




















Figure 2. Photograph of hypocaust inside addition at Calvert House with building supports in place.
Note height of fireplace and original floor level of addition.
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ney entry way will rest on the 12th century brick foundation
built by *the Claude family when %they rTenovated ftheir home in the
12th cenftury. As much of the brick—paved courtyard (dating to c.
1730 and partially robbed) as can be reftainad will be retained
The brick—lined well, built c. 1733 and filled c. 1785, will be
kept. 3

Salvaging the resources at Calvert House has vrequired intensive,
concentrated work on the part of the archaeologisfts involwved and
of the staff at Historic Annapolis as weall as requiring
flexibility on the part of the hotel devalopment tazam. As nuch
of the historic fabric of %the colonial p=sriod as has survived and
can be retained will be maelded into the socda2rn hotel campler. It
should be noted that thzs hotel complex vas not planned with the
preservation of 18th century archaeological features in mind.
Their existence, recogrnition of %their value, and their import to
the historiography of fthe community came 3bout as archaeological
research partially funded with NEZH funds: was underfaken over fthe
past year.

Results of the Archasoalegy

Calvert Haouse is located af 53 State Circle in Annapolis,
Maryland. Until June 1983, it possessed =n extensive yard
virtually untouched by modern development, At this date
(December 198B3) the only portion left unftcuched is a small
saegment of the front yard.

The loft on State Circle served as a focal point for the acivities
of Annapalitans for thrse hundred y=ars. It was laid out in the
14705 as part of Governer Nicholson’s baroque cifty design.
Invisible ftoday hecause of taller, surraounding buildings, the
Calwvert lot and its howse uwere highly visible in the s2ighteenth

century and located in close proximity to the State House. The
house and i%ts wings faced the waterfront Uith an extensive
sloping yard rising toward the dwelling. The service area of the
yard lay between the house and the SEftafta Housa. Thers were only
a feuws smaller domestic structures nearoy. If one enftered

Annapolis by ship, %the state capiftal ros2 impressively on the
highest hill with Nicholson’s undevelopad land in the forefront
and Calvert House off to the side slightly bsneath the State
House. Even today the location of the housa across the street
from the 17th century Treasury Building and below the State
Capitol is a commanding site. Two hundred and fif%y years ago.
it was a fitting location for a royal govsrner’s home.

The core of the present building: a 40 x 20 module, was built c.
1725-30 by Governor Charles Calvert over Yhe remains of an
earlier structure dating fram the early 18th century. The
dwelling was a combined brick and frame structure, assumed by
architectural historians to be a 1 1/2 sisry gambrel—-roofed home.
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Archaeological research in 1982/83 demonstrated that it also had
exftensive and elaborate autbuildings, including an orangery or
heated bathhouse.

Portions of the huilding burned in 1752 and again in 1762 . Wwhat
remained of the structure was renovated into a house of Georgian
design. In the 1760s a brick addition (agproximatesly 135 fest
wide x 40 fz2et long) along the east wall «Ff the dwelling was
built. It covered the remains of a hypocsust that once heated
the orangery or bathhouse. A smaller brick building, 12 x 12,
was attached to the end of the addition and a frams outbuilding
(13 ¥ 12) was loceted on or adjacent fto the rear of the building.

Prior %o the Revolution the building was venfted %to several
marchants/entrepreneurs including Charles Wallace, the primary

contractor for the construction of %the third State House. Buring
the war it served as a barracks for the Sftate of Maryland. Aftar
the war %the housz2 again became the home af a prominent
Annapolitan. In the 19th cenftury, %he property was purchased by
Annapalis Mayor Abram Claude uho enlargsd th= building and
altered its facade tn a3 Victorian mode. The NEH funded

archaeolaogy has provided additional informafion: including
details on additional buildings and archa=ological features for
which no historical record survives and liftftle precedent exists.

The mos%t provocative of the archaseological fzatures was the
hypocaust foundation, 153 feet long by B f=2e%t wide, built of brick
with %traces of the interior heating ducts, ventilation suystem,
and fire pi%t intact. Two post holes adjacent to the hypocaust
probably held supports for a frame structure heated by the
hypaocaust.

Hypocausts were dry air hesating sysftems dzwveloped by %the Romans
and used to heat their baths. With the invasion of Britain and
northern Europe, the ftechnology was brought %o a colder climate
and refined. During the late 17%th century the ftechnology was
transferred and integrated into the design of "“stoves® that
wealthy Englishmen and Europeans usad %to heat orangeries,
bathhouses, and palace roams. The orangaries (wooden structures)
were built with large, arched windows %o drau in sunlight. Wood
fires in apse—-shaped fireboxes at one end of the hypocausts
created heat that traveled slowly beneath the Ffloors fthrough
brick tunnels or ducts and heated fthe building above. The
archaeological data obtained thus far corresponds closely with
the k%nown descriptions:, especially that in the 173D eodition of
Miller ‘s Gardener ‘s Dictionary.

Hypocausts are rare structures affordable only by fthe elite. The
Calvert family home in England possessed one (date of
construction unknown) and another was built in Annapolis at
Calvert House on State Gircle between 1727-314. It is possible
and prchable that the Calvert hypocaust was among the earliest
examples built in the colonies and provinces of the New Horld.
There are rumors that one was built for the Governor ‘s Palace in
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William=zburg but no %traces were found duTing archaeological
excavation of the Palace in the 1733Js (iosl Hume, personal
communication). MWilliam Byrd buil% one at Westover in Virginia
c. 1733. There is a smaller, late 18%h century hypocaust on
King George S¢t. in Annapolis, and one a% Wye Island on %the
Lloyd ‘s Eastern Shore property that dates to the mid 18th
century. Another of equivalent age was fTound at at ME.  Clare in
Baltimare. The latter was built by or for Charles Carroll %the
Barrister, originally of Annapolis. George wWashingfon’s
hypocaust was built from plans of the M%. Clare hypocaust.

Archaesology in the front yard indicates %that the location and
probable orientation of the original Calvert dwelling was fowards
the east and the Severn River or, fHowsards %fthe south and the
Annapolis harbor. This orientation was thanged in the 178Js.
The change in orientation followed affer or accompanied other
changes in State Circle prompted by the rvebuilding of the State
House, a Jjob begun in 1771 but not compla2%fted for 10-13 years.
The evidence for the shift, is contained in %three features that
were filled or covered over in the early 1783s and in another
feature, an octagonal brick retaining uwall, built at %that time.
Early in the 19th century portions of S%tate Circle were raised
again. The octagonal retaining wall no longer articulated uith
the Circle road and the yard was altered once more. The three
features consist of a brick-lined well, 3 brick-paved service
area with a drain abutting the dwelling (forming a work area
between the well and the building), and a past—hole building of

undefined dimensiaon and function. The laftfter, however, began at
the south side of the ‘front door’ of the du=lling and extended
15 feet %towards the Circle. Work an all cof fthese features uas

incomplete when demolition of the back porfion of the present
building began in June of 1983 and archa=clogical excavation
halted. & proposal %o NEH for continuing work contains provision
for further archaesology at the site %o complete excavation of
these fesatures.

The archaenlogical data at Calvert indicates a massive alfteration
to the city‘s landscape related %o changa2s in the use and form of
Stste Circle. The westarn boundary of ths site abuts State
Circle for 80 feeti the ground in %the southern sector of the
yard has bzen cut away indicating the original ground surface uas
once 1-3 f2et higher. There wvas no indicstion of any sheet
refuse nor 18%h century artifacts found in the excavation units
in the south yard, although early 1?th c2nfury materials were
retrieved. These findings indicate the yard was cut back and
leveled in the early 19th century. The house, which originally
was built %to accomodate the naturally cccuring slope of the land,
became sited on a level plot of land through this activity.

While these alterations might suggest only ninor modifications to
the Circle, the stratigraphy in the north yard clearly reveals
8-10 feet of fill and the present roaduay/sidewalkx is an

additional three feet higher. In other wcrds, the original
topography of State Circle at the poin% wdere it abuts the north
sector of the yard was 12 feet lower iIn %the past. This does
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represent a magjar change and may indicafte the series of ridges
and gullies on which the town was bulilt 2xfended up to the Shtate
House. Given the extreme slope of the land observed across the
Calvert lot, it is clear that a level roadway (as now exists at
the Circle) could not have existed in the 18B%th cenfury if it
followed the present road‘s path.

It is my belief that much of the archifectural debris found in
the front yard of Calvert House may come from the desftruction of
the second Maryland Sftate House in 1770 and %the construction of
the third State House over the following decade. This was a
totally unexpected finding. Becauss of i%s poftenftial importance
in providing information on the earlier State House, something of
interest to many in Marylanrnd, fthe study iz proceeding cautiously.
Interest in the State buildings at Annapolis has always been high
and is heightened at the present by the Bicentennial Celebration
of the late 1970s and early 1980s, the Treaty of Paris exhibit
and celebration scheduled for 1933/84, ani the forthcaoming 330%th
anniversary of the State. In 1972, Dr. forris L. Radof+
(former State Archivist) collected all available information
about the Maryland State House:, %the oldest standing State House
in the naticn, and published if%. He not2d in his preface that in
the book s contents, "the only thing lacking will be the
archaeological help pn State Circle”", somesething the State was
unable to fund at the time, but workX at Calvart has partially
provided.

Laboratory Work % Conservation

The destruction and filling of the hypocaust (c. 1770) was
accompanied by deposition of debris of all %inds, organic and
inorganic. The immediate area surrounding the hypocaust was
effectively sealed and protected by a wood +Floor overlying the
hypocaust. Metal, wood, ivory. lace, bon=s, paper, leather, food
refuse: Chinese porcelain, buttons, and children‘s toys were
hiddz2n from sight and profected beneath the floorboards. We
sought funds to excavate and preserve this daposit. We are
progressing with conservation, but do no%t have sufficient funds
to conserve nor grocess all artifacts adasguately. Several
hundved objects have been conserved and mere are in treatment. A
back—log exists. Priorities have been established. Those that
required immnediate attention have been conssrved and returned %o
Annapalis. Work on others is currently in progress at William
and [ary under the direction of Mr. Curtis iloyer, Conservator at
the Colonial Williamsburg Foundation (and formerly of the College
of William and Mary). ,

Excavation in the front yard produced equsal gquantities of
material, that also rtequire conservation, Some of the iron from
the well was in fragile condition and required immediate work,
but our scheduling has alsoc taken exhibit and public
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interpretation needs in%to account in terms of artifact
priorities.

The density of artifacts at Calvert Hous2 exceeds that at other
sites in Annapolis although the reasons uvhy are not yet clear.

I am no%t sure that the high social status of the property ouners
is sufficient rteason to fully explain %he discrepancy. We are
working with a collection that contains clase to a quarter
million artifacts. Laboratory processing of these was delayed by
the continued excavation which required my presence in Annapolis
through %the winter:, spring. and early summer. Some work was done
by William and Mary students during the spring and work began
again in September as students returned toc the campus.

Prioritiss were established based on anal¢%ical n=2eds. Thea front
yard sub—assemblages from discrete features which will help us
interpret the camplex stratigraphy of the yard are being
process=d first. In late August a second w2ll was found at
Re2ynolds Tavern. For comparative purpos2s, %the well artifacts
have priorvity. Material from the well has been washed and
labelled; it is now being mended, minimum vessel counts derived
and a computer inventory compiled. A large guantity of material
from the hypocaust was saved for fine—-scrz2es=ning and sorting
(atter being proacessed initially through 1/4" screen) but lack of
funds necessitates storage of ths deposii and storage of the
ethnobotanical and faunal materials.

The artifact collection from Calvert shows differential
representations of ceramics and glasswarasz that relates %to the
status of the occupants. There is no doubt buft what the quantity
and quality of individal artifacts is far above that of the
artifact collection from VYictualling Har=bowse, a commercial site
on the Annapolis waterfront that burned =. 1790, Quantities of
materials are alsgo much higher %than contained in the depositions
at Reynolds Tavern. There is no evidencz2 of any =xtensive '
broadcast sheet refuse at the site. This also sets %the site
apar% from others in thes Chesapeake regian.

]

There i3 no doubt but that the Calvert collectfion will be of
immense use %o us and %o ofthers in piecing %ogether the social
system and daily life characteristic of 1Z2%th century Annapolis
and confrasting it with that of the hinfarlands. The way we hope
to proceed was discussed in a3 gran%t propoaszal for conftinuation of
the project submitted £o NEH in October of 19P83.

Summary of Worxk

It is ironic to find a site inhabited by %two, perhaps more,
Maryland Governors with tangible, arfifactual evidence of the
presence of high—status individuals and ye%t find so little
documentary information concerning the site, We have been forced



L. B B B A B B B B B B B B B B B W W'

page 11

to read the archaeological record recovered at Calvert House
almost as though it were a classical archzeological site for
which no records exist. At times we have been thuwarted by
elements beyond our control. As one example., Dvr. William Kelso
(of the Thomas J=fferson Memorial Foundation}) voluntesred to %take
archaeomagnetic samples from the hypocaust floor but found %that
the presence of metals (namely a nearby 20th century furnace and
the steel supports for the buildirg) negated any reading. Qur
method has been to determine what information we needsd %o
interpret specific features and attributes of fthe Calvert
dwelling or to understand the use of spacs at the sifte and then
to proceed accordingly. At times this reaquired alteration of the
schedule proposed in the 1983 emergency grant.

A work plan was provided on pages 24-2& of the original proposal.
A quick run—through of the archaesological tasks that we undertook
as we moved from recovering data and inftarprefing one feature
(the hypocaust}) %to an overall analysis of the site as a city
household lot is as follows: We finished excavation of %the
hypocaust, established the articulation and building sequence of
the north addition, dated the construction of a 12 x 12 brick
shop adjacent to the house and contained uithin a second
"crawl—-space” area under another addition. We also found a
number of post—holes, buf since %the south side yard was heavily
disturbed we could no%t conclusively ascerfain whefther they wuvere
part of the earliest site dwelling (Philamaon Hemsley’s home). We
were unable to fully sample the back yard and prohibited from
monitoring construction activifty in the b=ck yard in a thorough
way, but were able to ascertain that the btackyard became a locus
of activity beginning in the =sarly 19%th c=nftury snd was not a
locus of activity during the colonial period.

We se2t aside the backyard sampling progrss as wory in the front
yard revealed the extensive activity that occurred there. NHark
in the front yard was primarily done with a professional creu
that ranged from & minimum of 3 individuals %to a maximum of 8
under the directicn of Dr. Yentsch with cn—sife supervisors
James Sorenson and Robert Sonderman. Wor% in the front yard
b2gan in March when a group of volunteer undergraduates from
William and Mary Joined ths profsssional zrzu over fhesir spring
break. These students were succeeeded by a small group fron the
University of Maryland who also devoted their spring break %o
work at Calvert Hause. Dther student help included a number of
individuals from the Washington area who participated in a
fieldschool run by the Smithsonian under *the direction of Dr.
Leone. For most of %the spring and early summer work at the site
was carried out on a 7 day/week basis.

Work uas directed towards dating the ocftagonal brick wall that
abutted the 1730 dwelling, unravelling fthe scries of gates or
entrances to State Circle that existed: establishing fthe original
topography of the site, assigning a construction date to the
original dwelling, locating the 18%th century yard surface,
delineating the sequence of entrances and walkways, establishing
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the extent and function of the brick paving in the front yard as
well as dating its construction and that of the overlying
deposition (including one rubble layer and a3 lower,
artifactvally-vrich stratal): dating another and different paved
area in the south side yard, dating bofth the fill in the well and
the construction of the well.

One can readily see by comparing the work% owutlines above with
that proposed originally that this portion of fthe project
expanded beayond our inifial plans. Cost of the addiftional wuork
was primarily barne by Historic Annapolis Inc., with
reimbursement of %6000 assured by the city. In essence what
happaned is that the activity areas we assumed would be located
in the backyard (as is usuvally enccunftered a¥%¥ most non—urban
sites) was located at Calvert in the front yard.

A complete synthesis of the Calvert data is not possible without
additional work, but that portion of the project funded by NEH
from 1 February — 31 July has carried us vell beyond what we
imagined possible when we undertook% the work at Calvert in 1982.
It has contributed significantly to our understanding of the
development of Annapolis in the colenial era. In fact, it has
proved essential and fruitful to our scholarly research

ob jectives: understanding and assessing the impact of social and
econonic rank oen the material remains of = calonial city. The
research has also been influential in estzblishing a preservation
program that is both archaeolagically and architecturally based.
Furthermore, the project helped swaken ths Annapolis community ¢o
the potential that archaeological research possesses and
increasad their awareness of some of the many changes their city
has undergone over time. We believe the cbjactives specified in
the original proposal were met and %that the grant monies produced
results, interpretively, archaeologically., pragmatically, not
possible otherwise



