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ABSTRACT

Intensive archeological survey and intensive archeological testing were
conducted at the Addison Plantation Site (18 PR 175), located on the
Beltway Parcel of the PortAmerica Development, in order to identify and
evaluate archeological resources and define the extent and significance
of the remains of the Manor house and previously identified related
outbuildings. Sixteen areas and subareas of cultural material
concentration were identified through the excavation of shovel test pits
and one-meter square test units. Analysis of patterns in the relative
occurrence of specific artifact groups indicates that these site areas
cluster into three groups, corresponding to the Public Interaction
Pattern, the Carolina Artifact Pattern, and the Carolina Slave Pattern.
The application of ceramic dating formulas was ineffective for dating the
site areas due to the relatively small size of the artifact sample from
each area, although the relative occurrence of key ceramic types provided
a general idea of the period of occupation for most of the site areas.
The site is well preserved and has the potential to provide significant
information concerning the 1ifeways of the inhabitants of an eighteenth
and nineteenth century tobacco plantation and the socio-cultural trends
that affected their lives.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Purpose and Goals of the Project

John Milner Associates, Inc. (JMA) conducted an archeological survey of
the Beltway Parcel of the PortAmerica Development Project in Prince
George’s County, Maryland (Figure 1). The project was undertaken for
James T. Lewis Enterprises, Ltd. in response to the Prince George’s
County Planning Board of the Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning
Commission which required the formulation of a mitigation p]anAfor
archeological resources prior to zoning approval for the development. The
project included an intensive survey of the Addison Plantation Site (18
PR 175) and intensive testing of the Addison Manor foundations to 1ocafe
and evaluate significant archeological resources of the Addison
Plantation Site (Phase II level investigations). In addition, a Phase I
level survey of the remainder of the Beltway Parcel was undertaken in
order to locate and identify potentially significant archeological
resources (Figure 2). As required by the Prince George’s County Planning
Board, all work was conducted in accordance with the Guidelines for
Archeological Investigations fn Maryland (McNamara 1981) with oversight
by the Maryland Historical Trust. Subsequently, a Memorandum-of-,
Agreement was executed on June 30, 1987 under the terms of which it was
agreed that procedures of the Advisory Council for Historic Preservation
(36 CFR 800) would apply to significant archeological resources on the
Beltway Parcel. This report presents the background information,
methods, and results of the Beltway Parcel survey and identifies 16 site
areas and subareas of significant archeological resourceﬁlassociated with

the Addison Plantation Site (18 PR 175).
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1.2 Organization of the Report
This report presents six sections of text followed by references.
FoTlowing this int;oduction, background data on the project area,
including environmental and prehistoric context, and historical
assdciations, are briefly reviewed. Following a discussion of project
methodo1ogy, the results of the investigations are then presented in the
following section. A section presenting data analysis and a section
which presents a summary and conclusions complete the text of the report.
Tables, figures, plates, and appendices are included fo]lqwing the

references cited.




2.0 PROJECT BACKGROUND

2.1 Project Area

The Addison Plantation Site, 18-PR 175, (also known as Oxon Hill Manor)
is located in the Beltway Parcel of the PortAmerica Development Project
in Prince George’s County, Maryland (Figure 1). An area of intensive
survey effort was defined to include the portions of the Project Area
expected'to contain archeological remains associated with the site
(Figure 2). Although the original Addison Plantation included a much
larger area, the Project Area is bounded on the north by the Capital
Beltway (I-95), hence its designation as the Beltway Parcel. It includes

approximately 82 acres.

2.2 Environmental Context

The Project Area is located within the western_Shore Division of the
upper At]ahtfc Coastal Plain physiographic proviﬁce. The Coastal Plain
is underlain by unconsolidated gravels, sands, silts, and clays ranging
in age from the Cretacious near the Fall Line to Recent on the
floodplains. The Fall Line represents the greatest extent of inundation
by the sea during fhe Mesozoic and Cretacious. Subsequent uplift exposed
the Coastal Plain, creating a zone of contact between the pre- Cambrian
crystalline rocks of the Pfedmdnt and unconsolidafed deposits of the
Coasta] Plain. Differential rates of erosion created a drop in stream
gradient; hence the term Fa]] Line (Cooke et al. 1952; Edwards 1981;
Kirby et al. 1967). ‘




Relief in this central portion of Prince George’s County is a nearly
level to gently sloping, low plateau. Near the Potomac River the plateau
is dissected by V-shaped valleys with short, steep s]dpes. Alluvial
terraces border the Potomac River. The Project Area overlooks the
Potomac area from a highland spur which slopes to the southwest with a
steep gully running along its southeast border. Soils (Kirby et al.
1967) reflect this physiography. Steep, silty and clayey land (SpE) and
Collington fine sandy loam, most with 15-40 percent slopes (CmE2), occupy
the southwest trending hillslope and the gully slopes. These soils are
highly sensitive to any form of modification. In contrast, the soils of
‘the flatter hilltop areas (Beltsville silt loam, 2-5 percent slopes) and
the base of the hillslope (Sassafras sandy loam, 2-5 percent s]obes), afe
well drained and suitable fof residential occupation. They are also

highly desirable soils for crop production.

The Project Area drains direct]& into the Potomac River. The eastern
shoreline is approximately one-half mile away from the southwest terminus
of the Project Area. Because the river is tidal to about this point,
ocean-going ships could travel at least this far inland. Consequently,
initial European settlement during the seventeenth and eighteenth

centuries was concentrated within this region (Miller 1984).

Other drainages pertinent to settlement include Oxon Creek, the mouth of
which is about three-quarters of a mile from the Project Area. The
distances to these water sources would not have been conducive to long
term prehistoric settlement within the Project Area. This, coupled with

the elevation of the Project Area (18 to 60 meters AMSL), strongly

4




suggests a low probability of substantial prehistoric occupations.
Supporting this contention is the fact that less than five percent of
all sites were found at elevations greater than ten meters in

Steponaitis’ (1978) survey of the nearby South River drainage basin.

0f equal import to prehistoric settlement are the physiographic and
ecological changes associated with the late and post-glacial rise of sea
level (Kraft 1977; Kraft et al. 1976). During the past 8,000 years sea
level has risen approximately 25 meters. Many prehistoric sites may
consequently be deeply buried or underwater. The tidal region and
drainage characteristics of the nearby Potomac River would also have been
markedly different, as would the distribution of estuarine énd riverine
food resources. The specific effects of such changes upon prehistoric
settlement patterns in the tidewater regions of the Potomac are not well
known. Even in more extensively studied regions (e.g. Custer 1984),

understanding is far from complete.

Prince George’s County has a humid, temperate, semi-continental climate.
Mild winters contrast with warm, moist summers. Spring and fall are the
most pleasant seasons. Annual precipitation averages 45 inches with
serious drought most likely a summer phenomena. The>growing season is in

excess of 160 days (Kirby et al. 1967).

The combination of lowlands and uplands along the tidal Potomac River
supported a diversity of vegetation and wildlife resources prior to

deforestation and overhunting. The forest of this region is classified




as the oak-hickory type of the Temperate Deciduous Forest Biome (Shelford
1963). The presettliement forest was probably dominated by a variety of
oak species, chestnut, hickory, sweetgum, and yellow poplar, with less
pine than today. In addition to nut bearing tree species, various fruit
bearing trees and shrubs, and seed producing weedy annuals were also
present in the forest, forest edge, and disturbed environments. Areas of
tidal marsh supported coarse grasses, rushes, and salt tolerant shrdbs or

even small trees (Braun 1950; Kirby et al. 1967).

Faunal resources were undoubtéd]y richer and more diverse in the past as
suggested by Miller’s (1984) inventory of species known to have been
present in'the Chesapeake Tidewater region of Maryland. Animals preseﬁt
in the past and extinct in the region today include such species as
passenger pigeon, heath hen, Carolina parakeet, elk, bison, and gray
wolf. Located along the Atlantic Flyway, migratory species would have
been plentiful during long periods of the year. Fish would have abounded
in the Potomac River, especially anadramous species during their
movements to spawning areas in the upper freshwater river-estuaries.
Shellfish also would have been available, although modern oyster beds are

Tocated closer to the outlet of the Potomac into Chesapeake Bay.

2.3 Prehistoric Background

A brief synthesis of the prehistoric sequence from the Potomac River
valley follows. It is based upoh research conducted in the Middle
Atlantic region. Because knowledge of the prehistory of this region is
incomplete major gaps in our understanding of this sequence have been

partially filled by extrapolating data from surrounding areas. “When
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possible, emphasis is placed upon the relevance of this data base to the
local area bordering the Potomac River, especially Prince George’s

County, Maryland and Fairfax County, Virginia.

Eastern North American prehistory is usually discussed in terms of major
temporal periods characterized by different cultural configurations and
adaptations to the natural environment. The general sequence beginning
with the Paleo-Indian Period, followed by the Archaic Period, endingkwith
the Woodland Period will be followed here. Other schemes (Chittenden et
al. 1988; Custer 1984) have been offered for this region, but are neither
widely accépted nor directly combarab]e with data elsewhere in the

Eastern United States.

Paleo-Indian groups (c.a. 10,006-8,000 BC) are characterized as highly
mobile hunters of late Pleistocene megafauna such as mastodon, mammoth,
horse, camel, and bison (e.g. Mason 1962; Gardner 1974). The environment
was in a state of change as the ice sheets retreated to the north, and
was characterized by areas of tundra, park tundra, and spruce woodland.
These environments and their complex, often mosaic, distributions
required a great deal of human adaptive flexibility. Early penetration
into the Eastern United States is represented by materials frdm Stratum
Il at Meadowcraft Rockshe]ter in western Pennsylvania, dated between
11,300 BC and 19,600 BC (Carlisie and Adovasio 1982:83). With few
exceptions, known sites are rare énd are often surfacé finds of
diagnostic fluted points, suggesting low population densities. The

Thunderbird Site (Gardner 1974) in the Shenandoah River valley is one of




the few well-documented sites along this segment of the east coast.
Paleo-Indian oécupation along the Tidewater Potomac areas of Fairfax
(Virginia) and Prince George’s (Maryland) counties are indicated by the
presence of four and six projectile points, respectively (Chittenden et

al. 1988; Humphrey and Chambers 1977).

The beginning of the Archaic Period (c.a. 8,000 BC - 1,000 BC) is roughly
coeval with the extinction of the big game of the late glacial period.
The warming trend begun during the latter period continued and coincided
with an overall decrease in moisture during the Early (8,000 BC-6,000 BC)
and Middle (6,000 BC-4,000 BC) Archaic sub-periods. An essentialIy
modern forest was achieved by about 6,000 BC (Carbone 1976). Despite the
lowered moisture regime, the tidewater region of the Potomac expanded,
and freshwater swamps may have developed in certain areas as water tables
rose in response to sea level rise (Custer 1986a; Kraft 1977; Kraft et

al. 1976).

Archaic peoples, therefore; came to increasingly expand their economic
base, depending upon white-tailed deer, elk, raccoon and many smaller
mammals as well as birds, turtles, fish, and shellfish. Evidence for
nuts, seeds, and other plant foods of the deciduous forests also is more
common; The general pattern of settlement during the Early Archaic is
one of increasing numbers of sites. Custer’s (1986a) study of the
distribution of Early Archaic sites 6n the Delmarva Peninsula may be
~informative for the Tidewater Potomac region as well. In the former area

an increasing number of environmental settings were utilized through




time. This reflects the concomitant environmental and economic changes

outlined above.

The Middle Archaic sub-period (6,000 BC - 4,000 BC) witnesses a drop in
site densities on a local scale (Chittenden et al. 1988). This may not
be true on a regional basis (see Turner 1978). A number of natural and
cultural factors may be responsible, or possibly a less than perfect
'know]edge of the diagnostic artifacts at this time. Neverthe]ess,'the
" near absence of Middle Archaic components is illustrated by Site 18 BA
71, south of Baltimore, Maryland (Vitelli 1975). Here, both Early and
Late Archaic components are well represented. The Middle Archaic, in
contrast, is indicated by two possible Kanawha stemmed points at the
beginning of this sub-period and five Otter Creek points which date to
the very ehd of this sub-peripd into the Late Archaic. Morrow Mountain

and Guilford Lanceolate points are conspicuous by their absence.

The Late Archaic sub-period (c.a. 4000 BC - 1,000 BC) sees a number of
cultural and enviroﬁmenta] changes. The most severe conditions of the
warm-dry Atlantic-xerothermic climate characterize theAbeginning of this
sub-period (Carbone 1976). Halifax (Coe 1964)_and Vernon (Stephenson and
Ferguson 1963) pointS, and sites having these point styies, are extremely
common. In Fairfax County, Virginia, they outnumber all:other phases in
the prehistoric record and occur in all types of éco]ogica] settings
(Chittenden et al. 1988), suggesting an intensification in the use of all

areas.




By about 3000 BC, the climate begins to amelidrate. Floral and faunal
communities become essentia]]y modern (Carbone 1976) and sea level rises
to within 3.4 meters of present levels (Kraft and John 1978) by about
1000 BC. Although evidence is poor in this region, the first intentional
cultivation of tropical cultigens probably occurred at this time (see
Carlisle and Adovasio 1982). By 2,500 BC, the Broadspear fradition
emerges. This tradition is associated with the use of steatite bowls and
a settlement sh%ft to a strong riverine adaptation (Turnbaugh 1975). The
first systematic exploitation of anadramous fish may occur at this time
(Cavallo 1987). Intensive exploitation of mollusks, especially oysters,
may also begin during this period in the Tidewater area, although some
evidence suggests fhis intensification was delayed until latér Woodland
times (McNett and Gardner 1971; Steponaitis 1978; Chittenden et al.
1988).

The Woodland Period (c.a. 1,000 BC - AD 1,600) arbitrarily begins with
the use of pottery across the Eastern Woodlands. Trends started in the
Late Archaic such as horticulture and moktuary ceremonialism are
elaborated (Griffin 1967). In contrast to the midwest, mortuary
influences are largely Adena-related while later Hopewell connections are
minimal (Thurman 1985). The first pottery in the region is the steatite
tempered, Marcy Creek series. A continuation of the Terminal Archaic

lifeway is assumed for this period, although settlement data are scarce.

The shift from the Early Woodland (c.a. 1,000 BC - 400 BC) to the Middle
Woodland (c.a. 400 BC-AD 800) is recognized by the predominance of net

impressed ceramic types. Projectile points include the Rossville,
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Piscataway (Stephenson and Ferguson 1963) and later Fox Creek-related
types. The exact ceramic sequence is subject to some dispute (compare
Stewart 1987 and Thﬁrman 1987) but the pervasiveness of Mockley type
ceramics on the Coastal Plain c.a. AD 200-AD 800 seems clear. A
settlement system suggesting an intensive estuarine focus is seen. A
smaller number of sites not associated with shell middens may represent
logistic bases for the exp]oftation of upland-riverine resources
(Steponaitis 1978). Direct associations with aceramic lithics-producing

sites in the interior is lacking (Chittenden et al. 1988).

During the Late Woodland Period (c;a. AD 800 - AD 1600), cultigens such
as corn, beans, and squash play an increasingly dominant role in
subsisfence. By AD 900, ]arge, semi-permanent or permanent villages with
Rappahannock and Townsend pottery begin to appear (Thurman 1985).
Although previous settlement systems showed a marked preference for
riverine/estuarine locations, the presence of soils suitable for crop
production were now given equal cpnsideration. Thus, any large, flat
plateau or terrace adjacent to a major watercourse has a high potential
for occupation (Chittenden et al. 1988) for the purpose of harvesting
estuarine resources, crops, or both. Less permanent occupations are seen
at interior locations. Other archeologically recognizab]e changes
include the appearance of the bow and arrow as manifested in the
triangular point type and a proliferation of ceramic types -corresponding
to ethnohistorically derived linguistic boundaries (Stewart 1987; Thurman

1985).
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With the intensification of sedentary village life, complex tribal and,
perhaps, ranked socio-political organizations evolve. Archeological
evidence for ranked socio-political systems, including mortuary evidence
from ossuafies and individual graves, is tenuous (Turner 1986) and may
not have been achieved until very late, if at all (Thurman 1985).

Regardless, an increase in social complexity is evident, especially

~compared to the Middle Woodland period. This trend toward increasing

social complexity is fueled by increased sedentism, population growth,
and greater agrfcu]tura] dependency (Custer 1986b). It is manifested in
the archeological record with the increased nucleation of settlements and
presence of fortifications. The latter implies inter-group conflict as

one result of these processes.

2.4 Historical Background

Addison Plantation was an important colonial plantation occupied by the
e]ife of Maryland society in the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries.
The development of the plantation can Qe divided into two major periods
of occupation: the eighteenth centdry during which time the Addisons
owned the property and the nineteenth century when the property was in
the possession of the Berrys. The approach of the two sets of owners to
the management of the property varied significant]y, with the Addisons
building their wealth and social status upon a base of toBacco and the
Berrys involved in the propagation of livestock and wheat while at the

same time leasing major portions of the property to others.

The pfoperty on which the plantation was built was acquired by John

Addison in 1687. Addison arrived in Maryland in 1674 and died in 1705,
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Jeaving the Oxon Hill property to his son, Thomas. During his lifetime,
John Addison held many political, social, and military positions,

including colonel in the colonial militia (Garrow and Wheaton 1986:67).

Thomas Addison buiit the two story, Georgian Manor house on the property
in 1710-11. Before his death in 1727, Thomas Addison, as had his father,
acquired the title of colonel in the militia. Thomas Addison left an
estate of 3,863 acres, including the Manor house, to his eldest son, John
Addison, who maintained the estate until his death in 1764 when his son,

Thomas Addison, inherited it (Hurry 1984:8-20).

Thomas Addison lived only until 1774, leaving the property to his 5-year-
old, son Walter Dulany Addison. Portions of the property were leased
from the time of the latter’s acquisition of the property in 1793 at
which time Walter Dulany Addison moved into the manor house. He soon

began selling off portions of the estate and in 1810 he sold 1,328 acres,

including the Manor house, to Zachariah Berry (Hurry 1984:8-20).

The Manor house was occupied by Berry’s son, Thomas 0. Berry from 1812
until 1854, although he did not legally own the property until 1845.
Upon Thomas O. Berry3s death the property transferred to Thomas E. Berry
who, in 1878, was Qeclared mentally incompetent. At this time the land
was placed in the hands of trustees for sale (Garrow and Wheaton

1986:143-145).
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During the Berry’s tenure at Addison Plantation a portion of the estate
was leased. The presence of tenants is documented by cash rental
payments for the 1880s as well as an 1878 notation that James Bowie was

occupying the Manor house (Garrow and Wheaton 1986:143).

The Manor house was unoccupied in 1895 when fire struck. The fire, which
could be seen from the west side of the Potomac, left only "the walls and
the four chimneys" standing. The origin of the fire could not be

determined at the time (Garrow and Wheaton 1986:150).

Sumner Welles, Assistant Secretary of State in the administration of
Franklin D. Roosevelt, bdught the property in 1927 and built a new Oxon
Hi11 Manor nearby (Garrow and Wheaton 1986:152-157). Although no
substantial occupation occurred in the area of the core of the plantation
after the Manor house was destroyed, considerable dumping took place in

some areas.

Through the years of its existence Addison Plantation and its owners have
been subject to both agricultural and economic trends. During the
Addison’s tenure at Oxon Hill the primary cash crop was tobacco. Tobacco
was a very labor intensive crop requiring a great number of hands to work
it. This labor intensity could account for the 75 slaves listed fn the
1727 inventory of the estate. The 1765 inventory lists 41 slaves while
the 1775 inventory lists 109 slaves (Garrow and Wheaton 1986:71). These
large numbers of slaves represent a considerable investment on the part

of the Addisons. In fact, slaves accounted for more than one half the
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value of the personaT property of the Addisons in these years (Garrow and

Wheaton 1986:69-71).

While tobacco remained the major cash crop during the eighteenth century,

agriculture in the Chesapeake, especially in the areas near Washington

and Baltimore, was gradually changing. In many areas the shift was
toward wheat. In the areas near expanding cities the shift was toward
truck gardening or the production of food for the inhabitants.of the

cities.

In addition to the shift in farm production there was also a shift in
farm residency patterns. It is known that during much of Walter Dulany
Addison’s ownership portions of the.property were leased. With the sale
of the property to the Berrys this pattern appears to have been not only
perpetuated but expanded. However, the integrity of the site was not
substantially altered by these activities and Addison Plantation retains
significant potential as a unique source of information on Maryland

plantation lifeways during the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries.

2.5 Previous Research

lThe Addison Plantation Site has béen the focus of numerous'archeo1ogica1
investigations since 1979. In that year preliminary reconnaissance
surveys for the Maryland Deparfment of Transportation (Curry 1979;
Epperson 1980) identified the‘site as a potentially significant
archeological resource. Intensive survey was subsequently undertaken
under the direction of Richard J. Dent (Dent et al. 1983). As a result

of this survey the site was determihed eligible for the National Register
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of Historic Places and a proposed highway interchange was realigned to
reduce construction impacts to the site. Subsequently, additional
surveys of the realigned highway right-of-way.were conducted (Hurry 1984;
Hurry and Kavanaugh 1985). |

Data recovery excavations were undertaken in the highway right-of-way by
Garrow and Associates in 1985 (Garrow and NheatonA1986). The major focus
of research during this project included the archeological investigation
of the worldview of the inhabitants, the relative social status expressed
at Addison Manor, the relative wealth of slaves on this plantation
compared with slaves of less wealthy planters, market choices of the
residents through time, and the prehistoric component at the site. The
site exhibited the type of formal, hierarchical use of space associated’
with the Géorgian mind-set but, due to the limited area of the
investigation, many of the research questions could not be completely

addressed.

Other archeological investigations have included a general survey of
archeological resources on the ridge spur (Garrow and Espenshade 1985a)1
Although this general survey defined 19 archeological loci, the property
was not systematically examined. In addition, two test excavation
projects at the Addison Family Cemetery (Garrow 1985; Garrow and
Espenshade 1985c) and a test excavation project at the mausoleum (Garrow
and EspenshadeA1985d) were conducted. Test excavations at the Addison
Family Cemetery identified a total of 15 burials, and suggested that 15

to 25 additional burials may be present. The mausoleum investigations
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revealed extensive recent disturbance and no evidence of burials.
Archaeological investigations were also conducted on selected road tracts
for the PortAmerica project (Garrow and Espenshade 1985b). The

examination of the proposed roadways yielded no significant remains.
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3.0 METHODOLOGY

Two archeological tasks were undertaken at the Addison Plantation Site
concurrently in response to two separate Scopes of Work prepared by James
T. Lewis Ehterprises, Ltd. The first task involved an intensive
archeological survey of the Addison Plantation Site, an area of
approximately 82 acres. The second task involved an intensive
archeological testing program of the Addison Manor Foundations and two

oUtbui]dings in the immediate vicinity of the Manor house.

3.1 Intensive Archeo]ogica] Sufvey of the Addison Plantation Site

Intensive archeological survey of the Addison Plantation Site combined a
number of techniques for the discovery and evalﬁation of archeological
resources. Primary among these was a systematic intensive excavation of
shovel test pits on a ten-meter grid, which was surveyed over an area
measuring approximately 550 m east to west and 150 m north to south
(Figure 3). In several areas where the right-of-way was unclear shovel
tesf pits were placed outside the project area boundaries. OQOne-meter
square excavation units were exéavated where the results of shovel test
pits indicated that additional investigation was needed. In addition,
several backhoe trenches were excavated to the west of the Manor house to

investigate the structure of the garden terrace.

During the intensive survey of the Addison Plantation Site 487 shovel
test pits were excavated to an average depth of 50 cm (Figure 3).
Initially, shovel test pits were located on the grid at ten meter

intervals. When cultural materials weré encountered, intermediate shovel
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test pits were excavated in accordance with cardinal points at five meter
intervals to more accurately delineate the extent of the resources. In
addition, 51 one-meter square test units were excavated. In a number of
instances two one-meter square test units were excavated in adjacent
positions to form a one-by-two-meter test unit. In such cases recovery

of artifacts and soil samples was maintained in one-meter square units.

In the excavation of both shové] test pits and one-meter squares, the
excavated soil was screened through one quarter-inch hardware cloth to
insure uniform fecovery of artifacts. Soil samples for chemical
analysis, and any artifacts fouhd, were retained. Shovel test pits
were excavated into the natural subsoil where possible. One-meter
excavation units were excavated to sterile subsoil or were discontinued
when features were identified, preserving features for excavation at a
later date. In addition, 77,4 sq m of trenches were excavated with a
backhoe to reveal the structure of the terrace in the formal garden area

to the west of the Manor house foundation.

The remainder of the Beltway parcel was subjected to a pedestrfan survey
on 30 meter transects to locate additional potentially significant
archeological resources. Shovel test pits were excavated in areas having
the potential to contain either historic or prehistoric archéo]ogica]
resources at 30 meter intervals and judgementally in higher artifact
concentration. Shovel test pits excavated in this fashion number 150
(Figﬁre 3). Areas of steep slope and high surface visibility,

approximately 34 acres (Figure 3), were not shovel tested, although the
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surface was carefully examined for evidence of cultural resources in the

course of pedestrian survey.

3.2 Intensive Archeological'Testing of the Addison Manor Foundations

Intensive testing of the Manor house consisted of the excavation of 21
one-meter square excavation units, including six in the interior of the
house. Rubble was removed by hand at four locations to permit the
excavation of tﬁese units. In addition, four one-meter square units were
“excavated in the area of the meathouse/icehouse (Area V). As with thé
intensive survey, all excavated soil was passed through one-quarter inch
hardware cloth to insure uniform recovery of artifacts. The location and
profile of the excavation units were recorded. Plan drawings and
photographs were made when features were encountered. Once again,
features were preserved intact for excavation at a later date. Soil

samples, and any artifacts found, were retained.
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4.0 RESULTS OF THE INVESTIGATION

The results of the investigations are presented in three sections. The
first section reviews the results of the intensive survey, including the
pedestfian survey. Each site area of concentrated archeological
resources defined in the survey is discussed. The results of the backhoe
“trench testing in the garden terrace area conclude the first seétion.
The second sectiqn reviews the results of the intensive testing of the
Manor house foundations. This section is also organized by site area.
The third section presents a brief summary interpreting the results of

the investigation.

4.1 Intensive Archeological Survey of the Addison Plantation Site

The excavation of shovel test pits during the systematic survey of the
area of intensive survey in the Beltway Parcel resulted in the
identification of 15 areas and sub-areas of concentrated archeological
-resources.‘ In éddition, the shovel test pits excavated during the
pedestrian survey resulted in the definition of one area of concentrated
arcﬁeo]ogica] resources south of the ravine near Oxon Hill Road. Three
of the areas (Areas IA, IB, and IC) were associated with the Manor house
and are discussed in the intensive testing section of the report. The

other 13 areas are discussed in this section of the report (Figure 4).'

In general, the stratigraphy of the Addison Plantation Site consisted of
a very dark brown (10 YR 2/2) humus overlying a very dark gkay (10 YR
3/1) to light brownish gray (10 YR 6/2) silt loam. Directly below this

layer, across most of the site, was a brownish yellow (10 YR 6/8) silty
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clay representing natural subsoil. Most of the historic occupation

artifact scatter was located in the second soil 1ayer,

4.1.1 Area IVA
Area IVA once contained a garden terrace to the west of the Manor house.
Its 1,250 square meters were defined by the coordinates NE 5240 E225; NW
$240 E175; SE S265 E225; and SW S265 E175. Artifacts were recovered from
19 of 41 shovel test pits (Figures 4 and 5) and included sherds of tin-

glazed earthenware, creamware, pearlware, whiteware, and porcelain, along

with kaolin pipe stem and bowl fragments, and table and bott]e g]asé.

A one-meter square test unit with coordinates S241 E221 was excavated in
Area IVA. Placement of the unit was based on the presence of artifacts
recovered in shovel test pits and the need to tesf the terrace adjacent
to the Manor house foundation. Layer A was a very dark grayish brown (10
YR 3/2) humus 15 cm in depth which contained whiteware and window glass.
Difect]y below was Layer B, a dark brown (10 YR 4/3) silt 5 cm in depth
containing creamware, pearlware, whiteware, stoneware, and porce]afn
~along with bottle glass, window glass, and nails. Layer C, a brownish
yellow si]f (10 YR 6/8), contained Feature 36, a brick box drain oriented
east-west at a depth of 20 cm (Figure 6). This feature most likely
provided runoff from the house to the edge of the terrace. Layer C
extended to a depth of 40 cm on the north side of the drain. Below
Layer C, Layer D, a light yellowish brown (10 YR 6/4) compact silty

clay, represented natural subsoil.
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4.1.2 Area VA

Area VA surrounded Area V on the west, north, and east. Its 700 square
meters excluded the 100 square meters of Area V. It was defined by the
coordinates NE S205 E290; NW S205 E255; SE $225 E290; SW S225 E255.
Artifacts were recovered from ten of 12 shovel test pits and included
sherds of creamware, pearlware, and whiteware, fragments of bottle glass,
brick, window glass, and nails (Figures 4 and 7). " Four one-meter square

test units were excavated.

Test Units S222 E283 and S222 E284 were an adjacent pair of units.
Stratigraphy for both units was similar and will be described together,
although artifacts were recovered from each one-meter square separately.
Layer A was a dark grayish brown (10 YR 4/2) sandy silty clay extending
to a depth of 20 cm below surface. Layer B, a brown (7.5 YR 4/2) gravel-
clay mix, extended to a depth of 35 cm below sufface and overlay a strong
brown (7.5 YR 4/6) clay subsqil, Layer C. In the western portion of Test
Unit S$222 E283 a narrow, linear feature, designated Feature 6, was
exposed at a depth of 20 cm below surface (Figure 8). This feature,
believed to be the eastern edge of a possible cellar ho]e, had east to
west measurements of 8 cm in the southwest corner and 55 cm in the
northwest corner. It extended 1.00 m north to south and extended into the
west, north, and south profi]es of the unit. Artifacts recovered from
the top of Feature 6 included brick, mortar, and plaster fragments.
Artifacts recovered from Layers A and B included fragments of bottle,
table, aﬁd window glass, brick, mortar, and a large quantity ofAnai1s.
In addition, a single sherd of red eérthenware was recovered from Layer

B.
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Test Units S210 E281 and S211 E281 were also adjacent units and will be
described together. Layer A was a yellowish brown (10 YR 5/4) silt loam
extending to a depth of 10 cm below surface. It contained no artifacts.
Layer B consisted of a yellowish brown (10 YR 5/6) sandy silt with
cobbles and pebbles to a depth of 25 cm below surface. Artifacts
recovered from this layer included sherds of tin-glazed earthenware,
pearlware, and whiteware along with fragments of bottle glass, window

glass, brick, and nails.

Feature 3, a ditch oriented north to south, was exposed at 25 cm below
surface at the base of Layer B (Figure 9). It contained a strong brown
(7.5 YR 5/8) sandy silt fill with few artifacts. It was 25 cm'wide ﬁt
the north wall of S210 E281 and 50 cm wide at the south wall of S211
E281. Initially identified as a natural depression, Feature 3 was
excavated to a depth of 70 cm, at which point it became obvious that it
was not a natural feature. Excavation was discontinued. Artifacts
recovered from the ditch fill included sherds of tin-glazed earthenware,

white salt-glazed stoneware, brown stoneware, and bottle glass.

4.1.3 Area VB

Area VB, Tocated to the east of Area VA, included a 600 square meter area
defined by the coordinates NE S205 E320; NW S205 E290; SE S225 E320; and
SW S225 E290. Artifacts were found in 12 of 13 shovel test pits
excavated in this area, and included sherds of tin-glazed earthenware and
fragments of table, bottie, and window glass, and nails. In addition,

eight one-meter square test units were excavated (Figures 4 and 7).
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Test Units S213 E310, S212 E307, S212 E309, 5214 E306, S214 F308, S214
E311, S215 E310, and S218 E313 were concentrated in an area associated
with similar soil features. The stratigraphy for six of the units
listed above consisted of four layers. Exceptions were Test Unit $S214
E311, which was excavated over a previously excavated test unit, and S218
E313, which contained only two layers. The six similar test units
contained a brown (10 YR 5/3) silt loam extending to 10 cm in depth,
designated Layef A. Layer B was a yellowish brown (10 YR 5/4) silt loam
extending to a depth of 15 cm below surface. Layer C, a yellowish brown
(10 YR 5/6) silt was then exposed to a depth of 18 cm. It overlay Layer
D, a yellowish brown (10 YR 5/4) silty clay with charcoal and brick
fragments which extended to a depth ot 25 cm. Artifacts recovered from
the above layers consisted of sherds of tin-glazed earthenware,
creamware, Jackfield ware,'pear]ware, gray salt-glazed stoneware, white
salt-glazed stoneware, kaolin pipe fragments, olive bottle glass and
window glass fragments, nails and other architectural debris, brass

buttons, and animal bone.

Nine features, designated numbers 1, 2, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, and 38,
were exposed at approximately the same depth after the removal of Layer D
in units S214 E308, S214 E306, 5212 E309, S214 E311, S213 E310, and
Layer B in S218 E313 (Figure 10). Excavation of Test Unit S214 E311
exposed a portion of an earlier one-meter square test pit from a previous
investigation (Dent et al. 1983). It was designated Feature 1. A
previously excavated portion of a feature was exposed within the earlier
test unit. This feature was desighated Feature 2, and extended into the

northwest corner of Test Unit $214 E311. The excavation of Test Unit
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S213 E310 exposed more of what appeared to be the same feature. The
feature consisted of a roughly square-shaped dark yellowish brown (10 YR
3/4) silt loam stain extending from the northwest corner of Test Unit
S214 E311 to the northwest corner of Test Unit S213 E310. This feature,
in combination with Features 30, 31, and 35, may be a very large trash
pit. Feature 30 was located in Test Unit S212 E307 and was a brown (10
YR 5/3) silty clay stain which occupied approximately 80 percent of the
unit. Feature 31 was a dark brown (10 YR 4/3) soil feature witﬁ an
irregular shape exposed in Test Unit S214 E308 at a depth of 26 cm below
surface. Feature 31 cpvered nearly 75 percent of the test unit at this
depth. Features 32 and 33 were located within Test Unit S214 E306 at a
depth of 25 cm below surface. These were identified as two possible post
holes, both with diameters of 25 cm, composed of a dark brown (10 YR 3/3)
silt. In addition, Feature 34, located in Test Unit S218 E313 at a depth
of 20 cm, was a possible post hole, approximately 20 c¢m in diameter,
consisting of a very dark grayish brown (10 YR 3/2) silt. Feature 35,
located in Test Unit S212 E309 at a debth of 25 cm, consisted of a
yellowish brown (10 YR 5/4) silt with charcoal flecks. It was irregular
in shape and occupied nearly 60 percent of the unit. Feature 38 was
located in Test Unit S215 E310 at a depth of 36 cm below surface. It
consisted of yellowish brown.(lo YR 5/4) silty clay and was identified as

a possible post hole, 40 cm in diameter.

4.1.4 Area VII
Area VIi was located south of Area IVA and west of Area IC. It included
750 square meters defined by the coordinates NE S265 E225; NW S265 E185;
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SE $S280 E225; and SW S280 E185. Artifacts were recovered from 13 of 16
shovel test pits. Artifacts recovered from the shovel test pits included
sherds of whiteware and gray-bodied stoneware, windpw glass, and nails.
In addition, a single one-meter square test unit was also excavated in

Are VII (Figures 4 and 5).

Test Unit S274 E205 was excavated in Area VII. Layef A was a dark brown
(10 YR 3/3) silt loam extending to a depth of 7 cm below surface.
Artifacts recovered from this layer included sherds of red earthenware,
whiteware, white salt-glazed stoneware, gray salt-g1azed stoneware, and
porcelain. Also recovered were fragments of olive bottle glass, window
glass, and brick. Layer B consisted of é ye]1owish red (5 YR 5/8) éilty
clay and extended to a depth of 31 cm below surface. A large quantity of
artifacts was recovered from thisilayer, including sherds of tin- glazed
earthenware, Jackfield ware, pearlware, whiteware, and gray salt- glazed
stoneware, kaolin pipe stem fragments, fragments of bottle and window
glass, and animal bone. Natural subsof], a dark yellowish brown (10 YR
4/6) compact silt, was encountered directly below Layer B and excavation

was discontinued.

4.1.5 Area VIII

Area VIII was located in a depression to the south of the Manor house. A
light scatter of cultural material was found in this 500 square meter
area defined by coordinates NE S290 E235; NW S290 E210; SE S310 E235; and
SW $310 E210 (Figures 4 and 5). |
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A small quantity of artifacts was found in four of six shovel test pits,
including one sherd of pearlware and glass as well as brick fragments.
In addition, a single one-meter square test unit was excavated in this
area. Test Unit S300 E224 was excavated in the center of Area VIII.
Layer A consisted of a very dark gray (10 YR 3/1) humus which was 11 cm
deep. This layer overlay a yellowish brown (10 YR 5/6) silty clay with
gravel, Layer B, containing a few small fragments of brick, coal, and
shell to é depth of 35 cm. Layer C, a strong brown (7.5 YR 5/8) clay,

was identified as sterile subsoil.

4.1.6 Area IX
Area IX was 1ocated_on a ridge spur to the southwest of the-garden
terrace. Its 1,050 square meters were defined by the coordinates NE S300
E190; NW S300 E155; SE $330 E190; SW S330 E155.. Artifacts were found in
nine of 17 shovel test pits and included sherds of pearlware and

whiteware, bottle glass fragments, and nails. A single one-meter square

test unit was also excavated in the area (Figures 4 and 5).

In Test Unit S319 E175 Layer A consisted of a dark brown (10 YR 3/3)
silty humus to a depth of 12 cm, and contained sherds of pearlware and
whiteware, aAkaolin pipe bowl fragment,‘and window glass. Layer B
consisted of a dark yellowish brown (10 YR 4/6) sandy silt extending to a
depth of 28 cm. Artifacts recovered from this layer included sherds of
pearlware, whiteware, and gray salt-glazed stoneware and fragments of
dark green bottle glass, table glass, window glass, and nails. Layer C

consisted of strong brown (7.5.YR 4/6)_sandy silt to a depth 35 cm below
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surface. One kaolin pipe stem fragment was recovered at the interface

between Layers B and C.

4.1.7 Area X
Area X was located 40 meters east of the Manor house and north of the

Addison Cemetery (18 PR 176). It included 625 squareAmeters defined by
the coordinates NE S235 E320; NW S235 E295; SE S225 E320; and SW S225
E295. Artifacts were found in 13 of 18 shovel test pits and included a
sherd of pearlware, nai}s, and brick fragments. Three one-meter square

test units were also excavated in Area X (Figures 4 and 7)}

Excavation of Test Unit S240 E310 revealed a dark brown (7.5 YR 4/4)
humus to a depth of 9 cm. Layer B contained a compact yellowish brown
(10 YR 5/6) silty clay with a large amount of pébb]es and brick fragments
to a depth of 15 ém. Layer C was natural subsoil, a mottled yellow (10
YR 7/8) compact c]éyey silt. The only cultural materials encountered in

this unit were brick fragmehts found in Layers A and B.

Test Unit S251 E316 contained a dark brown (10 YR 3/3) silt loam to a
depth of 6 cm, designated Layer A. Directly below was Layer B, a
yellowish brown (10 YR 5/8) silty clay extending to a depth of 27-cm
containing fragments of bottle glass, window glass, and brick.

Excavation was discontinued at this level.

Test Unit S251 E304 contained a dark grayish brown (10 YR 4/2) silt loam
to a depth'of 15 cm, designated Layer B. Below this, Layer B, a strong

brown (7.5 YR 5/6) silty clay with gravel, was exposed, which contained
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fragments of brick, window glass, and nails to a depth of 18 cm. Layer C
contained a heavy concentration of brick rubble in a yellowish brown (10
YR 5/8) silty clay extending to a depth of 28 cm, where excavation was

discontinued.

4.1.8 Area XI

Area XI was located to the southeast of Area X. It included 300 square
meters defined by the coordinates NE S250 E345; NW S250 E330; SE S270
E345; and SW S270 E330. Artifacts were recovered from eight of 12 shovel
test pits and inc]uded.fragments of bottle glass, window glass, brick,

and nails. In addition, a single one-meter square test unit was

excavated (Figures 4 and 7).

Test Unit S263 E340 contained three layers. Layer A was composed of a
very dark grayish brown (10 YR 3/2) silty clay loam extending to 20 cm in
depth. Artifacts recovered from this layer included a brick and a bottle
glass fragment. Layer B was a strong brown (7.5 YR 5/8) clay extending
to 25 cm below surface containing architectural debris including brick,
nail, and window glass fragments. Layer C consisted of a reddish yellow
(7.5 YR 6/8) clay that extehded to a depth of 37 cm. Artifacts recovered
from the interface of Layer B and Layer C consisted of fragments of

window glass, brick, and nai]s.

4.1.9 Area XII

Area XII was located to the southeast of Area XI, along the edge of the
ridge. It included 600 square meters defined by the coordinates NE $280
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E365; NW S280 E335; SE S300 E365; and SW S300 E335. Artifaé;s were found
in eight of 12 shovel test pits, and included sherds of pearlware,
whiteware, and porcelain, along with fragments of table glass, bottle
glass, window glass, and nails. Three one-meter square test units were

also excavated in Area XIi (Figures 4 and 7).

Test Unit $291 E355 was .located near an area of brick concentration along
the edge of the ridge. Layer A consisted of a very dark grayish brown
(10 YR 3/2) silt loam with bricks to a depth of 19 cm. Artifacts
included fragments of table glass, window élass, nails, and a glass
button. Layer B was a very dark grayish brown (10 YR 3/2) silt loam
with a large concentration of brick and moftar extending to a depth of 21
ch. Artifacts recovered from this layer included whiteware sherds,
fragments of bottle glass, table glass, window glass, and nails. Layers
A and B were distinguished primarily by artifact content. Layer C
consisted of a yellowish brown (10 YR 5/4) si]fy loam with mortar to a
depth of 28 cm containing sherds of pearlware, whiteware, and gray salt-
glazed stoneware and fragments of kaolin pipe bowls. Also recovered
were fragments of bottle glass and table glass, along with architectural
debris ihc]uding a large quantity of nails and window glass fragments.
Layer D was a compact yellowish brown (10 YR 5/6) silty clay which
extended to a depth of 35 cm. Artifacts recovered from this layer
| included Jackfield ware and pearlware sherds, fragmenté of table g]ass
ahd bottle glass, buttons, and a large quantity of nai]s; Below this
layer a yellowish brown (10 YR 5/8) éi]ty ‘clay, Layer E, was exposed and

excavated to a depth of 38 cm below surface. A few fragments of brick,
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table glass, and nails were recovered. Below Layer E was the brownish

yellow (10 YR 6/8) silty clay subsoil.

Test Units S293 E349 and S294 E347 were located near the edge of fhe
ridge and revealed the following soils. Layer A, a dark brown (10 YR
3/3) silt loam humus, extended to a depth of 5 cm below surface. Both
units contained a yellowish brown (10 YR 5/6) to reddish brown (2.5 YR
5/4) silty clay, Layer B, with pebbles and cobbles to a depth of 20 cm
below surface, where excavation was discontinued. Artifacts recovered in

each unit included whiteware and nails.

4.1.10 Area XIII '

Area XIII was located along the edge of the ridge east of Area XII. The
area included 700 square meters defined by the coordinates NE S215 E435;
NW S215 E415; SE S250 E435; SW S250 E415. Artifacts were found in eight
of 14 shovel test pits, and included sherds of creamware, pearlware,
whiteware, Jackfield ware, and yé]]ow'ware, fragments of olive bottle
glass and window glass, and nails. Three one- meter squares were also

excavated hefe (Figures 4 and 11).

Test Unit S240 E429 contained two layers. Layer A consisted of a very
dark grayish brown (10 YR 3/2) silt loam that extended to a depth of 8 cm
below surface. Artifacts recovered from this 1ayer‘inc1uded a sherd of
whiteware, a kaolin pipe bowl fragment, and bottle glass fragments.
Layer B consisted of a light yellowish brown (10 YR 6/4) silty clay loam

extending to 16 cm below surface. Artifacts associated with this layer
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included sherds of pearlware and whiteware, fragments 6f kaolin pipe

bowls, bottle glass, brick, and nails.

Two features were exposed in Test Unit S240 E429, Features 27 and 28
(Figure 12). Feature 27 was a 15 cm square post hole, exposed at a depth
of 16 cm below surface. It contained a grayish brown (10 YR 5/2) silt
loam. Feature 28 was a dark yellowish brown (10 YR 3/4) silt loam soil
stain that extended into the east and north wall of the unit. This

feature of unknown origin was also exposed at 16 cm below surface.

Test Units S230 E435 and S240 E435 contained similar stratigraphy. In
both, Layer A consisted of a very dark brown (10 YR 2/2) humus which
extended to a depth of 15 cm below surface. Layer B consisted of a dark
yellowish brown (10 YR 4/6) compact clay to a depth of 35 cm, where
excavation was discontinued due to lack of cultural material in the

matrix.

4.1.11 Area XIV
Area XIV was a 600 square meter area located on the edge of the ridge
east of Area XIII, across a small gu]]y..'The area was defined by the
coordinates NE S215 E460; NW S215 E440; SE S245 E460; and SW S245 E440.
Artifacts were found in five of eight shovel test pits and included
kaolin pipe stem fragments, sherds of red earthenware and pearlware, and

brick fragments. In addition, two one-meter square test units were

excavated (Figures 4 and 11).
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Layer A of Test Unit S230 E455 consisted of a dark grayish brown (10 YR
4/2) silt loam and humus 4 cm deep. Artifacts included sherds of
whiteware and bottle glass fragments. At 4 cm below surface a yellowish
brown (10 YR 5/4) granular silt was exposed. This layer contafned a
relatively large concentration of domestic artifacts, including sherds of
pearlware and whiteware, bottle glass fragments, and a brass button. The
soil layer extended to a depth of 34 cm below surface. At this depth a

brownish yellow (10 YR 6/6) compact silt subsoil was exposed.

Test Unit S240 E455 was excavated 10 meters south of Test Unit S230 E455.
The first layer encountered, Layer A, was a dark brown humus (10 YR 3/3)
which contained very little cultural material. At a depth of 8 cm be1ohl
surface, Layer B, a brown (10 YR 5/3) clayey silt, was revealed. Again,
little cultural material was recovered from this layer. The few
artifacts recovered from this unit were mostly architectural debris, and

included fragments of roof slate, window glass, and nails.

4.1.12 Area XV

Area XV was a 150 square meter area defined by the coordinates NE S165
E525; NW S165 ES510; SE S175 E525; SW S175 E510. Artifacts were found in
two of five shovel test pits and a layer of cobbles was found in three of
the shovel tests, including the two containing artifacts. Three one-

meter square excavation units were also excavated. These included Test

Units S170 E515, S170 E520, and S170 E521 (Figures 4 and 11).

Test Unit S170 E515 contained a mottled dark yellowish brown (10 YR 4/4)

loam, Layer A, extending to a depth of 4 cm below surface. Artifacts

34




recovered from this layer included fragments of window glass and brick.
Layer B was a dark brown (7.5 YR 4/2) sandy loam extending to a depth of
15 cm below surface. No artifacts were recovered although large cobbles
were scattered through the layer. Layer C consisted of a hard-packed
gray (10 YR 6/1) clay with gravel inclusions containing no artifacts. It

was excavated to a depth of 42 cm below surface.

Test Units 5170 E520 and S170 E521 were adjacent units. Layer A was a
very dark grayish brown (10 YR 3/2) humds extending to a depth of 6 cm
below surface. No artifacts associated with this layer were recovered.
Layer B was a brownish yellow (10 YR 6/6) silty sand extending to a depth
of 36 cm below surface. Artifacts associated with this Tayer consisted
of sherds of red earthenware, pearlware , whiteware, and gray stoneware.
Also recovered were fragments of kaolin pipe bowls, dark green bottle
glass, window glass, and nails. Directly below, at a depth of 36 cm
below surface in the eastern half of S170 E520 and extending into S170
E521, a tightly packed concentration of cobbles was exposed. In the
western half of the unit a hard compact silt was exposed at the same
depth as the cobbles. The cobbles may be associated with a possible

structure,

4.1.13 Additional Test Units

Several other one-meter square test units were placed where shovel test
pits had suggested the potential for concentrated cultural resources.
The first of these, Test Unit S213 E340, located 20 meters east of Area

VB (Figure 7), consisted of three layers. Layer A was a very dark gray
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(10 YR 3/1) silty clay loam 4 to 10 cm in depth. No artifacts were
recovered from this layer. Layer B was a yellowish brown (10 YR 5/6)
silty clay which was 8 to 12 cm in depth. An unidentifiable metal
fragment and several brick fragments were recovered from this layer.
Layer C was a yellowish brown (10 YR 5/6) compact clay 12 to 16 cm in
depth. One nail and several very small brick fragments were recovered
from this Tayer. Excavation was discontinued at this level. The
combined shovel test pit and test unit data did not justify the

identification of an additional site area in the vicinity of S213 E340.

Test Unit S164 E48]1 was placed approximately 30 meters west of Area XV
(Figure 11) to investigate a large circular depression approximately 3.00
m in diameter (Figure 13). Layer A was a very dark grayish brown (10 YR
3/2) humus 2 to 8 cm in depth. Two kaolin pipe stem fragments were
recovered from this layer. Layer B was a yellowish brown (10 YR 5/4)
silt mottled with yellowish brown (10 YR 5/8) clayey silt 10 to 15 «cm in
depth. One sherd of whiteware was recovered from Layer B. Layer C was a
yellowish brown (10 YR 5/4) silt mottled with yellowish brown (10 YR 5/8)
silty clay and water-deposited dark brown (10 YR 3/2) silt 11 to 15 cm in
depth. This Tayer contained brick and nail fragments and a quartzite
waste flake of aboriginal origin. Layer D was a hard-packed yellowish
brown (10 YR 5/4) clay 3 to 10 cm in depth. Artifacts from this layer
consisted of two brick fragments. Layer E was a mottled very pale brown
(10 YR 7/3), yellowish brown (10 YR 5/8), and white (10 YR 8/2) fine-
.grained silt which appeared to be water-deposited. This layer was
excavated to a depth of 85 cm without reaching subsoil. The general

configuration of the depression and the fill containing small quantities

36




of artifacts suggests that the depression was a tree fall. Due to the
low concentration of cultural material found in Test Unit S164 E481 and

the immediate vicinity a site area was not defined at this location.

Test Unit S160 5650; located five meters north and 125 meters east of
Area XV, was placed in an area thought to be a late nineteenth or early
twentieth century trash dump based on surface debris and the results of
nearby shovel test pits. Layer A was a brown (10 YR 5/3) silty humus.
This layer ranged from 5 to 13 cm in depth and artifacts recovered
included fragments of modern beer bottle glass, plastic, brick, mortar,
slag, and nails. A fragment of a concrete pad was identified in the
southwest corner of the unit. Layer B was a pale brown (10 YR 6/3)
compact silt loam 2 to 6 cm in depth. Artifacts from this 1ayer included
fragments of bottle glass, brick, slag, and quartzite waste flakes of
aboriginal origin. Layer C was a very pale brown (10 YR 7/4) clay silt
approximately 10 cm in depth. Several sherds of creamware and pearlware
were fecovered from this Tayer. Excavation was discontinued at the
interface between Layer C and the pale brown (10 YR 6/3) clay subsoil. A
site area was not defined at this location since the bulk of the deposit

seemed to consist of recently discarded debris.

4.1.14 Pedestrian Survey

Areas of the Beltway Parcel outside the area of intensive archeological
survey were subjected to pedestrian survey at 30 meter transects (Figure
2). A total of 150 shovel test pits was excavated'at 30 meter intervals

along the transects in areas having potential to contain either historic
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or prehistoric ércheo]ogica] resources (Figure 3). In addition, slope
and ravine areas were carefully examined. With the exception of Area

XVI, no significant resources were located.

4.1.14.1 Area XVI

Area XVI was located near Oxon Hill Road on the south side of a ravine
separating this portion of the property from the area of intensive
survey. It was defined by the coordinates NE S310 E510; NW S310 E460;
SE S340 E510; and SW S340 E460, an area 1,500 square meters in size
(Figure 4). Topographic surveys in 1863 and 1903 (United States Coastal
and Geodetic Survey) indicated the presence of structures in this area
(Figures 14 and 15). Cultural material was recovered from ten of 16
shovel test pits excavated in this area (Figure 11). Artifacts recovered
from the shovel test pits included fragments of window glass, table

glass, brick, and nail, in addition to whiteware and pearlware sherds.

The general stratigraphy of Area XVI as revealed by the shovel test pits
consisted of Layer A, a very dark grayish brown (10 YR 3/2) humus
extending to a depth‘of approximately 4 cm below surface. Layer B was a
grayish brown (10 YR 5/2) silty clay which extended to a depth of 16 to
26 cm below surface. Layer C wasf a yellowish brown (10 YR 5/6) silty

clay subsoil.

4.1.15 Trenches
In the formal garden area to the west of the Manor house foundation, 77.4
square meters of trenches were excavated with a backhoe to reveal the

structure of the terraced area. Three separate trenches were excavated
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(Figure 5). Trench A was oriented east to west, beginning approximately
5 m west of the west wall of the Manor house foundation at S245 £230, and
extending 56 m west to the edge of the terrace at S253 E174. This trench

was excavated in two sections due to the immediate and continued need for

| access to a dirt road which ran through the area. Trench B was oriented

north to south, beginning 45.5 m west of the west wall of the Manor
house, at $238 185 and extending 40 m south to the edge of the terrace at
$283.5 E187. This trench cut through Trench A. Trench C was oriented
north fo south, beginning 5 m west of the southwest corner of the Manor
house foundation at S250 E225 and extending 24 m south to the edge of the
terrace at S274 E225 (Figure 5).

4.1.15.1 Trench A

The north profile of Trench A consisted of three major layers (Figure
16). Layer A consisted of a dark grayish brown (10 YR 4/2) silt loam
éxtending to 40 cm below surface. The thickness of Layer A remained
constant for the entire length of the trench. Layer B consisted of a
yellowish brown (10 YR 5/6) clayey silt fill which, in the western
portion of the trench, west of the dirt road, éxtended to a depth of 60
cm below surface. In the east end of the trench Layer B was déeper,
extending to a depth of 1.00 m below surface. In this area a lens of
very pale brown (10 YR 7/4) silt fill with a large concentration of
bricks was'exposed within Layer B, extending from the east end of the
trench 6 m to the west. This lens, designated Layer C, may be associated

with the dumping of refuse from the construction of the Manor house.
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Layer B was most likely fill associated with the construction of the

terrace.

In the western portion of the trench Layer C became an even layer of very
pale brown (10 YR 7/4) silt which overlay the natural subsoii. In this
area Layer C appeared to be a natural soil rather than a fill layer.
Indications of a buried A horizon had been expected although this layer
was not readily apparent. It is thought that fhis hofiion may have been
too thin to be evident in profile or, more likely, may have been removed

during the construction of the terrace.

Layer D consisted of a strong brown (7.5 YR 5/6) clay with pebbles
beginning at a depth of 1.1 m below surface and extending the entire

Tength of the trench. Layer D was identified as the natural subsoil.

4.1.15.2 Trench B

The east profile of Trench B consisted of four major layers, similar to
those found in Trench A (Figure 17). The northern portion of the trench
revealed Layer A, the dark grayish brown (10 YR 4/2) silt loam, extending
to a depth of 10 cm, and Layef B, the yellowish brown (10 YR 5/6) clayey
silt fill extending to a depth of 40 cm. Beginning at 40 cm below
surface, Layer C, a very pale brown (10 YR 7/2) silt was eqused. This
appeared to be a natural soil rather than a fill. A strong brown (7.5 YR
5/6) clay subsoil was exposed beneath Layerlc. In the southern portion
of the trench, Layérs A and B were somewhat thinner than in the northern

portion of.the trench.
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4.1.15.3 Trench €

The east profile of Trench C also consisted of four major layers (Figure
17). Layer A extended to a depth of 20 cm below surface, while Layer B
extended to a depth of 60 cm bejow surface. At a depth of 60 cm, Layer
C, the very'pa1e brown (10 YR 7/2) silt, was exposed. Layer B gradually
thinned and disappeared toward the south, indicating the edge of the
artificial terrace. Layer D, the strong brown (7.5 YR 5/6) subsoil, was

exposed beneath Layer C.

4.2 Intensive Archeological Testing of the Addison Plantation Manor
Foundations

Three areas of concentrated cultural resources associated with the Manor
house were defined by combining the results of both the intensive survey
and testing efforts. These include Areas IA, IB, and IC (Figure 5). In
addition, a cobble drive associated with the Manor house was examined,
and test units were excavated in Area V (Figure 7), previously defined by

Hurry (1984).

4.2.1 Area IA
Area IA was located north of the Manor house and was defined by the

coordinates NE S220 E245; NW S220 E225; SE S230 E245; and SW S230 E225.
| It included 200 square meters between the previously defined Area I
(Hurry 1984) and the Manor house foundation; On the north side of the
Manor house, four test units were excavated, including S227 E227, S229
E245, and adjacent Test Units S229 E236 and S230 E236 (Figures 4 and 5).

The adjacent pair of test units fell on the interior of an entryway into

the Manor house cellar.
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Test Unit S227 E227 was located five meters northwest of the Manor house
foundation. Layer A consisted of a very dark gray (10 YR 3/1) humus/loam
containing brick rubble and pebbles and extended to a depth of 16 cm.
Artifacts included mostly architeétura] debris such as brick, mortar,
window glass, and nails. Layer B was a strong brown (7.5 YR 5/6) clay
mixed with silt. In the south half of the unit, a poséible brick drain
was exposed in ‘Layer B. It consisted of three courses of brick with the
feature oriented east to west (Plate 1). Layer B.exteﬁded to a depth of
56 cm below surface on the north side of the feature. Artifacts
recovered from this layer included fragments of window glass, bottle
glass, and nails, along with animal bone and shell. At a depth of 50 cm
a layer of brick rubble, Layer C, was exposed which extended to a depth
of 65 cm below surface. Layer D was the yellowish brown (10 YR 6/8)
silty clay subsoil.

Test Unit S229 E245 was located one meter east of the northeast corner of
the Manor house cellar. Layer A was a dark brown (10 YR 3/3) humus with
brick, slate, and mortar rubble extending to a depth of 39 cm below
surface. Artifacts were primarily architectural in nature and included
nails, slate, brick, mortar, and shell. Layer B was a dark yellowish
brown (10 YR 4/4) silty clay extending to 46 cm below surface. Artifacts
in Layer B included bottle glass, a brass button, nails, and a cast iron
pot fragment. Layer C was a yellowish brown (10 YR 5/6) compact silt
extending to 66 cm below surface. Artifacts included slate, shell,
window glass, and nails. Layer D was a very compact yellowish brown (10

YR 5/8) silt extending to 82 cm below surface. Artifacts included glass,
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brick, shell, and nails. Feature 10, a rectangular dark brown (10 YR
3/2) silty clay stain approximately 80 cm long (north to south) and 75 cm
wide (east to west) was identified in Layer D, extending into both the
south and west walls of the test unit (Figure 18). Excavation was
discontinued at this point._ Feature 10 is possibly the exterior corner

of a builder’s trench associated with the Manor house foundation.

Adjacent Test Units $229 E236 and S230 E236 were placed along the north
wall of the Manor house at a depression in the brick rubble which covered
most of Area IA. They will be described as a single unit. A brick wall
oriented north to south was exposed in the east profile of these units
near the surface. This wall defined the edge of an entranceway attached
to the north wall of the Manor house foundation. The entranceway was
designated Feature 79. After the removal of two layers of brick and
mortar rubble fill, a brick crosswall was exposed in Test Unit S229
- _E236. The first of these layers was a very dark grayjsh brown (10 YR
3/2) silty, ashy fill with mortar and brick approximately 50 cm in depth.
The second.1ayer was approximately 25 cm of loose brick and decayed
mortar with ash in a 1ight yellowish brown (10 YR 6/4) sandy silty
matrix. The crosswall consisted of two courses of brick oriented east to
west. Further excavation of rubble south of the crosswall revealed a
dry-laid brick floor extending 50 cm south from the base of the crosswall
to a connecting brick floor laid in a herringbone pattern at the same
grade. The herringbone patterned floor was located on the interior of
the foundation, while the dryfiaid brick floor was located north of the
crosswall (Plate 2). The combined architectural elements of Feature 79

most 1ikely formed an entryway to the Manor house cellar. Slots built in
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the brick wall of the feature, perpendicular to the north wall of the

house, presumably held wood plank treads forming a stair.

4.2.2 Area 1B
Area IB was defined by the coordinates NE S230 E245; NW S230 E225; SE
5250 E245; and SW S250 E225. It contained 400 square meters, including
the Manor house foundation and adjacent yard areas to both the east and
west. Shovel test pits were not excavated inside the foundation due to
the extensive rubble fill. Howéver, nine one-meter square test units

were excavated in this area, five in the interior of the house and four

on the exterior (Figures 4 and 5).

Test Units S233 E240 énd S232 E240 were placed to investigate a brick
fireplace located on the north interior wall of the foundation. A dense
layér of brick and mortar rubble, designated Layer A, overlay the area.
This rubble overburden, which was approximately 75 ém in depth, was
- removed and the back wall and firebox of the fireplace was exposed (Plate
3). The fireplace measured 1.6 m east to west and 1.1 m north to south.
The firebox was 60 cm deep. The back of the fireplace, which was three
courses wide, was slightly bowed due to extensive root disturbance. The
side walls were also three courses wide and extended out at approximately
20 degree angles from the back wall. Layer B was the designation given
to the rubble wifhin the firebox. This layer was not excavated during

the present investigation.
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After removal of the rubble overburden, excavation was continued only in
Test Unit S233 E240, effectively bisecting the fireplace north to south.
To the south of the firebox a brick floor laid in a herringbone pattern
was revealed. Eight bricks were removed from the floor. Beneath them,
Layer C, a brownish yellow (10 YR 6/8) sand mixed with pebbles, brick
fragments, and charcoal flecks, was encountered. This layer was
approximately 9 cm in depth.. Below Layer C, a second layer of sand,
Layer D, was found. Layer D was a coarse yellowish brown (10 YR 5/6)
sand, 3 to 7 cm in depth. Within this layer several nails and fragments

of charcoal, brick, mortar, and shell were recovered.

Below Layer D a second brick floor was revealed. Due to the limited area
exposed, it was not possible to define a pattern for this brick floor,
but it appeared to be cracked and worn. A ferrous metal bar fragment lay
on top of this floor. A portion of the floor was removed and a dark
brown (10 YR 3/3) sand with charcoal was found between the bricks and
designated Layer E. Charcoal flecks, bone, and glass fragments were
recovered from directly underneath the bricks. At that level the

subsoil, a yellowish red (5 YR 5/6) clay with pebbles, was encountered.

‘Test Units $240 E241 and S240 E242 were placed in adjacent positions
along the interior east wall of the foundation at a depression in the
rubble. After the removal of Layer A, an extensive brick rubble and
humus layer 15 to 25 cm deep, a yellowish red (5 YR 5/8) silty clay 30 cm
in depth was exposed and designated Layer B. This layer contained a
large concentration of gravel, and artifacts recovered from the 1ayef

consisted of a brass tack and fragments of window glass. Layer C was a

45




yellowish brown (10 YR 5/8) compact silty clay 4 cm deep. Layer D was a
compact yellowish red (5 YR 5/8) silty clay 4 cm deep. Layer E was again
the yellowish brown (10 YR 5/8) compact silty clay 4 cm deep, and Layer F
was the compact yellowish red (5 YR 5/8) silty clay, also 4 cm deep.
None of these Tayers contained artifacts. They may represent a series of
compacted cellar floors. The top of Layer C was 55 cm deeper in the
cellar than the -top of the first brick floor uncovered in Test Unit $233

E 240, indicating that the cellar included chambers of various depths.

Test Unit S248 E238 was located on the inferior south wall of the
foﬁndation between two brick supports for a chimney stack. Little brick
rubble was present at this location. Layer A consisted of a very dark
gray (10 YR 3/1) loam containing brick and mortar fragments extending to
a depth of 7 cm below surface. Directly below, Layer B was a yellowish
red (5 YR 5/8) silty clay containing pebbles and brick ffagments
extending to a depth of 22 cm. Few artifacts were recovered in this
layer, but some fragments of bottle glass and window glass were present.
The adjacent chimney support also extended to this depth. Beginning at
22 cm below surface, a yellowish red (5 YR 5/8) silty clay subsoil with a
large quantity of pebbles was exposed. This soil, containing no
artifacts, was excavated to a depth of 62 cm below surface to confirm its
identiffcation as subsoil. No clearly identifiable cellar floor level

was apparent.

Test Unit S240 E244 was located near the center of the eastern exterior

wall of the foundation. Layer A consisted of a dark yellowish brown (10
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YR 3/4) silty clay 8 cm in depth. Artifacts associated with- this layer
included sherds of creamware, pearlware, stoneware, and porcelain along
with fragments of table glass, window glass, and nails. Directly below
was a dark yellowish brown (10 YR 3/4) sandy silt, designated Layer B,
which extended to a depth of 14 cm below surface. Artifacts included
sherds of creamware, ironstone, and porcelain along with fragments of
bottle and window glass, bricks, and nails. At 14 cmAtwo layers were
exposed adjacent to each other and oriented north to south. Layer C,
located in the eastern half of the unit, consisted of a dark yellowish
_brown (10 YR 4/4) sandy silt with pebbles which contained a relatively
large concentration of artifacts,including sherds of creamware,
pearlware, and porcelain. Also recovered from this layer were ffagments
of glazed brick, mortar, and bottle and table glass. This layer extended
to a depth of 37 cm below surface. Layer D, which also was exposed at 14
cm below surface, consisted of a yellowish brown (10 YR 5/4) silt that
sloped to the east. Layer D contained fragments of brick, mortar, vessel
glass, and nails along with shell and bone fragments. This layer seemed
to be a fill layer overlying the natural subsoil. At 67 cm below surface
a circular féature, designated Feature 5, was exposed. This feature
consisted of a yellowish brown (10 YR 5/8) silty clay with burned shell
(Figure 19). Feature 5, a possible posthole, was located in the

southeast corner of the unit and cut into subsoil.

Test Units S247 E244 and S247 E245 were adjacent units located on the
exterior east wall of the foundation. Layer A consisted of a dark
yellowish brown (10 YR 3/4) silt Toam to a depth of 8 cm below surface.

Artifacts included sherds of whiteware and porcelain, along with glass
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and nail fragments. A dark yellowish brown (10 YR 3/4) silty clay, Layer
B, was then exposed. Artifacts recovéred were Similar to those recovered
from the layer above. At 16 cm below surface, Layer C, a dark yellowish
brown (10 YR 4/4) sandy silt was exposed. Artifacts associated with this
layer included sherds of creamware, pearlware, and porcelain. Creamware
and pearlware were not found in the previous layers. Layer D was a
ye]]owish‘brown (10 YR 5/4) sandy silt with brick fragments, and occurred
between 18 and 22 cm below surface. Feature 9, a possible posthole, was
exposed at this depth and consisted of a roughly rectangular disturbance,
70 cm north to south and 45 cm east to west, filled with a yellowish
brown‘(lo YR 5/6) silt Toam with burned shell (Figure 20). Excavation

was discontinued at this level.

Test Unit S243 E23i was located adjacent to the exterior west wall of the
foundation. Layer A consisted of a dark brown (10 YR 3/3) humus/Toam
with slate and brick rubble which extended to a depth of 13 cm.
Directly be]ow, Layer B was a very dark grayish brown (10 YR 3/2) silt
loam with a large quantity of brick and mortar rubble. Artifacts
consisted primarily of architectural debris such as window glass
fragments and nails. This layer extended to a depth of 18 cm below
surface. At this depth, Layer C, a brown (7.5 YR 4/4) silty loam,
containing more brick and mortar, was exposed. Artifacts included sherds
of creamware and pearlware, fragments of bottle glass, window glass, and
nails. Beginning at a depth of 26 cm below surface, Layer D, a brown
(10 YR 5/3) clay mixed with silt and a large amount of brick, was

exposed. Artifact density was lower in this layer, but included
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fragments of brick, window glass, and nails. The final layer, Layer E,
exposed at a depth of 49 cm below surface, was a dark yellowish brown (10
YR 4/4) sandy silt subsoil. At this depth Feature 13, a possible
posthole, was exposed (Figure Zi). It was a semi-circular soil feature
filled with a brown (7.5 YR 5/4) fine silt with brick fragments.

Excavation was discontinued at this point.

4.2.3 Area I

Area IC was defined by the coordinates NE $250 E245; NW S250 E225; SE
S280 E245; SW S280 E225. It included 600 square meters fo the south of
the Manor house foundation. Artifacts were recovered from 17 of 21
shovel test pits. In addition, nine one-meter square test units were
excavated (Figures 4band 5). FEight test units in this area were

excavated as adjacent pairs of two test units.

Test Units S254 E239 and S255 E239 were located 4 m south of the Manor
house foundation. Layer A consisted of a dark brown (10 YR 3/3) humus to
a depth of 15 cm below surface. Artifacts recovered from this layer
included sherds of whiteware and stoneware,»fragments of bottie glass,
table glass, window glass, bricks, and nails. Layer B was composed of a
dark yellowish brown (10 YR 3/4) silt which included a large quantity of
brick fragments extending to a depth of 30_cm. Artifacts recovered from
Layer B included sherds of peariware, whiteware, ironstone, and one sherd
of Rockingham/Bennington type ware along with fragments of bottle glass,
table glass, window glass, and nails. Layer C was a compéct dark brown
(10 YR 4/3) silt excavated to a depth of 37 cm below surface. Artifacts

recovered from Layer C included ceramic sherds such as tin-glazed
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earthenware, creamware, pearlware, whiteware, salt-glazed stoneware, and
porcelain. Also recovered from thié layer were fragments of olive bottle
glass, table glass, and architectural debris, including a large quantity
of window glass and nails. Below Layer C, a dark yellowish brown (10 YR

4/6) silty clay subsoil was exposed and designated Layér D.

Two features were identified in this unit (Figure 22). Feature 11, a
possible posthole, was an irregularly shaped soil stain located in Test
Unit S255 E239 and exposed at a depth of 37.cm below surface. The
 feature consisted of a dark brown (10 YR 4/4) silt loam covering
approximately one-third of the unit area at this depth. Feature 12 was
located in Test Unit S254 E239 at a depth of 36 cm. It covered the south
half of the unit and consisted of a dark yellowish brown (10 YR 4/6)

silty clay. It may represent the edge of a large pit.

Test Units S$261 E230 and S262 E230 were located 11 m south‘of the Manor
house foundation. Layer A consisted of a dark brown (10 YR 3/3) loam 6
cm in depth containing sherds of creamware and whiteware, along with
fragments of bottle glass and window g]éss. Layer B was 10 cm thick and
consisted of a dark yellowish brown (10 YR 4/4) silt. Arfifacts recovered
from this layer included sherds of creamware, pearlware, whiteware,
§toneware, and porcelain. Also recovered were kaolin pipe stem
fragments, bottle glass, a large qu;ntity of window glass, and nails.
Layer C was a yellowish brown (10 YR 5/6) silty clay sloping to a depth
of 36 cm which contained sherds of creamware, pearlware, and porcelain

and fragments of bottle glass, table glass, and window glass.
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Test Units S263 E240 and S264 E240 were located 13 meters south of the
Manor house foundation. Layer A consisted of a dark brown (10 YR 3/3)
humds/]oam which extended to a depth of 20 cm below surface and contained
bottle glass, window glass, and brick fragments. Layer B was a dark
brown (10 YR 3/3) silt loam containing a large concentration of
artifacts which included sherds of red earthenware, peariware, and
whiteware, along with kaolin pipe stem fragments, dark green bottle
glass, table glass, window glass, and a gun flint. This layer extended
to a depth of 30 cm below surface. Within Layer B in Test Unit S263
E240, a yellow red (5 YR 5/8) clay lens, Layer D, was exposed which
contained brick fragments, window glass, a kaolin pipe stem, and a red
earthenware sherd. This lens extended into the north wall of the unit
and may be a feature associated with the collapse of the house or the
southern wing. Layer C consisted of a brownish yellow (10 YR 6/8)
compact silty clay extending to a depth of 40 cm below surface. The top
of Layer C éontained a small quantity of artifacts, including window

glass fragments and oyster shell.

Test Units S278 E230 and S279 E230 were located at the edge of the
terrace 28 m south of the Manor house foundation. Layer A was a very
dark brown (10 YR 3/1) clayey silt that extended to a depth of 13 cm
below surface. Artifacts recovered from this layer included sherds of
creamware and pearlware and window glass fragments. Dirett]y below,
Layer B, a dark yellowish brown (10 YR 4/4) compact clayey silt,
contafned sherds of creamware, pearlware, and whiteware, along with olive

bottie glass fragments, window glass, and nails. Beginning at a depth of
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45 cm below surface a brownish ye110w (10 YR 6/6) sandy silt subsoil was

exposed.

Test Unit S251 E236 was located at the southern exterior portion of the
Manor house foundation. Layer A consisted of a dark brown (10 YR 3/3)
humus containing a large concentration of brick, mortar,'and slate which
extended to a depth of 8 cm below surface. Artifacts included sherds of
.tin-g1azed earthenware, pearlware, ‘and whiteware along with fragments of
bottle glass, window glass, nails, animal bone, and shell. Directly
below was Layer B, a dark brown (10 YR 4/3) clayey silt, extending to a
depth of 20 c¢cm below surface. It included brick fragments and nails.
Beginning at 20 cm below surface a dark brown (10 YR 4/3) silt was
exposed which extended to a depth of 35 cm and designated Layer C.

Artifacts recovered from this layer incliuded brick and shell.

At this level five soil features were exposed (Figure 23). They were
designated Features 14, 15, 16, 17, and 18. Feature 14 was a possible
posthole measuring 40 cm north to south and 25 cm east to west with a
matrix of very dark gray (10 YR 3/1) silty clay. Feature 15 contained a
concentration of shell within a dark yellowish brdwn (10 YR 3/6) clay and
extended into the north profile of the unit. The exposed portion was 8
cm north to south and 40 cmAeast to west. Although very little of
Feature