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 The archaeology site West Ashcom (18ST871) has been the focus of archaeological excavation 

in earnest from 2012 to the present day. This report focuses on the historical background of this site's 

history, primarily focusing on its 17th and 18th century histories and the results of the 2016 field season 

excavations. The excavations at site 18ST871 have recovered materials identifying this site as a late 17th 

century occupation by the Ashcom family on the early colonial Maryland landscape. Methods used at this 

archaeological site include shovel test surveys, unit excavation, magnetometer survey, materials 

characterization using x-ray fluorescence, and x-radiography of metal artifacts.  
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Executive Summary 
 

 

Between April 16th and July 12th, 2016 students enrolled in the Cremona Archaeological field 

school from the St. Maryôs College of Maryland Anthropology Department took part in the 

continuing excavation of the archaeological site 18ST871, also referred to as the West Ashcom 

or Cremona site. 

 

The archaeological investigation at the Cremona Estate is guided by four research goals: 1) 

identify the role of the Cremona estate in the historical record, 2) survey the Cremona property to 

determine possible sites for future excavation, 3) determine site occupation through the recovery 

and analysis of artifacts using archaeological methods, and finally 4) incorporate this information 

into our overall understanding of the settlement of the colonial frontier in Southern Maryland. 

 

Previous archaeological work, beginning in 2012 at the invitation of Mr. and Mrs. Dodge, 

surveyed the property with the goal of identifying areas for further study. The pedestrian and 

shovel test pit survey (STP) identified the site in loci 3 now identified as site 18ST871. 

Archaeological field methods used for this project included pedestrian survey, shovel testing, 

magnetometer survey, and ground penetrating radar. The archaeological work in 2016 included 

the excavation of sixteen 5x5 ft. units. Remote sensing, primarily the 2013 magnetometer survey, 

identified at least one potential structure. Remote sensing data used with archaeological 

investigation identified guided placement of the units in 2016. Site 18ST871 contains evidence 

for an early period of colonial occupation of the Patuxent River valley.  
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Introduction  
Archaeological investigation at the Cremona Estate is guided by four research goals: 1) 

identify the role of the Cremona estate in the historical record, 2) survey the Cremona property to 

determine possible sites for future excavation, 3) determine site occupation through the recovery 

and analysis of artifacts using archaeological methods, and 4) incorporate this information into 

our overall understanding of the settlement of the colonial frontier in Southern Maryland (Borlo 

et al 2012). 

Beginning in 2012, archaeologists led by Principal Investigator Dr. Liza Gijanto began 

investigating the Cremona Estate. The estate, once known as West Ashcom, is located on 

Maryland's Lower Western shore in St. Maryôs County on a peninsula jutting into the Patuxent 

River. The property was divided into different loci for survey (Figure 1). The 2016 excavation 

focused on Loci 3. 

While a 2018 report on 

site 18ST871 discussed 

the 2016 field season, 

the artifacts from the 

2016 field season were 

not yet fully cataloged 

(Burbank and Gijanto 

2018). This report 

expands on the artifact 

analysis discussion 

presented in the 2018 report.  

 

Figure 1. Loci Map of the Cremona Property (McCague et al. 2013) 
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Environmental Setting  

      Site 18ST871 is located on the Lower Western shore of Marylandôs Coastal plain in St. 

Maryôs County. On a short peninsula bounded by the Patuxent River and two creeks (Figure 2). 

About 35 million years ago, a meteorite hit the Atlantic Coastal Plain, known as the Chesapeake 

Bay bolide, ñdisrupting 

sedimentsò and localizing 

the confluence of river 

systems. Formation of the 

Bay began in the 

Pleistocene, with 

alternating glacial and brief 

interglacial periods. During 

glacial periods ocean levels 

were receding, and 

tributary streams of the 

ancestral Susquehanna 

formed valleys and 

channels. Sometimes the sea receded long enough for forests to grow. The Chesapeake Bay 

watershed we know today spans five states and eight drainage basins, the airshed stretches even 

farther (Curtin 2003). The Bay itself is the largest estuary in the United States with a surface area 

of 11,100 km^2 and an average depth of 8 m but can reach depths of 54 m at its center (Curtin 

2003). Key resources in the Chesapeake Bay, including oysters and other native species, used by 

past peoples and present on archaeology sites have served as interpretative tools for past 

 

 

Figure 2. Patuxent River Watershed. Courtesy of Eco Health Report 

Cards. 
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lifeways. The Patuxent River watershed, at 937-square-miles, is the largest watershed in 

Maryland, flowing through portions of seven different counties. The Patuxent River is a free-

flowing tributary of the Chesapeake Bay with both salt and tidal freshwater, resulting in a 

plethora of marine and estuarine resources (Curtin 2003; Patuxent Terrain n.d). The property of 

West Ashcom has been continuously used for agriculture since the 1600s, also present are 

marshy areas and forested areas moving inland and around the creeks. The project area was 

farmed from the 1600s to the present day. Soil types within the boundaries of site 18ST871 

include Sassafras sandy loam soils (SaaA) with 0 to 2 percent slopes (Figure 3). The site sits 

more than 80 inches above the water table and is well drained (Soil Survey Staff, Accessed 

August 16, 2024).  

 
                    Figure 3. Soils map of site 18ST871 (Soil Survey Staff, n.d.). 
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According to the NOAA map viewer the peninsula containing site 18ST871 is at a 

moderate level of vulnerability at the current mean higher high water (MHHW), which is ñthe 

average of the higher high water height of each tidal day observed over the National Tidal Datum 

Epochò (NOAA Tides & Currents). If sea levels rise with climate change the landscape 

surrounding this site will be underwater, putting the archaeological site at risk along with other 

sites of historical importance in the surrounding area (Interagency Sea Level Task Force 2022).  

 

Previous Excavation  
 

The entirety of the Cremona Farm and some surrounding properties have been subject to 

previous archaeological and architectural surveys. These surveys were of varying levels of 

intensity and detail, discussed below. The first archaeological survey at Cremona occurred in the 

1960s, identifying a Late Woodland site (18ST9) (Table 1.).  In addition to the identification of 

archaeological resources, a great deal of focus has been on the standing structures. These are 

both nineteenth- and early twentieth century structures listed on the National Register of Historic 

Places. Some of the more notable include De La Brooke Tobacco Barn, Cremona, and De La 

Brooke Manor.  In 2017, the University of Maryland conducted a preservation field school 

connected to the property. Led by Dr. Dennis Pogue, the field school and student projects 

culminated in documentation of the property and a Preservation Plan for the Cremona 

Foundation (Baum et al. 2020).  In 2018, the Cremona Archaeological Collections served as 

Museum Studies Internships for two St. Maryôs College of Maryland (SMCM) students who 

developed documents for the collection and improved upon collections management practices 

(Bailey and Miller 2018). In Spring 2023, University of Maryland students enrolled in the HISP 

6190-0101 Special Topics; Three-Dimensional Documentation Course engaged with the 
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Cremona landscape, documenting standing structures on the property. The class primarily 

focused on the De La Brooke Tobacco barn (Figure 5.). 

 

Archaeological Investigations 

Previously identified archaeological sites on the property all date to the Archaic or 

Woodland periods, except: West Ashcom excavated beginning in 2012 and Samôs Cabin 

excavated in 2015 (Table 1). The sites associated with this area of St. Maryôs County were 

primarily identified in the process of larger surveys of the region. These archaeological sites 

recovered few artifacts. The details pertaining to these sites and their indigenous occupation are 

included below.  

Table 1. Archaeology Sites Identified on the Cremona Property 

ID  Name Excavation Occupation 
Excavation 

year 
PI/Excavator 

18ST9 
Persimmon 

Creek 

Non-systematic surface 

collection 
Late Woodland 1965 Richard E. Sterns 

18ST72 Cremona Farm 
Non-systematic surface 

collection 

Archaic ï Early 

Woodland 
1973 

Michael E. 

Humphries 

18ST652 
Cremona Farm 

#1 (Toup) 

Non-systematic surface 

collection 
Late Woodland 

1995 (and 

2001 maritime 

survey?) 

Bruce F. Thompson 

18ST653 
Cremona #2 

(Spring Lake) 

Non-systematic surface 

collection 
Late Woodland 

1994 (and 

2001 maritime 

survey?) 

Bruce F. Thompson 

Site # 

pending 
Sam's Cabin STPs Contact 2015 SMCM, L. Gijanto  

18ST871 West Ashcom 
STPs, Units, Remote 

Sensing 
MCD 1703 2012-present SMCM, L. Gijanto  

18ST9, Persimmon Creek  

Site 18ST9 is a Late Woodland site identified in the 1960s as part of Richard E. Sterns 

effort to ñlocate as many Indian sites as possibleò (Sterns 1965). Sterns provides a broad 

overview update of his survey in the 1965 volume of the Journal of the Archaeological Society 
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of Maryland. Sterns does not provide much detail but does describe the shell deposits along 

Persimmon Creek which he believes is Acquintanacsuck, identified on the 1624 John Smith map 

as an ñordinary houfesò site (Smith 1624). Sterns supports this with the neighboring property 

name of Town Neck which he believed may refer to Acquintanacsuck or Wasmacus. Artifacts 

recovered from 18ST9 in a later visit include most of a sub triangular quartz point, 1 quartz 

flake, and 1 quartzite flake.  

 18ST72, Cremona Farm  

 Located on the south side of Persimmon Creek in a plowed field, this site was identified 

via a non-systematic surface collection. Artifacts recovered in 1973 include Archaic and Early 

Woodland projectile points, scrapers, and flakes.  

 18ST652, Cremona Farm #1 (Toup) 

 Identified as a Late Woodland base camp as part of the PHI survey for submerged 

archaeological resources by Bruce E. Thompson (2001). Based on surface collection, site 

18ST652 yielded 1 Rappahannock ceramic; several stone tools, including 2 quartzite partial 

points, 1 ground stone, 2 fire-cracked rocks, 3 quartzite flakes; and oyster shell (Thompson 

2001). This site was identified at the same time at 18ST653. 

 18ST653, Cremona #2 (Spring Lake) 

 A Late Woodland short-term camp, site 18ST653 was identified as part of the Phase I  

survey for submerged archaeological resources by Bruce E. Thompson (2001). This site 

encompasses two plowed fields, and shell and lithics were recovered via surface collection. 

Archaeologists recording the site spoke with local farm workers who collected points from the 

site. These artifacts were used in determining an occupation period for the site. 
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Samôs Cabin (locus 5)  

St. Maryôs College of Maryland Archaeological Investigations 

 In the Spring of 2015, students from St. Maryôs College of Maryland, led by Dr. Liza 

Gijanto, excavated 26 shovel test pits (STPs) around the structure called Samôs Cabin. This 

excavation found a possible shell pathway leading to the current door frame. Materials recovered 

from the excavation lead archaeologists to believe that enslaved individuals occupied Sam's 

Cabin. Archaeologists also concluded that while the location of the cabin was not moved, 

construction may have altered the footprint (Gijanto et. al. 2015). 

18ST871, West Ashcom 

  St. Maryôs College of Maryland Archaeological Investigations  

Archaeological research at Cremona began in 2012 with an SMCM Anthropology 

methods course (ANTH385: Anthropological Methods) Students developed a research plan and 

executed surveys identifying fourteen loci on the Cremona property for 

archaeological investigation (Figure 1.). Eight field seasons of excavations were completed on 

the property by Dr. Liza Gijanto and SMCM students and field school students, (2012, 2013, 

2015, 2016, 2018, 2021, 2022, and 2023). A more detailed breakdown of excavation on the 

Cremona property completed by Dr. Liza Gijanto and students is provided in Table 2. 

Investigative field methods include pedestrian survey, STPs and 5 x 5 ft. test unit excavation. 

Pedestrian reconnaissance survey was completed at each of the fourteen loci. No artifacts were 

collected, but GIS points were recorded (Borlo et. al 2012).  

In 2012, students  returned to Loci 3, 5, and 12 for a pedestrian surface collection. Loci 5 

included surface collection on the beach, which was at risk of eroding away. These artifacts 

included ceramic sherds, metal, glass, and brick. Loci 3, surveyed in 2012, also included eleven 

STPs. SMCM students returned in the Spring of 2013 to dig more STPs prior to the summer field 
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season at Loci 1c, 7, and 3 (McCague et al 2013). In 2013, a magnetometry and ground 

penetrating radar survey was completed by Tim Horsley (Figure 4) identifying multiple 

anomalies in Loci 3. In 2015, fieldwork was funded by a grant awarded by the Cremona 

Foundation. In the winter of 2015, ground truthing units placed at anomalies from the 

magnetometer survey identified a brick hearth in locus 3 with articulated brick present. Reports 

from this excavation speculated this brick hearth could be associated with the 1) great house, 2) a 

kitchen outbuilding, or 3) the dairy (Gijanto 2015).  

Table 2. Archaeological Investigations at Site 18ST871 

Year Loci 
Shovel 

Test Pits 

Unit 

Count 
Unit #s Type 

2012 

3 11 - - STP Excavation at 18ST871 

5 - - - Surface Collection 

7 - - - Surface Collection 

12 - - - Pedestrian Survey 

2013 

3 20 16 1-16 
Magnetometer Survey by Tim Horsley at 

18ST871 

1c - - - Surface Collection  

7 29 - - STP Excavation 

2015 
3 - 11 17-27 STP and Unit Excavation at 18ST871 

5 26 - - Sam's Cabin Excavation 

2016 3 1 16 28-43 Unit Excavation at 18ST871 

2018 3 - 27 
46-66,69-

74,76-78 
Unit Excavation at 18ST871 

2021 3 - 23 79-101 Unit Excavation at 18ST871 

2022 3 - 22 102-123 Unit Excavation at 18ST871 

2023 3 - 26 124-150 Unit Excavation at 18ST871 

Total Units excavated at 18ST871 141   
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Figure 4. Magnetometer Data from 18ST871, completed by Dr. Tim Horsley 

 

Architectural Investigations 

Seven registered historic sites are located near the West Ashcom excavations (Table 1). 

Sites listed on the local and National Registers near the West Ashcom site primarily represent 

periods after the archaeological sitesô primary occupation. These structures are recognized for 

their architectural significance (Figure 5.).  
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Table 3. Standing Structures Identified on the current Cremona Property 

ID 

number 
Name Period Significance Location 

Location related to 

West Ashcom 

SM-93 Cremona 1819 
Federal architecture and 

agriculture 
St. Mary's Co. 

MD 

North of the 

Archaeology site on the 

same property 

SM-93A 
Sam's Cabin at 

Cremona  History and Architecture 
about 100 yards 

from the main 

house 

North of the 

Archaeology site on the 

same property 

SM-411 
De La Brooke 

Tobacco Barn 
1800-1830s 

Architecture, nineteenth 

century 
St. Mary's Co. 

MD 
S of West Ashcom 

SM-94 
De La Brooke 

Manor 
1830 - 

1835 
Architecture 

St. Mary's Co. 

MD 
S of West Ashcom 

SM-402 
Morgan Brothers 

Tobacco Barn 

1815-1870 

& 1870-

1930 

Architecture, "bonnet" roof 

tobacco barns in SMC 
St. Mary's Co. 

MD 
NW of West Ashcom, 

inland 

SM-516 
Bridge, over 

Persimmon 

Creek 
1930 Architecture 

St. Mary's Co. 

MD 
NW of West Ashcom, 

inland 

CT-39 Taney Place c. 1750 
Connection to Roger Brooke 

Taney, Chief Supreme Court 

Justice 1836-1864 

Adelina, Calvert 

County, MD 
Across the Patuxent 

from West Ashcom 

 

  The Cremona Manor house (SM-93), built in 1819, is located northeast of the 

archaeological site. The house is associated with William Thomas, who bought the property from 

John Cartwright Ashcom in 1818 (SM-93) (Brunelle, Harman, and Roberts 1975). This domestic 

structure is one of the largest standing Federal homes in St. Maryôs County. The Cremona House 

is a 2 ½ story, 5 bay, gable roof, brick structure with paired internal end chimneys (Figure 5) 

About 100 yards from the main house is Samôs Cabin (SM-93A), excavated in 2015. Samôs 

Cabin is speculated to be an enslaved quarter. While undated, this structure appears in the 

earliest photographs of the Cremona property and the frame is joined using traditional methods 

(Baum et al 2020).  
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Nearby to Cremona and Samôs Cabin is the De La Brooke Tobacco Barn, located 

southeast of the West Ashcom excavations. This tobacco barn, listed on the National Register of 

Historic Places, was constructed in 1815. The structure is listed as locally significant for its 

architecture and for its relationship to the 19th- century Southern Maryland air-curing tobacco 

industry (Thursby 2015). Across the Patuxent is Taney Place, a mid-17th-century Georgian-style 

house (Table 3), located in Adelina, Maryland. This structure is also listed for its architecture and 

its connection with Roger Brooke Taney, Chief Supreme Court Justice from 1836 to 1864. While 

Taney Place dates to around the same period as the West Ashcom occupation, the structure is 

primarily known for its nineteenth century occupant. 

 
 

 

 

Figure 5. Significant Structures on the Cremona Landscape, SM-93 Cremona, SM-411 De La Brooke 

Tobacco Barn, and SM-93A Sam's Cabin. (Photos are from each site's respective site form). 

Methods 
Field Methods 

Features and artifacts in this general area have typically been impacted by years of 

plowing. Before excavation could begin for the 2016 field season, a grid was reestablished for 

the site. As this site is in an actively plowed field it was necessary for the grid to be reset before 
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beginning each of the field seasons. Excavation units in 2016 were placed on the grid, to locate 

the edges of the hearth feature identified in the 2015 test units.  

Field methods for the identification and excavation of 18ST871 include traditional and 

non-traditional documentation methods following standards laid out in 1994 ñStandards and 

Guidelines for Archeological Investigations in Marylandò (Shaffer and Cole 1994).  Field 

methods include pedestrian survey, shovel test pit survey, unit excavation, magnetometry survey, 

field maps and forms, photography, and 3-D documentation. Pedestrian survey was used in the 

identification of each loci on the Cremona property to identify potential sites for excavation 

(Figure 1). A standard for site boundary identification in the region, 31 shovel test pits were dug 

at 18ST871. Once the boundary of the site was established, 141 5-x-5 ft. units were laid out and 

excavated at 18ST871. Sixteen units were excavated in the 2016 field season, see Table 2 for a 

complete list of excavation units. Units were excavated using shovels then screened through ¼-in 

mesh. The field collection of brick only included fragments the size of or larger than a quarter. 

Field documentation included an overall site field journal, photography (traditional camera and 

drone footage), unit forms, field maps, and student field journals. All units excavated in the 2015 

field season were covered in plastic prior to backfilling. A magnetometer survey was conducted 

at this site by Tim Horsley in 2015. The magnetometer survey was completed over a small 

portion of the project area (Figure 3). This survey identified several possible cultural features 

that could be later identified through archaeological excavation.   

Laboratory Methods   

 

Artifacts recovered were washed, dried, and bagged at the St. Maryôs College of 

Maryland Archaeology lab according to Maryland state standards. Spreadsheet inventories 

contain brief identification of site artifacts. These inventories were followed by detailed 
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cataloging using artifact codes organized by artifact type. All site artifacts are housed in archival 

materials, and temporarily stored in the St. Maryôs College of Maryland Collections. Upon 

completion of the project, all materials will be housed at the Maryland Archaeological 

Conservation (MAC) Laboratory facilities, under renovation beginning in 2024. Final materials 

will include digital/paper records and artifacts for curation. X-radiography was completed on all 

of the metals recovered in 2016 from 18ST871 at the Maryland Archaeological Conservation 

Laboratory. The X-radiography was completed by laboratory staff and field school students 

learning from staff members. The results from this testing are included in the results section of 

this report and in Appendix IV.  

 

Materials Characterization 

 

Materials characterization using X-ray fluorescence was completed on a selection of 

materials from 18ST871, including Native American ceramics and brick. Artifacts were more 

intensively cataloged before X-ray fluorescence testing, the criteria for this cataloging is 

provided in Appendix V. The Spectro Midex M X-ray fluorescence (XRF) is located in the 

Museum Studies Lab in Anne Arundel building at the St. Maryôs College of Maryland. These 

samples were tested using the XRF with a Mo excitation source. Spectra were collected on a 0.4 

mm surface cross-section, with no sample pre-treatment performed. The spectra were collected 

using a first-principle (FP+) methodology with a 3-minute data acquisition. The resulting spectra 

were normalized to the Mo peak. Peaks were identified using the resulting peak emission energy 

(Larsen 2024). 
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Historical Background 
Southern Maryland Pre-Contact 

The Patuxent River and its watershed appear on 

the John Smith map as ñPawtxuntò from his early 1600s 

voyages to document the Chesapeake. This map records 

several indigenous villages and settlements occupied at 

the time; these are, however, only a snapshot of this 

landscapeôs history. While this record (Smith 1624) is an 

aid to understanding a 17th century Patuxent watershed, 

archaeological sites in Maryland date much farther back 

to what is referred to by archaeologists as the Paleoindian period. There are few sites from this 

period identified in Maryland.  

 The Archaic period, dating to approximately 11000 B.C. ï 9500 B.C. is characterized by 

rapid climate change. The forests of this region would have been boreal consisting of spruce and 

fir. People living in what is now Maryland would have been organized in large bands moving 

across the landscape hunting small game, collecting a variety of plants and fish (Miller 2003). 

Sites from this period are typically oriented around rivers, food procurement, and quarries for the 

manufacture of tools (Jefferson Patterson Park and Museum n.d.).  However, the landscape has 

dramatically changed so the rivers which existed in the Paleoindian period do not necessarily 

exist today. The Chesapeake Bay did not even exist then as it is today (Miller 2003). The 

Archaic period is broken into three phases (Early, Middle, and Late) dating from approximately 

9500 B.C.-1250 B.C. The Archaic period saw an environmental transition from boreal forests to 

hemlock, oak, and spruce forests. This period includes a change to seasonal short-term camps 

and new projectile points and other stone tools and steatite bowls in the Late Archaic. The early 

Table 4. Archaeological Time Periods 

Period Approximate Date Range 

Paleoindian  
(approximately 11000 

B.C. ï 9500 B.C.) 

Early Archaic  (9500 B.C. ï 7000 B.C.) 

Middle Archaic  (7000 B.C. ï 3750 B.C.) 

Late Archaic   (3750 B.C. ï 1250 B.C.) 

Early Woodland  (1250 B.C. ï A.D. 50) 

Middle Woodland  (A.D. 50 ï A.D. 950) 

Late Woodland  (A.D. 950 ï A.D. 1600) 

Contact 1600-present 
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Archaic focused more inland, while the Middle Archaic peoples began focusing on settling 

around large marshes like the Dismal Swamp and Zekiah Swamp (Miller 2003; Jefferson 

Patterson Park and Museum n.d.). The Woodland period, like the Archaic, is broken into three 

periods (Early, Middle, and Late) spanning from 1250 B.C. ï 1600 A.D. The Early Woodland 

period is defined by the emergence of pottery and ceramic technology (Jefferson Patterson Park 

and Museum n.d.).  There is an increase in population, and in the diversification of resources 

through agriculture utilizing annual schedules reliant on hunting, harvesting, planting, and 

gathering. Many Woodland period sites are identified and investigated by archaeologists due to 

their larger archaeological footprint compared with sites from the Archaic and Paleoindian 

periods.  

 

Contact Period, Colonial History  

Beginning in the 1630s, Cecil Calvert was granted the charter for Maryland, beginning 

colonial settlement in what is today the state of Maryland. Early in the colony's history and up 

until 1680 Calvert offered increased acreage for each person moving into the colony to 

encourage settlement. Men who moved themselves, their families, and servants into the new 

colony through this patenting process would be able to acquire several hundred or thousand acres 

of land (Maryland State Archives n.d.). The early economy of colonial Maryland was heavily 

reliant on waterways for shipment of goods and movement of peoples across the Chesapeake and 

to European and world markets. Tobacco was a staple cash crop for the colony but other crops 

were planted to feed domesticated livestock. Access to waterways and estuarine resources 

contributed to resources in the form indigenous non-domesticated animals like fish, oysters, deer, 

birds, and crabs. The labor required to survive and run plantations in the Maryland colony was 

initially supported by labor from early settlers, indigenous peoples, and indentured servants. 
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Maintaining large swaths of land and labor-intensive crops was only possible long-term through 

the enslavement of Africans transported to the Maryland colony. A small, wealthy, white 

population at the top of colonial Marylandôs social hierarchy enslaved most of the population 

who were African and Black men, women, and children.  

 

Results of Investigation 
Land Ownership of West Ashcom  

For 150 years, the West Ashcom property was owned by various members of the Ashcom 

family before it was sold to their neighbor William Thomas in 1818. The property remained in 

the Thomas family for about seventy years. While owned by the Ashcom family, the acreage of 

West Ashcom remained relatively consistent at 650 acres. Plats for the immediate area were 

overlapping, resulting in multiple resurveys with adjoining properties, even though all were 

owned by the Ashcoms. Beginning in the 1850s, the property name changed to Cremona and has 

primarily been referred to as such on most land records up to the present day (Maryland State 

Archives 1856; Appendix I). Today, the Cremona property is made up of several 17th century 

properties containing several related, previously identified, archaeological and architectural sites.  

The West Ashcom property was first patented by John Ashcom in 1653. Following his 

death, the land passed to his sons Samuel and Charles Ashcom. With the death of the parents and 

their sons the West Ashcom property passed through the children of Charles Ashcom to his sons 

John and Charles Ashcom. While owned by the Ashcom family, ownership was passed through 

the sons via the Will of their father. In 1793, the land was resurveyed under the ownership of 

John Cartwright Ashcom (Figures 6 and 7). This survey plat depicts eight structures on the 

property. By 1793, the main manor house had moved to the shoreline. 
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.  

Figure 6. 1793 Platt Map (Land Records JMM 6, p. 496). 

 



24 
 

 

Figure 7. Unpatented 1717 Survey and 1793 Land Platt Resurvey. Made by author, 2024 

 

 
               

Figure 8. Ashcom Family Tree, highlighting property owners and site events. Made by author, 2024. 
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Early ownership of this site is most clearly visible through the wills of various family 

members. The transfer of West Ashcom between Ashcom family members is clearly laid out in 

Figure 8. in the form of an Ashcom Family tree. In 1717, after the death of John Dansey, Martha 

Earle Ashcomôs second husband, the land was resurveyed but not patented, combining the land 

accumulated in multiple different land grants occupied by the Ashcom/Dansey family (Figure 8). 

The final Ashcom to own the property was John Cartwright Ashcom who sold it to William 

Thomas in 1818. Now referred to as Cremona, the property was transferred multiple times 

between members of the Thomas family. Mary Patterson Davidson bought the property in 1930 

(Maryland State Archives 1930) (Appendix I). During this period the Davidsonôs created gardens 

near the main house. The Davidsonôs also took to the construction of buildings that were 

common on the 17th and 18th century Maryland plantation landscape, including a dairy, 

overseer's house, and quarters (SM-93 Cremona). In 1966 the land was sold to Norton T. Dodge 

(Maryland State Archives 1966) and resurveyed in 2001 (Boundary Survey Plat Book 2001). 

These subsequent landowners began to landscape the area directly surrounding the main house, 

adding more structures as well. A painting by Everett Henry (Figure 9) depicts the Cremona 

landscape, including its use, in these later periods. Henry included the agricultural fields and 

other features of the land in an overhead view. The Cremona house shoreline is depicted in 

detail, as viewed from the Patuxent River, with the gardens, hunting blinds/clay pigeon throwers, 

pier, pool, and more.  A full land record timeline is available in Appendix I.  
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A. Cremona on the Patuxent  

B. Detail of Cremona waterfront 

Figure 9. Everett Henry painting of Cremona on the Patuxent River, n.d. Photo Courtesy Charles Fick.  

Figure 9. Everett Henry painting of Cremona on the Patuxent River, n.d. Photo Courtesy Charles Fick. 
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Ashcom and Dansey Families 

 Archival records of the region are a window into the social landscape during the 

Ashcom/Dansey occupation of West Ashcom. These records recount the numerous court cases, 

position appointments, exchanges of both land and people, and probates. The archival research 

for this report is primarily focused on the Ashcom and Dansey families as it is unlikely the 

structures of site 18ST871 were utilized past their ownership of the land. The archaeological site 

18ST871 is one component of West Ashcom, a property whose colonial occupation began in the 

1650s. West Ashcom first appears in 1653 when a 650-acre parcel is granted to John Ashcom 

(AB&H: 223 Film No:SR 7344, Figure 10).  

 

 

Figure 10. West Ashcom Land record with "West Ashcom" highlighted by author. (AB&H: 223 Film 

No:SR 7344) 

Born in Berkshire, England, John Ashcom and his wife Winifred lived in and owned land 

in Virginia before moving with their sons, and several servants to Maryland. Once in Maryland 

John Ashcom began acquiring land in the colony totaling over 2,000 acres at one point. Point 

Patience, sometimes designated as East Ashcom, is one of these properties located at the mouth 

of the Patuxent River, south of West Ashcom. Town Neck, located just north of West Ashcom, 
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was another property owned by John Ashcom up until 1659 when it was sold. It was sold again 

in 1688 to Captain James Keech (Maryland State Archives 1659).  

 

Records also provide insight into the family's involvement in local business and trade. 

Male residents appear in local disputes in court records. Two of these disputes for example occur 

in the record in 1676 and 1705. Charles Ashcom, in 1676, is accused of stealing William 

Boarmansô cow, the jury found in favor of Ashcom (Provincial Court Judgements 1676). From 

the period of 1698 to 1716 John Dansey intermittently served as the Royal Customs Collector for 

the Patuxent and/or Northern Potomac. Beginning in 1705 John Dansey served in this role for the 

Patuxent. In this same year a case was taken against him by two crew members of The Rogers. 

The crew argued that they missed the chance for protected travel with a ship convoy to England, 

so their goods had gone bad; it was found they were also smuggling goods so the jury found in 

favor of Dansey (Provincial Court Judgements 1705). The Ashcoms are also recorded as 

constructing a ferry in 1680 to ñconvey messages over Patuxent R. at Point Patienceò (Proc. of 

Council 1680). This connected them to many of their own and other properties along the 

Patuxent River. The exact location of where this ferry docked is not known.  

 

In his will, John Ashcom transferred property, people, and materials amongst his family 

members. West Ashcom was transferred to two of his sons, Samuel Ashcom and Charles 

Ashcom, but only granted to Charles if he returned to Maryland. In the same 1684 will, John 

Ashcom left Point Patience to his eldest son Nathaniel and son Samuel who also had a share of 

West Ashcom. John Ashcomôs will dispersed other properties on the Western and Eastern Shore, 

most along the same general latitude. While the Ashcom family owned multiple properties, West 

Ashcom and Point Patience appear to be their primary ñhome portsò (Figure 11).  
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Figure 11. Locations Significant to the Ashcom / Dansey Family, created by author 2024.  

Figure 11. Locations Significant to the Ashcom / Dansey Family, created by author 2024. 

The Ashcomôs were enslavers and held slaves throughout their time in Maryland. Early 

records such as John Ashcomôs will make these people most visible.  His will lists twenty 

enslaved persons by their first name, which allows for a small window for interpretation, 

discussed in the following paragraph. Two of Johnôs sons, Samuel and Nathaniel, died within 

five years of their father. This left their brother Charles Ashcom, as the primary owner of West 

Ashcom. Three years later, Charles Ashcom and Martha Earle married and are presumed to be 

living on the West Ashcom property. In the same year, 1687, Charles Ashcom was appointed 
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Vestryman at the All-Faiths church ñby the Fote at Trent Creekò(Prov. Ct. 1692) which may be 

located at what is now referred to as Trent Hall Creek about two miles as the crow flies north of 

the West Ashcom property (Figure 11). 

Charles Ashcom died around 1702 leaving probate records detailing his wealth and 

landholdings. His inventory includes a list of items, animals, and persons he owned. It is jarring 

to read the enslaved persons' names adjacent to the seven horses who have also been listed with a 

description and by name. It is difficult to trace more specific information about the enslaved 

individuals on this property, however there are a few repeating names that appear to be the same 

individual among these early records (Appendix II). Robben or Robin appeared in John 

Ashcomôs 1684 will and his son Charles Ashcomôs 1727 probate. In the 1684 record, age is not 

listed but in the 1727 record Robin is fifty-six years old, making him about 13 years old at the 

time of John Ashcomôs will. Charlesô probate lists Robin, 12 years old at the time, who is 

referred to as óyoung Robinô. It is not certain but it is possible these two Robins are father and 

son based on common naming practices that would have existed. Another potential familial name 

includes Harry as one appears in Johnôs will and a young Harry appears in Charlesô probate. At 

any given point in the history of these families about half of the enslaved individuals are under 

the age of 14 years old. Regardless of their direct relationship, the number of children 

consistently included in the probate records of the Ashcomôs it is clear there are enslaved 

families owned and living on this property. At least five of the women (Rachel, Pegg, Sue, 

Abigalle, and one unnamed) are listed as mothers in separate probate records from 1721 and 

1727 records (Maryland State Archives 1721 and 1727).  



31 
 

Charles Ashcom was appointed as 

Vestrymen by 1692 at the All-Faiths 

church located near Trent Creek, about 2 

miles north of West Ashcom. The All-

Faiths church constructed in 1766 is 

located about four miles North of West 

Ashcom following Route 6 (SM-83).  

Charlesô wife, Martha Earle 

Ashcom (Dansey) is the longest surviving occupant of West Ashcom as Charles and his brothers 

all died before her. Marthaôs appearance in the record connected to West Ashcom is a result of 

her standing in the household and longer occupation. She appears in the Council Proceedings 

when all the ships built in Maryland were surveyed and recorded; this survey took place 

throughout the colony during the late 1600s. St. Maryôs County was surveyed in 1697, including 

a Mrs. Ashcom who owned two sloops and one shallop (Proceedings of the Council of Maryland 

1696-1729). These are two medium sized vessels with sails that would have been ideal for the 

Chesapeake Bay travel, transporting people and goods (Figure 12). Mrs. Ashcom is the only 

woman visible in this survey of St. Maryôs County, where she is remarkably listed as owner of 

these vessels when her husband Charles Ashcom was still alive. The shallop in this period is 

described as ña nondescript type of small boat, from the French "chaloupe," open or half-decked, 

sometimes with one or two masts for use if needed. It was the most popular boat used in the 

colony for collecting corn from the Indians, fishing, oystering, and exploringò (Evans 1957). 

Charles Ashcom died in 1702 leaving West Ashcom to two of his sons, John and Charles who 

were minors, thus leaving Martha to manage the estate until they reached adulthood.  

 
Figure 12. Drawing of A shallop illustrated by Gordon 

Grant 
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It is rare to connect specific artifacts with individuals, but fortunately this has occurred at 

West Ashcom in the form of a wine bottle seal. The wine bottle seal reads ñM Danseò, still 

visible when it was recovered in 2013. This is only one of two wine bottle seals found in the 

Chesapeake with only a woman's name written on it. A custom wine bottle seal would have been 

an economic investment almost exclusively employed by men and only in rare cases are the 

initials of a husband and wife included. Dansey is the name Matha Ashcom took on when she 

remarried after her first husbandôs (Charles Ashcom) death.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Table 5. Selection of Objects identified in 

Martha Danseyôs 1724 Probate Inventory 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Room Items 

In the Hall 

Chamber 

ñ1 feather bed in the 

bedstead with the yellow 

curtainò 

In the Deceasedôs 

Room 
ñ6 old broken leather chairsò 

In the Hall  ñ1 Silver Can marked MDò 

In the Room 

Chamber 

ñ1 old saddle of her own 

wearingò 

In the Kitchen ñ2 pairs of seissarsò 

In the Dairye 

ñ1 quilting frameò 

ñA parcel of fishing lines and 

hooksò 

ñA parcel of old cyder casksò 

ñ80 Barrels of Indian Cornò 
Figure 13. ñM Danseò Wine Bottle Seal 

(Lot # 013205). 

F
i
g
u
r
e  
S
E
Q 
F
i
g
u
r
e 
\
* 
A
R
A
B
I
C 
1
1 



33 
 

 

 In 1705, Martha and John Dansey were married, but she appeared to maintain some role 

in the management of the property. Marthaôs goods go through probate in 1724, and where she 

owned several books (Sir Walter Raleighôs history of the world, a Bible, and The History of 

Josephus), goods recently shipped from England, weights, scales, and eight enslaved persons all 

include their first name in the record, see Appendix II. Other objects of note included in the 

probate inventory of Martha Dansey may be identifiable archaeologically in some way (Table 5). 

Textile related goods may be visible though the metal materials that remain, bed curtains through 

the recovery of curtain rings or other furniture through furniture tacks. Her inventory and the 

wine bottle seal suggest Marthaôs inclination to mark items of importance with her initials. The 

wine bottle seal in Figure 13 was recovered from site 18ST871 in 2013. This artifact is unique in 

that it is one of perhaps two wine bottle seals in the Chesapeake associated with a woman 

(Gijanto 2020). The presence of cider casks and corn indicate some of the tasks or food stuff that 

may have been grown or prepared on the property, cider casks are also present in Charles 

Ashcom 1727 and Smauel Ashcomôs 1754 probate inventories (Maryland State Archives 1727 

and 1754).  

In such rural and close knit communities many of the same names appear on records with 

the Ashcoms. Apart from local leadership these recurring names are likely neighbors or perhaps 

friends or close acquaintances of the Ashcom family. One court document is connected to the 

property just north of Persimmon Creek that bounds the peninsula West Ashcom rests on, later 

included in the Cremona property. A man named James Keech, who appears often with the 

Ashcoms in conflict or as a witness to the signing of documents was accused of beating multiple 

servants and enslaved persons to death and burying them on the property in 1705. A majority of 
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the blended Ashcom and Dansey family serve as witnesses in this trial, telling us who was living 

on the property at the time including the extent of their relationship with neighbors, however 

tenuous they are. These witnesses include John Dansey, Samuel Ashcom, and Eliz. Juniper 

(Eliza Jenifer?) John Dansey is later accused of beating James Keech, causing Keech to be jailed 

at one point ñfor his own protectionò (Prov. Ct. Judgements TB No. 2, f. 76-77 and TB No. 2, f. 

347-349). These records are difficult to read due to their violence, but we glean information from 

them that are otherwise almost entirely lost as individuals.  

 

 

By 1793 West Ashcom had eight structures on the property, including the main house 

(Land Records JMM 6, p. 496). According to oral tradition during the War of 1812 the main 

house was burnt down and later may have been partially rediscovered while owners were 

trenching for new utilities in 2002 (Baum et al. 2020). This trenching uncovered three areas of 

heavy brick deposits and one with a large amount of oyster shell. Former property owners have 

speculated this to be the former manor house (Davidson 1969), archaeologists have speculated 

the house was rebuilt in the same area and likely on top of the old foundation. Brick and some 

  
Figure 14. Brick uncovered during utility trenching near the extant main house, Charles Fick 2001. 
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burned materials are visible in a photo taken at the time of the utility trenching but has not been 

revisited archaeologically (Figure 14). 

The Thomas family purchased the property in 1818, owning this area and the adjacent De 

La Brooke Farm until about 1910. The Cremona Manor house (SM-93), built in 1819, is located 

northeast of the archaeological site. The house is associated with William Thomas, who bought 

the property from John Cartwright Ashcom in 1818 (Brunelle and Roberts 1975).  

 

 Fieldwork Results   
In 2015, the crew excavating site 18ST871 focused on the brick structure first identified 

in the 2013 excavation and the magnetometer survey. The units excavated in 2015 uncovered a 

large brick feature hypothesized to be a part of the foundation or hearth of the former structure 

(Burbank and Gijanto 2018). The continued plowing of this site had impacted the materials,      

however there was structural brick that remained. The 2015 excavation exposed some of this 

brick, and a large feature. 

 Between April 16t and July 12, 2016, students from the Cremona Archaeological field 

school took part in the continuing excavation of the archaeology site 18ST871. Units excavated 

in 2016 aimed to expand or reach the edges of this large feature by placing units along the 

previously identified feature units. Sixteen units were excavated (Units 28-43) in the summer of 

2016, primarily centered around the brick feature identified the previous years (Figures 15 and 

16). Nearly all the units placed around the large feature extended its visible boundaries. This 

brick feature was visible in units 29, 30, 31, 36, 38, 39, 40, and 41 from the 2016 excavation 

which built upon the findings from the 2015 excavation units, 21, 24, 25, 26, and 27. The scale 

and artifact concentrations of this feature indicate the hearth of a domestic structure dating to the 

early 18th century.  
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The units excavated in 2016 focused on and expanded the previous excavations in (2013, 

2015) in loci 3 at Cremona (Figures 15 and 16). These units are primarily placed around the 

successful identification of the structural feature in 2015 (n=10) (Figure 16), others were placed 

as exploratory units (n=6). Units focused on the structural features are the primary focus of this 

analysis, as this is where most artifacts were recovered.  

 

. 

 

 

Figure 15. West Ashcom (18ST871) units excavated 2013-2016, units excavated in 2016 are labeled 

with their unit number. Made by author, 2024. 
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Figure 16. House Feature Unit Block, units excavated in 2015 and 2016 with Hearth feature overlay. Made 

by the author, 2024. 

Figure 16. House Feature Unit Block, units excavated in 2015 and 2016 with Hearth feature overlay. Made by the author, 2024. 

During excavation in 2016, Unit 36 presented significantly higher artifact counts, visible 

throughout the tables in this section. Excavation in this unit attempted to chase the feature, 

resulting in a much deeper depth upon closing in the presumed cellar feature. Excavation in Unit 

36 did not reach sterile soil, this unit may represent a cellar or other deeper feature within the site 

(Figure 17). 
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Figure 17. 2016 Re-exposure and excavation of Unit 36, North Wall (L) and West Wall (R) 

 

Not all of the units excavated in 2016 were as productive as those located within the feature 

units. Other units exhibited the common telltale signs that an archaeological site is in a plowed 

agricultural field. Unit 35 is an example of 

this when subsoil is reached and plow 

scars are visible in the plan view (Figure 

18).  

Architectural Materials  

The primary architectural materials 

recovered include plaster mortar, nails, 

and brick. Early in the survey of loci 3 it 

earned the name ñthe brick fieldò, based on the quantity of whole brick and partly in situ brick. 

Weight is used as the primary measurement when referencing the plaster, mortar, and brick 

recovered in the 2016 excavation. Unit 36, which cut into the feature, yielded significantly more 

material than the surrounding units. Regardless, the units surrounding unit 36 within the large 

structure-like-feature contained a significant amount of architectural material. In total, 3935.575 

 

Figure 18. Unit 35 Closing Plan View 
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grams of plaster, 10,887.46 grams of mortar, and 1,926 nails were recovered from the 2016 units 

(Table 6). The plaster was overwhelmingly recovered from units a part of the feature, the same is 

true for the mortar and nail . Nails recovered in 2016 are primarily wrought, 1,591 out of the 

2,885. Several different nail types are represented in this assemblage, the most prevalent are rose 

head nails (n=590). This is followed by flat head (n=198), quarterhead (n=45), and dome head 

nails (n=12).  In previous excavations a small number of window leads were recovered, and this 

trend continued in 2016 with three window leads recovered (800.0001, 773.003, 791.001). 

Among the oyster shells recovered, several were burned but primarily appeared to have mortar 

remaining on the shell. The oyster shell with the material remaining is 44.2 grams in total and 

nearly exclusively recovered from Units 30 and 36.  
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Table 6. 18ST871, 2016 Architectural materials 

Plaster    Mortar   Nails  

Unit # Weight (g) Unit # Weight (g) Unit # Count 

21 0  21 0  21 3 

25 0  25 1  25 0 

27 0  27 0  27 16 

28 15.88  28 31.68  28 88 

29 23.07  29 53.21  29 160 

30 650.18  30 2112.52  30 108 

31 24.52  31 90.97  31 181 

32 0.62  32 5.61  32 54 

33 1.86  33 9.47  33 39 

34 0.81  34 8  34 44 

35 0  35 0.44  35 70 

36 3144.42  36 8058.01  36 500 

37 0  37 0.93  37 50 

38 42.72  38 130.7  38 169 

39 3.43  39 73.15  39 65 

40 2.495  40 150.61  40 135 

41 17.68  41 108.28  41 85 

42 1.66  42 18.37  42 60 

43 6.23  43 34.51  43 95 

      backfill 4 

Total 
(g) 3935.58  10887.46  1926 

 

It is likely that the brick used to construct West Ashcom was fired locally using local clays. 

Brick burns did occur locally and are recorded in the documentary record. Cornelius Cannedy, 

who owned a parcel of land just north of West Ashcom, known as Town Neck, arrived in the 

early 1640s, indentured to Thomas Gerrard with skills in brickmaking (Prov. Ct. 1643). In 1652 

Cannedy had contracts with other local landowners, ñ36, 000 good, sound well-burned bricksò 

should be completed by June of 1654. This was a two-year contract with Thomas Cornwallis and 

Thomas Gerrard including check-in periods when some of the brick order should be completed 
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(Prov. Ct. 1652). Cannedy would have been a nearby possibility for brick procurement in this 

period, for the contract mentioned here he was provided two servants to aid him. It is possible 

Canney or someone he trained was involved in burning some of the bricks locally for structures 

built at West Ashcom. See Appendix XX for a summary of the brick recovered in 2016 from 

West Ashcom. Ongoing and future analysis of the brick materials from this site may provide 

more insight.  

 

Ceramics  

In total, 444 ceramics were recovered in 2016 (not including tobacco pipes), primarily in 

the form of coarse earthenware (Table 7). Of the diagnostic ceramics recovered the mean 

ceramic date from this assemblage is 1703. Of the ceramics recovered in 2016, Tin-Glazed 

Earthenwares are the most prevalent. Chinese and English Porcelains are present in small 

numbers, reflecting more refined table wares in addition to the utilitarian wares. A vesselization 

of the assemblage was not completed but some utilitarian forms were observed including several 

milk pans which also appear in the probate inventory of Martha Dansey. 
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Table 7. 18ST871, 2016; Identified Ceramic Types 

# % Ceramic Type # % Ceramic Type # % Ceramic Type 

101 23 
Tin Glazed 

Earthenware 
9 2 

Manganese 

Mottled 
2 <1 Asbury 

76 17 North Devon Plain 5 1 Rhenish Brown 2 <1 Mayone 

68 15 UNID 4 <1 English Porcelain 2 <1 
Native American 

Unidentified 

32 7 North Devon gravel 4 <1 Jackfield 1 <1 Agateware 

28 6 English brown 4 <1 Townsend 1 <1 French drain pipe 

24 5 Buckley 3 <1 Chinese Porcelain 1 <1 
North devon 

sgraffito 

17 3 Rhenish gray 3 <1 English Stoneware 1 <1 Pearlware 

12 2.7 Border Ware 3 <1 Stoneware 1 <1 Porcelain 

12 2.7 Redware 3 <1 Yellowware 1 <1 
Staffordshire 

slipware 

11 2 Red Borderware 2 <1 Nottingham 1 <1 Terracotta 

10 2 
White Salt Glazed 

Stoneware 
      

Total: 444       
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Kaolin tobacco pipes were utilized in 

estimating a site date range: 309 tobacco pipe 

fragments were recovered in 2016 and 166 of 

these have measurable bores. Three bore 

diameters are represented in the assemblage 

5/64ò (n=104), 7/64ò (n=61), and 3/32ò 

(n=1). Using the Binford dating method these tobacco pipes result in a date of 1712. Several of 

the tobacco pipes recovered are marked with a diamond pattern and the letters ñLEò in a band 

around the stem of the pipe (Table 8). These marks are from the maker Llewellin Evans who 

would have been working in Bristol, England from about 1661-1688/9 (Davey and Pogue 1991). 

Five other tobacco pipe fragments are similarly marked with the characteristic Bristol diamond 

or Llewellin Evansô mark.                                                                  

 

Glass 

 In total 470 glass artifacts were recovered 

(Table 9); this assemblage is primarily dark olive-green 

bottle glass (43%), commonly recovered from 

archaeological sites in this period. There are 109 

fragments of window glass, making up 23% of the 

glass assemblage from 2016 (Table 8). Other glass 

includes 56 fragments of tableware glass, 19 fragments 

of flat glass, 6 fragments of Pharmaceutical/Medicine glass, 6 fragments of lighting glass, and 69 

unidentified glass fragments. One of the lighting glass fragments is identifiable as part of a 

hurricane glass lamp  

Table 8. 2016 Marked Tobacco Pipes, 18ST871 (FS#s) 

.Ǌƛǎǘƻƭ ƻǊ ά[9έ ƳŀǊƪ 
(n=6) 

725.029, 725.030, 746.030, 
775.025, 778.007, 798.026 

Crown (n=1) 718.023 

Rouletting (n=1) 720.051 

Other decoration 
(n=7) 

736.029, 755.005, 772.040, 
773.019, 804.024, 804.025, 

809.031 

Total marked 15 

Table 9. 18ST871, 2016 Glass  

Glass Ware Type Count % 

Unidentified 69 15 

Hollowware 1 <1 

Alcohol 204 43 

Pharmaceutical/Medicine 6 1 

Window 109 23 

Tableware 56 12 

Lighting 6 1 

Flat Glass 19 4 

Total 470  
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 (796.064), this indicates a later 18th or 19th century component to part of the site in addition to 

the early 18th century occupation. 

Fauna  

The fauna recovered in 2016 is primarily identified as indeterminate mammal (Table 10) 

Remains from cow and pigs are the next largest category and both are present on the probate 

inventories of Martha Dansey and other site occupants. Domesticated animals like cows, pigs, 

sheep/goats, and chickens are 

represented in the 2016 assemblage 

in small numbers. Wild species 

represented in this assemblage 

include indeterminate fishes, 

catfish, turtles, and muskrat. Each 

of these species would have been 

readily available near the property 

given its proximity to the river and 

tidal marshy areas. Of the 2016 

assemblage cutmarks and/or slicing 

are visible on ninety-eight or about 

30% of the faunal materials 

recovered in 2016 (Table 10).  

The probate inventories of 

all the Ashcom family members include domestic animals also found archaeologically in this 

assemblage. For example, the probate inventory of Martha Dansey includes sheep, lambs, 

Table 10. 18ST871, 2016: Species List 

Taxa Artifact Count  Weight g. 

Osteichthyes   

  Indeterminate bony fish 5 3.62 

Siluriformes   

   Catfish 1 1.00 

Testudinata   

  Turtles 1 0.20 

Aves   

  Indeterminate bird 5 1.68 

Aves, Gallus gallus   

    Chicken  1 0.30 

Mammalia   

  Indeterminate mammal 245 180.45 

Mammalia    

   Indeterminate Bovid  11 7.66 

Bos taurus   

       Cow 8 97.86 

Sus scrofa   

      Pig 8 5.64 

Ondatra zibethicus   

     Muskrat 1 0.11 

Capra aegagrus hircus/Ovis aries  

     Goat/Sheep 3 1.38 

Vertebrata   

  Indeterminate vertebrate 35 4.7 

   

Totals 324 304.60 
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barrows, sow, hogs, pigs, plow horses, cows, and a colt (Table 11). This differentiation among 

references to these animals indicates their use or purpose to Martha. The sheep and lambs 

indicate that they were raising sheep on the property. The barrows indicate again that Martha was 

raising or at least owned some hogs superficially for their meat while using other animals like the 

horses for their labor in agricultural fields. Absent from the documentary record but present in 

the archaeological record although in a small quantity are chickens.  

 

Table 11. Livestock in Ashcom Family Probate Inventories  

Martha Dansey, 1724, Probate Inventory; Livestock  

Item                                                                                                                    Pounds Sterling: 

43 sheep 17 lambs at 6 each       18 

3 Barrows 2 years old        1  

6 breeding sows         1 ñ16ò 

24 young hogs 14 months old       5 ñ2ò 

6 pigs 2 months old        0 ñ3ò 

6 pillow cases         0 ñ6ò 

7 dozen and 9 glass bottles       13 ñ6ò 

1 old mare and colt        2 

1 old mare and yearling        1 ñ15ò 

3 plow horses         7 ñ10ò 

1 young mare         0 ñ15ò 

1 Ditto          1 ñ5ò 

7 cows and calves        12 ñ5ò 

8 barren cows         12 

8 young steers         10 

8 yearlings         4 

2 heifers and a young bulle       2 ñ5ò 

Charles Ashcom, 1727, Probate Inventory; Livestock 

Item                                                                                                        Pounds Sterling: 
To 1 old mare                                           1.10.0 

To 1 old horse                                           1.10.0 

To 1 small gray horse                                          1.10.0 

To 1 small gray horse                                            4.0.0 

To 31 cows and yearlings at 35                                         54.5.0 

To 1 yearling                                             0.7.0 

To 5 heiffers at about 3 years old                                          5.0.0 

To 2 Ditto at about 2 years old                                         1.12.0 
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To 6 stears at about 3 years old at 25/                                        7.10.0 

To 3 ditto at about 4 years old at 35/                                          5.5.0 

To 5 ditto at about 2 years old at 16                                          4.0.0 

To 2 bulls                                             2.0.0 

To 25 cows and 25 young calfs at 30                                       37.10.0 

To 23 ews and lamb a 10/                                       11.10.0 

To 18 other sheep at 6/                                            5.8.0 

1 plow horse named Dick                                           6.0.0 

1 plough mare named Jewell                                           4.0.0 

1 lame mare named Bonney                                           2.0.0 

To 1 old horse named Creditt                                         1.13.0 

To 1 gray horse named Button                                           4.0.0 

To 1 Old mare and Colt 1 yearling mare 1 2 year old mare                           3.0.0 

To 1 Horse Pompey                                                      2.10.0 

To 1 mare Called Tenise and 1 year old Colt                                       2.10.0 

To 1 mare and 2 year old Colt and young colt                                         3.0.0 

To 1 mare and 2 year old colt and Yearling colt                                         3.0.0 

To 1 old bay mare and yearling and 1 very old Stallion                            2.5.0 

To 2 Mares and young Colts                                          3.10.0 

To 3 two year old Mares                                                         3.0.0 

To 1 gray mare with fole                                            2.0.0 

To 1 sorell Horse and 1 bay horse                                           4.0.0 

To 2 very old horses 1 old mare                                          1.10.0 

To 1 Hermaphrodite                                             3.0.0 

To 5 cows and Calfs                                           10.0.0 

To 5 cows and yearlings                                           11.5.0 

To 3 heiffers 3 years old                                           4.10.0 

To 3 steers 3 years old                                           29.5.0 

To 2 young bulls                                           1.10.0 

To 14 ews and Lambs                                             9.4.0 

To 4 ewes                                            1.12.0 

To 2 rams                                            0.16.0 

To 3 old sows and 7 shoats                                        1.18.0 

To 1 young barrow                                         0.10.0 

To 56 young sows and barrows                                        14.0.0 

 

Samuel Ashcom, 1754, Probate Inventory; Livestock 

Item                                                                                                       Pounds Sterling: 
1 Rideing horse Dolphin 13 years old 8 1 Old Ditto Blaze 50                      10.10.0 

1 old Ditto Jacke 20/1 Mare unbroken 5                3.10.0 

1 Ditto Fancey 8. 3 young Ditto 2 years Old 40___              14.0.0 

1 bay horse 4 years old 9. 1 Ditto Gray 5 years Old 5               8.0.0 

33 head of sheep 6/ ___                 9.18.0 

12 cows and calves 40 ___ 1 Ditto and yearling 40__                          26.5.0 

3 Heiffers 25___ 2 Stears 4 years old 5___ 1 bull            10.15.0 

1 yoke oxen 6. 7 yearlings 15/                11.5.0 

2 young hogs 20 ___ 18 shotes 2 ___ 3 sows 10___            18.12.0 

21 piggs 1___ 1 boar --                1.11.0 



47 
 

 

These fauna remains with cut and/or slicing marks are primarily identified only as indeterminate 

mammal with minimal examples from domesticated species cow, goat/sheep, and pig (Table 12). 

In total 17,780.3 grams of oyster shell were recovered from the 2016 units. Many of the oyster 

shells are fragmentary due to continuous plowing at this site, 616 of the oyster shells exhibit a 

hinge. These were not analyzed to determine a minimum count but may be noted, when possible, 

in the catalog. 

 

Small Finds 

The x-radiography revealed many nails, a smokerôs companion (722.001), and two small 

latches (815.013 and 736.003) (Figure 19). Smokerôs companions are luxury goods used to tamp, 

clean, and light tobacco pipes (Rivers Cofield n.d). You do not necessarily need to spend money 

on a specific tool to perform these tasks so it is a clear sign of an ownerôs presumed wealth. The 

small latch may have been attached to a book or small box. The inventory of Martha Ashcom 

Dansey includes three books by name and ñA parcelle of old books with the binding wornò 

(1724. Liber 10 Folio 1). Given the number of books Martha owned at the end of her life it is 

Table 12. 18ST871, 2016: Evidence of Butchery 

 Cut Marks Slicing Both 

Taxa 
Artifact 

Count 
Weight g. 

Artifact 

Count 
Weight g. 

Artifact 

Count 
Weight g. 

Mammalia       

  Indeterminate mammal 50 61.05 25 21.57 20 14.13 

Bos taurus       

       Cow 3 31.8     

Capra aegagrus hircus/Ovis aries      

     Goat/Sheep   2 0.99   

Sus scrofa       

      Pig     1 0.2 

Totals 53 92.85 27 22.56 21 14.33 
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highly likely she or other members of her family would have owned books earlier in their lives 

when they would have occupied West Ashcom. Other small finds recovered from the 2016 

excavation include a curtain ring (808.029) likely for bed curtains, approximately 30 tacks (many 

of which are likely furniture or saddle tacks), a leather ornament (815.003)1 and a U fastener 

(809.030). A trifold flared buckle (720.002) was recovered, likely a part of 18th century horse 

tack, part of the bridle. The primary artifacts in this collection related to arms are represented in 

the 31 gunflint fragments and 11 lead shot recovered.  

  

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 19. Metal Artifacts Recovered in 2016. Smokers Companion artifact (Top Left), Smokers 

Companion under X-radiography (Bottom Left) 722.001. Latch 815.013 (Top Right) and Latch 

736.003 (Bottom Right) 

 

 

 

 
1 similar to 1711-1760s Smith St. Leonard leather ornament  
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Conclusion and Recommendations  

The units excavated in 2016 aimed to expand or reach the edges of a large feature 

identified in previous excavations by placing units along these same previously excavated units. 

These excavations succeeded in expanding the identification of the hearth of this domestic 

structure. The materials recovered from these units indicate an early occupation of this structure, 

the artifact assemblage particularly the MCD of 1703 show an early Ashcom occupation. 

Architectural materials including plaster, window leads, and glass indicate an established 

structure with glazed openings and finished interior, not simply a farm outbuilding. The presence 

of furniture tacks, a book latch, and smokers companion further indicate a domestic structure as 

these are all items that would have been more likely used and stored within the home. 

Additionally, these findings support notions of the Ashcomôs social display of wealth in the 

rising consumer culture of the period. The archaeological record represented in the 2016 

assemblage is for the most part in agreement with the documentary record.  

Future research on this project is suggested for the continued analysis of artifacts from 

this archaeological site to more fully write its history. The 2015 magnetometry survey identified 

this structure in an anomaly measuring about 16 x 36 x 17 x 34 ft.. Future research may be able 

to determine more about the structures present at site 18ST871, including the architectural layout 

and dimensions compared to the vernacular structures of a typical 18th century Southern 

Maryland colonial plantation. Continued excavations on this site have produced an impressive 

assemblage of artifacts and identifiable features with potential (Figure 20), continued study 

would add valuable details to the historical narrative of Southern Maryland. Future efforts should 

include the creation of an entire site map of 18ST871 which will place the remains of these 



50 
 

structures and other activities on the landscape for interpretation. Combined artifact assemblage 

analysis in the future will create more accurate dates and overall interpretation of the site. 

Future research should also include the completion of the materials characterization study using 

x-ray fluorescence on the low fired ceramics 

and brick artifacts recovered. Continuing 

research could be used to determine if these 

ceramics could have been made from clay 

deposits in the region, including their 

relationship with the local practice 

communities and economic forces in the 18th 

century. Given the potential research potential 

of this site and its significance in early 

Maryland colonial history it should be 

considered eligible for the National Register of 

Historic Places under Criterion D Information 

Potential. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 20. Locus 3 2013-2021 excavation, From 

Field Manual 2022 and 2022 Excavation overlaid 

with previous unit excavation. Made by J. Burch 

from Cohen 2022. Key: Red is midden, orange 

the brick feature, white the shell feature, and dark 

gray are post holes. 
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Appendix I: West Ashcom / Cremona Land Ownership 
 

Citation 
Yea

r  
Liber  Folio Owner Name 

AB&H: 223 Film No:SR 

7344 
1653 - - John Ashcom 

 1684   John Ashcom to Charles and Samuel Ashcom (in JA's Will) 

     

 1717   Unpatented survey of West Ashcom, with map 

CBG 127 folio 7 1818 JH 5 36 John Cartwright Ashcom  

ST. MARY'S COUNTY 

COURT (Land Records) 

1777-1827 A 1, p. 0075 

MSA CE 121-1 

1818 A 1 75 John Cartwright Ashcom to William Thomas 

CBG 127 folio 7 1820 TH 29 130 William Thomas to George Thomas - WT dying intestate  

 1856 JTB 2 314 
John H Thomas and Mary L. Thomas to Elizabeth L. 

Thomas 

CBG 127 folio 7 1885 JFF 8 57 Edwin Thomas to John H. Thomas Sophia Christian 

CBG 127 folio 7 1889 
PHD 

1 
333 Maria Thomas 

 
1919 

  Maria Thomas will to Susan T. Michaell 

   Dr. William Thomas to Elizabeth L. M. Cheshire 

    Elizabeth L. M. Cheshire to Joseph Blount Chesire 

ST. MARY'S COUNTY 

CIRCUIT COURT (Land 

Records) 1927-1930 

JMM 6, p. 0423 MSA 

CE 60-54 

1929 
JMM 

6 
423 

Joseph Blount Chesire to Mary Thomas. Mitchell and Kate 

L. Mitchell 

ST. MARY'S COUNTY 

CIRCUIT COURT (Land 

Records) 1927-1930 

JMM 6, p. 0495 MSA 

CE 60-54 

1930 
JMM 

6 
495 

Mary Thomas Mitchell and Kate L. Mitchell to Mary 

Patterson Davidson 

ST. MARY'S COUNTY 

CIRCUIT COURT (Land 

Records) 1966-1966 

CBG 127, p. 0007 MSA 

CE 60-175 

1966 
CBG 

127 
7 Norton T. Dodge  

Dodge, Norton T., 

Boundary Survey Plat 

Book 51, p. 81A-81F 

2001 51 81 Norton T. Dodge Survey Plat 
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Appendix II: Enslaved Persons  
Names marked with an ñ*ò were discussed in the report 

Name Age 
Additional 

Information  
Record 

Date of 

record 
Record 

Pete*   John Ashcom Will 1684 
Willed to Charles 

Ashcom 

D(C?)olly   John Ashcom Will 1684 
Willed to Charles 

Ashcom 

Robben*   John Ashcom Will 1684 
Willed to Charles 

Ashcom 

Moll    John Ashcom Will 1684 
Willed to Charles 

Ashcom 

Harry   John Ashcom Will 1684 
Willed to Nathaniel 

Ashcom 

Hannah    John Ashcom Will  1684 
Willed to Nathaniel 

Ashcom 

Jane   John Ashcom Will 1684 
Willed to Nathaniel 

Ashcom 

James   John Ashcom Will 1684 
Willed to Nathaniel 

Ashcom 

Betty   John Ashcom Will 1684 
Willed to Nathaniel 

Ashcom 

Fanny   John Ashcom Will 1684 
Willed to Nathaniel 

Ashcom 

Nan    John Ashcom Will 1684 
Willed to Nathaniel 

Ashcom 

Hagars   John Ashcom Will 1684 
Willed to Nathaniel 

Ashcom 

Kate   John Ashcom Will 1684 
Willed to Nathaniel 

Ashcom 

Johro(?)   John Ashcom Will 1684 
Willed to Samuell 

Ashcom 

Jack   John Ashcom Will 1684 
Willed to Samuell 

Ashcom 

Mary   John Ashcom Will 1684 
Willed to Samuell 

Ashcom 

Hagar   John Ashcom Will 1684 
Willed to Samuell 

Ashcom 

Peggy   John Ashcom Will 1684 
Willed to Samuell 

Ashcom 

Will    John Ashcom Will 1684 
Willed to Samuell 

Ashcom 
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Befs(?)   John Ashcom Will 1684 
Willed to Samuell 

Ashcom 

-   Winifred Ashcom 1718  

-   Winifred Ashcom 1718  

James   Winifred Ashcom 1718  

Jeb   Winifred Ashcom 1718  

Ignatius   "mulatto" Winifred Ashcom 1718  

Sarah   Winifred Ashcom 1718  

Jack ~40 Carpenter 
John Ashcom Son of 

Charles Inventory  
1721  

Isaac ~30  
John Ashcom Son of 

Charles Inventory  
1721  

Johnny ~30  
John Ashcom Son of 

Charles Inventory  
1721  

Moll  ~34  
John Ashcom Son of 

Charles Inventory  
1721  

Bess ~48  
John Ashcom Son of 

Charles Inventory  
1721  

Abigalle* ~27 Mother of Pegg 
John Ashcom Son of 

Charles Inventory  
1721  

Pegg* 1 1/2 child of Abigalle 
John Ashcom Son of 

Charles Inventory  
1721  

-*  ~18  
John Ashcom Son of 

Charles Inventory  
1721  

Cate 
7 

months 
cild of - 

John Ashcom Son of 

Charles Inventory  
1721  

Hannah  ~15  
John Ashcom Son of 

Charles Inventory  
1721  

Hester ~15  
John Ashcom Son of 

Charles Inventory  
1721  

Sam ~13  
John Ashcom Son of 

Charles Inventory  
1721  

Rose ~7  
John Ashcom Son of 

Charles Inventory  
1721  

Ned ~5  
John Ashcom Son of 

Charles Inventory  
1721  

Beck ~2 1/2  
John Ashcom Son of 

Charles Inventory  
1721  

Hagar ~70  
Martha Dansey 

Inventory 
1724  

Toney -  
Martha Dansey 

Inventory 
1724  
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Nelle -  
Martha Dansey 

Inventory 
1724  

Cesar -  
Martha Dansey 

Inventory 
1724  

Joyre -  
Martha Dansey 

Inventory 
1724  

Guy -  
Martha Dansey 

Inventory 
1724  

Soyce -  
Martha Dansey 

Inventory 
1724  

Jarke -  
Martha Dansey 

Inventory 
1724  

Paul 40  Charles Probate 1727  

Robin* 56  Charles Probate 1727  

Joseph 34  Charles Probate 1727  

Tom 28  Charles Probate 1727  

Genco 60  Charles Probate 1727  

Toney 40  Charles Probate 1727  

Abraham 40  Charles Probate 1727  

Harry 18  Charles Probate 1727  

Christmass 18 disabled Charles Probate 1727  

Robin* 12  Charles Probate 1727  

Charles 5  Charles Probate 1727  

Prince 5  Charles Probate 1727  

Peter 4  Charles Probate 1727  

Sue*  has a child Charles Probate 1727  

Rynah 3  Charles Probate 1727  

Joyce 6  Charles Probate 1727  

Robin * -  
Charles son of 

Charles Will 
1726 Willed to wife Judith 

Pegg* -  
Charles son of 

Charles Will 
1726 Willed to wife Judith 

Tom -  
Charles son of 

Charles Will 
1726 Willed to wife Judith 

Abraham -  
Charles son of 

Charles Will 
1726 Willed to wife Judith 

Toney -  
Charles son of 

Charles Will 
1726 Willed to wife Judith 
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Ginge(o?) -  
Charles son of 

Charles Will 
1726 

Willed to Martha 

Ashcom(daughter) 

Young Robin -  
Charles son of 

Charles Will 
1726 

Willed to Martha 

Ashcom(daughter) 

unreadable 

handwriting 
-  

Charles son of 

Charles Will 
1726 

Willed to Martha 

Ashcom(daughter) 

Paul  -  
Charles son of 

Charles Will 
1726 

Willed to son Sameul 

Ashcom 

Sarah -  
Charles son of 

Charles Will 
1726 

Willed to son Sameul 

Ashcom 

Marcus -  
Charles son of 

Charles Will 
1726 

Willed to son Sameul 

Ashcom 

Joe -  
Charles son of 

Charles Will 
1726 

Willed to daughter 

Susannah 

Christmas -  
Charles son of 

Charles Will 
1726 

Willed to daughter 

Susannah 

Peter* -  
Charles son of 

Charles Will 
1726 

Willed to daughter 

Susannah 

Benn -  
Charles son of 

Charles Will 
1726 

Willed to daughter 

Elizabeth 

Harry  -  
Charles son of 

Charles Will 
1726 

Willed to daughter 

Elizabeth 

Rachel and her 

child* 
-  

Charles son of 

Charles Will 
1726 

Willed to daughter 

Elizabeth 
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Appendix III: 2016 Units 

 

 

Unit 30 N5295 E5317 

Closing Plan View of Unit 30 
 

C1 10 YR 4/3 brown, sandy clay  

C2 10 YR 4/4 dark yellowish brown, silty clay  

C3 10 YR 3/6 dark yellowish brown, silty clay  

 

 

Unit 28 N5260 E5317 

 
Closing Plan View of Unit 28 

C1 10 YR 4/4 Dark yellow brown , silty sandy  

C2 10 YR ¾ Dark yellowish brown ; plow scars 10 
¸w ҅ ȅŜƭƭƻǿƛǎƘ ōǊƻǿƴΣ ǎƛƭǘȅ ǎŀƴŘȅ Ŏƭŀȅ  

Unit 29 N5290 E5917 

Closing Plan View of Unit 29 

C1 10 YR ¾ dark yellowish brown , sandy dirt  

C2 10 YR ¾ dark yellowish brown, silty sand  

C3 10 YR 4/3 brown, silty clay , Brick flecking 
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Unit 31  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Closing Plan View of Unit 31 

C1 10 YR 3/3 Dark Brown, silty  

C2 10 YR 3/5 Dark Yellowish Brown, silty clay, 
brick and mortar flecking 

C3 10 YR 3/3 Dark Brown, sandy, brick in situ 

C4 10YR 5/6 Yellowish brown; Plow scars 10YR 
3/6 Dark Yellowish Brown 

 

Unit 32 N5305 E5387 

 
Closing Plan View of Unit 32 

C1 10 YR 4/3 brown, silty sand 

C2 10 YR 4/6 dark yellow brown, sandy clay 

 

Unit 33 N5305 E5390 

Closing Plan Drawing of Unit 33 

C1 10 YR ¾ Brown, sandy dirt 

C2 10 YR 3/6 dark yellowish brown, silty clay  
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Unit 35 N5310 E 5377 

Closing Plan View of Unit 35 

C1 10 YR 4/3 brown, silty clay  

C2 10 YR 4/3 brown, sandy clay  

 

 

Unit 36 N 5295 E5312 

North Wall Profile of Unit 36 

C1 10 YR 4/3 brown, sandy  

C2 10 YR ¾ dark yellowing brown, sandy dirt  

C3 10 YR 3/3 dark brown, sandy/silty dirt  

C4 10 YR 3/3 dark brown, silty dirt (lots of brick 
and mortar, tarp from 2015 exposed) 

C5 10 YR 4/4 dark yellowish brown (lots of brick, 
nails, charcoal, mortar and plaster plus intact 
brick) 

C6 10 YR 4/4 dark yellowish brown  

C1 10 YR 4/3 brown, sandy  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Unit 34 N5330 E5377 

 
Closing Plan View of Unit 34 

C1 10 YR ¾ dark yellowish brown, sandy clay  

C2 10 YR 3/6 dark yellowish brown, sandy clay 
with 10 YR yellowish brown, sandy clay  
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Unit 37 N5330 E5392 

 
Closing Plan View of Unit 37 

C1 10 YR 3/6 dark yellowish brown  

C2 Sub soil 10 YR 3/6 Yellowish Brown, silty clay 
;Plow scars 10 YR 3/6 Dark yellowish brown, 
sandy clay 

 

Unit 40 

 
C4 Closing Plan View of Unit 40, Brick in situ visible 

in NE corner 

C1 10YR 3/6 Dark Yellowish Brown, sandy clay 

C2 10YR 4/4 Dark Yellowish Brown, sandy clay 

C3 10YR ¾ Dark Yellowish Brown, sandy clay 

C4 10YR 5/6 Yellowish Brown; Plow scars 10YR 
¾ Dark Yellowish Brown 
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Unit 41   
 
 

 
Closing C5 Plan View of Unit 41 

C1 10YR ¾ Dark Yellowish 
Brown, sandy 

 

C2 2.5 Y 4/3 Olive Brown, 
sandy clay 

Brick, mortar, and 
shell flecking 
present 
throughout the 
whole unit  

C3 10YR 3/6 Dark Yellowish 
Brown, silty-sandy clay 

Brick and mortar 
Flecking 
throughout the 
whole unit 

C4 10YR 4/4 Dark Yellowish 
Brown sandy silty clay 

Plow scars, 10YR 
5/6 Yellowish 
Brown. Brick 
mapped in situ  

C5 10YR 4/4 Dark Yellowish 
Brown, sandy silty clay ; Plow 
scars, 10YR 6/4 Light Yellowish 
Brown, sandy silty clay. 

Brick and plaster 
mapped in situ  

 

 

Unit 42 

C4 Closing Plan View of Unit 42 

C1 10 YR 3/6 Dark Yellowish Brown, sandy clay, 
flecked with brick 

C2 10 YR 3/3 Dark Brown, silty sandy clay 

C3 10 YR 5/6 Yellowish Brown; Plow Scars 10YR 
3/3 Dark Brown; SE corner 10YR 3/6 Dark 
Yellowish Brown 

C4  10 YR 3/3 Dark Brown and 10YR 5/6 
Yellowish Brown, charcoal and brick flecking 
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Unit 43 

 
C5 Closing Plan View of Unit 43 

C1 10 YR 3/6 Dark Yellowish Brown, sandy clay 
with brick flecking  

C2 10YR ¾ Dark Yellowish Brown, sandy clay with 
streaks of 10YR 5/6 Yellowish Brown 

C3 10YR 3/6 Dark Yellowish Brown, mottled with 
10YR 5/8 Yellowish Brown 

C4 10YR 4/3 Dark Brown, sandy clay ; Pow scars 
10YR 4/6 Yellowish Brown, sandy clay 

C5 10 YR 4/4 Dark Yellowish Brown; Plow Scars 
10 YR 5/6 Yellowish Brown 
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Appendix IV: X-Radiography of 2016 metals  
X-Radiography was completed in 2023 and 2024 at the Maryland Archaeological Conservation 

(MAC) Laboratory by MAC Lab staff members and Field School Students taught by 

conservationists at the MAC lab.
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