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 Archaeological surveys excavations at the eighteenth to early nineteenth century Spring Bay 

Flat sugar and indigo plantation on Saba, Dutch Caribbean, have identified an enslaved African 

domestic area that featured several dry stone structures that appeared to serve as housing.  Dry 

stone housing for enslaved Africans has, to date, not been readily identified in Caribbean colonial 

plantation contexts.  By viewing the Spring Bay Flat plantation through the socio-spatial dialectic, 

activity areas within the plantation’s landscape can be surmised as they were intentionally selected 

as a means to maximize both profits and control of enslaved African labour.  By identifying domestic 

areas across the Spring Bay Flat plantation through this model, and through West African 

conceptions of the house-yard, dry stone structures within these spaces can be readily identified as 

enslaved African housing. 

Spring Bay Flat is located on the eastern side of Saba, comprising a relatively flat area of a 

saddle that runs down from English Quarter, at approximately 17°37’50N and 63°13’21W, with an 

average elevation of 220m (Hoogland 1996).  It is accessible only by foot, either by the Spring Bay 

Heritage Trail head beginning in English Quarter, taking approximately 15 minutes downhill and 20 

minutes up for those in moderate physical fitness, or by a longer route starting from Kelbey’s Ridge 

via Spring Bay.  Rainfall quantities are unknown, but are somewhat higher than what is received at 

Flat Point due to elevation.  The soils mainly consist of a silty loam to silty clay loam, with many 

poorly sorted inclusions of andesitic rock.  The site is densely vegetated across 90% of the site with 

Annona muricata (soursop), Annona squamosa, locally called “sugar apples”, Pimenta racemosa, 

locally called the “cinnamon tree”, and immature Swietenia mahogani, with open patches of land 

consisting mainly of Plumbago scandens, Croton flavens L., locally called the “maraun bush”, with 

some Melocactus intortus.  In rockier terrain, Kalanchoe pinnata and Pilosocereus lanuginosus 

predominate.  The plantation property historically encompassed approximately 95 hectares.  During 

the 1650’s sugar production was carried out at Spring Bay, near the coast, but the sugar works were 

probably destroyed in 1665 by the English (British National Archives, Col. Papers, Vol. XIX., No. 126).  

By the early eighteenth century, sugar production was shifted from Spring Bay up to a ridge south of 

Spring Bay known somewhat confusingly as Spring Bay Flat.  Indigo vats are located at Spring Bay and 

Core Gut Bay that were probably active during the eighteenth century as well.  The Spring Bay Flat 

site features the remains of an eighteenth century sugar and indigo plantation, complete with a two-

pot Jamaica train boiling house, a Big House, a cattle mill, at least four enslaved African huts, 



terraces, an indigo production site, and an unrelated small house foundation with two cisterns 

located approximately 100m northeast of the boiling house, dating to the nineteenth century. 

 



Photo 1 (above):  Spring Bay Flat, facing east.  Spring Bay is at sea level, to the left.  Photo by the 

author.   

Photo 2 (above):  View looking east towards the boiling works.  Note the modern cisterns and 

mass catchment that was constructed during the 1970’s on the left side.  The Big House was situated 

immediately east of the works perched at the edge of the cliff.  Photo by the author. 



 
 

Sugar production at Spring Bay Flat began in the early eighteenth century and lasted to about 1815 

(Espersen 2016).  During the 1850’s, bricks and cobbled stones were scavenged from the sugar works 

and the Big House and put towards the construction of the Catholic Church in Windwardside.  In the 

1970’s, a series of four cisterns were made by incorporating natural gaps or features among the ruins 

of the curing house and drying house, but fortunately the modern cisterns do not appear to extend 

below ground level.  A large, one-piece cement catchment was laid above all four cisterns, visible in 

Photos 1 and 2. 

In 2013, a series of structures beginning about 20m north of the former curing house were 

located, followed by selective excavations.  These were identified as Structures C, D, E, and G.  The 

outline of Structure C was visible as a floor consisting of a rectangular arrangement of rounded, 

unmodified rocks averaging 10-15cm in diameter set into the ground to form a floor.  This structure 

measures 490cm east to west by 210cm north to south, including a small, cobbled entrance-way 

projecting from the north face of the structure beginning at 180cm west from the northeastern 

corner.  This entrance way measures 140cm north to south, and 110cm east to west.  Three units 

were excavated along the northwestern edge of the cobbled floor of Structure C, terminating flush to 

the cobbled entrance way.  At this juncture, two additional units were excavated south across the 

house floor, extending to the southern limit of the cobblestones.  The soil profiles did not show 

evidence of being disturbed; however, along the southern profile of unit 5, which was also the 



southern edge of the cobblestone floor, two postholes were visible at a depth of 25cm, extending to 

the bottom of level 5.  They measured approximately 16cm in width on the profile, and separated by 

47cm.  The spacing between the postholes, coupled with their location flush to the limits of the 

cobbled floor, indicates that these are from a colonial era, rectangular wattle hut.  Excavations 

unearthed eighteenth to early nineteenth century ceramics, including gunflints, a Bess-type gunlock, 

and a Napoleonic-era military coat button. 

Structure D is located approximately 11.5m west of Structure C.  Upon the initial survey of 

the area, four stones were visible on the surface in a line projecting north from the flat face of a 

boulder about 3m in diameter, which indicated that this may have been a second settlement site, 

given its proximity to Structure C.  A three meter by two meter unit was excavated flush to the 

boulder.  Excavations revealed that this was not a dry stone structure, but a segment of a house-

yard.  Structure D produced the most artifacts of the enslaved African huts:  879 artifacts were 

collected in total, with an MNI of 504.  As seen with Structure C, the ceramics (N=392) point to an 

occupation between the mid eighteenth century to the first quarter of the nineteenth century.  In 

the middle of the excavated area a ferrous, hinged latch with a loop to accept a lock was found laid 

over top of a small, compacted assemblage consisting of five wrought nails less than 8 inches in 

length, two wrought nails over 8 inches in length, a Cittarium pica shell with a diameter of 45mm, a 

tong-smoothed clay pipe stem, unidentified faunal remains, and five human teeth; two premolars, 

one molar with a large abscess, and two wisdom teeth, one of which with another large abscess.  The 

position of the latch over the assemblage indicates that this is probably the remnant of a wooden 

lockbox that contained these remains.  Bioarchaeological analysis by Jason Laffoon in 2015 

determined that the teeth are from the same individual based upon size, morphology, and matching 

interproximal wear facets.  Carbon, oxygen, and strontium isotope analysis by Jason Laffoon (Laffoon 

& Espersen 2015) also found that the isotope ratios of these elements in the teeth show a birth in 

West Africa, and forced migration to the Caribbean by late childhood or early adolescence.  The 

migration history unveiled through this approach is consistent with a first-generation enslaved 

African brought to the Caribbean, although she or he did not necessarily live and die on Saba for the 

teeth to be found in this context.  The other bag contents, notably the iron nails, the whole Cittarium 

pica shell, and the use of a lock-sealed box to contain the items, all bear afterlife associations in 

several West African cultures.  Iron is associated with transformation, including from the physical to 

spiritual realms (Katz-Hyman & Rice 2010).   Nails have been known to be employed by enslaved 

Africans in the Americas in spiritual practices as iron objects.  Among the enslaved BaKongo of the 

Levi Jordan plantation in Texas, it granted spiritual power to practitioners, either alone or in 

combination with other objects, to impart healing or strength (Schwartz 2011:351).  Whole shells are 

commonly placed atop graves across the Caribbean, a practice which continues to this day on Saba.  



A lock was placed upon a colonial period coffin of an enslaved African in Jamaica as a means to “keep 

the duppy (spirit) down” (Armstrong & Fleischmann 2003:47).  Therefore, the use of a lock to 

“encapsulate” the material and immaterial contents of the box may have been used in the same 

manner.  The buried house-yard context in which the box was found is also suggestive of a “fetish 

bag” or “conjure bag”, whereby collections of empowered objects are placed around dwellings for 

luck, protection, or other purposes (DeCorse 2001).  This assemblage was located in close proximity 

to a post hole, therefore it would have been situated close to either the interior or exterior edge of a 

structure. 

Structure E consists of an artificial platform projecting north from the foot of a large boulder.  

The platform was created first by the construction of a dry stone wall approximately 220cm tall 

extending out in a rough semicircular fashion from the boulder, which opportunistically incorporates 

other smaller boulders within its span.  The resulting hollow between the wall and the large boulder 

was then backfilled with smaller rocks to create a flat platform suitable for a small domestic 

structure.  The rock fill is most visible throughout Unit 5, to a depth of 50cm, merging into soil south 

into adjacent Unit 7, and east into Unit 3.  No artifacts were found in Unit 5 beyond Level 3 (20-

30cm).  The boulder features a natural overhang where the platform begins, creating a nook which 

extends approximately two meters long by three meters wide underneath it, which was 

advantageously incorporated into the design of the platform. 

 

 
Photo 3 (above):  Structure E at Spring Bay Flat, facing southwest.  Photo by the author. 



 
Photo 4 (above):  Structure E at Spring Bay Flat, facing north, taken from atop the boulder which it 

was incorporated into.  Photo by the author. 

 

The platform, disregarding the area underneath the nook of the main boulder, measures 

320cm from the boulder to the edge of the terrace (north to south), and 290cm across (east to west).  

At the extents of the eastern and western edge of the platform, a semicircular mound of rocks 

averaging 30cm high extends a meter inward.  This appears to be the remains of two collapsed rock 

walls.  The hut located on this platform would have, to some degree, sheltered the rock overhang 

from sight, making it an ideal place to hide items of value for the inhabitants.  Several generations of 

goats took advantage of this overhang as shelter during inclement weather, and as an 

archaeologically inconvenient place to expire, leaving behind a plethora of goat feces and skeletal 

remains scattered across the surface.   

In total, 584 artifacts were recovered from six excavation units upon the plateau, including 

ceramics, glass, small fish remains, and intertidal shellfish.  Interestingly, no artifacts were found in 

Unit 6, located immediately north and below the platform, flush to the exterior dry stone wall.  This 

is strong evidence for yard sweeping.  The ceramic assemblage is comprised of 179 sherds, of which 

32 are non-European coarse earthenware.  The date range of the European ceramics suggests an 

occupation ranging from the second quarter of the eighteenth century to the early nineteenth 

century.  Notably, a 2-sous coin from Cayenne Colony (French Guiana) dated 1787 was found in Unit 

3, Level 3.  This was the only other coin recovered from Spring Bay Flat, the other being a coin from 

the Dutch West India Company dated 1716.  Three elers stoneware sherds and four sherds of 

Chinese porcelain were found in Units 1 and 2, which were placed underneath the rock overhang.  



This is an unlikely natural deposition area for artifacts eroding from above the site, thus the presence 

of the sherds is indicative mostly of human, rather than erosional deposition. 

A natural square-shaped gap between boulders located just 5m downslope of Structure E 

featured a scatter of creamware and tin-enamel ware.  Its shape is similar to the kitchen attached to 

the Big House.  Approximately 10m west of the “kitchen” feature associated with Structure E lies a 

large rock that was evidently used as a stationary grinding platform.  It has a very worn surface, and 

is so eroded from repeated use that it is concave.  An oval, handheld grinding stone was also found 

just south of the large boulder which comprises Structure E.   

 

Structure H 

 This structure is located just 4m west of Structure D.  Unfortunately, to date it has not been 

excavated.  It consists of the remains of two walls that projected out from the face of a boulder, in an 

identical fashion to Structure E.  In this case, they collapsed inward and downslope.  A visible line of 

two layers of stacked stone can be seen in the southwestern corner of the pile.  The rubble is visibly 

concave, and highest at the west and east extremities where the walls would have been situated.  

Within the rubble, a hand-held grinding stone was found, along with three fragments of red brick, 

one fragment of Ijssel brick, and a small assemblage of glass and ceramics that date from the late 

eighteenth to early nineteenth century. 

 

 
Photo 5 (above):  Spring Bay Flat, Structure H, facing south.  Photo by the author. 



 
Photo 6 (above):  Spring Bay Flat, Structure H, facing northwest.  Photo by the author. 

 

SB 039:  Upper Hell’s Gate animal shelter 

 The site SB 039 was found by the author in 2013, and consists of a series of low, dry stone 

terraces, and an intact shelter identical to Structure A at Spring Bay Flat.  It provides an excellent 

standing example of Structures E and H at Spring Bay Flat.  It is located just 10m west of the end of the 

Upper Hell’s Gate road, accessible from the beginning of the Sandy Cruz hiking trail.  Interestingly, it is 

still in use, probably as a shelter for livestock.  Excavation within the structure would have been difficult 

given the abundance of wasp nests within and around it.  It consists of two dry stone walls, each 

projecting 220cm from the eastern face of a boulder, 180cm high, the walls 40cm thick at the base, 

and separated by 80cm.  Therefore, the interior of the structure measures 180cm tall, 220cm long, and 

80cm wide.  The opening is oriented west, and the top is covered by a sheet of galvanized tin, 

supported by several rocks placed on top as weights.  No artifacts were noted on the surface, or in the 

surrounding area.  Small dry stone terraces were visible west of the structure, which may be remnants 

of divides used in a pasture ground.  In this case, the structure was likely used as an animal shelter in 

former times.  Dry stone enslaved African housing has to date not been identified on Saba outside of 

plantation contexts, and have instead been used as animal shelters.  All photos below were taken by 

the author. 

 



        
                                           

         
Photos 7 (above left), 8 (above right), 9 (below left), and 10 (below right):  The dry stone animal shelter in 

Upper Hell’s Gate, site code SB 039. 

 

SB 022:  Little Rendezvouz 

 The Rendezvous (pronounced as “Randy-hoo” by Sabans) is a descriptive name given to this region 

dating back to the seventeenth century, as a defensible and centralized area for residents of The Bottom, 

St. John’s, and Windwardside to fall back upon if the island came under threat of land invasion (Johnson 

2013).  It has since been used as an agricultural site up to the twentieth century, with some areas still 

tended by individuals and the Ecolodge, mostly to grow bananas.  While the site itself is not central to this 

research, a photo provided by Will Johnson (personal communication, 2014), shows Ulric Hassell at the 

Rendezvous tending to a calf in the 1960’s, and features a twin-walled dry stone structure built into a dry 

stone terrace.  The second photo shows a boy with a cow, with the same structure in the background.  A 

hewn, square wooden beam is planted along the inside edge of one of the walls as support, and a pile of 

branches, logs, and hewn lumber are laid between the walls to serve as a roof.  Surveys of the Rendezvous 

so far have not turned up evidence of this structure from the photograph, or anything similar.  Regardless, 



the photo demonstrates that this style of structure served as livestock shelters, and provides an example 

of the roof and post support system that dry stone structures at Spring Bay Flat probably incorporated. 

 

 
Photo 11 (above):  Ulric Hassell and a calf, showing the dry stone shelter incorporated into the wall.  Will 

Johnson collection. 

Photo 12 (below):  Saban boy and cow, showing the dry stone shelter in the background.  Will Johnson 

collection. 

 



The socio-spatial dialectic upon Caribbean colonial sugar plantations 

Upon sugar plantations in the colonial Caribbean, the socio-spatial dialectic provides a means of 

predicting powered social relations that result from the planned use of space (Orser 2007).  This 

provides a means of predicting the locations of structures such as enslaved African housing.  On Saba 

this is facilitated due to the physical and practical limitations imposed by the geology and topography of 

plantation sites such as Spring Bay Flat.  The distance between plantation structures, such as the Big 

House and enslaved African housing, can be a surrogate measure for the social relations enacted in that 

place.  Sugar plantations can be understood as powered landscapes, wherein common plantation 

features such as the owner or manager’s house, the boiling house, mill, cane fields, and enslaved African 

housing are intentionally positioned as a means to control enslaved labour and maximize profits 

(Higman 1987; Orser 1988, 2007; Armstrong 1990; Delle 1998, 2014; Armstrong & Kelly 2000).  Shifts in 

the use of space, or the redistribution of activity areas on plantations has been linked to changes in the 

social and economic environments (Orser and Nekola 1985; Ryczewski & Cherry 2015).  Douglas 

Armstrong and Kenneth Kelly’s spatial analysis of eighteenth and early nineteenth century sugar 

plantation across northern Jamaica found that “African villages were located in hilly, rocky, or other 

areas on the margins of fields unsuitable for cane cultivation, in close proximity both to cane fields and 

processing works. Planter or managerial housing was positioned between the key economic variables: 

labor, fields, and works” (Armstrong & Kelly 2000:375).  The powered use of space across these colonial-

period plantations is prominently rooted in a dialectic with race and class.  Analyses of powered 

landscapes in historical archaeology are not, however, unique to plantations, and similar approaches 

have been applied towards the study of real and imagined class and racial characterizations of urban 

slums (Orser 2011; Giles & Jones 2011; Chicone 2011; Murray and Mayne 2001; Yamin 1998) and rural 

communities (Horning 1999). 

 

Spatial analysis of Spring Bay Flat as a means for identifying enslaved African housing 

The socio-spatial dialectic provides an effective means of predicting the locations of enslaved 

African housing areas at Spring Bay Flat.  The limitations of land use at Spring Bay Flat are fostered by 

steep topography which forms sharp borders on the east and south, and by the presence of broad and 

sometimes dense natural deposits of stone across the flat and sloped surfaces of the plantation.  This 

terrain is so constricting that it is directly reflected in the diminutive two-pot Jamaica train, which was 

constructed commensurate to the available land upon which the sugar cane destined for this plantation 

was cultivated.  The lack of usable land would also have promoted a more efficient use of terrain than 



would otherwise be seen on broad, flat plantations where this was not a mitigating factor for spatial 

organization.  Due to these constraints, the only areas that could be designated as enslaved African 

domestic areas within the Armstrong and Kelly model are located just north of the boiling house, up the 

slopes directly west of the cane field up to English Quarter, and in the southwestern corner of the 

plantation.  The survey and excavations of Structures C, D, E, and G were located in the area north of the 

boiling house.    

As outlined on the map, the plantation is divided neatly into three areas, each with different 

plantation functions, by two long spans of dry stone walls.  These divisions correspond structurally and 

archaeologically to the cane field in the southwest division, a section encompassing the industrial works, 

Big House, and an enslaved African domestic area in the southeast division, and a third division north of 

this wall which consisted of steeper, rocky lands showing little signs of modification.  However, since 33 

enslaved Africans were living and working on the plantation by 1780 (1780 Saba census, Will Johnson 

collection), a second area would at least be required to provide sufficient practical space for housing.  

The western extent of the planted area is bordered on the slope reaching up to English Quarter, which 

features a series of dry stone terraces where the cane field ends; these are the terraces that harbour 

Structures J and K which are also potential enslaved African domestic structures.  The steep hillside 

which forms the southern border of Spring Bay Flat bears no evidence of terracing, which would be a 

pre-requisite for habitation.  The eastern cliffs are very steep, averaging between 60 to 70 degrees, and 

show no signs of modification or structures.  The area north of the long twinned wall which stretches 

west to east is mostly strewn with natural rock deposits, and several regions have no soil at all.  This 

area features only a few sporadic, narrow terraces that are better suited as enslaved African subsistence 

agriculture plots than for habitation.  The southwestern area of Spring Bay Flat holds two areas at the 

beginning of the slope leading up to English Quarter that are made broad and flat through terracing, and 

one of the areas delineated on the map as a “potential structure” also features a handheld grinding 

stone nearby.  The rest of this area highlighted on the map harbours more large stones strewn across its 

surface than the planted field, making sugar cane or indigo cultivation difficult, but still not impossible.  

However, the presence of what is probably a grave marker in its eastern extent indicates that this area 

was probably not cultivated, and instead designated as an enslaved African domestic area. 

The Big House was constructed atop a small hill which borders the eastern cliff which runs north 

to south.  This position provided constant exposure to the northeastern trade winds, cooling the house, 

and keeping the fumes at bay from the boiling house and any indigo processing that may have occurred 

just 20m downslope and to the west.  This elevated position also provided an excellent vantage point to 



oversee everyday labour across the plantation, especially at the boiling house and cattle mill.  It also 

provided oversight of the enslaved African domestic area just to the northwest.   

Structures C, D, E, and G are located at least 20m north of the former curing house.  The land 

which begins west of the dry stone wall next to the boiling house, north to the twinned dry stone walls, 

and south to the gut which divides Spring Bay Flat from The Level is evidently the planted area; it is the 

largest and flattest swathe of land at Spring Bay Flat, and has been cleared of stones which were 

naturally strewn across its surface.  This was a necessary first step to prepare designated areas for 

agricultural, pedestrian, or structural use, and also provided readily-usable construction materials for 

plantation buildings.  Therefore, across this site, areas that are visibly less strewn with stones, or are 

altogether clear, are strong indicators of human activity.  Across the planted area of SB 007, these 

naturally deposited stones were collected and either heaped into unorganized piles, which can be found 

across the planted area, or used for dry stone construction across the plantation.  The planted area itself 

features two round, dry stone “towers” that would have served well as elevated supervision points.   

Outside of Structures C, D, E, and H themselves, this area bears other characteristics of domestic 

use.  An irregularly rounded, dry stone animal pen approximately five meters in diameter is located ten 

meters east of Structure C, with the entrance facing towards it.  The dry stone construction 

opportunistically incorporates naturally deposited large boulders into its walls.  This pen is much smaller 

than the pen for the draught oxen, which itself measures approximately 10m x 15m, constructed with a 

dry stone wall averaging 80cm thick and 100cm tall, and located adjacent to the cattle mill.  The pen 

associated with Structure C is very similar to those found in other domestic contexts on Saba, such as 

two at Middle Island and one at Palmetto Point.   

 

Enslaved African domestic space at Spring Bay Flat 

The domestic space of enslaved African plantation housing areas includes both the house and 

the associated yard, without the sharp divisions as seen in European conceptions of domestic 

landscapes.  This has been termed the “yardscape”; defined as “an area of land, bounded and… 

enclosed, which immediately surrounds a domestic structure and is considered an extension of that 

dwelling” (Heath and Bennet 2000:38; cited in Ogundrian and Falola 2007:27).  In many cultures across 

southern West African, this space is often formalized into a courtyard.  Within the courtyard, a variety of 

domestic-oriented activities took place, such food processing, cooking, socializing, rituals, or sleeping 

(DeCorse 2001).  It is useful, therefore, to conceive of an African dwelling as a series of decent sized 

rooms adjacent to a large open living space, rather than as a cluster of isolated houses (DeCorse 



2001:151).  Small housing such as Structures C, D, E, and G mesh well with this conception of the house-

yard as life was oriented more towards areas outside the house rather than within.  

The importance of the domestic element of courtyards or “yardscapes” among West Africans 

and enslaved Africans in the New World relegates the role of the house as just one aspect of living 

space, rather than the house itself as a self-contained, centralized living space in European culture.  

Therefore, the small size of the dry stone enslaved African housing at Spring Bay Flat are not 

unprecedented within colonial slave societies of the New World, and are the result of powered 

negotiations between owners and the enslaved.  An early account from an enslaved prisoner of war 

from present-day Germany sent to Barbados in the 1650’s describes enslaved African housing as small 

cabins or huts “no more than six foot square… built of inferior wood, almost like dog huts, and covered 

with leaves from trees which they call plantain” (cited in Brindenbaugh 1972:119).  A short description 

of enslaved African housing by Reuben L. Macy, a Quaker in nineteenth century South Carolina, related 

that “the houses for the field slaves were about 14 feet square (1.30m2), built in the coarsest manner, 

with one room, without any chimney or flooring, with a hole in the roof to let the smoke out” (cited in 

Ferguson 1992:81).  Sarah Grimke, in South Carolina during the same period, describes them as built 

with logs with some built of posts and covered with coarse boards, with dirt floors and single openings 

“that served for both doors and windows” (cited in Ferguson 1992:80).  Both of these accounts, though 

separated by two hundred years, describe enslaved African housing so small as to effectively reduce 

them to sleeping quarters.  The enslaved African houses in the first account has an area of just 0.55 

square meters, which is inhumanely small and does not appear to have survived the century on 

Caribbean plantations.  The dimensions described in the second account are approximately one third of 

the common area of the smaller dry stone enslaved African houses excavated as part of this research, 

which average about four square meters.  In the account of “Big Jim”, an African descent Saban who 

lived during the early twentieth century, Will Johnson relates that “Jim's hut was so small that he 

couldn't even stretch out a full length. He slept on two logs dragged up from the sea and tipped at an 

angle” (Johnson 1994:50).  Therefore, despite the small size of the interior of these structures at Spring 

Bay Flat, they were certainly capable of housing enslaved Africans. 

 

Discussion 

 Structures E and H are enslaved African houses that compose a portion of the inhabitants’ 

house-yards within the Spring Bay Flat plantation.  These are shelters constructed of two walls of 

unmortared stone that project parallel from the back of a boulder for stability.  Identical and similar 



structures were used on Saba in non-plantation contexts to shelter livestock, but to date none have 

been found that would suggest their use as enslaved African housing except within plantations.  The 

steep and very rocky terrain at Spring Bay Flat inherently limits the practical use of space on the Spring 

Bay Flat plantation to small and specific areas, facilitating the identification of plantation activity areas.  

Structures E and G are located within an area that was used for enslaved African domestic activities, 

identified by using the socio-spatial dialectic relative to Caribbean sugar plantations (Armstrong & Kelly 

2000).  Two large, enclosed animal pens are already located Spring Bay Flat, and no walls surround 

Structures E and H which would otherwise suggest their use as an animal shelter.  Artifacts recovered 

from Structures C, D, E, and H are all suggestive of domestic activities.  The lockbox-assemblage 

recovered from Structure D appears to have been buried within a house-yard as a “fetish box” to fulfil a 

particular purpose, such as a ward, and the five teeth present in the assemblage bear carbon and 

nitrogen isotope ratios consistent with an African origin.  The area ranging north of the former curing 

house up to the twinned walls can be confidently identified as an enslaved African domestic area, and 

Structures C (as a wattle house), E, and H as enslaved African housing.  While these dry stone structures 

within the Spring Bay Flat plantation are among the first identified as enslaved African housing the 

colonial Caribbean, it is anticipated that this type of housing is not unique to Saba and probably existed 

on islands with similar geography and geology such as Dominica. 
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