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Project Justification:

Project Objectives:

This report describes 1988 Phase | survey and Phase Il testing
related to the construction of the Cambridge Dredge Spoils Facility
by the Maryland Ports Authority in Dorchester County. The work
was undertaken to comply with the National Historic Preservation
Act of 1966, the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, and
the Maryland Historical Trust Act of 1985.

MAC Accession: 2007.032.001

-Accurately locate the boundaries of the site.

-Assess whether the distribution of artifacts and features is related
to property topography.

-Determine if artifact concentrations are real or reflect collection
conditions/strategies.

-Determine the temporal range of occupations at the site.
-Assess whether artifact concentrations reflect functionally
discrete activity area, separate households, temporally distinct

occupations, or a combination.

-Determine if temporally discrete assemblages can be identified
and if changes in resource utilization through time can be detected.

-Determine the vertical integrity of the site and whether it varies
across the site.

-Determine under which conditions features are preserved.
-Assess whether surface artifact density accurately reflects feature

locations and if artifact types can be used to predict feature
locations.

The Maryland SHA (who oversaw the aforementioned Maryland Port Authorities project in 1988) and the Maryland Historical Trust disagreed on the

significance and eligibility of 18DO170. SHA stated in 1988 that the systematic Phase Il investigations had recovered the bulk of the important information
available from the site, but that intact deposits might remain near the edges of the (now) former agricultural field where plowing had not taken place. MHT
determined that the extent of disturbance to artifact deposits and truncation of features by plowing and wind action was too great and that the site was not
eligible for listing in the NRHP. Although SHA believed the site to be eligible, they agreed that no further work was necessary to document the site. Today,

most of the site has probably been destroyed as it is currently the site of a golf course.



http://apps.planning.maryland.gov/reports/Report_intermediate.aspx?applicationid=27&formname=Reports&reportname=DOEDetailArcheo&Pm-DOEARCHEO.DOEINVNO=18DO170

