
Site Name: Potter Site O

Other name(s) Susquehannock Fort of 1675;Gardner 46

Brief

Description:

Contact/late 17th century Native American fort

Prehistoric

Historic

Unknown

Phase II and Phase III Archaeological Database and Inventory
Site Number: 18PR241

Terrestrial site Underwater siteLatitude 38.6946 Longitude -77.0421

Private

Federal

State of MD

Regional/
county/city

Unknown

Minimum distance to water is 0

Elevation 1

Unknown prehistoric context

Paleoindian site

Archaic site

Early archaic

MIddle archaic

Late archaic

 Woodland site

MD Adena

Early woodland

Mid. woodland

Late woodland

Contact period site

Unknown historic context 

ca. 1630 - 1675

ca. 1675 - 1720 Y

ca. 1720 - 1780

ca. 1780 - 1820

ca. 1820 - 1860

ca. 1860 - 1900

ca. 1900 - 1930

Post 1930

Unknown context

Site setting

-Site Setting restricted

-Lat/Long accurate to within 1 sq. mile, user may 
need to make slight adjustments in mapping to 
account for sites near state/county lines or streams

Native American Y

African American

Anglo-American

Hispanic

Asian American

Unknown

Other

Site Location and Environmental Data:

m

m Site slope 0

Name (if any) Piscataway Creek

 Nearest Surface Water

Stream/riverOcean

Estuary/tidal river

Tidewater/marsh

Swamp

Lake or pond

Spring

SCS soil & sediment code

Ethnobotany profile available

 Topography

Floodplain Saltwater Freshwater

Maritime site

Interior flat

Hilltop/bluff

Upland flat

Ridgetop

Terrace

Low terrace

High terrace

Hillslope

Unknown

Rockshelter/
cave

Other

Temporal & Ethnic Contextual Data:

Maritime-related

 Ethnic Associations (historic only)

Y=Confirmed, P=Possible

 Prehistoric

Village

Hamlet

Base camp

Multi-component

Rockshelter/cave

Shell midden

Rock art

Earthen mound

Misc. ceremonial

Quarry/extraction

Cairn

Burial area

Production area

Fish weir

STU/lithic scatter

Unknown

Other context

fort, ossuary

Physiographic province Western Shore Coastal 

Maryland Archaeological Research Unit No. 11

Site Function Contextual Data:

Domestic

Urban/Rural? Rural

Homestead

Farmstead

Plantation

Mansion

Row/townhome

Cellar

Privy

Industrial

Mining-related

Quarry-related

Mill

Black/metalsmith

Furnace/forge

Other

Transportation

Canal-related

Road/railroad

 Wharf/landing

Bridge

Ford

Military

Commercial

Trading post

Store

Tavern/inn

Battlefield

Fortification

Encampment

Educational

Religious

 Historic

Church/mtg house

Ch support bldg

Burial area

Cemetery

Sepulchre

Isolated burial

Townsite

Bldg or foundation

Possible Structure

Post-in-ground

Frame-built

Masonry

Other structure

Non-domestic agri

Recreational

Midden/dump

Spring or well

Artifact scatter

Unknown

Other context

burials

Flotation samples taken N

 Prehistoric context samples Soil samples taken N

Other samples taken Flotation samples taken N

Historic context samples Soil samples taken N

Other samples taken

 Ownership

Interpretive Sampling Data:

Slave related



Site Name: Potter Site O

Other name(s) Susquehannock Fort of 1675;Gardner 46

Brief

Description:

Contact/late 17th century Native American fort

Prehistoric

Historic

Unknown

Phase II and Phase III Archaeological Database and Inventory
Site Number: 18PR241

Diagnostic Artifact Data:

 Projectile Point Types

Clovis

Hardaway-Dalton

All quantities exact or estimated minimal counts

Palmer

Kirk (notch)

Kirk (stem)

Le Croy

Morrow Mntn

Guilford

Brewerton

Otter Creek

Koens-Crispin

Perkiomen

Susquehana

Vernon

Piscataway

Calvert

Selby Bay

Jacks Rf (notch)

Jacks Rf (pent)

Madison/Potomac

Levanna

 Prehistoric Sherd Types

Marcey Creek

Dames Qtr

Selden Island

Accokeek

 Wolfe Neck

Vinette

Popes Creek

Coulbourn

 Watson

Mockley

Clemson Island

Page

Shepard

Townsend

Minguannan

Sullivan Cove

Shenks Ferry

Moyaone

Potomac Crk

Keyser

Yeocomico

Monongahela

Susquehannock

 Historic Sherd Types

Astbury

Borderware

Buckley

Earthenware

Other Artifact & Feature Types:

Flaked stone

 Prehistoric Artifacts

 Lithic Material Prehistoric Features

Ground stone

Stone bowls

Fire-cracked rock

Other lithics (all)

Ceramics (all)

Other fired clay 1

Human remain(s)

Modified faunal

Unmod faunal

Oyster shell

Floral material

Uncommon Obj.

Rimsherds Other trade items, 
copper beads, 
pipes, bells, iron 
hoes, arms

Midden

Shell midden

Postholes/molds

House pattern(s)

Palisade(s)

Mound(s)

Hearth(s)

Lithic reduc area

Storage/trash pit

Burial(s)

Ossuary

Unknown

Other

Jasper

Chert

Rhyolite

Quartz

Quartzite

Fer quartzite

Chalcedony

Ironstone

Argilite

Steatite

Sandstone

Sil sandstone

European flint

Basalt

Unknown

Other
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Potter’s Site O, 18PR241, is the archeological remains of a Susquehannock Fort besieged by Maryland and Virginia militia in 1675. The site bears the imprint 
of a square stockaded fort with bastions and an ossuary in the fort’s interior, which contained 42 individuals. This fort played a prominent role in the early 
colonial history of Maryland and events that transpired there touched off the famous Bacon’s rebellion in the Colony of Virginia. The site (also known as 
Gardner’s Site 46) is located at Piscataway Park owned by the National Park Service and managed by the Accokeek Foundation in south-western Prince 
George’s County, Maryland. It is located on the eastern shore of Mockley Point and is situated between the Potomac River on the west, Piscataway Bay on 
the east, and the swampy landscape of southern Mockley Point to the south. Three soil types intersect at the site location including soils of the Hoghole-
Grosstown complex, Sassafras sandy loams, and Woodstown sandy loams.

The Piscataway Creek region has long been known to local collectors and residents as an excellent spot to search for American Indian artifacts. The first 
documented archeological find occurred in 1859 when a local farmer found a small burial site on his property. Over the latter part of the 19th century and into 
the early 20th century, artifact collection occurred in the area in a disorganized, and largely destructive manner until the purchase of what was then known as 
the “Hard Bargain” farm in 1923 by Henry and Alice Ferguson. The actions of several local collectors on Mrs. Ferguson’s property (sometimes without her 
permission) prompted her to contact members of the professional archeological community in an effort to protect what she was certain was a significant 
archeological site. Alice Ferguson’s efforts met with little success, so she took it upon herself to undertake controlled excavation of the archeological deposits 
at “Hard Bargain” to the best of her ability.

A site as important as 18PR241 must be placed in its proper historical context. That context is described in detail in the synopsis report for 18PR8 as Potter’s 
Site O was once considered to be part of 18PR8. This report will only provide a brief synopsis of the events surrounding the Susquehannock Fort at 18PR241 
(see below). Synopsis reports have been prepared for all sites at Piscataway Park where test units were excavated during Ferguson’s tenure and in 
subsequent salvage operations. These sites were re-inventoried during the course of several compliance surveys throughout the park and in this respect are 
appropriate material for the archeological synthesis project. Poorly documented sites, such as those documented in the late 19th century and prior to 
Ferguson’s work, are not considered. Nor are sites where test units have not been excavated (i.e. only surface survey or STPs have been excavated).

 In 1674, the Susquehannocks suffered a major defeat at the hands of their traditional enemies the Senecas. This forced them to move south into Piscataway 
territory in early 1675. Originally told by the colonials to settle at the Falls of the Potomac, the Susquehannocks ignored Maryland’s order and took up 
residence along the south shore of Piscataway Creek. They built a bastioned, stockaded fort about two miles west of the Piscataway Indian fort and village 
(though to be represented at 18PR40). In the summer of 1675, the Susquehannocks were wrongfully blamed for Indian depredations along the Maryland and 
Virginia frontiers, which were most likely perpetrated by the Seneca and/or Doegs. Primarily at the insistence of prominent Virginia settlers, the Virginia and 
Maryland militias were called up in retaliation and besieged the Susquehannock Fort on Piscataway Creek for about 6 weeks. 

During the siege, there were multiple instances of Indians being killed after leaving the fort to engage the militiamen in negotiations and to attempt to prove 
the innocence of the Susquehannocks. Maryland and Virginia militia leaders would eventually stand trial for some of these offenses, but the murder of some 
of the principal Susquehannock warriors and chiefs ended all possibility for a peaceful surrender by the Indians. The Susquehannocks made a number of 
attacks from the fort which allowed them to replenish their supplies and kill numerous colonial militiamen. The Susquehannock eventually managed to escape 
in the dead of night and cross the Potomac to the Virginia side. There, they took out their revenge on Virginia’s northern settlements, touching off what would 
come to be known as Bacon’s Rebellion. The Susquehannock survivors eventually made their way north to the Seneca (their traditional enemies) and were 
adopted into the tribe. According to Seneca tradition, the Susquehannock refugees were remembered as ruthless warriors against the English and 
Piscataway, who never forgave the murder of their principal men.

In 1939, after several years spent excavating the Accokeek Creek site to the west of 18PR241, Alice Ferguson turned her attention toward locating the 
Susquehannock Fort of 1675. The fort was rumored to have been located on the north bank of Piscataway Creek near Fort Washington. The Fergusons had 
noticed a dark soil stain in aerial photographs, which was of interest, but was not considered a likely candidate for the fort since it was on the south side of 
Piscataway Creek. However, a professor from Princeton University had recently located a detailed map of the Piscatway Creek area from 1677 in the British 
Public Records Office. This map depicted the Susquehannock Fort as a square fort with bastions at each corner located on the south shore of Piscataway 
Creek. By 1940, the Fergusons, using hired farm labor and local schoolboys, had located the postmolds of a stockade extending from their property onto that 
of their (fortunately cooperative) neighbor Henry Clagett.  These would later be determined to be the remnants of the fort.

The site was surveyed into 15.24 meter (50 ft) grid squares across the darkened area. No detailed description of Mrs. Ferguson’s field methods at 18PR241 
has been written, but a full site report on the Accokeek Creek site excavations written in the early 1960s states that similar methods were employed at 18PR8 
and 18PR241. Excavation of 18PR8 entailed the stripping of the disturbed topsoil to reveal areas where cultural concentrations extended to a greater depth. 
When areas of interest were located, the 15.24 meter square would be sub-divided into 1.524 meter (5 ft) test units and examined in detail. Excavation at 
18PR241 was likely done in a similar fashion, although it appears that trenching may have been used initially to remove a sample of the thin topsoil, rather 
than clearing each 15.24 meter square completely from the outset.

Ultimately, Mrs. Ferguson exposed most of the western half of the fort, the eastern 21.34 meters (70 ft) of the fort having eroded into Piscataway Creek. 
Assuming the fort was roughly symmetrical, it appears to have been 53.34 meters (175 feet) north-south by 56.39 meters (185 feet) east-west with bastions 
1.77 square meters (19 square feet) in size at each corner. The size of the posts in the stockade suggests very strong fortifications. A charcoal layer overlay 
the lines of postmolds, suggesting that the stockade was burned by the colonial militias after the escape of the Susquehannocks. Small patches of charcoal 
within the stockade suggest the presence of burned structures as well.

Also discovered within the stockade line was a small ossuary containing the remains of at least 42 individuals as well as trade goods and artifacts definitively 
linking the site to the Susquehannocks. Some of the individuals in the ossuary were juveniles. The burials in the upper portions of the ossuary were flexed 
burials. No details are provided regarding the types of burials encountered near the bottom, but several grave goods were in the bottom of the pit. All told, the 
features encountered during the excavation of the site included 679 postmolds (excluding those in the stockade line), 1 stockade line, 12 refuse pits, 1 storage 
pit, 4 fire hearths, 1 stone pile, 1 ossuary, 5 individual burial pits, and 4 miscellaneous pits. 
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The grave goods encountered at 18PR241 include a kaolin pipe (considered a tobacco-related item), a Susquehannock “tulip bowl” pipe (counted as a 
prehistoric “other” fired clay object), a glass inlaid copper ring (personal item), 3 jaw harps (personal items), 8 iron bracelets (personal items), 7 copper hawk 
bells (personal items), an iron hoe (an activity item), a snuff box (tobacco-related), scissors parts (clothing-related), and a flattened lead musket ball (arms). A 
photograph of artifacts from the collection also shows a metal object, which appears to be a smoker’s companion (tobacco-related). Thirty-one centimeters 
west of the ossuary, a small pit was encountered containing a hoard of goods presumably buried by one of the fort’s inhabitants as they prepared to escape 
from the besieged structure. This pit contained a disintegrated organic mass (probably textiles), 2 iron pots (miscellaneous kitchen items), 2 iron hoes (activity 
items), and a Dutch gin bottle (kitchen glass). The bottle was in an upright position, as if buried full in the hope of eventual retrieval.

It is clear from the evidence uncovered by Ferguson, that 18PR241 represented the remains of a fort which played a quite significant role in Maryland’s early 
colonial history. Despite this, no substantive additional work has ever been conducted at the site and its current research potential is not well known. General 
archeological surveys of Piscataway Park conducted in the 1980s make mention of the site, but provide few details and no description of any fieldwork which 
would give an indication as to whether intact deposits are still extant. It is perhaps most likely that the site was fully excavated in the 1940s. Mrs. Ferguson 
made mention in her descriptions of other sites (such as Mockley Point) when she felt features were likely to be present in an area, but were left unexcavated. 
She made no such comments in her description of the Susquehannock Fort excavations.


