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7. Description 

Condition Chock on. 

- ruin8 - altered 
Yk One & excellent - deteriorated 2 unaltered - original slte 

- good m o v e d  date N/A 
- fair -x- unsxpoaed 

Describe the prownt and orlmin8l (if known) phy8ic.t appearance 
 DESCRIPTION 

44AC4, an archaeological s i t e  dating to the second half of the 
lieved to have been associated w i t h  Colonel Wund Scarborah, l ies 

. ,.&.,+* AR(3IAEOLOGICAC ANALYSIS 

In 1966, Mr.  and Mrs. R. S . Nichols r 
logis t the presence of archaeological 
traditionally beliwed to contain the 
Ecbmd Scarborough. & that t i m e  the s i t e  was designated 4WC4 and included in the 
state 's  official inventory of archaeological sites. An archaeologist fran the V i q -  
Historic Landnarks Camdssion's Research Center for Archaeology visited the s i t e  in 1978 
and docuuented a discrete artif act scatter ~~leasuring approximately b o  hmdred feet in 
diameter. He also recorded the presence of a subsurface feature, a possible barrel-lined 
well, reported by the property mers. 

In March of 1982, staff archaeologists visited 44AC4 t o  del imit  the s i t e  and assess 
its integrity.. The s i t e  was found to enccnrpass approximately % acres, 3% of f ich  were 
in cultivation and the ranainder in woodland which separated the field 
. Site conditions within the cultivated field provided excellent 
during the 1982 survey. A n  inmature stand of wheat on the s i t e  permitted werall visi- 
bi l i ty  of 75% or better. A controlled systematic surface collection was cmduted 
the surface of the s i t e ,  follmed by limited test  excavations within those areas in:.which 
the m a t e s  t artifact amcentrations were noted. 

Telephone poles which bisect the s i t e  on a rcq$ly north-south axis provided a 
baseline for  the controlled surface collectim (Figure 1). The southemmst w l e  was 
designated as the s i t e  d a m  point and .-hark. A grid was established, udliz- 
collecting units ten meters square. hch  square was assigned a survey rmbr and a l l  
artifacts accept brick, shell, and fire-cracked rock m e  collected. Due to the presence 
of a dense shell midden on the southern end of the s i t e  (Photo I) ard varying concentrat1.0~1~ 
of both red and yellow Dutch brick. throughout the si te,  densities of these artifacts were 
estimated and plotted, an approach which minimized the effects of d a c e  collecting. 

~everai shovel-sized test pits  were excavated in the central -tion of the field 
where the heaviest concentrations of artifacts occurred. Three intact, rectangular 
subsurface features were encountered belm a plow zone about m t y - f i v e  centimeters 
deep. Addi t iona l  tes t  p i t s  delineated each of these features, a c h  consisted of a Large 
square pi t  (Featme A) measuring apprdmately a t  meters by eight meters; a d 1 e r  
feature @atme B) measuring five m e w s  a l a  an east-west axis by seven meters narth 
.to south and Located to the north af the p r ~ ~ i o u s l y  described feature; d a very d l  
square feature (Feature C) measuring three meters by three meters and located southeast 
of Feanne A. The soils of Features A and C consisted of dark brm midden qmtaining 

(See Cantinuation Sheet #I) 



8. Significance 

Period - prehistoric 
- 1400-1499 
- 1500-1599 
2 160(F1699 
J& 170&7799 
- 1800-1 899 
- 1900- 

Arerm ot SlanJllcrncm-Check and justify below 
- archeology-prehlstorlc - community plannlng - landscape arch i tec ture  reHglon 

archeology-htstorlc - conaervatlon - law - science 
- agriculture - economics - lkentura - sculpture - architecture - education - m l l l w  - sociaU - art - snglnmrlng - rnurlc humanitarian 
- commerce 2 exploration/.cttlement - philosophy - theater 
. communications - Industry - polltlc~govemment - tranaportrtion 

- Invention - other (specify) 

Speciflc dater V a r i o u s  BuildrrlArchltwt N/A 

Statement ot Slgnific8nce (in one prrrgnph) 

44AC4. a rmlCi-camonent historic s i t e  located ((1 in 
Accc~lack h t y ,  virgin&, has been dated artifactually to t h e  17th and 18FcentUries and 
is believed to be the s i t e  of Occohamxk m e ,  the manor plantation of Colonel E&mmcl 
Scarborwgh. Speaker of the Virginia House of Burgesses a t  the assembly of 1645-46 and the 

I&. A rrvlp dated 1670 reveals & presence 
at the location of 44AC4. Intact subsurface 
s i te  indicate tha t  44AC4 is essentially intact. 
s i te ,  conducted in conjunctim w i t h  historical 

research into t h e  extensive docunentary records of Accanack County, should yield new. 
information about 17th- and 18th-century cultural patterns, data applicable to other 
areas i n  eastern Virginia for which the official records have been destroyed. As well, 
excavation should yield new insights into me of the Eastern Share ' s m e  prcninent colonial 
families . 

The earliest patent for land in the vicinity of the acreage mminated is dated 
August 1649, a t  which time a total of two thousand acres on the north side of 0 - was naminally held by EdaMld Scarborough, Jr., then d y  seven years old. The tract 
extended easmard to a little creek or gut east of an old Indian field, perhaps the 
field identified as "Indian Dancing Grounds" on an 1818 plat of the property. Thee Years 
later an additional were patented in the &me of 
f i t t le tm SCarboragh, ~ l s o  the- son of C o b 1  E d m d  Scarkcutqh. In 1650, Indian rights to 

called OCcaha-Mcke were buught by Colcmel Fmand. Scarborwgh, father of E&md Jr. , 
fmo Na- ( ~ w m p e ) ,  an hdian leader who called -elf +& Ehpcm: of the Eastem 
Shore. l[he &ansaction mted in the January 1656 w i l l  of Wachawaqe, which states that he! 
-eyed the Land to  the hgl i sh  out of his love and Eiffection for them. His w i l l  also in- 
dicates that s- Indians w e  still 1iW-g in the vicinity of Ofcaharrnock in 1656. 

According to local tradition, Colanel Edmnd S c a r a h  made 
hcare, though he owned thousands of acres elsewhere. Supporting 
1654 court d e s i t i b n  by Mary, wife of &lane1 Edrund Scarborough, which refers to the 
existence of the family harne a t  Occohammck. The ca. 1670 map of Augustine Ikmman, de- 

and Maryland, indicates the location of tip house atd- 
the s i t e  of 44AU (Figure 2). 

Colonel E h h d  .Scaiborough a C O ~ ~ ~ U I  and controversfal figme in the history 
of the Eastern Shore. He intermittently represented North;nnptm County and Accanack 
b t y  in  the Virginia House of Burgesses bemeen 1643. and his death in 1671 and served 
as Howe Sp* in 1645-46. Ordered to be arrested by the J-s City c m ~ t  in May 1651 
for participating in an i l l s a l  m c h  against the Pocanoke Indians, Scarbo- again 
attracted the attentian of the colanial g w m t  in 1652 when he illegally seized a New 

(See Continuation Sheet #2) 
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10. Geographical Data 
Acreage of nomlmteci property 9 .5  acres 
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7. D E S C R P I T O N  -- Pychaeological Analysis 

ar t i facts  and shell. Feature B was f i l led  with a l ighter brown loam mottled with clay. 
The size and shape of Features A, B, and C suggest that they may have been cellars or 
storage pi ts .  

A one ~ m t e r  by tm meter t e s t  a t '  designated W/l was dug into the north end of 
Feature A (Photo 11) in an a t t q t  to d e t e m h  its £unction and relationship to the other 
features at U 4 .  Although testing revealed the feature t o  be straidit-sided. thereby 
strengthening the hypothesis that the feature was a cellar (Photo I1 1, probing a r d  
the perimeter of the feature failed to  rweal any intact brick walls. Within the toD 
laver of Feature A, several fragments of a Geman stoneware tankard m e  noted, which 
date to the f i r s t  quarter of the 18th century (PhotoIII) , suggesting that Feature A was 
backfilled a t  that time. 

During the controlled surface collection three snall  circular deposits were n o t d  
on the surface of the  s i t e  t o  the east of Features A, B, and C. A one by two meter t e s t  
Mt , designated 44AC4/2, was excavated near the edge of the largest of these features. 
Numerous fragments of butchered animal bones and shell w e  noted w i t h i n  the p l a j  z0ne 
directly above this feature. Excavatia was halted once the plow zone was mmved and 
the feature's outline delineated (PbtofV). Sane of the artifacts recweed within 
the plow zone above this f e a m e  include English white clay pipe stans with st= holes 
m i n g  8/64 inch in d i a t e r  , suggesting site occupancy as early as 1628-1680; Staffad- 
shire canbed slipware; coarseware f r q t s  w i t h  a mottled glaze; wrought-iron nails ; 
and wine bottle glass. Because of the quantity of animal bone and shell ,  these so i l  
disturbances are  believed t o  be refuse pi ts .  

As a relatively high h e r  of prehistoric ar t i facts  were observed within the large, 
dense shell  midden along the southern end of the field, a third test unit, 44AC4/3, a one 
meter by one meter square, was placed in the woods adjacent t o  the midden in order t o  
d&ermine whether the midden contained an intact prehistoric deposit. Testing indicated 
that the midden may have originated as a prehistoric shell refuse deposit destroyed by 
subsequent tristoric period occupation. A creanware plate base mid cut: nail w e r e  recavered 
in the h e s t  level of the t e s t  unit. 

The results of the cantrolled surface collection and M t e d  test excavations a t  
4- revealed the locations of a t  least six archaeological features which research indicates 
are likely to have been associated w i t h  Scarborough f d y  occupation carmencing &ring 
the s e d  hal£ of the 17th centmy. Artifacts recovered fran 44AC4 include locally made 
pipes (1620-1680), kt& brick dating to  the 17th century, and sherds of North DeMn 
grael-tempered earthenware which dates to the 17th and 18th cenntties. The recovery of 
msmare,  Staffordshire cadxd slipware, Buckley ware, and stoneware manufactured by 
W i l l i a m  Rogers of Yorktdwn, all of &ich date to the 18th century, suggests w i t h  other 
evidence that the s i t e  was occupied £ran the mid-17th century through the third quarter 
of the 18th century. The absence of pearlware and other later dated artifacts suggests 
that VIA(% was abandoned af ter  the third quarter of the 18th century. This coincides 
with dOCUnentary research on the Scarborough family who were absentee landowners frcm 
ca. 1752 un t i l  the early 19th century, a t  which tjme a new residence, Hedra Cottage, was 
constructed elsewhere an the property. 

(See Contimation Sheet #2) 
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7. lXSCRII?TIa -- Archaeological Analysis 

The main  structure a t  44AC4 possibly consisted of a post-in-the-@ frame building, 
an architectural form carman to eastern Virginia and MaryLand during the 17th century. The 
presence of considerable quantities of terra cotta roofing tiles recovered the 
1982 surface collection indicates that the site may have been occupied by an individual 
of affluence. The presence of yel lw Dutch brick fragments suggests that the s i t e  occupant 
preferred this imported building ma te r i a l  wer locally made brick. N u n e r a ~ l ~  questions 
important to  raa te r ia l  culture may be addressed by future archaeological excavations a t  
u c 4 .  

8. SIGNIFICANCE -- Nstorical Bac@ound 

England ship in the Chesapeake Bay., having erroneously presuned it to be Dutch. A pro- 
sperous merchant, he was heavily involved in the shipping idustry and owned m y  trading 
vessels singly and in partnership. 

In 1653, u p a  being barred frum holding public office in cmnection w i t h  his outspoken 
royalism, Scarborough departed £ran the colony, leasing 'to W i l l i a m  Bunton of Boston the 
f k e e  thousand acres patented in the names of his sons. The 1653 l y ~ e  noted that the 
land was conveyed to  Bunton for a period of fourteen years, a t  whicwoung Echraard would 
achieve his majority. Although no record has been f a m i  of the leasef s cancellation, it 
is known t ha t  Scarborough r e d  occupancy on his hane acreage in 1654. In 1655 he was 

surveyor general of the colony, an office he held until  his death. 

In 1659 Colonel Scarborough led three h&ed men on a raid against the Assateague 
Indians, a military maneuver in which he was supported by the Govemm and Virginia 
Assembly. Later instnamtal in the f m t i m  of Acccrnack County in 1663, he also conducted 
a raid into the -ssa-Manokin area of Maryland, chiming that l a d  for V i r g i n i a .  In 
1568, he negotiated a settlement of the Virginia-Maryland boundaq. In 1670 he was arrested 
by Governor W i l l i a m  Berkeley for ieading an attack on peaceful Indians, tried a t  J-stm, 
and finally barred frcm c iv i l  and milimry office. He died seven mths later. 

In the early 16609, Scarborough had begun to patent land on the seaboard side of the 
Eastern Shore in the vicinity of the area called Gargaphia. He undertook various industrial 
enterprises on his southerrmost tract, named "Arcadia" and later enlarged and 
his undertakings onto Gargap& i tself ,  umed by a w i d m ,  Ms. Anne Toft. h r h g  this 
period, he %aged in saltmaking a t  Gargaphia and Occam m e ,  an enterprise d- 
denced a t  the la t ter  s i t e  by a 1669 court order mentioning the mendings of the saltpans 
there. Sateral years earlier, he had enjoyed a mxlopoly on sa l t  production for the 
Eastern Shore. A s  the mer of slaves and the employer of a tanner, four shemkers, and 
two coopers in 1662, Scarborough may have engaged in other industrLal activities a t  

--Gut besides salt-making. 

(See Cantinuation Sheet f3) 
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8. SIGNIFICANCE -- H i s t o r i d  kc- - Scarborough died intestate d h d y  in debt. His hane property 
legally amed by his son E c h d  J r .  since 1649, became the latter's 

actua possession. In May 1673, E&mnd Scarborcugh, Jr. repatented both the nJo thousand 
acres he had ini t ial ly been credited with in 1649. ~ l u s  an additional three hundred and 
fifty acres found therein by surveys 
patented in 1652 on behalf of his b i k ,  Littleton, who had subsequently died. 

E b d  Scarborough, Jr. , like his father, was praninent in court l i fe.  He served 
as a justice a t  an early date, becam sheriff in 1680 and lieutenant-colonel for Acc~nack 
County in 1699, and was w e y o r  for Acccnuck and Northampton comties. He married twice 
and had a t  least nine children. 

I3hx-d Scarborough, Jr . bequeathed 832 acres in 1712, including the family huneplace, 
t o  his eldest son, also m d  Ednaaad, one of tm sons he named after  himself. The elder 
son, howev&, was dead by 1715 and the 832 acres b e c a  the property of the younger lkbmd- 
In-1725, he, in turn, gave it to his um son, Edwrmd, to  be his a t  his father's death. 'Ihe 
son, h w e r ,  predeceased his  father and in 1752 when the elder Ednnnad Scxhough,  a 
resident of Yak Caunty, died, the Occohannock Creek property became the possession of a 
younger son, W i l l i a m .  

William Scarborough' s son, E c b d ,  acquired the haw property in 1800. This lkhmd 
bequeathed his Occohannock Creek land to  a younger brother, W i l l i a m  M. K. Scarbar@. 

Camtencing in 1809, the large tract was M v i d e d  by W i l l i a m  M.K. sCarbarW$. An 
1818 plat of the property shows W i l l i a m  Scarboruugh's house, a building named Hedra 
Cottage, but reveals no structures standing in the vicinity of 44AC4 a t  that time (Fi,-e 
3) . A n  1821 plat prepared after Willlam Scarborough's decease d e ~ i c t s  the ninety-five 
acres and house, then owned in part by his widow as k d c m r  right. A t  that time the 
acreage encanpassed by 44AC4 lay w i t h i n  the bands of the heirs of hricus Scarbough, 
deceased (Figure 4 . 

The archaeological ranairrs a t  44AC4, which represent mid-to-late 17th- and 18th- 
c e n w  occupation, are believed to be the haw of Colonel Edmnd Scarbmough and his 
son and heir, Edrmmd, Jr . -1 -aditin main- that during the 18th cen- the 
Scarborough f&ly lived a t  a house s i t e  occupied by the early 19th-century b d r a  
Cottage. The absence of artifacts p o s t d a t a  the ~evolutiomry \Jar suggests that the 

f d l y  my have relocated to the present cott-age s i t e  by that time. It 
should be recalled that the m d  scar- inherited the property by 1714 was liw in Yak County a t  the time of his death in 1752. T h s ,  it may be tha t  no me was 
1%- an the praperty between the third quarter of the 18th cen- d the s l y  19th 
century, when Hedra Cottage was hilt by William M.K. Scarborough. 

The Scarborough House s i t e  contains great potential for future archaeological research. 
Because the Scarboroughs were one of the w e a l t h i e s t  and m s t  Influential families on V-- 
ginia' s Eastem Shore k i n g  the 17th a d  18th centuries, the archaeological remaim 
associated with their occupancy -Id constitute a reference point a t  the uppa and of 
the socio-econanic scale, facilitating the interpretation of data recovered frco si tes 
linked w i t h  individuals from other levels of colonial society. The research value 

(See h t i n u a t i o n  Sheet #\4) 
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8 .  SIGNIFICANCE -- Historical Backgmund 

of the Scarborough Hause site is enhanced by the canpleteness of Accanack County's official 
records d o m t i n g  the socio-econanic satus of the inhabitants of the Eastern Shore. 

Occupation at 44AC4 spans a period in which Virginia mdement substantial social, 
political, econanic, and cultural changes. Archaeological -tion at the Scarbaraugh 
House s i te  could yield new and otherwise unavailable research data on hcw these changes 
were accepted and molded in one of eastern Virginia's m e  renote areas. As w e l l ,  new 
insights could be gained on 17th-century industrial enterprises. 

10. GEOGRAPHICAT. DATA -- Boundary Justification 

Srst Justification:- The boundary has been drawn to encanpass the~excavated area as 
e possible sltes of fencelines, outbuildirgs , and other features assodated 
with the Scarbomugh b e .  




