north to south, giving it 

the appearance of a possible wall or foundation. This possibly cultural rock formation was 

located about 25-30 meters east of the road.  Furthermore, the rock line was located across the 

gully to the south of the structures and to the southeast of the building marker for HB-223. Unit 

26 was positioned on the downslope, eastern side of the two farthest north boulders in the line of 

three. Unit 27 was placed adjacently upslope. The slope was at approximately a 10 degree 

incline. The area surrounding the two units seemed to occasionally have running water passing 

through due to its location just south of a gully area. Pebbles on the surface of the unit showed 

some light water rounding, and the surface soil was very loose fine grained silty-sand with a 

“crust” like texture and appearance. The contexts below the surface were reasonably organic 

with looser texture than soils located farther away from the gully. Some clay-like sediments at a 

depth of 10 cm below the surface in units 26 and 27 were determined to simply be water logged 

silty-sands, likely due to water pooling near the nearby rock line. Minimal artifacts were 

recovered from this location and were likely present due to erosion processes associated with 

flooding. No clear artifact or depositional evidence explains the rock line except that it may have 

been used to help direct water into the gully. 

 

Units 36, 37, and 58 were placed in spaces of artifact scatter build-up at the edges of the 

surrounding gully. Units 37 and 58 were shovel test pits while unit 36 was hand troweled. These 

units were placed in between clear trash scatters to test the degree to which the surface artifacts 

were an extension of the purposeful refuse deposition or if these smaller concentrations of 

surface scatter were the result of erosion processes. While all three units housed similar materials 

as those found in trash scatters, sub-surface deposits were shallower and less densely populated 

by material culture. It is likely that their deposits were a combination of erosion accumulations 

and insubstantial trash deposition into the nearby gullies.  

 

Unit 75, the final unit of the field season, was placed to the north of the structures, across a 

shallow gully, in order to ensure that we had found the northern extent of the site. The exact 

location 5 meters east of the road and 10 meters north of Unit 19 was chosen because of a small 

visible surface scatter. The artifacts recovered from the unit were found on the surface and in an 

area of bioturbation, thus it is likely that artifacts in this space eroded off of the road to form 

nearby cultural deposits. This unit confirmed that the gully line to the north of HB-211 is a key 

boundary marker for the laundresses’ quarters. 

 

Conclusion 
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FODAAP’s 2013 and 2015 fieldwork at the laundresses’ quarters showed that fort-period 

deposits remained intact with only minor disturbances to the site’s in-situ deposits during 

contemporary periods. Three trash scatter deposits, two structure interiors, and variety of yard 

spaces and activity areas were identified during FODAAP’s 2015 field work. The material 

recovered from these site areas is discussed in the following chapter. 
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Chapter 5: The Material Culture of the Laundresses’ Quarters 

 

 

 

Introduction 

 

This is the first of two chapters in which I present the material culture that I recovered from the 

laundresses’ quarters during FODAAPs 2015 field season. As the first of two parts, this chapter 

aims to show a basic analysis and overview of the artifact types recovered from the quarters. 

Items are identified by both material and function, and basic vessel and item counts are 

presented. An overview of depositions by site area follows. I conclude with an interpretation of 

the site’s chronology. 

 

Overview of Recovered Material Culture 

 

A total of 3,852 artifacts and ecofacts were recovered during FODAAP’s 2015 excavations at the 

laundresses’ quarters. Artifacts discussed below are divided by material type and then functional 

type within each section.  

 

In a material system, items are classified by their physical features including the kind of material 

they are constructed from – glass, metal, stone, faunal bone, stone, etc. – and the technologies 

used in their manufacture – knapping, molding, etc.. A material system allows me to compare 

depositional processes at the site. For instance, using a material system allows me to see if 

certain types of depositional events have more metal verses glass items, which in turn can help 

me differentiate if certain spaces are associated with architectural or refuse dumping (see the 

“Artifact Distributions by Site Area” section below). 

 

In a function system (for example see South 1977), items are classified by their intended use. 

However, each item’s purpose and intended use may cross-cut any number of these 

classifications, and functional readings of an item can be highly variable. While an item may be 

manufactured with one function in mind, people have a tendency to repurpose materials in 

innovative ways, especially those living in environments or conditions – like the American 

Western Frontier – that limited a person’s access to goods and supplies. However, I have chosen 

to present the material recovered from the quarters using a joint material and functional typology 

rather than just material typology in an effort to show how items may have been used in the daily 

lives of site inhabitants. In turn, I can then compare how the lived experiences of people at my 

site may have compared to those of persons living in other locations and times. Moreover, while 

artifacts are initially presented as a site-wide assemblage, a more in depth comparison of certain 

groupings of items across contexts follows this section. 

 

Additionally, because I am using a hybrid material-functional typology system, I have chosen to 

calculate minimum number of vessel (MNV) and minimum number of items/individuals (MNI) 

counts within my assemblage in order to better understand the consumption practices of site 

inhabitants. Because of the fragmentary nature of archaeological materials, it is possible to 

overestimate the significance of certain items if only sherd or fragment counts are utilized. 

Instead, by calculating the minimum number of vessels or items of which these fragments could 
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have been a part, a more accurate picture of consumption practices at the site can be 

reconstructed. For example, a glass pickle jar may be broken into ten pieces, while a metal food 

can might be represented by one-thousand pieces. The inhabitants of the site did not eat one-

hundred times more food that came in metal cans than those that came in glass jars. Instead, 

when vessels are reconstructed into whole entities, we can see that glass pickle jars and metal 

cans are equally represented in our assemblage. Within each discussion of material type, I will 

explain how MNVs and MNIs were calculated, and in the section on “Artifact Distributions by 

Site Area”, I used these MNVs and MNIs to show depositional patterns by functional type across 

the site. 

 

Botanical Material, Wood, Charcoal 

 

A total one-hundred sixty-seven flotation samples were processed at UC Berkeley by a team of 

URAP students under the direction of Erin Rodriguez. The cultural artifacts from these samples 

were sorted out from the organic materials and brought to the historical archaeology laboratory 

for analysis and interpretation. Those artifacts are included in the artifact counts discussed 

below. However, identification of the botanical materials recovered from these samples – along 

with three seeds recovered during excavations – are awaiting taxonomic identification until 

funding for an ethno-botanical specialist is acquired in the future.  

 

Twenty wood fragments from floorboards were recovered from the structural deposits in Unit 10 

of HB-212’s interior. An additional one-hundred eighty-seven charcoal samples were recovered 

during hand-trowel excavation at the site. During spring 2016, a team of two URAP students and 

myself processed a selection of twenty-two of the most intact samples for identification. Samples 

were selected from a lot of charcoalized remains from each locus and were picked for their large 

size and lack of macroscopically visible fissures. Of these specimens, nineteen could be 

identified to the level of genus. Three of the samples could not be identified as they exhibited 

microscopic fissures or were located too close to the bark line for identification. Samples were 

identified under magnification as hardwood or softwood, and attributes including ray size and 

formation, vessel size and associated orientation, and presence of resin channels were noted 

(Core et al. 1979; Richter et al. 2004; Wheeler et al. 2007). The analysis compared samples to an 

anthrocological reference collection provided by Rob Cuthrell and the UC Berkeley 

Paleoethnobotanical Laboratory. Table 5.2 summarizes the anthrocology findings from the 

laundresses’ quarters. The presence of Creosote bush, an evergreen scrub bush native to the 

Chihuahuan Desert, in deposits at HB-211 is unsurprising given its continued growth at the site 

today. Likely bits of the plant were present around the structure during occupation and likely 

burned during the fire event associated with the structure’s purposeful razing. 

 

Of note is the high quantity of oak in deposits relating to structural deposits. In particular, the 

samples from HB-211’s interior ash deposit provide an additional line of evidence for the 

interpretation that the ash deposit included burned building materials prior to the capping of the 

road. Interestingly, pine does not seem to be the preferred architectural wood source, despite 

known pine lumbering activities that occurred during fort occupation in the nearby Davis 

Mountains (Somberg 1972). Oak may actually have been a less desirable building material as it 

tends to attract wood-consuming insects at a higher rate than pine, is heavier to transport, and 

acidic, leading to high amounts of nail rust. Moreover, because of its hard texture, it tends to split 
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more easily than pine during hammering. However, oak is commonly selected for furnishings 

and architectural applications such as flooring, because it is less subject to wear, holds up well to 

water saturation, and also provides a uniquely bright aesthetic finish. The structural deposits that 

remain intact at the site are likely those related to flooring rather than building walls and roofing, 

and this is concurrent with a low quantity of recovered roofing nails and roof flashing (discussed 

in the “Metal” section below). Thus, while pine may have been used in the buildings’ walls and 

roofing, the absence of charcoalized pine from deposits at the site may be evidence that the main 

walls of wooden structures were removed after the buildings’ abandonment and recycled for 

other purposes. The practice of recycling architectural materials at the post is supported by both 

documentary evidence and the presence of a small amount of wrought iron nails in structural 

deposits, despite their discontinued popularity in use prior to the second fort occupation period 

(Banning 1876: 197-198). It appears that architectural wood at the post was a commodity that 

was worth repurposing when possible, and oak flooring may have been left due to its poor 

condition while abandoned and intact pine walling likely was collected for fencing and other 

construction efforts. 

 

Building Material 

 

One-hundred fifty-two fragments of mortar and plaster were recovered from the quarters [Table 

5.1]. No samples of largely intact adobe sub-flooring could be collected from HB-211, so instead 

bulk soil samples were taken from these deposits. All building material samples were collected 

from the areas of HB-211, HB-212, and HB-222. As the structures dilapidated and were razed 

for the construction of the San Antonio-to-El Paso Overland Trail road in the 1910s, mortar and 

plaster walls crumbled to cover fort period flooring deposits and also eroded into the eastern yard 

spaces associated with each house. Of particular note is the blue and white plastering associating 

with HB-212 showing that at least two different plastering events occurred on the interior walls 

[Figure 5.1]. The white plaster in particular may be the result of lime whitewashing which was 

used for sanitation purposes around the post. Redecorating and maintenance efforts by various 

tenants at the quarters likely occurred throughout site occupation as the families living at the 

quarters worked to mark temporary spaces as homes. Access to construction materials likely 

varied, and the quarters’ inhabitants may have had to make due with left over building supplies 

from buildings around the fort (Banning 1876: 197-198). Certain building styles may reflect the 

construction efforts of certain ethnic communities who inhabited the quarters, with adobe 

reflecting more localized architectural techniques. Further discussion of the quarters’ 

architectural variety will follow in Chapter 6.  

 

Ceramic 

 

Using a collection of standard reference guides (e.g. Allen et al. 2013; Kovel and Kovel 1986; 

Stoltzfus and Snyder 1997; Coysch and Henrywood 1989; Dieringer and Dieringer 2001; Lehner 

1988), ceramics were identified by diagnostic features including ware, decoration type/surface 

preparation, and vessel form. Wares were determined based on coloration and degree of 

vitrification of paste. Post-depositional features such as crazing, burning, etc. were noted when 

observed.  
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Ceramic MNV counts were calculated based on a combination of ware type, decoration style, 

vessel form, and rim/base ring diameter measurements. While rims and bases were part of the 

process of calculating MNVs, their use alone would have resulted in very low vessel counts 

given the size of the assemblage. In particular, vessels with heavy decoration were mainly found 

as fragmentary body sherds. Furthermore, MNVs were calculated by site area and depositional 

event rather than just calculated for the site as a whole, as this allowed deeper insight into 

differential uses of space and consumption practices across time.  

 

In total two-hundred fifty-eight ceramic items were recovered from the quarters. Of these, all but 

eight artifacts were sherds from domestic vessels and containers. From the remaining container 

sherds, an MNV of one-hundred twenty-six vessels was calculated for materials across the site.  

 

Figure 5.2 shows the breakdown of MNVs by ware type. During the period of fort occupation 

(1867-1891), firing technologies for ceramics were improving, leading to more highly vitrified 

pastes. The majority of items in the assemblage were whitewares and ironstones, making up 

sixty-one percent of the assemblage when combined. Through the mid- to late-nineteenth 

century, it was common that items sold to consumers as ironstones were actually lower fired 

whitewares. Thus, for the purpose of this study, whitewares were classified as such when the 

sherd’s paste could be scratched using a metal dental scrapper. Ironstone, the more vitrified of 

the white ceramics wares, does not scratch during this test. While this method does not correct 

for whiteware ceramics sold as ironstones, it does not depend on the presence of maker’s marks 

and labels or identifiable pattern in classifying ironstones. Moreover, it shows while ironstones 

and porcelains are the most durable refined ware types, whitewares still make up the majority of 

the assemblage and were extremely popular. This may be due to their lower price point, making 

them more economically accessible to the working-to-middle class inhabitants at the quarters. 

 

MNVs were also calculated by functional type [Figure 5.3]. Within the ceramic assemblage, 

nearly half (forty-nine percent) of the assemblage consisted of table service items – such as 

plates, bowls, platters, pitchers, serving bowls, etc. – with teawares composing an additional 

quarter of assemblage (twenty-six percent). The remaining twenty-five percent of containers 

includes food and beverage storage vessels (twelve percent), cookwares (five percent), ink 

bottles (four percent), and domestic hygiene vessels – namely spittoons and chamber pots (four 

percent).  

 

A minimum of sixty-seven ceramic table service vessels were recovered from the quarters [Table 

5.3]. Of these, all but one vessel were identifiable at least to the point of hollowware or flatware. 

Nineteen (twenty-eight percent) serving vessels, eighteen (twenty-seven percent) 

bowls/hollowware vessels, and twenty-nine (forty-three percent) plates/flatware vessels were 

identified. The higher quantity of plates may evidence a focus on plated meals that occurred 

around the family table, as bowls allow for higher mobility during meals. Moreover, military 

issued and camp style tin soup plates/bowls may account for the lower amount of personal sized 

hollowwares. 

 

During Fort Davis’s second fort period, ceramics were not standardized or issued by the Quarter 

Master’s Department (Wilkie 2016b: 276). Thus, all ceramics recovered from the site were likely 

procured by quarter inhabitants based on need and individuals’ aesthetic preferences. Thus, 
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decorative styles and patterns vary greatly [see Table 5.3], as one would expect at a site where 

occupant turnover was high.  No singular china pattern or manufactured set makes up a 

significant portion of the assemblage. However, there are a number of trends in decoration styles. 

 

Forty-five (sixty-seven percent) of the tablewares were undecorated/plain in style. An additional 

eight (twelve percent) were white gothic-style molded tablewares. Thus, seventy-nine percent of 

the tablewares were white refined earthenwares, ironstones, and porcelain dishwares. Of these 

fifty-three white dishes, twenty-eight percent (fifteen) were blued, a style of glazing with a cobalt 

additive that makes ceramics appear visibly whiter [for an example of this glazing style see 

Figure 5.4]. The blued whitewares and ironstones were meant to mimic more expensive Chinese 

porcelains. Blue-tinted refined white ceramics were often advertised by manufactures as distinct 

from white-tinted earthenwares, however in mixed-assemblages it is common to see a mixing of 

both styles (Herskovitz 1978: 96). Just because a manufacturer marketed blue-tinted stone china 

as different from white-tint, did not mean that consumers always acknowledged this distinction 

on their own tables. In the quarters’ assemblage, bluing was present on a variety of ironstone and 

whiteware vessels – eight plates/flatware, two bowls/hollowware, and three service pieces – and 

two additional pieces of porcelain – one flatware and one berry bowl. The bluing on the 

porcelain containers may mark them as Chinese in origin; however, lower quality English 

porcelains may have been blued to make them look more Chinese. It is also worth noting that 

three of the blued vessels were molded, and all three vessels were serving pieces.  

 

Undecorated white ceramics were popular throughout the mid- to late-nineteenth century, given 

their affordability (Miller 1980, 1991). Moreover, plain ceramics were easy to replace when 

broken, even if not with the exact same pattern but one almost indiscernibly close in style. 

Furthermore, the higher quantity of undecorated white ceramics amongst the table service 

assemblage may evidence the regular, rough daily use of plain-style vessels over those more 

expensive and precious decorative vessels. More care may have been given to the handling and 

use of highly stylized tablewares. Additionally, plain white ceramics may have been more 

readily discarded when tenants at the quarters moved to new posts or when vessels acquired 

small chips and breaks because of their low replacement cost. 

 

Of the remaining fourteen table service vessels with colored decoration, half were refined 

whitewares and ironstones, and the other half were yellow or buff paste refined earthenwares. 

Refined white tablewares with colored decoration included two transfer printed whiteware plates, 

two cut-sponge painted whiteware plates, a hand painted whiteware plate with floral motif, an 

ironstone bowl with factory turned slip, and an ironstone serving bowl with green copper glaze 

[see Figure 5.5 for a selection of decorative styles found on white paste table service vessels]. 

The one flowed blue transfer print is too small to identify the pattern. The only other transfer 

print (brown) and the cut-sponge decorative pattern have not yet been identified despite an 

extensive survey of reference materials. However, these decorative styles were popular 

throughout the nineteenth century. Factory turned annular slipwares were most popular prior to 

1880 (Sussman 1997). 

 

Of the non-white refined earthenwares, three pieces of Rockingham-style slipped yellowwares 

were recovered from trash scatter contexts. Rockinghamware consists of buff and yellow refined 

earthenware paste with a brown and yellow mottled slip style and was introduced to a North 
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American consumer public in the mid-eighteen-hundreds and popular through the early-twentieth 

century. Rockinghamwares hid food and beverage staining well, were sold at an affordable cost, 

and also commonly were used in utilitarian vessel forms, such as teapots, jugs, serving bowls, 

and spittoons. Commonly molded along with the slipped decoration, these ceramics were 

produced throughout the eastern and mid-western United States and Canada (Claney 2004). One 

of the most popular motifs on Rockingham style beverage service vessels was the Rebekah at the 

Well scene, a biblical reference to womanly provisioning and homemaking (ibid. 80-84). A 

pitcher or teapot fragment that may be part of the scene of Rebekah filling her pitcher at the well 

was recovered from the area of southern midden. The other buff-paste earthenwares recovered 

from the site include two molded and glazed majolica vessels and two hand painted vessels. A 

polychrome pitcher collected from the southeastern gully was of particular interest as it was only 

one of a few locally-produced ceramics recovered from excavations at the fort. A blued tin 

glazed refined earthenware with hand painted Chinoiserie motif  recovered from HB-212’s yard 

was also of interest as it may be either an heirloom ceramic or a Mexican produced copy of delft-

style ceramics which in their own right often copy Chinese porcelain design-motifs [see Figure 

5.6 for buff-paste decorative ware variations]. 

 

Three maker’s marks were identified on table service ceramic sherds. Two marks from J & G 

Meakin of Burslem England were identified [Figure 5.7]. The first maker’s mark – “J. G. Meakin 

England” – was recovered from the eastern trash scatter and dates from 1851 – 1891 (mean date 

1871) (Praetzellis et. al. 1983: 56-57). The second mark – “J & G Meakin England” –was 

collected from the northeastern trash scatter which dates from 1876 – 1889 (mean date 1882) 

(ibid 55). Similar marks have been found at other fort sites including Fort Bowie and Fort 

Concho (Herskovitz 1978; Cheek 1977). The third maker’s mark – “George Jones Royal Patent 

Ironstone” – was collected from space between HB-211 and the northeastern trash scatter which 

dates from 1861 – 1891 (mean date 1876) [Figure 5.8] (Praetzellis et. al. 1983: 46). George Jones 

(& Sons) was another Stafforshire pottery operating in the late-nineteenth century. While the 

United States Tariff Act of 1890 required foreign-made products to be marked with the country 

of origin, Geoffrey Godden (1964) has argued that “England” was used to mark ceramics 

produced in the Stafforshire area as early as the 1870s. British-made ceramics were extremely 

popular throughout the nineteenth century, and as ubiquitous as American produced alternatives. 

Ultimately, the absence of American produced ceramics may be the result of limited availability 

in Western stores, consumer preference, or simply the small sample size.  

 

A minimum of thirty-five tea/coffee-related vessels are present in the assemblage. Of those 

vessels, twelve were teacups/demitasse cups, five were mugs, sixteen were saucers, and two 

were teapots [Table 5.5]. Tea service related items have been separated from other ceramic 

tablewares in this presentation as they tend to be more decorative than tablewares and were at 

times utilized in a more publically social aspect than other tablewares. While a table setting may 

be seen by a household’s family members and a select set of visitors, teawares were also utilized 

in social visiting, hence their generally being more decorative than a household’s table settings 

(Christensen 2012). Moreover, families often owned multiple tea sets when they could afford it – 

one for breakfasting and family meals and a second for use in the parlor for entertainment 

purposes. As such, teawares can be drastically variant in decoration styles. 
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From the quarters’ assemblage, fifteen of the tea service vessels – forty-three percent of the 

teaware assemblage – were undecorated or blued refined white ceramic. An additional seven 

vessels – twenty percent of the teaware assemblage – were molded refined white ceramic. Like 

the table serve assemblage in which seventy-nine percent of the vessels were undecorated or 

gothic-style molded white refined ceramics, sixty-three percent of the teawares did not have 

colored decoration. This may represent the portion of the assemblage that was used during 

family meals or may support an interpretation that similar styles of teawares and table serve 

wares were used during a variety of community and family based interactions. However, as most 

of these molded ceramics were represented by handles, it is likely that further decorative 

elements may have appeared elsewhere on the vessel. Only two saucers are molded with the 

typical paneling of the gothic style, with the remaining molding occurring on handles or 

consisting of decorative floral motifs outside of the typical gothic designs. Thus, the presence of 

molding may represent a more highly decorative style than that seen in the tableware 

assemblage. 

 

Eleven of the white ceramics were blued – representing fifty percent of the white ceramic 

teawares and thirty-two percent of the total teaware assemblage. All of the vessels with molded 

handles were blued, which further suggests that teawares may represent a heavier focus on 

decorative presentation. The thirteen vessels with colored decoration in the teaware assemblage 

make up thirty-seven percent of the assemblage. Decoration styles included transfer prints, hand 

painting, annular slips, and sponging [Figure 5.9]. Fifty-seven percent of all teaware vessels had 

some variety of decorative elements. While no specific patterns have been identified, four of the 

brown transfer-prints may be Bavarian in origin, and one of the bamboo motif brown transfer 

prints is similar to those seen on ceramics made by Spode. An additional blue transfer print is too 

small to identify the pattern. The factory turned slipware teacup is of similar style to the one 

factory turned slip annular banded cereal bowl found in the table service assemblage. The cut-

sponge painted saucer excavated from the eastern midden is similar in style to a dinner plate 

found in the southern midden. One green glazed red paste earthenware saucer may also have 

been Mexican-made. Four hand painted vessels – one over glaze enameled and three under glaze 

slip – all consisted of various floral motifs. The enameled cup is potentially a handy-craft painted 

by one of the inhabitants of the post. 

 

A minimum of five ceramic beverage storage vessels including one mineral water jug and four 

two-toned Bristol glazed stout bottles, likely imported from England or Scotland, were present in 

the assemblage [Table 5.6] (Wilson 1981). When American made lagers become available in the 

1870’s, stouts of this kind became less popular, fading out of popularity by the 1890s (Lindsey 

2017). One additional stout bottle had an impressed “K” maker’s mark, likely from Keystone 

Pottery in England [Figure 5.10]. The pottery operated between the years of 1872 to 1885 (mean 

date 1878) (ibid). The only mineral water jug from the assemblage has a distinct peach slip 

which may be of Dutch or German origin [Figure 5.11]. This style of jug was manufactured from 

the beginning of the eighteenth through the early twentieth century, with manufacturing 

techniques becoming mechanized in the 1880s (Havinga 2015). However, it is not possible to tell 

if the jug was machine or manually thrown because of the size of the sherd.   

 

A minimum of eleven food storage vessels were recovered from the yard spaces, trash scatters, 

and gully areas around the quarters [Table 5.7]. Two yellowware canisters, four white ceramic 
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canisters, three stoneware utilitarian storage containers, a Bristol glazed food container, and a 

course earthenware storage vessel with green glaze make up the assemblage. All but the 

commercially produced Bristol glazed food container likely were used to hold bulk and/or 

domestically produced foodstuffs. 

 

A minimum of seven cookware vessels were recovered from the quarters during fieldwork. 

[Table 5.8]. Three yellowware mixing bowls, a grey paste stoneware dutch oven, and three red 

paste course earthenware cookpots make up the assemblage. The earthenware pots are in the 

local paddle-and-anvil style and reference Mexican-style forms such as cazuelas and ollas, 

potentially speaking to the overlapping influences of Mexican-born laundresses and a large 

Latinx civilian community.  

 

A minimum of five ink bottles, determined by their bases and maker’s marks, were collected 

during excavations. [Table 5.9]. All five vessels were found in trash scatter contexts. The grey 

and buff paste stoneware bottles were all brown slipped with salt glaze. Impressed markings of 

“P & J Arnold” and “J. Bourne & Son, Patentees”, Denby Pottery near Denby, P& J. Arnold 

London” date the bottles manufacture to the period of 1862-1895 (mean date 1879) in Denby, 

England (Herskovitz 1978: 111-113). Ink bottles would have been used to refill smaller ink wells 

and the presence of five bottle found horizontally across the quarters suggests that written 

accounting not only occurred throughout the site’s occupation but at multiple households. These 

activities may be associated with either the laundresses themselves or the duties of non-

commissioned officers who also inhabited the site.  

 

Five domestic hygiene vessels were excavated from the quarters, including four chamber pots 

and one spittoon [Table 5.10]. The four undecorated white ceramic chamber pots were found 

around the gully edge and trash scatter deposits and are represented by rim and base sherds. 

These items speak to a lack of indoor plumbing. While we were unable to locate any locations of 

former privies at the quarters, it is reasonable to assume that such features were removed from 

the fenced yards of the structures. Thus, chamber pots may have been used at times when 

inhabitant of the quarters did not want to wander beyond the safety of their fenced yards, 

especially at night time when ambient lighting was scarce at the removed northern location. The 

undecorated ironstone spittoon, recovered from the northeastern trash scatter, speaks to chewing 

tobacco use at the quarters, a practice both men and women may have engaged in. 

 

In addition to the vessels described above, six other ceramic items were recovered from 

excavations at the quarters. One prosser four-hole, dish-shaped button was found in the HB-212 

yard. Patented in 1840, prosser buttons are made from a highly vitrified ceramic with quartz 

inclusions. Prosser buttons are commonly mistaken for milk glass due to its translucent 

coloration. A characteristic orange peel texture is visible on the back of the button as a result of 

the molding process. By 1872, the prosser style button had gained popularity as one of the most 

common button types in the Western world (Sprague 2002). Standard button sizing is measured 

in lignes, in which .088 inches is equal to one ligne (Herskovits 1978). The singular ceramic 

button recovered from the site measures 17.5 lignes, within the standard size range of a men’s 

shirt button (Sprague 2002: 123).  
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A mineral finish earthenware ceramic door knob was recovered from the yard area of HB-222. 

The knob had a red paste with a marble-like brown glaze finish. Five similar doorknobs were 

found at Fort Bowie around the area of the Infantry barracks and post-trader (Herskovitz 

1978:115-116).  

 

Three sherds from a molded edge, round picture frame made from green paste highly vitrified 

ceramic with applied white porcelain filigree and hand painted gilding was recovered from the 

northeastern trash scatter [Figure 5.12]. A similar green paste ceramic figurine with burnished 

exterior facing was collected from HB-211’s porch line. Picture frames and figurines were 

standard components of middle-class parlor furnishings, and speak to the aesthetic preferences 

and identity performances of quarter inhabitants (Grier 1988). Frames would have displayed 

mirrors, handicrafts like needlework and paintings, or photographic portraits. Likewise, figurines 

commonly took the form of iconographic motifs (Mullins 1999a, 1999b, 2001). This style of 

ornamental decoration was popular in American homes beginning in the 1850s when mass-

production allowed public consumers access to affordable domestic ornamentation. Knickknacks 

and bric-a-brac were displayed as a way to “communicate… the cultural façade of the parlor 

owners” to household visitors (Grier 1988: 91). This is not to say that genteel displays were 

purely about emulating an aspirational middle-class aesthetic, but rather could be used to 

communicate cultural affiliations or resist racist readings through the material performance of 

citizenship, morality, and gentility (Praetzellis and Praetzellis 2001). 

 

Two ceramic items related to leisure pursuits were recovered from the quarters. A porcelain 

bisque-molded doll head with over-glazed, hand painted black hair and red cheeks and lips was 

recovered from the eastern midden, and a round gaming piece carved from a broken flatware 

sherd was collected from the southeastern gully activity area [Figure 5.13]. These items may 

evidence child occupants at the site. 

 

In particular, the Frozen Charlotte-style doll, mass produced in Germany and England during the 

nineteenth century, was likely used as a play object before its disposal in the gully (Goodfellow 

1993). The small doll likely had unjointed limbs, and the wrap-around braided hair is youthful in 

style. While baby dolls were not popular until later in the century, dolls were still commonly 

used to reinforce gendered and classed identities and personhoods including parenting and 

domestic caretaking (Baxter 2005). As Wilkie suggests, “toys and children-specific 

artefacts…when purchased or made for children, represent attempts, made by adults, to suggest 

and enforce certain norms of behavior for children based upon their gender, age, socio-economic 

class and even socio-cultural ideals of beauty” (ibid. 101). While ceramic dolls with dark 

complexions were not popularly produced until the late 1890s, a doll with black hair may have 

been chosen over blonde alternatives as darker features were more reminiscent of those seen 

amongst Black, Mixed-Race, and Latin occupants at the site (Goodfellow 1993). As suggested 

by Christensen (2012), dolls may have been given to both girls and boys to foster nurturing 

behavior through play, a skill that would have been given merit not only for its links to middle-

class morality and familial ties, but also reinforced the domestic skills and community caregiving 

qualities the inhabitants at the site performed. This is not to say that children always utilized toys 

in prescribed ways, and the decapitated nature of the doll head may reference more violent 

gaming and play reenactments. Moreover, the dolls location amongst refuse may be the result of 

play activities that took place in trash deposits and marginal areas away from the watchful gaze 
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of adult supervisors, suggesting a potentially more illicit style of gaming (Hammond and 

Hammond 1981; Wilk and Schiffer 1979).  

 

The gaming piece from a piece of broken yellowware flatware, may also have been used by 

children. While not necessarily encouraged, the young residents at the quarters may have 

gambled or bartered with their toys as a means of both performative play and goods 

procurement. These gambling pursuits most likely appealed to boys and girls alike, and could be 

used by children across the fort community to access desirable items such as foodstuffs, 

contraband, or social favors that may have been fiscally or socially out of reach otherwise. Game 

markers also may have been used by older adult members of the fort community who chose to 

gamble and game outside of the saloons in town.  

 

Faunal Bone and Shell 

 

Faunal remains were analyzed and cataloged by senior thesis student, Elizabeth Flores (2016). 

Faunal remains, including bone and egg shell, were cleaned in the UC Berkeley Zooarchaeology 

lab using both wet and dry brushing methods depending on the fragility of the specimens. They 

were then sorted by genus and species, element, and taphonomic information such as weathering, 

breaks, root etch, gnaw marks and butchering cut marks. Where possible, age of individual and 

side were noted (for further discussion see Flores 2016, Wilkie et al. 2016b). Number of 

Individuals Present (NISP), or the count of total specimens present in the site assemblage, was 

determined by genus and species and element. The NISP did not take into consideration that two 

or more identified elements could have come from the same animal. The Minimum Number of 

Individuals (MNI) were determined by genus and species, element, and standard number of 

elements per animal. In short, “MNI is a minimum estimate of the number of individuals in a 

collection and NISP is the maximum number. The actual number of individuals is somewhere in 

between and cannot be determined” (Reitz and Wing 1999: 202) Moreover, MNI was determined 

both site wide and by site area and depositional horizon, as animal meat may have been shared 

across households.  

 

In total three-hundred eight bone and egg shell fragments were collected from the quarters. This 

represents fifty bone specimens from the two hundred and forty-two bone fragments. Specimens 

were identified to at least the level of biological order. 

 

As shown in Table 5.11, forty of the individual specimens were unidentifiable beyond biological 

order. Of those specimens, eighty-eight percent were identified as mammal with the remaining 

twenty-two percent representing unidentifiable bird. While the unidentified species may include 

wild scavengers such as rats and foxes and domesticated pets such as cats and dogs, the majority 

of identifiable species all appear to be food sources. The crow is the only species that may not 

have been used as a food source, instead representing the quarters’ inhabitant’s attempts of pest 

control around the quarters. However, soldiers’ memoirs do mention a variety of protein sources 

not common to today’s pallet – including birds such as hawk – which means the crow remains 

cannot be discounted as evidence of a possible meal (Smith 1994: 177). In total, fifteen elements 

were identified to the species level. As shown in Table 5.12 at least ten different animal species 

were identified including domesticated cow, pig, chicken, wild procured deer, pronghorn, sage 

grouse, crow, and boney fresh-water fish. Conservatively, a minimum of ten individuals – one of 
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each species – were recovered from the quarters. However, based on the distribution of 

identifiable faunal remains [Table 5.13], the number of individuals may be closer to eighteen. 

 

Using the more conservative MNI of ten individuals, the domesticated species represent forty 

percent of the identified specimens while wild identified specimens make up the remaining sixty 

percent. As employees to the U.S. Army, laundresses received rations from the military when 

“present with the company” they served, meaning they were without military support during 

company campaigns that took enlisted troops away from garrison (USWD 1863a). Thus, the 

higher rate of wild caught meat sources may show the families’ regular dependence on self-

procured food stuffs rather than a complete dependence on rationed meat. Moreover, fresh meat 

availability was commonly subject to supply problems and spoiling due to far transport distances 

(Ballew 1971).  

 

An additional sixty-six egg shells [Table 5.14] further speaks to this domestic provisioning. 

Chicken coops were common at the quarters, with the post surgeons commonly complaining of 

their locations too close to living structures over concern of chicken bug infestation (FDNHS 

Short Files: ‘Surgeon’s Reports’). Possible gastroliths found in unit 57 further support the 

presence of chickens at the quarters. Interestingly, chicken bones only make up a limited amount 

of the faunal assemblage (one MNI), evidencing that eggs likely were a valuable source of 

protein at the post, and chickens were likely not raised primarily as a meat source. 

 

Finally, two pieces of a shell button were the only man-made shell items recovered from the 

quarters. Measuring 17.6 lignes, the two-hole cat-eye style button is likely a men’s shirt button. 

The shell laminate had split into two layers prior to collection but was mended during analysis. 

 

Glass 

 

Glass was identified based on diagnostic features including color, concavity verses flatness, 

manufacture technique, vessel form, labeling, and post-depositional surface features (burning, 

patina formation, solarization, etc.) (Lindsey 2017; Jones and Sullivan 1985). Evidence of reuse, 

in the form of knapping scars, was also noted. Standard reference guides were used to identify 

and date maker’s marks and contents labels (e.g. Lindsey 2017; Lockhart et al. 2007; Lockhart et 

al. 2010; Lockhart et al. 2013; Lockhart et al. 2014; Toulouse 1971 ). Where possible, diameter 

size was measured using the bases and finishes of container glass. Vessel color, form, 

manufacture technique were combined with analysis of base and finish features to calculate 

MNV counts by site area and depositional event. 

 

One-thousand three-hundred twenty-three sherds of glass were recovered from the quarters. Of 

those one-hundred ninety-two sherds were flat glass, one-thousand eighty-four were container 

glass, twenty-five were lighting, eighteen tablewares, three were decorative domestic and one 

was adornment [Figure 5.14]. When MNVs are accounted for (excluding flat glass) a total of 

two-hundred seventy-one items were recovered, of which two-hundred and forty-two items 

(eight-nine percent of the non-flat glass assemblage) were glass containers [Figure 5.15]. 

 

One-hundred ninety-two flat glass sherds were collected from the laundresses’ quarters. Of these 

sherds sixty-eight percent were natural blue-green colored while the remaining thirty-two percent 
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were transparent [Table 5.16]. The majority of the flat glass (forty-six percent) was recovered 

from the area of the line of structures HB-211, HB-212, HB-222, and HB-223, sixty-nine percent 

of the flat glass from this structure line was natural blue-green colored, fifty-four percent was 

collected from trash scatter deposits and the spaces between the structures and trash scatters. The 

flat glass from these areas was primarily (sixty-seven percent) natural blue-green colored.  It is 

possible that flat glass fragments may be pieces of paneled bottles or other glass artifacts, though 

based on the lack of additional diagnostic features there is little way to distinguish this use from 

the more standard interpretation of window glass. As transparent and natural glass coloring for 

windows is not easily datable, it is hard to say if this difference in coloration has significance. 

However, natural blue glass may represent slightly earlier construction dates (Wilkie 2016b: 

321). 

 

Of the fourteen glass lighting elements [Table 5.17] recovered from the laundresses’ quarters the 

majority were lamp chimneys (seventy-one percent). Of the ten lamp chimneys represented, 

three (thirty percent) were glass decolorized with manganese (1870 -1915) and seven (seventy 

percent) were transparent. The decolorizing agent manganese was introduced by the 1870s in 

tableware and household object manufacture which predates manganese use in bottles around 

1875. By 1915, Germany, the major supplier for manganese was no longer an available source to 

the U.S.A. (Jones and Sullivan 1985; Lockhart 2006). The lamp chimneys with measurable rims 

all had 8 cm diameter openings and one had decorative molded beading around the edge, a style 

typical to hurricane-style candle lamps (Schroeder 1977; Sears, Roebuck and Co., 2013). Two 

manganese glass lamp lenses had molded concentric rings that appear to be the magnification 

lenses of signal. Two decorative lamp shades or chimneys were also collected from the 

northeastern trash scatter and may be associated with HB-211. Both lamps shades were thicker 

than typical lantern chimneys and one made of manganese glass had a hand-etched floral motif 

(Herskovitz 1978: 30). Lighting was important for detailed tailoring and sewing work. A well-lit 

home would have allowed inhabitants to work into the night. Moreover, given their removed 

location from the parade ground, ambient lighting would have been minimal in the area and 

lanterns, particularly those with magnified lenses, would have aided visibility in the area. 

Interestingly, no candle holders were recovered, suggesting that glass hooded lanterns were 

preferred. Wood walls may have let in breezes that would have blown out candle light and with 

children around the quarters, glass globes and chimneys may have provided an extra layer of 

protection between the flame and wandering hands. 

 

The twelve glass tablewares recovered from the quarters included one press molded manganese 

glass pitcher and nine personal beverage consumption vessels – including three tumblers and six 

stemware glasses. Of particular note, three manganese decolorized pressed glass goblets were 

identified as “honey comb” pattern (1869-1891) (Jenks and Luna 1990). Similar pattern goblets 

have been recovered from the barracks (HB-22) and other Indian Wars-era forts including Fort 

Bowie (Herskovitz 1978: 26-27). A manganese salt shaker showed heavy ware along the 

threaded rim. Finally a milk glass bowl post-dates 1870 when opaque glass coloration started 

being used in tablewares (Miller 2000; Jones and Sullivan 1985). 

 

A minimum of one-hundred sixty-nine beverage storage bottles make up the bulk of glass 

materials collected from the quarters [Table 5.18]. Fifty (thirty percent) of those vessels 

represent beer bottles, eleven (seven percent) were identified as mineral water bottles, eighteen 
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(eleven percent) were wine/champagne bottles, and the remaining bottles were either 

miscellaneous alcohol or had indeterminate liquid contents. Bottled beverages were often 

preferred over water given concerns over dysentery and typhoid (Clary 1972). It is important to 

note that mineral waters and liquor often were served not only as beverages but also as medicines 

for stomach ailments, colds, and urinary tract infections (ibid.). Only one bottle, which was 

recovered from HB-211’s surface fill, definitely post-dates the fort as it is marked “Federal law 

forbids sale and reuse of this bottle” a marking that was added to bottles during the prohibition 

era (1932-1964) (Lindsey 2017).  In Table 5.18 diagnostic features such as color and 

manufacture methods have listed dates if those features were introduced or fell out of fashion 

during the occupation period of the second fort or later. Dates were determined using the Society 

for Historical Archaeology/Bureau of Land Management’s historic glass bottle identification and 

information website and the Parks Canada Glass Glossary (Lindsey 2017; Jones and Sullivan 

1985). Items such as maker’s marks are identified using resources as noted [Table 5.19] [Figure 

5.16]. Notable diagnostic colorations of bottles include black glass (- 1880), Olive Amber (- 

1890), opaque milk (1870 +), manganese decolorizing (1875 – 1915), and amber beer bottles 

(introduced following the introduction of pasteurized lagers in glass bottles in 1872) (Jones and 

Sullivan 1985; Miller 2000; Lindsey 2017). Most bottle molding manufacturing techniques were 

utilized throughout the fort period; however, the use of applied finishes, in which glass is applied 

to the bottle and then either hand formed or tooled, lost popularity by 1890 when new mold 

techniques began to take over the market (Lindsey 2017). Glass bottles were found across the 

site, but the three trash scatter deposits had particularly heavy concentrations of glass remains – 

thirty-four bottles in the southern trash scatter, twenty-three in the eastern trash scatter, and 

twenty bottles in the northeastern trash scatter. Bottles from the refuse deposits made up forty-six 

percent of the overall glass beverage container assemblage. The high quantity of beer, wine, and 

liquor in these deposits suggests the quarters may have been used for communal gatherings. An 

additional fifty-two bottles were recovered from the area of the structure line (thirty-one percent 

of the overall glass beverage bottle assemblage), leaving forty bottles recovered from other 

activity areas around the quarters (twenty-three percent of the assemblage).  

 

Sixty-two patent medicine bottle were identified in the laundresses’ quarters’ assemblage [Table 

5.20]. In terms of dating these vessels, the same diagnostic qualities discussed above in 

describing beverage storage apply. While most medicine bottles and vials could not be identified 

beyond basic coloration, shape, and size, some bottles also had embossed labeling. Only a few of 

those labels were complete enough for identification. Two perfume/cologne bottles were 

recovered including one bottle identified as a 25 cent size bottle of Hoyt’s German Cologne that 

dates after 1868 (Lyons 2008: 259). One bottle of potential Florida water also was recovered. 

Self-presentation, particularly related to the masking of body odor, appears to have been a 

concern of the quarters’ residents. Two maker’s marks were found in the assemblage of medicine 

bottle and include Frederick Hampson Glass Works (1880 – 1892) and the Fairmount Glass Co. 

(1889 – 1898) (Toulouse 1971: 202, 200). Frederick Hampson Glass Works was known to 

produce ginger products – often with high alcohol content – that were used as stomach aids 

(Lindsey 2017; Herskovitz 1978; Lockhart and Whitten 2006). Five thin-bodied olive green 

bitters bottles were also present in the assemblage. In conjunction with the one sarsaparilla bottle 

and the potential ginger bottle, bitters evidence residents’ attempts to treat digestive ailments. 

Given the potential for spoiled rations, this seems a common ailment at the fort (Ballew 1971; 

Flores 2016; Wilkie et al. 2016b). Bitters also were alcoholic, but their classification as a 
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medicinal in this discussion is supported in their regular advertisement as such during the fort 

period. Unmarked medicine vials and bottles may evidence the quarters’ inhabitants frequenting 

a local pharmacy or the post-hospital; however, a lack of embossing and labeling on sherds does 

not mean bottles were undecorated. Rather, the fragments of bottles recovered may simply be 

from the unmarked parts of the vessels. Overall, twenty-eight (forty-five percent) of the medicine 

bottles were found in the trash scatter deposits, twenty-one (thirty-four percent) were collected 

from the structure line, and thirteen (twenty-one percent) were excavated from other activity 

areas. This distribution closely mirrors that seen amongst the alcohol bottles, suggesting that 

refuse dumping practices may be more significant in artifact distribution over actual locations of 

consumption. Further analysis of different disposal practices and consumption patterns between 

trash scatters and structural locations will follow in Chapter 6.  

 

Table 5.21 shows the distribution of glass food storage containers across the quarters. Four glass 

mason/canning jars evidence the supplementation of rationed foodstuffs with home canned and 

preserved foodstuffs. One of the mason jar lids most likely had a lighting-style closure given its 

domed style which were patented in 1875 (Lindsey 2017). The presence of the jars’ materials in 

a majority of trash scatter deposits and along the gully line suggests that these containers were 

commonly reused over an extended period of time and may have only be thrown out following 

accidental breakage. Seven condiment jars– consisting of two molded ringed/beehive pepper 

sauce bottles (dating after early 1870s), two gothic-style pickle jars (popular pre-1880s), and 

three wide-mouth condiment jars (one of which had an applied finish which lost popularity by 

the 1890s) – also speak to laundresses’ quarters’ residents altering the flavors of generic rations 

to meet their personal tastes (Switzer 1974; Eichner ND). Certain foods potentially reminded 

residents and patrons of their homes back east and in Mexico, eliciting nostalgia and providing 

domestic comforts not found in standard rationed meals. Regulations regarding a soldier’s mess 

speak to the potential blandness of Army meals, and regular references to soldiers’ preference for 

home-cooked meals and baked goods seem to confirm this notion (USWD 1863a; Banning 1876: 

54; Mattes 1960: 142; Rickey 1963; Smith 1994). As Corporal E. A. Bode recollected, on pay 

day enlisted men “directed their steps to the company kitchens and laundresses where they would 

enter (if permitted) into everything private, and appropriate anything in the line of eatables and 

other desirable things” (Smith 1994: 71).  

 

Three non-container, non-lighting, non-flat glass items were also recovered during excavations 

[Table 5.22]. A small black seed bead likely was worn as part of a necklace or bracelet was 

recovered from HB-211’s southern interior. The black coloration may indicate mourning 

jewelry. Fragments of a mirror were found in the eastern trash scatter and a small milk-glass 

horse figure was recovered from the southeastern gully activity area. Both the mirror and 

figurine were likely decorative items that conformed to gentile decoration practices of the time 

(discussed above in the “Ceramics” section). The horse figurine may reference the Cavalry, and a 

similar white ceramic horse figure was collected from the enlisted married men’s quarters 

[Figure 5.17] (Eichner 2016b).  

 

Metal 

 

Metal artifacts were identified by material sub-type, manufacture, and form. Historic catalogues 

and reference guides were used to identify artifact forms (e.g. Greene1986b; Herskovitz 1978; 
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McChristian 1995, 2007a, 2007b; Schroeder 1977; Sears, Roebuck and Co., 2013). Complete 

nails were sorted by manufacture type and measured for length. Ammunition was analyzed by 

pin information, casing and bullet dimensions, and manufacturer’s marks (Barnes 2012; Huang 

2016; Scott et al. 2000). For all metal materials, minimum number of items (MNIs) were 

determined using visual clues and cross-mending wherever possible. In particular, MNV counts 

for iron cans were determined for each site area and depositional event using rim diameter 

measurements in conjunction with manufacture technique (IMACS 2001; Light 2003). 

 

One-thousand four-hundred sixty-three metal items were collected from the quarters. Once 

MNVs were taken into account the assemblage included seven-hundred and seventy-two items:  

five-hundred eighty-two architectural fasteners, fifteen other architectural and furnishing items, 

sixty-one strapping, forty-six food and beverage related items, twenty-one adornment items, 

eighteen ammunition and gun related items, four tools, sixteen transportation, and nine other 

small finds [Figure 5.18]. 

 

A total of eight-hundred seventy three architectural nail and nail fragments were recovered from 

the laundresses’ quarters. Of these, three-hundred seven complete nails were collected during 

excavations at the site. Ninety-six percent of the complete nails were machine cut, two percent 

were wrought, and two percent were wire. When nail heads were included for MNI purposes, 

five-hundred forty-four nails were collected from across the quarters. Prior to 1830, nails were 

hand-made of wrought iron. After 1830, machine cut nails were popular into the early twentieth-

century (Wells 1998). Wire nails were introduced in 1860 and popularly used by the 1880s, 

however they were less common than their machine cut counterparts until the turn of the 

twentieth-century (Miller 2000). The presence of mainly machine cut nails along the structure 

line in contexts associated with the dilapidated structure especially in the areas of the ash deposit 

in HB-211, flooring deposits from HB-211 and HB-212, and HB-211’s porch line – confirm the 

main construction of the structures occurred during the second fort period.  

 

As noted by Wilkie (2016b: 239), military contractors often provided the Army substandard 

products in an attempt to make a higher profit. As such, items like buttons and nails are often 

fractionally smaller than standardized sizes dictated. Nails were sold by pennyweight sizes which 

correspond to standardized lengths, with nails size 2d (1”) to 5d (1 ¾”) used for fine carpentry 

applications and nails sized 6d (2”) to 16d (3.5”) used for most construction purposes (Wells 

1998). Any nails in the assemblage that did not conform to the standardized penny weight length 

were either purposefully manufactured in shortened lengths by military contractors looking to 

make a higher profit or were slightly altered in length due to post deposition rusting and 

degradation. A change in up to 1/16” can be attributed to rusting or post deposition degradation 

of the nails. However, any difference of 1/8” or more from a standard pennyweight appears 

intentional. Table 5.23 shows how nail lengths for all manufacture types can be corrected for 

penny size based on actual measured length.  

 

One-hundred eighty-five additional machine cut nails were represented in the assemblage based 

on nail heads recovered amongst the machine cut nail fragments. Table 5.24 summarizes the 

distribution of machine cut nails across the site by length. Of the machine cut nails, a variety of 

lengths ranging from 7/8” to 5” were observed. Thirty-six percent of the complete machine cut 

nails were found in the area of HB-211, twenty-one percent were found in the area of HB-212, 
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and two percent were recovered from HB-222 and HB-223 yard space. In total, fifty-nine percent 

of all complete machine cut nails were recovered from the line of structures along the western 

edge of the site.  The remaining forty-one percent of complete machine cut iron nails were 

collected from trash scatter deposits and the spaces between the structures and trash scatters. 

This distribution of nails may seem odd, given the expectation that nails normally are found in 

higher concentrations around structural deposits. However, given the likelihood that structure 

walls were removed and repurposed elsewhere in the community after the structures were 

abandoned, the nails from walls and roofing may also have been removed. Moreover, the main 

structures of HB-222 and HB-223 remain buried beneath the road, and the majority of HB-212’s 

interior deposits do also. Fewer nails were deposited in yard spaces than dilapidated structural 

deposits. Any nails from structural remains found at the site were also subject to erosion 

processes, thus their location across the activity areas and gully spaces at the site are likely the 

result of post-depositional secondary events or may be associated with outbuildings. While no 

outbuildings were located during FODAAP’s fieldwork, it is likely that these more ephemeral 

structural features were razed in a similar style to the main structures after occupation ceased at 

the site. One machine cut nail is of particular note given its shape [Figure 5.19]. It appears that 

the nail was repurposed into a fishing hook given its sharpened points, though it could also be a 

clinched nail used to join two pieces of wood at a corner.  

 

A minimum of eight wire nails were recovered from the laundresses’ quarters, with all but one 

collected from the areas of HB-211 and HB-212 [Table 5.25]. The minimal number of recovered 

wire nails suggests that they may have been used to make repairs to structures following initial 

construction with machine cut nails. The varying sizes also suggest that wire nails were only 

used as needed, rather than employed in large-scale building efforts. 

 

Based on the presence of nail heads, a minimum count of fifty-seven wrought iron nails were 

recovered from the laundresses’ quarters [Table 5.26]. As machine cut nails were preferred 

during the period of the second fort, it is likely that wrought nails may have come from materials 

such as wood boards, recycled from the first fort. Ninety-three percent of the wrought nails were 

collected from the areas around HB-211 and HB-212 potentially speaking to board reuse in 

construction of the two structures and their associated fence lines. A similar amount of 

fragmentary wrought iron nails were found in excavations of enlisted men’s barrack HB-22, and 

also point to foraging and reuse of first-fort period wood sources (Wilkie 2016b) 

 

Other metal fasteners found at the quarters include screws, staples, wire, and tacks. Wood screws 

were first patented in 1846 (Miller 2000). Eighteen total screws, all flat head, were recovered 

from the laundresses’ quarters with seventy-eight percent recovered from the area of HB-211 and 

HB-212 [Table 5.27]. While significantly less common than nails, screws may have been used in 

door hinges or other architectural features that endure repeated stress. Staples most likely were 

using in fencing the yards around the structures and penning animals [Table 5.28]. Two staples 

from HB-211 and the southeastern gully area were used with barbed wire fencing which was 

patented in 1868 (NPS ND). Fencing wire measuring .12” gauge also was recovered from the 

yard space behind HB-212. While historic photos show wood fencing around the quarters, no 

barbed wire is seen. Thus, staples may have come from fencing delineating the larger fort border 

or from the pockets of men’s laundry processed in the area. Two other staples from HB-212 are 

likely from the wood fences that surrounded the laundresses’ quarters’ yards as seen in historic 
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photographs of the site. Fences were important as they both delineated private space from 

communal space and protected the laundresses’ quarters from prying eyes passing on the nearby 

San Antonio-to-El Paso Overland Trail. A bundle of .6” grey metal wire possibly used in chicken 

coops was found in the area of the northeastern trash scatter, suggesting staples and fencing 

materials may also have been used for animal penning at the quarters. Finally, fourteen tacks 

were collected from the areas of HB-211 and HB-212 [Table 5.29]. These machine cut tacks 

were majority iron, representing 86 percent of the total tack assemblage. Tacks were used in fine 

carpentry and furnishing applications. One brass tack may have been used on the visible exterior 

of a furniture piece, or it may be a shoe tack. One trunk tack with decorative pewter head was 

also collected from HB-212’s yard and possibly evidences the regular movement of the families 

with moving troops. Steamer trunks could be used to not only transport personal belongings but 

also could double function as decorative storage, seating, and side tables. 

 

Other metal architectural and furnishing items included those related to doors, windows, and 

roofing [Table 5.30]. A number of door hinge and lock box parts (similar to those seen in 

Herskovitz 1978: 58- 61) were found along the line of structures. No identifying makers’ marks 

were found on these materials to allow for dating or more specific identification beyond element 

part. The bolt and hinge parts found in HB-211’s northern interior confirm that the foundation 

line between units 19 and 31 provide supporting evidence that the stone steps were part of a 

threshold or entryway leading to HB-211’s back porch. An additional key hole cover from the 

area east of HB-211, key hole cover from HB-212’s yard, and rim lock – found in association 

with the mineral finish ceramic door knob –from the area of HB-222 speak to the importance of 

privacy and safety at the laundresses’ quarters. The ability to lock one’s door allowed inhabitants 

to both prevent theft of personal items and laundry items stored within their houses and also 

prevented intrusion by unwanted and potentially hostile visitors. Locked doors also would have 

clearly differentiated communal space from private space, an important distinction given the dual 

purpose of the quarters as communal work space and domestic homes. While windows are not 

visible in historic photographs of the structures on suds row, window leading in association with 

window glass found in the area of HB-222 and HB-223’s yard space evidences their presence. 

Interestingly, while wood slatted windows would have provided ventilation in the Texas heat, 

glass windows seem to be preferred. Glass windows would have provided protection from not 

only intruders, but heavy rains, winter snows, and insects while also bringing natural lighting 

into the houses. Roof flashing also would have provided protection from outdoor elements such 

as rain and snow. Three 4d (1 ½”) machine cut iron roofing nails with rectangular roof flashing 

pieces attached were also recovered in HB-211’s southern interior, and grey roof flashing was 

collected from the yard space behind HB-223. Metal lighting elements included two iron gas 

lighting elements and a brass lamp collar. Gas lighting elements date to the early 1880s or later 

based on when similar elements were installed in similar Western forts (Herskovitz 1978: 72). A 

copper alloy drawer bar-style pull found in HB-212’s yard speaks to decorative furnishings at the 

quarters. 

 

Sixty-one pieces of iron strapping were recovered from the quarters. Strapping tends not to be 

exceptionally diagnostic due to its ubiquitous nature, but would have been used to hold together 

wooden barrels, possibly containing water, beer, or even dry goods, or wash tubs used in laundry 

work. Strapping ranged in width from 1/3” to 1 ½”.   
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A minimum count of twenty-four cans were collected from the quarters [Table 5.31]. It is 

possible that some of the can fragments recovered from the laundresses’ quarters may have come 

from military issued tin tablewares such as mugs, coffee kettles, and mess plates. Three can 

handle braces were identified in the area of HB-211; these handles may be from storage cans or 

table service items such as mugs or spice shakers (Cheek 1977: 80). However, due to the 

fragmentary nature of iron cans parts, I conservatively have assessed that iron sheet metal from 

hollow vessels were food storage cans. Cans may have contained rationed foodstuffs such as 

coffee, baking soda, meat, and beans. Luxury food stuffs such as fruits, vegetables, milk, butter 

and lard, and meat were also preserved in cans during this period. Can preservation was 

generally fragmentary, though a total of seven can tops – including one hole-in-top liquid 

containing can, one can with removable lid for baking soda-like contents, and five hole-in-cap 

cans – were identified. While hole-in-top cans were introduced in 1885 for milk and liquid 

products, both liquids and solids were canned in hole-in-cap cans beginning in 1840 (IMACS 

2001; Light 2003). 

 

The highest quantity of can fragments were recovered from HB-211’s ash deposit suggesting that 

domestic refuse was included in this deposit that predates the 1910’s road cap and either post-

dates or at least corresponds with the building’s fall into disrepair. The presence of 146 can 

fragments in the ash may also support the interpretation that the structural remains were used as 

fuel for a temporary camp fire during the time of the structure’s dilapidation. As Wilkie (2016) 

has shown in her discussion of camp fire deposits at the nearby enlisted men’s barracks, food 

was often cooked directly in the can. Even if the cans were simply disposed of in the fire, the 

burning episode likely contributed to the more fragmentary degradation of the cans iron sheet 

metal. One beer can from the quarters that had sanitary seaming was opened with a church key, 

thus post-dating 1935. Found in Unit 52, located in the drainage gully with heavy organic build-

up and vegetation growth, this deposit post-dates the majority of surface deposits and may be 

erosion from the 20th-century dumping deposit found on the other side of the road. All other 

cans with seams showed evidence of simple fold-over soldered seams and most likely pre-date 

1903 when sanitary seaming began to sweep the market (Busch 1981; IMACS 2001; Light 

2003). Two rectangular cans recovered from the quarters post-date 1872 when meat canning 

began (IMACS 2001). Thus, while some deposits are mixed chronologically due to erosion and 

the construction of the current roadway, we feel it is safe to assume that most cans can be 

attributed to fort period deposition. Additionally, two rectangular tobacco cans which may have 

held either smoking or chewing tobacco were recovered from the area of HB-211’s interior. 

These are the only cans that are known to have held non-food products recovered from the site. 

 

Eleven metal items which evidenced food and beverage storage included beer bottle caps and foil 

wrappers [Table 5.32] [Figure 5.20].  Five cork muzzle caps with eagle crests were produced by 

Adolphus Busch and post-date at least 1872 when the lager was introduced to the American 

market. The same caps were used on Anheuser-Busch’s Budweiser lager bottle introduced in 

1876 (Lockhart et al. 2010: 2, Anheuser-Busch 2016). This style of muzzling continued into 

early 1890s until the crown cap was introduced and corking beer went out of style (Miller 2000). 

Two additional cork muzzle caps with no clear markings were recovered from HB-211s interior; 

however, it is not possible to determine whether these were used on wired muzzle closures for 

champagne or beer. An additional lead-based foil wrapper was collected from the HB-211 yard 

space and likely was used to seal a beverage bottle’s cork and muzzle. A cup shaped bottle cap 
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of indeterminate origin was found in the yard space between HB-211 and HB-212. The only 

Texas produced beer bottle closure found at the site came from Lone Star Brewing Company 

which was establish in San Antonio in 1887. A similar 3-prong cork cap was identified at Fort 

Bowie – though not from a Lone Star beer – and the style was first patented in 1885 (Herskovitz 

1978: 74-75; Pat. 1885). While this bottle dates later than most in the assemblage, its deposition 

along the eastern gully activity area may be evidence of visitors coming to the site after the main 

period of occupation. Finally, a crown cap was found in the surface fill of HB-211s southern 

interior. Post-dating the fort, the crown cap was deposited after the sites main occupation and 

likely washed onto the site from the nearby road.  

 

Other metal items that evidence of food and beverage consumption at the site included eight 

cook pots and baking pans [Table 5.33] and three food and beverage service items, including a 

cast iron coffee pot spout, an iron sheet metal salt spoon bowl, and a canteen stopper pull. The 

eight cookwares include one dutch oven, a muffin/loaf baking pan, and six utilitarian cook pots. 

The cook pots/caldrons may also have been used to boil water and starch for laundry work. 

Distinguished by their thicker cast iron walls, the cook pots were highly fragmentary so exact 

vessel form is difficult to distinguish. As noted in the discussion of cans earlier, it is likely that 

some of the ‘can’ fragments might be metal tablewares such as the coffee pot, but given their 

degraded condition are often not diagnostically identifiable. The salt spoon is similar to one 

FODAAP recovered from the enlisted married men’s quarters [Figure 5.21] (Eichner 2016b). 

While not marked as military issued, the spoon likely came from the post trader or a nearby 

general store. The canteen stopper pull was collected from unit 25 in HB-212’s yard; while 

canteens can be dated based on the design of their bodies, stopper pulls are not chronologically 

diagnostic beyond their initial introduction date in 1874 (Herskovitz 1978: 34-35; USWD 1875). 

 

A total of nine military buttons recovered from the laundresses’ quarters evidence both laundry 

work and possible soldier habitation and visitation at the quarters [Table 5.34] [Figure 5.22]. In 

1878 the U.S. Quartermaster Meigs set manufacturing standards for military clothing and 

equipage (Greene 1986b). As a result, military buttons pre-dating 1878 tend to vary in size, 

resulting in fractional ligne measurements (Herskovitz 1978). Because men were responsible for 

purchasing their uniforms at enlistment, many choose to save money by purchasing hand-me-

downs from men leaving the army (Ricky 1963). This practice may be responsible for a time lag 

in adoption of standardized button sizes (Wilkie 2016b).   

 

General Service buttons were issued between 1854 to 1902. They came in two sizes – cuff (1/2”) 

and coat (7/8”). The earliest style of the button featured a wide shield with recessed lines and an 

eagle with a long neck, upward tilted beak, and narrow wings. In 1884, this style was 

discontinued in favor of a more robust-style of eagle. Buttons dating to 1885 and later measured 

a standardized 25 lignes or 32 ½ lignes (Greene 1986b; Herskovits 1978:39; McChristian 2007: 

53). Manufactures of these buttons are various and can only be identified by back stamping on 

the shank plate of each button. One General Service brass cuff button with an 1854 pattern eagle 

crest was recovered from the eastern trash scatter. The button measured the non-standardized 

22.4 lignes. No back stamp was visible on this button. Thus, the button predates the 1885 

changes in design. The low quantity of General Service buttons may be the result of men not 

laundering their coats as often as clothing that lay closer to the skin, high quality mending by the 

women employed as laundresses that preventing button loss, or simply the fact that laundry 
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scrubbing – an activity that most contributes to button loss during laundering – likely occurred 

near the creek in areas that were not tested during excavations. 

 

The remaining eight military buttons had four-holes and came from pants, suspenders, or stable 

frock coats. According to the 1885 regulations, fly buttons were supposed to measure 22 lignes 

and suspender buttons were supposed to measure 27 lignes (Greene 1986b: 94). Measurements 

of the seven iron fly and suspender buttons recovered from the quarters show that all but one of 

the recovered items do not meet military regulation sizes thus they pre-date the 1885 shift in 

military regulation. Another chronological marker for fly and suspender buttons include the 

presence of black japaning, or jack-panning, which was also introduced in 1885. One black 

japanned dish shaped fly button with stippled collar post-dates the shift in 1885 regulations 

(McChristian 2007; Greene 1986b: 95). Finally, a grey metal ‘tinned’ stable frock button dates to 

at least the mid-1870s (McChristian 2007: 146-147). 

 

Other metal military adornment items from the quarters included a saber scabbard or carbine 

sling O-ring (Herskovitz 1978, McChristian 1995, 2007). A trouser buckle that could 

accommodate a 1” strap, a buckle frame that could accommodate a 1.63” strap, and a foraging or 

dress cap buckle also were recovered (Herskovitz 1978; McChristian 1986b). The foraging or 

dress cap buckle was in popular use from 1872 through 1895 (McChristian 1986b). The other 

two buckles could not be dated due to fragmentation and a lack of chronologically diagnostic 

features. Finally, a grommet measuring 0.64” in diameter and a snap cover from a poncho or tent 

were also collected from the quarters (ibid) [Table 5.35 summarizes these findings].  

 

Six non-military metal adornment items were also collected from the site [Table 5.36]. Two 

buttons including a domed brass button with an iron shank and plate (18.8 lignes) and the brass, 

waffle-patterned cover of a shanked coat button (35.2 lignes) were found in and near HB-211. 

Two belt parts – including a silver-plated bar buckle that could accommodate a 0.78” strap and a 

crimped belt tip – along with a shoe lace eyelet and an eye from a hook and eye closure were 

recovered. Civilian style adornments would have been worn by non-soldier family members who 

lived at the quarters. The women at the quarters may also have taken in additional mending from 

civilian employers or officers’ families as a way of supplementing their income.  

 

All ammunition recovered from the quarters – including fifteen cartridges and two bullets – was 

analyzed by senior thesis researcher, Jackson Huang (2016). All identifications were made using 

Barnes (2012). Cartridge casings and bullets from the quarters consistently date to the fort period 

and were used in a variety of shotguns, rifles, and revolvers [Table 5.37].  Fort records including 

ordinance surveys indicate that unspent munitions were regularly shipped back to San Antonio in 

an attempt to keep weaponry technology up to date (NA RG156; Wilkie et al. 2016b). While 

much of the ammunition may have been used in military issued firearms it is important to note 

that women may have themselves utilized firearms for hunting and protection. Additionally, as 

many cartridges were reusable, gun owners often collected casings after target practice to refill 

later. Thus, some casings may have fallen from clothing pockets during washing. One round or 

oval, grey metal powder flask cap with double prongs for the opening lever is similar but larger 

than one found at the nearby enlisted men’s barracks (Wilkie 2016b). The item was found in unit 

23 in the surface fill of HB-212’s southern interior. 
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Equestrian and transportation related equipment from the quarters included nine mule/horseshoe 

nails, three mule/horseshoe dubbing-off fragments, a mule shoe, and three wagon parts (Greene 

1986b; Herskovitz 1978) [Table 5.38]. The mule shoe had a well-worn toe suggesting that shoes 

were not changed until absolutely necessary, which may evidence cost savings by the military on 

the equipage of labor animals (Herskovitz 1978: 82-83). The equestrian items and wagon parts 

are probably related to the water wagon that was utilized on a daily basis. Visitors who passed by 

the quarters on the San Antonio / El Paso trail may also have left behind broken wagon parts and 

thrown horseshoe nails in the vicinity of the quarters; not to mention the fact the quarters may 

have been visited by the Cavalry troops while on horseback. 

 

Evidence of laundry work is apparent in the metal assemblage [Table 5.39]. Two bucket handles 

and three straight pins – two iron for mending and brass for starching – speak to laundry washing 

and tailoring work (Beaudry 2006). Brass straight pins were preferred for starching as they did 

not leave rust on garments when they got wet. However, the iron pins were less expensive, thus 

they were preferred for sewing and mending projects that did not involve the use of liquids. A 

hatchet used to chop firewood and spade collar may also have been used by laundresses in their 

laboring over fires used to boil laundry or by family members working around the quarters 

(Greene 1986b: 256-257, 262-265; Herskovitz 1978: 80).  

 

A few other metal small finds were recovered during fieldwork [Figure 5.23]. These included 

items such as the printing spacer found in HB-212’s yard space and paper brad from the 

northeastern trash scatter. The printing spacer, similar to one found in the enlisted married men’s 

quarters, was used to separate words on a printing press and likely found its way to the quarters 

forgotten in a pocket (Graffam 1992; Hodge 2013). A jaw harp was collected from the southern 

trash scatter. The iron frame remains though the brass tangs are missing. Small musical 

instruments like mouth harps and harmonicas were common possessions of frontier soldiers due 

to their small size which made them easy to transport (Herskovitz 1978: 76-78). A small brass 

photograph frame with embossed cloud shapes was recovered from HB-211’s southern interior 

ash context. Likely a part of a broken decoration, the frame likely housed a tintype, ambrotype, 

or daguerreotype, and would likely have been one of only a few photos owned by quarters’ 

residents (ibid 72-73). A U-shaped tobacco tag from the Drummond Tobacco Co. (founded in 

1877) that would have adorned a twist, brick or foil packet of tobacco was found in HB-222 

yard. A similar tobacco tag was found at Fort Concho (Cheek 1977: 88-89). Tobacco use may 

not have been an exclusively male activity, as women at the quarters may have partaken in 

dipping while performing their work. Finally, one piece of iron slag round out the metal 

assemblage. Slag is produced during blacksmithing and is a byproduct of high heating iron prior 

to casting. This piece likely made its way to the quarters in a pocket. 

 

Synthetics, Composites, Lithics, and Other Mineral Materials 

 

As discussed above, laboratory analysis for synthetic, composite, lithic, and other mineral 

materials was similar to those used to analyze the metal items recovered from the site. All 

materials were identified by material sub-type, manufacture, and form. Historic catalogues and 

reference guides were used to identify artifact forms (e.g. Greene1986b; Herskovitz 1978; 

Schroeder 1977; Sears, Roebuck and Co., 2013). For all of the materials, minimum number of 

items (MNIs) were determined using visual clues and cross-mending wherever possible. In 
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particular, lithics were identified by UC Berkeley PhD candidate and FODAAP staff member, 

David Hyde. All other identification was done by me. 

 

Eight items made from synthetic, composite, and other mineral materials were collected from the 

quarters [Table 5.40]. Four synthetic items made of rubberized plastics included rubberized 

canvas sheeting and combs. Three hard rubber dressing combs speak to a focus on the 

presentation of self [Figure 5.24]. As mentioned in Chapter 3, laundresses prior to 1878 may 

have been unmarried, thus it is possible that these items speak to courtship practices. Moreover, 

women employed as laundresses potentially knew of stereotypes that saw their children and 

themselves as being unkempt and dirty. Combs may be evidence of the inhabitants of the 

quarters attempting to combat this reputation. Alternatively, women may have chosen to style 

their hair based on their own personal tastes without concern for others expectations. Women 

conducting laundry work may also have wanted to comb their hair back while working over hot 

boiling water cauldrons in the summer heat or utilizing harsh laundering chemicals. Finally, the 

combs, with their close tooth positioning, could have been used to pick lice. Men moving back 

and forth from the barracks had a high potential to bring nits back to the quarters given regular 

bouts of infestation throughout the fort’s occupation (NA RG92). Remnants of a black 

rubberized canvas poncho (or possible tent) from HB-211’s southern interior contexts relate to 

the dilapidated structure and road cap (McChristian 1986b: 241).  

 

Two slate writing boards and a pencil with worn writing edge may evidence both soldier and 

children’s schooling at the fort. As Wilkie (2015; 2016) has discussed, the post schools were 

initially started for the enlisted men, though children attached to the post were also allowed to 

attend. A school exclusively for children was started by Mullins in 1879. Classes met every week 

day between 1pm and 3pm and were taught by Corpl. Joseph Boush of Company I of the 

Twenty-Fifth Infantry. Ten of the twenty children of enlisted soldiers on post and three civilian 

children attended class (NA RG393). Additionally, the local catholic priest taught a Sunday 

school for the Mexican children in the community. By 1883, Mattie Belle Anderson, whose 

brother contracted beef for the Army, set up a private school in the town; attendance was high 

with enrollment of seventy-five children on the first day (Anderson 1929: 443). While 

laundresses did not attend the school themselves, they did keep track of their own accounting 

(NA RG98). 

 

A paint palette consisting of blue wood backing with oil based red pigment was collected from 

the floor surface of unit 19 in HB-211’s southern interior [Figure 5.25]. Possibly evidence of 

leisure practices such as scenic painting, the red paint could also be a cosmetic such a rouge. 

Cosmetics were just coming into vogue during this period and were not commonly worn on a 

daily basis by most women. The surface of the paint shows either finger prints or dabbing marks 

from a paint brush, but it is difficult to determine exactly which purpose the pigment was used 

for.  

 

Ten stone tool artifacts were recovered from the quarters [Table 5.41]. Two palm size washing 

stones were found in the area of HB-211. One was a round orange metamorphic sandstone 

[Figure 5.26] and the other a grey and brown basalt. Washing stones would have been used to 

scrub laundry, and it is likely that particularly comfortable stones were curated by laundresses. 

Eight lithics were collected from the quarters. While the lithic tools and fragments are all 
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composed of chert stone, they are not the only knapped materials recovered from the site, as 

some worked glass tools were also collected (discussed further in Chapter 6). Knapped tools, like 

thumb nail scrappers and utilized flakes, may be evidence of either an American Indian presence 

at the quarters or military inhabitants having picked up knapping skills in their travels through 

areas near reservations during their military service. Lithics may have been used in food 

preparation, animal processing, or small cutting tasks, or they may have been kept as specimens 

by interested collectors (Smith 1994; Forsyth 1900; NA RG94) for further discussion of 

specimen collection by military troops in the American West). The nearby prehistoric site 

(FODA-08) to the northeast of the gully line surrounding the site may also have produced some 

of the lithics found around the quarters.  

 

Artifact Distributions by Site Area 

 

A brief analysis of artifact distributions by site area allows for a deeper understanding of the sites 

differential use. As Figure 5.27 shows, artifacts counts by material type (before MNI 

calculations) across the site are patterned in distinct ways. Consistently, glass is the most 

frequent artifact found, with the highest quantities of glass sherds found at the three trash scatter 

sites. Along the structure line the presence of building materials, charcoalized wood, and metal 

speaks to the architectural foot print of the buildings. The significantly lower rate of building 

material in the yard space of HB-222 and HB-223 is unsurprising, as I believe the main 

structures are deposited beneath the current road surface. HB-222 and HB-223’s joint yard space 

seems to have artifact distributions most similar to the patterns seen in the site over all, 

suggesting that yard spaces had materials that were deposited through regular use of the space 

and also potential trash deposition. The three trash scatters have significantly different 

depositional patterns than the structures with higher quantities of glass throughout and 

significantly less metal. This can be accounted for by the fact that significantly fewer nails were 

found in these deposits. Finally, based on artifact counts, the other activity areas have a footprint 

more like the trash scatters, which is unsurprising given their locations between the structures 

and the concentrated trash deposits.  

 

While artifact counts are useful in seeing overall depositional patterns across the site, a 

distribution of artifacts by functional type based on MNIs allows for more insight into 

differential uses of similar spaces [Table 5.42, Table 5.43]. Architectural materials have been left 

out of these calculations, and knapped glass sherds have been calculated into bottle MNIs so that 

their initial use as storage items is not discounted when accessing their use as knapped tools. As 

seen in Figure 5.28, patterns in deposition still are consistent by use area. While beverage storage 

items make up the highest quantity of items across the site, the high quantity in the southern trash 

scatter is significant, making up forty-nine percent of the overall assemblage. Additionally, this 

deposit has less variety of items than the other two trash deposits. Together this suggests that the 

space was used potentially as a community gathering location or that drinking was consistently 

more frequent in the households to the south of the site. Beverage storage in the other trash 

scatters occurs in quantities similarly seen along the structure line. Higher rates of discarded food 

and beverage service items in the trash scatters suggest the purposeful disposal of these items, 

perhaps when they broke. Making up thirty four percent of the eastern trash scatter’s assemblage, 

the presence of service items may speak more to a cleaning event or purging of these kinds of 
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materials at the quarters, perhaps in moving. These rates could also evidence the eastern trash 

scatter’s use by multiple households over time given its central location.  

 

The higher quantity of artifacts found in HB-211 than HB-212 is likely due to there simply being 

more units placed in its vicinity and also the fact that more intact interior deposits were found. In 

both structures, higher rates of furnishing items, clothing, tools (mainly straight pins), and 

knapped tools likely are due to these items falling between floor slats while in use or laundry 

work and tailoring occurring in these spaces. The presence of six knapped tools in HB-211 is 

particularly interesting and may evidence either specimen collection practices or the use of these 

items in daily labors. The most lighting items were also found at HB-211, supporting an 

interpretation that tailoring and fine-tooled labor may have been done in the houses. HB-222 and 

HB-223 yard space’s low artifact counts confirm that we missed the structures and also that 

refuse disposal was not occurring in high quantities in the back yards of the houses and that these 

spaces may have been swept clean. The higher percentage of cookware in this overall 

assemblage also may evidence outdoor cooking practices. The higher percentages of equestrian 

items across the structure line is likely due to the close proximity to the road and traffic passing 

by the quarters.  

 

While Figure 5.29 shows that the largest quantity of items came from the collective activity areas 

around the site, this is not surprising. Because all spaces outside of the three trash scatters and 

three structure areas are lumped together, MNIs are likely high because they were calculated by 

smaller sets of units based on location rather than as an entire entity. This was not an oversight as 

it is highly unlikely that parts of items found in these units cross-mend with those found in 

others. For instance, a bottle fragment recovered north of HB-211 is likely not from the same 

vessel as a sherd found in the southeastern gully. Moreover, because the activity areas sample 

such a large horizontal area, it is reasonable that a higher quantity of items was recovered than 

those found in small spaces. The activity areas’ assemblage acts as an averaging entity, existing 

between the structural spaces and those of the trash scatters. Thus, the most variety in materials 

is found in this assemblage. The items found within this assemblage do not vary greatly from 

those found at the midden site. In fact one third of the assemblage consists of beverage storage 

items, exactly the same percentage as the northeastern trash scatter.  

 

Chronology of Deposits 

 

Deciphering the chronology of deposits observed during excavation allows for a better 

attribution of materials with specific populations of people. Important temporal markers which 

correspond with the general demographics of the site include: 1867 when the fort was re-

occupied with Black regulars, 1880 when White troops returned to the fort; 1883 when 

laundresses stopped receiving rations, 1885 when the last Black troops left the post, and 1891 

when the fort closed. Also important are the construction dates of 1886 when the adobe 

laundresses’ quarters near the parade ground was demolished and 1910 to 1915 when the current 

San Antonio-to-El Paso Overland Trail was built up and Rainbow Bridge was put in to the south 

of the quarters. 

 

Items used to establish tight chronology at the site include military dress and equipage items, 

ammunition, glass bottle and ceramic technologies, metal can manufacture techniques, and 
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manufacture marks and labels (discussed in the section above). It is important to finish the 

discussion of deposits at the areas around the site with an overview of depositional chronology. 

Table 5.44 documents each area with strongly datable items and proposes a terminus post quem 

(TPQ) or the date after which each area was utilized.  

 

TPQ is used rather than mean dates – which take the average of artifact deposits – and terminus 

antes quem (TAQ)– the date before which each area was abandoned – because of the nature of 

the artifacts and the deflated deposits. While there is no documentary or photographic evidence 

against which to determine the abandonment date of the site, the popular use of most datable 

artifacts at the quarters extend to, and often beyond, the abandonment of the garrison in 1891. As 

discussed below, the site was likely abandoned before this date, thus a TAQ dating model offers 

less accuracy than the use of TPQs. Alternatively, using a mean dating method places deposits 

significantly later in the chronological timeline than expected, especially given the extended use 

of depositional areas across site occupation. Moreover, when considering artifact use dates, even 

if items are given date ranges corrected for the period of military occupation – for instance if the 

use of manganese in bottle de-colorizing is corrected from 1875-1915 to 1875-1891, the mean 

date ranges of these items still tend to fall in the mid-1880s. Thus occupation during the mid to 

late 1870s – when documentary evidence places the residents at the quarters – is inaccurately 

circumvented. Ultimately, TPQs tend to offer the most accurate dating models when compared 

with the known documentary evidence. 

 

While TPQ dates offer a starting point for site interpretation and attribution to certain groups of 

people, it is important to understand the dates in relation to the nature of each deposit. For 

instance, surface fill in structural interiors often has a mix of fort period and later materials. 

Areas of refuse disposal were used over multiple years and potentially were in use earlier than 

their latest manufactured artifact. Moreover, yard deposits were deflated due to erosion, so 

multiple depositional events related to various occupants at the site may be present in these units. 

 

Intact deposits from HB-211 and HB-212 suggest that occupation of the quarters began around 

1875, which fits with the earliest known photograph of the structures (HG-31 [see Figure 3.5]). 

However, a number of deposits outside of the structures and along HB-211’s porch line show 

that people may have been utilizing the site as early as 1873. Given the quarters’ location along 

the San Antonio-to-El Paso Overland Trail and Limpia Creek, it is likely that the space may have 

attracted visitors early in the fort’s second occupation and prior to the construction of a 

permanent quarters. The Paleo-Indian site (FODA-08) to the northeast of the gully line, may 

have held its own attraction for non-native visitors and brought specimen collectors to the site in 

this earlier period. 

 

As the majority of items recovered from across the quarters were manufactured during – and in 

popular use throughout – the late 1870s through the early 1880s, the majority of deposits can be 

linked to the period of Black troop occupation at the fort. In particular, six site areas, including 

HB-211, HB-212, HB-222 and HB-223’s collective yard space, and the three trash scatter 

deposits speak to domestic living and labor between the mid-1870s and early-1880s. While both 

HB-211 and HB-212 appear to have been occupied beginning in 1875, trash scatter 

concentrations show potential shifts in land use overtime. The northeastern midden has a TPQ of 

1882, though the three units that make up this deposit have a range of TPQs from 1876-1882. 
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For the eastern trash scatter, deposits had a collective TPQ of 1880. However, unit 22 along the 

western edge and located furthest up slope from the gully only dates to post-1875 given the 

presence of manganese decolorized bottle glass (Jones and Sullivan 1985; Lockhart 2006). Units 

20 and unit 21 at the center of the deposit and unit 51 at the bottom of the gully and along the 

northern edge of the deposit all have TPQs of 1880. For the southern trash scatter, the TPQ of 

1880 is based on a variety of beer bottles (dating of these vessels is discussed further below). 

While all of the trash scatter deposits date to at least the early 1880s, it is likely that as refuse 

accumulated in parts of each dumping area, site occupants moved outward from their initial 

dumping locations. Moreover, as the earliest deposits are located on the top of slopes, later 

materials may have washed down hill, suggesting that even the later dating deposits at the 

bottom of gullies and further from the structure line may have been in use earlier during site 

occupation. While the northeastern trash scatter dates to as early as 1876 and the eastern trash 

accumulation post-dates 1875, the later dating southern trash scatter (1880+) may speak to the 

later construction of HB-223 in the late 1870s. Thus, refuse likely was dumped in two locations 

behind the houseline early on, with the southern deposit added following construction of the 

fourth house. HB-222 and HB-223 collective yard space also dates to at least 1877 – based on a 

Drummond Tobacco Company tin tag – which corresponds well with the later dating southern 

trash deposit (Cheek 1977: 88-89).  

 

While U.S. Army laundresses stopped receiving official rations and quartering in 1883, 

occupation at the site may have continued beyond this point as enlisted married soldiers still 

could secure housing for their families. The last known photograph of the quarters dates to 1885, 

the same year Black enlisted soldiers left the site and only one year prior to the authorized 

demolition of an eight room adobe structure used by laundresses that was situated closer to the 

parade ground (NA RG92). It seems that following the removal of Black troops and their 

families from the post, residences previously occupied by Black soldiers and their families were 

commonly abandoned and demolished, likely because of their age or their association with non-

White occupants or some combination of the two. Wilkie (2016a) has suggested that the enlisted 

men’s barrack HB-22 fell into disrepair by 1885 though occasional occupation by troops is 

reported to have continued till 1888 (Greene 1986a: 150). Similarly, barracks HB-23 – originally 

built in 1867 but not roofed until 1877 – was converted into a canteen and library for White 

troops by 1887 (Greene 1986a: 141-150). Prior to 1883, complaints of overcrowding, muddy 

floors, and eroding walls at the barracks were oft ignored and funds were rarely allocated for 

improvements and repairs (ibid.). Enlisted soldiers even occupied tents around the parade ground 

throughout the 1870s and early 1880s because of housing shortages (ibid 59) However, 

beginning in 1883, after White enlisted troops had returned to the fort, three additional barracks 

were constructed – HB-25 and HB-26 in 1883 and HB-27 in 1885 – likely to keep Black and 

White troops housed separately and also to provide cleaner, roomier, and more up to date 

accommodations to newly arrived White enlisted soldiers (Greene 1986a: 146-149).  After 1885, 

housing was in surplus, with only the most desirable and well maintained barracks still in use. 

Similarly, the families of married enlisted soldiers had access to new quarters along the 

northwestern canyon line beginning in 1882, since older quarters including two to three 

“dilapidated adobe huts” or “hovels” east of the parade ground were deemed “the worst of the so 

called quarters”, described as unhealthy and dangerous by the post surgeon (NA RG92). By 

1889, six new structures were occupied by White enlisted troops’ families along the 

northwestern edge of the canyon (Greene 1986a: 247-248).  Given the racial segregation that 
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took place around the parade ground, it is likely that similar divisions occurred in housing areas 

utilized by enlisted soldiers’ families during periods when Black and White enlisted troops co-

occupied the post. Moreover, as most Black enlisted troops from the Tenth Cavalry were 

stationed at the post prior to the arrival of the White enlisted Infantry troops in 1881 and 1882, 

their families likely occupied the older structures around the fort.  

 

Given the history of newly constructed housing options being made available to White troops 

and their families by the mid- to late-1880s, it seems reasonable to suggest that decade old 

houses previously occupied by Black, Mexican, and Mixed-Race families may have held less 

appeal for newly arrive White fort inhabitants. While laundresses and Black enlisted soldiers’ 

families may have ceased official occupation of the quarters sometime between 1883 and 1885, 

the space likely continued to provide (at least temporary) refuge to members of the fort 

community until the closure of the garrison in 1891. Given the evidence currently available, it is 

impossible to know exactly when the structures began to fall into disrepair, yet depositional 

evidence – including the removal of the structural walls and burning of architectural materials 

sometime prior to the laying of the road cap – suggests that HB-211 and HB-212 went through a 

period of dilapidation sometime after 1885 and prior to 1910 when construction began for the 

current iteration of the San Antonio-to-El Paso Overland Trail which covers the buildings’ 

foundations today (Greene1986a: 391). Items such as a black Japaned fly button (1885+) 

recovered from the southeastern gully, a Fairmount Glass Company bottle (1889+) found on the 

edge of the eastern gully, and a hole-in-top iron can (1885+) found in the context of HB-212’s 

dilapidated structure, suggest that the site was visited into the late 1880s (McChristian 2007; 

Greene 1986b: 95; Toulouse 1971: 200; IMACS 2001; Light 2003). However, all items relating 

to the fort period of occupation that have TPQs dating to post-1885 were recovered from 

contexts that are not associated with domestic occupation – i.e. not the trash scatter 

accumulations and intact flooring deposits. When all evidence – documentary, artifacts, and 

depositional – is combined, an interpretation that the quarters likely fell into disrepair soon after 

1885 seems highly plausible, especially when one acknowledges that the site may have been 

utilized for more ephemeral purposes in the years that followed.  

 

Similarly, only three items post-dating fort occupation were recovered during excavations, a 

church-key opened can (1935+), a bottle crown cap closure (1892+), and an alcohol bottle with 

labeling introduced during prohibition (1932-1964) (Miller 2000). These three items were found 

both close to the road surface and in deposits of known erosion build-up, thus their presence does 

not invalidate the legitimacy of items which date to fort-occupation in these contexts. Instead, 

given the high amount of flooding at the site, it is likely that these three outlier items mixed with 

the top of fort period deposits during the construction of the twentieth century dirt road or drifted 

into the site as tourists and local residents went to visit the abandoned fort. Photographs from 

World War I show that the remains of the post were utilized by the U.S. Army for training 

purposes throughout the early twentieth century, despite the army’s relocation of area 

headquarters to nearby Marfa (Francell 2011: 79). Additionally, local histories speak to use of 

the buildings around the parade ground by local residents and tourists into the 1960s (see 

Francell 2011 for further discussion of the post’s use throughout the twentieth century), and 

FODAAP observed dumping of twentieth century construction materials along the western side 

of the San Antonio-to-El Paso Overland Trail which evidences the deposition of post-fort period 

materials across the FDNHS property and along highway 17 through the early- to mid- twentieth 
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century. It is actually quite remarkable given the high reuse of the property and its structures that 

the laundresses’ quarters remained so untouched and undisturbed throughout the twentieth and 

beginning of the twenty-first centuries. Given the high reuse of structures around the parade 

ground and preservation of fort period structures throughout the town Fort Davis, it is without 

question that the wooden and adobe structures of laundresses’ quarters not only fell into disrepair 

shortly after their abandonment, but were quickly and purposefully removed from the landscape 

and forgotten. Otherwise there should be significant evidence of later visitation at the site like 

there is around the parade ground. 

 

Conclusion 

 

In this chapter I identified artifacts recovered from the laundresses’ quarters. Items were given 

historical context and dated where possible. I discussed the basic functions of these materials 

within the context of the quarters, fort community, and larger military system where possible. I 

also discussed artifact distribution across the site, highlighted anomalies in the assemblages of 

certain site areas, such as the southern trash scatter and the structures of HB-211 and HB-212. 

Finally, I concluded the chapter with in depth discussion of site chronology. Artifactual evidence 

points to a site occupation period of around ten years or less between 1875/6 to 1885/6.  These 

dates correspond with the presence of Black enlisted troops at the site, suggesting the use of the 

quarters by women and families associated with these troops. In the next chapter, I discuss who 

specifically I think was living at the quarters and what daily life was like for these occupants. I 

also consider the material practices and performances of the site’s inhabitants within the larger 

socio-cultural context of the nineteenth century frontier community. 
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Chapter 6: Interpretations of Daily Life at the Laundresses’ Quarters 

 

 

Introduction 

 

As discussed in Chapters 1 and 3, the four structures north of the parade ground were not the 

only spaces in which laundresses were living at Fort Davis. Rather these residences appear to be 

associated with an anomalous community, something different from the norm. As I will show in 

this chapter, the individuals who lived at these quarters were generally high ranking members of 

the military community. The women who occupied these quarters do not appear to be 

conforming to stereotypical behaviors of frontier fort laundresses, and instead were engaged in a 

variety of practices and performances that directly conflict with contemporary assertions that 

laundresses were uncouth, dirty, and generally rough around the edges. Instead, these women’s 

practices and performance seem to be structured by nineteenth century ideals of true womanhood 

and respectability that shaped middle class domesticity. The men living in the homes were non-

commissioned officers (NCOs) or otherwise distinguished with special titles from the men of the 

enlisted troops. Their military status, in turn, within the social caste hierarchy of the post, 

positioned them at the top of the enlisted ranks and just below the White elite of officers’ row. 

They, too, appear to be behaving based on concepts of gentile manliness and respectability. 

Thus, the families who lived at the quarters seemingly positioned themeselves at the center of the 

post’s social hierarchy while also situating themselves as a group distinct from the larger 

community of laundresses and enlisted men.  

 

I begin with a discussion of the dominant ideologies that shaped American perceptions of race, 

class, and gender. I then address notions of Black respectability politics. I consider how 

class/rank and race intersected in the lives of inhabitants at the northern laundresses’ residences 

and altered what ideologies shaped their lives. With an introduction to who was evidence to be 

living in the quarters in 1880, I begin my interpretation of the lived experiences of the 

inhabitants of Fort Davis’ laundresses’ homes. I position the inhabitants as cultural brokers 

within the fort community – socially creative agents who maneuvered through different 

communities of the fort in ways that most benefitted their families and neighborhood 

community. The occupants of the laundresses’ quarters area navigated between different ideal 

modes of performance and positioned themselves to the momentary needs of each contextually 

specific situation. While my lines of interpretations of the material evidence sometimes seem to 

be in conflict or co-exist, I suggest that these instances of conflict or plural identification are 

tangible traces of queer moments.  

 

Dominant Ideologies in Late-Victorian America 

 

I begin my discussion with an overview of gendered-race-class value systems that shaped the 

American consciousness during the years of the neighborhood’s decade of occupation between 

1875/1876 to 1885/1886. However, I want to highlight that while these ideals certainly shaped 

the behaviors of American populations at large and influenced institutional policies, they were 

not the only ideologies that shaped families and communities, especially when considering how 

non-White and laboring populations understood and experienced the world around them. 
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However, it is important to contextually situate the neighborhood’s residents’ experiences within 

the larger social structures and dominant world views of the time period. 

 

Normative middle-class Victorian American society was defined by an obsession with order as a 

means of creating an illusion of class stability. Everyday life was structured around hegemonic 

ideologies of morality and rationality situated within a larger system of capitalist industrialism 

joined with Protestant Christianity (Adams 2009; Fitts 1999; Rotman 2001; Wall 1994). For the 

management classes, etiquette and rules of gentility were performances meant to mask not only 

the inequalities between the classes, but the precarious position from which the middle-classes 

dominated and exacted privilege. Managerial work took credit and benefitted for the labor of 

others, however, the rewards for this supervision were significantly higher than those for the 

initial labor (Adams 2009; Althusser 1971; Barton and Summerville 2016: 20). This in turn 

meant that from the level of the individual upwards to community and nation, persons were 

supposed to value and embody respectability, hard work, self-improvement, competitiveness, 

and moderation within all aspects of their lives. “An orderly individual led to an ordered world” 

(Barton and Summerville 2016: 33). Ultimately, the period of Reconstruction going into the 

Gilded Age saw these ideas of order shaping the way Americans thought about race – the 

subjective assertion of specific qualities based on the real and imagined observation of physical 

traits, class – the status or rank of a person or group based on socio-economic wealth, and gender  

– the culturally constructed meaning of behaviors subjectively associated with one’s perceived 

biological sex, which in turn fashioned the way persons living in the frontier understood 

themselves and the world around them (Pierce 2016). 

 

With scientific rationalism and new theories of evolution beginning to permeate popular 

consciousness, understandings of race shifted from monogenic theory – the belief that all races 

of people originate from one point of origin – to polygenic theory– the assertion that at least four 

races of people originated separately around the world (Camp 2013: 35-36; Pierce 2016: 13-20; 

Stocking 1991; Wade 2000). While both concepts of monogenesis and polygenesis worked to 

validate social hierarchies that placed White populations in positions of power, the reasoning 

behind both concepts was extremely different. In a monogenic model, one’s skin color and moral 

disposition was based on where in the world persons lived. Since all persons had originated from 

the same starting point, differences between global populations were explained through 

environmental conditions. Hot climates not only darkened peoples’ skin colors, but also were 

thought to result in inferior behaviors, namely laziness, ignorance, and depravity. On the other 

hand, colder climates led to light skin color and more admirable behaviors including a propensity 

towards hard-work, intelligence, and morality (Pierce 2016; Stocking 1991). Thus it was 

reasoned that Europeans were the top of the social pyramid, because Europe was the center of 

human origin, with those who lived farther from this center having fallen from the graces of 

Christian civilization. Moreover, a person’s dispositions could change, with those who entered 

hot climates degenerating from civilization and those who entered cold spaces transforming from 

heathen savage to assimilated Christians (Pierce 2016: 15-16). 

 

By the 1850s, a polygenic model had come into vogue amongst the new fields of ethnology, 

medical physiology, and evolutional biology (Camp 2013: 35-36; Pierce 2016: 17-20; Stocking 

1991; Wade 2000). With humans originating in four parts of the world – Europe, the Americas, 

Asia, and Africa– taxonomic differences in physical traits and character dispositions were thus 
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considered inherent and immutable. White, Christian Euro-Americans were seen as innately 

endowed with the same qualities defined in monogenetic models, qualities that could not be lost 

in a lifetime. Meanwhile, Native Americans, Asians, and Africans (from top down) were seen as 

occupying subordinate positions and embodying less desirable traits and characteristics (Pierce 

2016: 17-20; Stocking 1991). Therefore, racial purity became of great concern, with Mixed-Race 

populations either losing respectability (from White parentage) or gaining it (compared to their 

non-White parentage) (Jackson and Weidman 2004: 103). Additionally, while one was born with 

certain traits, (s)he could learn to act against her/his nature if taught to mimic and adopt the 

influences of moral Christianity and White civility. Thus, the respectability that came inherent 

with Whiteness was accessible to non-Whites, but it had to be learned and fostered through 

oversight and control (Pierce 2016: 17-20; Stocking 1991). 

 

Under a polygenetic model, White, Christian, Euro-American populations were no longer at risk 

of losing their superior characteristics by traveling to the inhospitable environs of the West. 

Rather, they were destined to bring their superior ways of life to other parts of the world. In turn, 

American imperialism became justified through the rhetoric of Manifest Destiny – the belief that 

God sanctioned White control of the North American continent as it was destined to become a 

Protestant Christian Holy Land (Horsman 1981; Painter 2010; Pierce 2016). A logic of scientific 

racism sustained the domination of dark skinned, non-Christian Native Americans, and even 

Mexican Catholics, as these inferior peoples would benefit from the civilizing influence of 

Protestant Christian Euro-American settlers who brought order to the wilds of the western 

territories. Both enslaved and free Black men and women were also seen as needing the 

paternalistic direction of White governance and oversight. However, those non-White individuals 

who had become properly institutionalized could also become tools for civilizing change (Pierce 

2016). Thus, the introduction of Black troops into the military was not seen as counter-intuitive. 

Rather, they represented those individuals in whom the qualities of morality and civility could be 

fostered. Additionally, military officials explicitly used Black men to staff posts in climates that 

might still be considered inhospitable to White soldiers, as an extra precaution to the character of 

the White race (Adams 2009; Leiker 2002). 

 

Ideologies of race, in turn, influenced (and were influenced by) ideologies of class within a 

Capitalist society. Technological advancements introduced during the age of industrialization led 

to the creation of the middle-class, located between the economic elite and the laboring or 

working classes. With this development, the notion of individualism became of great importance. 

Dominant capitalist beliefs asserted that hard-work and determination could improve one’s 

position in the world. However, since certain races were seen as being born with specific 

characteristic traits, middle-class (and especially elite) status was seen as significantly more 

difficult to achieve for non-White individuals. However, from the White perspective, 

assimilation offered non-White persons access to elevated class status (Frankenburg 1993; 

Roediger 2007; Middleton et al. 2016; for archaeological discussions see: Leone and Potter 

1999; Orser 2001; Shackle 1993).  

 

As argued by a number of archaeologists (e.g. Barton and Somerville 2016; Matthews 2010; 

Leone 2005; Leone and Potter 1999, Mullins 1999a, 1999b, 2001; Orser 2001), racism amongst 

the American population at large ultimately worked to mask the hegemonic power structures that 

oppressed marginalized persons within the capitalist model. Hard-work and diligence alone 
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could not correct for oppressive structures that shaped the daily lives of both non-Whites and the 

White working class. In truth, physical violence, institutionalized misogyny, and unequal access 

to the materials, spaces, and services that made a middle-class life style possible resulted in 

differential affordances for certain groups and peoples. Furthermore, capitalist notions of 

competition fostered inter-group racism between non-elite populations. Beliefs that the 

advancement of one group would lead to the demise of another worked to keep populations like 

the Irish, African-Americans, Mexicans, and Chinese immigrants in direct competition with one 

another rather than allowing for cross-cultural understanding and collaboration. While these 

points are valid, they should not be taken wholesale. There is danger in asserting that individuals 

and communities did not understand the larger oppressive power structures that shaped their 

lives, as this denies them agency in being able to consciously resist or persevere in the face of 

them or even simply to persist by ignoring them. Also, as I will show in this chapter, interactions 

between classed and ethno-racial groups actually were reasonably common at Fort Davis and 

collective identities across seemingly distinct lines allowed persons living on the frontier to adapt 

to the various conditions they mutually faced.  

 

Gender roles during the latter half of the nineteenth-century were highly prescribed and also 

entangled with notions of sexuality, citizenship, status, and race. Normative middle-class, Euro-

American masculine gender roles were highly patriarchal and dictated that men should be the 

household bread-winners and disciplinarians. The masculine realm extended into the public 

sphere, made up of the workplace and political arena. Men were expected to be intelligent, level 

headed, and decisive, qualities that made them successful in the capitalist marketplace. 

Education and literacy were key markers of middle-class masculinity, and as citizens men were 

expected to own property and participate in community and political debates through exercising 

their voting rights (Bederman 1995). Moreover, men performed the qualities of respectability 

and morality materially through control of their appearance, the leisure activities they engaged 

in, and also by policing the material performances of their workmen, wives, and children; a 

properly appointed home and well-behaving family reflected a man’s ability to assert control not 

only in public but also at home (Bederman 1995; Kimmel 2005, 2011; Rotman 2015; Wilkie 

2010).  

 

Traditional middle-class, Euro-American feminine gender performances of the late nineteenth 

century subscribed to notions of the Cults of Domesticity and True Womanhood, an ordered set 

of gender ideologies that dictated women’s role in the domestic sphere and proscribed women’s 

position as moral heads of household (Rotman 2001, 2006, 2009, 2015; Welter 1966). In this 

society, chaste virgins grew into Christian, citizen mothers, and femininity was very much in 

concert with notions of masculinity. In an industrialized, capitalistic society gentile women were 

seen as the female counterpart to the male manager, acting as domestic managers in their own 

realms. Women were expected to perform piety, domesticity, purity, and submissiveness through 

their daily lives as models to their families – particularly the children they were in charge of 

socializing – and the community at large. By disciplining their domestic charges’ behaviors 

through a series of materially-based performances and practices, women were considered the 

builders and shapers of the nation. Women learned what was and was not proper conduct not 

only through their interactions with family members, friends, and other women, but also through 

institutional teachings and policing by the Church and government. They also were privy to 

ideologies that were both explicitly and implicitly coded in entertainment mediums such as 
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theatrical performances and public speeches. For those who could read, popular media – such as 

catalogs, magazines, newspapers, and novels – and self-help books – like Catherine Beecher and 

Harriet Beecher Stowe’s “The American Woman's Home: Principles of Domestic Science” 

(1869) and Julia McNair Wright’s “The Complete Home: An Encyclopedia of Domestic Life and 

Affairs” (1881) – also provided direction. The ideas presented through these works reinforced 

normative ideologies, often by highlighting behaviors that would be deemed unacceptable, so 

often defining what a woman should not do to highlight the right course of behavior. Those who 

did not perform correctly, they warned, would suffer serious consequences like social 

ostracizing, physical ills, or even death (McDannell 1986; Rotman 2001, 2009, 2015; Welter 

1966; Wall 1994:4-9; Wilkie 2003). 

 

Black Racial Uplift and Employment in the U.S. Military 

 

With the end of the Civil War and resulting emancipation, the Black population of the U.S. faced 

new socio-economic opportunities and modes of self-determination. Military service in particular 

held appeal for those individuals who had grown-up during enslavement as it offered financial 

opportunity and a chance to escape the South, where violent attacks by Confederate leaning 

Whites were common and the tenant farming and domestic labor systems mirrored, and even at 

time were worse than, the conditions of the antebellum period (Billington and Hardaway 1998; 

Frankel 1999; Johnson 2002). Eighty-eighty percent of Black enlisted troops and eight-one 

percent of military laundresses at Fort Davis came from the south and border states suggesting 

that the opportunities of the service and movement westward loomed large in Black men and 

women’s decisions to join the service (Census 1870, 1880). For the first time for many of Fort 

Davis’ Black inhabitants, Reconstruction brought with it options to build a family, seek 

employment, and travel on one’s own terms. Even for men and women coming from free states, 

a decision towards military service offered Black individuals a chance to “push the boundaries of 

racialized norms and hierarchies” and “to create new forms of masculinity and femininity which 

were not dictated by the conditions of enslavement nor defined by White stereotypes” (Wilkie et 

al. 2016b: 15; Wilkie 2015). Though the populations of (south)western states came with their 

own prejudices and aggressions, the (mythologized) western frontier loomed large with 

opportunity in the minds of Black military employees. It was a space where one could become 

somebody, namely a free American citizen and a representative of the race. It also provided an 

opportunity for upward mobility offering a chance to gain the financial wealth necessary to break 

into the middle-class after service, but only with a good deal of pre-planning and diligent saving. 

 

The ideologies of the Black racial uplift movement - in which one was expected to embody an 

identity of respectability as a means to advancement for both oneself and the reputation of the 

Black community at large – seem to have greatly affected the practices and performances of Fort 

Davis’ military-employed working-class men and women (Higginbotham 1993: 186-188). 

Respectability (in part) depended on the legibility of a Black person’s performance to the outside 

onlooker, thus much of the respectable behaviors were defined around the normative ideals of 

the White, gentile society. However, respectable behavior was not rooted in simple mimicry or 

socio-material aspirations of Whiteness or even middle-class consumption practices; rather, 

respectability went farther, working to challenge the racist barriers that structured Black lives by 

asserting equality through the acquisition and maintenance of social status, of which material 

capital was only a contributing factor. “Social ‘respectability’ was a complex blend of public 
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behaviors, family lineage, community connections, and genuine material wealth” (Mullins et al. 

2011: 145). A set of values aimed at combating the racist stereotypes of hyper-sexuality, 

ignorance, laziness, and poor parenting made up the core tenants of the movement: discipline, 

self-reliance, and care-taking. In short, Black respectability was performed (at least in part) “as 

an act of both accommodation and resistance to the larger, class based society” (Brandon 2004: 

200). 

 

Black men and women stationed at Fort Davis would have been well aware of popular figures of 

the Black uplift movement like abolitionist, Frederick Douglass, a proponent of Black military 

service. He famously stated, “once let the Black man upon his person the brass letters, U.S., let 

him get an eagle on his button, and musket on his shoulder and bullets in his pocket, and there is 

no power on earth which can deny that he has earned the right to citizenship in the United States” 

(Douglass 1863: 852). To Douglass, manhood, freedom, and equality were interlinked, and 

militarized conflict was seen as “less the amoral use of brute force than the controlled application 

of power to achieve a just objective” (Cullen 1999: 493). In 1882, he “urged every man who 

could enlist; to get… the star-spangled banner over his head” (Douglass 1882: 414). For women, 

role models included novelists, like Frances Ellen Watkins Harper, whose works focused on the 

importance of building Black families and keeping them together after enslavement and also 

women’s roles in organizing the Black community (Dagbovie 2004). These notions of 

maintaining family structure likely contributed to some women following their partners 

westward. However, women’s motivations to work for the army were likely just as complicated 

as those of the male soldiers.  

 

After the Civil War, gendered identities of Black masculinity and femininity were redefined 

around notions of propriety, community wellbeing, citizenship, morality, and family bonds. 

Black men and women saw freedom and equality as key fundamental rights long before 

emancipation, and these concepts only continued to shape the values that permeated normalized 

ideals such as autonomy, self-respect, and hard-work (Bethel 1997; Collins 2000; Frankel 1999; 

Higginbothom 1993; Hunter 1997; Jones 1985). Efforts to improve one’s personal status and also 

the reputation and integrity of the African-American community at large drove ideas about 

responsibility and collective agency.  

 

Gender roles in the Black community differed from those of the White middle-class as the 

realities of socio-economic factors, namely lower salaries and limited job opportunities for Black 

men, normally demanded both men and women to participate in the labor force. This is turn 

challenged the patriarchal divides that separate men and women in White, middle-class 

communities (Hooks 2004; Frankel 1999). In Black and Mixed-Race communities, notions of 

gender equality were normalized as “both genders had to work equally for racial up lift” and 

autonomous freedom was lauded as a right for both genders (Hooks 2004: 6). However, the 

“benevolent” patriarchy that dominated White society still played a role in men’s gender roles in 

the home (ibid. 4).  As voting citizens, male heads of household were seen as the family’s “legal 

representatives and protector,” meaning they took on the voice of the family in the White 

controlled civic realm (Frankel 1999: 127). Black men were required to handle all legal 

documentation for their families, including women’s work contracts, a factor that in turn made 

them responsible for the woman’s delivery of services and held them accountable for any 

discrepancies in a woman’s behavior. While some Black men in turn asserted authority over 
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family wages and spending, this was not necessarily a universal practice (ibid.127-128). 

Oftentimes, a more equitable arrangement was agreed upon. Within the home, respectability 

politics dictated that Black fatherhood meant having an active role in children’s lives, a position 

often denied during enslavement. Education and the teaching of civic values, often through 

emulation, was as much a role of Black fathers as it was for mothers (ibid. 136).  

 

In the public realm, especially within a military context, Black men’s behaviors were often 

dictated around the realization that a non-Black public was watching and that their behaviors 

could affect “the colored people of the whole country” (Mullins 1870, quoted in Schubert 

2003:86). “Black soldiers recognized the importance of the mythic [frontier] space they occupied 

and the role they had to play as representatives of Black citizenry” (Wilkie In Press: 12). The 

perceived opportunity of military service on the frontier was an occasion for public recognition 

of a Black masculinity rooted in citizenship and respectability that specifically combatted 

associations of Black men with slavery, laziness, hyper-sexuality and animalistic aggression. As 

such, Black soldiers tried to demonstrate similar behaviors as those of the educated, gentile 

classes. Performance of an ideal respectable Black masculinity was rooted in notions of 

cleanliness, education, employment, and civil service (Bulger 2013; Hooks 2004; Poulson-

Bryant 2005; Quinn 2015; Richardson 2007; Wilkie In Press). The physical aggression cultivated 

in the military was tempered through self-control and framed as a form of self-reliance (Hooks 

2004). Assertions of autonomy and the ability to organize the larger Black community 

challenged the assumed necessity of unwanted White paternalism. However, the hierarchical 

organization of the military dictated a decorum of reverence and respect for (normally White) 

superior officers (Adams 2009). Thus, soldiers were forced to navigate between their own ideals 

of respectable independence and the White-controlled military’s cultivation of obedience 

amongst enlisted troops.  

 

While aspects of true womanhood and domesticity were aspects of ideal Black femininity, they 

were not necessarily motivated by the economic shifts that drove the new capitalistic industrial 

workforce (Davis 1983). Rather, respectability loomed large. Within the home women took on 

roles not just as family care-takers, teachers, and domestic managers, but also regularly took on 

labor roles that contributed to the family income (Collins 2000; Frankel 1999; Hunter 1997; 

Jones 1985; Wilkie 2003). The selection of labor that kept women inside their own homes was 

preferable, as they could perform childcare and multi-task as necessary. This worked to combat 

stereotypes of the bad Black mother who left their children unattended. Home-based labor also 

physically protected women from race-based violence and sexual aggression from White men 

and soldiers alike. Moreover as discussed in Chapter 3, laundry work and similar jobs gave 

women the freedom from oversight and a sense of autonomy. Women could decide who they 

worked for and when, and asserted this freedom regularly. Black womanhood valued self-

reliance and hard-work. Marriage usually did not end a Black woman’s time in the work force as 

it did for many middle-class White women, rather women continued to seek domestic labor jobs, 

even when deemed not fully necessary (Hunter 1997; Jones 1985). One never knew what 

troubles waited around the corner, especially since Black male incomes were in no way 

guaranteed given the prejudices of the time and the physical dangers of soldiering. Women with 

laundry jobs could take on the role of bread winner when necessary by taking in more wash or 

contracting in alternative methods of labor. However, the White, middle-class ideal of patriarchal 

family life based in financial stability – where women could stay at home without working –still 
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seemed to be a hopeful goal for many Black women, it just was not a requisite for a respectable 

life style.  

 

Personal responsibility to one’s community, or “socially responsible individualism,” was also a 

key aspect of Black womanhood (Shaw 1996:7). While most Black women’s civic institutions, 

charitable church groups, and labor unions became much more popular at the turn of the 

twentieth century, a sense of communal duty was ever present through Black women’s daily 

practice (Hunter 1997; for a discussion of twentieth century organizations see Carby 1987; 

Higginbotham 1993; Taylor 2000). For the women in the military service this meant providing a 

sense of family life to the soldiers in the service and bridging social divides in the larger fort 

community. Women, as equally contributing representatives in Black familial relationships, were 

responsible in part for the reputation of the Black military community and the soldiers’ 

masculine standing. Thus, the militarized (mythologized) frontier offered the same opportunities 

for women as it did for men; Black women, particularly those in partnered relationships, could 

redefine external perceptions of Black femininity through their performance of respectability, 

responsibility, and independent freedom. 

 

Putting Faces on the Quarters’ Inhabitants 

 

While a number of families may have occupied the quarters throughout the decade between 1875 

and 1885, I believe it is possible to more accurately narrow down the occupants. The most 

complete documentary evidence from this occupation period is the 1880 census. As I suggested 

in Chapter 3, photographs from the period show four structures at the site, meaning four families 

lived at the quarters in 1880. Additionally, a reading of the census further reveals evidence about 

who may have been living at the quarters. Given that there was a spatial aspect to how 

enumerators moved across the spaces they were recording, it clear that groupings of laundresses’ 

quarters were situated at various locations around the garrison. Seven of the households listing 

U.S. laundresses appear in order earlier on the census. All but one of the households consist 

solely of women and their children. The seventh is occupied by a U.S. soldier and his U.S. 

laundress wife. Three enlisted married men’s quarters were built by 1880, and these were 

positioned to the east of the barracks (Greene 1986a). Yet, there was an eight room adobe 

structure closer to the parade that was known to house laundresses by 1883 (ibid.). The seven 

U.S. laundress families listed together on the census thus seem the most likely occupants of that 

structure, leaving five other U.S. laundress families. Of those five households, four are listed 

together, and one is listed separately. Thus the four households listed together are most likely 

occupants of the four structures of the laundresses’ quarters positioned north of the main parade 

ground.  

 

The 1880 inhabitants were most likely four official U.S. laundresses– Melvinia West, Mary 

Helm, Maggie Johnson and Polly Lee – with their enlisted soldier husbands – NCOs Henry 

West, Benjamin Helm, and Daniel Johnson, and Trumpeter, David Lee– and their children. All 

of these individuals are also listed as Black on the census (1880 Census). As enlisted soldiers had 

to receive permission from their commanding officers to not only marry but to live in quarters 

outside of the barracks, NCO’s, with their high rank, are the most likely individuals to have 

gained these privileges. Additionally, the four soldiers were all members of the Tenth Cavalry 
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Company K, thus they would have known each other well and likely chose to co-habitat near one 

another (Muster Rolls10
th

 Cavalry).  

 

Additionally, local lore regularly states that a “Chinese Laundry” was present at the post. Even 

Greene (1986a) references this story in his description of the historic structures and evidences an 

1890 architectural plan for a “Chinese Laundry;” it is unknown whether this structure was ever 

built and it was never located in archaeological surveys of FDNHS (ibid.). While there may have 

been a Chinese-style laundry operation in 1890 or even Chinese persons operating a laundry in 

1890 [note: the1890 census records were destroyed in a fire so it is impossible to check if 

Chinese immigrants were living at the post at that time], no evidence of such a structure exists on 

the 1880 census or in photos of the fort prior to 1885. I would rather suggest that the family of 

David and Polly Lee, because of their last name, had been mislabeled as Chinese in local folk 

history. Moreover, the story of a Chinese laundry has probably has been conflated with the 

memory of an infamous Chinese cook who used rice in a peach pie for the Griersons (Wooster 

1990). Chinese stoneware food storage containers were recovered from a 2009 trenching project 

at FDNHS, thus supporting the possible connection to Chinese servants living on officers’ row 

(Wilkie 2016b).  

 

All four families on the 1880 census arrived at the fort in February 1878 and stayed between 

three to seven years (discussed further below)(Muster 10
th

 Cavalry). Given that the 

archaeological evidence suggests that the area was used as a residential area as early as 1875, it 

is important to consider who the first occupants of the households may have been. Given the 

movement of troops in and out of the post, I suspect that family members of the Twenty-Fifth 

Infantry Company A likely occupied the quarters just prior to the arrival of the four families 

listed on the 1880 census. I believe this for several reasons. First, given their arrival at the fort in 

1876 and departure in 1878, Company A of the Twenty-Fifth Infantry would have occupied the 

site for just the right amount of time for the quarters to be vacant by 1878. Companies I of the 

Twenty-Fifth Infantry and H of the Tenth Cavalry arrived in 1875, but they were stationed at 

Fort Davis through the 1880s, thus it is unlikely they would have given up their homes to new 

arrivals in 1878 (Muster 25
th

 Infantry; Muster 10
th

 Cavalry). The influx of troops in 1875 and 

1876 likely resulted in crowding, especially for the families associated with these troops, thus the 

construction of the first three structures. I suspect Company A of the Twenty-Fifth pushed the 

need for housing at the fort to a tipping point, thus the 1876 photo of the newly constructed 

quarters. Company H of the Twenty-Fifth Infantry was also stationed at the fort during this early 

occupation period, but they had been there since 1872 (Muster 25
th

 Infantry). By 1875/1876 

these troops and their families were likely established in their homes, and therefore not requiring 

new quarters to be built. Despite my best efforts, I have been unable to locate records for official 

U.S. laundresses or enlisted married men’s families living in the 1876 garrison. This is in part 

due to the fact that the 1876 muster rolls show that all but two members of Company A of the 

Twenty-Fifth Infantry had enlisted prior to 1875; their enlistment contracts had run out by 1880. 

The two individuals who had enlisted post 1875 have indistinct names which makes finding them 

in census records extremely difficult (ibid). As part of the future of this project, I hope to secure 

funds for further archival research that may help locate more complete records of the fort’s non-

soldier occupants in non-census years. 
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Documentary information about the Helms, Johnsons, Wests, and Lees is varied, though there is 

consistently more information available about each of the men than there is for their wives, a 

consequence, of course, of their service in the military. Additionally, men are more visible in the 

archival records of the nineteenth century since women’s names often changed following 

marriage. In addition, in some states, women were prohibited from owning individual property. 

Even had members of these families been born freedmen, documentary records of births and 

marriages are notoriously scant for all Southern antebellum contexts except for the most wealthy 

of persons. Muster rolls show Helm was a First Sergeant, Daniel Johnson is listed as a Sergeant 

“in charge of company property,” Henry West was a Sergeant “in charge Q. M. corral” and 

David Lee was a Company Trumpeter (Muster Rolls10
th

 Cavalry). Aside from the census, no roll 

calls from Fort Davis have been found that mention the four women. In fact, the only women 

who do show up with any regularity in fort documents are those who served in the post hospital 

as matrons. 

 

Mary Helm was born in North Carolina in 1847 (Census 1880). Benjamin Helm was born in 

Kentucky sometime between 1844 and 1845 (NA RG94; Census 1880). Benjamin served in the 

military during the Civil War in the F and S Companies of the Sixth Regiment of the U.S. 

Colored Cavalry and ranked out as a Sergeant Major (NPS 2007). He worked as a barber and 

then reenlisted in 1867 when he joined the Tenth Cavalry, Company B (NA RG94; NA RG391). 

He transferred to Company H in 1868 where he is listed as a Sergeant. In 1873, he reenlisted into 

Company K at Fort Sill and is listed at the rank of Private; by 1874, he was listed again as a 

Sergeant. (ibid.). Finally, he reenlisted for a fourth time in 1877. He died of “inflammation of the 

lungs” in Fort Davis’ hospital on January 6, 1882 at the age of 37 (Muster Rolls10
th

 Cavalry). He 

was originally buried with military honors in the post cemetery, but his remains have since been 

relocated to the San Antonio National Cemetery in section 1 plot number 1561 (NA RG393; 

FDNHS Long Files ‘Post Cemetery’). There is no information about what happened to his wife, 

Mary, at this point.  

 

Margaret “Maggie” Payne Johnson was born in 1857 in Virginia and Daniel Johnson was born in 

1852 in Washington D.C. (Census 1880). Quite a bit of information about the Johnsons is 

available from pension records (Pension Johnson). Daniel served as a drummer boy during the 

Civil War, and then went on to serve five official tours of duty between 1867 and 1898. For his 

first two enlistments in 1867 and 1873, he was listed as single. At the time of his third enlistment 

in 1878 there is no notation, and by his 4
th

 enlistment in 1888, he was reported as married. I have 

not been able to find Daniel Johnson or Maggie Payne on the 1870 census to confirm if they 

were living together during the period before 1880. In her affidavit, Maggie states that she and 

Daniel married on October 2, 1869 at Fort Camp Supply, Texas by Lt. McKay and that she lived 

“continuously” with Daniel until March 1885 when “the question of the legality of the former 

marriage arose.” They were married again in Fort Davis, Presidio County, on March 31, 1885 by 

J. B. Martin. On the 1880 census three children are listed in the Johnson household. Their oldest 

son, age eight, was born in Indian Territory. Their six-year-old daughter Carry, and one-year-old 

son, Dan, were both born in Texas (Census 1880). In 1885, they also had a son Harry (Census 

1900). In 1877, Daniel suffered a gunshot wound to his right leg. Throughout his military career 

in the 1880s he was treated for a dislocated left thumb from a horse kick, tonsillitis, 

conjunctivitis, malarial fever, a sprain of the wrist while intoxicated, and muscular rheumatism in 

the left thigh. In 1892, Maggie Payne Johnson and Daniel Johnson witnessed the marriage of 
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their daughter Cora (probably Carry) marry a man at Fort Custer, Oklahoma (DCCC 1892). Her 

race was listed as Mulatto. Daniel left the service in 1898 when his last contract expired. He was 

stationed in Florida at the time, and he decided not to renew his contract when he “learned that 

his troop (K, 10
th

 Cav.) would not be sent to Cuba” for the Spanish-American War (Pension 

Johnson). No information about Maggie’s employment during Daniel’s service years was 

provided in the pension file.  

 

After leaving Florida, Maggie and Daniel moved to Great Falls, Montana, and by 1900, they had 

purchased a house at 1814 6
th

 Avenue North in a White neighborhood. In fact, Maggie, Daniel, 

and their seven children were all listed as White on that years’ census. The home was owned 

“free,” meaning they bought it out right (Census 1900). The family then lived at 700 3
rd

 Street, in 

Havre, Montana, The second home was also in a White neighborhood, and the home was owned 

‘free.’ They were listed as still living at the same property in 1920. By 1910 and in 1920, the 

family was all listed as Black, and they were the only non-White family living on their street 

(Census 1910b, 1920). In 1900, Daniel was listed as a day laborer, but had been out of work for 

nine months. Maggie had no job listed. By 1910, Daniel was working for wages as a Janitor at a 

security bank building; Maggie still had no job listed (Census 1910b). In 1920, both Maggie and 

Daniel have no job listed (Census 1920).  

 

In 1900, Maggie was listed as having had eleven children, of which eight had survived (Census 

1900). Dan, who was one year old in 1880, is not listed (Census 1880, 1900). In 1900, 

Carrie/Carry/Cora was back living with her family and working as a dress maker; Arthur was 

working as a day labor like his father. Both adult children are listed as single. Other children 

include Harry, Theodore, Alford A., Berdella E., and Louise P.; all but Henry were born in 

Montana. By 1910, only seven of Maggie’s children are listed still alive, with three still living in 

the home, including Arthur, Berdella, and Robert. Arthur was working as a laborer (Census 

1910b). At least four of the children attended school between 1900 and 1910 (Census 1900, 

1910). In 1920, Arthur and Berdella remain at home, with Berdella working for a private family 

(Census 1920). In 1910 and 1920 the family took in Black female child boarders, ages six and 

two and four months, potentially a form of community welfare or foster care (Census 1910b, 

1920). Maggie and Daniel were married a total of fifty-eight years by the time of his death on 

Sept. 20, 1927 in Montana. Maggie applied for a widow’s pension in Daniel Johnson’s name on 

December 27, 1927. Maggie received a pension of $30 until the time of her death in 1938 

(Pension Johnson.).  

 

Melvinia West was born in 1851 in Indian Territory. I found extensive pension records for 

Henry, who also went by the aliases Monroe Grant, Risky, and Monroe Johnson (Pension West). 

Henry was born into enslavement at Spottsylvania, Stafford County, Virginia on a plantation 

owned by James Monroe Talioferro. Henry reported, “I found out my age in 1869, when I first 

learned to write. I wrote my old master, and he replied and sent me his picture, and said I was 

born October 19, 1847.” He served as drummer boy in the first U.S. heavy artillery (Colored) 

during the Civil War, at which time he enlisted as Henry West. The confusion over Henry’s two 

names is explained in the record as follows, “‘Monroe’ was taken from my master’s name. His 

negroes were called ‘Monroe’ negros because there were so many Talioferros around there.” The 

‘Grant’ of ‘Monroe Grant’ came from during the Civil War he “waited on Capt. Robinson. The 

soldiers [of the Sixteenth Pennsylvania Infantry] first called me ‘General’ and afterward ‘General 
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Grant’. But I said I was a Monroe negro so I was called Monroe Grant.” Henry further clarified, 

“[Talioferro] always called me Monroe but the colored folks called me Henry,” because Henry’s 

mother’s “first man was called Jack West… another man of hers was Henry… Henry was called 

Henry West among the colored folk. He was said to be my father.” When Henry reenlisted in 

1867 into Company D of the Tenth Cavalry, he gave his name as Henry West. In 1873, he 

reenlisted at Fort Sill into Company K of the Tenth Cavalry. He then reenlisted into the same 

troop while at Fort Davis in 1878 and stayed through 1881. Sometime during his service he was 

“shot through the throat by a fellow named Colburt of Troop K” and may have also been shot in 

the side. Henry “was made 1
st
 Sgt” starting April 1, 1881. However before that point, he deserted 

(Muster Rolls 10
th

 Cavalry). Henry explained, “I did not serve five years and was not discharged. 

I quit on account of dissatisfaction over the matter of having a common-law wife” – likely 

Melvinia (ibid; Pension West). The two never legally married. It is likely at this point that Henry 

started using the other two alternative names – Risky and Monroe Johnson. West went on to 

marry Laura Davis in 1884 and lived in Colorado by 1892. The two divorced in 1904. In 1902 he 

married Leathy Campbell. Despite his desertion, West received a pension of $14.50 until his 

death on November 20, 1925. He claimed that he lost his discharge papers in a flood (ibid). 

 

Finally, there is no other clear documentary evidence relating to David and Polly Lee aside from 

that available on the 1880 census and in muster rolls. Polly was born in 1845 in Indian Territory 

and David was born in 1853 in North Carolina. In 1880, David and Polly Lee were listed as 

living with a niece and nephew – Dora (age five) and Willie Richard (age four). Both children 

were born in Texas (Census 1880). It is not clear who the Richard children’s parents were. David 

Lee was discharged while at Camp Rice near Fort Hancock on August 31, 1882. His character 

was listed as “excellent” and he collected $493.67 at the time of his discharge (Muster Rolls 10
th

 

Cavalry). Little else is known about Polly; she likely was still at Fort Davis at the time of 

David’s discharge as the 10
th

 was still officially stationed at Fort Davis. 

 

While I have been able to piece together the histories of eight of the adult residents at the 

quarters, I cannot assume that their documented stories are sufficient in understanding what the 

many tenants and visitors who moved through the quarters experienced over the span of at least a 

decade. However, the records relating to the quarters’ 1880 residents give me something to start 

with when interpreting how the material culture of the quarters played a role in the performance 

and practices of past residents and passers-through. The Johnsons would have occupied the site 

the longest, a span of seven years and three months – nearly the entire span of occupation. The 

Lees were there for four and a half years and the Helms were there for three years and eleven 

months. The Wests lived at the quarters for three years and three months. Both Melvinia West 

and Mary Helm may have stayed at the quarters after the departure of their male partners. I also 

think an interpretation that the houses used by the Wests, Helms, and Lees may have been 

abandoned after their use is valid. TPQs for the structures are generally lower than the trash 

deposits and only dilapidated structure deposits and eastern and southeastern gully areas’ 

assemblages post-date 1883. Thus, the dates of the larger site assemblage fit within this early 

partial abandonment theory. While the Johnsons may have remained at the quarters until their 

departure in 1885, the site’s use seems to diminish closer to the 1881 and 1882 departures of the 

other three families. The site’s decade long occupation may be significantly less intensive than 

previously thought. Finally, based on the listing on the census, if the enumerator went in order, I 

either excavated the interior of houses (HB-211 and HB-212) associated with the Helms and 
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Wests or the Lees and Johnsons. I am inclined to suggest that HB-211 was actually associated 

with the Helms and HB-212 with the Wests because of the folklore association of the 

southernmost structure (HB-223) with the Lees. 

 

Aspiring Middle-Class 

 

I feel it is important to situate the families at the quarters within the economic and social 

hierarchies of the fort community. How did the jobs of U.S. laundresses and NCOs contribute to 

the materials that families received from rations, bought, and utilized? By answering this 

question, I am able to consider not only how the inhabitants may have conceptualized their own 

roles in the fort community but also how enlisted soldiers, civilians, and officers and their 

families may have positioned them on the social ladder and in turn related to them. Further, by 

contextualizing the quarters’ families within larger capitalist and militarized social structures, it 

is possible to see how various aspects of the inhabitants’ identities intersected, thus allowing 

insight into what kinds of social ideologies and oppressive power dynamics may have structured 

their lives.  

 

As touched on in Chapter 3, laundresses occupied an economic position above that of the 

enlisted soldier at the rank of Private, making $16-$37.50 or more per month compared to $13 

for a Private. Both groups also received housing, rations, and transport. However, while soldiers 

had to pay for much of their military lives, including their uniforms and laundry services, 

laundresses received rations of coal, firewood and soap for their work and likely used these to 

also do their own laundry. Additionally, households with members of the laundress population 

were not often single salaried. In 1870, the enumerator of the census has lightly circled groups of 

laundresses, perhaps identifying households within the larger garrison [Figure 6.1]. Anywhere 

from two to four women were living together, and often laundresses were mothers and daughters 

or sisters, suggesting that resources within the household were shared or purchased collectively. 

Thus, when incomes for the joint laundresses’ households are calculated, washer women may 

have been bringing in anywhere between $32-$150 per month per household of two to four 

women. Ultimately, the 1870 calculations show that laundress households could have been 

surviving on anywhere from $16-$150 per month, a calculation which is wildly variant, and 

difficult to say much about aside from giving us a (most likely inaccurately) high average of $83 

per month. In short, laundresses in 1870 may have been barely scraping by, or they may have 

been some of the wealthiest non-White households on the garrison. 

 

In 1880, all official U.S. laundresses working at the fort were married, also suggesting at least 

two incomes per household. While we cannot know if married partners were pooling incomes in 

six of the twelve households, at least half likely were. Of these, we do not know the rank of two 

of the husbands; conservatively we can calculate household incomes using the Privates’ salary, 

resulting in a collective monthly income of $29-$50.50. For the four households of Helm, 

Johnson, West, and Lee, we do know the husbands’ ranks, thus allowing for more accurate 

estimates. NCO monthly pay rates (FDNHS Long Files, ‘Pay Regulations 1881’) were $17 for a 

Sergeant and $22 for a First Sergeant resulting in a pay increase of $4 to $9 from the $13 rate of 

a Private. Trumpeters were also paid the $13 base-rate. Longevity pay was awarded to those who 

reenlisted after their first term of service, something Helm, Johnson, and West were each 

receiving to a rate of $2 per month for five years, while Lee was receiving an additional $3 per 
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month for ten years continual service. Additionally, after three years of enlistment, a soldier’s 

salary was increased by $1 per month to be retained until honorably discharged, thus Lee, who 

reenlisted in 1870, was thus eligible for this pay.  The other three men were not yet eligible for 

this pay increase as they had reenlisted in 1878. Monthly salaries for the four men therefore are 

calculated at rates of $24 for Helm, $19 for West and Johnson, $16 for Lee (with $1 additionally 

saved each month of service) (Muster Rolls10
th

 Cavalry). When joint household monthly 

incomes are estimated the Helms had an income of $40-$61.50, the Wests and Johnsons both 

earned $35-$56.50, and the Lees were making $32-$53.50 (plus an additional $12 per annum).  

 

The average of incomes of the Helm, West, Johnson, and Lee families was $46.25 per month, 

thus they were likely to be some of the best-off households amongst the non-White community 

(with the exception of 2
nd

 Lt. Henry O. Flipper). However, when compared to the monthly 

income of the lowest-ranking commissioned officers – $116 for a Second-Lieutenant, $125 for a 

First-Lieutenant, $150 for a Captain – it is clear that these families still made significantly less 

than their White superiors. This is especially clear when one considers the monthly salaries of 

the highest ranking commanding officers: $208 for a Major, $250 for a Lieutenant Colonel, and 

$291 for a Colonel (FDNHS Long Files, ‘Pay Regulations 1881’). However, at that time ninety 

percent of American civilians made less than $1,200 per annum, thus the officers’ incomes of at 

least $1400 per annum placed them amongst the most elite status in the nation as whole (Adams 

2009: 23). Comparatively, the Helms were making an annual salary of up to $738 per annum.  

 

These numbers raise the question, where did these families’ incomes place them on the socio-

economic scale within the larger fort community? While income alone gives hints of the 

families’ economic status, the military rank of soldiers in these households also would have 

played into the community’s perceptions of where the quarters’ inhabitants were positioned in 

the social hierarchy. NCOs ranked as the highest of the enlisted troops, a status reserved for 

career soldiers and often described as being awarded to the “best” and most “meritorious”  of the 

men (Banning 1876). Even within the ranks of NCOs, Johnson and West, two Civil War 

veterans, would have been considered as having especially high status; plus they were career 

military men by 1880, having each served at least fifteen years in the service. All three men also 

saw no reduction in status during their time at Fort Davis. The same cannot be said for other 

NCOs who lost rank for very minor transgressions of decorum (Wooster 1990: 284). In turn 

these men attracted “honest” wives, who concurrently would have occupied a social status above 

that of civil woman or women not yet married (ibid). These families were the leaders of the 

Black community, at a social and economic position that was worth aspiring to. Alternatively, 

though, Euro-American White officers and their wives – be they White or Mexican – still 

outranked these families, making both more money and having more social capital and 

controlling power (Adams 2009; Eichlberger In Press).  

 

For the sake of this work, I choose to read the four households as middle-class aspiring and 

class-queer. Class cannot simply be dwindled down to the amount of money each couple was 

making or even their social capital. The kind of work each member of the household engaged in 

mattered too. For the NCOs, their rank at the top of the enlisted troops, which provided high pay 

and permission to live with families outside of the barracks, positioned them to be read as 

middle-class/rank in the non-White community, but perhaps aspiring middle-class/rank from the 

perspective of the White officers. It really depended on who was reading their consumption 



121 
 

practices and social performances. The U.S. laundresses were class-queer in that their high 

household income coupled with their manual labor set them apart from the rest of the working 

class community – including the other laundresses on garrison, other women working as 

domestic servants, and officers’ wives whom did not engage in paid labor as a performance of 

class-status. The fact that each family was collecting two sets of rations and were occupying 

separate stand-alone quarters for which they did not pay must also be taken into consideration, as 

this allowed for more disposable or savable income that did not go towards housing and basic 

food cost. Aspirations for a true middle-class life when the families settled down after military 

service were in reach for these couples. As the Johnson’s story illustrates, military life and labor 

could be a means to an end; property ownership – a true mark of citizenship – and the economic 

ability of a wife to keep house – a right of middle-class gendered status – just took a little bit of 

hard work. 

 

The Quarters as Family Space and Community Space 

 

With an idea of who some of the residents at the quarters were, I turn my discussion to the 

quarters’ use as a space of family life, work, and communal gathering. These three realities were 

entangled for occupants of the quarters’ households. Homes were not just places one retreated 

after a day’s work, but rather places shaped in part by that work. Moreover, leisure pursuits and a 

desire for home life brought the larger military community to the quarters.  

 

Love and Family 

 

As shared family spaces, the quarters must be understood through the lens of gendered and 

sexual relationships. Male-female co-habitation and the presence of children at the quarters 

meant that the inhabitants’ lives differed greatly from those of most military occupants, 

especially amongst the ranks of the enlisted soldiers.  

 

The ideal heterosexual relationship throughout the mid- to late-nineteenth century wass 

traditionally understood to be monogamous, sealed through a legal/religious marriage contract, 

and procreative; this normalized notion is based on White, middle-class, Christian ideologies of 

the time. However, intimate relationships between members of the Black population, particularly 

those who had formerly experienced enslavement, were defined and judged by the Black 

community using a different set of standards. Based on her extensive survey of primary source 

accounts from Mississippian freedmen, Noralee Frankel (1999) has shown that normalized Black 

heterosexual relationships were more fluidly defined than those scholars most commonly 

associate with the Victorian era today. The principles that defined socially acceptable intimate 

relationships were in-part based on conditions brought about during enslavement, when couples 

were not afforded the freedom to legally define their relationships and were denied control in 

determining their bodily autonomy and physical whereabouts. As such, long-term intimate 

relationships were accepted outside the legal bounds of marriage. “Took-ups” could include co-

habitation and often were defined as “marriage” on legal documents and in social discourse, 

despite the lack of a formal marriage certificate. Moreover, partnerships which eventually 

dissolved were not stigmatized in the same way that divorce was in White communities, and 

individuals would often have multiple long-term partnerships in a lifetime. A similar pattern of 

multiple long term partnerships was also common amongst working-class White populations. 
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Men were expected to initiate courtships, with women taking a more passive role, and adultery 

within a co-acknowledged monogamous relationship was generally considered deviant (Frankel 

1999: 79-109). Additionally, children born outside of legal wedlock were usually considered 

legitimate as long as the father acknowledged his paternity (ibid. 124).   

 

Despite the more flexible nature of normalized heterosexual intimacy amongst the African-

American community, rates of formalized legal marriage were high throughout the period of 

Reconstruction (ibid. 80-90; Wilkie 2000a: 38). Generally, freedmen and freedwomen saw legal 

marriage as a newly available right that offered not only public recognition of one’s decisions in 

intimate encounters but also institutional protections. Especially amongst the military 

community, legality afforded a series of protections and access to financial and social benefits. 

For women, marriage recognition offered access to military jobs with good wages and rations. 

Marriage gave women pensioners’ rights following the deaths of their veteran husbands. Yet, as 

Frankel (1999) has noted, legal recognition came with its own challenges. Widow’s pensions 

would only be awarded if a woman remained legally married to the same soldier till the time of 

his death and did not take-up with anyone else following that event. Many widow’s pension 

records have pages of personal testimonies from family friends and fellow soldiers affirming that 

couples were together while the soldier was in service, that they were in a recognized marriage, 

and that no other relationships had occurred outside of the monogamous bonds of these 

relationships following service. The logistics of legal marriage also were a hindrance to some 

couples; marriage licenses could cost upwards of fifty-dollars in some parts of the South and 

enlisted troops had to get commanding officers’ permission to enter into wedlock (Frankel 1999; 

Eichner In Press; Wilkie 2000a: 38).  

 

The intricacies of heterosexual relationships that occurred within the military community at Fort 

Davis are clearly seen in the documentary evidence relating to the quarters’ inhabitants and the 

larger non-White community at the fort. To begin, the four couples from the 1880 census show a 

variety of family constructions, some considered more standardized than others.  

 

The Johnsons, with their fifty-eight year marriage beginning in 1869, was the most 

heteronormative Victorian relationship of the four families. They shared a home and had children 

together. However, they faced a slight hurdle in proving the legality of their original marriage, 

causing them to remarry while at the fort in 1885. It is difficult to know what specific 

“difficulty” arose in which the two partners had to prove their matrimony, as any number of 

things could require a legal marriage certificate. Maggie and Daniel welcomed Harry into their 

lives that year, and may have needed to prove their marriage around the time of his birth. 

Moreover, as Henry West signaled in his pension application testimony, partnerships seen as 

common-law rather than formalized marriage may have resulted in attempts by the military 

institution to separate spouses at times of upheaval (Pension Johnson; Pension West). With the 

movement of Black troops – specifically Company K of the Tenth Cavalry – from Fort Davis in 

spring 1885, the Johnson’s March re-marriage was a timely assertion of a legal bond. Officers 

understood that soldiers with wives – especially the invaluable career NCOs who served over the 

course of multiple enlistments – saw extended physical separation from their families as “a great 

hardship,” resulting in them being more likely to quit the service if wives were not 

accommodated on post (Banning 1876: 63). Some men even deserted when their wives were not 

accommodated, like Pvt. Daniel Bell of the Tenth Cavalry who left in 1883 when his wife was 
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left at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas (NA RG98). Additionally, given the general hostilities and 

concerted efforts of army officials to dispense with laundresses in the army during this period, 

the Johnsons likely would have been concerned that Maggie would be unable to depend on 

housing at Fort Davis if she was left behind when Daniel received the order to muster out.  

 

It is also worth noting that formalized marriages and cohabitation was actually not the norm for 

enlisted soldiers who were expected to be single. Men were asked upon enlistment if they were 

married in an attempt to curb camp follower numbers and also to enforce the hierarchical 

paternalism of the Army. With only twenty-eight men listed as married in 1880 and six of those 

cohabitating with their wives, the Johnson’s living situation would have been seen as an outlier 

amongst the enlisted troops. However, in being an outlier, their co-habituating marriage may 

have been read as more moral to the White officers’ wives who regularly gossiped about less 

spatially formal relationships (Eales 1996). Additionally, as stated in Chapter 3, military service 

regularly took male partners away for extended campaigns and women were left to head their 

households at these times. While this was seen as normal to those members of the military 

community, the civilian populations may have seen scandal in married women left unattended. 

 

Little is known about the Helms’ relationship and if it was formalized through legal marriage or 

a ‘took-up.’ They are, however, noted as husband and wife on the census (1880). The Lee’s 

relationship is also a mystery, not the least of which is why both are listed as married, have the 

same last name, but Polly is not enumerated as David’s “wife”, rather having a blank space in the 

column for relationship to head of household (ibid). Are they took-up, married, or kinfolk? The 

absence and presence of children in both the Helm and Lee households further complicate their 

stories.  

 

Mary, age twenty-three, and Benjamin Helm, age thirty-four, however, did not have children. 

The Wests also do not have children, though this may be the result of a more temporary intimate 

arrangement (discussed further below). The Lees lived with a young niece and nephew whom 

have the last name “Richard.” These two children may have been Polly’s children, with David 

acting as an uncle, and this may explain why Polly is not listed as “wife” (ibid). If this is the 

case, the children’s last name of Richard may mark a fatherhood claim and their legitimacy. In 

this scenario, Polly’s continued use of the last name Lee would signal that the relationship with 

the children’s father may have been short lived and more informal than those labeled as 

marriages. Additionally, the children may be adopted, a regular practice in Black communities 

where childcare was understood as a community duty and as a benefit to the opportunities of 

their race. Adoption within the Black community was especially poignant, as White populations 

in the South regularly justified the removal of Black children they claimed were orphaned, 

abused, and abandoned only to raise them as domestic servants in the tradition of enslavement 

(Frankel 1999; Jones1985). No soldiers with the last name “Richard” are known to have served 

at Fort Davis, suggesting that the children may have joined the Lees at a location before their 

arrival at Fort Davis. 

 

In total, of those official laundresses cohabitating with their partners, half have at least one child 

in the home. An additional four homes without male heads of household listed also containing 

children (ibid.). In 1870, there were only three children listed in two homes, of which both have 

male heads of households listed. When the combined census data is analyzed, it becomes clear 
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that women likely had a good deal of control over their reproductive health. Small family size 

also conforms to middle-class notions of respectability, with families, and especially mothers, 

choosing to devote their time and concentrate their resources more on fewer children, while also 

showing restraint and self-control (Rotman 2015) 

 

While traditional notions of proper Christian unions dictated that marriages should be 

procreative, the decision to not have children may have been one purposefully and assertively 

made by Black women who had so recently gained bodily autonomy as a collective group 

(Wilkie 2003).Thus, the question becomes one of whether the decision to not have children was 

voluntary, the result of a more short term partnership arrangement, or something else entirely. 

Childbirth was extremely dangerous on the frontier and also quite difficult given the constant 

upheavals families faced; accounts of women dying in childbirth and birthing babies on the trails 

to posts are common (Eales 1996; Wooster 1987, 1990). While birth control was socially 

sanctioned and materials relating to these practices – including patent medicine, douching 

syringes, etc. – have been found with great regularity in nineteenth century household contexts, 

no traces of these practices have been found at the quarters (Eichner and Wilkie 2015). That is 

not to say that more organic, herbal remedies or commonly used items like copper penny 

suppositories were not employed by women on the frontier in general (ibid; Wilkie 2003). 

 

The low number of children in laundresses’ households in 1870 might simply speak to the 

circumstances of the earlier occupation period of the frontier forts after the Civil War (Census 

1870). As supported by the enlistment records of Helm, Johnson, and West, many soldiers 

(re)entered into military service in the latter years of the 1860s, thus they and their wives tend to 

be younger than the group in the later 1880s and many of their marriages may have been newly 

established in 1870. All of the Johnsons’ children were born while Daniel was in the service – 

evidenced by not only their birth dates but also their birth places in Indian Territory and Texas 

(Census 1880). Maggie was only aged fifteen years when she gave birth to her first son, so I do 

not suggest that age alone would have been a factor in rates of children in households early in the 

Indian War period. Rather the infancy of marriages may be more of a factor. Additionally, the 

1870 census does not list whether a woman is married as the entire garrison is listed as a single 

household. Thus it is impossible to actually know who a male partner aside from those 

individuals cohabitating together and the presumption that individuals sharing the same last 

name may have been romantically linked. Ultimately, there may just be fewer formally 

established couples in the 1870s which in turn may have resulted in the lower number of 

children. It should also be noted that within the known laundresses’ community that serviced the 

garrison, no army laundresses listed as living on their own in 1870 have children in their homes. 

This, in part, serves to combat accusations that women who serviced the military community 

were engaged in more illicit sexual activities (discussed further below).  

 

As the quarters were likely at least partially occupied in the decade between 1875/1876 and 

1885/1886, military regulations that dictated that laundresses had to be married only spanned a 

period of five years of the period – 1878-1883 (USWD 1878; ANJ 1883). During the rest of that 

time laundresses employed by the military did not have to be of a specific marital status, thus it 

becomes difficult to estimate the number of families with children that may have lived at the 

quarters. If the rate of children in laundresses’ households is calculated using all individuals from 

both censuses, almost one third of all army laundresses were listed as having children. However, 
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as it is more likely that the families of NCOs had more access to the quarters and that NCOs 

tended to more commonly live in houses away from the barracks, it may be better to base 

estimates of the number of children living at the quarters by only including those households in 

which soldiers were cohabitating with officially employed U.S. laundresses – a rate of forty-four 

percent.  

 

The presence of only a few items that may have served as toys – including one doll, a jaw harp, 

and a gaming piece– certainly speak to childhood play, but not in high quantities. Families at the 

quarters may not have been able to afford the expense of purchasing multiple toys, or toys may 

simply have been made of more organic materials that did not preserve in the archaeological 

record. Moreover, the children of women who worked as laundresses often assisted their mothers 

in their labors, and time to play may not have been so formally sanctioned in the way the 

“Sunday” play was encouraged in middle-class White families (Barton and Summerville 2016; 

Frankel 1999; Hunter 1997; Jones1985). Alternatively, commercially manufactured toys may 

simply not have been a key component to the play and games in which the children at the site 

engaged. 

 

I am wary to label those heterosexual relationships that did not result in children as anything 

other than a personal choice; though as I suggested above, those partnerships which were 

childless may signal shorter term or more informal arrangements. Henry and Melvinia West’s 

common-law marriage may be one of these. Little is known of the Wests’ relationship other than 

the fact that some “dissatisfaction over the matter of [Henry] having a common-law wife” led to 

him deciding to “quit” the service and flee Fort Davis (Pension West). As suggested in my 

discussion of the Johnsons above, this dissatisfaction could have been predicated on attempts by 

administration to break up the partnership and co-habitation. Officers who wanted the 

laundresses disbanded may have tried to deny Melvinia her position as an official laundress by 

questioning the validity of the Wests’ marriage. As one officer in his testimony for the Banning 

Report (1876: 204) proudly asserted, “I declined to take [a laundress] that was almost forced 

upon me,” and this sentiment may also have been held by officers at Fort Davis. This in turn 

would have reduced the household’s income significantly and made co-habitation difficult to 

continue to finance. Or, when faced with the threat of separation, Henry may have chosen to 

abandon military service rather than his wife. However, there is an alternative interpretation for 

what “dissatisfaction” means in his testimony; Henry may have been the one dissatisfied with the 

partnership. Muster rolls and desertion records often denoted when a soldier ran off with a 

woman, and in the case of West, there is no evidence that Melvinia was by his side when he left 

Fort Davis (Muster 10
th

 Cavalry; RG98). 

 

Based on the marriage records of soldiers who stayed in town, there is a clear demographic of 

single women who are not addressed through the 1880 census records – the Mexican laundress 

community (see Chapter 3). Toronia Ware, a Mexican from “native” New Mexico was married 

to a disabled soldier, John Ware, and was listed as a U.S. laundress in 1880; Torina Otera, a 

White Mexican – though her race is crossed out from an original notation as Indian, also serviced 

the garrison in 1870 (these are not the same woman, based on the reported ages). With Mexican 

women making up fifty-eight percent of the local laundress population on and off property 

between 1870 and 1880, it is possible that a few of the local women may have not only lived in 

the quarters, but also that a number of the Mexican women from Chihuahua had intimate 
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relationships with the enlisted soldiers. Court martial cases suggest that sometimes the draw of 

Mexican women distracted men from their work, leading Pvt. James Brown of the Tenth Cavalry 

Company B to “[run] after women that fill the numerous towns about this post,” Pvt. James E. 

Martin of the Tenth Cavalry to desert to Presidio were his Mexican sweetheart was living, and 

Pvt. David Anderson of the Tenth Cavalry was known to hide at the home of a Mexican woman 

in Chihuahua when avoiding duty (NA RG98, RG393). Whether soldiers tended to marry local 

Mexican women while still in the service – thus making their role as army laundress official and 

securing them quarters – or chose to wait until they retired is unknown. Either way, the quarters 

likely saw intimate interactions between enlisted soldiers and Mexican women at some point in 

its ten year occupation, even if just during communal gatherings. Evidence of locally produced 

cook pots and Mexican-style ceramics at the site confirm either that Mexican persons lived at the 

site or at least some interaction with the Mexican community at large (Mexican influences on 

foodways are discussed in the section entitled “Building Bridges with Food”). 

 

Along with marriages and took-ups, temporary courtship relationships may also have occurred at 

the quarters. The oil-based paint pallet recovered from HB-211 may be rouge or some other form 

of make-up. Hair combs, decorative coat buttons, and mirrors all took part in self-presentation 

performances of the quarters’ inhabitants. Florida water, Hoyt’s German cologne, and fragrant 

Sozodont breath treatments also speak to a focus on smelling nice in close proximity to others. 

Hoyt’s in particular was a popular scent at urban dance halls in the South (Hunt 1997: 171). 

Health and hygiene items alone make up fourteen percent of the assemblage. An 1871 Post trader 

ledger can be used to trace the courtship of Sgt. Henry Washington and his future wife, Mary, 

and illustrates the role of hygienic dressings in courtship performances. The ledger shows that 

Henry started the year buying singular drink and crackers or canned sardines at regular intervals. 

Midway through the ledger he purchased a bottle of Bay Rum hair dressing, and then a few 

entries down he started buying two drinks at a time. Finally, Mary Washington starts making 

purchases on Henry’s account later that year (Grant 2013).  Women working as laundresses – 

single or otherwise – who worked for hours over hot caldrons in the Texas sun and heat, likely 

relished moments when they could dress up and spend time at balls or in town. In the 1872 court 

martial case of John Hervey, Annie Carter, a laundress listed on the 1870 census, accounts that 

she had spent a night at Daniel Murphy’s house where she received countless dance requests and 

“danced every time.” She recounts in her testimony that she was out until one o’clock in the 

morning reveling with a woman from town named Margarette, a Twenty-Fifth Infantry band 

soldier, Adam Hall, and a citizen, Felix Johnson (NA GCM).  These kinds of joyous nights out 

seem to be normal parts of military life, and Carter’s testimony shows that soldiers and civilians 

alike mingled at parties. With potential invitations to “balls, picnics, driving and riding parties, 

Mexican circuses and dinner parties,” not to mention theatrical plays, holiday get-togethers, 

baseball meets, and card games, single women and men across classes and ranks had plenty of 

events through which to socialize and meet potential romantic partners (ANJ 1882; Wooster 

1990, 2006).  

 

Accusations of prostitution amongst the ranks of laundresses are one item of folklore that has 

persisted throughout historical accounts of frontier fort histories (Greene 1986a; Wooster 1987, 

1990, 2006). While some women who washed clothing for frontier soldiers may have 

supplemented their incomes through economically-based sexual transactions, these stories were 

and still are over-reported. Black women’s sexuality was highly racialized and such narratives 
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could be used to render invisible or naturalize violent rhetoric that may have occurred against 

these women. The nineteenth-century assertions that prostitution was a problem across military 

laundress populations are often unsubstantiated and regularly based in class, race, and gender-

based prejudices. They also ignore the variety of social positions women who worked as 

laundresses occupied. 

 

The archaeological record provides an independent line of evidence that may shed light on this 

issue relative to the excavated laundress neighborhood at Fort Davis. In the early days of 

“gender” archaeology, historical brothel sites were excavated as examples of single-sex, all 

women communities.  No matter the problem of conceptualizing such sites in that way, there is a 

large body of comparative information available about the kinds of materials associated with 

such spaces. These sites provide an interesting comparison with the neighborhood located north 

of the parade ground. Generally, brothel and crib assemblages show high rates of birth control 

usage and the presence of venereal disease treatments. Items like rouge, mirrors, hair combs, and 

breath treatments are also common. In excavation of higher end parlor houses archaeologists 

regularly excavate items including ambient lighting fixtures, luxury foods, fine stemware, and 

alcohol bottles. The problem with these assemblages though is that all of these items were also 

commonly used in domestic house settings. Part of the fetish of the brothel was the improper use 

of these items, like eating food with one’s hands or drinking straight from the bottle (see 

Cantwell and diZerega Wall 2001; Costello 2000; Eichner and Wilkie 2015; Foster et al. 2005; 

Ketz et al. 2005; Meyer et al. 2005; Milne and Crabtree 2001; O’Brien 2005; Seifert 1991, 1994; 

Spude 2005; Wegars 1993; Yamin 2005).  

 

The quarters showed no traces of birth control or venereal disease treatment. Personal adornment 

items were not overly abundant or ornate, and other items including lighting fixtures, food 

remains, stemware, and alcohol bottles all fit into an interpretation of the homes as domestic 

spaces.  While some areas of the site had higher quantities of alcohol bottles – namely the 

southern trash midden – these items alone do not immediately suggest that sex trade was 

happening at the quarters. Additionally, with a known brothel in Chihuahua, White prostitutes 

living in the Town of Fort Davis, and dance halls and saloons in both communities, access to the 

sex trade was readily available to soldiers or officers who wished to buy a night of entertainment; 

women who worked as laundresses – and especially those who lived at the northern quarters – 

were certainly not the only community of eligible women at the second fort (Wooster 1990). As I 

discuss in the next section, women who lived at the quarters appear to be quite concerned with 

notions of respectability linked to class, gender, and citizenship identities. Prostitution seems an 

unlikely practice in this community, especially given the residents position as respectable 

members of the Black fort community.  

 

Safe and Proper Homes 

 

Architecture and furnishings at the quarters speak to inhabitants’ interests in creating 

comfortable, proper, and individualized home spaces, staying safe, and also presenting an image 

of respectability to outside observers. The materiality of the structures and spaces themselves 

were part of the practice and performance of identity for the inhabitants. 
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As discussed in Chapter 3, housing options across Fort Davis were often sub-par and inadequate. 

The buildings round the parade ground were described at various times as lacking proper roofing 

and flooring, and regularly flooding “drowned out” the soldiers to the point that “more than an 

inch of water” would accumulate inside the buildings at one time (NA RG93). While officers had 

slightly better housing, those of lower rank were subject to less than desirable conditions at 

frontier forts, with quarters described as “miserable, with a house that a man in civilized society 

would actually be ashamed to keep a horse in” (Altshuler 1982: 1). Fort Davis does not seem to 

be the exception, with Bliss describing the quarters as “not much more comfortable than [they 

were] before the war” on his return to the second fort (Smith et al. 2007: 465). As Adams (2009: 

131) has noted, griping about fictionalized impoverishment was a favorite game of the officers, 

but the parade as whole does seem to have consistently had overcrowding and flooding 

problems. Laundresses, enlisted men’s wives, and other camp followers were often left with only 

tents or repurposed structures, a factor that contributed to their reputation for living in squalor. 

So, one would expect the laundresses’ quarters to the north of the parade to be of similar 

haphazard construction.  

 

Instead, archaeological evidence of the laundresses’ quarters’ architecture and interior 

furnishings suggests living conditions may actually have been quite nice. Their location along 

the San Antonio-to-El Paso road meant the quarters would have been the first structures by 

which visitors coming through Wild Ross Pass from the north would have passed. The 

inhabitants not only wanted to show that they did not conform to stereotypes of being unkempt 

camp followers, but also knew that they were the public face of the NCOs, the larger fort 

community, and the Black population in Fort Davis. As such, inhabitants kept their homes neat 

and organized. Yards appeared to be swept clean, refuse was deposited away from the houses 

and in gullies, and houses were maintained in excellent condition. Even the officers’ quarters and 

enlisted men’s barracks had worse problems with nearby refuse build-up and half completed 

construction jobs (Greene 1986a; Wooster 1990). In short, these houses were not only outliers 

from typical laundresses’ or enlisted married men’s quarters, they were a community apart from 

the fort as a whole.  

 

While items like chipped stone facing in the foundation of HB-211 and fifty-seven wrought iron 

nails found across the site suggest the possible reuse of discarded materials in the quarters’ 

constructions, this would not have been uncommon on any military fort structure, as materials 

were limited, took large amounts of time and labor to acquire, and were difficult to transport. 

Alternatively, the majority of architectural materials used at the quarters suggests that the 

quarters were built specifically during the second fort period with some amount of care. Ninety-

six percent of recovered complete nails were machine cut, thus post-dating the first fort. Given 

that the walls of the structures were removed following its abandonment and before the San 

Antonio-to-El Paso road was completed, they were likely in good enough condition for reuse 

after over a decade of weathering, speaking to their potential higher quality.  

 

While HB-211 had a clean faced stone foundation with stone stairs leading into a shallowly 

sunken floor, HB-212’s foundation was made of adobe and smaller unfaced stones. The 

differences in design likely is due to different crews constructing the quarters. Photos [Figure 

3.5, Figure 3.6] also show that buildings differed in size, with HB-211 being the smallest of the 

four in the line. As testimony from the Banning Report (1876) suggests, soldiers usually erected 
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homes for their wives and laundresses before or at their arrival, thus the quarters’ inhabitants 

may have initially had a say in the buildings’ construction styles. Moreover, building styles could 

also evidence regionally learned construction techniques with adobe style buildings more 

popular throughout the south and southwest. The difference in building styles also could speak to 

limited availability of desirable materials or the houses’ construction at different points in time or 

differential access to labor. 

 

Charcoal samples show that oak wood flooring was present in both HB-211 and HB-212, a 

luxury not granted to the residents at the barracks before the late-1870s. While geoarchaeological 

evidence suggests that HB-211 may have had a dirt floor prior to the wood flooring, it also 

shows that water was not pooling on the structure’s floor surface prior to this point (Rodriguez 

2016). Moreover, the presence of adobe subflooring in HB-212 and drainage gullies surrounding 

the site further supports the interpretation that the flooding and muddy flooring that plagued the 

parade ground was not occurring at the quarters. Additionally, while floor board slates were wide 

enough to allow objects such as buttons, straight pins, and small glass bottle sherds to pass 

through, the size of materials recovered from the sub-flooring surfaces of HB-211 and HB-212 

were consistently small. Only when floor boards are cured do they not shrink and form large 

gaps; therefore, it could be argued that the lack of very large items on the floor surfaces of the 

quarters could support a higher level of preparation to the flooring slats (Eales 1996: 43). 

 

Roof flashing from HB-211’s interior and HB-222/HB-223 collective yard space would have 

protected structures from heavy rain and winter snows, again a luxury not afforded to those 

living in the barracks until later in the 1870s. Both HB-211 and HB-212 had plastered walls 

and/or ceilings, with evidence from HB-212 showing that multiple re-plastering events had 

occurred. Wire nails, popular by the 1880s, also speak to potential repairs, additions, and 

redecorating throughout the course of the structures’ histories. With multiple tenants coming 

through these spaces, women and men would have altered their homes to increase their 

functionality and also to make the spaces more their own. Repair and alterations also show 

concern with maintaining the quality and integrity of the buildings, a practice likely paid for with 

personal funds given the unwillingness of army officials to allocated funds to these kinds of 

repairs on the parade.  

 

The care and concern of keeping houses homey and marking them with signs of ownership might 

best be evidenced by the ritually deposited human tooth found under HB-211’s threshold stair. 

Ritual concealments are commonly found at archaeological excavations of enslaved African, free 

Black, Euro-American, and Mexican houses in the United States. A number of these deposits are 

located in liminal locations such as passageways, chimneys, windows, and doorways and are 

intended to protect those who pass over, under, or through these spaces (De Cunzo 2004; Jones 

2000; Leone 1999, 2005; Russell 1997; Springate 2014; Wilkie 1995, 1997).  

 

Knowing exactly what the purpose of this deposit was is difficult to determine. Its intent may 

have been a positive one of protection. As M. Chris Manning (2014) has argued, items concealed 

in building structures differ from other ritual deposits in that they are distinguished as being 

“purposefully” hidden during construction, thus becoming an impermeable part of the building. 

In turn, these concealed deposits are “associated with the spiritual and physical protection and 

well-being of the house, its occupants, and the surrounding homestead” unlike more removable 
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items that may be used to target specific individuals (Manning 2014: 52). They can work by 

either warding off those looking to cause harm or by simply infusing the structure with good 

luck. Additionally, folk rituals that used human effluvia, hair, and teeth can be a form of 

sympathetic magic, in which objects are thought to affect like objects, and the bodily materials of 

the caster or recipient of the magic are utilized in the deposit (Wilkie 2000b; Wilkie and Eichner 

2015). In particular, these kinds of items can be very symbolic in their placement, with teeth 

commonly placed in the ‘mouths’ of doorways (Auge 2013). Human elements were often mixed 

with items found at the quarters like Hoyt’s cologne and tobacco, too, was popular in 

sympathetic magic practices (Wilkie 1997, 2000c). Unlike the structural concealments, 

sympathetic magic is not universally good and can also be used for ill will; in this instance the 

tooth could be a curse on the structure’s inhabitants, or it could be used to mediate harm from 

certain aggressors. It could also be intended as part of a love spell or a number of other uses. 

Without knowing who placed the deposit and their relationship to the person from which the 

tooth came and the household inhabitants, it is difficult to come to a conclusive answer about 

what the tooth’s location in the threshold was specifically intended to accomplish.  

 

No matter who the tooth specifically came from, the deposition beneath a mortared-in stone 

suggests that the remains were intended to stay put for a long duration of time. The depositor 

planned for it to remain part of the structure’s life history, and in turn I suspect that the item was 

placed when the house was first constructed. Therefore, I lean towards an interpretation of good 

intent. Such a ritual deposit may reflect not only an assertion of personal ownership over the 

structure, but given the builder’s likelihood in having known that the building would see multiple 

tenants, it may be that the deposit was intended to protect future community members as well. In 

short, the deposit marks the space with ownership, potentially for both the individual who placed 

it and the larger community of the quarters over the course of occupation. 

 

Window glass and leading were recovered across the structure line. Glass windows offered both 

protection from the elements while also letting natural light into the structures. White and light 

blue plastered walls also would have reflected light and brightened the structure’s interiors. 

Interestingly, light blue has apotropaic qualities and may have offered its own form of magical 

security (Wilkie 1995, 1997). The windows and light walls, when coupled with the ten lamp 

chimneys, two kerosene lighting elements, and two decorative lamp shades recovered from the 

quarters, makes it clear that visibility was of concern at the quarters. Detailed work such as 

mending, which would have used the straight pins found in HB-211 and HB-212, and written 

accounting (discussed further, below) would have required good lighting, especially if these 

activities continued into the night. By being able to extend the work day, the quarters’ 

inhabitants likely could supplement their incomes by taking on additional tasks. Additionally, 

working in the home meant that families had a chance to spend time together, thus reinforcing 

the bonds of shared labor and joint economic responsibility while also providing a chance for 

busy partners and parents and children to reconnect. Interestingly, no candle holders were 

recovered, suggesting that glass hooded lanterns were preferred. With children around the 

quarters, glass globes and chimneys may have provided an extra layer of protection between the 

flame and small wandering hands.  

 

Given their removed location from the parade ground, ambient lighting would have been 

minimal, and lanterns, particularly those with magnified lenses, would have aided visibility in 
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the area. One diary account from Mrs. Alex R. Shepard (1880: 8) highlights how the “glow of 

comfortable looking houses” offered a great deal of relief as she and fellow travelers entered Fort 

Davis. To Mrs. Shepard the lit windows symbolized respite from the fatigue of travel, safe 

harbor from the threat of attack on the road, and the comforts of the Victorian home. However, 

as a White woman who had not been to the fort before, she likely did not realize that the homes 

she first saw entering the garrison were those of Black, Mixed-Race, and Mexican families – all 

travelers arriving to the fort from eastern points came through Wild Rose Pass, entered the 

garrison from the north, and passed straight by the northern laundresses’ quarters. Lighting 

offered the quarters the look of a proper home, the glow of a “little family fire side” symbolizing 

domesticity, civilized womanhood and manhood, and moral family life done well (Banning 

1876). 

 

Concerns about privacy and safety also shaped life at the quarters. As seen in the historic photos 

[Figure 3.5, Figure 3.6], all four structures had fenced yard spaces, and fencing staples and wire 

confirm this. While the physical structures were used for indoor work, private family life, and 

more intimate community gatherings, the quarters’ outdoor spaces were equally important. They 

not only were where refuse was deposited, but functioned as activity areas for domestic work 

including laundering, cooking, child rearing, and communal gathering. Yards likely served as 

domestic work spaces. Archaeological studies showed yard spaces in the American South were 

utilized as extended living spaces and locations of “cultural expression” (Battle-Baptiste 2011; 

Heath and Bennett 2000). As Whitney Battle-Baptiste (2011: 96-97) has argued, various outdoor 

spaces that make up the “homespace” can have “divergent meanings” with certain locations 

opened and closed to individuals based on their relation to the structure’s inhabitants; 

architectural features like fences and porches are used to demark these lines of intimacy. 

Activities that occurred in yard space was likely varied including wood chopping, animal 

rearing, and cooking. Cooking likely occurred outside during the warmer months of the year, as 

no known separate kitchens were associated with the houses and chimneys are not clearly visible 

in pictures of the houses. Food was likely prepared in outside yard space while women were 

completing other domestic and military commissioned tasks, a practice that would protect the 

structures from fire damage, while also allowing women to multi-task (see further discussion of 

foodways, below). 

 

With quarters situated alone and away from the parade ground and the closest civilian buildings 

at a similar distance, inhabitants found themselves in a vulnerable position. During fieldwork, I 

noted that on a windy day (of which there were many), one could not hear the trumpeting calls 

from the parade ground, suggesting that those at the center of the fort could also not hear the 

goings on at the quarters. With no way to signal distress, the quarters were not only isolated on 

the landscape physically and visually, but also on the soundscape much of the time.  

 

Assaults on Black men at the post were common. For instance, in 1872 Pvt. Adam Hall of the 

Twenty-Fifth Infantry band was escorting two young women home when he was allegedly shot 

at by Sgt. John Hervey of the Ninth Cavalry Company I when he jumped out of the bushes next 

to the blacksmith’s shop just east of the barracks (NA GCM). In 1878 Sgt. Mose Marshall 

murdered Cpl. Richard Robinson in cold blood after a drunken disagreement at the barracks 

(Wooster 1990: 284). Other assaults in town included the murder of George Foster at Watt’s 

Saloon (SAL 1883). Violence between Black and White enlisted troops occasionally occurred at 
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frontier forts where both groups were stationed (Dobak and Phillips 2001; Leiker 2002; Adams 

2009). However, these communities also found solidarity at times like at Fort Concho in 1881 

when troops of the Sixteenth Infantry Company F – who were stationed at Fort Davis between 

1881 and 1882 – and Tenth Cavalry Company E joined forces to protest the murders of Black 

and White soldiers at the hands of civilian assailants (USWD 1882).  Sometimes the joint 

identity of being U.S. Army soldiers with a common foe – the Confederate leaning Texans – 

potentially bridged divides between the groups. Generally, the assault on men, unlike those on 

women in the community, tended to have occurred around the parade ground and in town. 

 

Attacks on women in the fort community were also common, though potentially less frequent. 

However, most violent acts seem to target the wives of soldiers and laundresses more generally. 

Annie Carter, whom Pvt. Hall was escorting, said the shooting incident had occurred because she 

reportedly had jilted Hervey at a dance in town (NA GCM). In 1873, Mrs. Cooper, the wife of a 

Sergeant in the Twenty-Fifth Infantry, was assaulted by a soldier musician who reached over her 

fence and grabbed her arm so hard he left marks (NA RG98). Mrs. Ratcliff, who served the 

Tenth Cavalry Company H, had her quarters broken into in 1877 by “Private Alfred Gradney, 

Co. E, 25th Infantry. He kicked the table in her quarters up which there was some crockery ware, 

thereby breaking some of it and disturbing the good order of the garrison” (NA RG98). These 

kinds of incidents likely loomed large in the minds of the women at the quarters. Thus, fences 

and indoor work space would have provided some level of safety.  

 

Bullets and ammunition cartridges show that residents at the quarters were armed. While 

cartridges certainly may have made their way to the quarters in pockets and questions remain 

about who had personal access to military weaponry, civilian gun ownership would not have 

been uncommon amongst frontier residents both male and female. Officers’ wives were known 

to keep guns beneath their pillows and by their beds at night, and as reported in the case of Mrs. 

Kendell in 1872, were apt to use them during unwelcome intrusions. While many of the middle-

class, White women on fort reported racialized fears of sexual assault by Black men, these 

concerns appear to be mostly unfounded (Eales 1996:28; Wooster 1990). As listed above, 

assaults, and particularly attacks on women who were married or attached to soldiers, were much 

more frequent away from officers’ row where houses were more out of direct view. Gun 

ownership, and target practice with said guns, would have potentially eased inhabitants’ fears, 

especially when women and children were left without soldier accompaniment during the regular 

hours of duty or when soldiers were away on campaign. Visible gun play at the quarters also may 

have made potential assailants from across the community wary and caused them to rethink their 

intentions. 

 

The distribution of recovered cartridge shells and bullets at the quarters was seventy-one percent 

from outside of fenced yard spaces. Since most cartridges were reusable, they would normally be 

collected for refilling, thus those left on the site were likely overlooked, and significantly more 

gun use may have occurred than the cartridges evidence. With half of the cartridges from the site, 

and one of two bullets recovered from the trash deposits and gully edge deposits specifically, I 

would argue that target practice with glass bottles or cans seems plausible, given the safe 

distance from the buildings and ample supply of targets. Additionally, the recovery of a lead 

bullet used with a Colt Peacemaker from HB-211’s porch floorboards is particularly interesting, 

as the weapons most commonly associated with women are smaller-sized pistols (Eales 1996).  
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Door locks also helped prevent unwanted visitors from entering the quarters. Recovered from 

HB-211’s northern interior, the presence of a door bolt part suggests that even with fenced yards, 

back doors were kept secured. HB-212’s yard and the combined yard space of HB-222 and HB-

223 also had pieces of door locks in their deposits. A keyhole cover from a piece of lockable 

furniture was also found in the eastern midden. While locks certainly helped protect people 

inside of the houses from unwanted assaults, they also were important for hindering theft. 

Valuables, including cash, fine china, and other precious personal items, would have been kept 

locked in trunks that were decorated with tacks like the one recovered from HB-212’s yard 

space. As shown in the case of Flipper, locked trunks also would have been used to store military 

property and documents (FDNHS Long File: ‘Flipper File’; Flipper 1997; Robinson 2008). NCO 

husbands, who worked on Company Accounting records, and laundress wives, who cared for 

soldier’s expensive Army-issued clothing, both would have found purpose to store their work 

behind lock and key.  

 

Brass drawer pulls and decorative items such as a milk glass horse figurine, two picture frames –

one ceramic and one-metal tintype, and a mirror coupled with geoarchaeological evidence that 

HB-211’s floor was once rugged evidence a furnishing style in line with that dictated by the Cult 

of Domesticity (Rodriguez 2016). Despite complaints by officers that laundresses on frontier 

forts owned an excess amount of “plunder”, their possessions were actually limited to the 

“traps… carried along as belongings to the soldiers. Each soldier is allowed 80- pounds, while he 

generally has nothing, so that the laundresses’ baggage is generally carried” (Banning 1876: 197-

198). Considering that space was limited and that the tubs, boards, and other materials of laundry 

work were considered personal luggage, the inclusion of items like photos, mirrors, and figurines 

highlights their importance to the laundresses.  

 

As discussed in Chapter 3, bric-a-brac, or the mass-produced decorative items of the period, 

were used to show cultural affiliations and familial values (Grier 1988; Mullins 1999a, 1999b, 

2001; Praetzellis and Praetzellis 2001). Framed photos would have reaffirmed family-ties, 

possibly referencing kin left back east. Mirrors, reflecting Black, Mixed-Race, and Mexican 

faces in these bright, well-kept, and middle-class aspiring homes, would have been used to keep 

up one’s appearance, would have reinforced the embodiment of respectability, and affirmed self-

worth. The horse figurine in particular, with its association with the Cavalry, may reinforce 

notions of citizenship distinctly situated in military service. Many of the women were at Fort 

Davis and had their jobs, because their partners were soldiers. At the very least, the presence of 

the soldiers was the key to their income. Their citizenship identity was situated in military 

association and (sometimes) in their relationships with their male partners or family. In part due 

to their association with the military, horses symbolized the values of courage and valor. The 

placement of such a ‘non-functional’ decorative item in the home of Black, Mixed-Race, and 

Mexican women may have worked to remind women and children associated with the soldiers of 

their own need for courage in the face of disparity, threats of physical violence, and racism from 

outside the quarters.  

 

Labors at Home 
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The majority of labor at the quarters was likely done by the women at the quarters, as they 

engaged in normalized domestic labor, such as cooking, cleaning, and child rearing. Male 

soldiers often “had never cooked their own food, mended their own clothes or cleaned their own 

room, having always [depended on]… mothers, sisters, and or wives” (Bush 2009: 164). 

However, men in Black families probably contributed to domestic home tasks more than their 

White officer counterparts and juggled the demands of military service and domestic life. As 

Gen. Forsyth describes of frontier fort life amongst families of enlisted soldiers and laundresses, 

“it was not a rare sight to see the mother doing her share of the company washing, with a big 

soldier contentedly taking care of the children, sitting by the kitchen stove, or helping to hang out 

the clothes” (1900: 133). However, some members of the army saw this dual role as a hindrance 

to a soldier’s abilities, complaining,  

 

if the baby is sick or anything wrong, it would be hard-hearted to send [a married 

soldier] off to duty, and the consequence is, that while they do some duty at the 

posts, they do not, for the most part, really have as much of the hard knocks of the 

service as those who have no wives; and I see no reason why one man should 

have a large ranch and the comforts of married life, which are denied the other 

soldiers [Banning 1876: 204].  

 

Despite these kinds of accounts, domestic labor was not equally shared across the genders. For 

military men, whose time was structured and constantly accounted for, home life was seen as an 

additional privilege rather than a central focus. Alternately, for the women of these families, 

much of their identity as women was bounded up in domestic work. 

 

As discussed in Chapter 3, laundry work provided autonomy and was much preferred to other 

types of domestic labor. Washing could be done at or close to home, offering the ability to multi-

task and socialize at the same time. Despite the dangers of boiling water, harsh chemicals, and 

the flora and fauna of the natural environment, children likely accompanied their mothers while 

they worked. Historic photos [Figure 6.2] of laundresses often show children assisting, with 

older children – usually girls – taking part in the laundry work itself or other domestic labors like 

tending the younger children or watching the cook pot. Laundresses also would work 

communally, taking turns watching young children and pooling resources like firewood and soap 

(Frankel 1999; Hunter 1997; Jones 1985; Wilkie 2003). This type of communal labor would 

have not only increased productivity resulting in higher pay for all involved, but would cement a 

communal working woman’s identity at the quarters 

 

Most of a laundress’ military labor would have occurred outside of the house. Laundry had to be 

scrubbed in large wash tubs and boiled in caldrons over wood or coal fires; it also was hung to 

dry outside and often was ironed outside (Menscher 2003). There is no documentary evidence of 

where the main scrubbing and boiling of laundry work was occurring at Fort Davis; no 

documentary evidence speaks to whether laundry work was completed individually, as a fort 

community, or in smaller neighborhood collectives. However, descriptions of laundry work at 

other frontier forts always speak to the work occurring near the women’s housing (Stewart 1980; 

Menscher 203). With no central laundry facility noted in historic records from the fort until the 

1890 architectural plans of the Chinese Laundry (see Greene 1986a), it serves to reason that 

women did their laundry work near their private homes and perhaps in smaller communal 
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neighborhoods around the fort property. The issue of limited water resources at Fort Davis meant 

that either water had to be hauled to an area of laundry work via the water wagon or laundresses 

may have done their main scrubbing at the Limpia Creek. Additionally, if laundry work was (in 

part) done closer to the creek, Army laundresses may have met the local washer women at 

Limpia Creek depending on where certain tasks, like scrubbing and rinsing, occurred. A mutual 

identity could thus be established between these two communities, and women washers may 

have picked up certain practices from their interaction with the mainly Mexican laundress 

population.  

 

Archaeological evidence for laundry work at the quarters is limited but present. While no 

evidence of camp fires were recovered at the quarters, this does not mean that some aspects of 

laundry work may not have been occurring at the quarters. Fires used to boil laundry may have 

been placed at distances father away from the site than we tested or located; as our units were 

judgmentally placed based on visible surface features, we may have missed areas where 

subsurface features like ash deposits and limited artifact accumulation occurred.  

 

The small quantity of laundry tools recovered from the site is most likely due to the fact that 

tools of the trade like wash tubs, boards, caldrons, irons, and clothes pins would have been taken 

with the women when they moved. Thus, only broken and forgotten items remained at the site. 

High quantities of strapping (sixty-one pieces) were recovered from across the site. Of those 

ninety-two percent were over three-quarters of an inch in thickness, a size similar to those seen 

on laundry tubs and water storage tubs in historic photos [Figure 6.2]. A metal cook pot fragment 

similar in design as that seen in the historic photos was also recovered from the southeastern 

gully activity area [Figure 6.3]. A spade and two bucket handles which were found along the 

gully edge in and around the trash deposits speak to such disposal. A small broken hatchet head 

recovered from HB-211’s yard would have been used to chop firewood, and its location inside 

the fence line is due to the fact that rationed fuel would have needed protection from the 

elements and also from theft. Firewood may also have been used in stoves (camp or otherwise) 

used to heat irons. Alternately, the hatchet, buckets, and shovel may simply be items associated 

with domestic labors around the quarters and evidence an inhabitant’s domestic labors. Two 

washing stones were found in HB-211’s interior and yard, suggesting storage between usages. 

Any water-worked stone can be used to scrub laundry, but laundresses likely had favorites and 

would have taken these items home for storage between uses. A number of organic materials 

relating to laundry work may not be preserved in the archaeology record. For folding “clothes 

[would] be brought to the folding-table in a basket,” wood “pegs” and rope line were used to 

hang laundry, soap was used for scrubbing, and the soaking tubs also would have been wood to 

prevent rust staining from occurring (ibid. 91). 

 

Some laundry work likely occurred closer to home. According to an instructional domestic 

handbook of the time, white laundry often had to be soaked “the day before” scrubbing in “a 

little soap and soda,” and women likely kept such items close to home to prevent theft of 

valuable clothing overnight (Wigley 1877). Even if the water based labor of laundry work was 

not occurring at the site, laundry was likely hung in a “secure place” close to the quarters to 

prevent theft (ibid 91). A possible laundry line is visible in the 1885 photo of the quarters [Figure 

3.6], as is a tent which may have been used to shelter laundry from rain storms. It stands to 

reason that if laundry was washed at the creek, it would not have been left unattended next to the 
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creek where it could be stolen. Additionally, given the almost daily sudden rain storms that occur 

during the summer (a phenomenon I personally experienced while doing fieldwork), laundry 

needed to be close enough to be taken inside quickly during inclement weather.  

 

Mending, too, was part of the laundry work. The Council of Administration set the laundresses 

mending prices at “buttons, small one cent per button and large – 3 cents per button; mending, 

drawers – nine cents, shirts – ten cents, coats – twenty-five cents, vests – twelve cents, 

pantaloons – nineteen cents, and great coat –thirty-seven and one-half cents; altering, vests – 

thirty-seven cents, pantaloons –thirty-seven and one-half cents, coats – forty cents, shortening 

vest – twelve and one half cents, lengthening vest – twenty cents, and one yard muslin thread – 

twenty-cents” (quoted in Menscher 2003: 17). Because of the additional cost, some enlisted men 

chose to do their own mending as evidenced in the kitchen deposits excavated at the barracks 

(Wilkie 2016b). A number of buttons and clothing related items were found at the quarters. 

These items may have been deposited by both laundry work and regular habitation at the site. Of 

the twenty-five adornment items recovered from the site, fifteen (sixty percent) were military 

issued. Of these items, nine (sixty percent) are from pants or suspenders, which along with 

underwear and shirts – represented by a four-hole Prosser button and a two-hole shell button – 

would have been the most regularly laundered items given that they were worn close to the body. 

Buttons from coats, hats, and stable frocks are less likely to have been laundered with regularity, 

thus their presence along with items like rain ponchos and saber scabbards may evidence military 

personnel visiting and living at the site. Civilian items, including a black seed bead, coat buttons, 

shoe parts, and belts may represent wash done for officers’ families or, more likely, items used 

by the women and children living at the site.  

 

As noted by Wilkie (2016a), Black soldiers were known to wear their uniforms into town, 

choosing to forgo civilian clothing, as it showed their affiliation with the military, thus signaling 

citizenship and potentially offering protection from White aggression. Alternatively, proper dress 

for the women and children would have been equally as important, and the decorative nature of 

the coat buttons and buckles from the civilian items suggests a high amount of care was put into 

clothing selection. Self-presentation was a distinct part of life for all frontier inhabitants, as it 

helped to demarcate where on the social ladder one belonged. In particular, Black men and 

women were commonly confronted with critiques by White viewers who racialized 

(mis)readings of Black peoples’ performative dress of cultured respectability as gaudy or 

“pompous” (Mariager 1891: 189-90).  

 

Overall, the size of the clothing-related artifact assemblage at the quarters is reasonably small, 

representing just five percent of the overall non-architectural assemblage. When compared to 

rates of adornments items found at the barracks (fifty-seven items) and the enlisted married 

men’s quarters (forty-one clothing items), the laundresses’ quarters have some of the smallest 

adornment assemblages from fort excavations (Eichner 2016b; Wilkie 2016b. Unsurprisingly, 

quantities are also very low when compared to industrial size laundries in major metropolitan 

cities like Santa Barbara and Sacramento, CA; these kinds of laundry assemblages are not easily 

compared to the piecemeal washing of army laundresses that was occurring in private homes at 

the time (Greenwood 1999; CSP 1984). So where are all the buttons if laundry work was 

occurring? There may be multiple reasons for the small quantity of adornment items. First, 

scrubbing, the activity that results in the highest amount of button loss, may have been done at a 
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greater distance from the site, possibly down by Limpia Creek, rather than at the quarters. 

Second, foot traffic at the laundresses’ quarters was likely lower than at the barracks and married 

men’s quarters, given the quarters’ removed location. That is not to say that the quarters were not 

regularly visited, but simply that the behaviors that lead to things like buckle and belt loss – 

namely clothing removal – were not engaged in by the same quantity of people as seen at the 

other two locations. Third, laundresses were skilled menders and made money based on a per 

button price; buttons were valuable, like cartridges, and could be reused. Thus buttons that fell 

off during washing would have been collected to either be reaffixed immediately or for use in 

later mending services. The laundress’ family’s clothing was also probably made with the same 

diligent care. As civilian items from the quarters tend to be decorative, they were also higher in 

cost and likely recovered whenever possible.  

 

Other tools found around the property include a collection of knapped materials made of stone or 

repurposed glass bottles. Half of the knapped tool assemblage was collected from the area of 

HB-211, of which all but two of the items, chert debitage flakes, shows evidence of utilization. 

Stone thumb nail scrappers and a repurposed beer bottle base scrapper may have been used in 

food preparation or in place of other cutting and scrapping tools, like scissors and knives. The 

other three stone lithics – two flakes and a small core – found at the quarters show no evidence 

of utilization. Other glass scrappers include one made from a beer bottle shoulder, a dark olive 

green body sherd, and a mineral water torpedo bottle base; all were found at the gully edge in 

and around trash scatters.  

 

Military employees would have passed through Indian reservations on their way west to Fort 

Davis and may have picked up the skill of lithic production from their interactions with the 

Native residents (Smith 1994). There is also evidence that former enslaved communities from the 

Southern states made and utilized knapped tools in sewing projects, medicinal preparations, and 

food processing; specifically repurposed glass knapped tools are common in these contexts 

(Wilkie 2000a: 154). Items also may have been picked up from the nearby Paleo-Indian site 

across the gully line and reused in the fort-period contexts or simply curated as specimens. 

Additionally, for women like Torina Ware, who was listed as Native Mexican on the 1880 

census, knapped tools could simply be part of the material culture passed down through 

generations and employed in the setting of Euro-American military labor. Inhabitants at the 

quarters may have learned how to make and use tools from each other or members of the outside 

community, but the use of these items potentially represents a hybrid practice at the quarters. 

Moreover, knapping may have been an activity used to pass the time, something to do with one’s 

hands as they sat on the porch or waited for a meal to be ready. 

 

Women’s family care-taking extended beyond the role of economic provider. Wives and mothers 

would have been responsible for family health-care as well. Standards of good mothering meant 

keeping children healthy with both chemical medicines and food medicines (Wilkie 2003, 2004). 

There remains little evidence that non-White women were receiving medical care at the post 

hospital in the same way that White community members were. Hospital records at most denote 

sickness outbreak amongst the soldiers’ families but do not discuss direct treatments (NA RG98). 

However, soldiers may have brought medicines prepared in the military hospital home to the 

quarters and patent medicines may have been purchased at the post trader or in town. The 

purchase of name brand medications may be a direct attempt to not only guarantee that products 
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in the bottles worked but also a way to protect against being short changed or swindled by local 

pharmacists (Mullins 1999a, 1999b). Making up fourteen percent of the non-architectural 

assemblage, health and hygiene items are the second most common items found at the quarters. 

As discussed in Chapter 5, self-treatment for stomach ailments seems to be the primary concern 

of the quarters’ residents with nineteen digestive medicine, bitters, and soda water bottles 

collected from the quarters. Alcohol like whiskey also had medicinal properties and were 

commonly used in African-American ethnomedical treatments in addition to teas used for 

worming, salves used to treat fevers, and liniments for muscle pain (Wilkie 2000a: 167). Three 

combs also potentially speak to concerns over lice and chicken bugs, though these pests are more 

commonly reported as problems at the barracks and officers’ quarters (Wooster 1990). 

Maintaining good health and hygiene would have been a major part of maintaining an 

appearance of respectability as self-care was tantamount to community care.  

 

The two slate writing boards and pencil, a paper brad, one printing spacer, a glass ink well, and 

five stoneware ink bottles evidence quarter inhabitants’ literacy as well as entangled 

performances of American citizenship, class status, and gendered identity. 

 

Women and men at the quarters were privy to the early suffrage debates that had entered public 

discourse by the 1830s (Giele 1995). Not only connected to concerns for equal rights through 

women’s voting, but the Black vote as well, voting rights likely ranked high amongst the 

political concerns of women at the quarters. With the ratification of the Fifteenth Amendment in 

1870, the Black community finally had a right to political representation by elected officials. 

Even though the right to vote only extended to men in this period, women were likely concerned 

with how they could maintain the Black community’s access to this citizenship right (Barkley 

Brown 1997). Parents would have seen merit in sending their children to the post school as 

literacy was one’s most direct access to citizenship. Illiterate soldier husbands, like David Lee, 

the Tenth Cavalry Trumpeter who likely lived at the quarters in 1880, may also have been 

encouraged to seek schooling as writing and reading skills necessary not only for voting but any 

number of civil activities (Census 1880). NCOs in particular were required to seek schooling at 

various times throughout the post’s history (Wilkie In Press). In particular, securing and 

maintaining land ownership – where government documents like tax records, land grants, and 

probate records dictated land claims – and future pension applications – which required any 

number written documents including marriage and birth certificates, medical and discharge 

records, and written affidavits relating to one’s (or one’s husband’s, father’s or son’s) time in the 

service – would have been significantly easier tasks to confront if one could read and write.  

 

Moreover, in 1880 only three of the official U.S. laundresses enumerated on the census were able 

to write and five were able to read (Census 1880). It is likely that accounting tasks connected to 

laundry work may have fallen on the women’s family members or associates. If the families 

West, Helm, Johnson, and Lee were the inhabitants of the quarters in 1880, Maggie Johnson 

would have been the only woman at the quarters able to read and write in the area, thus she may 

have acted as a communal record keeper for the other women in the neighborhood (Census 

1880). Ink bottles found in the trash scatters across the site possibly evidence the high quantity of 

laundry labeling and bookkeeping. 
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As evidenced by the request for late payment written by Mrs. Herrill in 1886, written accounting 

of soldiers’ laundry debts – and even the ability to read paper labels affixed to laundry bundles – 

would have been inordinately useful for the washer women (NA RG98). Documents accounting 

laundry work protected women from being short changed by delinquent customers and also from 

accusations of lost items. However, even though accounting offered an additional line of 

evidence in payment disputes beyond simple verbal confirmation, laboring women still faced 

racial and gendered discrimination at the administrative level. Mrs. Herrill’s letter requesting 

“information how to collect [outstanding payments]” as she and her sister were “lone standing 

women” was met with a shaded response by an officer of the Third Cavalry.  2
nd

 Lt. John W. 

Heard retorted that “the men named herein declare in toto. [sic] that they do not owe this woman 

the amounts herein specified… I have examined every possible member of the troop herein 

named and they state on their honor that they have paid the laundress by her own words in full, 

and that a great many of them have witnesses to this effect.” He further claimed that her 

accounting was likely fraudulently faulty on her own regard or that “it may be possible that a 

mistake may have arisen through her son (who collected for her) not turning in her wages to her” 

(ibid.). While it is possible that Mrs. Herrill may have falsely accused the soldiers of not paying 

her, it is very plausible that she was taken advantage of by either her own son or the men of the 

Third Cavalry. If the case of the later, Mrs. Herrill may have seen little merit in “offer[ing], if 

possible, any form of rebuttal to the statements of the men” – which Heard claimed she did not – 

as her position as a single, working-class (and possibly Mexican) mother positioned her at a level 

from which she likely could not win, especially given that she had already exhausted the 

evidence at her disposal – the hand-written accounting sheets (ibid.). Moreover, given 2
nd

 Lt. 

Heard’s assertion that Herrill’s son “collected for her,” it is further possible that her son may 

have written the original letter and accounting sheet, further complicating the situation and 

removing a good deal Mrs. Herrill’s agency in rectifying the matter (ibid.). The whole situation 

of Mrs. Merrill’s honesty being questioned is made all the more poignant when one notes the 

stationary on which her initial request is written; it is marked with a fern, symbolic of sincerity 

and humility, and a humming bird, which was used to denote feminine virtue and innocent frailty 

[Figure 6.4].  

 

For the soldiers who lived at the quarters literacy not only allowed them to make the most of 

newly won citizenship rights, but it opened doors for upward class mobility through military 

advancement which in turn led to higher pay rates (see discussion of monthly income, above). As 

the quarters were likely inhabited by at least three NCOs in 1880, the printing spacer and paper 

brad potentially speak to the written administrative tasks associated with that ranking. Sgt. 

Daniel Johnson is listed as “in charge of property” and Sgt. Henry West was “in charge Q. M. 

corral” on muster rolls in 1880, both positions that involved accounting. While none of the men 

are listed as assigned to the printing press or working in the telegram office (where most printed 

records originated), the printing spacer is just as likely from a company marking stamp – an item 

used to label company property (Greene 1986b: 74-75). Similarly, paper brads, of the style 

patented in 1878, would have been used to hold together company documents or attach labels to 

property (Pat. 1878). When compared to quantities of ink bottles recovered from deposits in the 

officers’ quarters (MNI three or almost three percent of the ceramic assemblage) and barracks 

(MNI zero), the five ink bottles which make up four percent of ceramic assemblage confirm 

similar rates of record keeping as those seen at the officers’ quarters (Wilkie et al. 2016a, 

2016b).  
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Community Gathering and Leisure 

 

As sites of “merrymaking… where the space was small but the enjoyment was huge,” Army 

laundresses’ quarters often served as community gathering spaces were soldiers, civilians, and 

the women poised in-between both life-styles could form social bonds and establish communal 

group identities  (Forsyth 1900:134). As reported by a General in the service,  

 

[Laundresses] make the men more cheerful, honest, and comfortable. At our 

frontier posts [laundresses] have little family-firesides where, in the laundresses’ 

quarters, the men can visit socially. Their influence is very civilizing. I would 

recommend in some cases to double their present number, especially in the 

colored troops, who are domestic in their attachments and miss the society of their 

women [Banning 1876: 46]. 

 

Social gatherings at the quarters were likely centered on the comforts of home life, not available 

to Black and Mixed-Race bachelors elsewhere in town. Visits to spaces where women and 

children performed the role of care-takers and entertainers, where food and beverage flowed 

freely, and where surveillance by White superiors was limited, likely offered respite in the daily 

lives of soldiers in the frontier. NCOs in particular may have been more willing to host enlisted 

soldiers as “relationships between NCOs and their troops provided opportunity for social uplift 

mentoring as well as the construction of an African-American masculinity that transcended 

regional boundaries” (Wilkie In Press: 21). These also may have been safe spaces to engage in 

respectable courtship practices, amongst the company of married couples and chaperones. 

Moreover, these spaces could have hosted civilians whom the families had come to befriend, 

offering a chance to build strong bonds between the military community and the civilian 

population.  

 

While some men and women frequented saloons, dance halls, and brothels in Chihuahua and 

New Town, others likely chose to avoid these more nefarious hangouts. To begin, the cost of 

leisure pursuits in town could be expensive, with beer costing up to a dollar a quart (Rickey 

1963: 200). Additionally, racially charged violence and the constant threat of being murdered by 

White and Mexican civilians also may have kept soldiers closer to home (see Chapter 3). In the 

less hostile setting of the quarters, alcohol may have acted more as social lubricant rather than a 

fire starter for violent aggression. It could have lessened the tensions of racially-charged social 

interactions or gendered differences amongst the men and women themselves (Smith 2008). 

Additionally, White officers were known to purposefully drink in private spaces as opposed to 

out in public as a form of class-based anxiety and propriety (Adams 2009: 119). Thus, NCOs and 

respectable soldiers and women may have chosen to engage in a similar custom by coming to the 

privacy of the quarters for these kinds of activities. 

 

Consisting of nearly one-third of the total non-architectural assemblage, beverage storage 

containers are the most commonly recovered artifact from the quarters. Particularly at the 

southern trash scatter – where beverage storage makes up forty-nine percent of the site area’s 

assemblage and thirty-four percent of the overall beverage storage container assemblage – 

beverage consumption seems to be a focused activity participated in at the quarters. The high rate 
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to the south of the site might highlight social gatherings occurring in exterior yard spaces, or at 

least in the largest structure in the line (see [Figure 3.6]). While some beer and mineral water 

consumption can be explained by the poor water quality, assemblages from the barracks and 

married men’s quarters show significantly fewer beverage items (Eichner 2016b; Wilkie 2016b;).  

 

Beer makes up thirty-two percent of the overall beverage assemblage, with hard alcohol at five 

percent, wine at nine percent, indeterminate alcohol at thirteen percent (these are most likely 

beers), indeterminate beverage at thirty-four percent, and mineral water at seven percent. Beer 

did not have the same negative connotation as harder alcohols. 

 

There is no such thing as utter drunkenness [at Fort Davis], and the small quantity 

of ardent spirits consumed could not be pronounced a serious evil, were it not 

frontier and Texas whiskey.  It would perhaps be a good moral and sanitary 

measure to compel the post trader to keep only the purest and most costly liquors 

for sale, and mete them out in very small quantities.  The officer and soldier 

should be restrained by an iron hand from ever visiting the low dram shops and 

gambling dens that surround a military post. Our men gamble little, do not steal, 

and are not at all given to quarreling and fighting among themselves [Chaplain 

George G. Mullins 1877 quoted in Schubert 2003:85-86] 

 

In 1881, post traders were no longer allowed to sell whiskey, and soldiers would have needed to 

find it elsewhere (Wooster 1990). With only five percent of the assemblage consisting of hard 

alcohol, it seems unlikely that inebriation was a main draw of drinking at the quarters. Items like 

the hard alcohol containers may be evidence of self-medication rather than social drinking 

practices; the hospital kept alcohol on hand for various treatments, and soldiers would drink to 

warm up after patrols. Alcohol could also be used to treat “colds, stomach or urinary tract issues” 

(Wilkie 2016b: 267). The small quantity of these kinds of beverages further points to their use 

amongst the families rather than at social gatherings. 

 

The high percentage of beverage bottles recovered from the area is likely because these items 

were single use and not being refilled. No significant wearing was observed on the bottles 

suggesting reuse. Beer drinking was not incredibly common amongst enslaved population prior 

to emancipation, likely due to access, but the men and women at Fort Davis appear to have 

picked up a taste for lagers. Beer also would have been an alternative to drinking poor quality 

water, while still providing a bit of a buzz that would aid sociability. Therefore, the high quantity 

of beer bottles suggests that sociable drinking was occurring at the quarters, rather than heavy 

imbibing that would have been suggested by higher numbers of hard liquor bottles. 

 

Wine and champagne, making up nine percent of the beverage storage assemblage, were 

products that had strong class associations. Officers served these beverages at parties, weddings, 

and formal dinners (Adams 2009: 119). The low quantity of wine at the laundresses’ quarters and 

married men’s quarters may show that families chose to use their economic capital to perform 

gentile aspirations in a way that was not associated with disorderly inebriation. 

 

Still other men and women may have performed an alternative type of respectability by choosing 

not to imbibe. These individuals could have followed the temperance movements of the era, and 
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may have looked to soda and mineral waters and small beers instead. The high percentage 

(thirty-four) of indeterminate beverage containers in the assemblage are identified as such 

because they are not the traditional colors associated with alcohol containers, namely decolorized 

and natural blue-green glass; thus, they are likely other types of non-alcoholic beverages like 

soda and mineral waters. With only five and a half cases of alcoholism reported in every one 

thousand men amongst Black troops verses forty-one in every one-thousand for White troops 

during the decade of the 1880s, it is clear that Black soldiers were either drinking significantly 

less, significantly differently, or simply not drinking at all (Rickey1963: 159). Evidence suggest 

that the assemblage at the quarters suggests that the men and women of the Black, Mixed-Race, 

and possibly Mexican community on the fort proper were drinking a reasonable quantity of beer, 

very little hard alcohol, and a number of individuals may have selected to not imbibe.  

 

The variety of beverages drunk at the site is best considered based on the locations of known 

bottle manufacturers. Major distribution markets included the Midwest around St. Louis, the 

East, the South, the West, and Europe including mainly England and Germany. Thirteen (sixty-

eight percent) of the known marks on beer bottles came from the Midwest, one (five percent) 

from the East, two (eleven percent) from England, and three (sixteen percent) from Germany. 

Adolphus Busch’s lager beer, of which five muzzle caps were recovered, would have been most 

common beer in bottles produced in the Midwest (Lockhart et al. 2010). Similarly, the German 

bottles may also have contained lagers, a style of beer that had come into vogue after Busch 

developed a pasteurization technique for beer in 1872. At least one of the English bottles, a 

stoneware, likely contained a stout. Three soda waters were also identified as coming from 

Hungary (Jano), England (Sykes and Macvey), and Holland. It is likely, along with the quarters’ 

inhabitants own taste preferences being represented, that the variety of beverages in the 

assemblage may show that soldiers were bringing their own beer to the quarters and that lager 

was the preferred beer beverage and imported soda waters were also popular. 

 

Tobacco use, while not entirely a leisurely pursuit, also occurred at the quarters. Two tobacco 

tins, a tobacco tag used to mark tobacco twists, and a spittoon suggest that chewing was 

preferred over smoking. Women and men may have chosen chew as a stimulant that helped them 

get through their work day. Accounts of soldiers smoking Mexican-style cigarillos may also 

account for the lack of pipe fragments recovered (Rickey 1963; Smith 1994). Chew and 

cigarettes may also have been shared at social gatherings. 

 

An opportunity for shared leisure activities at the quarters may also have drawn the military 

community to the quarters. While Chaplain Mullins maintained the soldiers “gamble[d] little,” a 

yellowware gaming piece may suggest otherwise (1877 quoted in Schubert 2003:86). Music at 

the quarters also likely drew the community to gather. As reported in 1869, musicality amongst 

Black troops was well received and encouraged. 

 

As musicians [Black soldiers] excel, and they are disposed to improvise and vary 

even upon the orthodox calls… from “retreat” to “tattoo” and at every permissible 

hour during the day, music from all sorts of instruments may be heard from their 

quarters.  Some of them have most extraordinary talents as musicians, of course, 

uncultivated, but there are many men at the post who can play upon a variety of 

instruments both wind and string and some who play with their hand [PMR]. 
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David Lee, the Company Trumpeter, lived at the quarters in 1880, along with both Henry West 

and Daniel Johnson, who had been drummers during the Civil War. West in particular was 

renowned for his “talent in the musical line, playing fiddle, jaw harp, etc.” (Pension West). These 

men may have particular privy to live together given this shared interest in music. A jaw harp 

was recovered from the southern trash scatter, further suggesting the community gathering was 

happening at this location at the site. With music likely came dancing, and as discussed by Tera 

Hunter (1997:168-186), dancing Black bodies were often viewed by outsiders as hyper-

sexualized or as representing low class amusement. Thus, at the quarters and amongst friends, 

dancing could occur outside of the judging view of the White other. Even for those members of 

the respectable Black community who saw dancing as a degrading act, proper dancing where 

“one could aspire [middle-class ] stature… through proper training and education in the rules of 

correct body carriage” may have been allowed (ibid 173). 

 

Building Bridges with Food 

 

Subsistence related artifacts show that washer women took advantage of the spatially 

autonomous setting and their high incomes to procure fresher, tastier food to prepare a cuisine 

that satisfied their families’ unique cultural preferences. Food remains recovered from the 

quarters also show a level of economy, with self-procured items also finding their way on the 

family tables and into community member’s mess plates. 

 

With two sets of rations coming into most of the co-employed families’ homes, inhabitants 

would have had the basic fixings for family meals. In the 1870s  

 

The daily ration included 20 ounces of fresh beef, 12 ounces of bacon, or 14 

ounces of dried fish. In addition each solider [and laundress] was allotted 18 

ounces of soft bread, 2.4 ounces of beans, 2.4 ounces of sugar, .6 ounces of salt, 

and 1.28 ounces of roasted coffee beans [Wooster 1990: 287]. 

 

Sometimes items like salt pork were substituted for bacon – though men reportedly had a 

“preference for bacon” – and additions of “rice, hominy, sauerkraut, and cheese” were 

sometimes included (NA RG98; Wooster 1990: 287). However, no fresh vegetables, butter, or 

eggs were included (Rickey 1963: 117). Regulations regarding soldier’s mess speak to the 

potential blandness of Army meals, as one soldier described, “for rations we got canned beans, 

milk and hardtack. De hard tacks is 3 or 4 in a box, we wets ‘em in water and cooks ‘em in a 

skillet” (William Branch quoted in Schubert 2003: 51-52). 

 

Food consumption on the frontier military fort was a highly classed performance. As Adams 

(2009) has discussed, officers often acted as gluttons, rarely eating rationed foods even in camp 

and gorging themselves during frequent gentile dinner parties. Their high pay allowed them to 

purchase luxury products like oysters shipped from New York, cakes prepared by servants, and 

any variety of canned fruits and locally procured meats. Alternatively, enlisted soldiers rarely 

had the funds to spend on supplemental foodstuffs and only rarely indulged in personally 

procured luxury items like candy or crackers. They also commonly were under provisioned on 
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campaigns while officers brought their own meals of steak, dried fruits and even champagne into 

the field.  

 

One way for non-officer fort inhabitants – from the level of individual, family, and company 

alike – to acquire better foodstuff was to sell back parts of their coffee, sugar, and salt rations for 

funds to use on other material goods and food products. The presence of a coffee pot and baking 

pans in the archaeological assemblage suggests that quarters’ families may have chosen only to 

rid themselves of a portion of these products, however. Items available for purchase at the fort 

included “butter, dried fruits, canned vegetables, crackers, lard, and yeast…hams, oysters, syrup, 

and jelly;” sardines were also ever popular (Wooster 1990: 288). The quarters’ inhabitants may 

also have been able to get produce from the post garden where “cabbage, sweet potatoes, beets, 

carrots, cucumbers, onions, squash, and tomatoes” were grown (Wooster 2006: 132-133). Items 

purchased from the Mexican community, both locally and from sanction traders from Chihuahua, 

Mexico, included muskmelon, watermelon, grapes, red pepper, and corn meal (Greene 1986a: 

48; Smith et al. 2007: 77-78) Local orchards likely provided apples and foraging for prickly pear, 

berries, and other local produce that still grows at the site today may also have occurred. While 

FODAAP’s ethno-botanical analysis is still forth coming, archaeological evidence demonstrates 

that the families were definitely supplementing their rations. 

 

From the quarters the FODAAP team recovered chicken bones, egg shells, and possible 

gastroliths evidencing poultry raising in the quarters’ yards. Eggs in particular were considered 

“the greatest luxury on the frontier” by Elizabeth Custer (Adams 2009: 113). Pig (Sus scrofa) 

may have been purchased from Mexican traders. Despite claims that Black troops “hunt[ed] less 

and fish[ed] less” than White troops, faunal evidence suggests otherwise (NA RG98). A 

repurposed nail fashioned into a possible fishing hook in conjunction with fish scale 

(Actinopterygii sp.) suggests families at the quarters may have enjoyed fresh water fish in their 

diets. Other faunal remains show that residents dined on sage grouse (Centrocercus sp.), deer 

(Odocoileus sp.), pronghorn (Antilocapra americana), and possibly crow (Corvus corax).   

 

As already mentioned above, it is difficult to access when and how often soldiers had access to 

weapons. However, they hunted at least as an act of subsistence procurement in the field, and on 

occasion engaged in the activity during free time at the fort.  As one soldier recalled, 

 

We gits meat purty often. When we camps for de night de captain say, “You’all 

kin go huntin.” Before we git to de mountains dere’s deer and rabbits and dey 

ain’t no fences. Often in de dark we sees a big animal and we shoots… Dere ain’t 

much cattle, but on colored scout shoots hisself a bear. Den we eats high [William 

Branch quoted in Schubert 2003: 52]. 

 

As Annelise Morris (2016) has discussed, hunting was an important activity in the American 

West with close ties to notions of proper masculine performance. The bonds one made while on 

the hunt could overcome class and ethno-racial boundaries. Moreover, one cannot assume that 

firearm use and hunting were masculine gendered activities, as plenty of frontier women also 

engaged in these practices, particularly when men were away on campaign or on duty. Thus, 

food supplementation through animal rearing, gardening, foraging, and hunting at the quarters 

may have been accomplished by children, men, or the women. More importantly, however, the 
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procurement and use of these foodstuffs speak to the quarters’ residents enjoying meals that 

differed from standardized Army rations. 

 

Twenty-two cans that may have contained rationed foodstuffs such as coffee, baking soda, meat, 

and beans were recovered at the quarters, but the presence of eleven ceramic storage vessels and 

four canning jars evidence supplementation of rationed foodstuffs with home preserved 

foodstuffs. Seven condiment jars–including molded ring or beehive pepper sauce, gothic style 

pickle jars, and wide-mouth varieties–also speak to the quarters’ residents altering the flavors of 

generic rations to meet their personal tastes. Reliance on domestically produced and privately 

purchased foods may evidence inhabitants’ inability to feed a family with children using only 

standard issue military rations. Supplementation also likely occurred as a result of military 

supply problems which commonly resulted in the delivery of spoiled meat and rations (Ballew 

1971). Moreover, certain foods potentially reminded residents and their patrons of their homes 

back east and in Mexico, eliciting nostalgia and providing domestic comforts not found in 

military prepared and approved meals. Inhabitants gathered, raised, and selected foods to create a 

cuisine that acted as bridge between military and civilian life, referencing home in a landscape 

controlled by standardization and regulation. If food was being made for community gatherings, 

visitors could also have brought items to offer to the communal pot; this too may explain how a 

variety of foodstuffs made their way into meals at the quarters. 

 

The presence of fresh ingredients combined with a diverse mix of cookwares recovered at the 

quarters further suggests that women living on the frontier may have combined multiple cooking 

traditions over the course of occupation. Cuisine styles at the quarters varied as much as the 

demographic makeup of the inhabitants themselves as evidenced by traditional paddle-and-anvil 

style earthenware cook pots, Dutch ovens, yellowware mixing bowls, and baking tins. The 

archaeology suggests that meals drew from Mexican, Southern, and standard issue camp 

cuisines. Twenty-seven percent of the identified cookware was comprised of American made 

yellowwares and stonewares and fifty-three percent consisted of cast-iron vessels. The other 

twenty-percent of the cookware assemblage consisted of locally produced paddle-and-anvil pots 

and pans. These local earthenwares reference Mexican-style forms such as cazuelas and ollas, 

speaking to the overlapping influences of Mexican-born inhabitants, a large Latino civilian 

community, and locally sourced foodstuffs.  

 

Bliss described a number of Mexican meals that he had tried while in the borderlands including: 

tamales with meat and red pepper sauce or a variation with pine nut and raisins that “taste like 

plum pudding,” enchilades that stuffed tortillas with cheese, onions, and peppers and covered 

with red pepper sauce and more cheese – he found these “very stimulating to the taste,” desserts 

made of condensed milk and cornmeal, and the “most common way of preparing meat,” chile 

con carne, in which meat was “first cooked and cut into pieces and stewed in a sauce made by 

boiling the red pepper pods until quite thick” (Smith et al. 124). Scholars, especially those who 

work at sites of colonial contact, have often noted that local ingredients can dictate preferences 

for certain types of cookware (e.g. Deagan 1973, 1996; Lyons and D’Andrea 2003; Lightfoot 

2005). When new foods are introduced to an incoming population, cooks commonly learn long-

established preparation techniques from those groups familiar with the ingredients. Thus, the 

clay cookpots could signify that the Black women at the quarters embraced ingredients and 

cookware of the local cuisines based on both necessity and personal preferences. As census 
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records show, eighty-one percent of Army laundresses came from the American South where 

earthenware cooking vessels commonly were used by members of formerly-enslaved 

communities (Census 1870, 1880; Ferguson 1992; Franklin 2001).  Local cookwares and 

foodways may have been adopted and modified due to their resemblance to familiar foods from 

distant homes. Meals that referenced newly introduced local flavors in a format familiar to 

southern-born soldiers and their families likely provided a sense of common ground between 

military personnel and the local Mexican  

 

In total, eighty percent of the cookware assemblage was comprised of hollowware cook pots and 

Dutch ovens, suggesting a possible preference for stews and slow cooked meals. Stewed foods, 

which utilize long cook times over low fire, require less tending than other cooked meals; 

working women may have preferred a cooking tradition that allowed them to multi-task, much in 

the same way enslaved African American women and Mexican weavers embraced slow cooking 

(Brumfield 1991; Ferguson 1992; Franklin 2001). Additionally, the high quantity of cast iron 

cook pots may speak to the reworking of local cuisines and traditional southern foodways to fit 

into a military lifestyle. The use of durable, camp-quality cooking vessels suggests an adaptation 

of more familiar cooking techniques to the materiality of military campaigning and regular 

relocation. Ultimately, shared cooking techniques that utilized a mixture of foodstuffs and 

cookwares would have assisted in the formation of a distinct Army identity that at times 

overshadowed ethnic and racial differences amongst the inhabitants.  

 

Regular references to soldiers’ preferences for home-cooked meals and baked goods confirm that 

rationed meals were subpar and that meals were often sought elsewhere (USWD 1863a; Banning 

1876:54; Mattes 1960: 142; Rickey 1963; Smith 1994). Women in the service were known to 

supplement their incomes by selling pies and baked goods (Banning 1876; 54; Mattes 1960: 

142). It appears that women and their husbands engaged in these side businesses not necessarily 

with the intention of having extra spending money immediately but with the intent to “buy a 

home” and settle down “in town” after quitting the military service (Mattes 1960: 142; Schubert 

2003: 125). Military careers thus offered not only an elevated lifestyle while in the service, but a 

true middle-class existence afterwards. 

 

Identities in the (Tea and Table) Service 

 

Items related to tea service simultaneously conformed to and contested the performance of a 

distinctly middle-class femininity as seen in the selection of various decorative wares. Of 35 tea 

and/or coffee related vessels, the assemblage consisted of forty-three percent of undecorated 

refined white paste ceramics, twenty-percent molded refined white paste ceramics, and thirty-

seven percent heavily decorated wares with transfer prints, hand painting, annular slips, and 

sponging. The selection of a majority of decorative teawares may have been a way for women at 

the quarters to assert individuality in a prescribed, acceptable setting (Wall 1991, 1994). 

Teawares were often expensive, thus the selection of specific decorated cups and saucers may 

have been based on each item’s individual aesthetic appeal, with items purchased one at a time. 

The inhabitants’ selection of mismatched teawares could have been a way to assert a collective 

working-class femininity amongst their peers who joined them in the service—both tea and 

military (Wall 1999; Wood 2004).  
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A number of the hand-painted enameled teacups [Figure 4] and mismatched transfer print 

saucers recovered from the quarters might have originally been in use at officers’ row. Officers’ 

wives commonly wrote about the regular redecoration of their new homes with their arrival to 

each frontier fort in an attempt to keep up with the latest fashions (Custer 1899; Mattes 1960; 

Leckie 1989). In his discussion of officer’s class performance, Adams (2009: 123) recounts a 

story about an auction held by a moving officer’s family where a single plate was sold for $22 

“for a good joke” about the officers’ ability to participate in conspicuous consumption practices. 

While families at the quarters likely could not afford to pay exorbitant prices for second-hand 

ceramics, they may have purchased tablewares and teawares from these kinds of sales on 

officers’ row. In the South, Black domestic servants also commonly received hand-me downs 

from White employers as both payment and gifting (Wilkie 2000). While the women who 

worked as laundresses were wary of taking on domestic labor at officers’ row as it was not as 

autonomous a position as taking in washing, they may have assisted in nursing, maternity care, 

and funerary preparation. While these services could “not be paid for with money,” they may 

have been rewarded with material items like ceramics (Forsyth 1900: 113, 133).  

 

Teacups and saucers often were the most intact ceramics found in midden contexts, suggesting 

the possible discard of undesirable items. Women may have seen material payment for work that 

classified as community service as the officers’ families’ attempts at asserting class dominance 

in an undesirable way. Working-class Black women in the postbellum South often regarded 

hand-me-downs from middle-class White women as junk that was used to entice their employees 

into undesirable work conditions (Wilkie 2000a). Thus, while some more desirable items offered 

by officers’ wives may have been accepted with gratitude, others were likely disposed of 

promptly as a means of protest against class and racial assertions by the White other. Teawares 

may also have been discarded by residents when new styles came into vogue. As social teas were 

a time to display a family’s status, sets and individual vessels were often upgraded and replaced 

with changing fashions (Spencer-Wood 1987; Wall 1994). Additionally, items may also have 

been left over from previous residents. Women who decorated their temporary homes with a mix 

of personally acquired decorative wares and secondhand treasures were subject to regular 

upheaval through military orders. They may have left behind extraneous or less desirable items 

for the next set of tenants, especially considering the weight limits to which each family was 

subject – around 80lbs per person. Finally, items may have broken in travel between posts if they 

were not packed right and would have been discarded upon unpacking (Adams 2009: 122-123) 

The diverse array of excavated decorative teawares allows us to imagine how visitors to the 

quarters could read stylized items as alternatively referencing memories of past residents—both 

the residences’ former inhabitants and the White other—and current residents’ preferences and 

social identities. As spaces were constantly in flux and negotiation, the northern laundresses’ 

quarters spoke to cultural integration, clash, and reinterpretation, and we may imagine new 

residents curating, discarding, and adding to the materiality of each household with each new 

arrival of fresh companies.  

 

While the woman at the quarters may have participated in proper social teas as an assertion of 

respectability and socio-economic status, important teas would have been a costly expense. 

Instead, teawares may actually have been used in coffee service, as coffee was part of the regular 

rationing. A cast iron coffee pot recovered from HB-211 further speaks to this military issued 

beverage’s use at the quarters. Drinking coffee in the same way social tea was consumed would 
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have perhaps been a variation distinct to women associated with the military and may also have 

differentiated class status amongst the non-elite but middle-class aspiring women at the quarters.  

 

Teawares may have been used for multiple non-beverage service uses. Items may have been 

displayed as decorations. Teacups also are documented as having been used as table service 

items on African-American’s tables and would have held sauces and condiments including 

African-style pepper sauce – of which one bottle was recovered from the quarters – or even 

salsas introduced by the local Mexican community (Ferguson 1992: 97; Wilkie 2000a: 147). 

Cups and handleless tea bowls may have served a dual purpose as personal food bowls. This is 

an especially appealing interpretation (as discussed below) if soldiers may have been bringing 

their own personal bowls to the quarters during communal meals. A distinctive decoration like 

those seen on teacups would have allowed for clearer identification of personal property.  

 

The tablewares at the quarters generally appear to conform to the middle-class-aspiring ideals of 

true womanhood and moral mothering (Welter 1966; Wall 1994; Wilkie 2003). The majority 

(approximately seventy percent) of identifiable ceramics recovered from the quarters were white 

refined-earthenwares, ironstones, and porcelains, with an additional ten percent representing 

molded gothic wares. An additional sixty-three percent of the teawares also conform to this style, 

suggesting their use on the family table. 

 

Manufactured ceramic dishware shows that local cuisines were adapted to a traditionally 

American table, served family-style on platters, pre-plated, or in personal bowls. We can imagine 

how the stark white dishes drew attention to a variety of cuisines – including new dishes and 

comforting favorites from home – and forced diners to acknowledge the meeting, blending, and, 

at times, clashing of different cultures and identities. While there is a tendency to assume that 

stewed foods require bowls, the higher quantity of plates at the quarters may be in part due to 

thicker based stews like Southern style gumbo or Mexican style chile con carne that were served 

with starches like potatoes, corn bread, and tortillas. The lack of bowl fragments could also 

evidence soldiers and community members bringing their own dishware, including ceramic 

bowls or metal mess kits, to meals at the quarters.  

 

If plated meals were reserved for interactions with nuclear families rather than at large 

communal gatherings, women at the quarters were likely subscribing to middle-class Victorian 

ideals of moral mothering and true womanhood. By conforming to proper consumption practices 

such as purchasing purity-signifying gothic-style dishes, “women interpreted and communicated 

their interest in this ideology” of late nineteenth century capitalist gender roles that so defined 

American identity (Camp 2013: 53; for further discussion tableware selection in the Cult of 

domesticity see also Wall 1994; Fitts 1999; Praetzellis and Praetzellis 2001). The Black, Mixed-

Race, and possibly Mexican women at the quarters would have regularly confronted these 

overarching ideals of domestically located—and inherently White—femininity.  

 

The white ceramics may also have been used to show continuity across Black domestic 

communities at the fort. Ceramic tablewares were not issued as standard regulation until after 

Fort Davis’ abandonment.  However, companies would pool money to buy family-style table 

settings. The Tenth Cavalry companies K and B were known to have hosted Christmas dinners 

with full table settings in 1883. Company K specifically had white ceramics and silverware 
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marked with the regiment’s number. (Greene 1986a; Rickey 1963; Wilkie 2015, 2016b). Pressed 

glass goblets in the honey-comb style – of which three were found at the laundresses’ quarters 

and one was recovered from the barracks – show continuity in the style of table settings across 

the fort property (Eichner 2016a, Wilkie 2016b). Thus, the family table of military brotherhood 

would closely resemble that of the highest status members of the Black community, showing that 

class status was not the only marker of respectability. Moreover, these tables would have closely 

resembled those of the White officers’ families, thus denying the White community its 

perceptions of gentile superiority in this realm.  

 

Along with the majority of white ceramic tablewares, inhabitants at the quarters also chose to 

utilize decorative serve wares on their tables. A Mexican-style polychrome pitcher may have 

referenced connection to the local community. Affordable Rockingham-style yellowwares were 

commonly found on tables throughout the eastern and mid-western United States and Canada, 

and were noted for their durability and ability to hide food stains (Claney 2004). A milk glass 

service bowl also would have been reasonably inexpensive. Highly decorative majolica vessels 

may have been German or Mexican imports, and would have been some of the most distinct and 

expensive vessels used in table service. As mentioned above, decorative teacups may also have 

served as condiment bowls. The variation of service items amongst the white personal place 

settings would have been a way to display personal wealth, taste, and affiliations while still 

maintaining a unified family identity through the place settings. Alternatively, the decorative 

serving dishes at community gatherings, where bowls may have been highly stylized and 

demarcated personal distinction, would have both added to the festive feel of the gathering while 

also signaling communal belonging despite the multiple ethno-racial, gendered, class/rank 

statuses represented amongst the participants. 

 

Conclusion 

 

The inhabitants at the quarters constantly straddled a series of competing, overlapping identities: 

gendered family members, citizens, laboring military employees, frontiersmen and women, 

representatives of various regional backgrounds, aspiring members of the middle class, and 

community leaders. By choosing to assert different combinations of these competing personas in 

different aspects of their daily lives, the quarters’ inhabitants could both meet the challenges of 

their unique location in society and assert a collective group membership as American high-

ranking military members of color based on their selective-conformity to specific hegemonic 

ideals. As seen through various scales of daily interaction—with family members inside the 

home, between larger groups of fellow working women and soldiers, within the larger racialized 

military community, and as members of the larger town community—the inhabitants at the 

quarters were situated on the edge/at the center of military and civilian life, working-class and 

middle-class status, and Black-White-Mexican race relations. Their lives were difficult and at 

times contradictory, policed both by external and internal forces, but overall the men and women 

seem to have been focused on building the best lives possible in the moment and looking towards 

the future.  

 

While it is tempting to try to fit all of the inhabitants’ practices and performances into a narrative 

of respectability, one must be cautious in flattening out the stories of the past. Rather the 

materials recovered from the quarters coupled with documentary evidence illustrate how 
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complex identity performances at the quarters may have been, signaling a combination of 

enmeshed class/rank, ethno-racial, regional/national, and gender identities. The residents’ 

various personhoods at times situated them queerly on the frontier. They were able to act as 

cultural brokers who bridged various community groups together and who negotiated at times 

conflicting identifications. Women were both respectable, middle-class aspiring, citizen wives 

and mothers, but they were also self-reliant and hard toiling laborers and open-minded 

community care-takers. They could chew tobacco as they sweated over laundry work, and yet 

they also could furnish their homes in a middle-class style with bric-a-brac, decorative lamp 

shades, and rugs. They would make inexpensive food using local produce, rationed and hunted 

meat, Mexican and camp style cookwares and serve it on proper sacred whitewares with a teacup 

of pepper sauce beside. Men were model soldiers and NCOs who toiled over accounting 

paperwork as their children played at their feet. They could perform gentile consumption while 

still enjoying a night of improvised music and dancing. They could be illiterate and still live in 

one of the nicest houses in the community and drink champagne on special occasions.  

 

The quarters’ residents did not always behave according to standard decorum of either the White, 

Victorian, middle-class community or the respectable Black community. Henry West deserted 

during his occupation of the quarters, an action of impropriety. Individuals may have drank to 

get drunk or gambled while at the quarters. However, they also may have behaved with such 

decorum as to criticize the actions of the White elites. A good number of the residents may have 

been teetotalers, choosing to forgo imbibing alcohol. Their houses were the first structures of the 

fort that incoming visitors passed, thus they were the first representatives of the community. 

They also served as leaders and mentors to the larger fort community, interacting with those 

lower in rank, rather than enforcing a hierarchy of socio-economic status in the way their White 

commissioned counterparts did. Moreover, the actions and behaviors of various actors in a single 

household or a single neighborhood may have been contradictory. While one individual may 

have worked to present themselves as a properly moral citizen another may have been shirking 

duties and living up to stereotypes. It is difficult to know the complete realities of past actors 

when you only have one part of their life-scape – one space of their daily practice and one 

shallow glimpse at a lifetime. 

 

In the end, the residents’ practices and performances of various personhoods are difficult to sum 

up with a simple conclusive statement. Their experiences were generally rooted in their location 

as outliers – both on the physical landscape and the social one. Their experiences were various, 

though there seems to have been a general focus on representing oneself, one’s family, the large 

non-White community, and the country well. Their lives were aspirational but also deeply 

grounded in the realities of the physical space, the social climate, and politics of oppression. In 

the end, the northern laundresses’ quarters helps us imagine the complexities and queerness of 

past experiences for a community of racialized, gendered, and classed men and women who 

lived on the West Texas Frontier in the late-nineteenth century. 
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Chapter 7: Conclusion 

 

 

 

Queer Frontier Identifications 

 

I began this dissertation by suggesting that frontiers are the ideal location to study identity as 

inhabitants of these fluid landscapes constantly experience and actively negotiate between the 

multiple lived realities that are shaped by co-existing and/or conflicting ideologies. As I 

discussed in Chapter 2, frontiers are both central and peripheral, situated in such a way that the 

divides between social and physical limits become ambiguous. A frontier is a zone of meeting 

and interaction, where external and internal influences are comingled and remade, questioned 

and constrained in innovative ways. In turn, the experiences of the frontier can influence external 

changes. 

 

The inhabitants at the laundresses’ quarters were clearly positioned both at the center and on the 

edge of the social and physical landscapes. They occupied not only larger national/regional 

frontiers – la Frontiera, the American Western Frontier, the U.S. Mexico borderlands – but the 

frontier of Fort Davis as a physical and social space. Their location both inside and outside of the 

larger military community, the enlisted ranks, civilian life, and the working-and middle-classes 

shaped their practices and performances. This community of individuals and families occupied at 

times conflicting personhoods based on enmeshed kinship, regional/national, gendered, 

classed/ranked, occupational, and racialized identification based in concurrent and sometimes 

conflicting normative ideologies. For instance, the women at the quarters were positioned as 

working-class in connection to their cross-cutting racialized, gendered, and occupational 

performances as they laundered soldier’s clothing, yet they also practiced forms of gentile 

womanhood and middle-class domesticity in the ways they decorated their homes, set their 

family tables, and presented themselves through their dress and adornment. David Lee, a 

Company Trumpeter, lived amongst the NCOs of his company because he was married, thus he 

occupied a space of high status that superseded his rank as he performed as male-head of 

household and community liaison in his off-time. However he also had to observe the niceties of 

his soldiering rank while on duty at the garrison. Ultimately, inhabitants at the laundresses’ 

quarters constructed their own modes of being, contextually specific identities situated in the 

momentary interactions that (dis)ordered their lives.  

 

Throughout this dissertation, I advocated for the use of a queer framework that employed third-

space and hybridity theory to understand the complexity and fluidity of identification processes 

that occur when persons of various backgrounds and social positions interact. My goal has not 

been to discuss past actors’ specific queer identities, but rather to find spaces for queer 

identifications in the practices and performance of past actors living on the West Texas Frontier. 

Queerness, the phenomenon of being unboxed and of falling out of line, is an occurrence often 

ignored in interpretations of the past. It is messy, it leaves interpretations hanging, and it is 

difficult to summarize. The unfortunate reality of working with material culture is that we are 

always at some point forced to generalize across time spans, social actors, and cultural 

interactions. Even our most specific moments are steeped in multiple meanings from a variety of 

observational perspectives. But I do not think this makes the task of looking for momentary 
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queerness pointless. Rather, I think through the act of queering – of questioning what is normal 

and what is ideal – we can better understand how complex daily life is and how coded in 

multiple entangled meanings human performances and practices truly are. By employing a queer 

framework, we can better see the vacillating realities of daily life and social legibility. 

 

As I have argued within this paper, queer identifications can be temporary, lasting a split second 

or continuing over the course a day, year, or a lifetime. For the inhabitants at Fort Davis, queer 

moments and complex identifications flickered throughout their daily lives. Identities are never 

binary, never stagnate, and never exist as solo entities. Rather identity is fluid, relational, and 

complex. The inhabitants at the quarters regularly occupied a third-space of enunciation, a space 

not quite one or the other, a space of possibility, opportunity, unintelligibility, surplus, and 

contradiction. Fluid and multiple identifications had an opportunity to bridge divides or shut 

doors. For the women and men at Fort Davis’ northern laundresses’ quarters, their various 

personhoods situated them queerly at times, defining them as different and separate, while also 

somehow right in the middle of everything. They eased tensions between the segregated and 

sanctioned communities of the town by providing opportunities and spaces for safe inter-

communal interactions, where practices within a network of interlinking communities could 

become mutually constituted. However, they too were subject to prejudice and oppression; their 

work was not all encompassing and some differences could not be mended. Rather the 

hegemonic power structures that reproduced racism, bigotry, classism, and sexism still played a 

major role in whom they interacted with and how. 

 

The quarters’ inhabitants also regularly performed and practiced normalized ideals to the best of 

their abilities. Sometimes, their behaviors were grounded in social codes and their actions were 

easily read and assigned the same meanings they intended. I assert though, that this stability, like 

all performances and practices that are centered on naturalized expectations, was still fraught 

with unease. Frontiers, with their constantly shifting conditions, their changing demographics, 

and their liminal positioning add contextually to all normalized behaviors that makes them 

different from their initial references. Black respectability on the frontier was not achieved in the 

same way it was in the urban environs of the east; the actors, environs, and material products 

were different. True womanhood and gentile manliness too had to be adapted to conditions of the 

frontier. Ideals are instable, centered on the fiction that they can be achieved, and yet, they never 

are perfectly mimicked in the realities of lived experience. There is always variation in how one 

performs what one thinks is normal or right; these practices and performance are always judged 

based on the recall of different reference materials depending on who is observing them and 

assigning social meaning. Even in their naturalized compulsions, the realities of the frontier 

disoriented their practices and performances. In the end, the occupants at the quarters were 

oriented queerly in their daily lives, their social space, and material world.  

 

Final Words 

 

“Queer theorists assert that what we often see as a fairly uniform past is in fact filled with 

glitches, differences, and irregularities smoothed over by our own interpretive impulse to make 

things ‘normal’” (Rudy 2000: 197). This project was meant to highlight how nuanced and 

multivalent understandings of the past can be when queer theory is employed. The past is 

instable, it haunts our present through remembrances, documents, and materials. How we choose 
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to combine, interpret, and present those histories matters. If we ignore the evidence that does not 

fit, or we overlook the complexity of lived experience in our (re)constructions, we not only do a 

disservice to past actors, but also reinforce normalized understandings about social systems that 

affect people today.  

 

Myths and stereotypes – both negative and idyllic – about communities like the Black enlisted 

soldiers or army laundresses’ work to reinforce racist, classist, and sexist notions that propagate 

disparities today. If every woman who was not rich and White that lived on a frontier fort is 

described as possibly participating in prostitution and living in squalor, we reinforce class and 

race based stereotypes of jezebels and welfare mothers, and at the same time we ignore how 

pivotal Black working women were in constructing the nation and creating alternative forms of 

femininity centered on hard-work, self-reliance, and autonomy. If every story of Black soldiers 

references a name purposefully avoided by the men and focuses on their fighting prowess, we 

fail to see a history of how these men built and maintained families, constructed and fought for 

their own forms of citizenship, and became community care-takers. 

 

In the end archaeology does not have to tell us the stories of persons who lived at the sites we 

study, but rather it guides us in (re)imagining their experiences. It forces us to see their humanity 

and to relate with them rather than using them as props or stand-ins that reinforce what we think 

we know. Specificity, nuance, and an openness for variation can make archaeology accessible to 

a variety of stakeholders, and in turn can change the ways the past shapes our world today. 
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Appendix 1: Tables 

 

 

 

Chapter 3 Tables 

 

Table 3.1 Regiments Stationed at Fort Davis listed by first date of arrival (black troops are 

bolded) (adapted from Wilkie et al. 2016b) 

Regiment Years Stationed at Fort Davis 

9
th

 U.S. Cavalry 1867-1875 

41
st
 U.S. Infantry 1868-1869 

24
th

 U.S. Infantry 1869-1872, 1880 

25
th

 U.S. Infantry 1870-1880 

10
th

 U.S. Cavalry 1875-1885 

1
st
 U.S. Infantry 1881-1882 

16
th

 U.S. Infantry 1881, 1882-1885, 1886-88 

3
rd  

 U.S. Cavalry 1885-1887, 1890-1891 

8
th

 U.S. Cavalry 1887-1888 

5
th

 U.S. Infantry 1888-1891 

19
th

 U.S. Infantry 1889 

23
rd

 U.S. Infantry 1890-1891 

 

Table 3.2 Average cubic feet of air per man in enlisted men’s barracks at Indian Wars era 

frontier forts  (based on numbers provided in Wilkie et al. 2016b: 59). 

Fort Name Average Cubic Feet of Air per Man 

Fort Stockton 700 

Fort Brown 650 

Fort Duncan 503 

Fort Quitman 500 

Fort Bliss 500 

Fort Davis 456 

Fort Concho 368 
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Table 3.3 Summary of 1870 census data for laundresses on garrison at Fort Davis, Texas 

Name Age Race 

B= 

Black, 

I= 

Indian, 

Mu= 

Mulatto, 

W= 

White 

Cohabitant Number 

of 

Children 

in 

Household 

Place 

of 

Birth 

If 

married 

within 

the year 

Cannot 

read 

Cannot 

Write 

Burch, 

Nancy 

30 B   VA    

Thanks, 

Eliza 

16 B   MS    

Fletcher, 

Louisa  

28 Mu   SC    

Carter, 

Carrie 

24 Mu   NC    

Caarter, 

Annie 

25 Mu   LA  N N 

Duke, 

Eliza 

28 B   NC  N N 

Wiley, 

Jane 

40 B Henry 

Wiley 

 MD  N N 

Scott, 

Emeline  

21 B   VA   N 

Dunhan, 

Sarah  

24 Mu   LA  N N 

Anderson, 

Eliza 

25 B   GA DEC N N 

Garth, 

Mathilda  

24 B   KY APR N N 

Otera, 

Torina  

28 InW   MX  N N 

Shair, 

Anna  

24 B   VA  N N 

Whitifield, 

Emeline 

24 Mu Robt. 

Whitifield  

1 SC  N N 

Wright, 

Eliza 

26 Mu Henry 

Wright 

2 LA  N N 
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Table 3.4 Summary of 1880 census data for U.S. laundresses at Fort Davis, Texas 
Name Race 

B= 

Black, 

Mx= 

Mex. 

Age Other  

Head of 

House 

Marr

ied 

Number 

of 

Children 

in House 

Can 

Read 

Can 

Write 

Place 

of 

Birth 

Fath. 

Place 

of 

Birth 

Moth. 

Place 

of 

Birth 

Ware, 

Toronia 

MX 27 JohnWare 

(Disabled) 

Y 1  N Native 

NM  

NM  NM  

Stone, 

Emealia 

B 34  Y 1  N TX TX TX 

Carren, 

Ellen  

B 30  Y 1 N N TX VA TX 

Franklin, 

Ahanna  

B 30  Y 1 N N VA KY VA 

Whiffel, 

Lucinidia 

B 28 George 

Whiffel 

Y    CT VA CT 

Arms, 

Lizzie 

B 24  Y  N N LA LA LA 

Harris, 

Addie  

B 29  Y    LA LA LA 

Cirtus, 

Lena  

B 25  Y 2 N N TX NC SC 

West, 

Melvinia  

B 29 Henry 

West (10 

Cav.) 

Y  N N Indian 

Ter. 

Indian 

Ter. 

Indian 

Ter. 

Helem, 

Mary 

B 33 Benj. 

Helem (10 

Cav. )  

Y  N N NC NC KY 

Johnson, 

Maggie  

B 23 Dan 

Johnson 

Y 3   VA VA DC 

Lee, Polly B 35 David Lee 

(10 Cav.)  

Y 2 (Niece 

and 

Nephew) 

N N Indian 

Ter. 

Indian 

Ter. 

Indian 

Ter. 
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Table 3.5: Comparison of 1870 and 1880 Census Demographics for official laundress 

populations at Fort Davis 

 1870 1880 

Census Category 

Number of 

Individuals 

Percent of 

Laundress 

Population 

Number of 

Individuals 

Percent of 

Laundress 

Population  

Total Number of  

Laundresses 

15 100% 12 100% 

Married (Known) 5 33% 12 100% 

Cohabitating with 

Soldier 

3 20% 6 50% 

Have Children 2 13% 7 59% 

Black  8 54% 11 92% 

Mexican 

(White/Native) 

1 6% 1 8% 

Mixed-Race 6 40% - - 

From Former 

Confederate/Border 

State 

14 94% 8 67% 

From Northern 

State 

- - 1 8% 

From Mexico/U.S. 

Territory 

1 6% 3 25% 
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Chapter 4 Tables 

 

Table 4.1. Total area of excavation at laundresses’ quarters by unit size 

Location Test Unit 

Measurement 

Test Unit Identification 

Numbers 

Total 

Amount of 

Test Units 

Laundresses’ quarters, 

HB-211, 212, 222, 223 

.5 x .5 m 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 35, 36, 

37, 38, 39, 50, 51, 52, 53, 

54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 75 

21 

1 x 1 m 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 

21, 22, 23, 24, 25 

12 

1 x 1.25 m 32, 34 2 

1 x .5 m 31 1 

2  x .25 m 33 1 

Total: 19.25 m
2
 37 

 

Table 4.2 Summary of deposits from HB-211 northern interior and porch line units 

Unit Contexts Location 

19 Surface, 1, 2, 

4, 6 

HB-211 northern interior, surface fill and erosion 

31 Surface, 1, 2, 3 

32 Surface, 1, 2, 

3, 5, 6 

19 3 HB-211 northern interior, dilapidated structure 

19 5, 7, 8, 9 HB-211 northern interior, floor surface and build-up 

32 7 

19 11, 13, 17 HB-211 northern interior, below floor surface 

32 8 

19 10, 12 HB-211 foundation wall fill 

19 14, 15, 16 Ritual deposit beneath threshold  

31 4, 5, 6,10, 12 HB-211 porch, floor boards 

 

Table 4.3 Summary of deposits from HB-211 southern interior units 

Unit Contexts Location 

16 Surface, 1, 2 HB-211 southern interior, surface fill and erosion 

18 Surface, 1, 2 

23 Surface, 1, 2 

16 4 HB-211 southern interior, road cap 

18 3, 4 

23 3, 4 

23 9 HB-211 southern interior, wall fill 

16 3 HB-211 southern interior, ash midden 

23 5 

16 5, 6, 7 HB-211 southern interior, dilapidated structure 

18 5, 6, 7A 
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Table 4.4 Summary of deposits from HB-211’s exterior 

Unit Contexts Location 

31 7, 8, 9, 11 Yard adjacent to HB-211 

15 All 

17 

52 

53 

50 All Yard between HB-211 and HB-212 

 

Table 4.5 Summary of deposits from HB-212 yard units 

Unit Contexts Location 

25 All HB-212 yard 

38 Surface 1, 2, 4, 

6, 7 

39 All 

38 3, 5 HB-212 yard, fence line 

 

Table 4.6 Summary of deposits from HB-212 interior units 

Unit Contexts Location 

10 Surface, 1, 2, 3 HB-212 interior, surface fill and erosion 

59 Surface 1, 2, 3 

10 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 HB-212 interior, dilapidated structure 

59 4, 5, 6 

10 9, 10 HB-212 interior, wood flooring 

59 7 

59 8 HB-212 interior, adobe sub-floor 

10 11 HB-212 interior, parent material 

59 9 

 

 

Table 4.7 Summary of deposits from HB-222 and HB-223 yard units 

Unit Contexts Location 

34 All HB-222 yard 

54 

55 

24 All HB-223 yard  

33 

 

Table 4.8 Summary of deposits from trash scatters 

Unit Contexts Location 

30 All Southern trash scatter 

20 All Eastern trash scatter, center of deposit 

21 

23 6, 7, 8 
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51 

22 All Eastern trash scatter, western edge of deposit 

28 All Northeastern trash scatter 

29 

35 

 

Table 4.9 Summary of deposits from spaces located around structures 

Unit Contexts Location 

14 All Space east of HB-211 

57 All Space east of HB-212 

56 All Space east of HB-222 and HB-223 

26 All Southeastern rock accumulation 

27 

36 All Eastern gully activity area 

37 All Southeastern gully activity area 

58 All Space between HB-211 and northeastern midden 

75 All Space north of structures 
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Chapter 5 Tables 

 

Table 5.1 Distribution of plaster and mortar samples from laundresses’ quarters 

Unit Location Unit Context Item Description Item 

Count 

HB-211 northern interior, surface fill and erosion 19 1A Plaster 8 

32 6 

HB-211 northern interior, dilapidated structure 19 3 Plaster 14 

Mortar 2 

HB-211 northern interior, floor surface 19 8 Mortar 4 

19 8, 9 Plaster 11 

HB-211 porch, floor boards 31 4 Plaster 1 

HB-211 southern interior, dilapidated structure 16 5, 6 Plaster 9 

18 6 Mortar 1 

HB-212 interior, surface fill and erosion 59 2 Mortar 4 

HB-212 interior, dilapidated structure 10 4, 5, 6, 8 Mortar with 

plaster and blue 

paint, visible 

brush strokes 

68 

59 4, 5 

HB-211 yard 53 4C Mortar 2 

HB-212 yard 39 2 Mortar 1 

39 2 Plaster with blue 

paint under white 

25 

HB-212 yard, fence line 25 5 Mortar covered 

rock 

1 

HB-222 yard 55 Surface Mortar 1 

 

Table 5.2 Anthrocology data from Laundresses’ Quarters 

Taxonomic 

Attribution (Genus 

and Species) 

Common Name Number of 

Specimens 

Site Area Location  

Quercus sp. Oak 16 HB-211 southern 

interior, dilapidated 

structure 

HB-211 southern 

interior, ash midden 

HB-211 northern 

interior, dilapidated 

structure 

Eastern trash 

scatter, center of 
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deposit 

Larrera tridentata Creosote 3 HB-211 southern 

interior, dilapidated 

structure 

HB-211 southern 

interior, ash midden 

Indeterminate Indeterminate 3 HB-211 southern 

interior, dilapidated 

structure 

HB-211 northern 

interior, dilapidated 

structure 

 

Table 5.3 Distribution of ceramic food service vessels from laundresses’ quarters 

Location Ware Decoration Vessel Form and Size MNV 

HB-211 southern 

interior, 

dilapidated 

structure 

Whiteware Undecorated Indeterminate tableware 1 

Ironstone Undecorated Flatware 1 

HB-211 yard Ironstone Undecorated Luncheon plate, 9” 1 

HB-212 interior, 

surface fill and 

erosion 

Whiteware Undecorated Platter 1 

HB-212 yard Whiteware Undecorated Flatware 1 

Ironstone Blued Hollowware 1 

Ironstone Blued Luncheon plate, 6” (foot 

ring) 

1 

Buff paste 

earthenware 

Blued tin glaze, hand 

painted green, blue, 

red Chinoiserie motif 

(possibly Mexican 

origin) 

Plate 1 

Ironstone Undecorated Berry bowl, 7”  1 

HB-222 and HB-

223 yard 

Whiteware Blued Flatware 1 

Whiteware Undecorated Hollowware 1 

Eastern trash 

scatter, center of 

deposit 

Whiteware Undecorated Dinner plate 1 

Whiteware Undecorated Luncheon plate 1 

Whiteware Undecorated Oval platter 1 

Ironstone Undecorated Dinner plate, 12”,  J. G. 

Meakin England  

(1851 – 1891) 

1 
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Ironstone Undecorated Cereal bowl 1 

Ironstone Blued Plate, 4” (foot ring) 1 

Porcelain Undecorated Covered dish 1 

Porcelain Undecorated Luncheon plate, 9” 1 

Yellowware Rockingham slip Hollowware 1 

Eastern trash 

scatter, western 

edge 

Whiteware Undecorated Luncheon plate, 9”, knot 

motif maker’s mark 

1 

Whiteware Flowed blue transfer 

print, indeterminate 

design 

Flatware 1 

Whiteware Undecorated Hollowware, 3.5” (foot 

ring) 

1 

Whiteware Undecorated Platter 1 

Whiteware Blued Hollowware 1 

Whiteware Blued Dinner plate, 12” 1 

Ironstone Undecorated Basin, 5.5” (foot ring) 1 

Ironstone Blue annular factory-

turned slip 

Cereal bowl 1 

Porcelain Blued Flatware 1 

Porcelain Molded gothic panels Hollowware 1 

Hotel 

Porcelain 

Undecorated Hollowware 1 

Buff paste 

earthenware 

Majolica (German?), 

molded and brown 

and grey glazed 

exterior, pink glazed 

interior 

Decorative hollowware 1 

Southern trash 

scatter 

Whiteware Undecorated Cereal bowl 1 

Whiteware Undecorated Dinner plate, 10” 1 

Whiteware Undecorated Luncheon plate, 6” (foot 

ring) 

1 

Whiteware Undecorated Salad plate, 5.5” 1 

Whiteware Undecorated Basin with flat base, 6” 

(base) 

1 

Whiteware Blued; molded 

scalloped panels 

Basin, 9” (foot ring) 1 

Whiteware Blue sponge and 

hand painted red 

annular band 

Dinner plate, 10” 1 

Whiteware Hand painted red Flatware 1 
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floral motif 

Ironstone Undecorated Tureen 1 

Porcelain Blued Berry bowl, 6” 1 

Yellowware Rockingham slip and 

molding, possible 

‘Rebecca at the Well’ 

motif 

Pitcher 1 

Northeastern 

trash scatter 

Whiteware Undecorated Oval platter 1 

Whiteware Undecorated Soup plate, 5” (foot ring) 1 

Whiteware Undecorated Soup plate, 6” (foot ring) 1 

Whiteware Undecorated Plate, J & G Meakin 

England maker’s mark 

(1876 – 1889) 

1 

Whiteware Molded scalloped 

paneling 

Pitcher, 3” 1 

Whiteware Blued Flatware 1 

Ironstone Undecorated Plate 1 

Ironstone Undecorated Cereal bowl 1 

Ironstone Blued; molded band 

at base 

Spooner bowl 3” (base) 1 

Ironstone Green copper glaze; 

molded paneling 

Serving bowl 1 

Yellowware Rockingham slip; 

molded flared lip 

Serving bowl, 13” 1 

Eastern gully 

activity area 

Whiteware Undecorated Oval platter 1 

Whiteware Blued Dinner plate 6” (foot ring) 1 

Ironstone Molded scalloped 

panels 

Serving bowl, 4” (base) 1 

Southeastern 

gully activity 

area 

Whiteware Undecorated Dinner plate, 10” 1 

Whiteware Undecorated Hollowware 1 

Whiteware Red sponge painted Plate 1 

Whiteware Brown transfer 

printed tree branch 

and banner motif  

Dinner plate 1 

Ironstone Blued Dinner plate, 10” 1 

Ironstone Blued; molded 

paneling and beaded 

edge 

Pitcher, 5” 1 

Buff 

earthenware 

Majolica (German?) 

exterior molding and 

Decorative hollowware 1 
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light green wash 

glaze 

Buff 

earthenware 

Hand painted yellow 

brown, green annular 

and circle motif 

exterior, solid yellow 

interior; molded edge 

(Mexican origin) 

Pitcher 1 

Space between 

HB-211 and 

northeastern 

trash scatter 

Whiteware Molded edge Luncheon plate, 5.5” 

(footring), George Jones 

Royal Patent Ironstone 

(1861 – 1891) 

1 

Whiteware Blued Dinner plate, 7” (foot ring) 1 

 

Table 5.4 Identifiable Tableware Vessels by Colored Decoration Styles 

Vessel 

Type 

MNV Undecorated 

White 

Ceramic 

% of 

Vessel 

Type 

Molded 

White 

Ceramic 

 

% of 

Vessel 

Type 

Colored 

Decoration 

% of 

Vesse

l 

Type 

Tea 

Related 

Items 

35 15 43 7 20 13 37 

Plates/ 

Flatware 

30 22 73 2 7 6 20 

Bowls/ 

Holloware 

18 13 72 2 11 3 17 

Serving 

Vessels 

19 10 53 4 21 5 26 

TOTAL 102 60 59 15 15 27 26 

 

Table 5.5 Distribution of ceramic tea service vessels from laundresses’ quarters 

Location Ware  Decoration Vessel Form and Size MNV 

HB-212 interior, 

surface fill and 

erosion 

Porcelain Undecorated Teacup 1 

HB-212 yard Ironstone Undecorated Saucer, 6” 1 

Eastern trash 

scatter center of 

deposit 

Whiteware Blued Teacup, 1” (base) 1 

Ironstone Blued; molded handle Mug 1 

Ironstone Blued; molded 

rounded handle 

Teacup, 3” 1 

Ironstone Molded paneling Saucer, bowl shaped, 6” 1 

Porcelain Undecorated Saucer 1 
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Porcelain Hand painted over 

glaze, purple 

streamers and green 

leaves 

Teacup 1 

Hotel 

porcelain 

Blued Mug 1 

Brown paste 

earthenware 

Dark green glaze 

(Mexican origin) 

Saucer, 6” 1 

Eastern trash 

scatter, western 

edge 

Whiteware Undecorated Saucer, 6” 1 

Whiteware Brown transfer print, 

floral motif (possibly 

Bavarian) 

Saucer 5.5” 1 

Whiteware Brown transfer print 

floral motif (possibly 

Bavarian) 

Teacup 1 

Ironstone Blue sponge and 

hand painted red 

annular band 

Saucer 1 

Porcelain Molded, ivy motif Demitasse cup 1 

Southern trash 

scatter 

Whiteware Blued Saucer, 3” (foot ring) 1 

Whiteware Brown transfer print 

floral motif (possibly 

Bavarian) 

Saucer 1 

Ironstone Brown transfer print, 

bamboo motif 

Teapot, 5.5” (lid) 1 

Porcelain Blued Saucer, 6” 1 

Northeastern 

trash scatter 

Whiteware Molded paneling Saucer 1 

Ironstone Hand painted black 

and green linear 

motif 

Teacup 1 

Ironstone Hand painted teal and  

black, leaved with 

rounded line 

Saucer 1 

Porcelain Undecorated Saucer 1 

Porcelain Blued Saucer 1 

Porcelain Hand painted blue, 

floral motif 

Mug 1 

Eastern gully 

activity area 

Whiteware Blued; molded handle Teacup 1 

Whiteware Blue transfer print, 

indeterminate design 

Saucer 1 
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Porcelain Undecorated Teacup 1 

Porcelain Blued Mug, 3” 1 

Southeastern 

gully activity 

area 

Whiteware Brown transfer print 

floral pattern 

(possibly Bavarian) 

Saucer 1 

Porcelain Blued Teacup 1 

Space east of 

HB-212 

Whiteware Light blue annular 

factory-turned slip 

Mug, 6” 1 

Ironstone Blued; molded handle Teacup 1 

Porcelain Undecorated Teacup 1 

Porcelain Undecorated Teapot, 3” (lid) 1 

 

Table 5.6 Distribution of ceramic beverage storage vessels from laundresses’ quarters 

Location Ware Decoration Vessel form and size MNV 

Eastern trash scatter, 

center of deposit 

Buff paste 

stoneware 

Bristol glaze Stout bottle 1 

Eastern trash scatter, 

western edge 

Buff paste 

stoneware 

Bristol glaze 

with yellow slip 

Stout bottle 1 

Northeastern trash 

scatter 

Buff 

stoneware 

Peach slip; salt 

glaze exterior 

Mineral water jug, 

possible dutch origin 

1 

Eastern gully activity 

area 

Grey paste 

stoneware 

Bristol glaze; 

impressed K 

Stout bottle 1 

Space east of HB-222 

and HB-223 

Buff paste 

stoneware 

Tan slip; bristol 

glaze 

Stout bottle  1 

 

Table 5.7 Distribution of ceramic vessel related to food storage from laundresses’ quarters 

Unit Location Ware Decoration Vessel form and 

size 

MNV 

HB-212 yard Grey 

stoneware 

Brown slip, salt 

glaze 

Storage container 

lid 

1 

Ironstone 

with distinct 

eggshell 

coloring 

Glaze worn to 

matte finish 

Straight sided 

canister, 9 cm 

1 

Eastern trash scatter, 

western edge 

Red paste 

earthenware 

Green glaze; 

possible Mexican 

origin 

Utilitarian storage 

vessel 

1 

Beige paste 

stoneware 

Buffed exterior, 

orange tone 

where heated 

Storage jar, 10 cm 

diameter 

1 

Yellowware Molded and white 

slipped annular 

Canister lid 1 
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bands 

Southern trash scatter Ironstone Undecorated Canister lid 1 

Eastern gully activity area Whiteware Blued Canister lid, 8 cm 1 

Southeastern gully activity 

area 

Whiteware Blued Canister lid, 8 cm 1 

Whiteware Bristol glaze Commercial food 

canister with 

straight lip 

1 

Yellowware Molded and white 

slipped annular 

bands 

Canister lid 1 

Space between HB-211 and 

northeastern trash scatter 

Buff paste 

stoneware 

Salt glaze Storage vessel 1 

 

Table 5.8 Ceramic cookwares from the laundresses’ quarters 

Location Material 

Type 

Item Description MNV 

HB-211 northern 

interior surface fill 

and erosion 

Ceramic Yellowware paneled mixing bowl 1 

HB-211 southern 

interior, dilapidated 

structure 

Ceramic Yellowware mixing bowl 1 

Eastern trash scatter, 

center of deposit 

Ceramic Red paste earthenware cookware with 

burnished exterior  

1 

Southern trash scatter Ceramic Pink earthenware cookware with burnished 

exterior, evidence of burning 

1 

Ceramic Red paste earthenware cookware with 

burnished exterior, evidence of burning 

1 

Northeastern trash 

scatter 

Ceramic Yellowware utilitarian cookware hollowware 1 

Space east of HB-212 Ceramic Grey paste stoneware dutch oven with interior 

brown slip and salt glazed interior/exterior 

1 

 

Table 5.9 Ceramic ink bottles from the laundresses’ quarters 

Location Unit Context Material Item Description Minimum 

Item 
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Count 

Eastern trash scatter, 

center of deposit 

20 Surface, 

2 

Stoneware Grey paste ink bottle with 

brown slip and salt glaze, 9 

cm diameter, impressed 

maker’s mark P & J Arnold 

London (1862 - 1895) 

3 

21 Surface, 

1 

Southeastern rock 

accumulation 

27 Surface Stoneware Buff paste ink bottle with 

salt glaze, impressed 

maker’s mark Vitreous 

Stone bottle “J. Bourne & 

Son, Patentees, Denby 

Pottery near Denby, P& J. 

Arnold London” (1862 -

1895) 

1 

Northeastern trash 

scatter 

29 Surface Stoneware Grey paste ink bottle with 

brown slip and salt glaze, 

impressed maker’s mark 

Vitreous Stone bottle “J. 

Bourne & Son, Patentees, 

Denby Pottery near Denby, 

P& J. Arnold London” 

(1862 -1895) 

1 

 

Table 5.10 Ceramic domestic hygiene vessels from the laundresses’ quarters 

Location Unit Context Ware 

Type 

Description Minimum 

Item 

Count 

Space between HB-

211 and northern 

trash scatter 

58 Surface Ironstone Plain blued chamber pot, 

4.72” diameter foot ring 

1 

Northeastern trash 

scatter 

29 Surface Ironstone Undecorated spittoon 1 

Southern trash scatter 30 Surface Whiteware Plain blued chamber pot 

with flared edge, 9.85” 

diameter rim 

1 
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30 Surface Whiteware Plain chamber pot with 

interior cap seat and flared 

rim, 10.63” diameter rim 

1 

Southeastern gully 

activity area 

37 Surface Porcelain Plain porcelain chamber 

pot with interior cap seat, 

8.66” diameter rim 

1 

 

Table 5.11 Indeterminate faunal remains by size from laundresses’ quarters 

Species 

Number of Individual 

Specimens Present 

(NISP) Total Number of Fragments (TNF) 

Unidentified large mammal  4 27 

Unidentified medium 

mammal  23 74 

Unidentified small mammal  8 12 

Unidentified bird 5 19 

 

Table 5.12 Faunal remains by species from laundresses’ quarters 

Species Identified Elements  

Number of 

Individual 

Specimens Present 

(NISP) 

 Total 

Number of 

Fragments 

(TNF) 

 

MNI 

 

 

Cow (Bos taurus) 1 Scapula, 1 Vertebrae 2  9 1 

Pig (Sus scrofa) 1 vertebrae 1  2 1 

Deer (Odocoileus 

sp.) 

1 cervical vertebrae, 2 

proximal tibia 

epiphysis 

3  16 1 

Pronghorn 

(Antilocapra 

americana) 

1 cervical vertebrae, 1 

rib 

2  2 1 

Chicken (Gallus 

gallus) 

1 thoracic vertebrae 3  1 1 

Sage grouse 

(Centrocercus sp.) 

1 thoracic vertebrae, 1 

cervical vertebrae 

2  2 1 

Crow (Corvus 

corax) 

1 vertebrae 1 1 1 
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Fish (Actinopterygii 

sp.) 

1 scale 1 1 1 

 

Table 5.13 Distribution of identifiable species with bone types at laundresses’ quarters 

Context Taxonomic 

Attribution 

Bone Element NISP 

HB-211 southern interior, ash 

deposit 

Bos Taurus Scapula 1 

HB-211 southern interior, 

dilapidated structure 

  

Centrocercus sp. Dorsal spine 1 

Corvus corax Vertebra 1 

Artiodactyla Vertebra 1 

Odocoileus sp. Vertebra, tibia 2 

HB-211 yard 

  

Sus scrofa Vertebra 1 

Odocoileus sp. Vertebra 1 

Bos Taurus Vertebra 1 

HB-211 southern interior, 

dilapidated structure 

Odocoileus sp. Vertebra, tibia 2 

HB-211 northern interior, floor 

surface 

Antilocapra 

Americana 

Vertebra, rib 2 

Actinopterygii sp. scale 1 

HB-212 interior, surface fill and 

erosion 

Mammalia Selenodont tooth 1 

HB-212 interior, dilapidated 

structure 

Gallus gallus Vertebra 1 

Eastern trash scatter, western 

edge 

Mammalia Femur, proxmial 

epiphysis 

1 

Northeastern trash scatter Aves Femur 1 

 

Table 5.14 Distribution of eggshell across laundresses’ quarters 

Location Unit Contexts Number of 

fragments 

by unit 

Total 

Number of 

fragments by 

location 

HB-211 southern 

interior, road cap 

16 4 2 2 

HB-211 southern 

interior, ash deposit 

16 3, 3 (heavy fraction) 25 29 

23 5 4 

HB-211 southern 

interior, dilapidated 

structure 

16 5 (heavy fraction), 6 

(heavy fraction), 7A 

(heavy fraction) 

14 14 
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HB-211 northern 

interior, floor surface 

19 7, 8 (heavy fraction) 7 7 

HB-211 porch, flooring 

boards 

31 12 (heavy fraction) 1 1 

HB-211 yard space 53 7A (heavy fraction) 1 1 

HB-212  yard space 25 2 (heavy fraction), 4 

(heavy fraction, 6 

10 10 

Eastern trash scatter 20 2 (heavy fraction) 1 1 

Northeastern trash 

scatter 

29 3A (heavy fraction) 1 1 

 

Table 5.15 Distribution of flat glass by location at laundresses’ quarters 

Unit Location Unit  Context Number of 

Transparent 

Sherds 

Number of 

Natural Blue-

Green Sherds 

HB-211 northern interior, 

surface fill and erosion 

19 1A 0 3 

31 2 

HB-211 porch, flooring boards 31 5, 6 2 2 

HB-211 Southern interior, 

surface fill and erosion 

18 1 1 0 

HB-211 southern interior, road 

cap 

16 4 4 1 

18 4 

23 3 

HB-211 southern interior, ash 

deposit 

16 3 3 4 

23 5 

HB-211 southern interior, 

dilapidated structure 

16 5 2 4 

18 5, 7A 

HB-211 yard 17 1, 2 4 1 

52 2B 

Yard between HB-211 and 

HB-212 

50 1 0 1 

HB-212 interior, surface fill 

and erosion 

10 Surface, 1, 3,  3 2 

59 1, 2 

HB-212, dilapidated structure 10 4, wall fall 5 4 

59 4, wall fall 

HB-212 yard 25 2, 3 1 13 

38 1 

39 1, 2, 3A 

HB-222 and HB-223 yard 34 2A 2 11 

54 1 

55 2, 3A 

24 1, 2, 3A, 3B 1 15 

33 1, 2 

Space east of HB-211 14 Surface, 1, 2 8 0 

Eastern trash scatter, center of 

deposit 

20 Surface, 1 0 4 

51 Surface 
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Eastern trash scatter, western 

edge 

22 Surface, 1, 2, 3 18 30 

Northeastern trash scatter 28 Surface, 1, wall 

fall 

2 4 

29 2 

35 1, 3c 

Southern trash scatter 30 Surface, 1, 2A 0 3 

Eastern gully activity area 36 1 1 0 

Southeastern gully activity 

area 

37 Surface 0 2 

Space east of HB-212 57 2 2 5 

Space between HB-211 and 

northeastern trash scatter 

58 Surface, 1, 2, 4 3 19 

Space north of structures 75 2 0 2 

 

Table 5.16 Lighting glass distribution across enlisted married men’s barracks 

Unit Unit Context Item Description Minimum 

Item 

Count 

HB-211 southern 

interior, ash trash 

scatter 

16 5 Transparent lamp chimney, 8 cm 

diameter opening 

1 

HB-211 southern 

interior, dilapidated 

structure 

16 6 Transparent lamp chimney, 8 cm 

diameter opening 

1 

HB-211 northern 

interior, floor surface 

19 7B Transparent lamp chimney 1 

HB-211 yard space 15 2 Transparent lamp chimney 1 

2 Manganese signal lamp lens, press 

molded radiating circle pattern (1870 – 

1915) 

1 

Eastern trash scatter 20 Surface, 

1, 2 

Transparent lamp chimney 1 

22 3 Manganese lamp chimney (1870 – 

1915) 

1 

SW rock accumulation 27 Surface, 

wall fall 

Manganese lamp chimney (1870 – 

1915) 

1 

Northeastern trash 

scatter 

29 Surface Transparent  glass lamp shade or 

chimney with thick ground edge, broken 

into hook shape and possibly 

purposefully cut 

1 

29 Surface Manganese lamp shade or chimney with 

etched flowers and vines (1870 – 1915) 

1 

29 Surface, 

1, 2 

Transparent lamp chimney 1 

Southern trash scatter 30 1 Transparent lamp chimney 1 

Space east of HB-212 57 1 Manganese lamp lens with concentric 

rings (1870 – 1915) 

1 

57 2 Manganese lamp chimney with beaded 1 
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molding at top edge (1870 – 1915) 

 

Table 5.17 Distribution of glass tablewares and stemwares from laundresses’ quarters 

Location Color Form Measurement MNV 

HB-211 northern interior, 

dilapidated structure 

Manganese 

(1870 -

1915) 

Stemware  1 

HB-211 southern interior, 

surface fill and erosion 

Transparent Tumbler with 

decorative molding, 

possible reused jelly 

jar 

 1 

HB-212 yard Milk (1870 

+) 

Bowl  1 

Eastern trash scatter, center 

deposit 

Manganese 

(1870 -

1915) 

Goblet with ‘Honey 

Comb’ press molding 

(1869 – 1891) 

5 cm (bowl) 1 

Eastern trash scatter, 

western edge 

Manganese 

(1870 -

1915) 

Goblet with ‘Honey 

Comb’ press molding 

(1869 – 1891) 

 1 

Southern trash scatter Manganese 

(1875 -

1915) 

Goblet with ‘Honey 

Comb’ press molding 

(1869 – 1891) 

 1 

Manganese 

(1870 -

1915) 

Turn paste molded and 

etched tumbler 

 1 

Northeastern trash scatter Manganese 

(1870 -

1915) 

Goblet with molded 

plain conical foot 

8 cm (foot) 1 

Manganese 

(1870 -

1915) 

Press molded pitcher 12 cm 1 

Manganese 

(1870 -

1915) 

Turn paste tumbler  1 

Eastern gully activity area Manganese 

(1870 – 

1915) 

Salt shaker with 

external thread and 

heavy ware along rim  

2 cm (rim) 1 

Southeastern gully activity 

area 

Manganese 

(1870 -

1915) 

Press molded goblet 8 cm  (base) 1 

 

Table 5.18 Distribution of glass vessels related to beverage storage at laundresses’ quarters 

Location Color Manufacture Form Diam

. (cm) 

MNV 

HB-211 

northern 

Brown Mold blown Cylindrical alcohol bottle  1 

Light olive  Cylindrical alcohol bottle,  1 
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interior, 

surface fill and 

erosion 

amber (- 1890) probably wine 

Olive green Dip mold Cylindrical alcohol bottle 8 1 

Light olive 

green 

Mold blown Cylindrical bottle  1 

HB-211 

northern 

interior, 

dilapidated 

structure 

Brown Mold blown Cylindrical alcohol bottle  1 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Mold blown Beer bottle   1 

HB-211 

northern 

interior, floor 

surface 

Light natural 

blue 

At-least 2 part 

mold 

Mineral water bottle 

embossed “JANO”; 

Hunyadi Janos 

Bitterquelle (1870 – 1900)  

 1 

Brown Mold blown Cylindrical alcohol bottle  1 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Dip mold Beer bottle  1 

HB-211 porch, 

floor boards 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Mold blown Beer bottle  1 

Light Amber 

(1872 +) 

Mold blown Beer bottle  1 

Olive amber (- 

1890) 

Mold blown Cylindrical alcohol bottle, 

probably wine 

 1 

HB-211 

southern 

interior surface 

fill and erosion 

Transparent At least 2-part 

mold 

Cylindrical liquor bottle 

embossed with “Federal 

law forbids sale and reuse 

of this bottle” (1932-

1964) 

 1 

Transparent Cup mold Oval bottle with embossed 

factory buildings and 

bottle kiln design 

 1 

Natural blue-

green 

Mold blown Cylindrical bottle  1 

Brown Mold blown Cylindrical alcohol bottle  1 

HB-211 

southern 

interior, road 

cap 

Natural blue 

green 

Mold blown Cylindrical  1 

Brown  Mold blown Cylindrical alcohol bottle  1 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Mold blown Beer bottle  1 

HB-211 

southern 

interior, ash 

deposit 

Light natural 

blue 

Mold blown Cylindrical bottle with 

embossed “M” 

 1 

Brown Mold blown Cylindrical alcohol bottle 5 1 

Amber (1872 

+) 

At least 2-part 

mold 

Kidney flask  1 

HB-211 

southern 

interior, 

Light natural 

green 

Mold blown Cylindrical bottle  1 

Brown Mold blown Cylindrical alcohol bottle 10 1 
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dilapidated 

structure 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Mold blown Beer bottle  8 1 

Light Amber 

(1872 +) 

Mold blown Beer bottle  1 

Light olive 

green 

Mold blown Cylindrical bottle  1 

Space east of 

HB-211 

Brown At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled alcohol bottle  1 

Olive green Mold blown Cylindrical alcohol bottle, 

possibly wine 

 1 

HB-211 yard Manganese 

(1875 – 1915) 

At least 2-part 

mold 

Oval flask with protruding 

base 

 1 

Brown Mold blown Beer bottle with 2-part 

applied hand-tooled finish 

with down-tooled lip and 

rounded string rim (- 

1890) 

9 1 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Mold blown Beer bottle  1 

HB-212 

interior, 

surface fill and 

erosion 

Natural light 

blue 

Cup mold Cylindrical bottle 5 1 

Amber Mold blown Cylindrical alcohol bottle 12 1 

Light Amber 

(1872 +) 

Mold blown Beer bottle  1 

HB-212 

interior, 

dilapidated 

structure 

Light natural 

blue 

Mold blown Mineral water bottle  1 

Light olive 

amber (- 1890) 

Mold blown Cylindrical alcohol bottle, 

probably wine 

 1 

HB-212 yard Manganese 

(1875 – 1915) 

At least 2-part Flask with   1 

Manganese 

(1875 – 1915) 

Cup mold Cylindrical bottle with 

kick up 

 1 

Light natural 

blue 

Mold blown Cylindrical bottle  1 

Manganese 

(1875 – 1915) 

At least 2-part 

mold 

Flask with rounded string 

rim 

 1 

Brown Cup mold Cylindrical alcohol bottle 8 1 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Cup mold Beer bottle with applied 

finish (- 1890) 

8 1 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Post mold Beer bottle with embossed 

“A. B.” “8”; Adolphus 

Busch Glass Company 

(1886 – 1892) 

9 1 

Light copper 

green 

Mold blown Cylindrical bottle 8 1 

HB-212 yard, Aqua Mold blown Mineral water bottle  1 
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fence line 

HB-222 and 

HB-223 yard 

Light natural 

blue 

Mold blown Cylindrical bottle with 

rounded foot ring 

 1 

Brown Mold blown Cylindrical alcohol bottle  1 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Mold blown Cylindrical alcohol bottle  1 

Black (- 1880) Dip mold Wine bottle with mamelon 8 1 

Transparent Mold blown Cylindrical bottle  1 

Natural light 

blue 

Mold blown Cylindrical bottle  1 

Light  aqua Mold blown Cylindrical  1 

Olive green Mold blown Cylindrical bottle  1 

Eastern trash 

scatter, center 

of deposit 

Manganese 

(1875 – 1915) 

Mold blown Mineral water bottle  1 

Light natural 

blue 

Cup mold Mineral water bottle with 

embossed “S & M”; Sykes 

and Macvey (1860 -1888) 

8 1 

Light natural 

blue 

Mold blown Cylindrical bottle  1 

Light natural 

green 

Mold blown Cylindrical bottle  1 

Aqua Mold blown Mineral water bottle  1 

Brown Post mold Cylindrical alcohol bottle 

with embossed “A” “M G 

C” “5”; Mississippi Glass 

Company (1874 – 1884) 

8 1 

Brown Cup mold Cylindrical alcohol bottle 7 1 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Cup mold, 

plate mold 

Beer bottle with embossed 

“L G Co” “21”; Lindell 

Glass Company (1875 – 

1890) 

7 1 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Plate mold Beer bottle with embossed 

“H G” “8”; Frederick 

Hampson Glass Works 

(1880 – 1900)  

 1 

Light Amber 

(1872 +) 

Mold blown Beer bottle  1 

Light olive 

green 

Mold blown Cylindrical bottle  1 

Black (-1880) Mold blown Wine bottle with mamelon 10 1 

Eastern trash 

scatter, western 

edge 

Manganese 

(1875 – 1915) 

Mold blown Cylindrical bottle  1 

Natural blue-

green 

Mold blown Cylindrical bottle  1 

Brown Mold blown Cylindrical alcohol bottle 

with v-shaped string rim 

9 1 
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Brown Mold blown Cylindrical alcohol bottle 

with rounded string rim 

10 2 

Amber Mold blown Beer bottle  1 

Olive amber (- 

1890) 

Mold blown Cylindrical alcohol bottle, 

probably wine 

 1 

Olive green Mold blown Cylindrical alcohol bottle 

with 1-part finish with 

down-tooled lip  

 1 

Light olive 

green 

Mold blown Cylindrical bottle  1 

Light copper 

green 

Mold blown Cylindrical bottle  1 

Black (-1880) Mold blown Cylindrical bottle, 

probably wine 

 1 

Southeastern 

rock 

accumulation 

Natural blue 

green 

Mold blown Cylindrical bottle  1 

Light natural 

green 

Mold blown Cylindrical bottle  1 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Mold blown Cylindrical bottle  1 

Northeastern 

trash scatter 

Transparent Mold blown Cylindrical bottle  1 

Manganese 

(1875 – 1915) 

Mold blown Cylindrical bottle  1 

Light natural 

blue 

At least 2-part 

mold 

Mineral water bottle with 

embossed “RAT” 

 1 

Aqua At least 2-part 

mold 

Oval flask  1 

Light aqua Mold blown Cylindrical bottle  1 

Brown Post mold Cylindrical alcohol bottle 

with embossed “8” on 

base and 2-part finish with 

v-shaped string rim 

9 1 

Brown Plate mold Cylindrical alcohol bottle 

with embossed “ D. H. C.” 

“6” and 2-part applied 

finish with down-tooled 

lip and v-shaped string 

rim; A. & D. H. Chambers 

(1876 -1884) 

8 1 

Brown Dip mold Cylindrical alcohol bottle 8 1 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Cup mold Beer bottle with 2-part 

finish with down-tooled 

lip and v-shaped string 

rim 

8 1 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Mold blown Beer bottle with embossed 

“S B &” “1” and 2-part 

8 1 
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finish with flat lip and 

rounded string rim; 

Streator Bottle and Glass 

Co. (1881 -1905) 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Plate mold Beer bottle with embossed 

“B G C” “X”; Beleville 

Glass Co. (1882 – 1886) 

8 1 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Plate mold  Beer bottle 8 1 

Amber(1873 

+) 

Post mold Beer bottle with embossed 

“W” in inverted arch 

8 1 

Light olive 

amber (- 1890) 

Mold blown Champagne bottle with 2-

part finish with down-

tooled lip and v-tooled 

string rim 

 1 

Light olive 

amber (- 1890) 

Mold blown Cylindrical bottle with 

down tooled lip 

 1 

Light Amber 

(1872 +) 

Mold blown Beer bottle with 2-part 

finish with round string 

rim 

 1 

Olive green Mold blown Champagne bottle with 

fire polished neck and 2-

part finish with down-

tooled lip and v-tooled 

string rim 

 1 

Light olive 

green 

Cup mold Wine bottle with mamelon 8 1 

Dark olive 

green 

Mold blown Cylindrical bottle, 

repurposed into scrapper 

 1 

Olive emerald 

green 

Mold blown Cylindrical bottle with 

applied blob top finish (- 

1890) 

 1 

Black (- 1880) Dip mold Wine bottle with mamelon 8 1 

Eastern gully 

activity area 

Aqua Cup mold Cylindrical bottle 6 1 

Light aqua Post mold  Cylindrical bottle 8 1 

Brown Mold blown Cylindrical alcohol bottle 8 1 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Post mold Beer bottle with embossed 

“L. G. Co” “16” and 2-

part finish with rounded 

lip and rounded string rim; 

Lindell Glass Company 

(1875 – 1890) 

8 1 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Cup mold, 

plate mold 

Beer bottle with embossed 

“F” on base and 2-part 

finish with rounded lip 

and v-shaped string rim 

 1 
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Light olive 

green 

Mold blown Mineral water bottle with 

1-part finish with rounded 

lip 

 2 

Southeastern 

gully activity 

area 

Manganese 

(1875 – 1915) 

At least 2-part 

mold 

Flask with embossed cross 

hatch design 

 1 

Natural green Mold blown Mineral water torpedo 

bottle, repurposed into 

scrapper 

 1 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Plate mold Beer bottle with embossed 

“M” 

8 1 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Plate mold Beer bottle with embossed 

“W” 

8 1 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Post mold Beer bottle 8 1 

Amber(1873 

+)  

Mold blown Beer bottle with embossed 

“A B G” and 2-part finish 

with down-tooled lip and 

rounded string rim; 

Adolphus Busch Glass 

Company (1886 – 1892) 

8 1 

Light Amber 

(1872 +) 

Mold blown Beer bottle  1 

Light olive 

green 

Dip mold Cylindrical bottle, 

probably wine 

 1 

Black (-1880) Dip mold Wine bottle with mamelon 

and fire polished pontil 

8 1 

Space east of 

HB-212 

Manganese 

(1875 – 1915) 

Mold blown Cylindrical bottle  1 

Natural blue-

green 

Mold blown Cylindrical bottle  1 

Natural light 

blue 

Mold blown Cylindrical bottle  1 

Natural light 

green 

Mold blown Cylindrical bottle  1 

Brown Mold blown Cylindrical alcohol bottle  1 

Amber (1872 

+)  

Mold blown Beer bottle  1 

Light olive 

green 

Cup mold Cylindrical bottle 8 1 

Black (-1880) Dip mold Cylindrical bottle, 

probably wine 

 1 

Space between 

HB-211 and 

northeastern 

trash scatter 

Brown Plate mold Cylindrical alcohol bottle 

with embossed “B G C”; 

Beleville Glass Co. (1882 

- 1886) 

 1 

Amber (1872 Mold blown Beer bottle with applied  1 
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+) finish with down-tooled 

lip (- 1890) 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Mold blown Beer bottle with applied 2-

part finish with down-

tooled lip and v-shaped 

string rim (- 1890) 

 1 

Olive amber (- 

1890) 

Mold blown Cylindrical bottle  1 

Olive green Mold blown Cylindrical bottle  1 

Light olive 

green 

Mold blown Cylindrical bottle with 

applied 1-part finish with 

rounded lip (- 1890) 

 1 

Light emerald 

green 

Mold blown Mineral water bottle  1 

Space north of 

structures 

Natural light 

blue 

Mold blown Cylindrical bottle with 

hand-tooled oil finish 

 1 

Brown Mold blown Cylindrical alcohol bottle  1 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Mold blown Beer bottle with 2-part 

finish with down-tooled 

lip and rounded string rim 

 1 

Light amber Mold blown Cylindrical bottle  1 

Olive green Mold blown Cylindrical bottle  1 

Southern trash 

scatter 

Manganese 

(1875 – 1915) 

Mold blown Cylindrical bottle 5 1 

Manganese 

(1875 – 1915) 

At least 2-part 

mold 

Oval flask  1 

Aqua At least 2-part 

mold 

Oval flask  1 

Brown Post mold Cylindrical alcohol bottle 

with molded central dot 

on base  

8 1 

Brown Mold blown Cylindrical alcohol bottle 

with raised central foot 

8 2 

Brown Mold blown Cylindrical alcohol bottle 9 1 

Brown Mold blown Cylindrical alcohol bottle 7 1 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Mold blown Beer bottle with 2-part 

finish with tooled rounded 

lip and rounded string rim 

9 1 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Cup mold Beer bottle with 2-part 

finish with flattened side 

lip and v-tooled string rim 

8 1 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Plate mold Beer bottle with embossed 

“A B G C” “3” and 2-part 

finish with down-tooled 

lip and v-shaped string 

rim; Adolphus Busch 

8 2 
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Glass Company (1886 – 

1896) 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Plate mold Beer bottle with embossed 

“A &” 

8 1 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Plate mold Beer bottle with embossed 

“F” 

8 1 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Post, plate 

mold 

Beer bottle with embossed 

“W” 

8 1 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Mold blown Beer bottle with embossed 

“. G. W.” “8” 

 1 

Amber(1873 

+) 

Mold blown Beer bottle 7 1 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Mold blown Beer bottle with embossed 

“G W” “22” 

8 1 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Mold blown Beer bottle with embossed 

“D.” “G. Co” “A”; De 

Stieger Glass Co.  (1878 – 

1882) 

6 1 

Amber (1872 

+) 

Mold blown Beer bottle with embossed 

“D S G Co” “G”; De 

Stieger Glass Co.  (1878 – 

1892) 

9 1 

Light Amber 

(1872 +) 

Post mold Beer bottle 8 1 

Light Amber 

(1872 +) 

Cup mold, 

plate mold 

Beer bottle with embossed 

“V Co No” “6”; Chase 

Valley Co. (1880 -1881) 

6 1 

Light Amber 

(1872 +) 

Plate mold Beer bottle with embossed 

“C Co” “G” 

7 1 

Olive amber (- 

1890) 

Plate mold Cylindrical bottle 8 1 

Dark olive 

amber (- 1890) 

Mold blown Beer bottle with embossed 

“H. Heye” “Bremen” and 

applied finish with 

rounded string rim; 

Hermann Heye Glasfabrik 

(1880 – 1890) 

8 3 

Light olive 

amber (- 1890) 

Turn paste 

mold 

Wine bottle with memelon 9 1 

Olive green Mold blown Cylindrical bottle with 1-

part applied finish with 

down-tooled lip (- 1890) 

 1 

Light olive 

green 

Turn paste 

mold 

Cylindrical bottle  1 

Emerald green Post mold  Cylindrical bottle with 

embossed off center dot 

8 1 
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on base 

Dark emerald 

green 

Mold blown Wine bottle with mamelon 6.5 1 

Forest green Mold blown Bottle with applied hand-

tooled finish with 

flattened side lip and v-

shaped string rim (- 1890) 

 1 

Black (-1880) Mold blown Wine bottle with mamelon 8 1 

 

Table 5.19 Maker’s marks on glass beverage bottle from laundresses’ quarters 

Mark Company Manufacture 

location 

Citation Date Range MNV 

A B G CO Adolphus Busch 

Glass Company 

Illinois Lockhart et al. 

2010 

1872-1892 4 

A. D. H. C.  A. & D.H. 

Chambers 

Pennsylvania Toulouse 1971: 37-

38 

Lockhart et al. 

2013b: 5-8 

1876-1884 1 

A M G C Mississippi Glass 

Company 

Missouri Lockhart et al. ND: 

8-9 

1874 -1884 1 

B G C   X Beleville Glass 

Co.  

Illinois Lockhart et al. 

2013a: 171 

1886 – 1892 2 

D S G CO De Steiger Glass 

Co 

Illinois Lockhart et al. 

2007: 2-3 

1878 - 1882,  

1878 - 1896 

2 

F H G W Federick 

Hampson Glass 

Works 

England Toulouse 1971: 202  1880 - 1892 1 

H HEYE 

BREMEN 

HAMBURG 

Hermann Heye 

Glasfabrik 

Germany Lockhart et al. 

2007: 3 

1880 - 1894 3 

JANO Hunyadi Janos 

Bitterquelle  

Hungary Toulouse 1971: 

257, 275  

1870 - 1900 1 

L G CO/ 

L.G. CO. 

Lindell Glass 

Company 

Missouri Lockhart et al. ND: 

8-9 

1875-1890 2 

S B & G CO Streator Bottle 

and Glass Co 

Illinois Toulouse 1971: 461 1881 - 1905 1 

S & M Sykes and 

Macvey 

England Toulouse 1971: 477 1860 - 1888 1 

V CO NO 6 Chase Valley 

Glass Co 

Wisconsin Lockhart et al. 

2014: 218-219 

1880 - 1881 1 

 

Table 5.20 Distribution of glass hygiene containers recovered from laundresses’ quarters 

Location Color Manufacture Form Diameter 

(cm) 

MNV 

HB-211 northern Natural At least 2-part Paneled medicine  1 
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interior, floor 

surface 

blue-green mold bottle 

HB-211 porch, 

floor boards 

Transparent At least 2-part 

mold 

Cylindrical perfume 

bottle with 

embossed label; 

Hoytes German 

Cologne, 25 cent 

(1868 +) 

 1 

Aqua At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled medicine 

bottle 

 1 

HB-211 southern 

interior, surface 

fill and erosion 

Manganese 

(1875 – 

1915) 

At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled medicine 

bottle 

 1 

HB-211 southern 

interior, 

dilapidated 

structure 

Transparent At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled medicine 

bottle 

 1 

Manganese 

(1875 – 

1915) 

At least 2-part 

mold 

Cylindrical medicine 

bottle with “RO” 

embossed label 

4 1 

Natural 

blue-green  

At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled medicine 

bottle with small  

<2 cm diameter neck 

 1 

Space east of HB-

211 

Manganese 

(1875 – 

1915) 

At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled medicine 

bottle 

 1 

HB-211 yard Transparent At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled medicine 

bottle 

 1 

Manganese  

(1875 – 

1915) 

At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled medicine 

bottle 

 1 

Light olive 

green 

At least 2-part 

mold 

Cylindrical bottle, 

possibly bitters 

3 1 

HB-212 interior, 

surface fill and 

erosion 

Manganese 

(1875 – 

1915) 

At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled medicine 

bottle 

 1 

Natural light 

blue 

At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled medicine 

bottle with 

embossed decorative 

parallel lines 

 1 

Olive green At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled medicine 

bottle 

 1 

HB-212 yard Transparent At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled medicine 

bottle, very thick 

 1 

Natural 

blue-green 

At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled medicine 

bottle 

 1 

Light 

natural blue 

At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled medicine 

bottle 

 1 
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Light amber  At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled medicine 

bottle 

 1 

HB-222 yard Manganese 

(1875 – 

1915) 

At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled medicine 

bottle, thin walls 

 1 

Dark olive 

green 

Turn paste 

mold 

Cylindrical bitters 

bottle, very thin 

 1 

HB-223 yard Natural 

blue-green 

At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled medicine 

bottle 

 1 

Eastern trash 

scatter, center of 

deposit 

Transparent Mold blown Paneled medicine 

bottle with rounded 

interior 

 1 

Manganese 

(1875 – 

1915) 

Cup mold Paneled medicine 

bottle with 

embossed “STO” 

label and “N” on 

base, possibly 

‘Boston’ origin 

 1 

Manganese 

(1875 – 

1915) 

Mold blown Cylindrical medicine 

bottle with ground 

base and hand-

tooled finish with 

prescription lip 

 1 

Natural 

blue-green 

At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled medicine 

bottle with 

embossed “O” “K” 

and 2cm diameter 

neck, possible 

Florida water 

 1 

Light 

natural blue 

At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled medicine 

bottle 

 1 

Light aqua Post mold Rectangular 

medicine bottle 

 1 

Dark olive 

green 

Turn paste 

mold 

Cylindrical bottle, 

very thin, possibly 

bitters 

 1 

Cobalt blue At least 2-part 

mold 

Cylindrical bottle 

with embossed “PE” 

 1 

Eastern trash 

scatter, western 

edge 

Transparent At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled medicine 

bottle 

 1 

Transparent Mold blown Cylindrical medicine 

vial 

 1 

Manganese 

(1875 – 

1915) 

At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled medicine 

bottle 

 1 

Natural light At least 2-part Paneled medicine  1 
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blue mold bottle with 

embossed “P” 

Amber Mold blown Cylindrical medicine 

bottle, thin 

 1 

Light olive 

green 

At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled medicine 

bottle 

 1 

Cobalt blue Mold blown Cylindrical medicine 

bottle 

 1 

Dark cobalt 

blue 

Mold blown Cylindrical medicine 

bottle 

  

Southern trash 

scatter 

Transparent At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled medicine 

bottle with 

embossed cross 

hatch design 

 1 

Manganese 

(1875 – 

1915) 

At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled perfume 

bottle with 

embossed repeating 

X-shape in squares 

 1 

Manganese 

(1875 – 

1915) 

Mold blown Cylindrical medicine 

vial 

3 1 

Light 

natural blue 

At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled medicine 

bottle with 

embossed “AT” 

label and finish with 

patent lip 

3 (rim) 1 

Northeastern trash 

scatter 

Manganese 

(1875 – 

1915) 

At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled medicine 

bottle, thick bodied 

 1 

Manganese 

(1875 – 

1915) 

Cup mold Cylindrical medicine 

bottle with 1-part 

finish with folded 

out flared lip 

4 1 

Light 

natural blue 

At least 2-part 

mold 

Oval medicine bottle  1 

Light 

natural blue 

At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled medicine 

bottle with abrupt 

heel base and 

applied tooled 

champagne finish, 

possible sarsaparilla 

(- 1890) 

 1 

Light 

natural blue 

At least 2-part 

mold 

Rectangular 

medicine bottle with 

embossed “F H G 

W” maker’s mark; 

 1 



225 
 

Frederick Hampson 

Glass Works (1880 – 

1892) 

Amber At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled medicine 

bottle 

 1 

Light amber Cup mold Rectangular 

medicine bottle 

 1 

Light olive 

green 

Mold blown Cylindrical medicine 

bottle, thin bodied, 

probably bitters 

 1 

Cornflower 

blue 

Mold blown Cylindrical medicine 

bottle 

 1 

Eastern gully 

activity area 

Manganese 

(1875 – 

1915) 

At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled medicine 

bottle 

 1 

Manganese 

1875 – 

1915) 

Mold blown Cylindrical medicine 

bottle with chipped 

wavy marking and 

hand-tooled finish 

with patent lip 

 1 

Light 

natural blue 

At least 2-part 

mold 

Rectangular 

medicine bottle with 

embossed “FG” on 

base; Fairmount 

Glass Co. (1889 – 

1898) 

 1 

Southeastern 

gully activity 

Manganese 

(1875 – 

1915) 

At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled medicine 

bottle with 

embossed “OR” 

label 

 1 

Manganese 

(1875 – 

1915) 

Mold blown Cylindrical medicine 

bottle, very thick 

body 

4 1 

Light 

natural blue 

Mold blown Cylindrical medicine 

bottle with hand-

tooled finish with 

patent lip 

 1 

Space east of HB-

212 

Manganese 

(1875 – 

1915) 

At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled medicine 

bottle 

 1 

Dark olive 

green 

Mold blown Cylindrical medicine 

bottle, thin bodied, 

possible bitters 

 1 

Blue At least 2-part 

mold 

Paneled medicine 

bottle 

 1 

Space between Transparent Mold blown Cylindrical medicine 3 1 
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HB-211 and 

northeastern trash 

scatter 

bottle, very worn 

base 

Manganese 

(1875 – 

1915) 

Mold blown Cylindrical medicine 

bottle with 2-part 

finish with fold-over 

lip, very thick 

bodied 

 1 

Natural 

blue-green 

Mold blown Cylindrical medicine 

vial 

2 1 

Natural light 

blue 

Mold blown Cylindrical medicine 

bottle with hand-

tooled finish with 

patent lip 

 1 

 

Table 5.21 Distribution of glass vessels related to food storage at laundresses’ quarters 

Location  Color Manufacture Form Diameter 

(cm) 

MNV 

HB-211 northern 

interior, surface 

fill and erosion 

Transparent At least 2-part 

mold (- 1880s) 

Gothic-style paneled 

pickle bottle 

 1 

HB-211 northern 

interior, floor 

surface 

Transparent At least 2-part 

mold (1870 +) 

Molded ringed 

condiment bottle, 

possible pepper 

sauce 

5 (base) 1 

Eastern trash 

scatter, center of 

deposit 

Manganese 

(1875 – 

1915) 

At least 2-part 

mold (- 1880s) 

Gothic-style paneled 

pickle jar 

 1 

Natural 

blue- green 

Mold blown Mason jar  10 (base) 1 

Natural 

blue-green 

Mold blown Condiment jar with 

1-part applied patent 

lip finish (-1890) 

5 (rim) 1 

Eastern trash 

scatter, western 

edge 

Light 

natural blue 

At least 2-part 

mold (1870 +) 

Molded ringed 

condiment bottle, 

possible pepper 

sauce 

 1 

Northeastern 

trash scatter 

Manganese 

(1875 – 

1915) 

Cup mold Condiment jar with 

wide mouth and 

rounded string rim, 

possibly mustard 

4 (rim) 5 

(base) 

1 
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Eastern gully 

activity area 

Manganese 

(1875 – 

1915) 

Mold blown Mason jar dome-

shaped lid with 

“PA” embossed on 

underside, possibly 

from lightning 

closure (1875 +) 

9 1 

Southeastern 

gully activity 

area 

Manganese 

(1875 – 

1915) 

Mold blown Mason jar with 

rounded string rim 

 1 

Space east of 

HB-212 

Manganese 

milk 

(1875 – 

1915) 

Molded Jar liner   1 

Southern trash 

scatter 

Transparent Mold blown Condiment jar with 

continuous thread 

finish  

 1 

 

Table 5.22 Glass small finds from laundresses quarters 

Location Unit Context Color Item Description Minimum 

Item 

Count 

HB-211 southern 

interior, dilapidated 

structure 

18 6 Black Seed bead 1 

Eastern trash scatter, 

western edge 

22 2 Transparent Mirror 1 

Southeastern gully 

activity area 

37 Surface Milk  Horse shaped figurine 

with center mold seam 

and part of mane, neck 

and bridle visible (1870+) 

1 

 

 

Table 5.23 Nails by manufacture type and length from laundresses’ quarters 

Manufacture Length/ Penny Size Corrected Penny Size Item count 

Wire Fragment Fragment 1 

1 3/16” 3D 1 

1 1/2" (4D) 4D 1 

1 9/16” 1 

1 5/8” 5D 1 

1 7/8” 6D 1 

2 1/16”  1 

2 1/2" (8D) 8D 1 

Wrought Fragment Fragment 123 

1 1/8” 3D 1 
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Table 5.24 Distribution of complete machine cut nails across laundresses’ quarters by penny size 

Unit Location 

 

Unit Context Nail Size (rounded 

to nearest Penny 

size) 

Item Count 

1 9/16” 4D 1 

1 5/8” 5D 2 

2 3/16” 7D 1 

3” (10D) 10D 1 

Machine cut Fragment Fragment 442 

7/8” 2D 3 

1” (2D) 5 

1 1/16” 5 

1 1/8” 3D 11 

1 3/16” 4 

1 1/4” (3D) 12 

1 5/16” 25 

1 3/8” 4D 9 

1 7/16” 3 

1 1/2” (4D) 33 

1 9/16” 11 

1 5/8” 5D 17 

1 11/16” 5 

1 3/4” (5D) 15 

1 13/16” 7 

1 7/8” 6D 2 

1 15/16” 8 

2” (6D) 34 

2 1/16” 9 

2 1/8” 7D 6 

2 3/16” 4 

2 1/4“ (7D) 4 

2 5/16” 3 

2 3/8” 8D 

 

 

 

1 

2 7/16” 2 

2 1/2” (8D) 24 

2 9/16” 10 

2 11/16” 9D 1 

2 3/4” (9D) 1 

2 15/16” 10D 1 

3” (10D) 20 

3 3/16” 12D 1 

3 15/16” 20D 1 

4 3/16” 30D 1 

5” (40D) 40D 1 
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HB-211 northern interior, surface fill 

and erosion 

19 1A, 1B 3D 2 

19 1A 4D 2 

19 1A 5D 1 

31 2 6D 1 

32 6 

31 Surface, 3 8D 2 

19 1A 9D 1 

HB-211 northern interior, dilapidated 

structure 

19 3 4D 1 

3 6D 1 

3 10D 1 

HB-211 northern interior, floor surface 19 7B 2D 1 

19 7A, 8 3D 5 

32 7 

19 7A 4D 1 

19 8 5D 4 

32 7 

32 6 6D 1 

19 7a 7D 1 

19 8 8D 1 

HB-211 northern interior, below floor 19 13A 3D 1 

HB-211 porch, floor boards 31 5, 6, 10A, 

wall fall 

3D 5 

6 4D 1 

10A 5D 1 

4, 6, 10A 6D 4 

5 7D 2 

10B 8D 1 

5, 10A 10D 3 

10A 40D 1 

HB-211 southern interior, surface fill 

and erosion 

16 2 3D 1 

2 4D 3 

2 5D 3 

1, 2 6D 6 

2 8D 3 

2 10D 2 

HB-211 southern interior, ash deposit 16 3 2D 1 

16 3, 4 3D 2 

16 4 5D 2 

18 3 4D 1 

16 4 8D 1 

HB-211 southern interior, dilapidated 

structure 

16 5 2D 1 

16 6 3D 1 

16 5, 6 7A 4D 6 

18 6 

16 Wall fall 5D 1 

16 5 6D 1 

16 5 7D 3 

16 5, 6 8D 7 

16 5 12D 1 
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Space east of HB-211 14 1 3D 1 

1 4D 1 

Surface 8D 1 

Surface 20D 1 

HB-211 yard 17 2 2D 1 

17 2 4D 1 

53 3B 5D 1 

15 1 7D 2 

53 1 

17 1, 3B 8D 3 

52 4A 

15 2 10D 3 

17 3A 

53 3B 

Yard between HB-211 and HB-212 50 1 4D 1 

1 6D 1 

1 8D 2 

HB-212 interior, dilapidated structure 10 4 2D 1 

10 5 3D 2 

59 5 

10 4 4D 3 

59 4, 5 

10 5 5D 5 

59 5, 6 

59 Wall fall 6D 1 

59 Wall fall 8D 1 

59 5 9D 1 

HB-212 interior, wood flooring 10 10 3D 1 

HB-212 yard 25 Surface, 1, 4 2D 7 

39 1, 2 

25 Surface, 1, 3 3D 7 

25 1, 3 4D 9 

39 2, wall fall 

25 Surface, 4, 7 5D 5 

39 Surface, 2 

25 Surface, 1, 

2, 3 

6D 8 

39 2 7D 1 

25 1 8D 3 

39 2 

25 Surface 10D 1 

HB-212 yard, fence line 38 3 10D 1 

HB-222 yard 55 3A 3D 1 

34 1 4D 1 

54 2 6D 1 

HB-223 yard 24 2 6D 2 

33 1 

33 1 8D 1 
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Eastern trash scatter, center of deposit 20 Surface, 2 3D 2 

20 Surface, 2 4D 5 

51 Surface, 1, 2 

20 1, 2 5D 6 

21 1, 2 

20 Surface, 2 6D 5 

20 Surface, 2 7D 4 

51 Surface 

20 1 8D 1 

20 2 10D 4 

21 Surface, 2 

Southeastern rock accumulation 27 Surface 4D 1 

Surface 7D 1 

Surface 8D 2 

Wall fall 10D 1 

Southern trash scatter 30 1 2D 1 

1 3D 1 

Surface, 1, 

wall fall 

6D 3 

Surface 7D 1 

Northeastern trash scatter 29 1 2D 2 

28 1 3D 2 

35 Surface 

29 1 4D 1 

28 1 5D 2 

35 2 

28 1 6D 6 

35 Surface 

35 Surface 10D 1 

Southeastern gully activity area 37 Surface, 1 3D 4 

Surface 8D 1 

Surface 30D 1 

Space east of HB-222 and HB-223 56 Surface 4D 1 

Surface 6D 1 

Surface 7D 2 

Surface 8D 1 

Space between HB-211 and 

northeastern trash scatter 

58 1, 2 6D 3 

1 8D 1 

Surface, 1 10D 2 

 

Table 5.25 Distribution of wire nails across laundresses’ quarters based on penny size  

Unit Location 

 

Unit Context Nail Size  Item Count 

HB-211 southern interior, dilapidated 

structure 

18 6 2 1/2” 1 

HB-211 northern interior, surface fill 

and erosion 

31 1 Fragment 1 

HB-211 porch, floor boards 31 5 1 1/2" 1 

31 4 1 5/8” 1 
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31 10B 2 1/16” 1 

HB-212 yard 39 2 1 3/16” 1 

25 Surface 1 9/16” 1 

Northeastern trash scatter 28 Surface 1 7/8” 1 

 

Table 5.26 Distribution of wrought nails across laundresses’ quarters based on penny size 

Unit Location 

 

Unit Context Nail Size  Minimum 

Item Count 

HB-211 southern interior, surface fill 

and erosion 

16 2 Fragment 2 

HB-211 southern interior, road cap 16 4 Fragment 2 

HB-211 southern interior, ash deposit 16 3 Fragment 9 

HB-211 southern interior, dilapidated 

structure 

16 5, 6, wall 

fall 

Fragment 19 

16 Wall fall 1 5/8” 2 

23 Wall fall 1 1/8” 1 

HB-211 northern interior, floor surface 32 7 Fragment 1 

32 7 2 3/16” 1 

HB-212 interior, dilapidated structure 10 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 Fragment 13 

59 4, 5 

10 4 1 9/16” 1 

HB-212 interior, wood floor 10 9 Fragment 1 

HB-212 interior, adobe sub-floor 59 8 Fragment 1 

HB-223 yard 33 2 Fragment 1 

24 2 3” 1 

Northeastern trash scatter 29 2 Fragment 1 

Southern trash scatter 30 Surface, 1 Fragment 1 

 

Table 5.27 Distribution of iron screws recovered from laundresses’ quarters 

Location Unit Context  Type Length Item 

count 

HB-211 southern interior, road 

cap 

16 4 Flat head Fragment 1 

HB-211 southern interior, ash 

deposit 

16 3 Flat head 1 1/2" 1 

HB-211 southern interior, 

dilapidated structure 

16 6 Flat head 15/16” 1 

18 6 Flat head 1 9/16” 6 

18 6 Flat head 1 3/4” 1 

HB-212 interior, wood floor 10 9 Flat head 1 1/4" 1 

HB-212 yard 25 1 Indeterminate, 

with square 

washer 

Fragment 1 

25 Surface Flat head 1 13/16” 1 

Eastern trash scatter, center of 

deposit 

20 2 Indeterminate Fragment 1 

Southeastern rock 

accumulation 

26 Surface Flat head 1” 3 

27 Surface 

Eastern gully activity area 36 Surface Flat head 2” 1 
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Table 5.28 Distribution of staples and wire from laundresses’ quarters 

Unit Location Unit Context Item Description Item 

Count 

HB-211 southern interior, 

surface fill and erosion 

23 Surface Iron wire fence staple with humped side 

for barbed wire, hammered ends,  

1 

HB-212 interior, surface fill 

and erosion 

10 3 Iron wire staple 1 

HB-212 yard 39 2 Iron wire staple with rounded head 1 

HB-212 yard space 25 1 Iron fence wire, .12” gauge 1 

Northeastern trash scatter 29 Surface Grey metal wire bundle, .6” gauge 1 

Southeastern gully activity 

area 

37 Surface Iron wire fence staple with humped side 

for barbed wire 

1 

 

Table 5.29 Distribution of tacks across laundresses’ quarters 

Unit Location 

 

Unit Context Material Length Description Item  

Count 

HB-211 southern 

interior, surface fill 

and erosion 

16 2 Iron 1/8” Machine cut 4 

HB-211 southern 

interior road cap 

16 4 Iron 11/16” Machine cut  1 

HB-211 southern 

interior, ash fill 

16 3 Brass 15/16” Machine cut; possible 

shoe tack 

1 

HB-211 northern 

interior, surface fill 

and erosion 

19 1A Iron 11/16” Machine cut 1 

HB-211 northern 

interior, floor surface 

19 7A Iron 1/2" Machine cut 1 

19 Wall fall Iron 5/8” Machine cut 1 

19 7A Iron 3/4” Machine cut 1 

HB-212 yard 25 Surface Iron 1/2" Machine cut 1 

31 7 Iron 7/16” Machine cut 1 

39 3A Iron 5/8” Machine cut 1 

39 Surface Pewter; 

Iron 

Indet. Decorative trunk tack 

with .60” diameter, 

hammer stippling on  

head, machine cut  

iron shaft; possibly 

repurposed into  

button 

1 

 

Table 5.30 Metal non-fastener architecture and furnishing elements from laundresses’ quarters 

Unit Location Unit Context Item Description Item 

Count 

HB-211 northern interior, 

surface fill and erosion 

31 4 Cast iron bolt part  1 

HB-211 northern interior, 

floor surface 

19 9 Cast iron door hinge knuckle with 

square central hole and winged sides 

1 
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HB-211 southern interior, 

surface fill and erosion 

16 2 4d (1 ½”) nail with attached rectangular 

roof flashing 

3 

HB-211 yard space 15 3 Iron gas lamp part (1880s +) 1 

HB-212 yard 25 1 Cast iron door lock square key hole 

cover 

1 

25 2 Copper alloy bar-style drawer handle 1 

HB-222 yard 54 2 Cast iron rim lock plate part with 2-

holes 

1 

HB-223 yard space 24 3A Grey metal roof flashing 1 

Space east of HB-222 and 

HB-223 

56 Surface Window leading 1 

Space between HB-211 and 

northeastern trash scatter 

58 Surface Cast iron oval key hole with raised 

round central circle around key slot 

1 

Eastern trash scatter 21 Surface Cast iron door lock key hole cover 1 

20 1 Iron gas lamp part (1880s +) 1 

Southern trash scatter 30 Surface Brass lamp collar with scallop molded 

edge and incised design 

1 

 

Table 5.31 Distribution of iron cans at laundresses’ quarters (italics demarcate post-fort 

materials) 

Unit Location Unit Context Number of 

Can 

Fragments 

Identifiable can sizes and types 

HB-211 northern interior, 

surface fill and erosion 

19 1 1 Rectangular can 

HB-211 northern interior, 

floor surface 

19 5 1 Tobacco can, rectangular with rounded 

edges and simple fold-over seam 

HB-211 porch, floor 

boards 

31 6 1  

HB-211 southern interior, 

surface fill and erosion 

16 2 44  

23 Surface 

HB-211 southern interior, 

road cap 

16 4 3 Can handle brace 

18 4 

HB-211 southern interior, 

ash deposit 

16 3 146 Hole-in-cap can with 1.97” cap 

23 5 

HB-211 southern interior, 

dilapidated structure 

16 5 3 Can handle brace; Tobacco can, 

rectangular with rounded edges and 

simple fold-over seam, “A” makers 

mark embossed on bottom center, 

possibly part of word “tobacco” 

18 5 

HB-211 yard 15 1 9 Can handle brace; Church key opened 

can 
52 2B, 3B 

53 3A,  
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wall fall 

HB-212 interior, surface 

fill and erosion 

10 3 7  

HB-212 interior, 

dilapidated structure 

10 5 9 Hole-in-top 2.27” diameter  

 

HB-212 yard 39 Surface 1  

HB-222 yard 34 2A 2  

HB-223 yard 24 1 3  

Eastern trash scatter, 

center of deposit 

20 Surface 6  

21 2 

51 1 

Eastern trash scatter, 

western edge 

22 1, 2 3 Hole-in-cap 

Southern trash scatter 30 Surface, 

1, 2A 

4 Hole-in-cap 

Northeastern trash scatter 29 1 4 Rectangular 

35 Surface, 

2 

Eastern gully activity area 36 Surface 1 Hole-in-cap 3.5” diameter 

Southeastern gully activity 

area 

37 Surface 1  

Space east of HB-222 and 

HB-223 

56 Surface, 

1, 2 

15 Hole-in-cap 2.75” diameter 

Space east of HB-212 57 2 1  

Space between HB-211 

and northeastern trash 

scatter 

58 Surface 1 Removable can lid 1.97” diameter, 

possible baking soda can or similar 

 

Table 5.32 Metal beverage closures from laundresses’ quarters (italics demark post-fort period 

item) 

Location Unit Contex

t 

Materia

l 

Object Description Minimum 

Item 

Count 

HB-211 southern 

interior, surface fill 

and erosion 

16 2 Iron Crown cap (1892 +) 1 

HB-211 southern 

interior, ash deposit 

16 3 Iron Cork muzzle cap 1 

HB-211 southern 

interior, dilapidated 

structure 

19 5 Iron  Adolphus Busch cork muzzle 

cap, eagle with wings closed 

inside of “A” (1872 – 1890) 

1 

18 6 Iron  Cork muzzle cap 1 



236 
 

HB-211 yard 15 1 Iron Adolphus Busch cork muzzle 

cap and wire bale, eagle with 

wings closed inside of “A” 

(1872 – 1890) 

1 

17 3A Grey 

metal 

Foil wrapper, possibly lead 

based 

1 

HB-212 yard 25 3 Iron Adolphus Busch cork muzzle 

cap, eagle with wings closed 

inside of “A” (1872 – 1890) 

1 

Yard between HB-

211 and HB-212 

50 1 Iron Indeterminate cup shaped 

bottle cap 

1 

Southern trash 

scatter 

30 Surface Iron Adolphus Busch cork muzzle 

cap, eagle with wings closed 

inside of “A” (1872 – 1890) 

1 

Northeastern trash 

scatter 

35 Surface Iron Adolphus Busch cork muzzle 

cap, eagle with wings closed 

inside of “A” (1872 – 1890) 

1 

Eastern gully 

activity area 

36 Surface Iron Beer bottle 3-prong cap, 

embossed with “Lone Star 

Brewing Co San Antonio 

Tex.” and central 5-point star 

(1887 +) 

1 

 

Table 5.33 Distribution of metal cookware across laundresses’ quarters 

Location Material 

Type 

Item Description MNV 

HB-211 northern 

interior surface fill 

and erosion 

Cast iron Cook pot with half-moon-shaped feet 1 

HB-212 yard Cast iron Rectangular cast iron muffin/loaf baking pan 1 

HB-222 yard Cast iron Utilitarian cook pot 1 

HB-223 yard Cast iron Utilitarian cook pot 1 

Eastern trash scatter, 

center of deposit 

Cast iron Utilitarian cook pot 1 

Southeastern gully 

activity area 

Cast iron Dutch oven with molded band 36 cm diameter 1 

Space east of HB-212 Cast iron Utilitarian cook pot 1 

Space north of 

structures 

Cast iron Utilitarian cook pot 1 

 

Table 5.34 Military buttons recovered from enlisted married men’s quarters 

Location Unit Context Button Material Size Additional Date  
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Type (Lignes) Description 

HB-211 

northern 

interior, 

floor 

surface 

19 7A Fly, 4-hole Iron 22.7  - 1885 

Eastern 

Trash 

scatter 

21 1 Cuff Brass 22.4 General 

service with 

1854-

pattern 

eagle crest 

- 1885 

21 1 Fly, 4-hole Iron 22.4  - 1885 

HB-212 

yard 

25 2 Fly, 4-hole Iron 22.7  - 1885 

HB-223 

yard 

33 1 Suspender, 

4-hole 

Iron 26.8  - - 1885 

Northeaste

rn trash 

scatter 

35 Surface Suspender, 

4-hole 

Iron 27.6  - 1885 

South 

eastern 

gully 

activity 

area 

37 Surface Fly, 4-hole Brass; 

Iron 

22 Black 

Japanned 

dish shape 

with 

stippling 

around 

collar  iron 

backing 

1885 + 

37 Surface Suspender, 

4-hole 

Iron 28  - 1885 

37 1 Stable 

frock,  

4-hole 

Grey 

metal 

25 Saucer 

shape with 

stippling 

around 

collar 

1875 + 

 

Table 5.35 Metal military equipment and non-button personal adornment items recovered from 

laundresses’ quarters 

Location Unit Context Material Item Description Minimum 

Item 

Count 
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HB-211 southern 

interior, road cap 

fill and dilapidated 

structure 

16 3 Iron Snap cover, .42” diameter, 

possibly from rain poncho 

or tent 

1 

HB-211 northern 

interior, floor 

surface 

19 8 Brass Saber scabbard or carbine 

sling ring, .88” diameter, 

.12” gauge 

1 

HB-212 yard 39 Surface Iron Buckle frame, can 

accommodate 1.63” strap 

1 

Eastern trash 

scatter 

20 2 Iron Trouser buckle with canvas 

fabric pattern in rust, can 

accommodate 1.05” strap 

1 

Northeastern trash 

scatter 

29 Surface Brass Foraging/dress cap or dress 

helmet chin strap slide with 

hollow back, can 

accommodate  .5” strap 

(1872 – 1895) 

1 

Space between 

HB-211 and 

northeastern trash 

scatter 

58 1 Brass Grommet, .64” diameter 1 

 

Table 5.36 Non-military metal adornment items recovered from laundresses’ quarters 

Location Unit Context Material Item Description Minimum 

Item 

Count 

HB-211 southern 

interior, 

dilapidated 

structure 

18 6 Iron Round eye, .07” gauge 1 

HB-211 northern 

interior, surface 

fill and erosion  

19 2 Iron; 

Brass 

Domed brass shank button with 

gold wash, iron wire shank and 

plate, 18.8 lignes 

1 

HB-211 northern 

interior, floor 

surface 

32 7 Brass Shoe eyelet, .34” diameter 1 

HB-212 yard 39 3A Grey 

metal 

Belt tip with interior crimping, 

.70” width strap 

1 

Space between 

HB-211 and 

58 Surface Brass Embossed waffle pattern coat 

button cover, missing shank, 

1 
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northeastern 

midden 

35.2 lignes 

Northeastern 

midden 

28 1 Iron Bar buckle with silver-colored 

untarnished plating, can 

accommodate .78” strap 

1 

 

Table 5.37 Ammunition equipment from the laundresses’ quarters 

Location Material Object Description Minimum 

Item 

Count 

HB-212 interior, surface 

fill and erosion 

Brass .22 short cartridge casing, rimfire 

primer; associated with S & W first 

model revolver (1857 +) 

2 

HB-212 interior, 

dilapidated structure 

Brass Center fire cartridge casing, Benet-

primed 

1 

HB-211 porch, floor 

boards 

Lead .45 caliber bullet, 250 grains; associated 

with S & W Schofield Revolver and 

Colt Peacemaker pistol, 1 band (1870 

+) 

1 

HB-211 yard Brass Center fire cartridge casing, crushed, 

Benet-primed 

1 

HB-223 yard Lead Bullet fragment possible minnie ball 1 

Space east of HB-211 Brass .22 short cartridge casing, rim fire 

primer; associated with S & W first 

model Revolver (1857 +) 

1 

Eastern trash scatter, 

center of deposit 

Brass .45-70 Government cartridge casing, 

center fire primer; associated with 

Springfield model 1873 trapdoor (1873 

– 1892) 

2 

Lead Fired bullet, 3 bands, cone, heavy 

impact, 498 grains 

1 

Eastern trash scatter, 

western edge 

Brass 12-gauge shotgun cartridge casing, 

center fire primer, headstamped “UMC 

Co, No 12”; Union Metallic Cartridge 

Company (1873 – 1890) 

1 

Southwestern 

accumulation 

Brass 12-gauge shotgun cartridge casing, 

center fire primer, headstamped “UMC 

Co, No 10”; Union Metallic Cartridge 

Company (1873 – 1890) 

1 

Southeastern gully activity Brass Rim fired cartridge casing, head 1 
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area stamped “H”; manufactured by 

Winchester  

Brass .50-70 Government cartridge casing, 

center fire primer; associated with 

Springfield single shot rifle (1865 – 

1873) 

1 

Brass Center fire cartridge casing, boxer 

primer, head stamped “R 88 F 10”  

1 

Yard east of HB-222 and 

HB-223 

Brass .45 Colt cartridge casing, center fire 

primer, boxer primer; associated with 

.45 Colt peacemaker (1873 – 1892) 

1 

Space between HB-211 

and northeastern trash 

scatter 

Brass .45-70 Government dummy cartridge 

casing, center fire primer; associated 

with Springfield model 1873 trapdoor 

(1873 – 1892) 

1 

 

Table 5.38 Equestrian and wagon related artifacts from laundresses’ quarters 

Location Unit Context Material Item Description Minimum 

Item 

Count 

HB-211 yard 15 1 Iron Mule shoe with 8 nail 

holes and worn toe 

1 

17 2 Iron Machine cut horseshoe 

nail, 2.45” 

1 

HB-211 northern 

interior, surface fill and 

erosion 

19 1A Iron Dubbing-off fragment 1 

HB-211 southern 

interior, road cap 

16 3 Iron Machine cut horseshoe 

nail, 2.33” 

1 

HB-211 southern 

interior, ash deposit 

23 5 Iron Machine cut horseshoe 

nail fragment 

1 

23 5 Iron Machine cut horseshoe 

nail, 2.15” 

1 

HB-212 yard 25 Surface Iron Wrought iron spike or 

hinge pin, 5.19”, possible 

wagon part 

1 

39 Surface Iron Cast iron wagon bracket 1 

Eastern trash scatter 21 1 Iron Machine cut horseshoe 

nail fragment 

1 

Southeastern gully 37 Surface Iron Dubbing-off fragment 1 
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activity area 37 Surface Iron Cast iron hinge or wagon 

part with rounded end and 

molded opening 

1 

Space between HB-211 

and northeastern trash 

scatter 

58 Surface Iron Dubbing-off fragment 1 

58 Surface, 

1 

Iron Machine cut horseshoe 

nail fragment 

2 

Space north of 

structures 

75 Surface, 

3 

Iron Machine cut horseshoe 

nail fragment 

1 

 

Table 5.39 Metal laundry equipment and tools recovered from the laundresses’ quarters 

Location Unit Context Material Item Description Minimum 

Item 

Count 

HB-211 northern 

interior, floor surface 

19 7 Iron Wire straight pin, head 

fragment 

1 

19 7 Iron Wire straight pin, 1.28” 1 

HB-212 interior 59 Wall 

fall 

Grey 

metal 

Wire straight pin, 1.16” 1 

Yard between HB-211 

and HB-212 

50 2 Iron Hatchet head, broken at 

butt with channel for 

hafted handle, 2” height 

1 

Northeastern trash 

scatter 

35 Surface Iron Bucket handle 1 

Southeastern gully 

activity area 

37 Surface Iron Bucket handle 1 

Eastern trash scatter, 

center of deposit 

51 Surface Iron Spade collar attachment 

with 2 rounded iron bolts  

1 

 

Table 5.40 Synthetic, mineral, and composite small finds recovered from the laundresses’ 

quarters 

Location Unit Context Material Description Minimum 

Item 

Count 

HB-211 northern 

interior, floor surface 

19 7 Wood; 

Pigment 

Blue wood pallet with 

red oil-based pigment, 

possible leisure paint set 

or rouge make-up 

1 

HB-211 southern 

interior, surface fill 

and erosion 

16 2 Rubber, 

black 

Dressing comb, fine 

teeth 

1 
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HB-211 southern 

interior, road cap fill 

and dilapidated 

structure 

16 2, 4, 6 Rubberized 

cloth 

Black rubberized canvas, 

possibly from rain 

poncho or tent 

1 

HB-211 southern 

interior, dilapidated 

structure 

18 6 Rubber, 

black 

Dressing comb 1 

18 7A Slate Slate writing board 1 

HB-212 Interior, 

dilapidated structure 

10 5 Rubber, 

black 

Dressing comb, fine 

teeth 

1 

HB-212 Yard 25 4 Slate Slate writing board 1 

Southern trash scatter 30 Surface Graphite Pencil with worn edge 

from rubbing 

1 

 

Table 5.41 Stone artifacts and lithics from laundresses’ quarters 

Location Unit Context Item Description Item Count 

HB-211 southern 

interior, road cap 

18 3 Tan chert secondary flake, utilized 1 

HB-211 southern 

interior, dilapidated 

structure 

18 7B White and cream chert tertiary flake 1 

HB-211 northern 

interior, surface fill 

and erosion 

19 1 Washing stone, rounded grey and 

brown basalt 

1 

HB-211 yard 15 1 Chert debitage 1 

52 2A Brownish grey chert secondary flake, 

edge worn and utilized, thumb nail 

scrapper 

1 

52 2B Cream and tan chert secondary flake, 

edge worn and utilized, thumb nail 

scrapper 

1 

Space east of HB-211 14 Surface Washing stone, rounded orange 

metamorphic sandstone 

1 

Northeastern trash 

scatter 

35 3A Cream and black chert tertiary flake 1 

Southeastern gully 

activity area 

37 Surface Red and tan chert small core 1 

Space between HB-

211 and northeastern 

trash scatter 

58 Surface Cream chert tertiary flake 1 
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Table 5.44 Summary of strongly datable items by location at laundresses’ quarters (italics mark 

items that post-date military occupation) 

Location Chronology Datable Items Date Range 

HB-211 northern interior, 

surface fill and erosion 

Mixed Gothic-style pickle jar - 1880 

Light olive amber bottle - 1890 

Fly button - 1885 

Crown cap 1892 + 

HB-211 northern interior, 

dilapidated structure 

Fort period 

(1872 +) 

Manganese stemware 1870 – 1915 

Adolphus busch cork 

muzzle cap 

1872 – 1890 

Amber beer bottle 1872 + 

HB-211 northern interior, floor 

surface 

Fort period 

(1872 +) 

Molded ringed/beehive 

condiment bottle 

1870 + 

Hunyadi Janos 

Bitterquelle bottle 

1870 – 1900 

Amber beer bottle 1872 + 

HB-211 northern interior, below 

floor 

Fort period No datable items 

HB-211 porch, floor boards Fort period 

(1872 +) 

Hoyte’s German 

Cologne 

1868 + 

.45 caliber bullet 1870 + 

Amber beer bottle 1872 + 

Olive amber bottle - 1890 

HB-211 southern interior, 

surface fill and erosion 

Mixed 

 

Manganese bottle 1875 – 1915 

“Federal law forbids 

sale and reuse of this 

bottle” 

1932 -1964 

HB-211 southern interior, road 

cap 

Fort period 

(1872 +) 

Amber beer bottle 1872 + 

HB-211 southern interior, wall Fort period No datable items 

HB-211 southern interior, ash 

midden 

Fort period No datable items 

HB-211 southern interior, 

dilapidated structure 

Fort period 

(1875 +) 

Amber beer bottle 1872 + 

Manganese bottle 1875 – 1915 

Space east of HB-211 Fort period 

(1875 +) 

.22 short cartridge 1857 + 

Manganese bottle 1875 – 1915 
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HB-211 yard Mixed Manganese lighting 1870  - 1915 

Adolphus Busch cork 

muzzle 

1872 – 1890 

Amber beer bottle 1873 + 

Manganese bottle 1875 – 1915 

Gas Lighting 1880s + 

Applied finish - 1890 

Church key opened can 1935 + 

Yard between HB-211 and HB-

212 

Fort period No datable items 

HB-212 interior, surface fill and 

erosion 

Fort period 

(1875 +) 

.22 short cartridge 1857 + 

Amber beer bottle 1873 + 

Manganese bottle 1875 – 1915 

HB-212 interior, dilapidated 

structure 

Fort period 

(1885 +) 

Hole-in-top can 1885 + 

Olive amber bottle - 1890 

HB-212 interior, wood flooring Fort period No datable items 

HB-212 interior, adobe sub-

floor 

Fort period No datable items 

HB-212 interior, parent material Fort period No datable items 

HB-212 yard Fort period 

(1875 +) 

Amber beer bottle with 

applied finish 

1872 – 1890 

Canteen stopper pull 1874+ 

Manganese bottle 1875 – 1915 

Fly button - 1885 

Adolphus Busch bottle 

and muzzle cap 

1872 – 1890 

HB-212 yard, fence line Fort period No datable items 

Space east of HB-212 Fort period 

(1875 +) 

Manganese lighting 1870 – 1915 

Amber beer bottle 1872 + 

Manganese bottle 1875 – 1915 

Manganese milk glass 

jar liner 

1875 – 1915 

Black bottle - 1880 



 

248 
 

HB-222 yard Fort period 

(1877 +) 

Prosser button 1870 + 

Amber beer bottle 1872 + 

Manganese bottle 1875 – 1915 

Drummond Tobacco 

Company tin tag 

1877 + 

Black bottle - 1880 

HB-223 yard  Fort period Suspender button - 1885 

Eastern midden, center of 

deposit 

Fort period 

(1880s +) 

J. G. Meakin England 

ironstone plate 

1851 – 1891 

Sykes and Macvey 

mineral water bottle 

1860 – 1888 

P & J Arnold ink bottle 1862 – 1895 

Manganese lighting 1870  - 1915 

Manganese honey comb 

pattern stemware 

1870 – 1891 

.45-70 Government 

cartridge 

1873 – 1892 

Amber beer bottle 1872 + 

Mississippi Glass 

Company Bottle 

1874 – 1884 

Manganese gothic 

pickle jar 

1875 – 1880s 

Manganese bottle  1875 – 1915 

Lindell Glass Company 

Bottle 

1875 – 1890 

Gas lighting 1880s + 

Frederick Hampson 

Glass Work company 

1880 – 1900 

Black bottle - 1880 

Fly button - 1885 

General service cuff 

button 

- 1885 

Applied lip jars and 

bottles 

- 1890 

Eastern midden, western edge Fort period 

(1875 +) 

Molded ringed/beehive 

condiment bottle 

1870 + 
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Manganese honey comb 

pattern stemware 

1870 – 1891 

12-gauge Union 

Metallic Cartridge 

Company 

1873 – 1890 

Manganese bottle 1875 – 1915 

Black bottle - 1880 

Olive amber bottle - 1890 

Southeastern rock accumulation Fort period 

(1873 +) 

J. Bourne and Son, P & 

J Arnold ink bottle 

1862 – 1895 

Manganese lighting 1870 – 1915 

Amber beer bottle 1872 + 

12-gauge Union 

Metallic Cartridge 

Company 

1873 – 1890 

Southern midden Fort period 

(1880 +) 

Manganese honey comb 

pattern stemware 

1870 – 1891 

Amber beer bottle 1872 + 

Manganese bottle 1875 – 1915 

De Steiger Glass 

Company Bottle 

1878 – 1882 

Chase Valley Company 

Bottle 

1880 – 1881 

Herman Heye 

Glasfabrik 

1880 – 1890 

Adolphus Busch Glass 

Company Bottle and 

cork muzzle 

1872 – 1890 

Black bottle - 1880 

Applied finish - 1890 

Northeastern midden Fort period 

(1882 +) 

J. Bourne and Son, P & 

J Arnold ink bottle 

1862 – 1895 

Paper brad 1866 + 

Manganese lighting 1870 – 1915 

Manganese stemware 

and tableware 

1870 – 1915 
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Adolphus Busch cork 

muzzle cap 

1872 – 1890 

Amber beer bottle 1872 + 

Manganese bottle and 

jars 

1875 – 1915 

J & G Meakin England 

whiteware plate 

1876 – 1889 

A. & D. H. Chambers 

bottle 

1876 – 1884 

Frederick Hampson 

Glass Works bottle 

1880 – 1892 

Streator Bottle and 

Glass Company Bottle 

1881 – 1905 

Beleville Glass 

Company Bottle 

1882 – 1886 

Black bottle - 1880 

Suspender button - 1885 

Olive amber bottle - 1890 

Applied finish -1890 

Eastern gully activity area Fort period 

(1889 +) 

Manganese stemware 

and tableware 

1870 – 1915 

Amber beer bottle 1872 + 

Manganese bottles and 

jars 

1875 – 1915 

Lightning stopper 1875 + 

Lindell Glass Company 

Bottle 

1875 – 1890 

Lone Star Brewing 

Company 3-prong cap 

1887 + 

Fairmount Glass 

Company Bottle 

1889 – 1898 

Southeastern gully activity area Fort period 

(1885 +) 

.50-70 Government 

cartridge 

1865 – 1873 

Milk glass figurine 1870 + 

Manganese stemware 

and tableware 

1870 – 1915 
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Amber beer bottle 1872 + 

Stable frock button 1875 + 

Manganese bottles and 

jars 

1875 – 1915 

Adolphus Busch Glass 

Company Bottle 

1872 – 1890 

Black bottle - 1880 

Suspender button - 1885 

Black japanned fly 

button 

1885 + 

Space east of HB-222 and HB-

223 

Fort period 

(1873 +) 

.45 Colt Cartridge 1873 – 1892 

Space between HB-211 and 

northeastern midden 

Fort period 

(1875 +) 

George Jones Royal 

Patent 

1861 – 1891 

.45-70 Government 

cartridge 

1873 – 1892 

Manganese bottle 1875 – 1915 

Applied finish - 1890 

Space north of structures Fort period 

(1872 +) 

Amber beer bottle 1872 + 
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Appendix 2: Figures 

 

 

 

Chapter 3 Figures 

 

 

 
Figure 3.1 Location of Fort Davis in Texas 
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Figure 3.2 Map of West Texas in 1854-1861 
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3.3 Map of West Texas in 1867-1881 
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Figure 3.4 Map of Second Fort Parade Ground and Civilian Communities (base map from 

Greene 1986a) 

 

 
Figure 3.5 1876 photo of laundresses’ quarters 

 



 

256 
 

 
Figure 3.6 1885 photo of laundresses’ quarters 
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Chapter 4 Figures 

 

 
Figure 4.1. FODAAP 2013 survey map including GPR, soil resistivity, and catch-and-release 

pedestrian survey locations 
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Figure 4.2 Location of units excavated in the Laundresses’ Quarters during FODAAP’s 2015 

field season  
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Figure 4.3 Differential site areas across the Laundresses Quarters  
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Figure 4.4. HB-211 units facing south with unit 19, 31, and 32 (bottom center), units 53 and 15 

(left top) units 16, 17, 23 (center top), and unit 18 (right top) 
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Figure 4.5 North facing orientation of units 19 (top left), units 31 (right), and unit 32 (bottom 

left) with HB-211 east foundation wall at center 

 



 

262 
 

 
Figure 4.6 Location of ritual deposit in unit 19 in northern part of HB-211 
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Figure 4.7 South facing orientation of HB-211 southern units with visible ash layer; unit 16 

(front center), unit 53 (front left, partially obscured), unit 17 (back left), and unit 23 (back right) 
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Figure 4.8 HB-212 interior facing east; units 59 (left) and 10 (right) with visible foundation 
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Chapter 5 Figures 

 

 
Figure 5.1 Plaster and mortar sample from HB-212 
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Figure 5.2 Ceramic container minimum vessel counts by ware type  

 

 
Figure 5.3 Ceramic container minimum vessel counts by functional type 
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Figure 5.4 Blued whiteware ceramic pitcher sherd with molded beaded edge 
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Figure 5.5 Selection of decoration styles found on refined white paste ceramic table service 

vessels (from top left, clockwise): brown transfer print with branch and banner motif; factory 

turned slip with blue annular band; blue cut-sponge with red annular band; green copper glaze 

with paneled molding 

 



 

269 
 

 
Figure 5.6 Selection of decoration styles found on buff and yellow paste ceramic table service 

vessels (from top left, clockwise): molded brown, grey, and buff-pink majolica; molded light 

green glazed majolica; Rockingham-style molded with possible ‘Rebekah at the Well’ motif; 

hand painted Chinoiserie motif; hand painted polychrome 

 



 

270 
 

 
Figure 5.7 J G Meakin maker’s marks (left to right): 1876 – 1889; 1851 – 1891 
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Figure 5.8 George Jones makers mark 1861 – 1891 
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Figure 5.9 Selection of decoration styles found on teawares (from top left, clockwise): Bavarian-

style brown transfer print; Bavarian-style brown transfer print; Bavarian-style brown transfer 

print; Bavarian-style brown transfer print; green glazed, possibly Mexican-style; Bamboo Motif 

brown transfer print; underglaze blue cut-sponge with red annular band; underglaze hand-painted 

blue floral motif; underglaze hand-painted teal and black leaf from floral pattern 
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Figure 5.10 Keystone pottery sherd with maker’s mark 
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Figure 5.11 Dutch style mineral water jug 
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Figure 5.12 Ceramic picture frame  

 

  
Figure 5.13 Frozen Charlotte-style porcelain doll head (left) and yellowware flatware sherd 

repurposed into gaming piece (right) 
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Figure 5.14 Glass sherd counts by functional type 
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Figure 5.15 Glass MNVs by functional type (excluding flat glass) 

 

 
Figure 5.16 Sample of makers marks on glass bottles 

 

62 

23% 

169 

62% 

11 

4% 

12 

5% 

14 

5% 

3 

1% 

Glass MNVs by Functional Type 
(Without Flat Glass) 

Medicine and Toiletry Beverage Storage Food Storage Table Service Lighting Small Finds



 

278 
 

 
Figure 5.17 Milk glass horse figurine 
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Figure 5.18 Metal MNIs by function type 
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Figure 5.19 Fish hook shaped nail 
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Figure 5.20 Lone Star 3-prong bottle cap (left) and Adolphus Busch cork muzzle cap (right) 
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Figure 5.21 Salt spoons from laundresses’ quarters (top) and enlisted married men’s quarters 

(bottom) 
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Figure 5.22 Military buttons (from top left clockwise: Tinned stable frock button, General 

Service cuff button, fly buttons, black japanned fly button 
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Figure 5.23 Selection of metal small finds (from left to right): tobacco tag, printing spacer, Jew’s 

harp 

 

 
Figure 5.24 Hard rubber combs 
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Figure 5.25 Paint palette backing (left) and pigment (right) 
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Figure 5.26 Washing stone 
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Chapter 6 Figures 

 

 
Figure 6.1 1870 census page showing circled laundress households (Census 1870) 
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Figure 6.2 Black laundresses and children (Mescher 2013: 11) 
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Figure 6.3 Cook pot fragment compared to historic photo of laundresses tools (historic photo 

from Mescher 2013: 11) 
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Figure 6.3 Mrs. Herrill’s stationary 

 

 




