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E—'\1:1112 Roosevelt Inlet Shipwreck was probably a merchant vessel loaded
%th raw materials and manufactured goods, bound for Philadelphia
iimund the last parr of the 18" century. It is likely that some of
the cargo was salvaged after the ship went down. However, the
logical investigations of what remains give some clues as
to the types of goods that were aboard.
F"]'Iw.- beach investigations and the underwater archaeological { :
|~ ‘excavations of the site recovered up to 80,000 artifacts. Some |
“artifacts may have been personal belongings of the ship’s
captain and crew. These include carved dominoes, a pewter plate
‘warmer, leather shoe fragments, and navigational equipment such
“as a spy glass lens and dividers and points for map charting. Other
artifacts, due to the sheer quantity recovered, appear to be merchants’
‘cargo intended for sale.
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Raw materials recovered from the site include grinding or millstone
. blanks, as well as ingots of antimony, which was an ingredient in
pewter, paint, and some medicines. There were also some building
materials, such as window glass, slate roof tile,
_ceramic tile, nails, and bricks. The bricks,
however, could also be ship’s ballast and/or part
of the galley. Despite the wealth of artifacts, only
a few remnants of the vessel itself were found.

Manufactured personal and household items
and consumable goods make up the majority of
the collection. The artifacts range from common,
everyday items to some

="

apparently very specialized
objects. Here is a p1rt1aI
list of different artifact types
recovered.
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'Gonmaﬁfa oods: mineral water
(bottled by the “Selters” company which is
still in business today) shipped in
trademarked stoneware bottles; and wine,
spirits, condiments and medicine in glass
bottles. “CON STANTIA WYN" seals have
been recovered, indicating thar some of the
wine destined for the Philadelphia marlcet

a.nd dff&ttnt métals ~ some are plain
but others have etched and impressed
gns, or ha\ﬁe glass insets; some are linked

{,z’tcfen and’ dining wares:

pewter tea pots; copper alloy kettles; copper
and lead cooking pots; stoneware borttles
and crocks; glass stemware, tumblers and
mugs, dessert dishes and decanters; plates,
bowls, cups, saucers, mugs, and pitchers
made of wvarious ceramic materials,
are, white salt-

was from South Africa.

ﬂ;mw ares. curtain tiebacks
and rings; candlesticks; sconces;
inkwells; upholstery tacks; linen G
smoothers made of glass; and /
an iron. 5

Scabbhed Tip Mstection

qgfeczaﬁzed' items: copper alloy
stirrups, spurs, harness parts; stone mortars
and pestles; and pewter miniatures in a
variety of shapes, including ships, soldiers,
urns and pitchers, plates, baskets, bowls,

blue—gmv stoneware,l tin-glazed and utensils.
e, and leadg&”zed sred

“Frankfurter  ware” (a

Thread [Rise

on Delaware archaeologi
also recovered.

;L;;?% This wide array of goods suggests the cargo was intended for a variety of

o5 consumers in the North American colonies. The cargo appears to be

typical of the kinds of goods coming in to the Philadelphia market in the
latter part of the 18" century.
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mains uncertain. The artifacts indicate that rhe |
pean port, but do not clearly point to ~ or rule
nly from European countries, including Great
perhaps France. However, these countries ~
ast trading networks, and imported goods for
goods that came from as far away as South

Whire Sak Clazed Stonesne

e also hold clues to its identity, even though very little remains. It is likely

Jariable water temperature and exposure of the wreck to marine wood borers, such as the
eredo Worm (Teredo navalis), may also have contributed to the ultimate deterioration of the
hull of the Roosevelt Inlet Shipwreck. However, large concretions of shell fragments and
“minerals, millstones, brick, and other artifacts found onsite apparently protected the small
remaining amount of the hull structure. Historical documents and other shipwrecks can be
compared with these remains to suggest the type and size of vessel represented at the site.

A long timber runs the entire length of the remains and begins to taper on the southern end,
but does nor have the key features of a ship's keel. Instead, this may be a part of the hull known
as a hold stringer. The main function of this timber was to add longitudinal strength to the
vessel. Hold stringers of a similar shape and size were documented on the Spanish merchant
vessel El Nuevo Constante. That vessel first appeared in Spanish records in 1764 but was
previously known as the Duke of York, a British-built merchant vessel of 475 tons. The size of
the stringer on the Roosevelt Inlet Shipwreck suggests a larger ocean-going trading vessel
similar to the Duke of York. However, other comparative data indicate the vessel may have been
much smaller.

Planking can also give some clues abour the size of a ship. Some plankin
wreck (2% - 3" thick), coupled with the presence of iron fasteners, ¢
treenails [wooden peg fasteners], suggests thar parts of the outer-hull m
addirion, some inner<eiling planking (1% - 2” thick) was recovered

Contemporary shipbuilding guides provide different recomme
planking. One source suggests hull planking should be 3" thick @
3%” on a 200-ton merchant vessel and 4” on larger vessels. Otha
for a 250-ton vessel.
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Contemporaneous ships and shipwrecks, 18™-century
guidebooks, and early maritime dictionaries all provide
comparative data for the analysis of the Roosevelt Inlet
Shipwreck remains. As the critical architectural components
of the wreck are missing, actual dimensions and tonnage of
the vessel can only be estimated. Unfortunately, given the

incomplete nature of the evidence and the contradictions
of the historical sources, no solid reconstruction of
the vessel size can be made at this time.

Hull planking on the 475-ton El Nuevo Constante measured 4” thick and 13" wide, while
measurements on the Ronson ship, a 260-ton 18™.century British merchant vessel, measured 2
- 2Y" thick. However, using planking thickness measurements from shipwrecks can also be
misleading; thickness can vary on the same ship depending on where the plank is located.

Treenail {or wooden peg) diameter can also be used to estimate vessel size. Treenails from the
wreck measure 1 - 1%” in diameter. William Falconer, writing in the 18™ century, noted that
treenails “have usually one inch in thickness to 100 feet in the vessel’s length, so that the tree-
nails of a ship 100 feet long, are one inch in dlankﬁe‘r ‘and one inch and a half for a ship of
150 feet.” This suggests thar the Roosevelt Inlet Sthwreck could have varied from 100-125
feet in length. (i

Copper sheathing or fasteners-weré first e pcrjnieri'?;éd'l:}y the Royal Navy in the early 18"
century, however it would Hot be until !;hz pwu}d of the, American Revolution that it was
adopted by Great Bntam’s many warships.  The use: of alloy fastenings slowly trickled into the
merchant fleet after that date\ The Iack of Eﬁ’opﬁm“tﬁ' m&ta} bolts or pms on the remains of

quarter of thc 18" cenmn,r

a

Wood analysis indicates t}tﬁ}: t'lua Shlpls l‘emiu‘gs :;n‘rof Whttﬁ o;rk | (Quercus spp.), which was a
common shipbuilding umhdr in Elarth Amehﬁa‘ a.nd throughout Eﬁrope The use of white oak
is consistent with Bnnsh and Brmsh caioﬂfals]upﬁu'lﬂ'mg teaditions. White oak is generally
hard, heavy, stiff, andﬁnbng, and is- pamtuladv resistant &0 water anfi decay. The lack of New
World woods like live. a}rqu*muﬂ.‘r!:‘m‘_ yel-l'ow lnE‘bn the Ehip\\‘redk provides an indication
that the vessel was ndc built-in the soutb.;‘,hr lﬁntes lmt mmme likely built in the Old
World or the nc:rthcrn 'coiomes - 3 -

{ Pewier Miniatwoe Ship
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sel from the late 1700s,
l:tOSSEd the wreck. It

chaeologists with the Di
al Affairs about the artifac ch 3
volu s of the Archaeological Soc » and the publlc
finds to the State, recovered about 40,000 items from the beach. T

for the source...

The US. Army Corps of Engineers, part of the beach project, hired Dolan
Research, Inc., to look for that source. Their archaeologists confirmed the
presence of an eighteenth-century shipwreck in 2005, with most of the site

still intact. The Division nominated it to the National Register of Historic

Places, leading to the listing of this nationally significant wreck site on
November 16, 2006.

There were still many questions about the vme]. .The Stam

to sponsor more work. The F trrﬁ Highwav
the Delaware  Department  of Transporta




Dunnu September and October 2006, SEARCH investigated :he \
Roosevelt Inlet Shipwreck. The investigation began with a remote
sensing survey and a hydro-probe survey, along with systematic
surface collection of artifacts. Excavation of eleven 10-x-10-foot grid
squares of sediment followed, and finally a second, post-excavation remote sensing survey

of the wreck.

Dide dcan Sonar and. .ﬂz:, ‘6

~ The first phase of the investigation began with the remol
B magnetometer and side scan sonar. The magnetom
detecting the variation in the magnetic §
detected a light signature for iron o
anchors and cannons that we expect
period were salvaged long ago. Th
out the relief of a sea floor thmugh
signals. It clearly identified the
fragments and minerals at the
longitudinal timber extending north :
site. Also, it found an area of expos ear edreﬂacplt
# at the southern extent of the
/ site. These results prowdednr&ﬁl
data to our understanding
condition and extent " of l-I:he
shipwreck which guided the
diver investigations.

'Ihe h?dmpmbe I,S a simple ..‘: A
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Partial excavation of the Roosevelt Inlet Shipwreck used two 10-x-10-foot grid
squares, a 3-inch Venturi-style dredge, and a variety of measuring devices. In this way, the
divers mapped the extant hull construction features, artifacts, and site remains, and
prepared the area for controlled excavations. Close examination and mapping of the site
confirmed that only a small portion of the hull remains intact. Another side-scan survey
after the excavations provided a visual image of the site.

The substantial collection of artifacts recovered during the 2006 investigation helps to date
the site. These artifacts are from a vessel that grounded in the shallows and became
stranded sometime between 1772 and 1800. Study of the historical records identified 31
vessels wrecked at or near Lewes, Delaware around this time. The hull and artifact analysis
also provided answers to questions regarding the wreck site.

The Roosevelt Inlet Shipwreck provides an intriguing look into the late-18"-century
merchant trade through the broad array of artifacts recovered. The vessel appears to have
been an inbound merchant vessel, loaded with cargo probably for Philadelphia. The lack
of hull remains indicates that the vessel was likely extensively salvaged and has been
exposed to environmental conditions which affected the vessel’s survival.

L

The phased investigation cgf the wreck was .succewj‘hf in
better déﬁﬂinj the nature and elements gf
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The underwater conditions were nor ideal for this
investigation. The water was so murky that a diver rarely could
see more thar six inches beyond his face. No photographs
could capture an image. The strong tidal currents limited
the diving times to twice a day, as fighting the current could
exhaust a diver and disrupt the fine work required.

. The SEARCH divers used both Self Contained Underwater Breathing

Apparatus (SCUBA) and Surface Supplied Air (S5A) diving equipment during the
investigation. The divers wore SCUBA during the preparation of the site including
establishing baselines and moorings. The remainder of the project used SSA for the hydro-
probe survey and excavation of the 11 test units. The SSA equipment included dive
helmets, umbilical lines and air hoses attached to a control box. The Dive Supervisor
controlled any situation by monitoring air supply and diver communication
through the control box.

The methods used by the excavators allowed them to map exrant
hull remains, identify hull construction features, and record the
provenience and recovery of artifacts.

gf rg}naﬁnj the dite fc'ar fxcavatz'on

SEARCH established three baselines by dropping four buoys, mapped with sub-meter
accuracy, around the perimeter of the wreck site. To maintain a high degree of context
control and keep comparable units, they used the original grid system established by Dolan
Rﬂeal'ch Inc. for the 2006 investigations. Following the deployment of the four buoys,
divers using SCUBA proceeded to the bay floor to insert large screw anchors at these four
lmmans to secure the colorcoded baselines. Once the screw anchors were in place, the
divers strung and secured two east-west baselines between associated anchor points. After
emﬁptﬁhﬁ the hydro-probe survey, divers placed the third baseline, oriented parallel to the
wreck site, using similar screw anchors. Track lines, spaced 50 feet apart, 500 feet long, and
oriented north-south, complemented the baselines.

. color-coded tags marked the baselines at 10-foot intervals. These colored
_ _Jhm to orient themselves to the wreck site during dive operations. The use of
mhmi tags for the three baselines proved an efficient means for divers to
> across the wreck in a low-to-zero visibility work environment.
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Once the third semi-permanent baseline was established, These quadrants allowed
archaeologists a high degree of context control, the ability to record all surviving hull
architecture and fittings, and to assist in determining the distribution of cargo and
shipboard functions. The two grids were partially disassembled and transported to the
Roosevelt Inlet Shipwreck on the Venture Il, a 43-foot long ship that provided the dive
platform. The grids were lowered to the sea floor to a diver who reconstructed the grids.
The excavators moved these grids around as new test units were ready to excavate.

Each 10-x-10-foor grid was excavared using a special dredge with a fine mesh bag secured
over the exhaust end of the hose, which was held ar the water surface off the stern of the
stern of the Venture Ill. The divers monitored the dredge exhaust and inspected the
material that was coming up to confirm that the fine mesh bag was retaining small artifacts,
such as beads. The divers placed larger artifacts in other mesh bags, and sent them to the

Pressed Glass Inses
%rtgfact &cm:y
Archaeologists used the dredge ro remove £ sdch 5-foor quadrant at 12-inch
levels, always beginning in the southwest quadsant, | ing to the northwest quadrant,
then to the northeast quadrant, and finally to the southeast quadrant. Once a 5-foot
quadrant was excavated to its respective 12-inch level, the excavaror removed the exhaust
bag and recorded its provenience. Then aboard the Venture II1, staff archaeologists of the
Division of Historical and Culrural Affairs and the volunteers of the Archaeological Society
of Delaware (the “ASD") sifted the dredged sediment for artifacts among the shell
fragments and debris. Sediment, shell hash, and cultural material that could not be
processed on the Venture Il went to the project laboratory in Lewes at the end of every day
for ongoing screening and analysis.
Owerall, a total of eleven 10x-10-foot
grid squares were excavated: 3 at the
northern end, 4 amidships, and 3 at
the southern end. All grids were
excavated in 12-inch levels unril
sterile sediment was reached. The '

diver recovered all artifacts
except the large concretions, '
brick, and some millstones, .

during the excavation.
Brick and brick fragments
were accounted for during
the excavarion of each
layer, but nor recovered.




Once a grid square was cleared to sterile sediment, the excavator mapped all
large artifacts, and any concretions not recovered on gridded mylar. In addi
the excavation of the various grid squares, archaeologists mapped exposed
effort to determine the vessel form and type. They investigated the en
exposed longitudinal timber as well as all timbers uncovered within the ex
During each test unit excavation, the excavator wrote a summary of th
general details of each quadrant. These descriptions include notes on
construction, artifacts observed, sediment observations, and other general

Jhese artzfacm represent an z'mf ortant collection,

Jnngﬂat gf /z?;rtoz:y at a .gueaﬁc pointin;

r%rtzf?znt v;%rna yn& 5

The Division’s archaeologists and ASD
volunteers sorted, marked, and cataloged
the circa 25,000 artifacts ar a lab
Lewes. Some fragile artifacts were sent
for conservation treatment. Additional
historical research was conducted,
including records in London and
Philadelphia, in an attempt to find the
ship's identity. Extensive analysis and
comparative research helped to identify
some of the more unusual artifacts.

This research is still ongoing. ‘







i‘ac[é & Commerce on the

Maritime trade along the Delaware River shaped the history of Delaware.
Commercial traffic that plied the Delaware River to and from the portr of
Philadelphia was part of the broader Atlantic World exchange system. This
dynamic trade evolved as the 17" and 18™ centuries progressed. European
politics and economic growth, as well as the increasing prosperity of New
World colonies, were the most considerable of the many forces that formed
this trade.

fm{y 5\22:-{ tz'mé’-"a;:ad@ _~

European trade along the Delaware River began in the 17 century with the first Durch
trading settlements along the riveriin New Jersey in 1625 and near the present town of
Lewes in 163 1. Beginning with the fur trade, the Delaware River was the primary corridor
for regional maritime trade. Access to, and control of, the Delaware River, in fact, was a
key motivator in regional and European power struggles.

By 1650, Great Britain was on a mission to reclaim its trade with its colonies from that
global trading powerhouse, the Netherlands. It set in place restrictive trading policies
called the Navigation Acts. These effectively cut out Dutch (and other) middlem
1651/ order strengthened the Acts by establishing that only British (including B:
colonial) ships could carry goods to, and commaodities from, its colonies. In this
British goods had to pass through British ports, have duties paid on them, and be loaded
on British ships before reaching the colonies. The British and the Dutch fought three wars
in quick succession, sparked by the intense competition for global trade. In the 1674'treaty
ending the last of these wars, the British and the Durtch traded certain colonies, with, the
Dutchi“geding New Netherland (stretching from Delaware to Connecticut) to Geat
Britain. This ended the Dutch direct trade with North America. However onial
smugglers began sailing to the Dutch West Indies to get foreign goods more cheaply.

On this frontier, British settlers joined the remaining Dutch and Swedish settlers.
Settlement spread further, with new port towns such as Philadelphia and Trenton. The
land provided all the raw materials for the colonists to build frame and brick buildings.
Any refinements, such as glass windows and iron hardware, had to be
imported. Nearly everything they used in these houses— dishes,
bottles, furniture, tools, and even cloth for their clothing and bed
linens—had to be imported.




Countless ships from ports across the Old World and the colonies passed
through the Delaware Bay, emptying their hulls of consumer goods at
Philadelphia and other ports, and refilling with mostly agricultural products
and raw materials needed elsewhere. As the population grew, trade also grew.
Of all the ships engaged in the increasingly voluminous trade of the 18"
century, more sailed under the flag of Great Britain than any other, especially
by the time of the American Revolution. Even with their official monopoly,
Great Britain was never completely: successful at keeping the American trade
to itself ... smuggling was a'constant problem.
e _ '_
ﬂam'itime Trade in the !8&; ,Gentuiy
The shift in British trade from Europe to the transatlantic with the expansion of colonial
markets characterized the mid-18" centiry: Population growth ‘and increasing prosperity in
Great Britain's North Ameérican ¢olonies created new markets for Eutopean consumer goods.
Also, the colonies themséles were capable of producing more of.the agricultural products
and raw materials that allowed them to trade on a larger scale. The English port of Bristol
became an important frading partner with Philadelphia, linking it to. the broader Atlantic
world, through its trade with all the other British North American colonies, the West Indies,
the West African slave coast, the Atlantic Wine Islands, and the Iberian peninsula.

Studies show that shuttle routes—routes leaving an Old World port for one New World port
and returning—were the 18" century trading-norm for the North Atlantic ports such as
Philadelphia and Bristol. Multi-lateral routes involving more than one New World port
became less common as the 18™ century progressed. These more circuitous routes were an
arrempt by merchants to make efficient use of their ships in rrades where shuttle routes could
not provide suitable goods to fill the returning ship’s cargo space. Coordinating shipping
with seasonal crops and market changes was a constant problem for merchants.

Philadelphia rose t6 become the most active port in North America, eclipsing New York and
Boston. British textiles were the largest single category of consumer items imported into the
colonies. As domestic comfort began to replace frontier condirions, colonists found
increasingly diverse uses for textiles, particularly cottons. Colonial merchants also

grew more established and savvy.

“WHIELDONWARE” CERAMIC KNifE HANDLE
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Certainly by the 1760s, British merchants were beginning to feel competition from their
colonial counterparts. In an attempt ro paygthe costs of the Seven Years Wary. including
extensive fighting in-North America (and known there as the French and Indian War),
political leaders in England enacted new taxes. This move unintentionally interrupted
transatlantic trade and Lgu'marely [ed 40 the revolt of the colonies.

0:: tﬁ'&ﬂrje cf‘ &mfatzon

The Stamp Act, passed in®.7653, taxed all written and printed material, from books to
paper money, and met strong opposition in the colonies. Philadelphia merchants, along
with others in the colonies, agreed not to import British goods. This highly effective
strategy led to the repeal of the act in the spring of 1766. Great Britain however still
needed to pay for the war and wanted to assert its control of the colonies as well. As a
result, the Townshend Acts were passed in 1767 to place duties on glass, paper, tea, lead,
and paint. This also elicited a negative response from many a colonist, including those in
Philadelphia. In 1769, after much debate, Philadelphia merchants once more agreed to
stop importing British goods except for a few specified items such as material for ballast,
medicine, and manufacturing. British dry goods were a special target for non-importation.
In their absence, colonists promoted home manufacturing of woolens and other boycotted
items.

+
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Smugglers of British goods were harassed. While the boycotts certainly
diminished British trade with the colonies until the repeal of the Townshend
Acts in 1770, there were negative consequences for colonial merchants that
were unbearable for some. Without imports to sell, many merchants faced
closure. Some diehard colonial merchants vowed to stick with non-
importation. However, by the fall of 1770, the consensus was to end non-
importation with the notable exception of tea. Philadelphia only received tea
that the Dutch smuggled into the colony. Seeking to put an end to this
smuggling, Britain passed the Tea Act in May of 1773. The act made the only
legal tea in America that imported by England’s own East India Company. When —
the Polly, a British vessel, approached Philadelphia in December 1773 with a full #.3;
cargo of tea, the ship was intercepted and the captain brought into the city. A
public meeting protested bringing the ship to port. The Philadelphia protest on
December 27™ was peaceful, unlike the one in Boston several weeks before which
resulted in the Boston Tea Party. The Philadelphia Tea Party, though relatively
sedate, was one of the critical events leading to the convening of the Continental
Congress.
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disrupred the pattern of trade between Great Britain and the
revolting American colonies. With the loss of Britain as a primary
trade partnier, the colonies sought to create or improve diplomatic
and commercial relationships with other powers. From the start of
the war, shortages in munitions and weapons aswell as salt, shoes,
woolens, and linens were present: In 1775, the Continental
Congress had authorized trade with the West Indies and in the
spring of 1776, trade with foreign countries was allowed The
British blockade of colonial ports was effective at obstructing
shipments from 1776 onward, and disrupted the American
economy throughout the war.

Philadelphia’s_port provides an example of trading conditions
during the Revolutionary War. With the British Army's
occupation of Philadelphia in the fall of 1777, many of the
leading merchants of the city retreated inland, leaving their shops
deserted. Initially, British ships from New York delivered supplies
and provisions to_oceupied Philadelphia, but by the winter of
1777, commerce with Europe was open and profitable. Items such
as crockery, textiles, loaf sugar, medicine, and wine were among

the many items sold to civilians as well as British soldiers, and often at a high price, but it

was dry goods that overwhelmed the markets. In June of 1778, the British Army
evacuated the city to return to New York City, signaling the return of the refugee

merchants.
* e e

Jhe &o&mft %ﬁat caﬁ;pWEC.f’{_ frovidféé' a jﬁmf{re into
: ) 18th cantur;y t;’%men'ca s fface within a jﬂ:ﬂrf tradfnj

system d'urinj the waning cﬁ'{}/ef cgf mercantifism.
* o0

At the war's end, the newborn United States became an important player on the
scene of transatlantic trade. American merchants reestablished old trading
networks free of the fetters of Great Britain. After suffering a post-war reduction,
breadstuffs (wheat and flour) came to dominate the exports of the port of
Philadelphia in the late 1780s and into the 1790s. Likewise, American trade with
France and its West Indian possessions grew in the 1780s.
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W etk numercus vessels Jost in the vicinity of the Roosevelt Inlet Shipwreck,
there are many possibilities for this ship's identity. A search of primary and secondary
historical sources found at least 228 vessels recorded as lost near Lewes, Delaware Bay,
Cape Henlopen, Delaware Capes, Hen and Chickens Shoals, etc., between 1632 and 1850.
How can this list be narrowed down?

e can narrow the timeframe of possible
specific dates of manufacture, and one
tton - indicates the ship could not
(or “time after which”). Certain
reck. Tin-glazed earthenwares were
was no longer in general

- or_“China Glaze,” was
olpnd on American

Artifacts from the Roosevelt Inlet Shipwreck
ships. Some artifacts recovered from
is stamped with the date “1772".

have sunk before 1772, and establis
types of ceramic also provide a date
recovered from the shipwreck, an
manufacture after circa 1800. To f
recovered from the shipwreck. fous
archaeological sites that date afreefthe la A e from this 8ige could suggest
the wreck pre-dates that periodd’ Many other a- ifa hoe and kike buckles, also
point to an 18" century ship fThese articles of dress s gally\geplacedlly tic-on shoes
and trousers during the lagé | _'I"century.
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Between 1772 and 1800 there were 63 vessels lost in the
vicinity of the Roosevelt Inlet Shipwreck. Although this
inventory is still somewhat sizeable, by eliminating vessels
on the basis of their hull type, location of reported vessel
loss, and type of accident, the list can be shortened.
Analysis of the extant hull remains suggests the Roosevelt
Inlet Shipwreck represents the remains of a merchant
vessel (i.e., brig or ship), not a smaller vessel such as a
schooner. In addition, vessels clearly reported lost or
wrecked outside the general area of the Roosevelt Inlet
Shipwreck, and those reported as “burned as a war loss”
can be discounted, as no evidence of burning is present

on the hull remains. This process of elimination results
in a hst of 31 vessels lost bemeen 1??4 and 1800.
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Certain aspects cf the &cﬁmft c?;zfet r@jﬁ:f;wecf site may escape
our understanding. Withourt the remains of the hull or rigging of the vessel, we may never
know the size of the vessel, or how it sailed. Without the ship’s bell, or specific artifacts
pointing to the identity of the ‘ihlp. we may never be absolurely certain who was on board
when the ship was lost. However b sluninates broad pattern

Perhaps the most ipss

as the Frankfurter
archaeologists just not recognized what they are’

sold in Philadelphia and the up e Valley and never gor to sites in Delaware?
Archaeologists have to go bak [ meavith new eyes in the
light of these finds.
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yﬁé ‘31:02?& ?f vﬁefaﬂ'are has a rich maritime

past. Its submerged cultural resources are finite. These
archaeological sites need to be protected from threats that

may damage significant and fragile remains.

Suan

ﬁtt?w:trcﬁ‘/%n and Jprotection of the
Roosevelt Inler Shipwreck is under the authority of the
State of Delaware. Currently, the site is listed on the
National Register of Historic Places. The State monitors
the site regularly to ensure its continued protection from
unauthorized disturbances, such as treasure hunting,
fishing and trawling activities, and exposure from major

storm  events.

This includes periodic underwater

inspections to assess the condition of the site.

1)

?offom'nj the 2006 investigations, another
side-scan survey indicated the sediments were rapidly
filling the test units. This infilling will help protect the
Roosevelt Inlet Shipwreck from future environmental
losses. In the fall of 2007, the divers of the Institute of

Maritime History examined the shipwreck and found it to
be reburied by the sediment.

Shipping Seal from o cord of falmic
Fremt/Back [lustrations & Photographs
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For more information on the Roosevelt Inlet Shipwreck, please contact the Delaware Division of
Historical & Cultural Affairs ar (302) 736-7400, or visit our website hrep://history.delaware.gov/.
As of ﬂ'u‘s-pnintmg, some artifacts from the site are on exhibit at the Zwaanendael Museum in Lewes,
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acological Research, Inc. (SEARCH) for their excavation and
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analysis of the shipwreck, :
report on the site is available at

Griffith, the former director of the Lewes Maritime
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