


Peter Grohman House and Cigar-Making Shop
Archaeological Site

Acknowledgements
The authors wish to thank all the people who helped with this project.  Mary Guinan, 
East Granby’s municipal historian, shared with us her incomparable knowledge of East 
Granby history and was instrumental in locating manuscript material in the collections 
of the East Granby Historical Society.  Town Clerk Elisabeth Birmingham helped 
us with the public records under her care in the town hall.  The staff of the Offi ce of 
Environmental Planning, Connecticut Department of Transportation, reviewed the 
materials produced at each stage of the project and made many useful suggestions.  
David Poirier, Ph.D., archaeologist with the Connecticut State Historic Preservation 
Offi ce, provided guidance and enthusiasm during every stage of the project.  Finally, 
the staff of the History and Genealogy section, Connecticut State Library, assisted us 
with our research in countless ways.   

This report builds upon the efforts of other staff members at Public Archaeology 
Survey Team, Inc., especially Mary Harper and Daniel Forrest.

The archaeology was funded by the Connecticut Department of Transportation as part 
of that agency’s compliance with state and federal laws protecting our historical and 
archaeological heritage.  The transportation project with which this site is associated 
received funding from the Federal Highway Administration. 

The fi ndings, interpretations, and opinions expressed herein are those of the authors, 
and any errors are solely their responsibility.

Public Archaeology Survey Team, Inc.
Storrs, Connecticut

Bruce Clouette, Ross K. Harper and 
Eric Pomo, authors
Arianne Corrente and Heather Alexson, designers
2009

Cover graphics:  background image from Scientifi c American, November 30, 1872. Inset: stoneware 
bottle recovered from site.  All photographs PAST, Inc. unless otherwise noted.



Introduction

From about 1867 to 1887, German immigrant and Civil War veteran 
Peter Grohman owned and operated a cigar-making shop on the 
corner of Turkey Hills Road (State Route 20) and Newgate Road 
in East Granby, Connecticut.  Grohman’s shop was adjacent to his 
house.  The shop and house are no longer standing, but historical 
and archaeological investigations by the Public Archaeology Survey 
Team, Inc. (PAST) have produced some interesting information 
about Grohman and Connecticut’s cigar-making industry.  The 
existence of similar tobacco shops in the Connecticut River Valley 
and the importance of tobacco to the economy and consumer culture 
of Connecticut make the site of the Grohman Shop a signifi cant 
archaeological resource.

Peter Grohman’s occupation of the property began in 1867, when 
he bought three acres of land at this intersection from Chauncey 

Site overview before excavation.

E. Viets for $650. For the next two decades, Grohman lived here 
and operated a cigar-making shop on the site. The shop was a 
fairly small one, employing four people besides Grohman and 
producing 100,000 cigars (1,000 boxes) a year.  Unfortunately, the 
documentary record revealed nothing about who the other cigar-
makers were or where they lived.  After a fi re destroyed his home 
and shop in 1887, Grohman moved to Pittsfi eld, Massachusetts. 

Although Peter Grohman lived for another 25 years, he apparently 
did nothing with the East Granby property after the fi re.  By the 
1930s, it was completely overgrown with woods, a condition that 
continues to the present.

The Grohman cigar-making shop was one of many small craft 
industries operating in mid-19th-century East Granby.  Other 
enterprises included at least one other cigar shop, a distillery, a 
sawmill, a gristmill, several blacksmith shops, and two wagon 
shops.

Map of East Granby center in 1869, with Peter Grohman’s name misspelled.
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Earlier History of the Site
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Simsbury to the main settlement of the Turkey Hills Society, the 
meetinghouse of which was located in the present-day center of East 
Granby. However, the portion of Route 20 west of the intersection 
is relatively modern and was put through only in the late 1930s.  
Prior to that, the large swampy area known originally as Griffens 
Marsh formed an impediment to east-west travel, forcing people to 
use what are today Holcomb Street or Old Road off  Newgate Road 
in order to continue westward. This part of East Granby appears 
to have been relatively lightly populated in the 18th  century.

The property had several owners prior to Grohman’s purchase. 
From about 1815 to 1853, the site was the homestead of Eli 
Stevens (ca. 1786-1853), a shoemaker by trade. He was the son 
of Thomas Stevens and was baptized in 1794 in the Turkey Hills 
Congregational Church. In 1811 he married Hannah Buck, and 
census listings suggest that they had at least eight children. Eli 
Stevens served on the local school committee in 1819 and his 
name appears on the seating chart of the Congregational Church 
for 1826. In 1849 Stevens sold the property to Hartford attorney 
Francis Parsons, but it is apparent from the 1850 census listing that 
Stevens continued to live there, and deeds as late as 1854 refer to 
the property as “formerly owned and occupied by Eli Stevens.” 
There were three owners between Stevens and Peter Grohman: 
Parsons, Stephen Griffi n, and Chauncey E. Viets.  Throughout his 
tenure, Eli Stevens appeared to have been on shaky fi nancial ground, 
repeatedly mortgaging the property to his wealthy neighbors. One 
cannot be certain of the history of the site prior to it becoming Eli 
Stevens’ homestead, because three volumes of Granby’s earliest 
books of deeds were destroyed by fi re in 1876, making it impossible 
to completely reconstruct the title to the property prior to 1817. 
However, it seems that Grohman’s parcel of land was assembled 
from three separate pieces by Samuel Clark over the period of 1803 
to 1810. The fi rst mention of a dwelling house is in March 1812 
when Clark sold it to Abraham Griffi ns, Jr. 

The Town of East Granby has its origins in the Turkey Hills 
Ecclesiastical Society, established in 1736 to serve a small, 
somewhat isolated farming community; the area was fi rst settled
by English families about 1715 as part of Simsbury.  Granby
was set off from Simsbury as a separate town in 1786, including 
the part in the project area. East Granby did not separate from 
Granby until 1858.  Turkey Hills Road (Route 20) was one of the 
earliest highways in the area, part of a series of roads that led from 

Photograph of stone foundation wall forming part of the Grohman Cigar-Making Shop 
Site.



Archaeological Testing
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and stratigraphic level, and then transported to PAST’s laboratory 
for cleaning, cataloging, conservation, and analysis.

When the hand excavation was completed, a series of fi ve trenches 
was excavated with a backhoe. Soil from the machine-digging was 
screened through 1/8-inch wire mesh and artifacts recovered were 
bagged and labeled by trench. Before backfi lling the trenches, 
comprehensive soil profi les were drawn and photographed in order 
to  understand fully the stratigraphic layers present at the site.  The 
manual and machine-excavated units are shown on the site plan 
on the next page. 

Prior to the completion of professional excavation, the site was 
looted at seven locations.  The vandalism seriously affected the 
scientifi c value of the site by causing a high level of disturbance 
and artifact loss. 

In 1996, PAST conducted archaeological and archival studies of the 
property as part of the Connecticut Department of Transportation’s 
plans to reconstruct the intersection of Route 20 (Turkey Hills 
Road), Holcomb Street, and Newgate Road in East Granby, 
Connecticut.  The purpose of the reconnaissance survey was to 
identify potentially signifi cant historical or archaeological resources.  
PAST’s investigations noted the presence of fi eldstone foundations 
and possible cellar holes on the property and determined from 
historical research that in the late 19th century it had belonged to 
Peter Grohman, who operated a cigar-making shop near his house.  
Hand-excavated test pits were placed throughout the property to 
fi nd evidence of the Grohman house and shop.

A number of historic-period artifacts were recovered from the 
archaeological excavations, including fragments of brick, window 
glass, nails, bottles, and sherds of red earthenware, creamware, 
pearlware and other ceramics. The site was  designated State 
Archaeological Site No. 40-12.  Because the site is associated 
with cigar-making, an important theme in Connecticut’s economic 
history, and could not be avoided by the proposed highway 
improvements, more intensive archaeological investigations were 
undertaken. 

Additional excavations at Site 40-12 were conducted in September 
1998. The excavation program included 19 one-by-one-meter units, 
with the layout based on the locations of features and artifacts 
discovered in the reconnaissance survey. In addition, fi fty-seven 50-
by-50-centimeter test pits were excavated, by hand, using shovels 
and trowels.  The goal of the excavation was to recover suffi cient 
remains to reconstruct and understand the various activities at 
the Grohman site before it was taken for the road improvement 
project.  All of the excavated soil was passed through 1/8-inch wire 
mesh to retrieve extremely small artifacts and ecofacts (e.g., food 
remains). Recovered artifacts were bagged and labeled by test unit 

Useful Defi nitions

Artifact:  an object or fragment of an object that was 
  made by a human being, such as a pipe, vessel, item of 
  clothing, or tool.

Sherd: a fragment of a ceramic vessel.

Feature:  structural remains, like a stone foundation, or
  a discontinuity in the soil, such as an ash or charcoal 
  stain that may indicate a hearth.

Ecofact:  plant or animal matter associated with human 
  occupation, such as bones or shells from food, plant 
  seeds, nuts, or pollen.
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Results of the Archaeological Survey
Despite the serious disturbance caused by vandalism, archaeological 
investigations at the Grohman site resulted in a substantial amount 
of  information that both confi rms and adds to what was learned 
from the documentary research.  A total of 14,051 artifacts were 
recovered, including household and food-related items such as 
ceramics, bottle glass, and bone and shell remains; personal items 
such as buckles, clothing hooks and buttons; and architectural 
artifacts like nails, window glass, brick and mortar.  Many of the 
artifacts, such as the ceramics and nails, have known ranges for 
their dates of manufacture, so the archaeologists could use them 
to determine the period of occupation. Hand-wrought nails and 
ceramics such as pearlware indicate a late 18th or early 19th-century 
beginning; the relative lack of earlier types make it unlikely that 
there was much use of the property by Euro-Americans before that 
time.  At the other end of the chronological continuum, wire nails 
and later ceramic types such as whiteware and fl ow blue indicate 
that occupation continued through the second half of the 19th 
century.  A scarcity of 20th-century material (other than roadside 
debris) suggests that intensive use of the property ended prior to 
1900.

The character of the artifacts is consistent with occupation by 
families of modest means, both during Peter Grohman’s time and 
earlier, when shoemaker Eli Stevens lived here.  Peter Grohman’s 
business was valued at only $1,500 in 1870, meaning his assets were 
worth no more than those of his neighbors who were subsistence-
level farmers.  Red earthenware, American-made stoneware, and 
mass-produced refi ned earthenwares were the predominant ceramic 
types, with very little in the way of fi ne porcelains or other expensive 
imported ceramics.  Although they had specialized skills and might 
own a shop employing a few workers, craftsmen typically worked 
alongside their help, so it is not surprising to fi nd that the material 
culture of the families of a shoemaker and cigarmaker included 
few if any luxury items.

In the course of the archaeological investigation, vandals (probably looking for old bottles) 
dug deep pits at several locations, compromising the scientifi c investigation. Although 
the vandals left behind the broken pieces of glass and ceramics they found (inset), these 
artifacts lack context, such as the depth from which they were recovered, thereby limiting 
their information value.
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The archaeological investigations also shed light on the site’s 
various features.  The two depressions in the ground in the north 
half of the site, labeled Feature 1 and Feature 2 in the initial phase, 
might have indicated the presence of cellar holes.  However, further 
investigation encountered very few artifacts indicative of domestic 
occupation in or around the depressions, and it became clear 
that they were most likely relatively recent “borrow pits,” from 
which sand or fi ll was removed, and therefore of no historical or 
archaeological signifi cance.  

In contrast, the sections of stone walls projecting above the ground 
surface at the start of the project proved to be a much larger, 
interconnected system of stonework that marked the remains of 
building foundations.  The building complex was long and narrow, 
situated to fi t in the small parcel of land bounded by Newgate 
Road, State Route 20, and the steep hill at the rear of the lot.  On 
the northeast side, a long common wall was set against the slope, 
probably intended to act as a retaining wall, from which extended 
two four-sided foundations and one three-sided foundation.  The 
three-sided structure may have been a building with the lowest 
story open on one side, as was common for barns.   
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A one-meter-square test unit adjacent to the subsurface stone wall was 
carefully hand-excavated, and the exposed wall surface brushed clean 
prior to being photographed.  Each recovered artifact was placed in a bag 
labeled with its exact location and depth and transported to the laboratory 
for inventorying and conservation.

The spatial distribution of various types of artifacts were 
plotted with the use of a computer program that creates contours 
refl ecting artifact density.  This allowed the archaeologists to 
further understand the site’s various episodes of construction and 
the probable uses of various parts of the site.  For example, the 
distribution of iron nails (opposite page) suggested two things: 
fi rst, since one can assume that accumulations of nails most likely 
resulted from the erection and/or destruction of buildings, the four 
heavy concentrations found at the Grohman site probably indicate 
four separate buildings.  Three of the nail concentrations correspond 
to stone foundation remains, but the northernmost concentration is 
in an area with no discernible ruins (although  numerous pieces of 
fi eldstone that could represent tumbled-down masonry were found 
there).  Secondly, the separation of the nail concentrations according 
to type (an approximate indication of the age of the nail) suggested 
that the hypothesized buildings were from three separate periods.  

From just this one plot, a picture began to emerge of the buildings 
that once stood on the site and the sequence in which they were 
added.  When the distribution of window glass was plotted, an 
almost identical pattern emerged, providing further evidence for 
interpreting the nail concentrations as indicators of buildings.  
 



Spatial Distribution of
Nail Types

Three basic types of nails were recovered from the site:

Closer lines and more intense color 
indicate higher concentrations

• hand-wrought nails, made by blacksmiths and 
typical of the 18th and early 19th centuries 
(yellow-orange lines)

• machine-cut nails, typical of the early to 
middle 19th century (brown lines)

• wire nails, typical of the late 19th century (blue 
lines)

The spatial distribution of the nail types indicates that the 
buildings at the site were built or substantially remodeled in 
three separate phases.  The oldest structure (hand-wrought 
nails) was at the upper left and the next oldest (machine-
cut nails) was at the lower right, with the most recently 
constructed building (wire nails) in the middle.
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Spatial Distribution of
Burned Materials

Melted glass and burned ceramics were found in 
concentrations adjacent to the archaeological remains 
of the dwelling and other outbuildings, indicating that 
all the structures on the site were destroyed by fi re, a 
conclusion that is consistent with what is known about 
the site from documentary evidence.
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Computer-Aided Spatial Analysis

These plots of artifacts from the Grohman site were produced 
by a computer program known as SURFER.  The program 
takes the horizontal spatial coordinates of a particular class 
or classes of artifacts and constructs a series of lines, like 
the contours on a topographical map, that indicate by their 
spacing and intensity of color the density of artifacts across 
the site. 

By using such a program, archaeologists can quickly create 
a visually striking summary of an artifact distribution that 
would be virtually impossible to do by hand.  The ease with 
which the plots can be generated also encourages questions 
that compare different types of artifacts.  For example, does 
the distribution of early vs. late ceramics correspond to the 
distribution of early vs. late nail types?  In this case of the 
Grohman site, the answer was “Yes,” further substantiating 
the hypothesis that the site consisted of an early house and 
later outbuildings.

Closer lines and more intense color 
indicate higher concentrations



Plotting burned ceramics and glass, indicators of intense heat such 
as would be produced by a fi re, again indicated four concentrations 
of material, although three were offset somewhat from the center 
of the foundations; perhaps the burned  building fell over or was 
pushed in one particular direction (opposite page).

We can be reasonably certain that the northernmost concentration 
of nails and window glass represents the site of a house occupied 
from the early 19th century to the time of the property’s destruction 
by fi re in 1887.  Ceramic fragments and other domestic items were 
found in the general vicinity, and a large refuse pile, or midden, of 
faunal remains (animal bones and shell), ash, brick, and ceramics 
was located just to the southwest of the hypothesized location of the 
building.  The dateable ceramics showed a higher concentration of 
earlier types in this part of the site than elsewhere, corresponding 
closely with the date information provided by nail types.  The most 
plausible explanation is that this was the property’s main dwelling, 
occupied in its earliest years by the family of shoemaker Eli Stevens 
and later by the family of Peter Grohman.

Another component of the site that was almost certainly domestic in 
nature is the small four-sided foundation at Feature 3, characterized 
by a high concentration of wire nails and late ceramic types.  This 
part, too, has a midden associated with it, though apparently smaller 
in size than the one to the north, and fi lled predominantly with later 
material.   Brick, mortar, ash, and food remains provide strong 
evidence of a cooking stove or hearth in this portion, which was 
almost certainly added after the Civil War, during Peter Grohman’s 
occupancy.  Because the retaining wall continues to the northwest 
toward the presumed site of the earlier house, this portion should 
probably be interpreted not as a separate, second house but rather as 
a post-Civil War extension of an earlier ell to the main house.  The 
late addition  probably was built to provide a second or relocated 
kitchen.

 

The area around the foundations identifi ed as Feature 4, in contrast, 
produced relatively small amounts of ceramics and other domestic 
items, so these must have been an outbuilding or outbuildings used 
for other than domestic purposes.  One is tempted to conclude 
that the cigar-making shop was in a building atop all or part of the 
Feature 4 foundation remains, especially since a small midden of 
ash and faunal material was found nearby.  It was typical of 19th-
century industries, especially small shops, to allow their workers 
to eat a noonday meal on-site.  This midden, so far from the main 
center of domestic activity on the site, may represent the refuse 
from meals associated with the shop activity in the building nearby.  
Unfortunately, no items specifi c to either cigar-making or the trade 
of the earlier occupant, shoemaker Eli Stevens, were identifi ed 
among the artifact assemblage. However,  neither trade could be 
expected to produce the durable waste materials or spoiled product 
discards associated with glassmaking, blacksmithing, and certain 
other early industries.
  
The following page presents, in graphic form, a summary of the 
conclusions suggested by the analysis of artifacts and features at 
the Grohman site. 

Melted glass, an indication of intense heat, was found throughout the 
Grohman site, confi rming that the house, shop, and other buildings 
were completely destroyed by fi re.

Peter Grohman House and Cigar-Making Shop Site       9



10      Peter Grohman House and Cigar-Making Shop Site

Conclusions Suggested
 by the Synthesis of

 Archaeological Data



Details of Artifacts
More than 14,000 artifacts were recovered at the Grohman site, 
including  ceramics, household items, and architectural components, 
all of which contribute to an understanding of the occupants and 
the structures that once stood on the site. Pictured here is a small 
sample of the artifact assemblage. 

Ceramics, even if found as small pieces, can help determine the 
dates of occupation of a site and also the areas that were used most 
for domestic activities.  The preponderance of relatively inexpensive 
American-made wares at the Grohman site indicates occupation by 
persons of modest means.

Salt-glazed stoneware storage jar rim fragment; “stone pots” like this 
were used to store various foods in brine or vinegar, such as pickles and 
eggs, as well as to hold butter, lard, and fruit preserves.

Salt-glazed stoneware marked “WINDSOR,” suggesting 
it may have been made nearby.

Fragment of small stoneware bottle; such wares were used to store 
vinegar, cider, beer, liquor, and other liquids.

Creamware plate rim sherd, 
1762-1820.

Blue shell-edge pearlware plate rim sherd, 
1780-1830.

Whiteware base sherd, post-1820.
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Fragments of architectural materials, such as brick, mortar, 
glass, nails, and hardware, can indicate the site of demolished 
buildings.  Nails and, to a lesser extent, window glass and 
brick, can also be used to estimate a building’s approximate 
date of construction.

Blacksmith-made wrought-iron nails, 18th to early 19th century.

Fragments of lime mortar.  Along with blackened brick, bits of mortar such as 
this can indicate the presence of a chimney.

Pieces of window glass.

An iron latch and screw.Machine-cut nails, early to middle 19th century; the bottom nail shows 
the characteristic parallel sides that result from the nail having been cut 
from a sheet of iron.
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Clothing items and other household goods 
remind us of the daily lives of Eli Stevens, 
Peter Grohman, their families, and the 
workers in the cigar shop.

Stem and bowl fragments of kaolin tobacco pipes; most such fragments 
from the site appear to date from the late 18th to the early 19th 
centuries.

Green bottle glass fragments, a type commonly associated with liquor bottles.

Slate pencils. Brass buttons with embossed  designs.

Brass wire clothing fastener, the 
eye of a hook-and-eye type. 

Glass bead, brown glass button, and two white glass buttons.  The one at the upper right 
exhibits heat damage, perhaps from the fi re.

Fragment of a table knife, missing its wooden or bone handle (tang, 
at left) and the rest of the blade (right).
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Peter Grohman:  Cigar-Maker 
and Civil War Veteran
Peter Grohman was born in the state of Nassau, Oberselders, 
Germany, on December 22, 1828, the son of Jacob and Dorothea 
Grohman. After leaving school at the age of seventeen, he started 
a three-year apprenticeship to learn the cigar-maker’s trade. 
During that time, Peter’s father, who was a tailor and a farmer, was 
responsible for all his expenses, including board, suggesting that 
the family was relatively well-off. Peter fought in the Revolution 
of 1848, and in 1849 he was conscripted into the regular army, but 
saw no active service. Returning to civilian life, he became the 
foreman of a large cigar-making establishment that employed 160 
workers. When once again he was drafted, he took advantage of a 
furlough in 1852 to emigrate to the United States, the only member 
of the Grohman family to do so. 

Shortly after his arrival, Peter married Wilhelmina Bisinger, on 
March 19, 1853; their fi rst child, Wilhelmina, was born the following 
year, by which time the Grohmans were living in East Hartford, 
Connecticut, where Peter  had found work making cigars. Soon, 
the family moved to New York City, where Peter enlisted in the 
Tenth Regiment of the State Militia and the couple had their second 
child, a son named 
Edward. On March 
2 1 ,  1 8 5 9 ,  P e t e r 
became a U.S. citizen.  
The family returned 
to Connecticut two 
years later,  so Peter 
could take charge of a 
cigar-making shop in 
Suffi eld. 

When the Civil War broke out, Peter decided to offer his services 
to his newly-adopted country by enlisting in Company D, Sixteenth 
Connecticut Volunteer Infantry. He was given the rank of Orderly 
Sergeant and was the only man with military experience in his 
company. The regiment was called into federal service on August 
24, 1862, and left for Washington, D.C. 

Above: the sergeants of the Sixteenth Regiment, with Peter Grohman at upper left.
Left: Peter Grohman’s Civil War enlistment certifi cate.



Peter Grohman and his regiment served with distinction during 
the Civil War. At the battle of Antietam, September 17, 1862, 
Grohman’s company suffered from heavy artillery fi re. Many of his 
comrades were among the 2,200 Union soldiers killed and 9,000 
wounded that day. After Antietam the Sixteenth fought at the battle 
of Fredricksburg, where they suffered fewer losses than at Antietam, 
and they contributed to the Union garrison at Suffolk, Virginia. The 
Sixteenth was engaged twice, with substantial losses at Edenton 
Road, on April 24, 1863, and Providence Church Road on May 3rd. 
After participating in the unsuccessful “Blackberry Raid” to sever 
Confederate lines of communication, the regiment went into camp 
near Portsmouth, Virginia, for several months. 

In January 1864, the regiment was ordered to Plymouth, North 
Carolina, where the Union army experienced one of the worst 
debacles of the war. On April 17, 1864, the 1,600 Union defenders 
at Plymouth were besieged by some 12,000 Confederate troops. 
Meanwhile, on the Roanoke River, the Confederate ironclad 
Albermarle engaged and defeated four Union vessels which might 

have been used to evacuate the garrison. The opposing forces 
clashed until the 20th, when the Union surrendered. Those defenders 
who had not been killed were taken prisoner, including Sgt. Peter 
Grohman. 

In the Civil War, southern prisons were in many ways worse than 
the battlefi elds. The internees were poorly fed, received little 
medical treatment, and lived in squalid, crowded conditions. At 
Andersonville, Georgia, where Grohman was fi rst imprisoned, 
nearly 13,000 captured Union soldiers died in fourteen months’ 
time.

Sometimes as many as 100 men died in a day, and the prison 
maintained open trenches to be used as mass graves. As a sergeant, 
Grohman was responsible for 270 men at Andersonville, and his 
duties included distribution of rations and what little medicine there 
was. From Andersonville, Grohman and others were transported 
to Charleston, South Carolina, by means of railroad cattle cars; 
the prisoners were kept in the cars for two days and nights without 
sitting or sleeping. 

While a prisoner in Charleston, Grohman devised an ingenious way 
of communicating with his family. Peter’s wife had a sister married 
to a German tinsmith working in Charleston. Peter did not know the 
name of his brother-in-law, so he wrote a letter giving a personal 
description, taking care to mention his wife’s sister’s name. One day 
Peter noticed someone coming towards the prison. He wrapped the 
letter around a stone and threw it to the stranger, who put the stone 
and attached letter into his pocket. That afternoon, his brother-in-
law came to visit Peter at the prison, and then wrote the news in a 
letter to Peter’s wife, Wilhelmina. The letter had to go by means of 
a blockade-runner to South America, from there to England, and 
fi nally to its destination in Connecticut. Grohman also spent time 
in the Confederate prison at Florence, South Carolina.

Prisoners at Andersonville, Georgia, burying their comrades in a mass grave.
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Peter Grohman’s record in the Civil War Veterans archive at the Connecticut State Library.



When the war ended, Grohman took two months to recover from 
the typhoid fever he had contracted in prison and then worked as 
a clerk discharging soldiers from New England units. Although 
he escaped serious injury during his service, he had several close 
calls, attested to by the eight bullet holes that riddled his uniform. 
Another memento of the war was the Sixteenth Regiment’s unique 
fl ag. When Plymouth was being overrun, the soldiers tore the 
regiment’s colors into shreds (to prevent them from being captured) 
and distributed the pieces among the soon-to-be prisoners. Peter 
Grohman kept several pieces of the torn fl ags hidden for more than 
eleven months during his confi nement. After the war was long over, 
the surviving bits from the fl ags were collected and sewn together as 
the central ornament on a new banner commemorating the Sixteenth 
Regiment Connecticut Volunteers. On September 17, 1879, Battle 
Flag Day, the banner joined the fl ags of the state’s other regiments 
as part of a permanent memorial at the State Capitol in Hartford. 

After his discharge, Peter Grohman returned to Connecticut, 
where he settled in East Granby and opened his own cigar-making 
shop. Production statistics from the 1870 U.S. Census indicate that 

Grohman employed four other people, three men and one woman. 
Typically, cigar-makers were paid on a piecework basis. The shop 
made 100,000 cigars that year,  so the $2,000 Grohman paid his 
workers that year came to an average of $.02 apiece.  The $5,000 
wholesale price (or $.05 a cigar) probably indicates that these were 
somewhat better than average smokes. The raw materials for this 
production included 2,000 pounds of tobacco leaves and 1,000 cigar 
boxes. Grohman valued his total investment in the shop at $1,500. In 
addition to his business activities, he was an active member of East 
Granby’s School Committee and was Clerk of the School District. A 
Democrat, he represented the town in the Connecticut Legislature 
in 1885, and he also served as a trial justice, presiding over many 
cases, both civil and criminal. Grohman was a member of a local 
Masonic society, the St. Mark’s Lodge, No. 91, F. & A. M. 

Peter Grohman lost his East Granby house and shop in a fi re in 
1887 and shortly thereafter moved to Pittsfi eld, Massachusetts. In 
Pittsfi eld, he set up a new business with a partner, Burton Steere. 
Grohman & Steere advertised themselves as manufacturers and 
dealers in cigars, wholesale and retail. The shop was fi rst located 
at 81 West Street, in the Wadham’s Block; after a short time, it was 
moved to 193 West Street, the Burbank House Block. In Pittsfi eld, 
Grohman was a member of the W. W. Rockwell Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic (G.A.R.), the major veterans association of the 
Civil War.
 
In November 1905, Peter and his wife returned to East Granby to 
live with their daughter and son-in-law, Wilhelmina and Jason Viets. 
Peter Grohman died at their home on October 18, 1912, at the age 
of 83. His obituary appeared in the Farmington Valley Herald: 

Peter Grohman, who was one of the best known men in the state, 
died at the home of his daughter Mrs. Jason R. Viets in East Granby. 
... b. Germany 1830, lived in various cities in the U.S., represented 
East Granby in the legislature of 1885, military prisoner of war 
at Andersonville ... one of the most useful citizens of which East 
Granby could ever boast.The 1879 Sixteenth Regiment fl ag, incorporating the fragments of the original 

fl ag hidden by Peter Grohman and others during their captivity.
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Cigar-Making In Connecticut
Shops such as Peter Grohman’s, producing small quantities of 
hand-rolled cigars using tobacco from the immediate vicinity, were 
common throughout the northern Connecticut River Valley in the 
years just before and after the Civil War. In the 18th century, tobacco 
had been grown as a garden plant in Connecticut for personal use 
as snuff or pipe tobacco, and even earlier by the area’s Native 
Americans. But after about 1825, broadleaf cigar tobacco began to 
be raised on a larger, more commercial scale. Local lore recalls that 
cigar-making was introduced in this area either by an immigrant 
from Cuba or by a Mrs. Prout from Virginia. Tobacco-growers like 
Simeon Viets set up small shops and hired people to learn the art of 
cigar-rolling. Before long, the cigar-rollers found they could go into 
business for themselves, and small cigar-making shops proliferated 
in all the towns of northern Hartford County. They made a product 
called “barnyard segars” that were sold to local storekeepers for 
one to two dollars per thousand, which was a day’s production for 
an experienced roller. In taverns the shortest of these domestic 
cigars acquired the nickname “twofers” because they were sold to 
patrons at two for a cent; steady customers might receive them for 
free. Early Connecticut commercial cigars carried the brand names 
Supers, Windsor Particulars, and Long Nines. 

Cigar-maker’s bench; item A is a  glass cup 
used for holding melted glue, item B is a 
rolled pile or “book” of tobacco leaves, item 
C is a curved cigar-maker’s knife also known 
as a Cuban knife, and item D is the hardwood 
slab on which cigars are cut and rolled.  This 
example is from the Alexander Rose Shop, 
Waterford, Connecticut ca. 1920.

After the revolutions that convulsed Europe in 1848, the Connecticut 
shops were also able to hire cigar-makers from Germany such as 
Peter Grohman. The cigar-rolling process did not change much 
until the very end of the 19th century, when mechanized methods of 
production began to replace the hand process. Scientifi c American 
published a detailed account of cigar-rolling in 1872: 

The process, although very simple and apparently remarkably 
easy to perform, nevertheless requires the greatest skill and long 
practice. The men are seated in rows, each one having before 
him, on his table, a thick slab of hard wood, and on either hand 
a heap of dampened leaves, consisting respectively of wrappers 
and fi llers. A wrapper is selected, smoothed on the slab until it 
is free from creases and wrinkles, and then cut with a peculiarly 
shaped knife, somewhat resembling that used by shoemakers 
in trimming soles, into nearly semicircular form. The workman 
then takes as many of the short leaves, to be used as fi llers, as he 
thinks will make the cigar, in his left-hand, and squeezing them 
into a loose bundle, places them on the wrapper before him. By 
a dexterous twist, the edges of the latter are brought up, a quick 
roll is given to the whole, and the bundle is tightly enveloped. 
The end for the mouth is now carefully manipulated into the 
required conical shape, and the point secured by a drop of paste; 
the other extremity is cut off smooth. The cigar is placed on the 
slab, rolled a few times under the fl at of the knife blade, and it 
is ready for smoking.



The image here is probably representative of the cigar-rolling that took place in the Grohman shop. Each worker worked alone at a bench with a 
pile of tobacco leaves, a curved cigar-maker’s knife, and a hardwood block on which to roll the cigars. Note the worker reading a book: it was the 
tradition among cigar-makers to pay one of their fellow workers to read to them while they worked. 

There were a few changes over the years: toward the end of the 19th century, the labor was divided between a “buncher,” who prepared the innards 
of the cigar, and the roller, who made the fi nished product. Although bunchers were paid less, both buncher and roller had to coordinate their work 
for both to maximize their earnings. Cigar-makers were paid by piecework, that is, so much per cigar, usually a penny or two. Traditionally, cigar-
makers were allowed to make their own smokes at work at no charge. Another change was the use of wooden cigar molds to help shape the inner 
bunch. By the time these refi nements became common, hand-rolling had become concentrated in larger cigar-making factories in the city, and the 
age of small shops in the countryside like Peter Grohman’s was over. 
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Peter Grohman’s portrait and signature, 1890, when he was about 
62 years old and living in Pittsfi eld, Massachusetts. 
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Archaeology involves much more than excavation and discovery of artifacts.  The 
vertical and horizontal locations of the artifacts found are recorded on maps and 
plans during the excavations.  Drawings and photographs document each stage of 
the excavation.  This documentation is important, because it will serve as the only 
record of an archaeological site once that site is removed and replaced with a new 
intersection or other construction project.

All of the artifacts found in an excavation are carefully cleaned, identifi ed, and 
assigned unique catalogue numbers.  The artifacts are placed in plastic zipper-
lock bags, into which is placed an acid-free label identifying the archaeological 
site from which it was found, the artifact type, and its catalogue number.  The 
artifact information is entered into a computer database, to provide a permanent 
record of what was found at a site.  The artifacts, along with a copy of the artifact 
catalogue, site drawings, maps and photographs, and project plans, are placed in 
acid-free boxes for permanent storage in a state curation facility.  This ensures that 
the information recovered from an archaeological site can be accessed and studied 
by future generations.

The Science of Archaeology



Complete information on the archaeological investigations at the Peter Grohman site is contained in the following technical report:

2000 Clouette, B., E. Pomo, and R. Harper.  Report:  Phase III Archaeological Data Recovery Program,  Peter Grohman 
House and Cigar-Making Shop (Site 40-12), Route 20, Holcomb Street, and Newgate Road, East Granby, Connecticut, 
State Project No. 39-88.  Storrs,  CT:  Public Archaeology Survey Team, Inc.

A copy of the technical report is available in the Connecticut Historic Preservation Collection, Dodd Research Center, University of Connecticut, 
Storrs.

All artifacts, fi eld notes, and maps for these archaeological studies have been reposited with the 
Offi ce of State Archaeology at the University of Connecticut, Storrs.  Researchers and scholars 
may examine these materials by appointment with the Offi ce of State Archaeology. 

The artifacts from the Grohman site fi ll 12 
storage boxes. Inside, the artifacts are stored in 
numerical order in archival plastic bags with 
acid-free labels.
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The Battle of Antietam, September 17, 1862, the bloodiest day of the entire Civil War.  Connecticut’s Sixteenth Regiment, in which Peter 
Grohman served as a sergeant, suffered heavy losses (Currier and Ives lithograph).
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