5 Phase Il and Phase lll Archaeological Database and Inventory

MARYLAN
HISTORICAL g0 Number: [18BA444 Site Name: |Grant Prehistoric
Other name(s) | Historic [
= *% | Brief Late Woodland base camp Unknown [ ]
T R U S Description:

Site Location and Environmental Data:  Maryland Archaeological Research Unit No‘|14 SCS soil & sediment code |

Latitude | 39.4039 Longitude | -76.8055 Physiographic province |Eastern Piedmont Terrestrial site Underwater site [ ]
Elevation | m  Site slope | Ethnobotany profile available Maritime site| ] Nearest Surface Water
Site setting Topography Ownership Name (ifany) |Red Run
-Site Setting restricted Floodplain [ ] High terrace [ | | Private Saltwater Freshwater
-Lat/Long accurate to within 1 sg. mile, user may Hilltop/bluff [ ] Rockshelter/ Federal [] Ocean [] Stream/river
need to make slight adjustments in mapping to ) cave
account for sites near state/county lines or streams Interior flat ] Hillslope B State of MD [ Estuary/tidal river [ ] Swamp []
Upland flat [ ] Regional/ )
_ Unknown 1 | countyrcity [] Tidewater/marsh [ ] Lake or pond []
Ridgetop []
Other Unknown Sprin
Terrace ] ] ] pring [
Low terrace Minimum distance to water is | m

Temporal & Ethnic Contextual Data: cContact period site I ca. 1820 - 1860 Ethnic Associations (historic only)

Paleoindian site | Woodland site |

| MDAdena |
|_ Early woodland |_

Middle archaic | Mid. woodland |

I_ Late woodland IY_

Unknown prehistoric context |

ca. 1630-1675 |
ca. 1675-1720 |
ca.1720-1780 |
ca.1780-1820 |
Unknown historic context I_

Unknown context I_

ca. 1860 - 1900
ca. 1900 - 1930
Post 1930

Native American | Asian American
African American |
Anglo-American | Other

—

Y=Confirmed, P=Possible

—
—
—

Archaic site Unknown

RERE

Early archaic

Hispanic

Late archaic

Site Function Contextual Data: Historic ‘ Furnacefforge Military | Postin-ground 0
Urban/Rural? | Other [ ] | Battlefield [] Frame-built ]
Prehistoric Domestic L] Transportation M Fortification [] Masonry ]
Multi-component [»]  Misc. ceremonial | Homestead L] Canal-related n Encampment [] Other structure []
i Farmstead
Village [] Rockart [] L) Roadirailroad [] Townsite [] Slave related []
Hamlet Shell midden Mansion ] -
N ] Plantation Wharfflanding L] Religious [] Non-domestic agri [ ]
Base camp [w] STUllithic scatter [ ] L] Maritime-related (] church/mta house )
) Row/townhome 9 [ ] Recreational ]
Rockshelter/cave []  Quarry/extraction [ ] L] Bridge ] ch support bidg 0
Earthen mound []  Fish weir ] Cellar L] Ford ] Buria Midden/dump []
; urial area
Cairn [] Production area Privy L] Educational O comet L Artifact scatter ]
emete
Burial area [] Unknown ] Industrial [] _ Y [] Spring or well n
. Commercial [] Sepulchre ]
Other context ] Mining-related ]
Trading post [] Isolated burial [] Unknown U]
Quarry-related ]
Mil [ Ii Store [] Bldg or foundation [ | Other context []
T /i :
Black/metalsmith [ avern/inn ] Possible Structure [

Interpretive Sampling Data:
Prehistoric context samples

Historic context samples

Soil samples taken |N Soil samples taken |

Flotation samples taken IN

Other samples taken |

Flotation samples taken |

Other samples taken |
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MARYLAN
HISTORICAL g0 Number: [18BA444 site Name: [Grant Prehistoric
Other name(s) | Historic [
Late Woodland base camp Unknown [ ]

T R U ST Description:

Diagnostic Artifact Data:

Prehistoric Sherd Types

Marcey Creek |
Dames Qtr |

Selden Island | Watson

Coulbourn

Accokeek | Mockley |
Wolfe Neck | Clemson Islandl
Vinette | Page |

Popes Creek |
l_
l_

Shepard Keyser
Townsend | 263  Yeocomico |
Minguannan | Monongahela |

Sullivan Cove | Susquehannockl
Shenks Ferry |

Moyaone |

Potomac Crk 897

Projectile Point Types \ Koens-Crispin I_
Clovis |_ Perkiomen I_
Hardaway-Dalton I_ Susquehana I_
Palmer |_ Vernon I_
Kirk (notch) I_ Piscataway I_
Kirk (stem) | calvert [
Le Croy | SelbyBay |
Morrow Mntn I_ Jacks Rf (notch) I—
Guilford | JacksRf(pent) |
Brewerton |_ Madison/Potomac |_8
Otter Creek I_ Levanna |_1

All quantities exact or estimated minimal counts

Historic Sherd Types ‘ Ironstone
Earthenware

—

Stoneware

English Brown |

Staffordshire

Jackfield | Tin Glazed
Astbury | Eng Dry-bodied|
Mn Mottled | Whiteware 9By
Borderware Nottingham I_
Buckley North Devon | Porcelain I_ Rhenish I_
Pearlware |
Creamware | Wt Salt-glazed |

Other Artifact & Feature Types:

Prehistoric Features \

Lithic Material

Fer quartzite [ ] Sil sandstone [ ]

Prehistoric Artifacts ‘ Other fired clay | Mound(s) | Storage/trash pit [ ] || Jasper Chalcedony [] European flint[]
Flaked stone | 3129  Human remain(s) []|| Midden [] Burial(s) []|] Chert Ironstone [] Basalt ]
Ground stone | Modified faunal | 2 || Shell midden [ ] Ossuary [ ]| Rhyolite Argilite [ ] Unknown ]
Stone bowls | Unmod faunal I Postholes/molds [ ]  Unknown [ ]]| Quartz Steatite [] Other []
Fire-cracked rock 284  Qyster shell []|| House pattern(s)[ ] Other [ 1|] Quartzite Sandstone [ ] |
Other lithics (all) | Floral material [ ]]| Palisade(s) ] Dated features present at site
Ceramics (all) | 1612 Uncommon Obj. | Hearth(s) A hearth feature containing Potomac Creek sherds
Rimsherds | 65 Other | Lithic reduc area was C-14 dated, but the full report text does not
U L provide many details.

Historic Artifact: Historic Feat

storic Artitacts ‘ Tobacco related | storic Features ‘ Privy/outhouse [ ]  Depression/mound[ ]  Unknown ]
Pottery (all Activity item(s Const feature

ven | ity tem(s) | Y L welcistern (] Burial(s) [] Other M
Glass (all) | 1 Human remain(s) 1l Foundation H Trash bitldum Railroad bed
it/du i
Architectural | 3 Faunal material ] Cellar hole/cellar [ ] P P [ [
Furniture I_ Misc. kitchen I_ Sheet midden [ ] Earthworks []
Hearth/chimne
Arms | Floral material [] I y U Planting feature [ ] Mill raceway []
. : Postholes/mold

Clothing | Misc. | o2 || Postholesimolds [ | ¢ twalkway  []  Wheel pit ]
Personal items | Other [] | Paling ditch/fence [ ]| All quantities exact or estimated minimal counts

Radiocarbon Data:

Sample 1: | 830 +/- | 80 years BP  Reliability

Sample 2: | 740 +/- 70 years BP  Reliability

Sample 3: | 990 +/- | 70 years BP  Reliability

B-94207: charred material (may |High

B-94208: charred material (may

[High

include nut hull) taken from unit levels
in the Potomac Creek Core Area,
associated w/ Potomac Creek Sherds

Sample 4: | +/- | years BP  Reliability
Sample 7: | +/- | years BP  Reliability

include nut hull) taken from unit levels
in the Potomac Creek Core Area,
associated w/ Potomac Creek Sherds

Sample 5: | +/- years BP  Reliability
Sample 8: | +/- years BP  Reliability

[ ] Additional radiocarbon results available

B-94209: charred nut hull and other 70
material taken from unit levels in the

Townsend Core Area, associated w/

Townsend Sherds (Rappahannock

Incised)

Sample 6: | +/- | years BP  Reliability
Sample 9: | +/- | years BP  Reliability
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ICAL site Number: 18BA444 Site Name: |Grant Prehistoric

Other name(s) | Historic [
e 'y | Brief Late Woodland base camp Unknown [ ]
T R U S Description:
External Samples/Data: Collection curated at |[MAC

Additional raw data may be available online

Summary Description:

The Grant Site (18BA444) is a seasonally-occupied prehistoric base camp located near Owings Mills in Baltimore County. The site contains significant
deposits associated with two contemporaneous Late Woodland (AD 1000 - 1600) components; Potomac Creek and Townsend. There is also a minor Late
Archaic component present. The site is approximately 30 m long by 20 m wide, and is topographically constrained on a low, flat terrace or bench, located on
the south side of a nearby tributary to the Patapsco River. The terrace/bench formation is situated at the base of a high bluff/upland. In modern times the site
was wooded, with a light understory comprised of upland and water-tolerant species of northern hardwoods and scrub. Soil at the site are Cordus silt loams.

The site was first identified during the course of a Phase | survey in 1995 for a planned sewer interceptor installation. The project involved the construction of
sewer interceptor pipes within 50 ft wide easements, including several stream crossings. The stream crossings required permits from the US Army Corps of
Engineers, triggering section 106 compliance. The surveys were requested by the Maryland Historical Trust, pursuant to its review of project documents, and
were specifically required under the terms of Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended.

Phase | field testing consisted mainly of the systematic excavation of shovel test pits (STPs) at 10 and 20 meter intervals (conditions permitting) along the
centerline of the sewer right-of-way. If ground visibility was greater than 50%, surface collection was initiated and all artifacts observed on the surface were
plotted and collected. This only applied to a very small portion of the project area. Shovel tests were approximately 35 cm in diameter and were dug into
culturally sterile subsoil, barring obstruction. All hand-excavated soil matrices were screened through hardware cloth.

Seven STPs were excavated in the near vicinity of the Grant site, two of which yielded prehistoric materials within A horizon soils. One contained a quartz
flake and the other yielded a rhyolite flake and 2 small quartz-tempered pottery fragments. The discovery of the prehistoric materials led to the expansion of
the project into the Phase Il testing program at 18BA44.

Phase Il testing of the Grant Site involved the excavation of 51 STPs placed systematically across the site at 5 and 2 m intervals, as well as the excavation of
five 1 X 1 m test units. This represented a roughly 1% sample of the site deposits. STPs were excavated as described above, while test units were excavated
stratigraphically by levels of natural deposition (when discernable), and by 10 cm arbitrary levels when the stratigraphy was not readily apparent. All soils were
screened. Test unit soils were screened and all data was recorded on standardized forms.

Stratigraphy at the site was fairly uniform and straightforward. This consisted of an A Horizon (23-44 cm thick) with two discernable strata, overlying a
culturally and organically sterile B Horizon. There was no indication that the site had ever been plowed and one feature, a small scattered hearth was
identified in one of the test units.

A total of 362 artifacts were recovered 20 of the 51 STPs excavated at the site, as well as in all 5 of the test units. The assemblage consisted of 353
prehistoric artifacts and 9 miscellaneous historic and/or modern items (3 nails, a glass fragment, and 5 miscellaneous objects). Prehistoric artifacts in the
Phase Il assemblage included 4 non-diagnostic bifaces, 3 unifacial tools, 5 cores, 202 fragments of debitage, 14 pieces of fire-cracked rock, and 125
prehistoric sherds. The pottery sherds included 67 sherds of Potomac Creek pottery (2 rims), 24 sherds of Townsend ware, and 31 small, unidentifiable
sherds. The distribution of pottery as it was recovered in STPs and test units, was highly patterned, with two concentrations consisting of a cluster of quartz-
tempered/cord-marked Potomac Creek sherds in the southeast quadrant of the site, and a second concentration of Townsend ceramics located in the
west/central portion of the site. The Townsend series ceramics include two variants of the ware, including Rappahannock Fabric-Impressed sherds and
Rappahannock Incised sherds dating to ca. AD 1000 to 1300. Based on these findings, Phase Il data recovery was recommended.

Researchers returned to the site later that year (July and August of 1995) to undertake the Phase Il study. Data Recovery investigations at the Grant site
consisted of the excavation of one-hundred 1 meter excavation units constituting a 20% sample of the total site area. The units were placed within the site
area using both a stratified random sampling scheme, followed by a judgmental sample. These procedures were implemented in order to recover 100% of the
significant deposits contained in identified “core areas”, and a 10% sample of the deposits from the remaining portions of the site. The “core areas” were
delineated based on the analysis of mapped data from the Phase | and Il work. The first consisted of the “Townsend Core Area” in the northern portion of the
site, which accounted for 20% of the core areas sample (based on 20% of the Phase I/ll artifacts being associated with the Townsend component), and the
second was the “Potomac Creek Core Area” to the southeast, which accounted for the remaining 80% of the core areas sample. Overall, 40 units were
selected at random, while the 60 remaining units were reserved for the judgmental components of the site sample.

Individual units were excavated by strata and also by arbitrary ten centimeter levels within the strata, at least during the excavation of the random stratified
units. The arbitrary levels within strata were abandoned after it was observed that artifacts were cross-mending between levels, and excavation then
proceeded by units corresponding to observed soil strata. Ten liter bulk samples of soil were retained from every fifth unit to obtain a sample of micro-organics
using flotation. All of the fill from observed features were also retained for flotation. The remaining soil matrices were screened through hardware cloth and
each unit was excavated to at least 5 to 10 cm into culturally sterile substrates.

The first units to be excavated were the 40 units comprising the random portion of the sampling strategy followed by the excavation of the 12 units reserved
for judgmental excavation of the Townsend Core Area, and finally the 48 judgmental units reserved for the excavation of the Potomac Creek Core Area. This
resulted in the excavation of two large blocks of contiguous units being excavated, including 13 contiguous units in the Townsend Area, and 55 contiguous
units in the Potomac Creek Area. The excavations resulted in the recovery of a total of 4,730 artifacts including 4,674 items of prehistoric derivation and 56
artifacts of historic derivation.

Eight of the numbered features appeared to be natural in origin; three tree molds and five rodent burrows. Two of the features were historic in origin; a buried
bucket that had rusted away, and a squared-off postmold which lined up with several remnants of barbed wire stapled to two nearby trees. The ten remaining
features appeared to represent the actual remains of 6 features, including two intact hearths (Features 5 and 10), two slightly disturbed hearths (Features 1
and 6), one disturbed pit (Feature 9), and a severely disturbed hearth which was comprised of several small pockets of fire-cracked rock and artifacts
individually designated as Features 11, 13, 14, 15, and 16. Features 6 and 9 were most likely associated with the Townsend component, while Features 5 and
10 were most likely associated with the Potomac Creek component.
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N
ICAL gite Number: [18BA444 Site Name: [Grant Prehistoric
Other name(s) | Historic [

Brief Late Woodland base camp Unknown [ ]

T R U ST Description:

The prehistoric assemblage recovered during Phase |l data recovery at 18BA444 yielded 9 triangular points (8 Madison and 1 Levanna?), 31 other bifaces, 3
side scrapers, 5 retouched flakes, 8 utilized flakes, 49 cores, 29 chunks (flakes clearly removed but lacking the formal attributes of cores), 2,781 flakes, 1,487
ceramic sherds, and 270 pieces of fire-cracked rock. Two concentrations of burned bone (evidently counted as 2 artifacts) were also located in the Potomac
Creek Core Area. The lithic assemblage was dominated by quartz (upwards of 80%), followed by lesser amounts of rhyolite, chert, chalcedony, and other
materials. Some of these materials are not available locally, suggesting maintenance of curated tool kits brought to the site from elsewhere. The ceramic
assemblage included 830 Potomac Creek sherds (including 53 rims), 239 Rappahannock incised and fabric-impressed sherds (10 rims), and 418
unidentifiable quartz/grit-tempered sherds (probably Potomac Creek).

Floral remains were also recovered from the flotation samples taken from the site. These included primarily root fungi, and a few recent seeds (chenopodium
and grape). Thus, no ethnobotanical profile has been prepared for this site. The one exception is a few fragments of charred hickory nut hull recovered from
secure unit and feature contexts, which are likely associated with the prehistoric components. These were subjected to C-14 dating and produced dates which
fall within the acceptable ranges for the components represented at the site. The presence of the nutshells may represent a late fall/winter occupation at the
site.

Absolute dates were obtained from three separate carbon samples recovered at the Grant Site, including two dates from hearth features in the Potomac
Creek Core Area (one containing charred nut hull) and one from organics recovered from flotation samples taken from unit levels in the Townsend Core Area
(including charred nut hull). The earliest date was associated with Rappahannock incised pottery; an uncalibrated date of 990 £ 70 radiocarbon years before
present. When calibrated this translates to a calendrical date range from AD 896-1210. The two dates associated with the Potomac Creek component were
830 + 80 years before present and 740 + 70 years before present. When calibrated these translate to calendrical date ranges of AD 1030-1285 and AD 1157-
1398 respectively. The three samples, therefore, overlap in the range of AD 1157 to AD 1210. Based on these date ranges and on the cultural data which
suggest a single occupation during the Late Woodland period, it is not unreasonable to suggest that the data may relate to a single event or occupation of the
site sometime in the late 12th or early 13th century.

Based on all of the data recovered in the course of the investigation, the Grant Site represents a seasonal basecamp occupied by Potomac Creek and
Townsend peoples. It is believed that these components represent a single occupation of the site area, by both groups, at the same time. This is suggested
by the distributions of artifacts cross-mended within each of the defined “core areas”. The fact that Potomac Creek and Townsend components co-occur on
many western and eastern shore sites in Maryland, suggests that these peoples probably had social links, possibly involving kinship and/or trade. The
Potomac Creek people clearly spent some length of time in the area, while the Townsend component appears to represent a more transient and ephemeral
occupation, evidencing a short-term stay (based on size of artifacts, extent of the core areas, features, etc.). The probability that the Townsend peoples were
probably just passing through is indicated by the narrow range of activities documented in association with that component.

Phase |l data recovery at 18BA444 revealed intact deposits, features, diagnostic artifacts, and organic material capable of yielding radiocarbon dates. All
portions of the site were well-documented because of the sampling strategy employed. However, portions of the site outside of the identified “core areas”

ultimately yielded very little additional information. Thus, it is highly likely that all intact deposits have been excavated and the site’s research potential has
been entirely exhausted, beyond examination of extant collections. No additional fieldwork is warranted.

External Reference Codes (Library ID Numbers):

|00005526, 00005529



