Phase Il and Phase Ill Archeological Database and Inventory

Site Number; |18MO635 Site Name: |Stoney Springs Site 2 Prehistoric [ |
Other name(s) | Historic
=i | Brief Late 19th-Mid 20th century house site Unknown []
T R U S Description:
Site Location and Environmental Data: Maryland Archeological Research Unit No. |12 SCS soil & sediment code |
Latitude | 39.1076  Longitude | -77.4403 Physiographic province |Eastern Piedmont Terrestrial site Underwater site [ ]
Elevation | m  Site slope |0-5% Ethnobotany profile available [] Maritime site[ ] Nearest Surface Water
Site setting Topography Ownership Name (if any) |Chisel Branch
-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 State of MD [ | | Estuary/tidal river [] Swamp []
Upland flat ] Regional/ )
Unknown 1 | countyrcity [] Tidewater/marsh [ ] Lake or pond []
Ridgetop []
Other Unknown Sprin
Terrace ] ] W ] pring [
Low terrace [ ] Minimum distance to water is | 427 m

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

Paleoindian site | Woodland site | ca. 1630 - 1675 I ca. 1860 - 1900

Archaic site | MD Adena | ca. 1675 - 1720 | ca. 1900 - 1930 African American I_ Unknown I_
Early archaic | Early woodland | ca. 1720 - 1780 I Post 1930 Anglo-American IY_ Other I_

Middle archaic | Mid. woodland | ca. 1780 - 1820 I Hispanic I_

Native American | Asian American |

RERE

Late archaic | Late woodland | Unknown historic context |
Unknown prehistoric context | Unknown context | Y=Confirmed, P=Possible
Site Function Contextual Data: Historic ‘ Furnace/forge Military [] Post-in-ground []
Urban/Rural? |Rura| Other [] | Battlefield [] Frame-built
Prehistoric Domestic Transportation M Fortification [] Masonry ]
Multi-component [ ] Misc. ceremonial [ ] Homestead Canal-related n Encampment [] Other structure []
; Farmstead
Village [] Rockart [] [ Road/railroad [] Townsite [] Slave related
; Mansion
Hamlet [J  Shell midden U Plant;tion = Wharf/landing L] Religious [] Non-domestic agri [ |
Base camp [] STUl/lithic scatter [ ] L] Maritime-related H Churchimtg house [ ] ]
i Row/townhome ] Recreational ]
Rockshelter/cave []  Quarry/extraction [ ] Bridge ] ch support bldg 0
Earthenmound [ ]  Fish weir [ Cellar L] Ford M Midden/dump []
. . Privy [] Burial area [] .
Cairn [] Productionarea [ ] . Artifact scatter
Educational [] Cemetery ]
Burial area [] Unknown ] Industrial [] Spring or well 0
. Commercial [] Sepulchre ]
Other context ] Mining-related ]
Trading post ] lIsolated burial ] Unknown L]
Quarry-related ]
Mill [ ] Ii Store [] Bldg or foundation Other context []
T /i ;
Black/metalsmith [ avern/inn [ ] Possible Structure ]

Interpretive Sampling Data:

Prehistoric context samples Soil samples taken I_ Historic context samples Soil samples taken |N

Flotation samples taken I Other samples taken | Flotation samples taken |N Other samples taken |




T R U ST Description:

Phase Il and Phase Ill Archeological Database and Inventory
Site Number: [18M0635

Site Name: IStoney Springs Site 2 Prehistoric [ ]
Other name(s) | Historic
Late 19th-Mid 20th century house site Unknown [ "]

Diagnostic Artifact Data: Prehistoric Sherd Types Shepard | Keyser |
Projectile Point Types ‘ Koens-Crispin I_ Marcey Creek |_ Popes Creek |_ Townsend |_ Yeocomico |_
Clovis |_ Perkiomen I_ Dames Qtr I_ Coulbourn I_ Minguannan I_ Monongahela I_
Hardaway-Dalton I_ Susquehana I_ Selden Island I_ Watson I_ Sullivan Cove I_ Susquehannockl_
Palmer |_ Vernon I_ Accokeek I_ Mockley I_ Shenks Ferry I_
Kirk (notch) I_ Piscataway I_ Wolfe Neck I_ Clemson Islandl_ Moyaone I_
Kirk (stem) [ calvert | [ Vinette |  Page [ Potomaccr |
Le Croy I_ Selby Bay | Historic Sherd Types ‘ Ironstone IW Staffordshire Stoneware
Morrow Mntn I_ Jacks Rf (notch) I— Earthenware Jackfield I_ Tin Glazed English Brown I_
Guilford I_ Jacks Rf (pent) I_ Astbury I_ Mn Mottled I_ Whiteware 340 Eng Dry-bodie I_
Brewerton |_ Madison/Potomac I_ Borderware I_ North Devon I_ Porcelai |_1 Nottingham I_
Otter Creek I_ Levanna I_ Buckley I_ Pearlware W oreetain Rhenish I_
All quantities exact or estimated minimal counts Creamware |_1 Wt Salt-glazed I_

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 | Human remain(s) [ ]1|| Midden [] Burial(s) [ 1] Chert [] lronstone [] Basalt ]
Ground stone | Modified faunal | Shell midden [] Ossuary [ ]| Rhyolite [] Argilite [ ] Unknown ]
Stone bowls | Unmod faunal I Postholes/molds [ ]  Unknown [ ]]| Quartz [] Steatite [ ] Other []
Fire-cracked rock | Oyster shell []|| House pattern(s)[] Other []|] Quartzite [] Sandstone [ ] |
Other lithics (all) | Floral material []]| Palisade(s) ] Dated features present at site
Ceramics (all) | Uncommon Obj. | Hearth(s) L] 19th century dwelling remains, collapsed root cellar,
Rimsherds | Other [ ] | Lithic reduc area [ and outbuilding foundation
Historic Artifact: Historic Feat

istoric Artitacts ‘ Tobacco related | 9 [| istoric Features ‘ Privy/outhouse [ ]  Depression/mound[ ]  Unknown ]
Pottery (all) 616 Activity item(s) 183 || Const feature ] ) .
Well/cistern [v] Burial(s) ] Other ]
Glass (all) | 2040  Human remain(s) [l Foundation
. . Trash pit/dump ] Railroad bed ]
Architectural | 1933  Faunal material
Cellar hole/cellar [ )
Furniture | 1 Misc. kitchen 139 Sheetmidden [ ]  Earthworks []
. Hearth/chimney [] . )
Arms | 13 Floral material [] Planting feature [ ] Mill raceway []
) : Postholes/mold
Clothing | Misc. 706 || Postholesimolds [ ] o odwalkway  []  Wheel pit ]
Personal items | 83 Other [ ] | Paling ditch/fence [ ]| All quantities exact or estimated minimal counts

Radiocarbon Data:

Sample 1: | +/- | years BP  Reliability Sample 2: | +/- years BP  Reliability Sample 3: | +/- | years BP  Reliability
Sample 4: | +/- | years BP  Reliability Sample 5: | +/- years BP  Reliability Sample 6: | +/- | years BP  Reliability
Sample 7: | +/- | years BP  Reliability Sample 8: | +/- years BP  Reliability Sample 9: | +/- | years BP  Reliability

[ ] Additional radiocarbon results available




Phase Il and Phase Ill Archeological Database and Inventory

Site Number; |18MO635 Site Name: |Stoney Springs Site 2 Prehistoric [ |
Other name(s) | Historic
TN | Brief Late 19th-Mid 20th century house site Unknown []
T R U S Description:
External Samples/Data: Collection curated at |[MAC

[ ] Additional raw data may be available online

Summary Description:

Stoney Springs Site 2 (18MO0635) is the archeological remains of a late 19th-mid 20th century residence near Poolesville in rural Montgomery County. The
site is situated on an upland flat covered with a mature hardwood forest. Upland streams flank the site, flowing south towards the nearby Potomac River. The
surrounding landscape consists of ridgetops, knolls, hillslopes, and swale-like terrain, with the majority of these areas open and covered with grass. Soils at
the site are primarily Croton and Readington silt loams.

Site 18MO635 was probably owned if not occupied by the Williams family in the 19th century. There were several branches of the Williams family residing in
the Medley District of Montgomery County throughout the century. In 1850, a Richard W. Williams was known to have owned 10 slaves. The 1850 Census
listed the household to include Richard, his wife Mary, and five children ages 1 through 12. There was also a Samuel J. Hays, Jr., who was listed as a
member of the household with the occupation of “teacher”. Mr. Williams’ real estate was valued at $2,500 at that time. Such value was found to increase
substantially over the next 10 years. According to the 1860 Slave Schedule, R.W. Williams owned 10 slaves and had one slave house. The census records
noted that he and his nine children were well-off. His real estate was valued at $20,635 and his personal estate at $11,430. He was listed as a farmer at the
time and his two middle daughters appear to have attended school. The residence of “R.W. Williams” is depicted on a map of Montgomery County from 1865
south of Poolesville and in the approximate site location.

The Civil War appears to have had an adverse effect on the family’s fortune. At the time, the census records indicated that Richard Williams was a farmer
with real estate valued at $14,250 and personal property at $7,695. Research indicates that Williams sold some property during and after the War. At the
time, five children were still living at home, ages 15 through 36. In addition, there were six black farm laborers listed in the household, including both males
and females. They may have been former slaves of the Williams household. In four cases, the ages appeared consistent with the slaves owned by Mr.
Williams in 1860. One family was listed as “Prather”, and the others as “Linsey” and “Offutt”.

The farm of R. Walter Williams is again depicted on a historic map from 1879 in the approximate locations of Site 18MO635. In 1880, Richard Williams
remarried and was still farming the family property. In addition to his wife, his household consisted of a daughter from his first marriage and two other children.
Also included in the household was a Lethe Green, age 85. The land was used for farming throughout the latter portion of the 19th century and when it passed
from the Williams family, it continued to be farmed.

The site was first examined archeologically in the spring of 2006. By that time, the site was part of a developer-owned 724.33 acre property known as “Stoney
Springs”. The Stoney Springs property was to be developed into a new residential community with single family homes, new roads, and associated
infrastructure. The Phase | archeological work was associated with a client application for a wetland permit with the US Army Corps of Engineers and the
Maryland Department of Environment.

The Phase | fieldwork at Stoney Springs consisted of a walk-over, shovel testing, and metal detection. Minor artifact scatters, historic stone foundation
features, and several modern farming-related outbuildings were discovered during the walk-over. The property was dissected into 12 sub-areas and shovel
tested using a 7.62-t0-15.24 m “25-to-50 ft” spacing interval. Seven hundred and twenty-nine shovel tests were excavated , with 100 units producing positive
artifact recoveries. In total, 450 artifacts were recovered through excavation and metal detection, resulting in six archeological sites being identified on the
Stoney Springs property.

Site 18MO635 was defined by 6 positive shovel tests and an adjacent stone foundation for a dwelling. The horizontal extent of the site was estimated to be
roughly 30.5 m (100 ft) north-south by 30.5 m east-west. Seventy-one artifacts were recovered including 62 historic and 9 modern objects. The historic
artifacts recovered included 1 white clay marble, a piece of lead hardware, 10 nails (1 cut nail and 3 wire nails), 6 pieces of window glass, 2 mortar fragments,
a metal knob, a mason jar lid liner, 23 container glass fragments, 10 ceramic sherds (5 whiteware, 4 ironstone, 1 porcelain), and 7 pieces of melted glass.
The modern artifacts were all brown-tinted bottle fragments. Based on these findings, and the potential impact that would be caused to this area by the (then)
proposed construction of a septic system and sand mound for the residential development, Phase Il testing was recommended for Site 18MO635.

Phase Il testing was also carried out in 2006. The fieldwork was initiated with shovel testing, which incorporated the existing 15.24 m (50 ft) grid utilized during
the Phase | survey. This grid was narrowed to a 7.62 m (25 ft) increment to better examine the site area. In those portions of the site where cultural features
were identified or artifact densities were high, shovel testing was narrowed one more time to a 3.81 m (12.5 ft) increment. All shovel test locations were
excavated manually, using spade shovels and trowels. The shovel tests were also excavated stratigraphically in order to maintain vertical control over the
artifacts recovered. The excavated soils were dry-screened in the field using hardware cloth. Soil profiles were recorded for each shovel test pit (STP) on
standardized forms and using standard nomenclature and methods. Cultural materials recovered during the screening process were retained for analysis and
bagged according to provenience, i.e., by site number, shovel test coordinate, and stratigraphic designation. The material recovery was plotted on a field map
in order to provide the study with a comprehensive distribution of artifacts recovered and cultural features identified.

Test units of varying size were then excavated using the STP map data as a guide. In total, 87 shovel test pits were excavated and 12 contiguous and non-
contiguous test units were excavated as well. Two of these units were actually test unit extensions and shared common datums. Eight of the test units were
91 X 91 cm (3 X 3 ft) in extent, three were 61 X 61 cm (2 X 2 ft), and one was 61 X 122 cm (2 X 4 ft). The test units were excavated manually, using flat
shovels and trowels. These units were also excavated stratigraphically in order to maintain control over the vertical provenience of the artifacts recovered.
Selected strata in excess of 7.62 cm (3 in) were further excavated by arbitrary levels, which generally ranged in thickness from 5.08-10.16 cm (2-4 in). All
excavated, non-feature soils were dry-screened in the field using hardware cloth. The artifacts recovered during the screening process were bagged according
to provenience, i.e., site numbers, test unit number, stratigraphic or feature designation, and arbitrary level. A standard report form was completed for each
excavated stratum or arbitrary level within a stratum per test unit of the site. As with shovel testing, soil characteristics, stratum depths, and recovered cultural
materials were documented on these forms. Profiles were drawn of one wall in each unit, and black and white photographs were taken to document soil
stratigraphy.

Special excavation and documentation procedures were followed when cultural features were identified within test units. Within reason, the overall goal was to
expose the horizontal and vertical extent of any feature identified. Trenching, shovel testing, and/or probing were employed to establish the horizontal
boundaries of any features extending beyond the limits of the initial test unit dimension. This typically involved masonry features such as foundations. Upon
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Site Number; |18MO635 Site Name: |Stoney Springs Site 2 Prehistoric [ |
Other name(s) | Historic
Brief Late 19th-Mid 20th century house site Unknown []

T R U S Description:

exposing and then excavating a feature, it was hand drawn and photographed in plan and sectional view. The cross-section approach was used in the
excavation of features. All non-masonry features were excavated separately from the surrounding matrix. Based on field judgment, no soil samples were
retained from features for finer screening, closer examination, or chemical testing.

Through the Phase Il testing at 18MO635, several thousand artifacts were recovered and several cultural features were identified.

Six cultural features and 1 natural feature were identified during the Phase |l testing. The natural feature was determined to be the remains of a rodent burrow.
The cultural features included a rectangular stone dwelling foundation, a dry-laid circular stone foundation (a probable well), the stone rubble foundation of an
outbuilding, a builder’s trench associated with the front door stoop of the dwelling, a postmold associated with the front porch, and the remains of a collapsed
root cellar. Collectively, these features were thought to represent the remains of the Williams family farmstead.

More than 75 shovel tests and eleven of the twelve test units produced positive artifact recoveries within Site 18MO635. Additionally, materials were
recovered through manual trenching of the site to define features. In total, 5,346 artifacts were recovered, including 5,080 historic objects, 265 modern objects
(counted as miscellaneous in the tables above), and 3 other items (also counted as miscellaneous). The historic assemblage consisted of 181 activity items
(37 lamp glass fragments and 144 pieces of hardware), 1,915 architectural artifacts (97 pieces of brick, 68 pieces of mortar and plaster, 292 pieces of window
glass, 5 pieces of slate, 6 hand-wrought nails, 299 machine-cut nails, 390 wire nails, 737 unidentified nails, 18 other architectural hardware items, and 3
unidentified objects), 2,456 kitchen-related artifacts (606 ceramic sherds, 1,711 pieces of container glass, 16 metal can and jar/bottle lid fragment, a metal
can opener, 103 animal bone/teeth fragments, 18 pieces of shell, and 1 walnut shell), 83 personal objects, 9 tobacco-related artifacts (8 kaolin clay pipe
fragments and 1 stoneware pipe bowl), 13 arms items (3 Minié balls and 10 brass cartridges), and 422 miscellaneous objects (40 pieces of charcoal, 101
pieces of coal, 3 clinkers and 278 other objects). Within the kitchen ceramic assemblage were 17 miscellaneous earthenware sherds, 1 creamware sherd, 10
pearlware sherds, 335 whiteware sherds, 54 ironstone sherds, 13 Rockingham sherds, 15 yelloware sherds, 62 redware sherds, 44 porcelain sherds, and 55
miscellaneous stoneware sherds. This assemblage suggests domestic occupation from ca. 1830 to as late as the 1950s.

Based on the findings, Site 18M0O635 was classified as a 19th to mid 20th century farmstead. Historic research suggests that this farmstead was owned and
occupied by the Williams family, a middle-income household that owned slaves and farmed the adjoining land. Based on the site’s age, the presence of what
was thought by the excavators to be an intact historic landscape and associated cultural features, fair-to-good stratigraphic integrity and a well-preserved
material recovery, the site was thought to have research value., be a significant historic archeological resource, and, under National Register Criterion (d), be
eligible for listing on the NRHP. The significant portion of Site 18M0O635, which was thought to be the core of the historic residence, was found to lie around
the two stone foundations and well in the south-central portion of the site. Preservation was recommended for this portion of the site with data recovery if
preservation proved incompatible with development plans.

Upon examination, MHT disagreed with this determination. Despite the presence of the six intact cultural features, the excavations revealed that much of the
area had, in fact, been impacted by a variety of activities associated with 20th century use of the site and the demolition of the structures. Only five of the
twelve test units that were excavated exhibited moderate to good stratigraphic integrity, while the remaining seven units contained mixed strata and disturbed
deposits. A draft version of the Phase |l report noted that, "the stratigraphic integrity at site 18MO635 varied from poor to good depending on location...after
carefully examining the soils and artifacts of the twelve test units excavated, it was concluded that some degree of disturbance was present over the entire
site. Where such disturbance was minimal, stratigraphic integrity bordered on being good, and where it was measureable soil integrity was fair to poor."
While it was clear that the Phase Il investigation yielded important information regarding the age, function, affiliation, integrity, and history of the site, there
was inadequate justification for the claim that the site was capable of addressing specific research questions at the data recovery level. For these reasons,
MHT did not concur with the recommendation of eligibility for the site. MHT determined that 18MOG635 lacked the required levels of integrity and research
potential to justify its significance and does not meet the criteria for eligibility in the National Register of Historic Places. Therefore, further investigations of
this site were not warranted for Section 106 purposes.

External Reference Codes (Library ID Numbers):

|9700291 1, Site Files



