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AN ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY
OF
“THE GOVERNOR”S LAND,"
JAMES CITY COUNTY, VIRGINIA

ABSTRACT

The purpose of this thesis 1is to design and
implement an archaeological survey of a part of the
tract known as "The Governor”s Land,"” located in James
City County, Virginia. This research was begun in
order to identify- archaeological sites in this
historically important area of Tidewater Virginia which
has not previously been the subject of extensive

archaeological investigation.

The research design developed i1in this thesis
combines goth probabilistic and purposive methods of
archaeological survey. Probabilistic survey techniques
were applied to forested areas of Governor”s Land in
order to collect representative site information
without the expense and hardships of a comprehensive

survey. Purposive survey was conducted in areas of
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agricultural fields where more traditional

archaeological survey methods were appropriate.

The results of this study indicate that the
application of .purposive and probabilistic
archaeological survey techniques in appropriate
environments yields significant information for the

determination of site location.

JOHN HAROLD SPRINKLE, JR.
DEPARTMENT OF ANTHROPOLOGY

THE COLLEGE OF WILLIAM AND MARY IN VIRGINIA




An Archaeological Survey of "The Governor”s Land,"” :
James City County, Virginia '




INTRODUCTION

Begining in the spring of 1983 the Department of
Anthroplogy at the College of Willian and Mary began a
concentrated archaeological research effort on a tract
of land in James City County, Virginia known as "The
Governor“s Land.” The research described 1in this
thesis was a part of these investigations which were

under the direction of Dr. Theodore R. Reinhart.

Located on Virginia“s Coastal Plain, the property
today known legally as "The Governor”s Land” consists
of approximately 1400 acres and situated at the
junction of the James and Chickahominy Rivers in
Tidewater, Virginia (Figure 1 and 2). The Governor”s
Land begips along the north‘ bank of the James River
about 5 miles wupriver from Jamestown Island at
Shellbank Creek and extends westward to Barret”s Point
where the ° Chickahominy flows into the James. The
northern boundary of this survey area is the John Tyler
Highway (Virginia Route 5). Today Governor”s Land is

owned by a limited partnership without whose
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cooperation and assistance none of the research

presented here would have been possible.

Historicaly, this survey region derives its name
from a close association with early English settlement
in Virginia. 1In 1619, during a re-organization of the
Virginia Company, 3,000 acres of land were set aside in
the Corporation qf James City for the maintainence of
Sir George Yeardley“s office as colonial governor.
This tract called "The Governor”s Land” was located in
"the best and most convenient place” near Jamestown.
At the same time an additional 3,000 acres were laid
out further to the west of Governor“s Land which were
devoted to the supp?rt of the Viréinia Company. Though
today it 1is known as “"The Governor”s Land"” the survey
area describéd in this research was originally a part
of this grant known as "The Company”s Land"” (Anon

1895:154-158).

Historical research on these "public estates™ has
revealed that they were settled by indentured servants

brought over from England by the Virginia Company.
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Since that time tenant farmers have probably continued
to occupy and farm these lands. This region”s
association with “people who didn“t have a voice (and)
who didn“t leave many documents behind” presents
archaeologists with an execellent opportunity to flesh
out the history and lifeways of these common folk. It
is through the elucidation of what James Deetz recently
called "minority history” that archaeologists can make
effective contributions to historical wunderstanding

(Friedman 1983:45).

The archaeological research potential of the
Governor”s Land has been amply demonstrated by the
archaeological survey and excavation carried out by the
Virginia Research Center for Archaeology (VHLC 1975,
Outlaw 1980) and others (Weaver 1979) - in the area known
as "The Maine,” 1located 1in Governor”s Land close to
Jamestown Island. These recent historical and
archaeologicél investigations support the uniqueness of
the Governor”s Land research potential through the

placement of a portion of this tract in a National

Register of Historic Places Archaeological Distirct




(VHLC 1975).

The history of archaeological research in this
region illustrates the various cultural and natural
agents which threaten the archaeological resources of
the Governor”s Land.. Today the area is immediately
adjacent to recent suburban development which has
already destroyed many archaeological sites. In
addition, shoreline erosion along the James River has
significantly impacted an unknown number of sites

formerly occupied in this region.

As a relatively undeveloped, mostly forested,
tract the Governor’s Land offers archaeologists a
rather unusual oppbrtunity to study an area of
significant archaeological and historical importance
before the destruction of the archaeological record
that normally accompanies commercial or  suburban
development. -The (real estate) signs of this eventual
threat of development 1line the road 1leading to
Governor”s Land and stress the need for archaeological

research before the disturbance of sites begins.




It is sincerely hoped that the cooperation between
developers, landowners, and archaeologists, such as
that which allowed this research to take place, will
continue and expand in Tidewater, Virginia so that
significant historical and anthropological information
may be obtained from areas such as the Governor“s Land
before their suburban transformation 1in the near
future. Such cooperation could take the form of the
identification of archaeological sites with
considerable research. potentials followed by either
protection from disturbance until excavation or
preservation through avoidance. State or locally
significant sites might also be flagged for special
consideration throuéh placement on Ehe National
Register of Historic Places.

Because of its unique position in Virginia
history, archaeological research at the Governor”s Land
presents a opportunity for answering questions that are
both anthropological and historical in nature (as an
example see Earle 1979). However, several problems in

dealing with the archaeological record of the
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Governor”s Land exist and one of these 1is the reason

for this thesis.

Perhaps the most pressing archaeological research
question present at the Governors Land 1is how to
identify the location of archaeological remains given
the large expanse of forest cover that dominates the
landscape of the region. It is estimated that over 75
percent of the survey area discussed in this thesis is
covered by some form of aboreal vegetation. This 1is
precisely the type of ground cover that makes the
traditional survey methodology of surface collection of
plowed fields impossible. One purpose of this thesis
then 1s to devélop a method fé; finding sites in the
forested areas that is both archaeologically sound and
does not, ‘in Flannery”s words (1976:159) "...border on
lunacy.” 1In this thesis, the development ° of a
non-traditipnal probabilistic survey technique, when
coupled with a more traditional survey of agricultural
fields, is demonstrated as an adequate methodology for
the survey of archaeological resources. The

identification of such cultural resources present on
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the Governor“s Land is the primary purpose of this

research endeavor.

To this end, chapter 1 of this thesis will discuss
probabilistic archaeological sampling concepts as they

apply to survey in the forests of Governor“s Land.

Chapter 2 will take the information gained from
this review of archaeological sampling techniques and
describe the development of the two part survey
strategy developed for use at Governor”s Land. The
first strategy was a random quadrat sampling design
with purposive stratification for wuse in portions of
the forested areas ;f the survey region. The second

strategy was a “purposive” survey of the agricultural
fields present in the study area. Also discussed 1is
the development of appropriate "field"” methodology for

use 1in the survey of forested areas.

Finally, chapter 3 will present the results of the
survey including a test of the probabilistic sampling

methodology and will offer comments about the utility




of probabilistic sampling techniques in forested
environments. In addition, an interpretation of the
prehistoric and historic settlement pattern will be
presented based on the information gained from this

archaeological survey.




Chapter 1
Sampling Literature Review

The purpose of this archaeological sampling
literature review 18 to 1identify the appropriate
methods for locating.sites at Governor”“s Land. Because
limited time and adverse survey conditions prohibited a
comprehensive survey of the 1400 acres of this region
probabilistic sampling techniques were investigated for

possible use.

The major advantage of probabilistic sampling to
archaeologists is that it gives them "...representative
and reliable data within the bounds of their restricted
time and monetafy resources"” (Binforq 1972:139).
Probabilistic sampling 1is a cost effective way of
getting a usuable information set from a region without
the expense of a comprehensive survey because only a
representati@e portion of the area is searched for the
presence of archaeological remains. This fact makes a
probabilistic sampling technique ideal for Governor”s
Land because of the adverse archaeological survey

conditions.
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Probabilistic sampling leads to a representative
collection of information from the archaeological
record. It recognizes the fact that there are bilases
contained within all forms of archaeological research
and attempts to control for these biases by making
explicit the methodology used in finding and excavating
sites. Probabilistic sampling thus has advantages over
more traditional forms of archaeological survey in that
it allows for the evaluation of the "quality” or
representative nature of archaeological information
through the explication of the contextural biases found
in all archaeological research and data. In addition,
probabilistic survey methods have been found to be
reflective of environmental varlation within a region
which 1is not true of the more traditional

archaeological techniques (Brose 1976).

Probabilistic sampling also allows  for the
preservation of the archaeological record because
through its methodology not all sites are found nor
excavated. This fact protects large numbers of sites

from unnecesary testing or  excavation. However,

11
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probabilistic sampling can also be used to produce
quantitative predictions as to the number and 1location
of undiscovered sites. Used properly this information
can aide cultural resource managers {in the efficient

management of archaeological resources.

The dominance of ground cover which obscures the
sites at Governor“s Land also supports the use of a
probabilistic sampling techinque for finding sites 1in
this area. With such low surface visibility the more
traditional archaeological survey method of collecting
artifacts on the surface of plowed fields is
impossible. In addition, probabilistic survey will
allow archaeological conclusions to be drawn from
"representative and reliable” data set without the need
for a comprehensive survey under these difficult
conditions.. For these reasons it was decided that
probabilistic sampling techniques should be

investigated for their applicability to survey at

Governor”s Land.

The approach to probabilistic sampling used in the

12




development of the research strategy at Governor”s Land
was what Mueller (1974) calls "archaeo—-statistical.”
This approach to probabilistic sampling is essentially
the modification of standard "cookbook” statistical
routines to conform with the problems of dealing with

the archaeological record.

The primary characteristic of probability sampling
is that every element of the sample must have a known
probability for inclusion in that sample (Blalock
1960:392). It is then important to realize that sites
within a region do not have a known probability for
being included in a sample because their number and
location are not known beforehand: Thus, probabilistic
sampling can not be used to sample sites directly. In
order to use probability in an archaeological survey
some other phenommena must be found that is empirically
observable, félated to the patterned behavior we wish
to observe, and of a known distribution 80 the
probability of inclusion in any sample may be recorded
(Custer 1979:10). "The most common phenomenon that

fulfills these criteria and 1is used as a basis in

13




regional archaeological sampling is the land surface"

(Custer 1979: 10).

Through the sampling of representative land
surfaces archaeologists can use the advantages of
statistical probability to get a representative sample
of places where human activities could have taken place
in the past. The sampling of potential activity
locations leads to a collection of artifacts associated
with patterned human behavior from the past. The
interpretation of this behavior 1s the goal of
anthropological archaeology. In this manner
archaeological sites 1in a region may be surveyed using

statistical probability.

This u;e of the 1indirect observation of human
behavior is characteristic of archaeology. The study
of culture material is in many ways one step removed
from the human behavior that 1is the subject of
anthropological archaeology. In a similar sense the
samlping of 1land surfaces is removed from the clusters

of archaeological material (sites) that are the reasons

14




for survey. The wuse of probabilistic sampling,
however, adds to the effectiveness of archaeological
survey because of its explicit methodology and

predictive potentials.

Since the advent of archaeological sampling
consideration (Binford 1972), several examples of
sampling simulations have appeared in the
archaeological literature (Mueller 1975, Plog 1976,
Custer 1979). These investigations attempt to discover
the best sampling design for a particular region or
environmental setting by taking a comprehensive survey
and applying several different types of sampling
strategies to this 1nformation.- The effectiveness of
each sampling design is then evaluated according to
some stand;rd that seeks to measure the efficiency of
each design at finding representative numbers of sites
within a region. The development of a sampling design
for the Governor”s Land archaeological survey required
information from a sampling simulation which took place
in an similar environment and that considers similar

portions of the archaeological record.

15
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Most sampling sampling simulations have several
common problems that detract from their usefulness as
the foundation for the Governor”s Land survey. First,
most sampling simulations only deal with environments
where ground visibiiity is not a hindrance to
archaeological survey (Flannery 1976:159). Second, few
of the research designs deal with the possibility of
buried landscapes on which sites may be hidden (Custer
1779:4-54). Any sampling design wused as a basis for
survey at Governor’s Land must consider both limited
ground visibility and buried sites. Third, many of the
simulations use evaluations of efficiency that do not
measure how representative information is frog a survey
but rather they measure only the number of sites found

-

by each methodology (Custer 1979:4-54).

The most important sampling simulation for the
Mid-Atlantic tegion 1is Custer”s (1979) dissertation on
the Verona Lake and New River areas of western
Virginia. These 1nvestigations provide the only
available evaluation of different sampling designs for

use in the forested environments of the Eastern

16
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woodlands. In addition, his review of archaeological
sampling literature and sampling simulations has been
most instructive in the problems of probabilistic

sampling.

Fieldwofk on the New River Arcaheological survey
consisted of two-man teams walking the entire 5.5
square miles which made up the two areas of proposed
dam construction. Areas of potential buried
post-Pleistocene landscapes were investigated either by
soil augering or with test pits (Custer 1979:56). In
areas of restricted visibility trenching tools were
used to remove soil and expose any cultural remains.
This field work Aiscovered a total of 82 sites with 63
dateable components (Custer 1979:57).

Following predictive models from Gardner and
others (Custer A1979:58), three environmental variables
were recorded from each site during the fieldwork.
These variables were geomorphological setting, soil
association, and surface water setting (Custer

1979:59-64). These culturally relevant variables were

17




used to guide the stratification of environments in the

simulation study (Custer 1979:64-67).

Custer”s sampling simulation was accomplished by
griding the study areas into 400-foot—-square units,
called quadrats, that became the sampling units for the
simulations of archaeological survey. Stratification
of the region into environmental zones was completed by
classifiying each -quadrat with respect to the three
culturally relevant environmental factors. The six
sampling designs tested 1in Custer”s study (1979:100)
are shown below in the order of their relative
efficiency for ;finding representative collections of

archaeological sites from a region.

1. Systematic Quadrats 4. Systematic Transects
2. Random . Transects 5. Random Quadrats

3. Stratified Random Quadrats 6. Purposive transects
Custer (1979:101) 1in general accounts for the

difference between his sampling simulation and others

in the archaeological literature (see Plog 1976) by his

18
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consideration of potential buried landsurfaces and his

use of subsurface testing for cultural remains.
However, several points about the environmental setting
of the New River s;udy have an important effect on his
results. Custer (1979:103) notes that it was because
of the close packing of the environmental zones and the
vertical zonation of the environments of the New River
valley that bo;h systematic quadrats and random
transects provided the best results in the simulation.
"The results off this study are very much a function of
the vertical 2zonation of the environment and in this
sense the ranked efficiencies of the sampling designs
reflect this fact. Therefore, the extrapolation of the

study”s results to other environments is inappropriate”

/]

(Custer 1979:105).

It seems then that the two most effective sampling
designs in éuster’s simulation, systematic quadrats and
random transcts, are directly influenced by the
environmental setting of the study area. However, no
such environmental bias is proposed for the third most

effective sampling design: stratified random quadrats.

19
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Because of these favorable results from Custer”s work,
the stratified random quadrat sampling routine appeared

to have potential utility in the forests at Governor’s

Land.

Results from other sampling simulations, most
notably Plog”s (1976:136), confirm the effectiveness of
stratification 1in archaeological sampling routines.
Stratification, as archaeologists use it, is simply the
division of a region into more homogeneous zones
through variables that are significant in determining
site locations. This sectioning of survey regions |is
designed to 1increase the representative nature of
probabilistic sampling in response to both cultural and

-

natural factors. Plog”s results from Mexico document

the notion that stratification of a region yields more

consistant results than simple random sampling

(1976:149). .
However, Plog”s results (1976:151) differs from

Custer”s by maintaining that transect samples

(rectangular shaped sampling units) are more efficient

20
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than quadrat samples (square sampling units). A closer
reading of Plog”s simulation results indicates that
because "...the greater the number of sampling wunits
the greater the precision of the estimate” then his
simulation study was not a fair test of the relative
efficiency of quadrat versus transect sampling unit

shape.

The preference of transects over quadrats by
archaeologists for sampling designs seems to be
directly related to the relative ease of survey with
linear transects rather than any proven statistical
efficiency. Indeed, Flannery (1976:159) proposes that
transects shoulq‘be used as the s;mpling unit shape for
environments with dense vegetation such as the lowland
Maya jungle based on the success of a "brecha strip”
survey (Puleston and Callendar 1976) near Tikal. Judge
et al. . (1975:120) also note the archaeological
desirability for transect sampling because of its ease

of implementation in the field.

There 1s, as stated above, some unconclusive

21
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statistical evidence for the use of transects over
quadrats (Plog 1976:151); however, another reason
given for choosing transects is that they
"hypothetically cover” a larger area than quadrats of
the same size. Thus, transects can be expected to find
a greater percentage of the total potential number of
sites than quadrats (Plog et al. 1978:401). It is
interesting to note that Custer”s results from the New
River area (1979:100) differ from Plog”s assertion
(Plog et al. 1978:401) that transects will always be
more efficient at finéing sites in simulation studies
than quadrats. It 1is more 1important to note that
finding more sites is not the purpose of probability
sampling (Flannery. 1976:135, Custer 1979:34), rather
the purpose is to find representative collections of
sites in the same or similar proportions as they
existed in the past. The evaluation of different
sampling designs within a sampling simulation must test
the relatiée efficiency for finding representative
populations of sites and not for finding the most

numbers of sites.

22
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In this vein of thought, Plog et al. (1978:401)
concluded that because only a few population parameters
have been considered in comparisons of transects versus
quadrats, the relative efficiency of these two sampling
unit shapes for finding representative collections of
sites can not be stated for certain. Consideration of
sampling unit shape must always return to Plog”s
comment (1976:151) that precision 1s directly related
to the total number of sampling units and in this
respect quadrats must be prefered over transects. In
addition, there is Custer”s sampling simulation for the
Mid-Atlantic region that demonstrates the relative

efficlency of quadrat shaped sampling designs (Custer

1979:100).

One important study which demonstrates the
effectiveness of the stratified random quadrat sampling
design in environments with 1low visibility is Lovis”
(1976:364) work in the Traverse Corridor woodlands of
Michigan. Lovis attempted to  take Mueller”s
(1974:66-67) recomendations for sampling program design

and adapt it to the low surface visibility associated

23
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~vu avaested environments. To this end, a stratified
random quadrat sample utilizing three strata and
quadrats (called quartersections by Lovis) 880 yards on
a side was implemented (Lovis 1976:368). It should be
noted that each strata was divided up into sub-areas to
prevent the clustering of sampling wunits which often
accompanies random sampling (see Berry and Baker
1968:92-93). Four-person teams spaced 100 yards apart
excavated one-foot-square test units every 100 yards
within each quarteréection producing a systematic grid
of 64 shovel tests per quadrat (Lovis 1976:368-369).
Test units consisted of lifting the forest floor root
mat to check for adhering cultural material while some
units were dug to a greater depth. . Based on
estimation§ of site sizes found in the survey, Lovis
(1976:371) suggests that a minimum walkover and testing
interval of 25 yards would yield better results than
the 100 yard interval used 1in his survey. However,
this strategy would increase the number of test units
per quartersection from 64 to 1,225, and thus was
rejected for archaeological reconnisance level surveys

as being impractical.

24
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Lovis” use of quadrats 880 yards on a side brings
up the 1issue of sample unit size. Plog“s (1976:157)
sampling simulations from Oaxaca, Mexico demonstrated
that the greatest gains 1in efficiency for sampling
designs came from reducing the size of the sampling
unit. Plog et al. (1978:401-402) also found that
smaller units always found more sites than 1larger
units. However, Cowgill (1975:266) notes that sampling
unit whould generally be larger than the units of
interest (i.e., sites) and yet small enough so that any
site patterning is revealed. Sampling unit size should
then be geared to the particular region“s vegetation
patterns and probable site sizes within that region.
Plog et al. (1Q78:401) suggests - that sampling units
should be sized 8o that they might be surveyed by two

or four pérson crews within a single day.

Another topic for consideration when developing a
probabilistic sampling design 1s sampling percentage.
Fortunately, Custer”s research on the New River
Archaeological Survey produced significant results

concerning survey regions of under five square miles in

25
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size. Custer (1979:149) demonstrated that the
variation of the sampling fraction 1in his sampling
simulation provided 1little or no change 1n the
efficiency of the sampling designs tested. Because of
this fact, sampling percentage for surveys under five
square miles can vary according to the restrictions of

time and money placed on the archaeologists.

In sum, this discussion has centered on the
development of the most efficient sampling strategy for
potential use 1n the 1limited surface visibility
environments found at  Governor”s Land. Custer”s
sampling simulgtion from Virginia and others
(specifically Plog”s 1976:136-158) sugge}t that a
stratified random quadrat sampling routine may be
useful regardless of the environmental zonation in a
region. Custer”s work (1979:58) has also demonstrated
three culturally relevant environmental variables for
use in the purposive stratification of a region before
survey. The work of Lovis in the forests of Michigan
(1976) represents both an example of a possible "field"

methodology for testing. quadrats through the systematic

26
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placement of test units within each sampling unit. The
definition of sampling unit size has been found to be
one of convenlience to the archaeologist and ranges from
the 400 foot quadrats of the New River study (Custer
1979:78) to the 880 yard quartersections used by
Lovis“(1976) Traverse Coridor study. Likewise, the
sampling fraction used in probabilistic surveys of
small regions has»been shown not to be a significant
factor in the efficiency of that particular sampling
strategy for finding representative collections of

archaeological sites.

The information gained from this review of the
appropriate archaeological sampling literature will be
used in the next chapter to construct a sampling design

for use in the forests at Governor“s Land.

27
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Chapter 2
Governor”s Land Survey

The archaeological survey develped in this chapter
was conducted during the spring of 1983 on the 1lands
known today as "The Governor”s Land.” Labor for the
fieldwork was provided by students from anthropology
classes aé the College of William and Mary. This
survey was to be for most of the students their first
field experience 1in archaeology and added greatly to
their appreciation of the archaeological endeavor. If
needed, further work on this survey could have been
completed during the 1983 summer achaeological field
school sponsored by the college and under the directiomn

of Theodore R. Reinhart.

Based'on the sucess of Lovis” (1976) use of a
stratified random quadrat sampling design in similar
forested environments and on the effectiveneéss of this
strategy demonstrated by Custer”s (1979) sampling
simulation for the New River Valley in Virginia this
probabilistic sampling methodology was chosen for use

at Governor”s Land.
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A quadrat size of 500 feet on a side was chosen by

convenience because of the availability of a large
scale contour map of the survey area which utilized the
Virginia State Plane Coordinate system through which
quadrats could be 1located on the 1landscape. This
sampling unit size was also thought to be small enough
for relatively inexperienced field crews to complete
during one day”s fieldwork. 1In addition, the 250,000
square foot sampling unit was considered to be larger
than most, 1f not <all, of the sites 1likely to be
encountered during the survey. In this manner 274
quadrats at 500 feet on a side were identified for the
Governor”s Land survey area. Each quadrat was named by
the coordinates of ‘its southwest corner based on the
Virginia state coordinate system. The James City
County Planning map which wutilized this coordinate

system thus became the base map for this survey.

Individual quadrats would be tested by systematic
test units in a manner similar to that described by
Lovis (1976:368-369). The sampling interval between

test units, however, was. decreased from 100 yards to
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100 feet which is slightly over the the recomended

optimum distance of 25 yards suggested by Lovis
(1976:371). The 100 foot interval between test wunits
resulted in 25 units systematically placed within the
500 foot square quadrat. Figure 3 shows a typical
quadrat with the 1location of the 25 test units within
the sampling unit. With this strategy each test unit,
therefore, became representative of the area 50 feet on
each side of the test. If necessary, additional test
units could be placed in "likely" areas in each quadrat
that were passed over by the systematic grid of test
units and that experience indicated could possibly
contain cultural material. Typically, these areas
would be higher  spots of ground that the periodicity

inherent in the systematic test grid missed.

The stratification of the quadrats identified as
being within the Governor”s Land survey area was
accomplished based on the three culturally relevant
criteria identified by Custer (1979:58). Each quadrat
was thus classified on the basis of soil association,

geomorphology, and surface water setting by the methods
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described below for each criteria.

Soil Association: The entire tract of the present
day Governor“s Land 1is made up of only two soil
associations as defined by the as yet unpublished James
City County Soil Survey. Figure 4 shows the location
of the Levy-Pamunkey-Dogue and Peawick-Emporia-Levy
soil associations. at the Governor”s Land. Also shown
in Figure 4 is the extent of present day agricultural
fields where tratitional walk—-over surveys were
possible. During ‘the stratification of the areas
within the Governor”“s Land each quadrat was classified
according to the dominate soil association within 1ts

boundaries.

The Levy-Pamunkey-Dogue soils are defined as deep,
poorly drained to well drained soils with clayey
substratum and a 1loamy subsoil. These ™ soils are
generally.nearly level or gently sloping and are found
near freshwater marshaes and 1low teraces which at
Governor”s Land corresponds to the shoreline areas

along both the James and Chickahominy Rivers. Of note
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here is the fact that this soil association contains
all of the present day areas in agricultural at

Governor”s Land.

The Peawick-Emporia-Levy soll association 1is
classified as moderately well drained to poorly drained
soils that dominately have a clayey or loamy subsoil
and substratum, These soils are nearly level to fairly
steep and are wusually found on high teraces,
escarpments, and on very steep slopes. In general,
this soil association is confined at the Governor”s
Land to the high terace and plateau found along the
northern and eastern portions of the survey area,
including the fairly steep adjacent regions which serve
as a transition fo the areas along the rivers and the
Levy-Pamunkey-Dogue soil association. 1In general, the
Peawick-Emporia-Levy soil association is characterized
by the forested environments which dominate the

landscape at Governor”s Land.

Geomorphology: Examination of the relevant United

States Geological Survey topographic 7 1/2 minute quad
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sheets revealed three major geomorphological zones
present at Governor”s Land. The first of these was
named "highlands"” for the purposes of this survey and
consists of the large plateau of fairly 1level ground
which dominates the northern and eastern portions of
the survey area. This strata 1s characteristically
above 25 feet in elevation above sea level and is made
up of the Peawick-Emporia-Levy soil association. A
geological assesment of the three geomorphological
strata present at Governor”s Land (Gerald H. Johnson,
personal communication) indicates that there is little
possibility for buried post-pliestocene land surfaces

within this particular geological zone.

The second " major geomorphological strata was
called "lowlands” during the stratification of the
Governor”“s Land survey area. "Lowlands" were those
quadrats which were characteristically below 15 feet in
elevation® above sea level. This zone 1s 1located
adjacent to the James and Chickahominy Rivers and has
probably been seriously effected, to an unknown extent,

by shoreline erosion. It 1is roughly assogciated with
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the Levy-Pamunkey-Dogue soil association and is
intersected by both secondary and intermittant streams.
Curent environmental conditons have produced several
areas of swamps and marshes within this strata. This
geomorphological area contains most of the present
agricultural landé and has a high potential for soil
accumulation resulting from coluvial and alluvial
processes since the end of the Pleistocene. Thus, this
geomorphological unit has within its bounds a

relatively high potential for buried land surfaces.

The fairly steep slopes which form the boundary
zone between the “"highland” and the "lowland”
geomorphological strata were classified as

"transitional” areas. These environemts contain areas
of intermittant stream cutting and present the
possibility of soil build-up and thus potential buried
surfaces, due to coluvial processes. This strata
contains.mostly Peawick-Emporia-Levy solls and makes up
the smallest geomorphological area in the Governor”s

Land survey region.
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The classification of each quadrat into a
geomorphological strata utilized the location of the 25
potential test units as data points within each
quadrat. The location of each test was identified as
to its assoc;atgd geomorphological zone and thus the

dominate strata was determined for each quadrat.

Other information, in addition to the culturally
relevant variables, was recorded for each of the
quadrats in the Qovernor’s Land study area. The extent
of swamps and agricultural fields within each quadrat
was noted by wusing the same method as for the
classification into geomorphological strata. Also the
amount of each quadrat that wz;s not available for
survey because of either development, marshland,
surface 'water, or that were partially outside of the
survey area was recorded for each potential sampling
unit. If a quadrat was found to contain more than 15
test units that were not available for survey then that
quadrat was removed form the sample population and thus
from survey consideration. This requirement was made

to ensure that only quadrats with economically adequate
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areas for potential survey were included in the

stratified random sample.

Surface Water Setting: The relationship of a
quadrat to instances of surface water was noted during
the stratification process. Surface water was defined
as either primary, secondary or intermittant
associations. Junctions between surface water settings
were also noted during the classification of each
quadrat  which simply consisted of recording the
presence of any examles of surface water within the

potential sampling unit.

The class{fication of the potential Governor”s
Land sampling units into strata based on geomorphology,
soil association, and surface water setting revealed
patterns on the landscape which 1influenced the
implementation of this archaeological survey. As said
before, it was noticed that the areas of the
Levy~Pamunkey-Dogue soll association contained all the

areas now in agricultural production at the Governor”s

Land. In addition, these agricultural fields were
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equated with the "lowland” geomorphological strata.

Because of the relative ease of archaeological
survey in agricultural fields, when compared with
woodland survey, and because of the 1limited time
available during the spring for survey, it was decided
that this particular soil association could be better
surveyed using the traditional archaeological survey

techniques of surface collection and test pits.

The Governor”s Land Archaeological Survey was thus
divided into two parts; the first, a probabilistic
survey of the forests assoclated with
Peawick-Emporia~Levy soils and . the highland and
transitional geomorphological areas, the second, a
traditio;al survey of the agricultural fields
associated with the Levy-Pamunkey-Dogue soils and the
lowlands physlographic zone. Thus, for the purposes of
this survey, the areas now in agricultural production
at Governor”s Land were considered as being
representative of the Levy-Pamunkey-Dogue soil

association and the "lowland"” geomorphological strata.
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Archaeological surveys using the techniques of
surface collection in plowed fields and occasional test
pits 1in "1likely” areas can be characterized as
"purposive"” surveys. These types of surveys which use
an archaeologist“s knowledge in an unsystematic
fashion, such as this methodology, can not, however, be
called "random" with any statistical validity.
Purposive or “hunch” surveys are generally much more
common in archaeology than probabilistic surveys
because of their ease of 1implementation even though
purposive survey méthodologies do not neccessarilly
give both representative and reliable information on

the occurence of archaeological site locations.

The purposive archaeological methodology that was
used on the present agricultural fields at Governor”s
Land consisted of surface collection of plowed fields

during the early spring before the ground -surface was

covered with vegetation. Non—-systematic test pits were
placed in "likely" areas of the fallow fields found 1in
the areas near Barret”s Point. These "likely"” areas

were characteristically higher spots of ground which
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are thought to be choice places for settlement in both
aboriginal and historic times. Test Pits averaged 2 by
2 feet in size and were excavated to the bottom of the
plowzone in order to reveal any subsurface features.
When found, these features were related to known points
on the landscape using the Brunton compass and a tape.
Soil from these test units was screened through 1/4
inch mesh screen and any artifacts found were

collected.

In addition, purposive survey of the lowland
geomorphological strata 1included a walkover survey
along the complete extent of the shoreline runing the
length of Goverﬁor’s Land from. the Shell Bank Creek
inlet to Barret”s point and then up the Chickahominy
and along "its beaches to the end of the study area.
The purpose of this beach survey was to identify
possible  areas of extensive erosion that were

threatening archaeological remains.

While purposive survey techniques were well suited

for the agricultural fields present at Governor”s Land
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probabilistic techniques are be better suited for
survey in the forested areas of the study region.
Consideration of the the dominately wooded areas of
Governor“s land for archaeological survey 1is also
advantageous because this is the area that is most
immediately threatened with disturbance from

development activities.

Thus, the application of the probabilistic survey
methodology developed 1in this thesis was restricted to
the area of Peawick-Emporia-Levy soil association.
This decision 1imited the number of environmental
strata necessary for consideration 1in the stratified
random sample éroposed in this researqp. Using the
methodlolgy found in 'Plog (1976:137) a 7.5 percent
stratifiéd random sample was drawn from those quadrats
included in the Peawick-Emporia-Levy soil association.
This survey may therefore be thought of as being
representative of this particular soil assoclation
which includes a majority of both the highland and
transitional geomorphological strata. The 7.5 percent

sampling fraction was chosen by convenience and
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resulted in a sampled population of 10 quadrats from
138 quadrats 1in the potential sample population. The

location of the quadrats chosen for survey are 1listed

below.

336,000N/2,487,000E 338,000N/2,482,500E
336,500N/2,487 ,000E 337,500N/2,488, 500E
337,500N/2,487,500E 337,000N/2,486,500E
339,000N/2,488, 500E 336,500N/2,487,000E
338,000N/2,489,000E 338,500N/2,483, 500E

The probabilistic survey "field” methodology for
the Governor“s Land archaeological survey began with
the location of ﬁhe randomly sele;ted quadrats on the
James City County Planning map. Quadrats chosen for
archaeoloéical survey were located in the woods by
means of a graduated tape measure and a Brunton compass
using known reference points so to tie movement in the
forest into locations on the base map. Once a quadrat
was located on the landscape the compass and’ tape were
then used again to lay out the 1locations éf the 25

systematically placed test units. Numbered flags were
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placed at the location of each of the test units.
Quadrats were refered to by the coordinates of their
southwest corner and flags were numbered sequentially

begining in that corner.

Examination of each test location consisted of the
excavation of a shovel test pit (sTP) which
characteristically measured one foot square. Soil from
each unit was screened as in the purposive survey and
examples of culture material were bagged with the
location of the quadrat and the test unit number
recorded on the bag. Excavation of shovel test pits
differs from Lovis” (1976) sampling methodology because
of the potenéial of formerly plowed fields at
Governor”s Land. Shovel tests were excav;ted to the
bottom of plow zone, if present, or to a depth. of about
one foot otherwise. The excavation of cubic units

should give an adequate representation of any culture

material present in a given location.

Stratigraphic profiles were drawn from each shovel

test using the form shown in Figure 5. A standard
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engineer”s scale of feet divided into tenths was used
to record the stratigraphic profiles. In addition,
Munsell soil colors were recorded from each layer as
were United States Department of Agriculture soil
textural estimations. In areas of potential buried
surfaces a 3 inch bucket auger was used to identify the
presence of these landscapes. However, there were few
of these areas present on the portion of the Governor”s

Land surveyed with this probabilistic technique.

Through the use of these two methodologies,
purposive and probabilistic, the study area defined in
this thesis was surveyed on weekends during the spring
of 1983. The ;results of this‘survey, a test of the
forest survey methodology and suggestions for the
improvemeht of future sililar locational archaeological

surveys will be presented in the next chapter.
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CHAPTER 3

Survey Results

In general the results of the 1983 Governor”s Land
Archaeological Survey were encouraging. A large,
formerly unsurveyed, region of James City County,
Virginia has now been the subject of extensive
archaeological investigation. This research effort has
produced considerable amounts of information about the
archaeological research potential of the area. The
sites that were found in this survey have also added to
the general body of archaeological data from Tidewater
Virginia in reéards to the wunderstanding of historic

and prehistoric settlement pattern.

In all some 25 sites were found during this
archaeological survey: 7 had prehistoric components
only, 12 dated only from the historic period, and 6 had
both historic and prehistoric artifacts present.
Figure 6 shows the location of the sites found in this

survey and includes sites that were found in the
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purposive archaeological survey which continued during
the summer and fall of 1983. Coples of the VRCA site
files for each of these sites can be found in Appendix

A.

It is tempting to compare the results of the two
archaeological survey methodologies wused in this
project. Such a comparison would £find that the
purposive methodology of walkover surface collection
and shovel testing found many more sites than the
probabilistic technique wused 1in the forest at
Governor”s Land. This contrast would be misleading,
however, because each survey technique was used to test
different envirénments found witﬁin the survey region.
It is natural to expect differing environments present
at Governor”s Land to contain differing densities of

archaeological sites

In addition, comparison of the results of
probabilistic versus purposive survey techniques is not
valid because of the biases inherent in each strategy.

Purposive techniques rely on the judgement of the
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archaeologist as to the most "likely" locations for
archaeological sites will be. This means that
purposive surveys only look at areas where traditional
wisdom indicates the potential location of an
archaeological site. This methodology has also been
shown to be Siased against environmental
characteristics (Brose 1976). Purposive survey
techniques are therefore self-supporting and biased 1in
the information they present. Thus, even though large
numbers of sites are found, the quality or
representative naturé of this 1information cannot be
accurately accounted for when using purposive survey
methods. However, the relatively large numbers of
sites found by purposive techniques may perhaps suggest
the range of varigtion in site type, form, and location

present at Governor”s Land.

Probabilistic survey techniques also have inherent
bilases whicﬁ influence thé types of informantion found.
This methodology, however, 1s better at elucidating
these biases through the explicit presentation of

survey methodology. With probabilistic survey the
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extent and reasons for each excavation, test, or auger
hole is recorded so that the quality of the data source

may be evaluated by other archaeologists.

The greatest .reason that probabilistic and
purposive techniques cannot be compared through the
numbers of sites found is that probabilistic survey is
designed to fiqd representative collections of
archaeological sites rather than just as many sites as
possible. Thus, even though the probabilistic
technique found fewer gsites than the purposive
technique, this information can be wused to predict
other site locations within the area surveyed by this

method.

When taken together, the results of these two
methodologies should provide adequat; amounts  of
information from which to describe the “types and
periods of settlement found in the Governor”s Land
region. However, before this interpretation 1is

presented a test of the "field"” methodology used in the

probabilistic section of this survey will be presented.
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The test of the field methodology used in the
probabilistic survey undertaken 1in the forests at
Governor”s Land was made because so few sites were
being found using this technique. 1In addition, the 100
foot sampling 1interval had been criticised because it
was thought that sites would be missed using this
distance between test units. Thus, this field
methodology was applied to the area of a known site in
order to test 1its efficiency at finding cultural

material in the plowzone.

Site 44-JC-160 (GL-10) was used to perform this
test. This site was found during the purposive section
of the spring:survey of Governor”s Land and is located
in a fallow field approximately 400 by 500 feet 1in
area.  Twenty shovel test pits were placed
systematically 100 feet apart within the field. These
shovel test units followed the recording processes
outlined for the probabilistic survey. Three shovel
tests revealed cultural material in the area identified
as the 1location of site 44-JC-160. Subsequent

excavation of this site by the 1983 Governor”s Land
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Archaeological Field School has indicated that
44-3JC-160 consists of several eighteenth century
downscale domestic structures with very low artifact

densities.

In addition to the shovel test procedure, a test
of ph was made at each of the test locations to see if
this information was helpful 1in determining site
location. A s8small sample of plowzone soil was taken
from each shovel test and the number of the test was
recorded. A test for ph level was performed from each
sample in the laboratory. The results of these tests,
which are presented in Figure 7, indicate that ph
levels tended t§ be higher near. the areas of site
location. This area of higher ph also coincides with
the threé shovel test pits in which cultural material
was found. Further work 18 necessary 1in order to
determine_the relationship between site location and ph

levels, although these results are promising.

These favorable results from this test of the

probabilistic survey field methodology suggest that
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this technique for recovering archaeological materials
and identifiying site 1location 1is efficient and
comprehensive within the 500-foot quadrats used as the
sampling unit of the probabilistic survey. Further,
this test of the method confirms the utility of this
design for finding sites, even of low artifact density,

in the low surface visibility of forested environments.

This test of the field methodology developed for
use in the forests of Governor”s Land 1leads to an
evaluation of progabilistic sampling techniques in
archaeological surveys. The results of this study
indicate that probabilistic sampling 1is 1ideal for
locational surveys in areas of restricted surface
visibility. This methodology could thus be applied to

other areas of Tidewater, Virginia where forest cover

dominates the landscape.

Improvement of probabilistic sampling methods
would be greatly advanced through the development of a
sampling simulation for this region. A simulation

study comparing different survey strategies could be
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applied to an area of comprehensive survey in order to
test each method”s efficiency for finding
representative collections of archaeological gites.
Such a study would greatly benefit archaeological
research in this region and others with similar

environmental characteristics.

The dependange of most probabilistic techniques on
environmental stratification necessitates accurate and
complete reconstruction of past landforms and
environments. At Governor”“s Land the survey results
cannot be totally understood without considering the
destructive effect that shoreline erosion has had on
sites in this: area. This erosion is thought to have
destroyed most seventeenth century remains as well as
several eighteenth century sites (as for example
GL-14). Environmental reconstruction should therefore
be an 1important part of the groundwork for a

probabilistic survey.

Another area that was found lacking in the

probabilistic sampling design used at Governor”s Land
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was the determination of the spatial, temporal, and
functional characteristics of sites found during the
survey. This problem was, however, also noticed in the
“purposive” portion of the survey. In general then, a
specific methodology needs to be developed, once a site
is located, to determine its temporal range, possible
function, and overall size. This information is
necessary 1in order to determine the potential

archaeological significance of these resources.

A final consideration may be added to improve the
effectiveness of probabilistic survey in Tidewater
Virginia. In addition to the culturally —relevant
factors of geombrphology, soil association, and surface
water setting, the presence of historic roads sh091d be
added as'a part of the stratification process. In this
way the full power of historic documentation (maps and
other records) could be brought to bear {in 1locating
archaeological sites. Once installed on the landscape
roads act as environmental features in much the same
way as does surface water setting, in that both are

generally linear features that tend to vary 1little in
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location over time. It does seem that the
probabilistic portion of the Governor”s Land
archaeological survey would have benefitted 1if the
presence or absense of historic roads had been used in

the stratification process.

With these suggestions for the {improvement of
probabilistic sampling designs stated an interpretation
of the historic and prehistoric settlement pattern at
Governor”“s Land - is now  possible. Settlement at
Governor”s land relates directly to the environmental
features of the landscape. This pattern reflects the
environmental stratification process used in the
probabilistic .sampling design and'the subsequent survey
of the region by two different research designs. Site
locatiéns found in the purposive portion of this survey
are more directly related to the unstated and
unsystematic biases of the archaeologists. Because
most of the sites were found by the purposive survey
methodology the specific conclusions about settlement

pattern in this region must be treated with caution.
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Prehistoric sites fall into two functional
classifications: 1ithic reduction base camps and
hunting stations. Sites such as GL-3, 4, 6, and 15
seem to have functioned as lithic reduction base camps.
These sites are focused on primary surface water
settings, presumably in order to access the secondary
lithic sources present 1in the James and Chickahominy
Rivers. Lithic reduction base camps are generally
large sites with considerable lithic debatage
illustrating long-term occupations. Artifacts (such as
broken—in-manufacture preforms, large flakes with
cortex, and flaked cobbles) suggested the probable
function of these sites as stone procurement and
manufacture lécations. Lithic reduction base camps at

Governor”s Land are only located on Levy-Pamunkey-Dogue

soils and in the lowland geomorphological zone.

Huhting stations at Governor”s Land have a wider
distribution across the landscape. The name "hunting
station” refers to what might also be called "resource
pocurement sites,” a name which describes the general

function of these smaller more specialized sites.
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These sites were identified through the presence of
either complete or discarded projectile points, and
small-sized flakes, and fire cracked rock. Certain
hunting stations (GL-5 and 17) were located on Levy-
Pamunkey-Dogue soils and in the highland
geomorphological strata. These two sites were both
located on the very edge of the Thighland and
transitional geological zones overlooking lowland
areas. Generally, intermittant streams were associated
with these sloped areas. Other hunting stations (GL-7,
9, 10, 12, and 44-JC-25) were located on higher areas
of ground in the lowland geological strata within the
Levy-Pamunkey-pogue soll association. These sites were

close to poorly drained areas and intermittant streams.

Additional hunting stations were located in the
Peawick-Emporia-Levy soil association areas. Although
not recorded as sites because of the 1limited
artifactural evidence (only small  amounts of
fife—cracked rock were found), these hunting stations

were located during the probabilistic forest survey in

environments similar to GL-17 and GL-5. Both of the
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unofficially recorded hunting stations were located on
the edge of the highland-transitional zones overlooking
lowland areas. These sites were also associated with

intermittant streams.

Missing from the 1list of prehistoric sites found
at Governor“s Land are large agricultural base camps.
Pottery was found only at GL-4 and subsequent
excavation at GL-6 and GL-10 revealed several small
pleces. The absence of clear evidence for large
Woodland period sites is probably a result of the large
amounts of Governor“s Land that have eroded into the
James River since Woodland period occupations.

The historic site settlement pattern of Governor”’s
Land may be broken down into two groups based on
ceramic and pipe-stem temporal divisions. Seventeenth
and eighteenth-century sites (GL-10, 11, 14?7, 22, and
44-JC-24) were located only in the purposive portion of
the Governor“s Land survey. This means that these

gsites were located in the lowland geological zone, on

Levy-Pamunkey-Dogue .soils, and near intermittant or
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primary surface water settings. One eighteenth-century
site (GL-21) was located in the highland
geomorphological strata and may be associated with the
historic road 1leading to Barret's Ferry on the
Chickahominy River. Most early sites at Governor”s
Land seemed to Se domestic-agricultural residence
locations and were usually found on the higher ridges

of the fields where purposive testing took place.

Nineteenth and twentieth-century sites at
Governor”s Land farm the other temporal classification.
These sites can be further divided into two functional
classifications: domestic and industrial sites.
Domestic nineteenth—-century sites (GL-1, 4, 5, 8, 12,
19, 21, 23, 245 were found in most every environmental
cluster, present at Governor”s Land. These small
farming residences were located on both soil
associations and in both the highland and lowland
geologic'strata. In the purposive survey these sites
were identified by clusters of period domestic ceramics
located during surface collection. In the forest

survey these types of sites were found because of
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standing remains and artifacts excavated 1in shovel
tests. A review of historic maps, available at the
Virginia Research Center for Archaeology, suggested
that nineteenth century domestic sites were often
associated with - the location of road features formerly

present on Governor”s Land.

The second type of nineteenth and
twentieth-century sites can be classified as industrial
in function. These two s8ites (GL-16 and GL-25),
according to our able informants Norman and John
Hofmeyer, were both a part of a logging opperation that
once took place on the Governor”s Land. Site GL-16 is
at the locatién of the saw mill and wharf where the
trees brought in from the interior on a narrow guage
railro;d were milled and then floated down river.
GL-25 was the 1logging company”s store and storage
facilities which was located close to the main road to

Williamsburg and Charles City.

In sum, the settlement pattern exhibited by the

sites found during the 1983 Governor”s Land
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archaeological survey 1illustrate the importance of
environmental characteristics in determining both
prehistoric and historic site locations. Soils,
geomorphology, and surface water setting, as well as
historic roads, can be seen as significant factors for
locating sites through time. Use of these
environmental variables 1in the stratification of a
archaeological survey region (before survey) would aide

in the efficiency of that survey.

It is hoped that this research effort has provided
a competent evaluation of the use of probabilistic
sampling for archaeological survey in Tidewater,
Virginia. Tﬁe combination ;f purposive and
probabilistic survey methodologies to survey the 1400
acres éf the predominately forested Governor”s Land has
shown the advantages and disadvantages of each
technique. The accomplished purpose of tlils research
was to design, implement, and report on a efficient
technique for regional archaeological survey under the

difficult conditions present at Governor”s Land.
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VIRGINIA RESEARCH CENTER FOR ARCHAEOLOGY
SITE SURVEY FORM )

Name of site: Hone (GL~1) Site number: 44-JC-129
Type of site: Domestics Tenont Farmer Residence Cultural affilistion: i gtorics 19thc.

Map reference: U3GS Surry 71/2' Quad

Latitude 0 ' * north. Longitude v " west. -
UTM. Zone Easting Northing . £
(or distance from printed edge of map: bottom edge right edge ) 2
Owner/uddress: Harrison and Lear, Inc., Tower Box 66, 2101 Executive Dr. H:wport llews, Va
Tenant/address:;1, & J, Hofmeyer, Tomahund Plantation, Charles City, VA 23666
Attitude toward investigation:ayaollent
Isnfurmagtgad.dtess: Hofmeyers (above) Date: |
urveyed BY: p, R, Reinhart, J. He Sorinkle " 4-3-83
General surroundings: Plowed fields. located at fork in road leading to Rt. 5 and Barret!s
POinto
Nearest water: nature, direction and distance: Intermittant stream 100yds down siope, due scuth.
Chickahoniny River 5 miles due weste.
Dimension of site: g noym, Surface scatter extends along road leading westward several
:}3;‘5}% i%%: 1&%&. soil, collecting conditions: Surface collection in blowed field with é
energing wheat crope Ileaviest concentrationof artifacts in areas adjacent to .
road intersectione Soil here is stained black as if from a fire. a
Specimens collected: kinds, quantities, materials: ;1 o400 o _ramics (19th amd 20th C.), buttons (2)'
glass, scme oxidized oieces of iron.
Specimens reported, owners, address: Departrent & Anthropoloszy, College of Williem :nd iiary.
Other docwmentation: reports, -historical data: Informants remember standing structure at location '
|
4
Condition: erosion, caltivation, excavation, construction: ;
3
-4

Recommendations: Systematic surface collection to identify spatial and tem»oral ronjese

Photo: ilone ' Map:ilone
Recorded by: H. Sorinkle, Jr. Date: 1-11-84

® 3

(Use reverse side of sheet and additional pages for sketches of site and artifacts)

. .




VIRGINIA RESEARCH CENTER FOR ARCHAEOLOGY .

SITE SURVEY FORM
Name of site: Jone (GL-2) Site number:
Type of siteHistoric #indspot Cultural affiliation: Historic
Map reference: Surry USGS 73' Quad '
Latitude 0 . * north. Longitude v * ™ west.
UTM. Zone Easting Northing

).

(ur distance from printed edge of map: bottom edge right edge
Owner/addressfcrrison and Lear, Inc., Tower Box 66, 2101 Executive Dr. llewport News, VA
Tenant/address::l. & J. Hofmeyer, Tomahund Plantation, Charles City, VA 23666
Attitude toward investigation: “‘rcellent
Informant/address: 3o fmeyars {above) s
Surveyed by: 7, 3, Reinhart and Sons Date: gpring 1983

General su"““’"di"gs:l"a.llow Fieldy located on eastern side of south fork of Barret's
Point Road. Field extends south to James River.

Nearest water: nature, direction and distance: .o River c. 700 ft. south. Intermittant stream
200 ft. to the north.

Dimension of site: Unlmown

Description:  depth, soil, collecting conditions: 5,115y field restricted visibility during survey.
Only one piece of buff-bodied salt-zlazed stoneware was found.

Specimens collected: kinds, quantities, materials: one pe. salt-glazed stoneware.

Specimens reported. owners. address: Depart of Anthropolozy, College of William and M ry.

Other documentation:  reports, historical data: lione execot that area is ¢lose to that describcd
as "Piney Grova" on various historic maps on file at ViCa.

Condition:  erosion, cultivation, excavation, construction: gyl tivation and fallow; Land on market
and will eventually be developed.

Recommendations: Surface collection and shovel testing during better conditions.

Photo: ., * Map:y;
Ione Hone
Recorded b} S-rinkle, Jr. Datej1_11-84

(Use reverse side of sheet and additional pages for sketches of site and artifacts)
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VIRGINIA RESEARCH CENTER FOR ARCHAEOLOGY
SITE SURVEY FORM

Name of site: lione (GL-3) Site number: 44-JC-159
Tvpe of site: LJ.‘chJ.c Reduction Station Cultural affiliation: Prehistoric
Map reference:USGS Surry T73' Quad

Latitude 0 : * north. Longitude 0 ** west.

UTM. Zone Easting Northing
(or distance from printed edge of map: bottom edge

right edge ) -

Owner/addresstizrrison and Lezr Inc, Tower Bax 66, 2101 Ixecutive Dr. Newport Hews, VA
Tenant/address: ;1, & J, Hofmeyer, Tomahund Plantation, Charles City, VA. 23656
Attitude toward investigation: gynellent

Informant/address: ’

Surveyed by: R Reinhart, J. He Sorinkle, Jr. Date:

4-3-83

General surrcundings: plcwed field with grove of trees to the north, water to the west, and

forest and swamp to the south. ilore fields to the east.

Nearest water: nature, direction and distance: 150 ft. west to~the Chickahominy River

Dimension of site: cas 100 ft. (east -west) by 50 ft, (north-south)

Description: depth, soil, collecting conditions: surface collection revealed chipped stone, no ceraunic

Hmerging wheat in fields.

Specimens collected: kinds, quantities, materials: stemmed points, biface fragments, misc. flokes.

Specimens reported. vwners, M-id"ssi)epa.rtn nt of Anthropology, College of Williim and Mary

Other documentation:  reports, historical data:

Condition:  erusion, cultivation, excavation, construction:

———————

0]

st L L I L N, rar

{1unoy

Recommendations: Shovel tesis to identify subsurface features, intenszive surfice co leciior

Photo: ;1one " Map: jicne
Recorded by: 5§, Sirinkle, Jr. Date: 1-11-g4

(Use reverse side of sheet and additional pages for sketches of site and artifacts)



VIRGINIA RESEARCH CENTER FOR ARCHAEOLOGY
SITE SURVEY FORM

Name of site: None (GL—:’l) Site number:

Tyvpe of site-Lithic reduction Base camp/Unknown Cultural affiliation: Prehistoric/Historic

Map reference: Surry USGS 73%' Quad
Latitnde v : * nourth. Longitude v * west.
UTM. Zone Easting Northing
(or distance from printed edge of map: bottom edge right edge

).

Owner/address; Harrigson and Lea.r,-Inc., Tower Box 66, 2101 Executive Dr., Newnort ilews, VA

Tenant/address: i, ond J. ilofneyer, Tomahund Plantation, Charles City, VA
Attitude toward investigation: 7 callent

lnI'urmantladdresszuopﬂe s
' : Yo‘meyers (.bove) )
Surveyed bY:n 2 neinhart and Sons Date: 4-3-83

General surroundings: Plowed fields along both sides of north fork of Barret's Point Road.
Site extends from Chickahominy River inland.

Nearest water: nature, direction and distance: Directly adjacent to Chickehomi River.

Dimension of site: ;n10un

Description: depth, soil, collecting conditions: Syrface collection done in plowed fields with
emerging wheat crop. (good vidibility)

Specimens collected: kinds, quantities, materials: whitevare, transfernrint, prehistoric ceremics,
triantul .r zrojectile ooint base and archaic projectile point.

Specimens reported. owners. addresspe o ptment of #nthropology, Colleie of William ond ilary

Other ducumentation:  reports, historical data:

Condition:  erosion, cultivation, excavation, construction:

Recommendations: g5 o should be surface collected to determine size ard shovel tested

.. for subsurfaoce feat c .
Photoiione = features. Map: Hone

Recorded by: J, Il. Sprinkle, Jr. Date: 1-11-84

(Use reverse side of sheet und additional pages for sketches of site and artifacts)
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VIRGINIA RESEARCH CENTER FOR ARCHAEOLOGY
SITE SURVEY FORM

Nume of sitellone (GL—S) Site number:

‘pe ol site:Unknown Cultural alTiliation:
Type of site:Unkn Historic/Prehistoric?

Map reference: Surry USGS 7' Suad

Latitude v - * nourth. Longitude 0 * west.
UTM. Zone Easting Northing

(or distance from printed edge of map: bottom edge

right edge ) .

Owner/uddressi; )03 son and Lear Inc., Tower Box 66, 2101 Executive Dr., lewport ews, VA

Tenant/address: ..~ _ . o X , .
Attitude towar Jlﬁwﬁﬂgm{) 7_:Iofmey-r, Toamhurid Plantation, Charles City, VA
Yixecellent

Informant/address: .
Surveyed by: T, R. Reinhart and Sons Date: 4-3-83

General surroundings: jjorthorn edge of plowed field, surrounded on three sides by forest.

Nearest water: nature, direction and distance: 550 £4, north to primary stream (un=n-med)
600 ft. northwest to Chickahominy iiver.

Dimension of site:Unknowln

Description: depth, soil, collecting conditions: 5, face collection of field found artifacts. A
depression (well?) was located several hundred feet west of the field scziter
on the edze of a ridge in the forest.

Specimens collected: kinds, quantities, materials: /hiteware sherds

Specimens reported. owners, address: De ;artmen t of Anthro ology, Colleze of Willieom ard ilarx

Other docwmentation: reports, historical dataReported earlier as 44-JC-23, which is supposed to
be a prehistoric site.

Condition:  erosion, cultivation, excavation, construction:

Recommendations: Surface collection ind shovel testing for intact features and better
Phot snitial and tempor:l*definition.
Oto .

: + Mapy
qQne tione
Recorded By: ;- yp Sprinkle, Jr. Date: 4_11.84

(Use.reverse side of sheet and additional puges for sketches of site and artifacts)
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VIRGINIA RESEARCH CENTER FOR ARCHAEOLOGY
SITE SURVEY FORM

Name of site:llone (GL-6) Site number:  44-JC-161
Tyvpe of site: Lithic Reduction Station Cultural atfiliation: prehistoric
-Map reference: Norge USGS 73! Guad

Latitude 0 * * north. Longitude 0 " west,

UTM. Zone Easting Northing
(or distance from printed edge of map: bottom edge

right edge ______) -

Owner/uddress: [larrison and Lear Inc, Tower Box 66, 2101 Executive Drive, Newport Hews

Tenant/address: |j, and J. Hofmeyer, Tomahund Plentation, Charles City VA
Attitude toward investigation: wooojjent

Informant/address: ]
Surveyed by: 7 R, Reinhart, Ji H. Sprinkle, Jr.

General surroundings: Cn the beach at the tip of the first veninsula nezr the mouth of the
Chickahoming Re (Uo rivsr from Barret's Point).

Date:_ Spring, 1933

Nearest water: nature, direction and distance: :ncient meznder of the Chickahominy R. adjacent.

Dimension of site: Unknovm. Site extends perhaps 100' along point of land =nd artifacts
were found up to 50' into the water.

Description: depth, soil, collecting conditions: Site w:s found during shorline survey of surface.
Lithics were found alons beach z2nd into the water. Subsequent excavations su gest
that the srti acts are eroding out of the adjacent bank (upper 1' of soil).

Site was tested by 1983 VWilliem and liary Field School.

Specimens collected: kinds, quantities, materials: 2 Savannah River Points, various chipped stone
flakes and partizliy reduced cobbles, '

Specimens reported, owners, ,address:Depar’cment of Anthropolozy, Collese of Willicm ond il

Other documentation: reports, -historical data:iigpe
Condition:  erosion, cultivation, excavation, construction:

Recommendations: {jsne
Photo: 11511 " Mapiione

Recordeifobyi Date:
Jo Ho Sprinkle, Jre 2—20—84

(Use reverse side of sheet and additional puges for sketches of site and artifacts)
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VIRGINIA RESEARCH CENTER FOR ARCHAEOLOGY
SITE SURVEY FORM

Name of site: lione (GL-?) Site number:
Type of site:Surfoce Scatted Cultural affiliation: Preihistoric
Map referenceilorge 73! USGS Ouad

Latitude 0 ' * north. Longitude 0 ~ west.

UTM. Zone Easting Northing
(or distance from printed edge of map: bottom edge

right edge ) ‘

Owner/address: Harrison and Lear Inc., Tower Box 66, 2101 Executive Dr., Newoort lews, VA
Tenant/address: ], and J. Hofmeyer, Tomahund Plantation, Charles City, VA

Attitude toward investigation: .wcellent )
Informant/address: 5

Surveved by: 7, R, Reinhart and J. He Sorinkle, Jr. -ing, 1983

General surroundings:?lowved fields, scatter loc2ted near northzrn edge of field north of
north fork of Barret's Point roadj

Date: 5p

Nearest water: nature, direction and distance: Ancient meznder of Chickahominy Iiver north c. 220 ft.

Liunoy

Dimension of site:un'mown

e et . . . igs C . . . £<4
Description: depth, soil, collecting conditions: ;,,.r-ce collection of plowed field 5
[72]
=
(13
2

Specimens collected: kinds, quantities, materials: ;o) - iment of Anthropology, College of William .rd

Izry

Specimens reported, owners, address:

Other documentation:  reports, historical data: X
t
|
n

Condition: erosion, cultivation, excavation, construction: ;
3
T

: 2

Recommendations: lestinz to determine spatial, temporal, znd functioncl limitations o sitep

one ‘ .
Photot e Map: ;:on=
Recorded byvij. ile Sorinkle, Jre Date:4_44 a4

{Use reverse side of sheet and additional pages for sketches of site and artifacts)




VIRGINIA RESEARCH CENTER FOR ARCHAEOLOGY
SITE SURVEY FORM

Nuame of site: None (GL~8) Site number:
Type of site: Surfoce Scatter Cultural aifiliation: Historic/prehistoric
Map reference: Surry USGS 73! Quad

Latitude 0 : * north. Longitude v ™ west.

UTM. Zone Easting Northing
(or distance from printed vdge of map: bottom edge

right edye )

Owner/sddress’arrison -nd Lear Inc,, Tower Box 66, 2101 Executive Drive, Newport ilews, VA
Tenant/address: 3. znd J. Fofmeyer, Tomahund Plantation, Charles City, Va

Attitude toward investigation: Execellent

Infurmant/address: ) '

Surveyed by: ., R, Reinhart, J. H. Sprinkle, Jr. Date: Spring, 1983

General surroundings: 5,04 fjelds extending eastward from the Chickahominy River

Nearest water: nature, direction and distance: 200 yds. west to Chickahominy Xiver.

Dimension of site: Unlmown

Description: depth, soil, collecting conditions: gy rface collection of plowed fields

Specimens collected: kinds, quantities, materials:
Specimens reported. owners, address: Denartment of Anthropology, College of William and iwory
Other documentation: reports, historical data:

Condition:  erosion, cultivation, excavation, construction:

——

Recommendations: Testins to detormine soatial, temporal and functiondl limits of site.

Photo:. - Mapj;
one Pilone
Rcwréudnby. J. Il. Sorinkle, Jce Date: 11134

(Use reverse side of sheet and additional puges for sketches of site and artifacts)
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VIRGINIA RESEARCH CENTER FOR ARCHAEOLOGY
SITE SURVEY FORM

Name of site: Zlone (GI~9) Site number:
Type of site: Surface scatter Cultural alfiliation: prehistoric
Map reference: Surry USGS 73' .mad

Latitude v ' * north. Longitude v ™ west.

UTM. Zone Easting Northing
{or distance from printed edge of map: bottom edge

right edge ).

Owner/addressilerrison and Lear Inc., Tower 3ox 66, 2101 Executive Dr., ilewport Hews,

Tenant/address: - =nd J. Hofmeyer, Tomzhund Plantation, Charles City, Va
Attitude toward investigation: “mixcellent
Informant/address:

Surveved by:p, 2, Reinhart, J. H. Sprinkle, Jre Date:  spring, 1983

General surroundings: loc .ted on the northern edze of the plowed fields immediately
adjzcent to Berret's Zoint, on the Chickzhominy River Side.

Nearest water: nature, direction and distance: Chiciahominy Aiver, 100 yds. due wesk

" Dimension of site: Jnknowm

Description:  depth, soil, collecting conditions: o\ ;.race collection of fallow field. low surface
visibilitye

Specimens collected: kinds, quantities. materials:

Specimens reported. owners. address: Department of Anthropology, Colle;e of William and ilary
Other ducumentation: reports, historical data:

Condition:  erosion, gultjviation . excavation, construction:

Recommendations: 5,1 face collection under vetter conditions.

Phota:, .Map: -
I(B"WQ P:one
R . v N - .
ecorded by Jsd. 3.rinkle, Jre Date: 1_11-34

[Use reverse side of sheet and additional pages for sketches of site and artifacts)
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VIRGINIA RESEARCH CENTER FOR ARCHAEOLOGY
- SITE SURVEY FORM

Name of site: None (GI~10) Site number: 44-JC-160
Type of site: Domestic Structures?/Huntinz Station? Caltural affiliation: 115 cpor5c 184hC, 2/
_ Prehistoric
Map reference: Syrry USGS 73! Quad
‘ Latitude 0 * * north. Longitude v * " west.
UTM. Zone Easting Northing

(or distance from printed edge of map: bottom edge right edge )

Owner/address: Harrison and Lear, Inc., Tower Box 66, 2101 Executive Dr. ilewport lews

Tenant/address: ;1, ond J. Hofmeyer, Tomahund Pla.ntatmn, Charles City, Va
Attitude toward "“"“‘8‘"““e~—ce11ent :

Informant/address: .
Surveyed by: 1| R Reinhart, J. H. Sprinkle, Jr. Date: oring, 1984

General surroundings: Plovred field, approx. 4:0'(N-S) by 500'(Z-W) with woods and poorly
drzoined swaiaps end streams surrounding sitese Sites are located on smnall rise
(approxe. 10+') in the southern part of the fielde This rise is a linear ridge
which runs B~/ and is larger toward the west where it entzrs the woods.

N : , direction and distance: . . .
Nearest water: nature, direc Jemes River is +25 miles due south.

Dimension of site: 1o m

Description: depth, soil, collecting conditions: Site was found with shovel testing. Subsurfzce
features were discoveed.

Specimens collected: kinds, quantities, materials: limited artifact density. ileen ceramic date is
ab>ut 1770, »ossivly” e rliere. Zogers, and other wzres :resente

Specimens reported. owners, address: College of illiam and liary, Depcrinent of aAnthropology

Other documentation: reports, historical data: Tone, Fog 3ibly a-sociated with Pin:zy Grove
Site w:s tested by 1983 William cnd ilary rfield School.

Condition:  erosion, cultivation, excavation, construction:

Recommendations: Site is unusual and possibly should be considered for National Iic,;istcre

Photo: ijone © Map: lione
Recorded by: Date:
Je He S rin'tle, Jr. 2-20-084

(Use_reverse side of sheet and additional puges for sketches of site and artifacts)
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VIRGINIA RESEARCH CENTER FOR ARCHAEOLOGY
SITE SURVEY FORM

Name of site: llone (GL-11) Site number:

Type of site: Surfzce Scatters and Subsurface Features Cultural alffilistion: Historic
Domestic ?
Map reference:Surry, USGS 74! Guad

Latitude o : * north. Longitude v * west.
UTM. Zone ___ Easting Northing
(or distance from printed edge of map: bottom edge right edge

).

Owner/address: Harrison and Lezr Inc, Tower Box 66, 2101 Executive Dr. Newoort Hews, Va

Tenant/address: i1, nd J, llofmeyer, Tamohund Plantation, Charles City, Va
Attitude toward investigation: fvxcellent

Informant/address:
Surveyed by:y  p . neinhatt, J. He Sorinkle, Jr. Date: o ring, 1933

General surroundings: plowed fields. Site is along a ridge of higher sr:zund that
runs parzlell to the James River on Barret's Point peninsula. '

Nearest water: nature, direction and distance: James River, varries from 100 to 230 yrds south.

Dimension of site: , v ~-1

Description: depth, soil, collecting conditions: surfzce collection in fallow field with purjosive
shoveltesting.

Specimens collected: kinds, quantities, materials: Brick bits, unidentified meztzl tlovs, cnd 1 ¢kt
inz Wetle ;lass were foundin shovel tests. Possible post hole/mold feature
also found.

Specimens reported. vwners. address: pop . pment 6f Anthropolozy, College of Willism and lHery.

Other docwmmentation:  reports, historical data:

Condition:  erosion. cultivation, excavation, construction:

Recommendations: ixicnsive testing to determine site function ..nd temporal occupation.

Photo: tone ' Map: :Ione
Recorded by: 1, H, 3nrinkle, Jr. Date: 1-11-:34

(Use-reverse side of sheet and additional pages for sketches of site and artifacts)

LHuno)

139ys depy

———

nquay aug




VIRGINIA RESEARCH CENTER FOR ARCHAEOLOGY
SITE SURVEY. FORM

Name of site: Hlone (GL~12) Site number:
Type of site:Surface scatter Cultural affiliation: ;i storic/Prehistoric

Map reference: Surry USGS 734! Quad
Latitude 0 . * north. Longitude 0 * west.
UTM. Zoue Easting Northing
(or distance from printed edge of map: bottom edge

right edge ____) .

Owner/address: Horrison and Lear, Inc., Tower Box 66, 2101 Exccutive Dr., Newporti ilews, Va.

Tenant/address: i, -nd J. .lofmeyer, Tomahund Plentation, Charles City, Va
Attitude toward investigation: =y-ollent
Informant/address: ' Y

Surveved by:p | . Reinhert , J. H. Sprinkle, Jr. Date: g ring, 1983

i dings:
General surroundings plo+ed fields surrounded by int:rmittant streams _nd forests.

Néarest water: nature, direction and distance: intarmittant ztreans runting east/7est z-e to the
north znd south c. 50 yds, from the site.

Dimension of site: jn1no-m

Description: depth, soil, collecting conditions: surface collection in plowed field with emerging.
wiieat cCrope. ' ’

Specimens collected: kinds, quantities, materials:

Specimens reported. owners. address: o5t ent of Antiropolozy, College of William and viary

Other documentation:  reports, historical data:

-

Condition:  erosion, cultivation, excavation, construction:
commendations: 1o in .« to evalunte site signi.ic nce
Photo: one ' * Map: Lone
Recorded by: T 35pin! Date:
) Jo iie D(Jrln:(le, JI.‘. 1—11“’34

(Use reverse side of sheet and additional puges for sketches of site and artifacts)
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VIRGINIA RESEARCH CENTER FOR ARCHAEOLOGY
SITE SURVEY FORM

y Name of site: Hone (GL~13) Site number:

e of sile: . Cultural affiliation: hist
Type of S0 yonting Station (Surface Scatter) witural aTIHatton: Prehlgtorie

Map reference: Surry USGS 754 wad/ Norge Quad
Latitude 0 * * north. Longitude 0 * * west, o
UTM. Zone Easting Northing . z
(ur distance from printed edge of map: bottom edge right edge ) =
Owner/address: H:-,rrison and Lear Inc., Tower Box 66, 2101 Executive Dr. dewport Hews, Va
Tenant/address: 1i, -nd J. Hofmeyer, Taiohund Plantation, Churles City, Va
Attitude toward uweshgauun Excellent
Infurmaut/addtess
Surveyed by: 2 R neinhart, J. He Sorinkle Date: oring, 1983
General surroundings: nlowed fields mter*@ctcd by possible springs which zorm intermittant
strezms
Nearest water: nature, direction and distance: 2djacent intermittant streams
Dimension of site: ;1 1nowm
Description: depth, soil, collecting conditions: siz>f2ce collection in olowed field with emer3ing _gz
wheat. %)
° -
a
Specimens coilected: kinds, quantities, materials:
Specimens reported, owners. address: 1o . nynent of Anthropslozy, College of William and ulxry
Other ducumentation:  reports, historical data: ’
i
0
Condition:  erosion._cultivation, excavation. construction: ;
: 5
: g
Recommendations: ilone i
Photo}jone '. Map: lione
Recorded by: 5, 11, 3.rinkle, Jr. Date: 1-11-3]

-

(Us(c reverse side of sheet and additional puges for sketches of site and artifacts)



VIRGINIA RESEARCH CENTER FOR ARCHAEOLOGY
SITE SURVEY FORM

Nume of site: piney Grove (G1-14) Site number:
Type of sit¢: pomegtic? Cultural alfiliation: o o000 0

Map rcfcrcncc:mxv USGS 75! Ouad

Latitude 0 ) * north. Longitude 0 * west, -~
UTM. Zone Easting Northing . =
(or distance from printed edge of map: bottom edge right edge ) =
OW"ff/Jdd'“Wc_rrlson and Lear Tnc., Tower Box 66, 2101 Executive Dr. Neworot News, VA
Tenant/address: ;7. ong J. Hofmeyer, Tomzhund Plantatlon, Charles City, VA
Attitude tow.ud investigation: excellent
Informant/address: B
: . ’ . te: s
Surveyed by’ b Reinhart, J. He Sprinkle, Jre Date:s ring, 1983
General surroundings: .. '
plowed fields and swampy forests
N ater: , directi distance: . .
Nearest water: nature, direction and distance ‘Jemes River adjacent to the south
Dimension of site: unknown
Description: depth, soil, collecting conditions: Site predicted from historic map location. g
Surface collection of surrounding fallow fields found little evidence of site. .
Specimens collected: kinds, q\fantmes. matemls:Hone
Specimens reported. cwners, address:

Other ducumentation:  reports, historical data: 5ite is shovm on VRCA map collection ifs '
V-59 pt. II 1562, V=45 »%. IX 1307, nd =38 pt. I 1864. !
Condition: -efosion. cultivation. excavation, construction: ;

3
g
: e
Recommendations: 4445 tional surface collection and shovel testing should be done.
b
:’{h(:m:‘bne * Map: None
ccorded by: 7. 1, Sirinkle, Jr. Date: 2.20-84

(Use reverse side of sheet and additional pages for sketches of,'site and artifacts)
-




VIRGINIA RESEARCH CENTER FOR ARCHAEOLOGY

SITE SURVEY FORM
Name of site: Hone (GL-15) Site number:
Type of site:Surface Scatter, Lithic Reduction Site Cultural alfiliation: prehistoric
Map reference:Surry USGS 73' Quad
Latitude 0 ) * north. Longitude 0 ' ™ west.
UTM. Zone —__ Eusting Northing

(or distance from printed edge of map: bottom edge right edge )

Owner/address: Harrison and Lear Inc., Tower Box 66, 2101 Executive Dr. Newport ilews, VA

Tenant/address: 11, and J, Hofmeyer, Tomahund Plantation, Charles City, Va
Attitude toward investigation: oycellent
Informant/address:

Surveyed by: . R, Reinhart, J. He Sprinkle, Jr. Date: Spring, 1983

General s"mmm""gs:plowed fields adjacent to Chickahominy River about .75 miles from

Barret's Point. .

N?arest water: nature, direction and distance: Scatter is adjacent to the Chickahoi River

with a small woods, swamp and intermittant stream immediately south.

Dimension of site: ynimown

Description: depth, soil, collecting conditions: . \.r- -0 collection of emerging wheat fizld.

-

Specimens collected: kinds, quantities, materials: flakes =nd chur;ks of quartzite.

Specimens reported. owners. addresspe \aptment of Anthropolozy, College of William and liary

Other documentation:  repuorts, historical data: lone
Condition: _erosion,_cultjvatipn. excavation. ¢unstruction:

Recommendations: 3, rr10e collection and stovel testing to determine extent of sub-
;h(m?: ffg@e reatures | " Mapione

ecorded by .

‘ " J. He Sorinkle, Jr. Date: 5_29-84

(Use reverse side of sheet and additional pages for sketches of site and artifacts)
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VIRGINIA RESEARCH CENTER FOR ARCHAEOLOGY
SITE SURVEY FORM

Name of site: lone (GL-16) Site number:
Type of site: Saw Mill, Wharf, Industrial Comp. Cultural affilistion: Historie, 19thC,
Ferrye. probable 18thC.
Map reference: Surry USGS 7'  Quad
Latitude [t : * north. Longitude v * * west, -~
UTM. Zone Easting Northing . g
“(or distance from printed edge of map: bottom edge right edge ) =
Owner/addressia~rison and Lear Inc., Tower Box 66, 2101 Executive Dr. Mewport News VA
Tenant/address: i}, and J. Hofmeyer, Tomahund plantation, Charles City, VA
Attitude toward investigation: excellent
lnfurmant/a(!dress: Hofmeyers above 7 . Date:
Surveyed by:p, n, Reinhart, J. H. Sprinkle, Jr. ate: goring, 1983
General surroundings:, ) ¢ extends into the Chickahominy River. Saw Mill/Industrizl
Comnlex is located along shore on the first point of land up the Chickahominy
from Barret's Point,
Nearest water: nature, direction and distance: sce above
Dimension of site:
ovn :
Description: depth, soil, collecting conditions: Wharf can be seen well at low tide. Saw I1ill £
consists of a standing structure (brick) with associated unidentified featurcs. ';
g
Specimens collected: kinds, quantities. materialsy; ., o
Specimens reported. owners. address:
Other documentation: reports, historical datallofmeyers reported that Saw I1ill Complex was loc:ted !
on that point of land in the 20th C. ‘Yharf is perhaps a remnant df nistoric fe:r i
called Barret'!s Ferry. Hofmeyers also renorted that Saw mill utilized a narrow )
mase railrocd to bring trees {rom tle intcrior forests to the mill. Z
Condition: erosion, cultivation,“excavation, construction: ®
——— z
3
-4

Recommendations: pogtiny should be desighed to detemine the range and extent of the

Industrinal amd derry compleoxcs.

Photoy, . Map: .
Recordi‘dn‘gy: P: ilone

J. H. Sorinkle, Jr. Date: 5_50-04

{Use reverse side of sheet and additional pages for sketches of site and artifacts)
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VIRGINIA RESEARCH CENTER FOR ARCHAEOLOGY
SITE SURVEY FORM

Nume of site:3;one (GL—17) Site number:

Cultural affiliation:

Type of site: gun ting Station/Trash Deposit Prehistoric
. Historic
Map reterence: Surry USGS 73! Quad 5
Latitude 0 : * north. Longitude v * " west.
UTM. Zone Easting Northing .
(or distance from printed edge of map: bottom edge right edge )

Owner/address:iiarrison and Lewr Inc., Tower Box 56, 2101 Executive Drive, Uewport .l:ws VA

Ten_amladd"“f :le 2nd Jo Hofmeyer, Tomahund Plantation, Charles City, VA
Attitude toward ““’“"g"'““":excellent

Informant/address:
:. . Date:
Surveyed bY:q R, Reinhart, J. H. Sprinkle, Jr. Saring, 1983

General surroundings: slowed fields along hizh platezu of %and (30-35' elev,).with
severalpotential ancient streams runninz down slope to a lowland plain (10').

Nearest water: nature, direction and distance: fniermittant siream 100yds. to the south.
Poszible ssring heads locmted nezrby.

Dimension of site: un!mown

Description: depth, soil, collecting conditions:surfzce dollection of emarting wheat field.
Artifacts were loc.ted on the edges of the ravines formed by the ancient stre.nos.

Specimens collected: kinds, quantities, materials: Sn211 amounts of late reduction stage flekes.
Historie ceranics includcd ironstone and creamware.
Specimens reported. cwners. "dd"sﬁepartment of Anthrooology, College of William and Hary

Other ducwimentation:  repuorts, historical data: 53+e ig loc ted ¢lose to historic road that 2
went towurd Borret's Ferry.

Condition:  erosion, cultivation, excavation. construction:

R ———— e

Recommendations: Shovel testinz to locazte nossible suvsurface features.

Photo: - * Map;rone

gone
Recorded by> [y g iie gr Date: 5_50-84

(Use reverse side of sheet and additional pages for sketches of site and artifacts)
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VIRGINIA RESEARCH CENTER FOR ARCHAEOLOGY
SITE SURVEY FORM

Name of site: None (GL—18) Site number:
Type of sm:Lithic scatter Cultural aifiliation: prehistorio

Map rclcrcncctamrx USGS 73 quad
Latitude v ' * north. Longitude v ' " west.
UTM. Zone Easting Northing
(or distance from printed edge of map: bottom edge

)

Owner/address: Harrison and Lear Inc., Tower Box 66, 2101 Executive Dr. Newport Ilfews VA
Tenant/address: Jle and J. Hofmefer, Tomahund Plantation, Charles City, VA

Attitude toward investigation: excellent -

Informant/address: .

Surveyed by: 7, R, Reinhort, Je He Sprinkle, Jr. Date: 5pring, 1983

right edge

General surroundings:y » o4 on small flood plain adjacent to James Riverjust west of
Shellbank Creck

Nearest water: nature, direction and distance: .o spsve

Dimension of site: unimown

Description: depth, soil, collecting conditions: ;rface geatter was encountered during system-tié
shovel testing as a pzrt of a forest survey.

Specimens collected: kinds, quantities. materials: quartzite flokes

Specimens reported, owners, addressDesartment of Anthropolozy, Colleje of VWilliam and iwry

Other ducumentation: reports, historical data: zfone

Condition:  erosion, cultivation, excavation, construgtion:

Recommendations: Shovel testing for potential burried surfaces.

Ph("(, s

: ‘ " Map:
Recurd'ﬁy: Pllone

Date:
- Je lla Sorinkle, Jr. 2-20-34

(Use reverse side of sheet and additional pages for sketches of site and artifacts)
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VIRGINIA RESEARCH CENTER FOR ARCHAEOLOGY

SITE SURVEY FORM
Name of sitejlone (GL~19) Site number:
Type of site: Domestic Resid .nce Cultural affiliation: 3 c4oric, 19thC.
Map reference: syprry USGS 75! Qued
Latitude 0 * * north. Longitude 0 ' ™ west.
UTM. Zone Easting Northing .
(or distance from printed edge uf map: bottom edge right edge )

Owner/address:ijarrison and Le»r Inc., Tower Box 66, 2101 Executive Drive, Newport ilews VA

Tenant/addressij, -nd J. Hofmeyer, Tomahund Plantation, Charles City, VA
Attitude toward investigation: 5..o]1ent

Informant/address: %

Surveyed by:n_ R, Reinnert, J. H. Sprinkle, Jre Date: o ring, 1983

General surroundings: . . . . . -
Site is on a narrow point o land which sticks out into the swzaps

located wegt of Shellbank Cr:ek alnong the James River. The area is wooded.

Nearest water: nature, direction and distance: Swamps surround and tle James River is less thzn
«25 miles due south.

Dimension of site: unknovn

Description: depth, soil, collecting conditions: Purcosive shovel testing in a relatively

open area on the crest of the voint of land revealed a deep plow zone and artifacts.

Specimens collected: kinds, quantities, materials: 19thC. stoneware and ironstone.

Specimens reported. owners. addressing . rtnent of anthropology, College of Willism and iiary

Other ducumentation:  reports, historical data: fone

Condition:  erosion, cultivation, excavation, construction:

Recommendations: Shovel testing to loci:te subsurfoce features

Photo: ilona . Map: :ione
Recorded by: Date:
Je Ile Sor‘nkle, Jr. 2-20-34

(Use reverse side of sheet and additional pages (or sketches of site and artifacts)
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VIRGINIA RESEARCH CENTER FOR ARCHAEOLOGY
SITE SURVEY FORM

Name of site: llone (GL~20) Site number:

Type of Sile: pomestic Residence Cultural atfiliation: 19-20th C.
Map reference: Surry USGS T74' Quad

Latitude v * * north. Longitude ) * " west.

UTM. Zone Easting Northing
(or distance from printed edge of map: bottom edge right edge

)

Owner/address: 12 vrison ond Year, Inc., Tower Box 66, 2101 Executive Dr., Hewport News

Tenant/address: ;1. - 7. Hofmeyer, Tomahund Pla.nta.tion, Charles City, Va
Altitude toward investigation: efcellent
Informant/address:

. : te: .
Surveyed by: 1 o Reinhart, J. H. Sprinkle Dt spring, 1983

General surroundings: Tsrest. site is loczated on = high ridge of lend overlooking
a small creek to the west of Shellbank Creek on the James fiver.

Nearest water: nature, direction and dis‘ﬂﬂcei'Intemi‘-:tant gtream is located several hundred feet
to the west of the site and dovmslote from it. *he James River is less than .25 mi.

ue . . . .
D(iimensnon oPsne Site consists of extant trailer and associated framed structure which is

in disrepair (prob~bie “ouse)
Description: depth, soil, collecting conditions: none

Specimens collected: kinds, quantities. materials: none

Specimens reported. owners, address:

Other ducumentation:  reports, historical data:
Condition:  erosion, cultivation, excavation, construction:
——————

Recommendations: Ilone
Photo: {lone * Map: HNone

Recorded by: = Date:
Jo He 8rinkle T 11-29-85

Use reverse side of sheet and additional pages for sketches of site and artifacts)
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VIRGINIA RESEARCH CENTER FOR ARCHAEOLOGY
SITE SURVEY FORM

Name of site: None Site number: GL21
T."I’L‘ ol site: Cellar ruin and artifact Cultural affiliation: Historic (18th and
scatter 20th-century components)

Map reference: Surry Quadrangle
Latitude o * * north. Longitude . o . ™ west. .
UTM. Zone Easting Northing ] .

{or distance from printed edge of map: bottom edge_22%'" :  right edge 17=1/)16") (house shown on
' 1965 USGS map)

Owner/address: Harrison and Lear, Inc., Tower Box 66, 2101 Executive Drive, Newport News,

Tenant/address: N, and J. Hofmeyer, 'l'omahund Plantation, Charles City, VA VA 23666
Attitude toward investigation: Excellent

Informant/address: Hofmeyers (above).
Surveyed by: T, R, Reinhart and sons Date:11/27/83

General surroundings: House cellar ruin with standing chimney and several wooden outbuildi ngs
on west edge of terrace; plowed field to south and west, road and plowed field to

to east, and forest to distant north .

Nearast water: nature, direction and distance: Chickahominy River c. 500 yards to west; swamp c.
10C yards to north

Dimension of site: C, 200 ft. (north-south) and 100 feet (east-west)

Dzscrintion:  depth, soil, collecting conditions: Thick grass covers the site but the plcwed field
on the slope to the west has an artifact scatter; dark occupation fill (?) seen
at one point along the edge of field behind the house cellar ruin where the
18th~century artifacts are concentrated in field

-

Specimens collected:  kinds, quantities, materials: A 1939 Mercury dime and 20th-century whiteware,
stcneware, nails (wire), glass were found scattered in the field adjacent to
the house cellar; green bottle glass, including some kick fragments, yellow
glipware, German stoneware, and pipestem fragments represent the 18th-century

.cumponent )
Speciicns reported, owners. address: ponarement of Anthropolegy, College of William and Mary

Other docuinentation:  reports, historical data: None known for early component, unless this is
associated with Piney Grove Plantation; Griesenauer family was last to live
in house represented by the cellar ruin

Condition:  erosivn. cultivation. excavation, construction: Culctivation and fallow; land on market
and will eventually be developed

- Recommendations: Test excavations planned for early 1984

Photo: Nene * Map: -None
Recorded by: T. R. Reinhart Date 11/29/83 .

{Use reverse side of sheet and additional pages for sketches of site and artifacts)
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VIRGINIA RESEARCH CENTER FOR ARCHAEOLOGY
SITE SURVEY FORM

Name of site: None Site number: g1.92

Type of site: Historic/prehistoric occupation Cultural alfiliation: English colonial ca.
1650/unidentified aboriginal

Map reference: Surry Quadrangle

. . L

Latitude 0 * north. Longitude ) west.

-UTM. Zone __ Easting Northing — )
(or distance from printed edge of mup: bottom edge 21-1/2" right edge 17=3/}6"

Owner/address: Harrison and Lear, Inc., Tower Box 66, 2101 Executive Drive, Newport News,

Tenant/uddress: N. and J. Hofmeyer, Tomahund Plantation, Charles City, VA VA 23666
Attitude toward investigation: Excellent
Informant/address: None

Surveyed by: T. R, Reinhart and students Date: 17/18/83

General surroundings: Agricultural field directly north of James River/Chickahominy River
and Barret's Point; trees line small intermittent creek/swamp separating this field

- from field just east of it; site is on east edge of field ca. 100 feet west of this
creek and directly opposite the access road/path between the two fields

Nearest water: nature, direction and distance: See above
1

Dimension of site: Ca, 50-foot diameter

Description: depth, soil, collecting conditions: Surface collection made on winter wheat field
about a month after planting; collection conditions good (site missed earlier
when field in fallow); no soil stains visible.

Specimens collected: kinds, quantities. materials: Quartzite aboriginal flake; pipe bowl (3) and
stem (10 at 8/64" and 3 at 7/64") fragments; 3 small pieces of burnt green bottle
glass; 2 pieces of red earthenware (one with dark brown glaze); handle fragment
of stoneware with mottled brown glaze; base of spent shotgun shell (WESTERN
XPERT No 12 MADE IN AJ.S._A.); 6 pieces of stone (2 gray chert flakes, 3 burnt

Specimens reported. owners. addresy: grayish-white fragments, and "a cream-colored fragment

Department of Anthropology .
College of William & Mary of polished stone with one end beveled).

Other ducumentation: reports, historical data: None

Condition:  erusion. cultivation, excavation, cunstruction: Cultivation

Recommendations: To be tested in summer of 1984

S 4

Photo: None ; S Map: None
Recorded by: T, R. Reinhart e Date:1/31/84

(Use reverse side of sheet and additional pages for sketches of site and artifacts)
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VIRGINIA RESEARCH CENTER FOR ARCHAEOLOGY
SITE SURVEY FORM

Name of site; ifone (GL—23) Site number:

Type of site: Domostic Cultural affiliation: Historic 19-20thC.

Map rcfcrcncc‘Surw USGS TA' mad

Latitude . v : * north. Longitude v * west.
UTM. Zone ____ Easting Northing
(or distance from printed edge of map: bottom edge right edge

).

Liuna)

Owner/uddressiry i son and Lear, Inc., Tower Box 66, 2101 Executive Dr., ilewpart Hews

Tenant/address: -
Attitude toward n‘wcshgatus]l.l' ezog_liizg’ Tomahund Plantatlon, Charles City, Va

Informant/address:
Surveyed by: T, R, Reinhart, J. H. Sprinkle, Jr. Date: Spring, 1983

General surroundings: poragt, Loczted near tip of fidge overlooking small floodplain to
Jemes River about 25 miles upriver from the mouth of Shellbank creek.

- Nearest water: nature, direction and distance: jomes River is less than 100yds. due south.

Dimension of site: Unknown cellar feature is about 4' deep

Description: depth, soil, collecting conditions: 5i te consists aof partially hidden cellcr feature
and associated brick fall/concentration. Bulb-flowers also seen ne.r acea.
Shovel tests revzaled grezter than 18" A-hori:-on nexr house site.

199ys depy

Specimens collected: kinds, quantities, materials: ilone. Only chips of brick werz found in shovel
tests.

Specimens reported. owners, address: Denzriment of Anthronology, College of William and ilavy

Other ducumcntation:  reports, historical data: 15y 50 annears on John W. Donn's Map "James River frcm
Colleze Creek" and on Anon 1908 "James River, Point of Shoals to Sandy Point". ilcuse
ghovm ';ith nlowed fields and fenced in arcae Also on 1917 U3SGS 2Quad ilap.

Condition:  erosion, cultivation, excavation. construction:

RQUNN g "

Recommendations: Documenty ’ese".rch ahd drcheoeological testing snould be done to evaluute

notential signilicnce.
oto: 5 * Map: 1Ione

' Rew'd"dnbv Je He Sorinkle, Jr. Date: > o0-84

(Use reverse side of sheet and additional pages for sketches of site and artifacts)



VIRGINIA RESEARCH CENTER FOR ARCHAEOLOGY
SITE SURVEY FORM

Name of site: jlone (Gl-24) Site number:

Type of site: Domestic/Agricultural Cultural alfiliation: 5 545r50 19thC.,

20thC,
Map reference: Surry USGS 74' Quad
Latitude v * * north. Longitude v * ** west.
UTM. Zone Easting Northing

).

(or distance from printed edge of map: bottom edge right edge
Owner/address: arrison and Lear, Inc., Tower Box 66, 2101 Ixecutive Dr., Hewport liews
Tenant/address: :1, ond J. Eofmeyer, Tomahund Plantation, Charles City, Va.

Atitude toward investigation: oycellent

Informant/address:

Surveyed by: n. p. Reinhart, T. H. Sorinkle, Jr. Spring, 1933

General surroundings: Forest.e Site7is located on zently sloping plateau with intermittant
strezns to the north and east which flow into Shellbank Creek.

Date:

Nearest water: nature, direction and distance: stre-ms are 50-100*' to the north, with the Jumes
River b ut less than .25 miles due south,

Dimension of site: unknosm

Description: depth, soil, collecting conditions: 'or :st conditions prohibited surface collection,
novevir several feztures were visible above ;round, including a well head and two
cement str .ctures loczted close *to the stresm. In .d. ition, cindcr-block foundution

footings were fcocund in a house-like pattern.

Specimens collected: kinds, quantities, materials: 19 2nd 20thC. ceramics found in shovel tests.
Specimens reported. ywners. address: po . ptnent of Znthrovolozy, College of William and liary
Other documentation: reports, historical data: jone

Condition:  cerosion, cultivation, excavation, construction:

Recommendations: fiistorical rescorch for Hos3ible cignific:nce determin:tion

Photo: Jone * Map: ilone
Recorded by: j, {1, Sorinkle, Jr. Date: 2-.20-84

(Use reverse side of sheet and additional puges for sketches of site and artifacts)
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VIRGINIA RESEARCH CENTER FOR ARCHAEOLOGY
SITE SURVEY FORM

’
Name of site: llone (GI;SQS) Site number:
Type of site: Indus‘rial Cultural affiliation:19-20 thC,

Map reference: ilorge USGS 775 Cuad

Liuno)y

193ys depy

Latitude ) . ** nurth. Longitude V) ~ west.

UTM. Zone Easting Northing .

(or distance from printed edge of map: bottom eage right edge )

v . T - o s < Lo
Owner/sddress: ferrison and Lear, inc., Towver 3ox 66, 2101 Executive Dr., Llewport ilews
Tenant/address: I & J ilofmeyer, Tomahund Plantation, Charles City, Va
Attitude toward investigation:ezzcellent
Informant/address: Hofmeyers
suwcyed bY' Jo Eo S_Jrinl':le, and Te R. Reinhart Da‘e: 5pring, 1983
eral surroundings: - . . . . . .
Genera WES: 7orest. Site is located =djacent io a grownover road which at one time
connected to the route 5.
Nearest water: nature, direction and distance: Chicizzhominy River sreater than 2 miles due west.
Dimension of site: unlmown, severzl standing siructures remain
Description: depth, soil, collecting conditions: .~
Specimens collected: kinds, quantities, materials: pone
Specimens reported. owners, address: none
Other documentation:  reports. historical data: Informants indiczted that this cluster of baildings !
. . . . . - . : 1 '

served 23 the C mnany stcre znd stroate facilities for the logging o peration that !
once occured on the vroporty. +this site is associated with GL-16 thich wa: the s.w
mill site in the timber o-s:eration. '
Condition:  erosion. cultivation, excavation. construction:

= quny g

Recommendations: {istorical survey to determine possible aignificance of losging onper:tion
to stzte or loc:l historye )

Photo: -, Map..:
Recorded by Pione
o Je e S;rinkle, Jre Date: 2-20—84

(Use reverse side of sheet and additional puges for sketches of site and artifacts)




VIRGINIA RESEARCH CENTER FOR ARCHAEOLOGY

)

A
i SITE SURVEY FORM
Name of site: Site numbcr:- 443C23
Type of site: Indian Culturat aftiliation:
Map reference:
Latitude Oyo BTy Longitude v ’  west. -
UT M. Zone 18 Easting j&&g‘oo Northing 4124140 :c-_:

tor distance from printed edge of map:  bottom edge right edge
Owncer/address: ;‘
Tenant/address: '3
Attitude toward investigation: @
Informant/address: Q
Survered by: Date: =
: ) ¥: College of William and Mary : g
General surroundings:
Nearest water:  nature, direction and distance:
Dimertsion ol site:
Description:  depth, soil, collecting conditions: >
=
2
3
2
2z
Q
~
]
o

Specimens collected:  kinds. quantities, materials:

Specimens reported, owners, addiess:

Other documentation: repotts, histoneal data:

el
Condition:  eroston, cultivation, excavation, constiuction: ;
Erosion by Chichahominy River g_
Recommendations:
~
Photo: Map: g
Recorded by: pr, Barka, Dr. McCary Date: N

(Use revense side of sheet and additional pages tor sketches ot site and artifacts)
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VIRGINIA RESEARCH CENTER FOR ARCHAEOLOGY
SITE SCRVEY FORM

oo . 44JC24
ne ol site. Site number.
w ol site Cultural altiliation:

18th Century
yvactearenee:
L atitude Q ) T onorth, Longitude v ’ owest.
UTM. Zone 18 Easting 3§}'520_ Northing 4123360
tor distance from printed edge of map:  bottom cdge right edge _____)
weraddress:
ant‘address:
tude toward investigation:
rmant‘address:
eved by college of William and Mary Date: 3
2ral surroundings:
rest water:  nature, direction and distance:
tension of site:
cription:  depth, soil, collecting conditions:
cimens collected:  kinds. quantities, materials:
ctimens reported. owners, address:
er documentation  reports, Tustorical data:
Wition:  croston, cultivation, excavation, comtitction:
commendations:
o Map:
Date:

:orded by: pe Barka, Dr. McCary

e reverse side of sheet and additional pages for sketches obf site and artifacts)
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VIRGINIA RESEARCH CENTER FOR ARCHAEOLOGY
SITE SURVEY FORM

Name of site Site number

Tyvpe of it Indian Cultural alfiliation:

Map veterence:

. .

Latitude 0 o “ north. Loungitude 0 west,

UTM. Zone tg  Easting _338999-.  Northing _432342

(or distance rom printed edge of map:  bottom cdge right edge

)

Owner ‘address:

Tenant/address:

Attitude toward investigation:

Informant/address:

Surveved by: College of William and Mary Date:

Seneral surroundings:

Nearest water:  nature, direction and distance:

Dimension of site:

Description:  depth. <oil, collecting conditions:

Specimens collected:  kinds. quantities, materials:
Specimiens reported. owners. address:

Other docwmentation: aeports, historical data.
Condition:  erosion, cultivation, excavation, constinction

Recomnizndations:

Photo: Map:
Recorded by: Dr. Barka, Dr. McCary Date:

Use reverse side of sheet and additional pages for <Ketches ot site and artifacts)
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