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ABSTRACT

The following report describes a phase I survey of the College Crecsk
area, In this area, a total of 177 shovel tests were campleted. The
survey revealed a shell midden, tentatively identified as belonging to
the Woodland phase. In addition, disturbances caused by a railroad and
conrete factory were noted. Further excavation 1s needed to ascertain

the complete nature of the College Creek site, 18 AP 46.
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INTRODUCTTON

The following is a report of a survey performed by "Archaeology in
Annapolis,” a cooperative project between Historic Annapolis, Inc. and the'
University of Maryland, College Park. The survey encompassed approxi-
mately 240 square meters oflland owned by the United States Naval Academy
and the State of Maryland. The Naval Academy plans to deed the property
to the Naval Acadenmy Athletic Association, and in turn they seek to de-
velop on this land a Marriott Hotel. This project is subject to review
urdar the Federal Historic Preservation lggislation, thus the Maryland
Higtorie Trust desmsd a survey necessary to identify and evaluate any ar-
chaeclogical resources which would ke inpacted by the proposed development,

The project area is located within the Annapolis city limits on the
west bank of College Creek, northeast of Rowe Boulevard and southeast of
the present Maryland State Archives (Figures 1,2 and 3). Construction will l"‘
impact both Naval Academy and state owned land on the banks of College
Creek, except for a 30.48 m (100 ft) buffer zone around the water's edge
(Figure 4).°

The survey for the proposed area of impact was performed by a crew of
three, between May 13, 19287 and May 20, 1987, The crew consisted of two
field assistants, Eileen Williams and Michael Burrey, ard was surpervised

by Dr. Paul Shackel.
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LITERATURE SEARCH

A literature search for hoth prehistoric and historic information
was conducted for the (ollege Creek project. Dr. Jean Russo performed
the historic research at the Maryland Hall of Records. The prehistoric
research was conducted at the Maryland Historic Trust Library, which con-
tains site and survey reports for the Maryland area. From these resources,
a sensitivity model was generated for the area to be archasologically

surveyed,




PREHISTORY

Paleoindian Period

The Palecindian Stage (13000-7000 B.C.) is not well documented in
the northeastern United States, though evidence from the region suggest
himans have lived here for 10,000-20,000 years. In the west, the most wide—
spread complex 18 the Llano or Clovis, typified by fluted points, scrapers,
and blades. These artifacts are often in association with extinct mega-
fauma of the Pleistocene, suggesting a way of life centering on big game
hmting (lmphrey and Chambers 1977:7-9).

In the east however, finds showing evidence for Paleoindians are usually
isolated fluted points (Steponaitis 1980:63). There are however, several
gites in the east which reveal evidence for Palenindian occupation of the
region. Two important surface sites are the Williamson site in Dinwiddie
County, Virginia and the Shoop site in Iancaster County, Permmsylvania. The
artifacts recovered include fluted points, blades, scrapers and wedges, which
are similar between the two sites and similar to the Clovis complex in the
west, Two deeply stratified sites include the Shawnee Minisink site in the
Deleware Water Gap and the Thunderbird site in the Shenandoah Valley. Both
these sites yilelded radio carbon dates that were contemporaneous with the
Clovis complex in the west (Bumphrey and Chambers 1977:8-9).

Steponaitis (1983:63-64) notes that while the eastern Paleo complex is
gimilar to the western Clovis complexes, eastern artifacts have never been
fourd in direct association with Pleistocene megé fauna. Humphrey and
Chambers (1977:9) state that eastern evidence is "...complicated by signi-
ficent variation among artifacts both in mincr detail and major fomm."

Thus, the lifeways of the big game hunters of the west cannot be transferred

to the east.




Instead, evidence suggests that the Paleoindians of the east had a
mich more diversified subsistence stratecqy. This is because of several
factors, imdentified by both Steponaitis (1983) and Humphrey and Champers
(1977). As Hampreys and Chambers (1977:2) note:

While big game hunters in the Great Plains and Southwest
were ranging over thousands of sgquare miles of essentially
open grassland, thelr eastern cousins were faced with the
great variety of ecological miches in the first coniferous,
then decidious forest which covered the land...human groups
living in the forest must have depended increasingly on
locally available plants, small game, reptiles and shell
fish...This regional and seasonal variation in food and
resources would understandably result in considerable
variation in cultural adaptive strategies and their ma-
terial manifestations.

Steponaitis notes that Paleoindian base camps identified by diverse
artifact assamblages, non-random distribution of lithic debris, activity
areas ard postholes and molds, are found in riverine enviromments. Further,
that quarry sites were identified by a lack of tools, and the presence of
large amounts of debitage and a crypto—crystalline rock source. (Steponaitis
1983:66). This indicates that eastern Paleoindians were not following
migrating animals but were occupying sites on a seasonal basis.

Investigation of Paleoindian sites is hindered as many sites are inun-
dated with therise in water level at the end of the Pleistocensa. With the
end of the Pleistocene several other adaptation were also occurring, the
pericd of cultural adaptation to the new envircmment is krown as the Archaic
Period (Humphreys arnd Chambers 1977:11).

Archaic Period

The end of the Pleistocene saw many environmental changes:, including
the imindation of some riverine environments, a change fram mixed coniferous
forests to northern hardwoods, and a more temperate climate. The Archaic

period is one of cultural adaptation to these changes and is further divided




inte subphases, known ganerally as Early Archaic, Middle Archaic ard ILate
Archaic.

The Early Archaic (7500-6000 B.C.) is characterized artifactually by
two artifact traditions, the Corner Notched tradition (7500-6800 B.C.) ard
the Bifrucate tradition (6800-6000 B.C.). The Corner Notched tradition
is based on the change from fluted points to corner motched points, re-
flecting a different hafting technique and utilization, The general arti-
fact assemblages of Paleo and Archaic peoples are very similar, thus prompt-
ing some to infer that the differences between the two pecples were what
they hunted (Steponaitis 1983:69-70).

The Bifrucate tradition involved the scheduled use of a rumber of sea-
sonal available resources., The Bifrucates were made fram Fhyolite or
(uartz in the Appalachian Mountains.

| Circa 6000 B.C. the weather changed from cool and dry to warm and wet.
This marked the beginning of the Middle Archaic. This period is represented
by several traditions, with the Bifrucate tradition possibly extending into
this period.

Marrow Moutain . points were part of a tradition extending from 5000-4200°
B.C. These points were made of rhyolite and black chert, with associated
assemblages of scrapers, large bifaces, choppers, hammers, atlatl weights
and axes. These peoples occupied inland swemps with transient camps on
second and third order streams (Steponaitis 1983:76~77).

Another tradition was characterized by the Guilford lanceoloate points
made of quartzite. The assemblages were generally the same as the Marrow
Moutain assenblages with the exception of scrapers being absent. The increase

in the mmber of points indicates either an intensification of use in the




area, or an increase in population (Steponaitis 1983:78-79).

The Iate Archaic saw a change to a warm and dry climate and the be-
ginning of an oak-hickory forest. During this time period (4000-1000 B.C.)
there were several traditions. Two distinctive traditions were the Piedmont
tradition with long stewred points, and the Laurentian tradition, rare in
this area., Also appearing for the first time is the hroad spear which in-
dicated utilization of new resources, possibly estuary resources (Steponaitis
1983:80-81). Also appearing at this time are seatite or scapstone vessels
reflecting a more sedentary way of life. As Humphrey and Chambers (1977:11)
note:

By 1000 B.C. there is clear evidence from substanial midden
deposits along major rivers and trilutary streams of larger
populations. The Indians of this period followed a more
sedentary way of life oriented heavily to fishing and mol-
lusk collecting as well as hungting and gathering.

The transition frem Archaic to Woodland is marked by the appearance of
woodworking tools, such as axes and celts, and cordage impressed ceramics.
Both types of artifacts are reflected of more sedentary lifeways.

Woodland Period

The Woodland period (1000-Burcpean contact-1500) is also divided into
three phases; Early, Middle, and Iate. During the Early Woodland pericd
the introduction of cultigens into the Chic and Mississippi Valleys from
Mexico resulted in changes in those areas. However, in the northeast the
Archiac way of life continued well into the Woodland period (Humphrey and
Chambers 1977:17). As Humphrey and Chambers (1977:17) note:

Pottery is the clearest indication of change in this early
Weodland period. Changes in the fregquency and distribution
of Accokeek, Popz's Creek, and Mockley wares...indicate that

shifts in food procurement strategies were taking place al-
though all...predate the use of agricultural products.
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However no major changes in cultural patterns were noted.

Circa 1000-1200 A.D., cultivated lequmes were introduced into the area,
This coincided with the development of improved strains of maize. These
developments produced .significant changes in the population structure of
the area (Humphrey and Chambers 1977:17-19). Thus when Furopeans explorers
and colonists arrived they found sedentary populations relying on an in-

tensified and integrated utilization of matural and cultivated . resources.

11l




HISTORICAL BACKGEROUND

Maryiand was granted to George Calvert, the first Iord Baltimore in
1629, and was established as a proprietary colony. It was first settled
in 1634 at St. Mary's City. Tt was during Maryland's years as a proprietary
colony that it developed an economy based on tobacco export. The majority
of people lived on farms and grew tohacco. The smaller farmers relied on
the large plantation owners for the processing and shipping of the tobacco.
These large plantations were self—-contained as they had blacksmiths, coopers
cobblers, as well as docks on their plantations. Thus, Maryland was organ-—
ized to grow, process, and export tobacco (Middleton 1954).

In 1689, Marylam] became a roval colony, as a result of the Glorious
Revolution when William and Mary became the sovereign rulers of England.

The capital of Maryland was moved from St. Mary's to Amnapolis and the first
Royal Goverror, Sir Francis Nicholson, was appointed to Maryland (Radoff
1971). Imn designing the c¢ity, Nicholson intentionally used a Baroque de-
gign for the political purpose of creating stability by using the church
arnd the State House as the focus of his desion. (Reps 19265).

Papenfuse {1975) described the city of Ammapolis's growth in three phases.
First was a period between 1694 and 1715, which was characterized Ly the
tewn's seasonal swelling with the general assembly, and subsequent depop—
ulation after the assembly left. Between 1715 and 1763, the town experienced
bureaucratic growth and small industrial expansion, which increased the mum-
ber of permanent residents. The era between 1763 ard 1774 is known as An—
napolis's Golden Age. This time is characterized by the decline of small
irdustry, such as shipbuilding and tanning, while conspicucus consumptinn
among the most prominent and richest members of the colony residing in An-

napolis increased tremendously (Papenfuse 1975:6).
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After this period of grandeur, Annapolis declined after the Revolu-
tionary War, losing economic vitality and favor to Baltimore, This
continued until the 1960's, when Amnapolis became economically revital-
ized. This revitalization contimues today, with its main economic base
generated by tourism.

The project area was outside the Historic Distriet of Annapolis, ut
within the city limits. It was first patented by Edward Dorsey and Norwood's
Beall in 1668. During the subsequent selling ¢f the properties, nothing in-
dicated how much of the project area was originally part of Norwood's Beall

or Dorsey's property, which shared a common border. Both parcels of land
remained intact until the mid-19th century (Russo 1987).

After Fdward Dorsey died, the property passed on to his wife, who re-
married armd sold it in 1706 to William Bladen. Thomas Bladden, William's
son, then sold the property in 1721 +o John Carpenter, a Iondon ship captain.
When Carpenter died, his land passed to the daughters of his eldest hrother.
The daughters then sold it to Edward Dorsey in 1754. The lamnd scon passed
to Thomas Dorsey, who sold the property to Richard Spriggs in 1780. Spriggs
passed it on to his son-in-law, Hugh Thompson, in 1798, who after enlarging
the property sold it in 1803 to William Catton. Catton in December 1803,
resold it to Trustees of the Poor. The area became the site of the County
poorhouse until 1828, when the Trustees sold the land, then known as Straw-
berry Hill, to George Mackubbin. Mackubbin then gave it to his son Richard,
who sold it in 1864 to lewis Fiery. Flery resold the property in 1865 to
Charles Reese, who kept it until 1886. The Baltimore & Amnapolis Short
Line Railroad acquired the land from the Reeses in 1886. The Baltimore &

Armapolis Railroad retaimed the land until 1939, when the Naval Academy
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Athletic Association bought the property; however, the Baltimore and
Annapolis Railroad retained the property within the railroad's right-of-
way until 1970, when it and the Annapolis Concrete Co., its leasee, sold
that portion to the state. In 1939, Annapolis Acres, Inc. sold the larnd
to the Navy Academy Athletic Association, The Naval Academy Athletic As-
sociation then sold Parcel I to the United States Government in 1965, and
Parcell IT to the State of Maryland in 1969 (Figure 5). The Naval Academy
Athletic Association retained the remaining portion of land to the present
(Russo 1987). (Apperdix IT).

The Bealls arnd their descerndants retained Norwoed's Beall until 1806
when John Weems fMortgaged the property to Jonathan Pinkney, who acquired
the property in 1813, after Weem's demise, Pinkney's heirs sold the prop—
erty in 1827 and subsequently the title o Norwood's Beall followed that
of Dorsey (Russo 1987) {(Appendix II).

Questions have been raised as to the exact location of the concrete
factory, to determine its impact on the project area. Exact documentation
is not available, however, the deeds indicate that the concrete factory was
in Parcell IIT. Both Parcel IT and Parcel IIT are northwest and southwest
of Parcel I, respectively (Figqure 5). Since Parcel I contains the project
area, it is reasonable to assume that the College Creek site was not im-
pacted by the concrete factory.

Resides deeds and wills, maps, charts and photographs were researched.
Pertinent documents are reproduced here in Appendix III. These include the:
1834 "Claude" map; 1946 Chart of Amnapolis Harbor and Vicinity; 1876 Severn
River Chart; 1880's photograph of Bladen Street Station, and College Creck
late 19th century Southern Map Co. Atlas; 1930 Sanborn map; 1954 Sanborn

map; post-1950's aerial photographs (2); post-1972 aerial photograph

14




Pigure 5. Parcels 1, 2, and 3. The 1954 Sanborn Insurance Map.
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(Apperdix IIT). COther maps .at the Mlmﬂ Archives checked were: #187
(Matinent), #749 (Hopkins Atlas), #640 (Geological Survey), #634 and #1117
(Geological Survey), and #695. These maps did not reveal any pertinent
information. The aerial views (Appendix ITT) were the only relevent mater-
ials which indicate the location of the concrete campany (Russo 1987).
Thus, the historic documentation indicated that the project area was
utilized as farmland until the late 1800's. After that, it was impacted
by both the railread in the southern portion of the project area and, to
a limited extent, the conrete factory in the nortimwest section. However,
given the evidence, it is unlikely the area was used for much other than

farming. Thas the records revealed no historic site on the property.
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ENVIRONMENTAT, SETTING

The project area is located on the caastal plain of the Middle Chesa-
peake Bay regicn. Situated on the western shore of the Bay, the land sur-
rounding the project area is characterized by rolling uplands with a wide
divarsity of deciduous trees and plants. (Maryland Department of Natural
Resources, Tidewater Aministration Coastal Resources Division 1979). The
project area is located in Unit 7 of the Maryland Archaeclogical Researéh
Unit Map, which places the project area in the Gunpowder Middle - Back -
Patapsco — Magothy — Severn - South - Rhode - West drainages. Specifically,
the project area is located 30.48 m- (100 £t) from Qollege Cresk, a tidal
creek andrestuary which drains into the Severn River. (Figure 1).

Between 25,000 BC to 15,000 BC the Checsapeake area forests were made up
of spruce, pine, some fir, amd birch trees. By 10,000 BC, the forests had
become donimated by the cak-hickory, representing a more varied and thus
more exploitable, emviromment (Maryland Department of Natural Resources,
Tidewater Administration Coastal Resowrces Division).

The substrata soils in the Chesapeak area are formed by unconsolidated
sedimentary deposits of sami, silt, clay, ard gravel. These overlie a
crystalline hedrock. Though the topographic relief in the area is not
diverse, the sediments do vary greatly in depth, texture, and degree of
permeability (Bush et al 1977:7). The soil in the project area is a Mon-
mouth, fine sandy loam with a 0~2% gradient. It ls formed from unconsoli-
dated beds of fine textured sediments. It is otherwise characterized by
being deep, well drained, olive colored, strongly acidic, and having glaucon—
ite (green sand) make up 40-70% of its sdil profile at any point. The site

area in particular has a silty topsoil (Kirby & Mathews, 1973:38-39}.
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The most recent utilization of the project area was as farmland in the
late 1800's. Currently, however, the project area is not under use and is
covered by a small forest of deciduous trees. The fauna of the project
area consists of small mammels, mice, rabbits, and foxes, and birds. Even
though there is forest and grourd cover throughout the project area, erosion

is a serious problem along the banks of College Creek.
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SENSITTVITY ESTIMATE

A search through the Maryland Historie Trust Archaeclogical Survey
files revealed 32 prehistoric sites within a four mile radius of the Col-
lege Creek area. Of these sites, four are thought to be from the Archaic
phase, ten are from the Woodland phase, and the remaining 18 are prehistoric
sites without a known cultural affiliation. Further, a predictive model
by Steponaitis reveals that from the late Archaic, sites can be increasingly
found: in riverine environs. Thus, because of the location of the project
area and the high density of aboriginal sites in the immediate vieinity
of College Creek, this area was considered highly sensitive in terms of
prehistoric remains, and a phase I survey was deamed necessary (Table 1).
After reviewing the historic documents of the area, such as deeds, maps,
and aerial photographs, no historic sites were thought to exist within the
area of impact. The concrete factory, which was built in the second quarter
of the 20th century, has been documented to be cutside of the project area.
Despite the lack of documentation of the 18th century, the proximity to
Annapolis' historic district suggested that there was a chance of locating
sites with functions that were water related. Thus, the College Creek area

was considerad o be not as sensitive in terms of historic remains.
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Table 1. Known Prehistoric Sites Within a 4 Mile Radius of the
College Creek Site.

DISTANCE FRCM THE COLLEGE

SITE NUMEER PERTOD CREEK SITE (in Miles) DIRFCTICON
AN 39 WD .6 SE
AP 5 AR 1 NW
AN 147 PR 1 NW
AN 148 PR 1 NW
AN 211 AR 1 NW
AN 93 FR 1.5 NE
AP 4 PR 2 Nw
AN 430 AR 2.5 S
AN 158 PR 3 5E
AN 159 AR 3 EE
AN 194 WD 3 =W
AN 196 WD 3 5w
2N 207 WD 3 SW
AN 376 WD 3 &w
AN 377 PR 3 SW
AN 378 FR 3 SW
AN 436 PR 3 SW
AN 437 WD 3 SW
AN 467 WD 3 SW
AN 468 WD 3 SW
AN 430 FR 3 SW
AN 481 IR 3 SW
AN 482 R 3 5w
AN 483 PR 3 SW
AP 11 R 4 (=

20




DTSTANCE FRCM THE COLLEGE

SITE NUMBER PERIOD CREEK SITE (in Miles) DIRECTION
AN 192 PR 4 5

AN 198 PR 4 NE

AN 448 PR 4 =

AN 464 WD 4 5w

AN 466 WD 4 oW

AN 487 PR 4 s

AN 573 PR 4 W

KEY: Feriod

PR — Prehistoric (period unknown)
AR — Archiac
WD — Woodland

21




Previous Investigations

The systematic excavation and interpretation of shell
middens and their related assemblages as a specific focus of
research in prehigtoric archaeology iz well documented. Much
work has been entered for a variety of purposes and to varying
degrees of successz in the immediate vicinity of the College Creek
study area, in surrounding Anne Arundel County, as well as in the
Mid-Atlantic region and along the eastern seaboard as a whole.

Clearly, it is beyond the scope of the discussion at hand to
provide an exhaustive treatment of the subjects of shell-midden
archaeclogy or Woodland period studies conducted to date. Yet,
it is necessary to consider a sample of the relevant research
conducted within the study area and its environs in order to
demonstrate the importance of the remains recovered from the
College Creek midden within their local and regional contexts.
This importance, it will be shown, is firmly rooted in the
research potential of the site within a region of particularly
high modern cultural stress (e.g., threats posed to the
archacological resource by residential, read, lime preoduction,
and other similar development interests) and the site's
likelihood of producing interpretationg that sre not redundant
(i.e., do not repeat findinge and approaches utiliszed elsewhere
in the same area and to the same ends) as a result of a research
design that is more far-sighted than the simple compliance with
preservation legislation or some prearranged scope of work.

In order to document the variety of prehistoric settlement

and subsistence strategies (particularly those of the Woodland
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period), future research at the College Creek site must tie into
a network of research conducted elsewhere in the Mid-Atlantic
region that acknowledges the fact that: "The variety of
settlement patterns, community patterns, social organizations,
and basic adaptations during Late Woodland times was much more
complex than was originally thought (Custer 18986: 12). The gap
that such research would fill would be to provide data from the
Middle Chesapeake region (as described in Wright 1973) comparable
to that gathered for other parts of the Mid-Atlantic (among them
the Delaware Valley, the Delmarva Peninsula, the Susquehanna
Valley, the Virginia Cocastal Flain, the Virginia Piedmont., the
Appalachian highlands, etc.}.

A review of the literature, composed of published articles
and reports, as well as unpublished reports on file at the
Maryland Historieal Trust, sgerves to highlight the importance of
water resources in the bagic day to day.existence of prehistoric
populations. It is of no great surprise, then, to note the
preponderance of recorded and projected archaeological sites
along the State’s various waterways. Wilke and Thompson (1977)
only too clearly demonstrate the predominance of sites located
near water resources (be they wetland, offshore, or coastal water
areas) over thoze located elsewhere. At the =same time, it iz of
no little interest that while shell sites are far more numerous
throughout the State than are non-shell sites (based on figures
representing the minimum number of expected shell s=ites by
county), only one county (Talbot) outnumbers the projected shell

gite figure for Anne Arundel County--the political unit in which
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the College Creek site is located (Wilke and Thompson 1977: 103-
128).

Both amateur/avocational and professional archaeclogists
alike have spent a great deal of time recording, testing., and
otherwize documenting shell sitez in Anne Arundel County,
Maryland. Of the sites enumerated below, some are within the
immediate vicinity of the College Creek area whereas others are
mentioned here because they are either chronologically or
contextually comparable. EKnown prehistoric shell midden sites
within the study area include: the Martin’s Pond site (18AN141),
the Back Creek Site (18AN157), the Luce Creek site (18AN143), the
Ruf site (1BANE5), the Sullivan Cove site (18AN106), the Sahlin
site (1BAN132), the Little Round Bay/Manderes Creek site
(18AN132), and the Obrecht site (18AN113). The preceding list
was compiled from various National Register nomination forms on
file at the Maryland Historical Trust, Wright (1973), and Feck
(1977). Other local (i.e., Anne Arundel County) sites of
interest with midden components include: two prehistoric sites
from the United States Coast Guard Yard at Curtisz Bay (18AN523
and 18AN5Z4), the Retriever site (18AN449), and the Purcell =site
(documented in Popgue, Clark and Akerson 1981l;: Koski-Karell 1981;
and Barse, Clark, and Braley 1977, resgpectively)}.

For a better understanding of how an imaginative or
otherwise innovative resgearch design for the study of shell
midden resources might be formulated, we should now turn to some
of the previous work done on the subject. Perhaps the best point

of embarkation is Wright (19273) which, with a few suggested
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modifications forwarded by Barse, Clark, and Braley (1977), forms
the basis for the prehistoric ceramic sequence for the Mid-
Atlantic region, In the course of his short but informative book
Wright reports the results of an archaeological survey of the
Severn River area and reveals the presence of no less than 72
prehistoric sites. He uses data from eight of these sites and
proposes a ceramic sequence composed of five phases. Also of
utility is the skeletal framework for a midden topology composed
of definitions for the following =sorts of shell sites: sgmall
shell heep=z, large shell heaps, small middens, and large middens
(Wright 1973:9),.

In this work's preface, Wright mdmonishes against stasis and

(1

hopes to inspire future researchers to . .move beyond the
problems of phase definition to the problems of explanation”
{Wright 1973: ix). Other researchers have taken up the cause as
may be seen in subsequent work on materials from some of the
sites Wright treated. Peck (1977: 13-32) analyzes lithics and
other raw materials from the Obrecht site in order to address
interregional contact and the notion of cultural influences
gouthward from the Delmarva Peninsula and Delmarva Valley during
Late Woodland times. Another foray into the realm of explanation
comes in Gilsen’s (1978: 11-16) application of a general approach
to materials from shell midden and other estuarine types of zites
as a means for arriving at a better understanding of prehistoric
demographics (gpecifically, population fluctuations, mobility,
and settlement densities).

Below, the present report suggests pursuing future research
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{i.e., Phase II examination of the College Creek site) with the
hopes of adding to the existing body of data on Woodland shell
midden gsites (and for compafative purposes, non-midden sites as
well) in the Chesapeake. A good example of the utility of
eatablishing a broad database (and not mistaking the excavation
of the same type of site with the production of redundant
information) may be seen in the following example. Barse, Clark,
and Braley (1977: 1-11) discuss a site at which they recently
completed work, the Purcell site, located along the south bank of
the Magethy River in Anne Arundel County, which includes a midden
dating to the Little Round Bay phasze of the Late Woodland period.
The authors then compare data between their site and the
previously-mentioned Obrecht site in order to arrive at some
specifics with regard to settlement and subsistence strategies
for this time pericd. Data from the Purcell zite are seen to
support Wright's two suggested settlement types for the Little
Round Bay phase (Wright 1973). The authors put forth a third
possible settlement type for this phase on the basis of evidence
from the discovery of an interior hunting camp along Gwynn Falls,.
Conclusions reached in their analysis include two important
points: 1) more siteg are needed for comparison and 2) floral and
faunal remains need to receive more attention than they have in
past analyses. Archaeologists would do well to heed the authors’
final remarks: "The Purcell site represents but one small part
of the total picture and the above settlement-subsistence pattern
needs to be tested and revisgsed by more detailed studies” (Barse,

Clark, and Braley 1977: 10).
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It would seem that ag far as Phase I surveys go, very little
in the way of an explicit statement of research design (not to be
confused with research strategies and methodologies) is offered
in the reports submitted to the state. As the purpose of the
Phase I efforts i= to determine the extent, integrity, Nationml
Regizster eligibility, and general regearch potential of a site,

a larger research framework is not always in existence at that
time. Taking somewhat of a long view; however, it is hoped that
by considering how data gathered from the College Creek site in
gubsequent phases of investigation will contribute to broader
local and regional comparisons and explanations, that the site’s
long-range potential for facilitating interregional comparisons
and contributing to & better understanding of prehistoric

lifeways in general is fully appreciated.

Potential Research Questions

Future research questions may concentrate on what is now
geen by many as the traditional systems approach to archaeology
{Hodder 1985). Questions of how the College Creek Site (18AP46)
integrates with the systems ecological approach, ideas of trade,
gettlement psttern, and seasonality may all be addressed. These
are 211 worthy questions and have been fraditionally of great
interest to prehistoric archaeclogists. Many researchers have
suggested expanding questions to incorporate the importance of
the individual as an active agent in cultural change (Hodder
1986; Shanks and Tilley 1987; Miller 1985). Humans are social

creatures that structure the world around them. In any cultural
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context, their actions are not always practical, efficient, or
logical. Human beings are actors in the evolutionary arena and
are real historical entities who participate actively in scecial
and cultural change. The individual has a choice, to maintain
tradition or promote change. 8Sizes, types ahd variability of
sites are part of human choice. Unless a larger sample of
material goods are retrieved from the College Creek site
{18AP46), it cannot be known if the social and cultural behavior
of its occupants conformed to the general patterns of the
behaviors found at the sites of other shell middens during the
Late Woodland. EBEehavior at the z3ite may be anomalous to the
other sites, with new and innovative changes taking place.

Other questions of post processual interest might include
analyses of variability as it relates to social relations.
Patterning or variabhility of design attribute= on specific
artifacts or within groups of artifacts., or within an assemblage
of artifacts reflectsg different coherent underlying perceptions
within a socio-cultural realm (David et al 19%88: 378). The
interrelatedness of artifact design or artifact assemblages is a
prime index of group formetion and relations of power and
domination (Handsman 1988). These indexes of group relations - -are
preserved in the archaeological records and can reflect
gsociological variability.

These gstudies of style indicate implicit interaction (Plog
1983), or explicit interaction (Wobst 1977). By studying pattern
and design of material goods or patterns and variability of

material goods, ideas of the acceptance or rejection of the
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existing social order may be realized (Handsman 1988).
Standardization of artifacts, such as pottery, and features such
as dwellings, have been realized to be the product of the
acceptance of the social order (David et al 1988: 378). When the
traditional ways of life are abandoned, so is the social order.
This can be reflected in the variability found at archaeological
gsites (David et al 1988). Material culture design attributes,
patterning, and variability in the archaeological record can he
deciphered a2s messages which were transmitted either implicitly
or explicitly within a social and cultural realm.

What should be important in the analysis of the College
Creek site is more than the traditional systems approach to
archaeology. Regearch has proven that other questions pertaining
to the importance of the individual and individual choice are
viable avenues to approach the archaeclogical record and
analyzing variability. Also, material culture studies have
indicated that the goods are more than objects within a system of
behavior, but rather they contain a symbeolic quality which ecan
create and reflect ideas of power and social domination within
groupa. Both of these ideas can be examined at the College Creek
site when examining the material goodg from a larger sample of
artifacts as well as comparisons between other Late Woodland
shell middens within the Chesapeake region. This type of
research has proven to be an interesting way of interpreting
archaeclogical remains in a contact and prehistoric context along

the east coast of the United States (see Handman 1988).

29




Methodology

The objective of the College Creek survey was to assess the
presence/absence of archaeological resources in the project area
from a representative and systematic sample. If archaeological
remains were found, their limits would be determined within the
project area as well as cultural affiliation, function of the
site and possible significance (see McNamara 1981;: 8-9).

The zhovel Test Pit (STP) survey for the College Creek area
wag performed from May 13, 1987 to May 20, 1987. The interval
between transects was 10 m and each STP within the transect was
placed at 5 m intervals. The close spacings of each STF was due
to the high zensitivity of the area. Each transect ran in a
northeast to northwest direction, parallel to Rowe Boulevard.
They were numbered 1-9 with transect 1 being the closest to
College Creek and 9 being the closest to Rowe Boulevard.
Transects 92 and 9b were placed to the northeast and southwest of
transect 9, and shovel tests were placed 5 m from each other.
This was performed in order to define the limits of the site.- In
total, 177 shovel tests were dug. Shovel tests will be referred
to by their transect and shovel test number (i.e. 1.4, with 1
being the transect number and 4 being the STP number (Figure 6).

Each STP was excavated with a shovel to subsoil, which was
an average of 45 em below surface. The removed soil was then
troweled through, according to strata, for artifacts. The
artifacts were bagged according to provienence (i.e. 4.6). All
recovered artifacts were processed and stored at the "Archaeology

in Annapolig" Victualling Warehouse lab, located at 77 Main
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Street, Annapolis, Maryland. Processing consisted of the

washing,

labelling and cataloging of the artifacts.
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FIELD INVESTIGATIONS

Transect 1 began 30.48 m. (100 ft) northwest of the banks of College

Creek and is in the northeastern most section of the impact area. A total

of four SIP's were excavated in transect 1. The topsoil for these SIP's consis-

ted of a dark humis layer (10 YR 3/1). This layer was dug to an average
depth of 9 cm below surface (b.s.). The second layer was a medium brown
loamy sand ranging from an average depth of 9 an b.s, to an average depth
of 17 cm b.s. The third layer was a yellow borwn (10 YR 5/6) sand that
was considered sterile. This layer was excavated to an average depth of
43 cm b.s. No cultural material was found in this transect (Appendiz I).

Transect 2 began 10 m southwest of transect 1 and 30.48 m (100 ££) from
the water. Five shovel tests were excavated and in general, three layers
were found. The first layer was characterized as a black hums layer (10 YR
3/1) with some roots. It was excavated to an average depth of 6 cm b.s.
The second layer was characterized by a brown (10YR 3/4) loamy sand, and
was excavated to an average depth of 14 am b.s. The third layer was a
yellow brown (10 YR 5/6) sand that was dug to an average depth of 292 am b.s.
No cultural remains were recovered.

Transect 3 was started 10 m southwest of transect 2 and 30.48 m (100 ft)
frdn the water. The shovel tests contained three layers. The.fjrst layer
was a black hums (10 YR 3/1). It was excavated from the surface to an
average depth of 7 cm b.s. Iayer two was excavated to an average depth of
15 cm b.s. and wag characterized by a brown (10 YR 3/4) loamy sand. ILayer
three was a vellow brown (10 YR 5/6) sand that was found at 15 cn b.s.
and excavated to an average depth of 37 cm b.s. No cultural remains were

found along this transect.
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Transect 4 was started 30.48 m (100 ft) from the water's edge 10 m
soutlwest of transect 3. FEight STP's were excavated along this transect,
and all were characterized by three layers of soil. The first layer was
a2 black lnmis layer excavated from the surface to 7 an b.s. The second
layer is a dark brown (10 YR 3/3) samdy loam and was excavated to an aver—
age depth of 14 cm b.s. The third layer was characterized by a yellow
brown (10 YR 5/6) sand. This layer was excavated to an average depth of
41 cm b.s. No cultural remains were found in this transect.

Transect 5 began 30,48 m (100 ft) west of College Cresk and 10 m south--
west of transect 4. A total of 19 shovel tests were excavated, each having
three layers. The first layer is characterized by a black (10 YR 3/1) hums
layer. It was excavted from the surface to an average depth of 6 <m b.s.
The second layer was characterized by a dark brown (10 YR 3/3) sandy loan,
and was excavatéd to an average depth of 17 cm b.s. The third layer was
characterized by a yellow brown (10 YR 5/6) sand and clayish sand, and was
excavated to an average depth of 392 am b.s. No cultural materials were un~
covered in this transect.

Transect 7 began 10 m southwest of transect 6 and 30.48 m west of Col-
lege Cresk. Shovel tests 7.1 and 7.2 had four stratigraphic layers but all
the remaining shovel test had three layers. Shovel tests 7.3 to 7. 22 had
a first layer which was a black hams (10 YR 3/1) topsoil amd were excavated
from surface to an average depth of 4 am b.s. The secord layer was char-—
acterized by a dark brown (10 YR 3/3) loamy sand and was excavated to an
average depth of 12 cm b,s. The third layer was a yellow brown (L0 YR 5/6)

clayish sand and was found at 12 cm b.s. and was excavated to an average
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depth of 42 cm b.s. No cultural remains were uncovered during the testing
of 8TP's 7.3 = 7.22. The first two STP's, 7.1 and 7.2, had a fourth layer
probahly caused by root activity. The first layer was a black humis (10 YR
3/1) topsoil, excavated to an average depth of 4 cm b.s. The second layer
was a dark brown (10 YR 3/3) loamy sand, excavated to an average depth of
14 am b.s., The third layer was a dark yellowish brown (10 YR 3/6) clayish
sard, excavated to an average of 22 cm b.s. The last layer was a yellow
brown sand, excavated to an average depth of 46 cm b.s. No cultural mater-
ial was retrieved from either STP.

Transect 8 was started west of College Creek and 10 m soutlwest of tran-
sect 7. There were 25 shovel tests excavated, all of which contained thres
layers. The first layer was a black hams (10 YR 3/1) layer, excavated
from smurface to an average depth of 6 an b.s. The second layer was ex-—
cavated to an average depth of 20 cm b.s. and was characterized by a dark
brown (10 YR 3/3) sandy loam. The third layer was a yellow brown (10 YR 5/6)
sand and was excavated to an average depth of 39 am b.s. No cultural re—
mains were urncovered in this transect.

Transect 9 was started 10 m southvms£ Of transect 8 and 30.48 m west of
College Cresk. Transect nine proved to be the most diverse of the transects,
as it contained a proportionately large quantity of cultural material. The
ETP for transect 9 will ke grouped ard describe;ﬂ as follows: SPT's 9.2-9.8,
9.11, 9.13-9.34, 9.38, 9.41, 9.45, ard 9.46 are generally the same as the
rest of the surveyed area; STP 9.1 was'disturbed; STP's 9.12, 9.25, 9.36,
9.37, 9.39, and 9.42 seem to have been disturbed by railroad activities; STP's
9.35 and 9.36 are part of a shell midden; and STP's 47-61 appear to have been

in a grated and disturbed area.
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For shovel tests 9.2-9.8, 9.11, 9.13-9.34, 92.38, and 9.41, 9.45 and 9.46,
the firast layer was a black s amd was excavated fram the surface to an
avarage depth of 3 em b.s. The secord layer was a dark brown (10 YR 3/3)

loamy sand excavated to an average depth of 17 au b.s. The third layer

was a yellow brown (10 YR 5/6) sand excavated to an average depth of 35 m b.s.

The artifacts recovered from these STP's were mpstly coal olinkew, ovater
shell, amd bog iron.

STP 9.1 had five layers. The first layer was a black hums layer, ex-—
cavated to 1 cm b.s The second layer was excavated to a depth of 17 om
b.g. ard was a dark brown loamy sand. The third layer was a red brown loam
excavated to a depth of 21 cm b,s. The fourth layer was excavated to a depth
of 29 am b.s. ard was a dark brown 1oamy sand. The fifth layver was a yellow
brown clayish sand excavated to a depth of 46 cm b.s. A piece of a fire brick
was fournd in laver two, this along with the red color of the third layer may
indicated burning. However, the presence of coal clinker in the adjacent
shovel test (9.2) in the corresponding layer, does suggest that this layer
probably dates no earlier than the 19th century. The deposition of dark
brown sandy loam, red brown sandy loam, and then dark brown sandy loam in
a limited area suggests an area of quick deposition. This deposition appears
0 be related to the construction of the railroad.

STP's 9.12, 9.25, 9.36, 9.37, 9.39, arrl 2.42 all seem to have been dis-
turbed by filling for the railraod. This filling is represented by coal,
coal ash, clinker, and gravel. In all cases, the disturbance was found
resting on subsoil at an average depth of 34 cm b.s.

STP's 9.35 and 9.36 contain part of a large shell midden, fram which

an unfinished woodland projectile point was retrieved. The upper layers of
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the STP's were a black (10 YR 3/1) hums layer, excavated to an average
depth of 2 cm b.s. The next two layers were disturbed by railroad fill-
ing, and were excavated to an average depth of 47 aum b.s. The next layer
was the undisturbed shell midden, which was excavated to an average depth
of 79 cm b.s. and rested on subsoil. The midden is between 30 -35 am thick
at the center and found between 13 e¢m b.s. to 55 am b.s.

Transect 9a and 9b were excavated to determine the extent of the shell
midden, Transect 9a was started 5 m to the northeast of 9.34 and continued
to the northwest, four STP's were excavated. Transect 9b was started 5 m to
the southwest of 9.33 and continued mortlwest, five STP's were excavated.
The first layer in 9%a and 9% was a black (10 YR 3/1) hums excavated to
an average depth of 4 cm b.s. The next layer, in transect 9a was a dark
brown (10 YR 3/3) sandy loam excavated to an average depth of 18 cm b.s.

The second layer in transect 9b was a black cinder excavated to an average
depth of 28 cm b.s. In %a.l, 92.4, 9b.2, and 5b.5, the third layer was

a yvellow brown (10 YR 3/4) sandy clay subsoil, In 9a.2, 9a.3, 9b.2, 9b.3,
9.4, the third layer was either a dark brown (10 YR 3/4) or black (10 YR 3/1)
sandy loam associated with large amounts of shell. This layer was excavated
to an average depth of 47 em b.s. The fourth layer was a yellow hrown

(10 YR 5/6) sarndy clay subsoil excavated to an average depth of 57 om b.s.
The shell midden was found in 92a.l, %a.2, 9a.3, 9%.2, ard 9b.3. In tran~
sect 9a, the shell was not as dense and may represent one perameter of the
midden., We did not excavate further south to determine that boundary, as it
was beyord the area of impact. The midden's size is at least 10 m wide and
15 m 'lcm,g. .
STP's 47 - 61 were all excavated in a graded area. This is evidenced

by the different fill lenses in each STP. The first laver of these was a
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black (10 YR 3/1) humus layer excavated to an average depth of 3 am b.s.
The uwderlying layers ranged from a dark brown (10 YR 3/3) clay to a
black (10 YR 3/1) silty gravel. STP's 54 - 61 were stopped in progress

when concrete was reached at an average depth of 16 cm b.s.
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RESULTS

The akove was a general overview of the shovel tests excavated. The
survey indicated several phenomena regarding the project area.

There is a high level of homogenity of the soils in the College Creek
area. For the project area we can conclude that there are in general
three layers of soil. The first layer is the A horizon, the second layer
is the B horizon, and the third layer is the C horizon or subsoil. The
stratigraphy which did not follow this general pattern were elther dis-
turbed by post 1850 activities or ceontained prehistoric cultural deposits.
STP's 9.12, 9.25, 9.36, 92.37, 9.39 and 9.42 represent the filling of the
area for the Baltimore and Armmapolis Railread (Figure '.7.).'. In addition,
some portion of the project area was impacted by. the concrete factory,
as represented by STP's 9.47 ~ 9.6) (Figure 8}, however, there is mo evi-
dence historically or archaeclogically that other portions of the project
area were impacted by the concrete factory.

The project area is sensitive in terms of prehistoric remains as repre-—
sented by the shell midden found in STP's 9.35, 9.36, %.l, 9a.2, %9a.3, 9.2,
9.ba, 9.b3, and 9.4 (Fiqure 9). A far as we could ascertain, the midden
‘was 10 m northeast - southwest and 15 m northwest - southeast. The midden
appeared to have extended several meters farther to northeast or southwest,
but we did not test beyond the ﬁroject area. In subsequent conversation
with Mr. Richard Hughes, it was confirmed that our testing for the shell
midden was adequate (R. Hughes personal communication to Paul Shackel, May
24, 1987). The shell midden has a Woodland phase cultural affiliation, as
revealed by a recovered projectile point, found at the interface of the

shell midden and subsoil (Fiﬁure 10). The point was a ILavarma point made

of quartzite (Ritchie 1980) ( Figure 11).
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The surveyed area at Ceollege Creek.

Scale 1": 40 meters.

Circled STPs indicate area disturbed by filling for the railrcad.
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9-38 9-37 9-36 9-35 9-34 0.5 1m
Layer®
1. Bik Hm DkBr SiCl Blk Hm 81k Hm Blk Hm
2. DkBr Sale Blk SiGr DkBr Ic Sa DkBr LoSa DkBr LoSa
3. Y1Br Sa MdBr Sil.s/Shell DkBr IoSa DkBr LoSa/Shell Y1Br Sa
4. ¥1Br Sa Dk¥1Br LoSa/Shell Y1Br Sa
5. Y1Br Sa Key:
* table of abbreviaticon can be found in shovel test summary —- conjectural statigraphy

____ stratigraphy determined by STP
/77 Shell mound

Figure 10. A Conjectural Profile of the Shell Mound at 18BP46

note: By request of the M.H.T. this conjectural profile was drawn. Please note that all measurements during
testing were below surface and therefore some minor inaccuracies with the conjectural stratigraphy and
exact elevations may exist.




Figure 11, A Woodland Projectile Point.
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Given the location and probable cultural affiliation of the shell midden,
it was likely associated with a larger bhase camp to which pecople returned
after seasonal rounds. The shell midden was only a camp's refuse, thus

the larger camp would be close o the midden, although it was undetected

in this survey.
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RECOMMENDATTONS

After conducting a shovel test pit survey of the College Creek area,

a Phase IT survey is recommended for the College Creek site, 18AP46, to
determine its National Register eligibility. This is because the developers
of the College Creek area propose to build a 200 room structure with an
urderground parking area. Such major development would destroy approxi-
mately 95% of the known existing site.

The known site is a shell midden, a result of the increased estuary ex-
Ploitation after the Iate Archaic. However, habitation sites are usually
close to, or adjacent to shell middenz, but none ware found in this survey
(Steponaitis 1980) . Excavation of the College Creek site would not only
increase our urderstanding of prehistoric lifeways, but would alse help
in the development of predictive settlement pattern model for the prehis-

toric Chesapeake area.
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MARYLAND ARCHEQLOGICAL SITE SURVEY

Namier of ute [Ca) ]Egt‘i‘- Craek Numlywr ‘Bﬂpq‘a

Qthuer dosiguatons County pnne Arundel
Typeolste Prehistoric Cultural atfiliation  \Woodland

How to reach site
West on Rowe Blvd. to the Maryland Hall of Records, (MHR) make a right

into the MHR's parkingllot, Walk from the parking lot east through woods to site.

L

Landinarks 10 aid in tinding site MHR, College Creek, It is between the limk fence and the Rail
Road tracks in the woods,

Position ol site with respect to surrounding terrain - 50 meters south of Coflege Creek, ]00 meters
east of MHR parking lot.

Latitude “ north, Longitude ° ) west.
{or distance lrom printed edge of map: bottom edge 5 5 ope  irightedge 44 .5 em!
Map used (name, producer, scale, datel |J_ 5.G.5., - Annapolis, 1:24000

Owner/tenaot of sie, address aad attitude toward investigation

Naval Academy, Annapolis MD--positive

-

Description of site {size, depth,-soil, features, test pits) . ' -
T The site i5 at least 10 meters wide and 30 meters

long. 15 shovel te.s_n_f plts were e¥cavated, ranging in depth from 50cm ‘to 108cm, The
slte consistysof a large shell midden with Tts longest axis parallel with Collegealreek-

Present use and condition of site, erosion Excellant,

Heports or evidence of disturbance by excavation, construction or “pothunting™ None
L)

Mature, direction and distance of natural water supply (fresh or sait} 50 meters south of College Creekbrackish

Natural tauna and flora Deciduous trees, ferns, polson i VY.
Specunens collected (specily kinds and quantities of artifacts and materials)

Oyster shell, projectile point (Madison-unfinished).

Specimens observed, owner, address

Specimens reported, owner, address

Other records {notes, photos, maps, bibhography)

Recommendations for further investigations Futher investigation necessary,

Intormant Address Date
Site vised by Paul Shackel - 2030977 Date
Recorded by po)11 Shackel Address J94 Prince George St. Date 5-20-87

(Use reverse _5ude of sheet ond additional pages for skerches of site and artifacts) Annapolis MD, 21401

)
Send completed form to;  State Archeclogist, Maryland Geological Survey
The Rotunda, 711 W. 40th 5t., Baltirmore, Md. 21211
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Test No.

1.1

1.2

1.4

2.2

2.3

2.4

3.2

Depth (cm) Soil Description Findings
0-9 Dk Bn 5a Io
9-12 Md Br Sa Io
12-40 Yl Br Si Sa
0-7 Blk Hm

7-11 M3d Br Sa Lo
11-42 ¥l Br 5i Io
0-11 Blk Hm
11-27 Md Br Io Sa
27-45 ¥l Br Si Sa
0-8 Blk Hm

8-17 Md Br Io Sa
17-43 Yl Br 5i-Sa
1-4 Blk Hm

4-18 Md Br Io Sa
18-40 Yl Br Sa
0-6 Blk Hm

6-15 Md Br Io Sa
15-35 Yl Br 5a lo
0-6 Blk Hm

6~10 Md Br 1o Sa
10-35 Sa

0-9 Blk Hm

9-12 M3 Br Io Sa
12-40 ¥l Br Sa
0-6 Blk Hm

6-15 Md Br Lo Sa
15-47 Yl Br Sa
0-6 Blk Hm

6-15 Ml Br Io Sa
15-40 Yl Br Sa
0-4 Blk Hm
4-18 Md BrlIo S8a
18-35 Yl Br Sa

L b d b

W k=
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L b3

LUV
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SUMMARY OF SHOVEL TESTS
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Test No. Layer Depth (cm) 5011 Description Findings

3.3 1 0-6 Blk Hm

2 6-12 Md Br 1o sSa

3 12-31 Yl Br Sa
3.4 1 0=7 Blk Hm

2 7-15 Md Br In Sa

3 15-39 Yl Br s5a
3.5 1 0-10 BElk Hm

2 10-17 Md Br 1o Sa

3 17-45 Yl Br Sa
3.6 1 -7 Blk Hm

2 7-14 Ml Br Io Sa

3 14-35 Yl Br Sa
4.1 1 0-6 Blk Hm

2 6=13 Dk Br 5i Sa

3 13-44 Y] Br Sa
4.2 1 0-5 Blk Hm

2 5-11 Ck Br Sa Io

3 11-48 Yl Br Sa
4.3 1 0-6 Blk Hm

2 6-15 Ok Br Sa 1o

3 15-49 ¥l Br Sa
4.4 1 0-8 Blk Hm

2 g-16 Dk Br Sa Io

3 16-41 Yl Br S5a
4.5 1 a=-5 Blk Hm

2 5-13 Ok Br 5a Io

3 13-45 Yl Br Sa
4.6 1 0-9 Blk Hm Mtl Fg

2 9-17 Dk Br Sa Lo

3 17-35 Y] Br Sa
4.7 1 0-8 Blk Hm

2 8-16 Dk Br Sa Io

16-38 Y1l Br Sa

4.8 1 0-6 Blk Hm

2 6-12 Tk Br Sa Lo

3 12=35 Yl Br Sa

= ow m e e m e e e e e e mm mm o e mm mr mm mm em Em Pm G mm mm e = =

P e T



Test No. Layer Depth {cm) S0il Description
5.1 1 0-7 Blk Hm

2 7-20 Dk Br Sa Lo

3 20-37 Y1l Br S5a
5.2 1 0-6 Blk Hm

2 6-22 Dk Br 5a 1o

3 22-41 Y]l Br Sa
5.3 1 0-4 Blk Hm

2 4-17 Ok Br S5a Io

3 17-46 Y1l Br Sa
5.4 1 Q=7 Blk Hm

2 7=13 Dk Br Ba Lo

3 13-38 ¥l Br Sa
5.5 1 0=7 Blk Hms

2 T-16 Ok Br 8a Io

3 16—40 Yl Br Sa
5.6 1 0-7 Blk Hm

2 7-20 Dk Br 5a 1o

3 20-42 Y]l Br Sa
5.7 1 0=7 Blk Hm

2 7-15 ok Br 5a Lo

3 15-48 Yl Br Sa
5.8 bl 0~10 Blk Hm

2 10-18 Dk Br Sa Lo

3 18-38 Yl Br Sa
5.9 1 0-7 Blk Hm

2 720 Dk Br 5a Lo

3 16-38 Y1l Br Sa
5.10 1 0-5 Blk Hm

2 5-16 Dk Br Sa Io

< 3 16—38 Y1l Br 5a

5.11 L o=7 Bl Fm

2 7-14 [k Br Sa Io

3 14-35 ¥l Br Sa
5.12 1 0-6 Blk Hm

2 6-18 Dk Br Sa Lo

3 18-37 Y]l Br Sa
5.13 1 -7 Blk Hm

2 7-12 Dk Br Sa Io

3 12-37 Yl Br Sa

Findings

o




Test No. Layer Depth (cm) $oil Description Findings
5.14 1 0-5 Blk Hm

2 5-16 Dk Br S5a 1o

3 le-35 Y1l Br Sa
5.15 1 0-6 Blk Hm

2 6-12 Dk Br &a Lo

3 12-47 Yl Br Sa
5.16 1 0-7 Blk Hm

2 7-13 Dk Br Sa Lo

3 13-41 ¥l Br C1 5a
5.17 1 0-5 BElk Hm

2 5-15 Dk Br Sa Lo

3 15-42 Y] Br {1 Sa
5.18 1 04 Blk Hm

2 4-10 Dk Br Sa Lo

3 10-43 Yl Br Cl sa
6.1 1 -4 Blk Hm

2 4-20 Ik Br 5a Lo

3 20-39 Y1l Br Cl Sa
6.2 1 0-2 Blk Hm

2 2-10 Dk Br Sa Io

3 10-38 ¥l Br Cl sa
6.3 1 0-5 Blk Hm

2 5-20 Dk Br Sa Lo

3 20-42 ¥l Br Cl1 Sa
6.4 1 04 Blk Hm

2 4-20 Dk Br Sa 1o

3 20-35 Yl Br Cl Sa
6.5 _ 1 0-7 Blk Hm

2 7-18 Dk Br Sa Io

3 18-40 ¥l Br C1 8a
6.6 1 0-5 Blle Hm

2 5-15 Lk Br 5a 1o

3 15-38 Yl Br Sa
6.7 1 0-5 Blk Hm

2 5-25 Dk Br S5a 1o

3 2540 Y1 Br Cl Sa
6.2 1 0-4 Blk Hm

) 2 4-19 Dk Br Sa 1o
3 19-43 ¥l Br Cl sa

Sl
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Test No. layer Depth {(cm) S0il Description Findings
6.9 1 0-6 Bllk Hm

2 6=17 Dk Br Sa Io

3 17-44 Yl Br C1 Sa
6.10 1 0-3 bk Br S5a 1o

2 3-18 Dk Br S5a 1o

3 18-37 ¥l Br Cl 5a
6.11 1 0-6 EBlk Hm

2 H=20 Dk Br 8a Io

3 20-40 Yl Br Cl Sa
6.12 1 0-6 Blk Hm

2 6-12 Dk Br 58a 1o

3 12=35 Y]l Br C1 Sa
6.13 1 0-5 Blk Hm

2 517 Dk Br Sa Lo

3 17-43 ¥l Br Cl1 Sa
6.14 1 0-5 Blk Hm

2 5-12 Dk Br Sa 1o

3 12-38 ¥l Br Cl Sa
6.15 1 0=-2 Blk Hm

b 2=20 Dk Br Sa Lo

3 20-35 ¥l Br C1 5a
6.16 k 0-6 Blk Hm

2 6-18 Ok Br 5a Io

3 18-40 ¥l Br Cl Sa
6.17 1 0-5 Blk Hm

2 5-15 Ok Br Sa Lo

3 15--35 ¥l Br C1 Sa _
6.18 1 0--3 BElk Hm

2 3-9 Dk Br Sa 1o

B 3 9-43 ¥l Br Sa

6.19 1 0-4 B1K Hm

2 4-12 Ok Br S5a 1o

3 12-35 ¥l Br Cl 5a
6.20 1l 0-5 Blk Im

2 5=-15 Ck Br Sa Lo

3 15-40 ¥l Br Cl 5a
7.1 1 0-4 Blk Hm

2 4-14 Dk Br Io Sa

3 14-24 Rt Dist

4 24-45 Y1l Br Sa
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Test No. Layer Depth (cm) Soil Description Findings
7.2 1 0=-3 Blk Hm

2 3-14 Dk Br Lo 5a

3 1420 Ok Y1 Br C1 s5a

4 20-46 ¥l Br Cl Sa
7.3 1 0-3 Blk Hm

2 3-15 Ik Br 1o Sa

3 15-44 ¥l Br C1 Sa
7.4 L 0-4 Blk Hm

2 4-12 Dk Br Lo Sa

3 12-44 Y]l Br C1 Sa
7.5 1 0-3 Bik Hm

2 3-19 Dk Br Lo Sa

3 19-45 Y1l Br C1 Sa
7.6 1 0-3 Blk Hm

2 311 Dk Br Io 5a

3 11-47 ¥l Br CT Sa
7.7 1 0-3 Blk Hm

2 3=15 Dk Br Sa Lo

3 15-44 ¥l Br Cl Sa
7.8 1 0-6 Blk Hm

2 &e—15 Dk Br Io Sa

3 15-48 ¥l Br Cl Sa
7.9 1 0-3 Blk Hm

2 3-13 Ik Br 1o Sa

3 13-40 Y1l Br Cl 53
7.10 1 0-3 Blk Hm

2 3-13 ok Br Io Sa

3 13-40 Yl Br Cl 5a
7.11 1l 0-4 Blk Hm

. 2 4-11 Dk Br Io Sa
- 3 11-46 Yl Br Cl1 Sa

7.12 1 0-4 Blk Hm

2 4-13 Ik Br Io Sa

3 13-50 Yl Br Sa
7.13 1 0-4 Blk Hm

2 4-14 Dk Br Io 5a

3 14-46 YIBrsacCl
7.14 1 0—4 Blk Hm

2 4-15% Dk Br Io Sa

3 15-44 Yl Br 8a Cl




Test No. Layer Depth (cm) Soil Description Findings

7.15 1 03 Blk Hm
2 3-11 Ik Br Io Sa
3 11-40 ¥l Br 1 Sa
7.16 1 0-6 Blk Hm
2 6-14 Dk Br Io Sa
3 14-40 Yl Br C1 Sa
7.17 1 0-4 Blk Hm
2 4-14 Dk Br Sa Lo
3 14-44 Yl Br C1 - !
7.18 1 0~5 Blk Hm
2 5-13 Lk Br Lo Sa
3 13-40 Yl Br C1 Sa
7.19 1 0-7 Blk Hm
2 7-15 Dk Br Sa 1o
3 15-43 Yl Br Sa
7.20 1 0-3 Blk Hm
2 3-10 ok Br Lo Sa
3 10-43 YL Br Cl Sa
7.21 1 0-4 Blk Hm j
2 4-11 Dk Br Sa Io '
3 11-40 Yl Br Cl Sa
i
7.22 1 0-2 Blk Hm '3
. 2-12 Dk Br Io Sa !
3 12-38 Yl Br C1 Sa
8.1 1 08 Blk Hm
2 8-26 Dk Br Sa 1o
3 26-37 Yl Br Sa
8.2 . 1 0-10 Blk Hm .
= 2 10-28 Dk Br Sa Io
3 28-42 Y1 Br 1o 5a
8.3 1 0-8 Blk Hu
2 g-27 . ok Br Lo Sa |
3 27-40 Yl Br Sa - _ j
8.4 1 0-6 Blk Hm
2 6-27 Dk Br Io Sa
3 27-45 Yl Br Sa
8.5 1 0-7 Blk Hm
2 7=21, Dk Br Lo Sa
3 21-40 ¥l Br Sa !
B.6 1 07 " Blk Hm
2 7-22 Tk Br Lo Sa
3 2242 Yl Br Sa




-

Test No, Layer Depth (cm) Soll Description Findings
8.7 1 0-5 Blk Hm

2 5-17 Dk Br Sa Io

3 17-40 Yl Br 54
8.8 1 -4 Blk Hm

2 4-16 Lk Br Sa Io

3 16-37 ¥l Br Sa
8.9 1 0-3 Blk Hm

2 3-23 Dk Br Sa Lo

3 23-40 Y1l Br S5a
8.10 1 0-5 Blk Hm

2 5-20 Dk Br 5a Io

3 20-40 Yl Br Sa
8.11 1 0-7 BElk Hm

2 =22 Dk Br Sa Lo

3 22=37 Y1l Br 53
8.12 1 0-7 Blk Hm

2 7-20 Dk Br 5a Lo

3 2037 Yl Br Sa
8.13 1 0-7 Blk Hm

2 7=-20 Dk Br Sa Lo

3 20-40 Yl Br Sa
B.14 r 0-5 Blk Hm

2 5-21 Dk Br Sa Lo

3 21-41 ¥l Br Sa
8.15 1 0-5 Blk Hm

2 5-19 Dk Br Sa Lo

3 19-40 Yl Br S5a
8.16 1 0-5 Blk Hm

2 5-17 Dk Br Sa Io

. 2 17-40 Y1l Br Sa

8.17 1 0-4 Blk Hm

2 4-21 Dk Br Za Lo

3 21-42 Yl Br Sa
8.18 1 0-4 Blk Hm

2 4-17 Dk Br 5a Io

3 17-40 Yl Br Sa
8.19 T 0-3 Blk Hm

2 3-17 Lk Br Io Sa

3 17-43 Yl Br Sa




Test No. layer Depth (cm) Soil Description Findings

0-7 Bl Hm

8.20 1
2 722 Dk Br Sa 1o
3 22-45 Yl Br 5a
8.21 1 04 Blk Hm
2 4-18 Dk Br Sa 1o '
3 13-45 Y1 Br 5a _ . y
8.22 1 0-5 Blk Hm
2 5=20 Dk Br 5a 1o
3 20-45 ¥l Br C1 5a
8.23 1l 0-4 Elk Hm
2 4-18 Dk Br &8a Io
3 18-42 Yl Br 1 Sa -
5.24 1 0-4 Blk Hm
2 4=17 Dk Br Sa 1o
3 1732 Y1l Br Sa
8.25 1 Q-4 Blk Hm
2 4-17 Tk Br 1o Sa .
3 17-37 ¥l Br Sa
9.1 1 0=-1 Blk Hm
b 1-17 Ok Br Io Sa Fire Bk
3 17-21 Rd Br 1o
4 21-29 Dk Br Lo Sa
5 29-46 Yl Br C1 Sa
9,2 1 0-3 BElk Hm
2 3=-30 Dk Br 1o Sa '(_:______ECIE
3 30-45 - Yl Br Cl Sa
9.3 1 0-2 Blk Hm
2 2=22 k Bx 1o Sa
3 22-40 ¥l Br Cl &a
9.4 1 0-3 Blk Hm
2 3-24 Ok Br 1o Sa
3 24-41 ¥l Br C1 Sa
9.5 1 0-2 Blk Hm
2 2=13 Tk Br Io Sa
3 13-41 Yl Br C1 Ga
9.6 1 0=2 Blk Hm
2 2=17 Dk Br Lo 5a
3 17-42 Yl Br C1 Sa




Test No. lLayer Depth (cm) Soil Description ~ Findings

9.7 1 0~5 Blk Hm
2 5-23 - Dk Br 1o Sa Oy Sh/Bog Ir
3 23-64 Y1l Br C1 &a :
9.8 i 0-9 Blk Hm
2 9-21 Dk Br Lo Sa Tl Clk.
3 21-42 Yl Br 21 Sa i
9.9 1 0-1 Blk Hm
2 1-17 Disturbed Soil Cl Clk,
Y1l Br Cl Sa & -
Dk Br Lo &a
3 17-20 Dk Br 1o Sa
4 30-45 ¥l Br Cl Ga
a.10 1 0-1 Blk Hm
2 1-10 Disturbed Soil Cl Clk.
¥l Br Cl Sa &
Ik Br Io Sa
3 10-22 Ik Br 1o Sa Cl Clk.
4 22-41 ¥l Br Cl 5a
9.11 1 0-1 Blk Hm
2 1-23 M4d Br Lo Sa
23~49 Yl Br Sa 1l pc Bg Ir
9.12 1 n-1 Bik Hm
2 1-5 Md Br 1o Sa c1 1k
3 5-8 Blk C-C-A cl ik
4 B-12 Tk Br 1o Sa cl Clk
5 12-31 Ur r Sa
9.13 1 0-1 Blk Hm
2 1-18 Dk Br 1o Sa
18-50 - Yl Br Sa
9.14 1 1-3 Blk Hm
2 317 Lk Br 1o Sa
3 17-43 ¥l Br Sa
9.15 1 0-2 Blk Hm
2 2-15 Dk Br Lo 5a
3 15-41 ¥l Br Sa
9.16 1 0-4 Blk Hm
2 4-14 Tk Br 1o 83
3 14-40 ¥]l Br Sa
9.17 1 0-1 Blk Hm
2 1-7 Dk Br 1o S5a

3 7-41 Yl Br Sa




Test No.

9.18

9.139

0.20

5.21

9.22

95.23

9.24

9.25

9.27

9.28

9.29

9.30

L b L b L B LT R Wk LP I N w k= L b =

i b

W Wl

Depth _(cm)

0-4
4-17

17-40

0-3

3-15
15-44

0-4
4-17
17-37

0-3
3-15
15-39

0-3
316
16-38

0-4
4-20
20-37

0-2
2-16
l6-40

0-3
3-38
38-45

0-2
2-16
16-41

0-3
315
15-40

0-2
2-9
85-40

0-3
5~19
19-40

0-3
3-10
10-40

Soil Description

Blk Hu

Dk Br 1o 5a

¥l Br Sa

Blk Hm
Tk Br 1o
Yl Br Sa

Blk Hm
Ik Br 1o
Y1l Br Sa

Blk Hm
Dk Br Sa
Y1l Br Sa

Blk Hmn
Ik Br Sa
¥1 Br Sa

Blk Hm
Lk Br Sa
¥l Br Sa

Blk Hm
Dk Br Sa
Yl Br Sa

Blk Hm

Za and C1 Ash

Yl Br =a

Blk Hm
Dk Br Lo
Y1 Br Ba

Blk Hm
Dk Br Sa
Y1l Br Sa

Blk Hm

Dk Br 1o 5a

Y1l Br Sa

Blk Hm
Dk Br 5a
¥1 Br Sa

Elk Hm
Dk Br Lo
Yl Br Sa

Sa

Lo

Sa

o

1o

Sa

" Findings

Cl Clk

3pcByLr




Test

9.21

9.32

5,33

9.34

9.35

9.36

9.37

9.38

9.39

9.40

9.41

Layer  Depth (cmw)
1 0-2

2 2-21
3 21-45
1 0-5

2 5-14
3 14-41
1 0-1

2 1-15
3 15~-38
1 0-1

2 1-26
3 26—-44
L 0-1

2 1-13
3 13-39
4 39-64
1 -2

2 2-23
3 23-55
4 55-80
5 80-93
1 . 0-16
2 16-29
3 29-31
4 31-58
1 0-7 -
2 720
a 20-47
1 0-4

2 4-24
3 24-35
4 35-49
5 49-62
1 0-4

2 4-39
3 39-47

S0il Description

Findings

Blk Hm
Dk Br Io Sa
¥l Br Sa

Blk Hm
Dk Br Lo Sa
Yl Br Sa

Blk Hm
Ok Br Sa 1o
Y1l Br 5a

Elk Bm
Tk Br Lo Sa
Yl Br Sa

Blk Hm

Dk Br Sa Lo(Dist)
Dk Br Io Sa
Cyster Shell

Y1l Br Sa

BElk ¥m

Tk Br Yo Sa
Dk Br Lo Sa
Dk Y] Br Io Sa
w/Oy Sh

Y1l Br Sa

Dk Br 51 Cl
Blk 51 Gr
M4 Br &i Io
Y1l Br Sa

Elk Hm
Ik Br Sa Io
Y1l Br 5a

Blk Hm

Ik Br 5a Lo Cl Lo
Dk Br 81 Gr

Dk Br 51 Io

Yl Br Sa

A disturbed
area possibly
excavated for a
telephone pole

Blk HBm
Md Br B8a C1
Yl Br Sa

Gr Gl _
Bt Bs Cl Clk

Cl Clk
3 CL Clk
sh Md

1Bg 7,1 Wd Pr Pt

Cl_Clk vh BtGl3Pes

Shwd

CL Clk
2 R.K, Sp.
Bn Wd, Sh

1l Sh
BEGT

Br GL, C1 Clk,
Oy Sh

CICIK, 6r Lr Fr




Test No.

9.42

9.43

5.44

9.45

9.46

9.47

9.48

9.49

9.50

9.51

9.52

9.53

= A s Ld 3 P L kD R s L kD [ L ta = b [P Lt o ol L B A W L} b Eg
H

@@f {cxn)

2-8
8-36 -
36—-49

0-19
19-37

24-42

0-4

4-10
10-35 -
35-42

-3
3-23
23-33
33-46

8-17

17-21
21-32
32-40

0-12

50il Description

Findings

Blk Hm

Ik Br Sa C1
MAd Br SaCl
¥l Br S8a

Lk Br Sa Lo/Blk 1o

¥l Br 1 Sa

Blk Hm

¥l Br 83 C1
Blk Hm

M3 Br 8a Lo
¥l Br S5a

Tk Br 5a Lo
Blk C1 Cn
¥] Br 5a Cl1

Blk Hm
Yl Br Cl &Sa
YL Br Cl Sa

Dk Br 5z 1o
¥1 Br Sa C1

Blk Hm
Dk Br Sa Io
Yl Br Sa

Blk Sa Lo

Blk Sa Lo Gr Fl

Dk Br Sa Cl
Blk Hm

¥l Br Cl &=
¥l Br Cl S5a

Blk Hm
Y]l Br C1 S5a
Cinders
Y]l Br 5a C1

Dk Br 5i C1
¥l Br C1 Sa
Dk Br 5a Lo
Blk 5i w/Gr
Yl Br Cl 5a

Dk Br Lo S5a

Stopped by Log

Qy Sh, Cl

Cl Cn

Ebls

1l pc Bg Tr

Br Frs

Mtr, Br Fg.
Mt




D

T wm mm mm mr Em Em R mm ER Em ER Ay v o o WY W mw W WE Em mm AL Em Em mm bk R ey A o —r e —

Test No. Layer Depth {am)
9,54 1 0-10
2 10-
9,55 1 0-5
2 5
9.56 1 0-20
2 20-
9,57 1 0-7
2 7-
9.58 1 0-10
2 10-
9,59 1
2
9. 60 1 0-30
2 30~
9.61 1 0-30
2 30-42
3 42—
9a.l 1 0-3
2 3-21
3 21-40
9a.2 1 03
2 3-14
3 14-32
4 32-51
9a. 3 1 0-4 -
2 4-33
3 33-50
4 50-64
9a. 4 1 0-3
2 3-24
3 24-50
oh,1 1 0-20
2 20-60
o, 2 1 0-20
2 20-31
3 31-34
4 34-52
5 52-65

Soil Description

Findings

Tk Br C1
Concrete

Dk Br C1
Concrete

Dk Br Cl
Concrete

Ok Bxr Cl
Concrete

Dk Br 1
Concrete

ok Br Cl
Concrete

Dk Br 8a Cl Lo

Md Br Sa
w/cement
Cermment

Blk Hm
Dk Br 1o
Y1l Br 8a

Blk Hm
Ik Br Sa
Dk Br Ea
Y1 Br S5a

Blk Hm

Dk Br Sa
Dk Br Sa
¥l Br Sa

Blk Hm

Ccl

Sa

5 &

b &

Dk Br Sa Lo

¥l Br Ea

Sh 208

Cn/Sq
40% Sh

10% Sh

M3 Crm
Br Bt Gls

5h Md




Tast No. layexr Depth (cm) S0il Description Findings

9b.3 1 0-16 Dk Br 1o Sa €l Clk W
2 16-26 Blk w/Cdr cl Clk .
3 26-38 Y! Br Sa Cl
4 38-48. Elk Sa 1o shmd .-
5 48-60 Y1l Br Cl Sa
9b. 4 1 0-4 Blk ‘Hm
2 4-28 Blk Lo Sa w/Car T1 CIk
3 28-46 Dk Br Lo Sa
4 46-55 Dk Br Io Sa Eh Md
5 55-72 Yl Br Sa
9b.5 1 0-16 Dk Br 1o Sa Cl, Cl Clk, Oy Sh
2 16-25 Blk 1o Sa w/Cl Car T1 01k
3 25-54 Yl Br Cl Sa R




Colors

Dk - Dark
Md - Medium
Y1l - Yellow
Rd - Red
Blk — Black
Br - Brown
Gr - Green

|

A e LT Te LT MRS TR T T R L T A

KEV

50il Types

Hm - Humis

Sa - Sarnvly

Cl - Clayish

Lo - ILoam

81 - Silty

Rt. Dist ~ Foot Disturbance

Findings

Mtl - metal

Fg — Fragment (s)
ClL = Coal

Clk - Clinker

Pc - Piece .
Bg - Bog

Ir - Iron

tn - Cinder

Gl - Glass

Sh - 5Shell

Md - Midden

Wd pr pt - Weodland projectile point
R.R. Sp — Rail Road Spike

BEn Wd - Burned Wood

Br - Brick

Mtr - Mortar

Md Crm - Modern Ceramic
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Farcel 1:

Parcel 2:

33871373

Parcel 3:

zi€i/e0e

"GY¥ 607250
W OA1/4%E

L S A T M 1T T N T T e

College Creek Property

Corner of Taylor Avenue and Annapolis Street

£/1965 Naval Academy Athletic Association tso United States of
Amsrica
parzel 1 of JHH 207/150, 8/14/1939  [see parsel 4]
{exzept .072zcres to Stat: Roads Commiszsion, PSR

1207167, 1532}
gubject to 3 2agementsz te Balrtimore Gas & Electrics
Statz Roads Cemrissicn
Annapclis Metropeolitan
Sevwerages Comrmisszion

Corner of Tavlor Avenue and Rowe Boulevard

§/2 16R2 Havzl Acadery 2Athletiec Assoelation trusiees 1o
Stare cf Marvyland, for use of Board of Public Warks
SRC plat  §IZ2739 3.1%2

part of JHE 207/150, 8/1471%3% [s22 parcel 3]

©ld Railyoad Right of Way

=
R

Znnapsliis Rallroad Coppany and the Annapeliz
o toc Srats af Marvland for Board of

x M %
rt
1

41 Oy |
i

Realty Co. to Balrip
271238,

..... FAM 175/137,
to Baltimore and Amrmapelis Bailrsad,
AM 242/333
terszetion of right of way line of Rowe
T 150

Railrea

Washington, Baltimore and Annapolis Electric 2 &
Balrimore

Maryland Tavelsprment and Realty {szpany fo
and Annapalss Raizrcad Company
parcel 3:; 3 lets berwesen Coilege Creek and West Anzapelis

2'2771907  Charlas & Mary Ceozbs, Maime te Maryland Developrent &
Realty Zompany
T/2T71808  ==m—o to Maryland Develsphant & Realty Company
/13/1908 0. Randall e Maryland Devslopmert & Realiy Coapan .




GW 23/1 127701908 rrustees o Charlez Coenbs
GY L3713 ditte
GW Ldr2% ditte 81.33 azre=z on and near Collage Creek
G¥ G4/8E ditte
GVv 51786 dinte )
SHE 297337 3r147138¢ charles Resge te Annapolis & Baltimere Shert Lins
sez helaw
and
W TS 9151887 Jeseph Rigker a2t 2l ta Balzi and Annapoiis Shovt Line
SH 31/4%0 11/1%272387 Ampapelies & Baltimsre Short Line 2t 21 (o W, W, Braoun &3
al
SE 30ssQo 4f3Er1gET punepslis & Baltimere Shko Lina toc Jossph Ricksr
SH 2%:43) 5/14/.8%¢4 Chazrles Rzese tc Arnapolis & Baltimere Shert Line

== ar

FAYN

(C=Th:
37429 Mawyland Developsent v Davis-Sziin sez below
£3/237 X¥aryland Develzpment ts State of ¥aryland
271171539 land taken o gniarge Taylor Avenus te starndards of
sTate Dighway
striy 4%, alang track of railreac between north side of Collage
Crezk and seush lipme of Ict sold by USA to 2anapolis & Baliirsrs
Chame 7w,
sheort Lone
I3 13y 0 ISECUIRRT John ko Stella ¥Walssn r. to Baltisors ans Annapolils
Railrozd Ceompany
a1l That railzesd gonstituting duvision of Washinoroeo
Baltimore and Annzpelis Railrcad ¥nown 25 Anngpeiis
Shorr Lins. Iror Blad-n Statisn teo poist AT T Rear
Shipley, Mavyland
- 22 par forsalosurs gordey ol §/271935 Tguiny 16
7. E. Duvzll Ceo., Inc. v. WB&A Elsctric Railread
1327330 §/ii7142c Touls £, Burger, trusta2e  to  Jehn ¥ilsen jr.




-

Parcel 4:

2077150

PSR 53/425

i
L

AC 17412

NHE 1E2/14%

I i

Gli2/1368

{cont,? 3

Rowe Boulevard and College Cresk

Annapolis Acres, Inc, to Navy Athletis Association
4 tracts in West Annapolis

parcel ai 17,029 zcres parcels a-c
parzel b: 4.278 acres Erom FSR B3/42%
percel «:

parcel d: 33.34 gacres net relevant

Karyland Development and Realty Company to Davie-S-ith
Reaity Corporation

12/.8 znterest from G¥ B4/18:

2718 iaterszst from GW 607280

4/18 interest from GV £1/456

Tharles & Mary CTrombs, Maine to Maryland Devaloprment

three parcels
third parecel: 81,32 zcrss on and near Collage Treck

te Coombs from GF 53/1 4718
G¥ S4/:5 3718
GW 53/13 2118
GW 5485 /18
G¥ 54/86 2/18
2l part of EH 29/531 pee below
Trustzzs by will of Jeseph Ricker, Meins to Charlas
Cocorbe. Malnpe
4 paroélis, excsepl rallrgad right of way, 870 idl
marscc) B3 ig Cellege Creek Zand

Cnarles & Sv2an Rees., Philedeiphia ta Ronepzliics &
Bezltimors Short Line Railrzad
2 pareels za Severn River opTosits City 2f Acnapoi:is

koown as Dorssy Enlargz=dé and Worweed's Beall;

tegather equal farm Known as Strawberpy Hill, 2

lexeczpt twa pareels zecld to United Statss of Ars
Sk 2/480 57 acres and S8H $/403 45 3/1

Lzwis Fiery te Charles Reese
dezd bzok net at Courthouss or Archives

Righard & Virgiria Mackhuin to lLevis Fiery, Washingteon
County
21l of Dorsey Enlarged, known ag Strawberry Hiil
25 w&r paleant to Goorgs ¥ackbuin, 3/14712%
liksx CGGB 21/75, land office patents
and adjeining Norwasd's Beazll, 331 7/8 acres
part af MHG 7/613 3/7/18&%89

R T e T T T 0 (P —— [
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MHG 77553 A/7/185: Eaward & Sceprhia Sparks, Jonathan Pinkzey, and Gillhe-t &
Jars Conney .
agreement by Anne Pinkney, Mary Pinkney, Ellen Pinkhey,
Edward & Sophiz Sparks, znd Jonathan Pinkney to
sell part of Morwood's Beall to Gilbert Conner
3/1/1554
180.% aecres, belonging to their farhew, Jonathan
Pinkney
bend e Coaner té convay deed when purchase meney paid
Arse, Fllan & Mary Pinkney subsequently sold shares te
Joenachan, 1/8/185%
Conner has agreed to sell part of said property to
Pichard Mazkubin

r

W 12230 GSE0/182T Nizhoa-as Brews
Yackubbin
7/3,/1824 chancery case, Brewer & Rrewsr jr +.
Wisnells, Spurrier, Arneld, and Pinkney
Herwoeds Bezall scld by J*ﬁﬂ:han Pinkney s Rezin
Spurrizr to John Arno to ¥illiarm Nichalls

bEt Tazn B awsT Ir aﬂd Mackubbin

v, Mizhelas Brewer Jr., and Geerge

u b"n:

[
i
i
in
1

Ly
i
Iy
[
=
LELEE-Ta-S R FE S Y N BN

e i

1 foox
t

LR T R U NT b |

1 W b

o
[T =2

[ B

|08
)
L]
"
F]
tn
‘o
(1
e
=0 m

i

o
[ TLI : ]
{1
3
LTI R W

I N R |

{¥ F1

2ilila to Morveeds Esall
nkney and part known as !

EL - I I
o
ML

RS B

i
1
=
[
L

DR N
M
“J
-1

oy
oy
e
bt
[18
T
7]

=) F b
1. T} ra
LU

oy

R ]

e

madory o
ooah oo
It
Sl s I

o
- I
e
(s B=]
oD

-t
L
(Y]
L1 5]
al v
T
[}
¥u

1

d
J
L

.
(¥}

woods Beall in liew of dower 50z
2d of ~ove 2n Morwzod's Crzek anc

o Roecky Neck porrien
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Trveatze for estate of John B. Yeems, 2
Jon Gthan binkney
J2T/iB13 deeree z2l] title of Weems to Norwogod':s 3ezll
pre grty martgagad to Pinkney by VWeex

HE 13/243 471671805 Johz B, Wesms to Jonathan Pickney
morvgzas o Norwoods Bezll 38z




Tolleme Trazkh Trermiooo iconT.) &
{
Federal 1708 ary Yesme rart of Norwoods Beall 150a
Direst Tix part of Morweods Beall  450a
Atsessmen- 182 Ann Bezll part of NHorwcods Beall  4R0a
chn Weens vart of Morwoods Beall 1h0a
Ma=y Dorsey, caughter of Richard and Elizabeth Bzall
Micholszon Dorsey, narried Jehn Weems
cB Z/2¢1 1371171775 Eldzabeth Darsey (widow of Richard) ané Anne Rutland,
daughters and he:rs of Jok:o Bgzall, te Mary Doros:y,
f davecnter of El:zzaketh and reice ¢f Anne
1502 cf Morwecods Beall knewn as Rocky Meck
3B f1ay E1370T7G "horae and Awmpe (ree Beall) Rutland to Annz (nes
Torszy! Beall
_ 211 rights of Anne Ruclanfl to Norweods Beail. devis:d
¢ bv Bsale Wicholsosn te Annég Dorsey Beall
Mg PoLob R A i i Lancelot Jarques ¢ Anns Bgall
221 rights te Norweods Beall, as trustes ¢f Rhne
Bezil {(Rutland)
B:all ¥icholson, zmephew of A=ne Bzall Retland, deviesl
. rlghtf Te propeErty to his sister, Anps Darssy, ho
subszguently zarcied Beniamin Beall, now deceassg
BT LT ie-17es Lansolot Jacoues t2 Anne 3eall L Beall Micholsao
Jarguzr vy hold in trust for Michelsern 2f 2arn
322l di.e without heirs
C E2 l.Z%2 soldplTE Eunne Besll, spiaster, to Lancelot Jacgues
Y B _I EESLTRR Eli:abs_h Bealil, widew of John, to Rishard Dorzer,
wushang of Tlizabeth Beall Wicholson, widow of
r-Tl‘lli., & Bzall Michois=on, hsir of Will:an
130z ¢f Norwsods Beall, to weestward of rract, including ]
{ - nzck known as scky Nesk -
Val:e 5resi7i4 John 8zal:
Jirils i1l sctate, rezl and personal, to wiofe Tlizanach
Pells 3, 041758 Wrllias Dachclscn
{ 20,3105 lS a Rcck} Meck, to wife during :ife 2nd thein it
son, Be
RE 2/ 290 12371730 Jonn Beall to ¥illiam MNicholsen
: William Bicholson married daughter Fiizabeacth
nend to ceavey li0a of MNorwoods Beall, whare Jobn 3gall
. dwglle, Lnowp 25 Rocky ﬂecL, T Nischelsar :
B
9
N :




Te_lzge To.ok Properuy zean. Z
Pacernts LiLa Schn Beall, by virtue warrant 1/17/1715 for resurvey
FL 4,8 $ traste: Norvaood, 230a
IL A/277 lczrtificazis Intake, 100z
Horwood's Recovery 104a
Practor's Chancs 30a
i Gartaenby 100a
+ vacant land = §38a

Rzeinning 2t locust om south :ide of Sevarn and nerth
s:de of Morweod's Covs., with river several covrses
o mouth of Merwpod's Cresk, with creek to its Jead

by several courses, t¢ pine warking MNorwood at head
I 2reelk, southeast 150 parches, s 32' & 54p te
rogy of Sandgate (prspe:ty of Thomas Beordleyl,
¢ 1€p 1% ocak 2s bound of Todd's Range, 3 74" &
2%4p o stump on scu*hSLde of brzrch, asros:
branch o 33" & l4p, _ze 8p to hezd of Dorssy Crze
with e¢veek several soursss zlong several coves Lo
berinning cf Gartenby i{also hound of Dorsay,
bzlornging to Blader heirs), with zame nw 3dp, theo
West L6867, thern sast nertheast 204p teo head of
Ngrwaod's Zove, then straight line to beginning
Maorwead Z/8/165% Jobr Morwood
Tntzke 1/18/1660 John Forvwaooéd
g Merwoed Racovery 8/10/1686 Andrew Novyocd
, Precter's Chance £/28/1650 Rohers Froctier
< Gattenhy 277738659 Thopas Gate:
Beovaes Znlaveod
8 villis O L/EG/IES: Geovg: Mackubbin
BEL /Ly ” ts =25 Fichard. al: mv farm near Annapclis cailed
Zzrzey Enlarged, commenly known as Strawb31rr iz,
Fiven 1o hip ten voass age; dsvised in fze sinple for
egal Titis
Parcuts N W patent o George Mackubbin on basis of warran: for
GGE /7% resurvey granted to Hugh & Elizabeth Thoapson
Jorsay and part of Nerweod's 3Beall
rstee znd hounds as in NH 12/30% abaove
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war o 134/532 LS/ IBTE Trustese of the Pgor of Anng Arundel Couniy to Gaovge
Mazhukoin
Dersey and addivigns rzsurveyss
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LBTL/520 Arehi g
{ NAZA o USA Site
1965 &l
2077150
Annalcres /MNASD
. 2363/636 . 1939 y
¢ BR & Conc.Co/MD |
1970
2 .

Right of Way FSR 53/425 -
*Tgl.»-“""‘
-:;r-"

G4 54/181
' Coombis,/Md Devel

\\&Eh_5397 12/

G 53/1

N 61/456
Randall /MdDevel
1208

& 7/175

GW 54/25 SH 31/490
‘ W 53/13 SH 30/300
G 54/85
{ — -

SH 29,431
Reese/Short Li

/s 9ym03

;

| Reese/usa ')
\ 1869 '

SH 2/480

Reese /USA ]

Reese/Flery
1865

¢ NHG 12/145

Mackubbin/Fiery
1864

[
Wills
BEG 1/187

Mackubbin i
\\MH_IBSB x/
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/Taa 1/252

Jacoues,/Baall &
Nicholson
1756

BB 1/253
Beall/Jacques
1756

RD 2/317
Beall/Dorsey

N Y Y

ST Wil N
/ 21/114 )
Beall

_ Patents
PL 4/8

IL A/277

%eall 1719 /

WD 27471
Israel/Bladen
1706
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Shackesl,
1985

Shackel,
1726

Sshackesl,
1984

SYMFOSIA

1987 Co-
Sym
in
Arc

19845 Co-
Cog

Arc
New

TECHNICAL

Williams,
1987

Roulette,
19854

Faul Al

Corspicuous Consumption and Class Maintenance. Faper
presented at  the Society +for American Archaeclogy
Meetings, New Orleans, Louisiana, April.

Faul A
The Creation of Individuality and GSegmentation 1n
Anglo—Amer1ca. Faper presented at the Northeastern
Anthropalegical Anthropeological Meetings, Huffalos, New

York, March.

Faul A.

Artifact Fattern FRecognitiom at the Nicoll House,
Suffolk County, New York. Faper presented at the
Northeastern ANnthropclogical Association Meetings

Hartford Conmecticut, March 24, 19584 and at the Society
for american Archaealogy Meetings at Fortland  Oregon,
April 14, 1984.

CHAIRMANSHIPS:

chair with Barbara J. Little and Margaret Purser.

posium an "The Meaning of Consumptien: OUngoing Research
Historical Archaeology. " Society for Amearican

hagglogy Mestings, Toronto, Canada, Mav.

chair with ERBarbara J. Little. Symposium o0 "The
nitive Fast: Ongoing Reszarch in Historical
fiaeology. " Society +or American  Archasolegy Meetings,
drleans, lLouisiana, April.

PAPERS EDITED:

Eileen

Fhasze I Survey of the Proposed College Creek = Marriott
Inn Site. Archaeolagy Im Annapalis. On File at Historic
Annapali=s, Inc., Anmapolis, Maryland.

Billy Ray

Excavationzs at Hancocks Resolution, 18ANM1&%9, Anne
Arundel County, Maryland. Archaecology In Annapelis. On
File at Historic Annapolis,. Inc., Annapolis, MDD,




Williams, Eileen
1986 Excavations at 178 Frince Gearge &t, 1
Md . Srchaeology In Annapolis. On F
Arrapolis, Inc. Annapolis, MD.

, Anmapolis
1= at Historic

Secreto, Fatricia and Eil=zen Williams
1284 Excawvations at the Shiplap House, 13APZ0, 18 Pinkney St
Annapolis, MD. Archaeclogy In Anmapolis. 0On File at
Higstoric Annaprlis, Inc., Annapolis, MC.

Bhackesl., Faul A and Eileen Williams ]
1984 Excavations in 5t. Anme’'s Churchvard, 18aF435, Church
Circle, Anmapolis, MD. ArFchaenlogy In Annapglis.  On
File at Historic Annapelis,Inmc., Annapeolis, MD.

Hopkins, Joseph W and Williams, Eileen
19856 Excavations at The 3tate House Inn, 18AF4Z, State
Circi=, Annapglis, MD. & Final Report. Archaeclagy In
Annapolis. On File at Histeric Annapolis, Tonc.,
Annapolis, MD.

TECHNICAL PAPERS:

Mark P. Legne and Paul &. Shackel
1984 Archaeology of Town Flammring in Armapoli=s, Marwiand.
Firal Report to the Maticnal Seoarzaphic Societw. MGES
Eramt Number F1145-890,

Shackel , Faul A.
198& Archaenlogical Testing at the 193 Main St. Site, 13 aF
i, Arnapolis, MD. Report of *%the Archaeology In
Annapoiis Froject. University of Marvliand, Colleqe Park
and Histcoric Annapolis Inc.

1924 3 Cultural Resource Surwvey of the Brewer Cross  Road
Bridge Over Great Yallesy Creesk, Town of Great VYalley,
Zattarugas Coonty, New Yor:o (FIN 3751.77). Report of
tha Arohasclogical Survew. Shate University of New
Yarlk at BPuffalo. Department of Anthropologv.

1784 4 Cultwral resources Jwvey of Lthe Route T Bridge QOwver
Black Creek, Town of Stafford, Geneses County, New
York (PIN 30Z4.357. Report of the Archaeological
Survey Yolume 16 (30}). State Uniwversity of New York
at Buffalo. Department of Anthropology.




1784

1784

1784

1984

1283

1982

1982

A Cultueal Nesourze Suwrvey  for Taylor Devices,
Tonmawanda Island, North Tonawanda, Niagara County, New
York. Report of the Archaeclogical  Survey Yolume 156
(4. State University of New York at Buffalo.
Department of Anthropology.

A Cultural Resource Survey of Genesee Straest
Imtersection with Ransom Road, Town of Lancaster,
Eri= Coumty. New York, FPIN S512.17. Repori of th=
Archasslogical Survey Volume 15 (2). Stat= University
of New York at Buffalo. Department of anthropology.

May 135«

Culiwral Resource Survey of Pipelines inm the Vicinity
of Markhams and Cottage Roads, Town of Dayton,
Cattarugas County, New York. Report of the
Archseclogizal Suwrvey Volume 1& (4). State University
of New York at Buffalo. DCepartment of Anthropology.
February 15.

& Second Survey of the Plumb House Esztate. Report of
the Town of Islip Archaeological  Survey (84—1).
January 1.

A Survey of the Lowsr Guintuck Creek: In Search of
the Original Nicoll Homestead. Regort of the Town of
Islip Archaeclogical Survey (83-1).

A Freliminary Repart on & Partial Survev of the Hollins
Fropertys In Search of the QOrigimal Micoll Homest=ad.
Repaort of the Toawn of Islip Archasclogical Burvey.

(BE=-2).

& Partial Survevw of the Plumb Houss Estate: In Search
of the Briginal WNicoll Homestead. Repart of the Town
of Islip Archaeological Sur-vey. (3210,

CONTRIBUTIOMNS TO TECHNICAL PAPERS:

Huitterbaugh, Eirk W,
1784 Cultwal Resource Survey
gravel Miming Area; Town
New York. Report of the
14 (1). State University
department of Anthropolog

of the Brockport Sand and

of Clarendcn, Orlzan County,
Archaeoleogical Surwvey VYolume
of New York at Buffalo.

v. January 17.




GRANTS,

-
. S0

F 1

AWARDS, CONTRACTS

Anne s church fﬁdminisfered

Inc.).

Testing im the St. vard.

through Historic Annapolis,

Fhase I for the proposed =site of construction of the
Marriott Annapolis, Collesge Dr=ek, Annapolis, MD. May,
1987. (Admimistered throcugh Historic Annapolis, Inc.).

Marylard.
Annapolis,

Fhase I +for
Mav, 1337.
Inc.i.

the Gotts Cowrt Area, Annapolis,
(Apdministerad through Historic

ACTIVITIES:

Fresident — Apthropology Graduate Association:

Co-chairperson

1984 -~ 1985.

- Anthropnology Sraduate Student Seminars 1934~-

1285,

LECTURES:

May

March =51,
Afnalvsis
Crizsageak=

"an

Barhara
o+

Marrch 23,

12,
Annapolis,
fnmne’'s Churech,

Marwvland,

Circle,
St.

1987
Marvland, "
AnRnapolis,

"The Importance of Archaeology at Church
Fresented to the Vestry Commitbs of
Marwvland.

1787

of Frobat= Inventories of the

Regign: & Svmbolic Interpretation.”

Little's North American Archasglagy Clacss,
College Fark.

Eighteenth—-Century
Fresent=d *+o

J. University

1987

"The _Enlightenment in Historical drchaeologyv." Fresented to  the
History Honaor Society, Notre Dame Colleg=, Baltimora, MD.

March 3. 1987

" A Symbolic Interprefation in Historiczl Archaeology." Fr=santed

to Cr.

Mark Leorns s

Introduction to Archasclaogy Tlass, University

of Marvland, College FParlk.

February 27,
"Current
County Archaealagical Assn.,

1787
Research in Annapolis.”
Annapolis,

Fresented to the Armne  Arundel

MD

11




October, 23, 1784

"ESraduate Training in Anthropzlogy.” Fresent=ed at Dr, Margar=t
pNelson s Oraduate Seminar Class, Department of Anthropalogy,
State University of Mew York at Buffalo, amherst, NY.

Lyl

Movember, & 1985

“"The Development of Segmentation and Standardization in Sociery. ™
Fresented to Dr. Mark Leope’'s Intro. +to Anthropology Class.
University of Marvland, College Fark.

Cctaober, 13, 1984
"&n  Introducticn to Historigal Archasology." Presented to  St.
Martins Elesmentary School, Annapolis, MD.

September -9, 1985
"Historical Archaeology: A Multidisciplinmary Approach. "
Fresanted to Suffolk County Communititze Coll=ge, Selden, NY,

Julv 7. 1784
"an Introduction to Historical Archaenlogy and the Nigoll
Project." Fresented to Sachem High School, Lake Ronkonkoma, NY.

guly, 12, 1783

"Frogress on the Nicpll Excavation.” Fresented to the The Long
Island Archaeological Froject, 5tate University of hNew York at
Stony Brook, Stony Brook, NY.
June 22, 1983
"The MNicogll txcavation.
Club. Islip, NY.

1Y)

Fresznted to the Islip Town Republican

June 14, 1283

"The NMieoll Execavation." Presented to ThHe Long I=1and
Archaenlogical Froject. State University of New York at Stony
Brook, Stany Brook, NY.




INTERVIEWED BY:

Tm=levision and Radio

Moody Broadcasting Network - 9-B&
Annapolis Cablevision, Annaocclis, MD Ch. A 1-14-84
Cablevigion, Prince George County, Marvland 10— 1-33
WNYIT-Cablevision-Massaw Countw, MN.Y. 3— 4-8=
Cablavision=8Suf+olk County, M.Y. P-25-B2

WLLIW -7V, Garden City, Lomng Island., N.Y. g=-20-32
WALK ~Radio. Fatchogue, Long Island, MN.Y. g9-12-B%2
g3-15-82

WNEC —TW. New wvork City, N.Y. g8-12-82
WCBS -Radio. hNew York City, N.Y. 2-142-82
WINE —-Radio. MNew York City, N.Y. 8-12-82
WCTO —Radio. Smithtowm, Lomg Island, M.Y. 2-12-82

Newspaoers

The Capital, Amnapolis, MD ) o—-24-87
Thea Sun, EBaltimaore, MD 5—-10-87
The Capital, Annmapolis, ™MD 4=13-37
The Sun, Baltimore ™MD 4— F-87
The Publick Enterprise, Arnapolis, MD 11 - 8&
The Capital, Annapolis, MD : F~-12-8&
The Capital, Annapolis, MD 2-28-86
The Capital, Annapolis, MD 4=-2TF-86
The Capital, Annapolis, MD 12-24-85
Suffolk Life, Suffolk Coumty, N.Y. F--13-84
Swtfollk County Mews, Suftolr Uounty, MNM.OY. 8—-17-B4
New Yorlk Times g-21-33
Newsday., Long Island, New York 3= 4-BZ
Suffalk County News, Suffolk County. N.Y,. T=28-3%
Newsday, Long [=land, MN.Y. 5—28-385
—ong Island Husiness 2—23-33
Suffolk County News, Suffolk County, NM.Y. g-19-32
Graphic, Suffoll Zountw, MN.Y. f—-19-82
Suffolk Life, Suffolk County, MN.Y. 2=-13-82
Central Islip News, Central Islip, MN.Y. 8-19-82
Mew York Daily News, New york City, N.Y. g-146-82
Newsday, Long Island, Ma.Y. 3=173-82




REFERENCES

Dr. Mark F. Leone
Department of Anthropologv
Woods Hall

University of Marvyland
College Park, Maryland
S01=-4534-5%72 (office:
202-5562-4082 (home)

Dr. Ezra B. W. Zubraw

Lepartment of Anthropology

Amnerst Campus

Spaulding Guad

State University of New York at Buffalo
Amherst, New York 14251

Tlo—4636—2414

Dr. Hen A, Nelson

Department of Anthropol ogy

Amherst Campus

Spanlding RQuad

State University of NMew York at Buffalo
Amherst, New York 14251

71&6-4636-2414

Dr. William E. Stein

Department of Anthropology

Amherst Campus

Spaulding Quad

State University of New York at Buffalo
Amherst, New York 142561

71&4-56IT56-2414

14




curriculum Vita for Eileen Williams

Permanent Address Present Address

511 North Rockglen Rd. 1504 Bolton St.
Baltimore, MD 21229 Baltimore, MD 21217
947-3212 669-8237

EDUCATION

Graduating in December 1987: B.A., Anthropology-University of
Maryland, Colleage Park.

EXCAVATION EXPERIENCE

September 1986-May 1987: Archaeoleogy in Annapolis-Assistant
Archaeologist. Supervisor: Paul A. Shackel, Ph.D. The responsibilities
for this job were diverse, including artifact analysis for various
historic sites, writing three site reports for past excavations,

and sundry administrative tasks. Also,_ during the month of January,
1987, I supervised the excavation of an historic site in downtown
Annapolis, this included the excavation of early 18th century

deposits. Project Director: Mark P, Leone, Ph.D.

August 1986: Archaecology in Annapolis-Assistant Archaeologist.
Supervisor: Mr. Bill Rouletta. This was the surveying of an 18th
century garden, with the objective being to produce a topographic
map. Project Director: Mark P. Leones, Ph.D.

June 1986-July 1986: Archaeology in Annapolis-Assistant Archaeologist.
Supervisor: Mr. Bill Roulette. The Hancock Resolution Excavations.
This was the excavation of a late 18th century tenament home.

March 1986-May 1986: Baltimore Center for Urban Archaeology (BCUA) -
staff Archaeologist. Supervisor: Mr Gary Norman. The Mount Clare
Excavations. This was the excavation of a Colonial mansion's kitchen
area. Additional responsibilities included assigning and working with
volunteers, instruction other staff archaecologist on flotation
procedures, and contributing to educational placard and public tour
content.

September 1985-~March 1986: BCUA-Staff Archaeologist. Supervisor:
Ms, Louise Ackerson, The Mount Clare Excavations. Responsibilities
for this job entailed supervising a2 nighttime volunteer lab, soil
and flotation analysis, and processing flotation samples,

May 1985-August 1985: BCUA-Staff Archaeologist. Supervisor: Mr Gary
Norman. The Mount Clare Excavations. This phase of the excavations
were to locate the pattern of an 18th century orchard for the now
complaeted orchard restoration.




QOctober 1984-May 1985:; Archaeclogy in Annapolis-Volunteer Coordinator.
Supervisor: Mark P. Leone. During this time I was responsible for
starting, continuing, and supervising a volunteer lab on the University
of Maryland's College Park campus, Project Director: Mark P. Leone, Ph.D.

April 1985; Archaeolegy in Annapolis-Archaeologist, Supervisor:
Mr. Donald Creveling and Joseph Hopkins, III, Ph.D., For two
consecutive weekends the State House Inn excavations explored how
the State House Circle has changed over time, '

August l984-Archaeologist. National Park Service-Supervisor: Ms.
Sheree Lane. The Slateford Farm Excavations. This was a phase I
survey of Slateford Farm, located in the Deleware Water Gap region of
Penngylvania. The exXcavations were random stratified shovel test
pits. Project Director: Roger Mueller, Ph.D.

June 1984-The Meteponto Excavations-Archaeologists/Lab Assistant.
Supervisor: Marshal Becker, Fh.D. This excavation explored a Greek
colony in Southern Italy, ca. 400 B.C. My responsibilities included
the excavation and cleaning of skeletal remains. The bulk of analysis
was carried out by Dr. Becker, but I did learn to age and sex human
skeletal remains.

January l1984-May 1984: BCUA. Staff Archaeologist. Supervisor: Ms.
Louis Ackerson. The Brewery Excavations. This job entailed the
opening, maintaining, and supervising of the BCUA's laboratory.
Also established was a volunteer program.

November 1983-January 1%84: BCUA-Archaeologist. Supervisor: Ms,
Carmen Weber, The Dickeyville Excavations. The excavations consisted
of a phase I and II surveys of 18th and 18th century mill sites along
the Gwyns Falls., Sheovel tests were used to determine archaeological
sites and excavations concentrated on a textile mill,

June 1983-August 1983: BCUA~Field School Student. Supervisors: Mr,
J.W. Josephs and Charles Cheek, Ph.D. The Brewery Excavations.

The excavations explored an 18th and 19th century brewery in downtown
Baltimore. The fieldschool taught basic archaeological technique, as
well as how to present a public tour.




TECHNICAL PAPERS:

Hopkins, Joseph W. III, Ph.D. and Eileen Williams
1987 The Final Report for the Excavations at The State House
Inn, Annapolis MD.

Williams, Eileen
1987 The Final Report for the Excavations at 178 Prince George 5t.,
Annapolis MD.

Williams, Elleen and Patricia Secreto
1887 The Final Report for the Excavations as Shiplap House,
Annapolis MD.

REFERENCES

Paul Shackel, Ph.D.
Archaeclogy in Annapolis
¢/0 Historic Annapolis Inc.
132 Prince George St.
Annapolis, MD 21401

Mark P. Leone, Ph.D.
Archaeclogy in Annapolis
c/0 Historic Annapolis
182 Prince George St.
Annapolis, MD 21401

Ms, Loulse Ackerscon

Baltimore Center for Urban Archascology
c/0 Peale Museum

800 B, Lombard S5t.

Baltimore, MDD 21211




JULIE HEVENER ERNSTEIN

Address: (Home) 9075-1I North Laurel Dr. (Business) Historie Annapolis, Inc.
Laurel, MD 20707 194 Prince Georpge St.
Annapolis, MD 21401
Telephone: (Homa) 301-953-7782 {Business) 301-263-5553
Date of birth: July 3, 1962 Place of birth: Washingtonm, DC
Social security number: 217-84-9533 Marital status: married, no children

Professional field: archaeology

Areas of specialization: U.8. Historical Archaeology (with gpecial interesgts
in landscape archaeology, urban and industrial archaeology and the
application of oral histories to archaeology); second area—-New World
Prehistoric Archaeology (North American and Mesocasmerica); related
area——Anthropology (with an emphasis in folklore studies and narrative

analysis).

Education:
1987-present

1984=-1987

1980-1984

Field, Research, and Related Professional Experience:

1988

1988

1987-present

Boston Univerzity, Boston, MA
Ph.D. Candidate (211 requirements fulfilled
with exception of dissertation)

Boston University, Boaton, MA
M.A., Archaeology

University of Maryland, College Park, MD
B.A., Anthropology

Faculty, Department of Anthropology, University

of Maryland, College Park; Instructor for

ANTH 3894 (Research Problems in Anthropology),
ANTH 4%94 (Field Methods in Archaeology}, and

ANTR 699A (Advanced Field Training in Archaeology);
Mr. Melvin Bernstein, Administrative Dean, Office
of Summer Programs; May-Aupgust.

Volunteer, Foresight Science and Technology,

Inc. {lobbying firm representing interests of

the Society for American Archaeclogy and the
Society for Historical Archaeology), telephoning
Congressional offices in support of the Abandoned
Shipwreck Act; Loretta Neumann, Senior Lobbyist;
March.

Research Assistant and Archaeology Laboratory
Supervisor; "Archaeology im Annapolis” Project,
Annapolis, Maryland; Drs. Mark P. Leone, Richard
J. Dent, and Ann E, Yentsch, Co-directors; 9/87-
present.




1987-present

1987

1987

1986-1987

1986-1987

1986

1986

1986

1985

1985

1985

Ernstein--2

Part-time faculty, Anne Arundel Community College,
Division of Continuing Education and Community
Services; teach three courses: an introductory
course in arcifacts and American material culture
to "gifted and talented" students, an introductory
course in historical archaeclogy to adults, and a
short course on the archaeclogy of Annapolis to
adults; Ms. Gloria Lighthizer and Ms, Lynn Barrete,
Program Coordinators, respectively; Fall, Spring,
and Summer gemesters,

Archival Assistant} Maryland Hall of Records,
Annapolis, Maryland; Mr. Richard A, Blondo, Intern
Coordinator; June-August.

5
Project Oral Hirorian; Spencer-Fierce-Little House
Frojeet, Newbury, Massachusetts; Pr. Mary C. Beaudry,
Principal Investigator; January-June.

Assistant Editor; Northeast Historieal Arcﬁﬁeulugz,
Journal eof the Council for Northeast Historical
Archaeology; Dr., Mary £, Beaudry, Editor.

Field Assistant; Spencer-Pierce-Little House

Survey, Newbury, Massachusetts; Dr. Mary €. Beaudry,
Principal Investigator; weekends of excavation over
course of academic year.

Excavator; Lowall Natienal Historic Park Project
(Kirk Street Agents' House Excavation), Lowell,
Massachusetts; Drs. Ricarde J. Elia and Mary C.
Beaudry, Prinecipal Investigators; August.

Laboratory Coordinator and Cataloguing Superviszor;

‘Lowell National Historic Park Project (Boot Mill

Boarding House Excavation), Lowell, Massachusetts;
Drs. Ricarde J. Elia and Mary . Beaudry, Prinecipal
Investigators; June-July.

Part-time faculty, North Shore Community College,
Divigion of Continuing Education and Community
Services; designed and taught an introductory
archaeology course in the "Kids to College”™ Pro-—
gram; Mr. Paul Willenhrock, Assistant Dean and
Program Coordinator; Spring semester and summer
term.

Excavator; Assorted contract projects, Office of
Public Archaeology, Dr. Ricardo J. Elia, Director;
June-August.

Excavator; Thompson's Island Project, Bostom Harbor,
Dorchester, Massachusetts; Dr. Mary C. Beaudry,
Director; June.

Volunteer Excavator; Hooper-Lee-Nichols House
Project, Cawmbridge, Massachusetts; Dr. Mary C.
Beaudry, Director; May.




Ernstein--3

1985 Field and Laboratory Assistant; Jason Russell House
Project, Arlingtom, Massachusetts; Dr, Mary C., Beaudry,
Director; March-April,

1942 Excavator: "Archaeology in Apnapolis," Univeriféty of
Maryland Field School, Annapolis, Maryland; Drs. Mark
P. Leone, Richard J. Dent, and Ann E. Yentsch, Co-
directors, June-July.

Additional Experience:
Basie surveying and drafting for archaeology;
copy editing, proofreading, and preparation of
archaeological articles and reports for publi-
cation; documentary and archival research;
preservation and conservation of archaeological
and ethnographic materials.

Foreign Languapges:
French (reading ability). -

Publications and Reports:
1288 Regearch Update, Council for Northeast Historical
Archaeclogy Newsletter 11 (July): in pressa.

1987 "A Proposed Course of Action for Implementing
Systematic Oral Historiecal Research at the Spencer-
Pierce-Little House Property., and Some Comments on
the Potential Contributions of Oral Histories to the
Archaeology of the Houselot," report submitted to
Dr. Mary C. Beaudry (Principal Investigator) and
the Society for the Preservation of New England
Antiquities.

Delivered Papers and Guest Lectures:
1588 "Landscape Archaeology and the 18th Century Gardens
of Annapolis, Maryland;" guest lecture delivered to
ANTH 241 (Introduction to Archaeology): Dapartment
of Anthropology, Univer(yaty of Maryland, College
Park; May 5, 1988.

1288 “"lLandscape Archaeology in the Chesapeake, A Cage
Study: the Charles Carroll of Carreollton Garden,
Annapolis, Maryland;" guest lecture delivered to
ANTH 298 (the Archaeology of the Chesapeake);
Department of Anthropology, University of Maryland,
College Park; May 6, 1988,

Symposia Organized:

1938 "Racamnt Archaeplogy in Anmnapolis,” multi-paper sym-
posium to be presented at the annual meetings of
the Council for Northeast Historical Archaeology,
Quebec City, October 1l4-16, 1988.

Agards:
1985-1987 Journal Fellow, Journal of Field Archaeology,

award offerred annfylly by the Association for Field
Archaeclogy.




Ernstein—-—4

1984-1985 Univerfyty Fellow, Boston University Graduate School
of Arts and Sciences

1984 Phi Beta Kappa

1984 General Honors Citation

1984 Honers Thesis Project Award

Professional Memberships:
The Center for Archaeological Studies, Boston University
The Council for Northeast Historical Archaeology
The Society for Historical Archaeclogy
The Society for Industrial Archaeology

References:
Dr. Mary C. Beaudry
Department of Archaeology
Boston University
675 Commonwealth Ave.
Boston, MA 02215
{617) 353-3415

Dr., Mark P. Leone
Department of Anthropology
Univeristy of Maryland
College Park, MD 20742
(301) 454-6972

Mr. Al B. Wesolowsky
Managing Editor

Journal of Field Archaeoclogy
675 Commonwealth Ave,
Boston, MA 02215

(617) 353-2357

Academic transceripts available upon request.




Ernstein--5

addenda

a. to Publications and Reports:

1988 with Paul A. Shackel and Eileen Williams, "A Cultural
Resource Survey of the College Creek Area, 1BAP46,
Annapolis, Maryland," report prepared for the Naval
Academy Athletic Association, Annapolis, Maryland,
by "Archasology in Annapolis," a cooperative venture
between Historic Annapolis, Inc. and the University
of Maryland, College Park; Dr. Paul A. Shackel,
Principal Investigator.

b. to Delivered Papers and Guest Lectures:

1988 with Paul A. Shackel, "An Archaeclogy of Knowledge:
Deconstruction and the New Maryland Hall of Racords,”™
paper delivered at the annual meetings of the National
Association of Government and Research Archives,
Annapolis, Maryland.

c. t0o References:

Dr, Barbara J., Little

Department of Sociology and Anthropology
George Mason University

Fairfax, VA

(F03) 323 -34g 7,

Dr. Paul A. Shackel
Department of Anthropology
University of Maryland
College Park, MD 20742
(301) 4544154
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Curriculam Vita Lo PAUL A. SHACKEL &/87

FPermanent Address Present Address

7 Jet La. 200 Hilltop La. #2046
Holbrook, MY 11741 Arrapolis, Mg, 214403
S14=-472-70%1 {m) T01-2463-42C3

(wl) Z01-283%F-03507
EDUCATION:

PR.D. Anthropology — State Uriversity of New York at Buffalno.
Junme 1987. Awardecd with Distinction.
Diggertation Topic:; A Historical Archasology of FPersgonal
Discipline.

M.&. antiropology — State University of New York at Buffalo,
Fabruarwv 1934.
Mastaer s Project: Fatterning at the Nicoll House, Suffolk
Countw, New York.

EB.A. Anthropology and Socinlogy — State University of New Vorlk at
Buffalo. Sraduated Cum Laude - June 1781.

Research Interests

1. Historical Archasology of the Eastern United States.
2. Svmbaolic Archaselogy.

Z. Ethroarchasecl ogy.

4. Ethnohistory.

. Zapitalism in Zarly and Colonial America,

4. The craation of a social hierarchy In a developing

complex society

EXCAVATION AND SURVEY EXPERIENCE:

Fapruary 1734 - present: Archasolagy in  Armnapolis ( E
Collaboraticn between the University of Marvland and Historic
Armacolis inrg.: — Statf Archasologist. Rasponsible +for the

supervision of all archasological field gperations on a daily
Dasis. This includes the directior ofr wup to 13 staftf memberz and
a0 volunteers, propoasal /budget oreparation, field supervision and
the superwvision and editing of final reporis. Also respansible
far the supervizion of the Victualling War=house and College Fark
laborataries. Dr. Mark P. Leone: Frincipal Investigator.




December  [9380 — January 197384: Archaeclogy in Annapolis: Site

Director +or the 19237 Main 3t. ZSite. Supervised fiwve trained
arc=haenlogists on & 18tk — 20tk — cantury Euro=fmerican
fnabitation =ite. fnmapolis, Marvland. Dr. Mark P, Leon=:

Frincigal Investigator.

Qctober 19835: Archaeology in Annapolis: Assistant Site
Director +for a cultural resource survey on ZShurch Circle,
mArnapolis, MD. A late 17th - 20tk — century churchyvard., Dr., Mark
. Leone: Frincipal Investigataer.

June - August  1285: Archaeclogy in Annapolis: Assistant Site
Director for the Shiplap House Site. An 18th - Z0th-century
hapbitation =site. Supegrvised Tour fiegld assistants and  trained

field schoaol students and volunteers. A public program site,
Annapolis, Md. Dr. Mark F, Leone: FPrincipal Investigator.

Aporil - May 1985: Archaeol ogy In Annapolis: Field
Aeszistant/Assistant Supervisor for the State House Inn Site. &R
18th =~ 20th-—century habitation =site. A public program site,
Annapeolis, Md. Br. Mark P. Leone: Frincipal Investigator.

October 13784: SUNY Buffalo Archaeolagical Survey; Crew Chiet for
a cultural resource survey 1in the Town of Great Valley, MNew York
(PIN S731.7%9). DOr. Ben Nelson: Principal Investigator.

September 1984: SUNY—Buffalo Archaeological Survey: Crew Chief
for a cultural resource survey 1n the Town of Stafford, New Yark
(FIN 4034.323), Dr. Ren NMelsgon: Frincipal Ipvestigator.

Jung — August 1984: Nicoll Archaeclogical Project, Town aof Islip,
New York.: Project Director. Trained and zsupsrvised ten Suffolk
County Communiity College students in an approved field school
during the month of June. Superviszsd and teained members of the
Suffollk County Youth Conservation Corp. and students in  an
2richment  oragram from Sachem High Schogl during the months  of
July and August.

May 1284: SUNY-Buffalo Archaeological Survey: [Crew Chief for a
cultural resouwrcs survey 1n North Tonawanda, New York. Dr. Ben
Nelson: Frincipal Investigator.

May 1984: SUNY-Huffalo Archaeclogical SBurvey: Crew Chief for a
cultural resource survey in the Town of Lancaster, New York (FIN
9912.1%). Dr. Ben MNelson: Frincipal Investigator.

April 1984: SUNY-Buffalo Archaeoclogical Survey: Field Assistant
for a cultural resource survey in the Town of Poland, New York.
br. Ben Nelson: Principal Investigator.

)




February 1934: SUNY-Buffalo Archaeclogical Survey: Crew Chiet +or
a cultural rescurce survay in RDavton, MNew York. Dr. Ben Nel=aon:
Frincipal Investigator.

December 1983: New York State Museum: Fiesld Assistant on a Survey
and sucavation of the Groveland Shaker Commumity in Sonyea, New

York., My. Phil Lord @ Principal I[nvestigator.
June  — Pugust 19935: Nicoll Archaeological Project, Town of
Izlip, New York: Project Director. Superwvised and trained ft=n

students from Suffolk Cournty Community College i am approved
field school during the month of June. In July amd August I also
provided archaeclogical tTraining for eight Youth Conservation
Corp. worlers.

April 1928%:; SUNY-Buffalo Archasoleogical Survey: Field Assistant.
Jamuary 1983%F: Town of Islip. Laboratory work and data analvsis.

Jurie - August 198Z: Micoll Archasclogical Project, Town of
Izlip, New Yorks Froject Director. Contrarted to locate the
William MNicoll Homestead, the founding family of the Town of
Islip in 148%. Supervised and trained a crew of eight field
azsistants. Duties included: extensive library vresearch,
surface  Survey, shovel testing, zataloging artifacts, map
drawing, sucavation, report writing and public relations.

May = November 1%81: SUNY-Buffalo Archasological Survey: Field
Assistant. Suwrvey and excavation of the Ranger and Duffy 3ites.
Frincipal Investigators: Dr. Mark Aldendertsr. Field Directars:

Dr. Frank Schiegppati and David Hietyer.

October - Movember 1980:; SUNY-Buffalo Archaesological Survey:
Field Agsistant. Euxcavation of the Miller Site in Boston Valley,
iNew York. Frincipal Investigatar: Dr. Mark Aldendsrfar. Fisld

Director; Fran Fickin.

Maw — August 19280; SUNY-Buffalo Archaeological Survey: Field
Assistant. Route 321 relocation project, Wayne LCounty, MNew
York ,FIN ZOE7. 00, Frincipal Investigator: Or. Mark Aldenderfer.
Field Dirsctor: Fatrick WYalentirne. Sirew Chiet: Dr. Frank

Bchieppati.

Jume = Auqgust 1979: Summer field school student sponsored by
NMorthwestern University. Excavation of the Elizabeth DBuwrial
Mounds. Directors: Dr. Stuart Struever and Dr. Jane Buikstra.

i




19732: Adult Fizld School sponsorsd bv bBhe Centor  for
American  Archaeseclogy ( formerly known as  The Foundation <or
IMlirnois Archagologyd,., Dirschiors: Pr. Stuart Struever.

TEACHIME EXPERIENCE:

Fall 1987 - Lectuwrer atUniversity of Marvland, College Fark. To
Teach The Chesapeake {an introducticon tc the =cology, prehistory
and historical archaeclogy of the Cheasapeake arza)l.

Fall 19285 — Instructor at Anne Arundel County Community Colleqge
for a course titled Artifacts in american GCulture with Barbara
Little and Parksr FPotter.

Soring 1984 = Teaching Assistant for Millard Fillmore Academic
College at thz 3tate University of New York at Buffalo.
Imstructor for: Historical Archaesology of New York State. (AN
Introduction to Thewory and Method inm MHistorical mrchasoclogy.)

Fall 1983 - Assistsd Dr. Mark P. Leone with an Independent Study
at the University of Marvylanrd, Colliege FPark. Taopic: The
Development of Segmentatiorn and Individuality Associated with
Pining as Found in the Archaeological Record.

Fall 1984 - Tmaching Assistant for Millard Fillmore Academic
slleg=a at State University of New Yark at Buffalo. Instructor
for: Exploring the Unknown: Introduction to Archaeclogy.

Sammer 1985 & 1784 - Adjunct Instructor at Suffolk County
Community College. Instructor for Introduction to Field Work in
Anthropology.-

TEACHING HONORS:
Sgring 198&6: Nominated for Excellence in Teaching for a
Graduate Teaching Assistant.




COMPUTER EXFERIENCE:

Acting Budget Master (Spring =semester 1785)

Responsible for the creation and monew allocation of
computz2r acocounts for faculty, students and statf belonging
to the Departments of Anthreopeoleogy and Linguisties at  the
State Univarsity of New York at Buffzalo.

Frhnowledqge of: Pascal, BMDF, Minitab, and an assortment of

programs used on personal computers.

MUSEUM EXHIBIT DISPLAYS:

" The Tococthbrush in Western Civilization" with Dr. Mark FP. Leone

- A display of toothbrushes which demonstrates the changing
attitudes of & non standardized, communal Mediewval life to
che which was increasingly standardizad and sgcially
segmented .

— O display at the tour office adiacent o0 the State
Capital in Annapaliz, Maryland.

- March 15, 198&6 — Szptember 1937,

MUSEUM EXMIBIT CONSULTANT:

"Tableware amd Dailyv lLLife" by Christine Hoepfner

-

[R=1=1

"The

= a display of tableware which de2monstrate the changing
atftitudes 1n daily lite and dining =sttiguete of colonial
ANgle — Americans.

—on display at the Tobacco Frise Historic Building.
—Septamber 172& - April 17387.

and Worikers" by Christine Hoepfnar

— a display of fteaware which demonstrate Tthe inocr=asing
routinirzed hbehavior as reflected in the tea ceremony  and
averwviday l.fe.

= on display at the Victuallimg War=house FMusem.

— Septemoer 1734 - Zzptzmo=sr 197827.

Micoll Family® ’

= a display of artifacts providing an intzrpretation of the
gveryday life of the Nicclls, a prominant 18tk and 19%th -
century family on Long Island.

- displayed at the Town of Islip Mussum.

- May 1983F - Qctober 1983Z.

o




PROFESSIONAL AFFILIATIONS:

Aamerican Anthropological Association

Sgciety for American Archaeology

Socizty for Historical Archaeclogy

Sccisty for Eighteenth-Century Studies

Anthropological Society of Washington

Amerrican Studies Asscclation

Busfgll County Archaeolnogical Associatiaon

Pi @Alpha 3igma Honor Soci=zty

Alpha Kappa Delia — International Socialogical Honor Socisty

PUBL ICATIONS:

Marl P, Leons, FParker B. Fotter Jr, and Faul A, Shackel.
1987 Toward A Critical Archasolaogy. CURRENT ANTHROPOLDGY
Vol 28(%).

Shackel, Faul A.

1987 "Conspicupus Consumption and Class Maintenance: An
Exampla From the Micoll House Excavations.' In THE
HISTORICAL ARCHAEDOLOGY OF LONG ISLAND, PFPART L1: THE
SITES. Edited by Gavynell Stone and Donna Ottusch-
wianka. Buffolk County Archasological Association and
the Nassau County Archaeclogical Committee.

Shackel , Faul A,

1984 "Meanm Ceramic Dating and Its Applicability to the
Nicoll House," LONG ISLAND ARCHAREOLOGICAL FROJECT
NEWSLLETTER. Edited by tauri= Schroeder, Stephanie
Rippel-Erikson, and Edward Johannemann. Published oy
the Suffolk County Organization for the Fromotion of
Education.

Shackel , Paul A.
1985 "Guantitative Pattsrring at the Bite Level: A Lase
Study im Historical Archasolegy." AMERICAN ARCHAEOLOGY.
VYol., S (1,

Shackel , Faul A.
1984 "Archaeology and History: & Case Study with the William
Nicall Homestead." LONMG ISLAND FORUM. October.

Shackel, Faul A.
198% "Archaenlogical Dig at the Nicpll Homestead. " LONG
ISLAMD FORUM. July.




IN PRESS:

Marlk F. L=zone and Faul A, Shacks]
The Georgian Order in Annapeolis, Marvliand. A ESpecial
Issue wof THE MERYLAND ARCHAEJLOGIST. Edited Ly
Richard J. Dept and Barbara J. Little. Due 1987.

Mark M. Leone and Faul A. Shackel
"Farks, LDlocks and FPowsr." Im MIRROR AND METAPHOR:
MATERIAL AND SOCIAL CONSTRUCTIONM OF REALITY. Edited
by Danizl Imgersecll. Universiiy Fress of America,
Lanham, Maryland. Du= 1987.

IN PREPARATION:

Tha Develcpment of Material and Social Segmentation in Colomial
and Early Amglo-America.

Saaometry and —he Bardens at the Charles Carroll of Carrolton’s
Preperty, Anneapolis, Marviand. With Mark P. Lzone. For a YVolume
Edited by William kKelso, University of Virginia Press.

An Edited WVolume derived from the proceedings of the symposium
"The Meanings of Consumption: Ongoing Research 1in Historical
Arcnasalogy”" which was pressnted at +the 1787 Society foar American
Arzhaeology Meetings, Toronto Canada.

FROFESSIONAL. FAPERS:

Shagkel, Paul A,

1987 The Creatiomn of Folite Socisty: Historical Archaeology
gf Colonial amgé Zarly Annapolis. FPaper fto be prasented
a2t Eha American Studies Asscciation Mestings, Creating
Cultures: Pecples, Objects. Ideas, Mew York, Mew York.
Movember .

Shagkel, Faul A,
1987 The Archasalogy of Manners. FPaper presented at the
Society +for American Archaeology Meetings, Toronto,
Canada. Mavy-

Shackel , Paul A,
1987 The Devel opment of a Hierarchical Society in 18th -
Century Annapaolis. Faper presznted at the Society for

Mistorical Archasclogy meetings, Savannah, Georgia, January.
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