<5 Phase Il and Phase lll Archaeological Database and Inventory
ICAL gite Number: [18PR1081 Site Name: |TRCMQ-10 Prehistoric

Other name(s) | Historic [
. "% ] Brief Early, Middle, and Archaic or Early Woodland short-term camp, possible quarry/tool Unknown [ "]
T R U S Description: production area
Site Location and Environmental Data:  Maryland Archaeological Research Unit NoJ11 SCS soil & sediment code |DoB,GwD,GgA
Latitude | 38.6961 Longitude | -76.8835 Physiographic province |Western Shore Coastal Terrestrial site Underwater site [ ]
Elevation | m  Site slope |0-15% Ethnobotany profile available [ ] Maritime site[ ] Nearest Surface Water
Site setting Topography Ownership Name (if any) |Burch 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 L]
Upland flat [ ] ] Regional/ )
Unknown 1 | countyrcity [] Tidewater/marsh [ ] Lake or pond []
Ridgetop []
Other Unknown Sprin
Terrace [] L] ] pring []
Low terrace Minimum distance to water is | 20m

Temporal & Ethnic Contextual Data: cContact 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 |Y Early woodland |P ca. 1720 - 1780 I Post 1930 Anglo-American I_ Other I_
Middle archaic |Y Mid. woodland | ca. 1780 - 1820 I Hispanic I_

Native American | Asian American |

RERE

Late archaic |Y 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? | Other [] | Battlefield [] Frame-built ]
Prehistoric Domestic L] Transportation M Fortification [] Masonry ]
Multi-component [ ]  Misc. ceremonial | Homestead L] 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 [[] STUllithic scatter L] Maritime-related H Churchimtg house [ ] )
; Row/townhome [] Recreational L]
Rockshelter/cave []  Quarry/extraction Bridge 1 ch support bldg 0
Earthenmound [ ]  Fish weir [ Cellar L] Ford M Midden/dump L]
. ) Privy [] Burial area [] .
Cairn [] Production area . Artifact scatter []
Educational [] Cemetery ]
Burial area [] Unknown ] Industrial [] Spring or well 0
. Commercial [] Sepulchre ]
Other context ] Mining-related ]
Trading post [] Isolated burial [] Unknown L]
Quarry-related ]
Mill [ ] Ii Store [] Bldg or foundation [ | Other context []
Tavern/i i
Black/metalsmith [ avern/inn [ ] Possible Structure ]

Interpretive Sampling Data:

Prehistoric context samples Soil samples taken I_Y Historic context samples Soil samples taken |

Flotation samples taken IY Other samples taken | Flotation samples taken | Other samples taken |




T R U ST Description:
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N
ICAL Site Number: |18F’R1081 Site Name: |TRC MQ-10

Prehistoric

Other name(s) |

Historic ]

Early, Middle, and Archaic or Early Woodland short-term camp, possible quarry/tool
production area

Unknown ]

Diagnostic Artifact Data:

Prehistoric Sherd Types

Projectile Point Types \

Clovis
Hardaway-Dalton | 0

14

Palmer

Kirk (notch)

I_

o
Kirk (stem) [ 1
Le Croy I_O
Morrow Mntn I_O
Guilford [ o
Brewerton |_0
Otter Creek |_1

Koens-Crispin

Marcey Creek| 0 Popes Creek | 0

Dames Qtr I_O Coulbourn I_
Selden Island 0 Watson I_O
Accokeek I_O Mockley I_O
Wolfe Neck I_O Clemson Islandl_
Vinette I_O Page I_

Shepard I_O Keyser I_O
Townsend |_0 Yeocomico |_0
Minguannan I_O Monongahela I_O
Sullivan Cove 0  Susquehannock I_O
Shenks Ferry I_O
Moyaone I_

Potomac Crk 0

Perkiomen I_O
Susquehana I_O
Vernon I_O
Piscataway I_O
Calvert |_0
Selby Bay | 0

Jacks Rf (notch) I—O
Jacks Rf (pent) I_O
Madison/Potomac I_O
Levanna I_O

All quantities exact or estimated minimal counts

Historic Sherd Types ‘ Ironstone
Earthenware

o

i 0
Astbury I_O Jackfield |
Mn Mottled | 0
Borderware | 0
North Devon | 0
Buckley | 0
Pearlware | 0
Creamware | 0

Stoneware

English Brown | 0

Staffordshire

o

Tin Glazed | 0

Eng Dr -bodiedl 0
Whiteware | 0 9By

Nottingham | 0
Porcelain | 0

Rhenish | 0

Wt Salt-glazed | 0

Other Artifact & Feature Types: Prehistoric Features | Lithic Material | Fer quartzite [] Sil sandstone[ ]
Prehistoric Artifacts ‘ Other fired clay | 0 || Mound(s) | 0 Storageftrash pit [ || Jasper Chalcedony [] European flint[]
Flaked stone | 1892 Human remain(s) []|| Midden [] Burial(s) []|] Chert Ironstone [] Basalt ]
Ground stone | 1 Modified faunal | 0 || Shell midden [ ] Ossuary [ ]| Rhyolite [] Argilite [ ] Unknown ]
Stone bowls | 0 Unmod faunal I 0 Postholes/molds [ ]  Unknown [ ]]| Quartz Steatite [] Other
Fire-cracked rock 404 OQyster shell []|| House pattern(s)[ ] Other [ 1|] Quartzite Sandstone |granite
Other lithics (all) | 0  Floral material [ ]]| Palisade(s) ] ] Dated features present at site
Ceramics (all) | 0 Uncommon Obj. | 0 || Hearth(s) ]
Rimsherds | 0  Other [] | Lithic reduc area [ ]
Historic Artifact: Historic Feat
storic Artitacts ‘ Tobacco related | 0 |[Historic Features ‘ Privy/outhouse [  Depression/mound[ ]  Unknown ]
Pottery (all 0 Activity item(s 0 || Const feature
ven | ity tem(s) | Y L welcistern (] Burial(s) [] Other M
Glass (all) | 0 Human remain(s) 1l Foundation H
. X Trash pit/dump ] Railroad bed ]
Architectural | 0  Faunal material ]
Cellar hole/cellar [ ] )
Furniture | 0 Misc.kitchen [ 0 Sheet midden  []  Earthworks []
. Hearth/chimney [] . .
Arms | 0  Floral material [] Planting feature [ ] Mill raceway []
. : Postholes/mold
Clothing | 0 Misc. | 0 [|Postholesimolds L] pioadiwalkway [ Wheel pit ]
| 0

Personal items

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: | 0 +/- | years BP  Reliability Sample 8: | +/- years BP  Reliability Sample 9: | +/- | years BP  Reliability

[ ] Additional radiocarbon results available
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L Site Number: |18PR1081 Site Name: ITRC MQ-10 Prehistoric
Other name(s) | Historic [

. "% ] Brief Early, Middle, and Archaic or Early Woodland short-term camp, possible quarry/tool Unknown [ "]
T R U S Description: production area

External Samples/Data: Collection curated at |MAC Lab
[ ] Additional raw data may be available online

Summary Description:

Site 18PR1081 is a high-density prehistoric artifact concentration located in a wooded area on a low terrace overlooking Lake Ruth and Burch Branch to the
south, situated near the Millville Quarry site in Prince George’s County. Millville Quarry is located in the western portion of the Coastal Plain physiographic
province within an area consisting of broad and gently sloping upland surfaces and stream terrace settings. The project area encompasses a relatively level
landform between an unnamed tributary of Mattawoman Creek and Burch Branch Creek. The site measures approximately 175-x-95 m, and is bracketed by
two ephemeral drainages which lead to Burch Branch. The site area slopes gently from north to south before sharply dropping 4-6 ft along a steep bank into
the stream. The far western edge of 18PR1081 overlooking the Burch Branch Creek is mapped as Potomac-Issue complex; these soils are poorly drained,
frequently flooded, silt loam, and not prime for farmland. Further from the creek terrace on the upland overlooking Burch Branch Creek to the west, soils are
mapped as a combination of Downer-Hammontown complex, Grosstown-Hoghole complex, and Grosstown-Woodstown-Beltsville complex. These soils are
well drained, fertile, loamy sands typically located on a 2 to 5 percent slope of fluviomarine terraces, broad inter-stream divides, and stream terraced
landforms.

Since there are still some gaps in our understanding of the cultural sequences in this area, the prehistory of this region is partially reconstructed from the data
derived from the surrounding region. General sequence for the region begins with the Paleoindian period (ca. 11,000-9500 BC), followed by the Archaic period
(ca. 9500-1250 BC) and ends with the Woodland period (ca. 1250 BC-AD 1600). Known site types for the Paleoindian period in the Middle Atlantic region
include base camps located near high-quality lithic sources and smaller transient hunting camps near the game-attractive areas. During the Archaic period in
the Middle Atlantic coastal plain, settlements became increasingly sedentary and a broader range of food resources were gradually incorporated into Archaic
subsistence economies. Early Archaic sites with intact components are quite uncommon in Prince George’s County. The Middle Archaic occupations are
small and limited primarily in tool manufacturing for tool kit replenishment; these sites are likely located in drowned valleys and estuaries along the margins of
the Chesapeake Bay and such sites are difficult to identify. Settlement patterns in the western coastal plain during the Late Archaic show an increased riverine
focus and an increase in size. This suggests that procurement strategies were intensively focused on locally abundant resources such as shellfish and fish
prawns. Overall, Late Archaic subsistence economies remained diffuse in character, with the exploitation in the uplands of a broad range of resources such as
acorns, hickory nuts, and butternuts as well as large and small seasonally abundant game. The Early Woodland period is marked by the introduction of
ceramics and an intensification of burial ceremonialism. It is assumed that Early Woodland populations subsisted mainly by hunting, gathering, and fishing,
not unlike the manner of their Late Archaic predecessors. The Middle Woodland period is characterized by intensification of trade networks, horticultural
practices, and possible season aggregation and dispersal of large settlements. During the Late Woodland period, there still seems to have been a focus on
intensive hunting and gathering, with large estuarine camps and villages surrounded by micro-band camps. Maize agriculture and evidence of settlement
fortification is present in the coastal plain.

A Phase | investigation was conducted by TRC and identified sites 18PR1079 and 18PR1081 in September 2014. The survey work was conducted across 322
acres of the Limits of Disturbance for the quarry extension activities. Field investigations consisted of a combination of systematic surface collection of the
plowed fields (160 acres) and excavation of shovel test pits at 20 meter and 25 meter intervals (90 acres unplowed) of moderate to high probability identified
during the Phase IA study. In addition, 70 acres were surveyed with a combination of pedestrian survey and judgmental shovel test pits. A total of 1,270 STPs
were excavated and 998 25x25 meter cells were surface collected. As a result, 12 newly recorded archaeological sites were documented (18PR1072,
18PR1073, 18PR1074, 18PR1075, 18PR1076, 18PR1077, 18PR1078, 18PR1079, 18PR1080, 18PR1081, 18PR1082, 18PR1083) and 1,534 artifacts were
collected. Of these twelve sites, 18PR1079 and 18PR1081 were high density prehistoric artifact concentrations recorded in both plowzone and sub-plowzone
contexts in the wooded area and open field surrounding the central drainage on the property. Artifacts recovered from these sites include quartz, quartzite,
jasper, and chert debitage, and formal stone tools include biface fragments and projectile points, cores, and related cobble reduction debris and fire-cracked
rock. A consistent presence of debitage in deeper sub-plowzone contexts indicates that cultural deposits may remain undisturbed. As such it was
recommended that further investigations of these sites could contain information considered important to the understanding of the prehistory of the area. Both
sites were recommended for avoidance or additional field studies.

Site 18PR1081 consists of high-density prehistoric artifact concentration located in a wooded area on a low terrace overlooking Lake Ruth and Burch Branch
to the south. The site measures approximately 175 x 95 meters and is bracketed by two ephemeral drainages which lead to Burch Branch. The site area
slopes gently from north to south before sharply dropping 4-6 feet along a steep bank into the stream. The Phase Il excavation consisted of hand-excavation
of 45 additional STPs and ten 1 x 1 meter test units.

The Phase Il STPs within site 18PR1081 yielded cultural material from both plow zone and subplowzone strata. Typical STP profiles consisted of a dark
yellowish brown (10YR 4/4) sandy loam A horizon over a variable brownish yellow (10YR 6/6) or very pale brown (10YR 7/4) sand. A majority of STPs
excavated within 18PR1081 also encountered a third soil layer, a very pale brown (10YR 8/4 or 10YR 8/3) sand. This third layer was universally culturally
sterile across the entire site. Overall, 121 prehistoric artifacts were recovered from 18PR1081 STPs. The majority of test units excavated revealed an Ap
horizon (Stratum 1) overlying a weathered Bw horizon (Stratum 1) and terminating in a sandy sterile subsoil horizon. Stratum | yielded primarily prehistoric and
cultural material, including a high volume of quartz, quartzite, chert, jasper, chalcedony, and sandstone lithic debitage. A high number of formal diagnostic
stone tool were also recovered at the site. The placement of TUs was guided by artifact concentrations identified during STP excavation.

Phase Il work established the identification of one distinct loci of higher artifact concentration within the site (Locus 3), which was identified along the western
boundary of the site overlooking the western ephemeral drainage cut and measures approximately 70 x 40 meters. Test units 2, 5, 7, 8, and 10 were
excavated within Locus 3. A total of 402 artifacts were recovered from Locus 3, representing over half of the total artifacts found at site 18PR1081.
Considering the small size of the area, the frequency of artifacts recovered in Locus 3 represents a significant portion of the overall site sample, perhaps one
that is central to the site’s occupation. Stratigraphically, the majority of the artifacts from Locus 3 were recovered from Stratum |, with the remaining 23% from
Stratum Il

In total, 723 artifacts were recovered from the Phase Il investigation of the site, all of which were prehistoric, except for 12 organic items. Prehistoric artifacts
included fire cracked rock (n=137), debitage (n=553), and tools (n=21). Tools included nine projectile points, seven early-stage bifaces, three flake banks, one
middle-stage biface, one core fragment, one unifacial tool, and one drill. All tools are made of either quartz (n=16) or quartzite (n=5), the available local raw
material for making stone tools. None of the projectile points can be definitely typed as even the complete points exhibit weathering and possible retouching.
One of the points is identified as a possible Kirk or Kirk variant type, which dates to the Early to Middle Archaic periods. This would be the earliest specimen.
The remaining points are likely of Late Archaic to Early Woodland age. A complete quartz point features side-notching and has been tentatively identified as
Otter Creek. Other points have been tentatively identified as Piscataway, and two remaining points feature a stemmed base. The predominance of Kirk, Otter
Creek, and Piscataway projectile points in the site sample suggests that the site was primarily utilized throughout the Archaic period, although an Early
Woodland component is present.

One locus of higher artifact concentration was identified along the western boundary of the site overlooking an ephemeral drainage channel that leads to
Burch Branch. The locus was analyzed separately as an analytical unit (AU 3) from the rest of the site in order to compare the findings to overall site trends.




5 Phase Il and Phase lll Archaeological Database and Inventory

N
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Other name(s) | Historic [

Tl | Brief Early, Middle, and Archaic or Early Woodland short-term camp, possible quarry/tool Unknown [ "]
T R U S T Description: production area

AU 3 measures approximately 70-x-40 m constituting approximately 17 percent of the larger site, but a total of 402 artifacts were recovered from AU 3
representing 55.6 percent of the total artifacts from the larger site. Eight of the 21 tools found within site 18PR1081 were recovered from AU 3, including five
bifaces and three projectile points. Two of the points have a stemmed base while the third is a tear-drop shaped Piscataway point which dates to the Late
Archaic/Early Woodland transitional period.

Analysis of recovered cultural material from both 18PR1079 and nearby 18PR1081 indicates the sites represent Early Archaic through Early Woodland lithic
procurement and processing areas. Analysis of raw materials represented in the site sample shows a strong preference for locally available quartz and
quartzite cobbles which are in abundance in both the Burch Branch and ephemeral stream channels in the immediate vicinity. More exotic raw materials are
present on both sites, but in much smaller quantities and not concentrated in any identified activity areas. This suggests the site occupants engaged in limited
nonlocal trade in the region, possibly from what is now Southern Pennsylvania or northern Maryland. In contrast, the abundance of locally available lithic raw
material (quartz, quartize, and jasper) indicates that the lithic assemblage was produced from locally available material occurring in pebble forms resulting in
smaller biface reduction debitage and small finished tools.

No subsurface features or evidence of deeply buried cultural deposits were recorded. The absence of features restricts analysis in terms of research
questions and themes. Although the analysis of the recovered lithic debitage and tools provides some insight on tool technology, interpretations are limited
due to the few diagnostic tools recovered. The absence of dateable features limits research into environmental adaption over time. Due to this absence, and
poor site integrity, both 18PR1079 and 18PR1081 are considered to have limited research value and are not recommended eligible for inclusion in the
National Register of Historic Places or for further study. The project moved forward and the sites were likely destroyed due to modern quarrying activities,
limited further research potential.

External Reference Codes (Library ID Numbers):

|18PR1 081 SF and Report 95002882



