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1. Name of Property

historic narse: Mayhald Tontificeion
other na :ri/site numhr' 44PW226

2 Lonation

e re—

SITCCT & usabnr ~X__not 1or pubtication
city, town: Manassas KA vicinity
state: Virginia cocler VA county: Prince Wilfiam code: 152 zip code: 22110
3. Claseifiratian
Ownerstap o Propeisy Category of Fropeity Numiber of Resources within Property

. rivate — hilding(s) Contributing Noncontributing
2 public-ocal S BISITIC L buildings
__ pubtic-State . Site . STES

e UL Faderal - -a Siractu-e e e StrUcCtures

object o objects
o —0_  Totai

Nair= of related ratiole nroperty listhg Number of cor:tributingresources sreviously
Civil War Properties, Prince William County, VA listed in the National Register _{

4. State/F ederal Acency Certification

As thu c‘es:gn ted authority under the Hati iona ) Ristoric Fraservaticn Act of 1956, as amended, | hareby certify that this
. 3 1o ehipbility meets ha documeniaton stancards for reqistenng

iz Flaces and mests the procedure and protessional recu rereents set forth
/ ¢ mesels  does naomeet the Natonal Register oriena Sae
e T v. — June 16, 13989
Tate
iniy o ,«niw trepr Jpnny __ meels __ does not meet the National Registes ¢ciiteria.  ses continuationsheet.
Signa: 16 A Camumenting or atir oHIGIE. Date

State ¢ T edelegeney anc buay

5. Naticnal Perk Service Certification

1, hersky., ..-m..' that this nropertyis:

entered in the Nahional Reqisier.
Leo SANGAUALGA sheet!

Ty ncd eligible for the National
ey, ister. _ Sas continyatior. sheat,

é; ble Yor the

BN 'S "’(’Fl‘n” n«)t
N vt Unn]

28
it

— . repovad from the N....unalmglstm
__ uther, fexolainz

Signature ~f tn» Weeper Carn e Ao
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6. Furctianor Use

Historic =unctions (enter catagories from Instructic 1s):

Defanss: fortification

Current Functions (enter categories from instructions):

Landscape: unoccupied land

7. Decciipiion

Archite tura: “lassfication
{enter caizgurles from insiuctions): N/A

.

Material (enter categories from instructions):

foundation:
walls: earth

roof:
othar.

Descrbe prosent and historic physicai apnearance.

[ X7 Sre coniinuatlon shes

8. Sta:emunt of Significaiice

Certitving official has considered the significance of this propenty in relation to other properties:

[ ]raticnally { jstatewide {X]lccally

Appiic.ile Msiional Ragister Criteria [XJA [ |B [ IC [X])D

Criteriz Tonziderations (Fxceptions) { JA{ B[ JIC[ D[ IE[ F [ ]G

-

Areas »* Ticnificance (enter categories from
instruciions):

Milivary

Period of Significance:  Significant Dates:

1861-1865 186i-1664

Cultural Affiiation: N/A

Architect/Buiider: N/A

State igrificance of propasty, and lustify criteria, criteria considerations, and areas and periods of significance noted

above.

[ X ] &re cortinuation shest




9. Majut EBibliograpbhical References

[ X1 S2e continuation sheet

Previous cucumentation on file (NPS): N/A \ Primary location of additional data:
[ ] preiminary determination of  individual listing [X] State historic praservation office
(37 22FR 67} has been requested [ ] Other State agency
[ | ey listed inths National Register { ] Faderal agency
[ ] previcusy determined eligible by the National [ 1 local government
Regis.:t [ ] University \
[ ] des:gnated a Navienal Mistoric Landmark [ ] Cther
{ ] rernrciect hy Histerle #maerican Buildings Specify repository: DHL
Suivey # 221 Governor Street, Richmond, VA 23219
[ ] recordes by Historic American Engineering
Reccrd #

16 Ceraraphicat Data

Acrear. 06y lnl: (Fan 253 acre

UTM 7otors aes

3 % & ___J B,/ /)

2o Taolng  Nuamng Zone  Easting  Northing
c / ‘I B -;y , k« D / ‘1 l/ /‘ /
Zony  Easting  Norhing Zong  Easting  Northing

[ | 5ee continuation shest

Verbe! & sy Desacd atlon:

[ X] Zes nontinuation sheat

Boundary Mustification:

The houndariaes include the remains of Mayfield Fortification.

11 Fors Peepared By

name/titis’ L. Daniel Myers, Consultant Archaeologist date: May 1969

organzaten: Frinca William County, Planning Office telephone: (301) 257-3264
streer&z'zumber:# state: MD zip code: 20754
city o 1o . Dunkir
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Property Type: 1st and 2nd Battle of Manassas

eddsy escription

An archaeological investigation of this site in 1987
‘1s overpd a number of subsurface features and numerous artifacts.

The ﬂ=10r Ly of artifacts confirm the =arly 1860s date. Site

srrqrity i@ high, but the site has been subjected to metal

s A

-;ftior during the last 30 years.

B B A
IR L BN S AR A

Quartz vains,
tz.te, and sandstone cobbles occur in the s+<reambeds.

‘tﬂrl"i .17, an oiak-hickory-chestnut fores%t association

g ’:ﬁd *ha Piedmont Lowlands. A% the time of the Civil War,
forcrﬁ was destroyad for use in military activities. Today,

* ni-~eq, cedar trees, polson ivy, honeysuckle, Virginia creeper,
anG patches of dense thorny vegetation are located on the site.

T ————

o

Union truvops

windgrite troopg,teld the fort until March 1862.
’%rnm augqust 1862 until Novemer 1864 (Tehr 1937).

cumanted tne fart
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s Torcitroaticon or rodeubt is a closed horseshoe-shaped earthen
racvMr s ith en entrance to the south, ac~ording to McComb’s 1862
(Fxggre 1).. » Thizs map shows three structures in the interior of
I.4t, wad embrasizes are shown circling the fort. Period.

: of severad«~forts .in the area show revetments on the
slopes of the parapet. Defined as a facing used to
', slibankment, revetting was done with a variety of-
t_ﬁlals including planks, barrels, or vertical lecg poles with
:wuqs and brush woven between ]ayers of earth (Fehr 1987: 2). Due
+he pafawet walls and clay soils within the fortification, poor
ainage mia“es the redoubt somewhat swampy (Fehr 1987: 4).

RS

it Tinoel thn redoubt wasz done by slave labarers and
mrreni. Acenvding to william King, who was stationad at
re asversaw tha "mounting [»f' a part of the 24 thirty-two
coder rons? ozt Bhe foch (Fehr 1987: 23. However, another witness
s L TR T ol & oAU S . ~ .

o My A L X% L 4
o, @)WWErff)th fleli»wo"ks conutructod £or the ﬂefense of the

oo B  Maiiassas Tunctionswese .armed with,.fourteen ar fifteen
cld teointy-four-pounders on naval carviages, =2nd occupied by
“wo thousand nen. The heavy artillery was under th2 command
of naval officers (Johnston 13743 40).
Joug Harve{, of the Manassas City Museum, believes that the second
cmoavt owan I 2rvars vararding the gaur? o‘p the cannone 2hd ayrees
Y Kine e VEpTTt 2f *he thirty-tvo »oundsr= /per. con., ?une,

na3t, currently. mo ome has Zertain knowladge on Dow maly cannons
% Annd cva o War Wy went to the Mavfizld fortificaticon.”
" T ’ 3

o431y, no details of tha fort's architecture are apparent on the
fuprfara,. Tan narapat s vajsresentad by anly a low mound that
lopes o Thae siutarior and interior. Preozently, *hez dimensioans of
tha site ar® 4Hout 200 faet north-scuth (grid morth) and 209 feet
hast-weot STiruva 2V, Thevre is a hraak, approximataly 29 feet 4

g in tho souathern wall of the fort which formed an entrance or

* I~ ad2itiorn tn the 2ntrancs, there is anothar break about
B foat Yney lh thi goutheazt wall., Approxinately 2 %o 7-1/2 feet
17 ~ha aproe pasapet walls are ‘Yikibie,
» o

™o 1997 zr-raenloTic?) investigatiosn divided the site iato two
“~m1s one within the earthwork proper and the other outside the
sorspets of She fort. 3Artifacts found inside the v2rapets include:
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le glass, ceramics, miscellaneous kitchen-related items, nails,
2 :. plaster, oistol and rifle bullets, rifle balls, minie
-izshot, cannon fragments, a dSrass friction primer and
ragments, brass buttons, brass buckle hook, a lead weight, a brass
CAeiel Jumtenar, @ Cogpar penny, a spike, swivel fasteners, an
-onorirg, .ﬁ*ged bolts, a machine bolt head, a horse bit, chain
links, a horse shoe, a pcssible scythe wedge, and a cast iron wheel
nuh IZragment (Fehr 1987; Gardner and Walker 1987).

e
w3y

€ix features inside the fortress walls were racorded

archaeologically. PFeature 1 is a stone foundation wall partially

uncovered ir the central northeast section of the fortification.

T4 mezsures apprevinatelv 2 feet wida (north-sauth) and 17 feet

Snasty . Mo CA“ﬂ=r were encountered. Artifacsts

yrrop pearivare sherds, stonewarse gherds, glass fragments,

3nd ‘rauzht zpike nails. TFeztures 2 and 2 are rock
BNV 4 o *‘. Feature 4 comsizts of fire-crartked

B . ¢ thourhit “o he a small prrzhistoric hearth. Festure 5

s 3 stona foundation wzll and postible stone floor. It is in the

-1

1

St centril nortion of the site and measures 2 feet wide (east-
wﬂat) and approximately 6 feet long (north~south). A section of
this faature nay reprosent a floor or platform. Artifacts
veoavared v Featurs 5 include glass {window or bottle) 3nd cut
zils. Featura é iz a dark unidentifizd stain which appears to
v origineted prior to the Civil ¥War.

Tollowing: rlas<c fragrnents, ceramic fragaents metal fraoments,
iooen, o~ fyagmentcs, quar*z £lakes. and on? poatible
comaes hyyolas N Sasturas were 14ontifiad outside the ot

wrride dbe fortvesns wall, recovered artifants include the
q

Treqastoric artifacsts wers found both insids and outside the fort.
ﬁac.“* Halifax yrﬂjzftlle poin%t, ranging from 3700 to 2500
mand-tampered Late Wondlsnd nettery sherd were

t:uqh excavztion. Othir wrehistoric actifachs

were

: 5, & chere flake, a quartzite flake, qguiartz <hinks, a
sEtez eors . 1 qartz 3Ttraner, and o possible hammerstone. At this
“ima, no ‘demtifiable cultural affiliaticn can be definitaly
oratiatad ity these arunifacts.
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onstruct.on of an apartment complex just east, south, and west of
G Mayiiold servificaclion was started in 1986 by the Holladay

Lot puratica, Relic hunters have known about the fortificaticn for
Guite some time and have caused some disruption of the site.

e
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surmary Significance Description
‘e Mayfield Portification site is significant for its association
#ith the First and Second Battles of Manassas and for the potential
Lofsynzvion LG weuld yisld archaeologically. Although there is no
‘diect eviiince that the Mayfield Fortification was involved in
combat activities at the time of these two battles, of the original
fzrrs that guarded Manassas Junction, it is the only fortification
that remains intact. Archaeologically, other aspects of interest
include artifact distribution, intra-site variability, the
renstructicn and maintenance of the fort itself, and the
selationship of the Mayfield Fortification to other forts in and
srtside the area. Ovar the last 120 years, development has

L« rroys? tiis cther elaven forts that defended Manassas Junction.

_ Manassas Junction was chosen
, its strataglc position 1n e Northern Virginia area. The
guilding of fartificatiens in and around Manassas Junction was a
v factor in the Confederacy occupjpancy of Northern Virginia.

ey orces occupled the fort and
‘n late hugost, *he redoubt probably was used in skirmishes led by

Ganeral Thouas J. "Storewall" Jackson (Fehr 1987: 2). Just before
S 3nena 'attl of Manassas, Lthase skirmishes lad to Jarinon’s

ccanturing Manassas Junction. This capture was brief and the
oy forces regainad control of the town shortly afterward.

sapervision of the construction 2f the Mavfield redoubt was

tone hy Colonal G, H. Terrett, one <f Four Tnnfederata engineers in

o Northern Viesginio ares. Usinq slaves and local troons. Colonel

*“-ro*t di--anted tiie lilding of the redsibt u1t1“ Fenzral

Sanregast Paok sowinnl Cn Juane 1861, Joth Beaurerard and Terrett
L roles in Lha Confaderazte occupation of Manassas

r3t znd Second Battles of Manassas.

Coqyy o~ 3y
ARAR RPN ¢ |

T Mg E o

"awrificiion site could yiald potentiall
‘n~oraatan through archzaoloagical resaarch, There i3

'f
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‘rformaticn about Civil War sites in general, and Civil Var forts
CCoparteiuiax.  In the caue of the Mayfield Fortification, artifact
ghrilbautions from irn and cut of the fort need to e plctted and
rr*?kzed Ly particular level, provenience, etc., and compared with
““TQE&:uull 3 dela Zrow ciher excavation units. More specifically,
Soulac I,-ALC and synchronic placement of artifacts and their
?pét]“
Tlgn £1cunce. hb 1ntra-s1te varlablllty of the akove artlfact and
¢ ature distributions of the site can be studied, archaeologically,
to demonstrate artifact concentration or connectlons between
individual features. Certain structural evidence may indicate that
‘re site was built in different stages, revealing the construction
vivvenaa of the 3ite.  Evamination of tha structursl and
St oL asgsecklooo s omd pattarn ng has goeat potentisl for
oot vv ko owmeny themas in historical crotaeolagy.

sowolescaw st has Triiroyed the other elbvpn forts that
: el anassas Tanazion, two other fortificationsg that ewisted

cnding area, Signal Hill r44pP¥W1l3) and Wakenar

tu? . hove Loann teshad 1Pchaﬁo.ag'ra‘ly Fehr (1987. «.f.,

P ﬁdnor znd Walkazr 17877 has donz 2 preliminary test excavation at
“he Wakeman fortification and MeoSarry (1982) 4id a praliminzry
Trvey of Slgnal Till. Each of these sites are function:zlly

Cifferent. A~ wndocumented fortification, "akeman, in &1’

¥ el insod, wre ised by Union troops to gunsd the Oranye and

St ardlraad fooriny thae latter part of the war.,  "Tanversely,

Dol YU was o forti Fled, Gonfeiarntﬁ s*vma] statinn ierng the
“lrat part of the war., While all three sites were used in

Tlopanm oo ovpet Tiet . oy all hava CHrtain charazizoist’as in
cov, e o marariate of thelr construciiasn. vreparatina. and

Piaynonatiz: nva 211 factors that archaaslaglcal excuvration can help

T nmatnn, Their span’ Tio use may havae changed dnring different

Ve oz Confclarate ocrwvations of the sites.

sl
-
)

‘?‘4

»

v, additinonal archasenlaginal rasearch st Mavfield
’tlﬂ Tikgmlr prew 23 nr aot the €ort and its Sroons
’w.fﬂd Yire v in the battlen of Fi-st and SzeHn” “Manassas.
crobiar 07 o R g 3, Tthar paranats and s2lactad areas such as
aaplin *ﬁﬁﬁ?s way resride the datia nncess ry £ raconst—uct how
S fort was ballt od ihs Appearanad: duriay the war. Th=se data
T VT s analicc ke vg mrmajacting che anthoads of construction
oioan af the athier 2lzven Manassas Tanction forts wmich
inre Adsapmeara?. Artifacts . sen=oially rennants ofF

verm o mpacti oor D
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v Y way resolve the derate and how many and what Xinds of
e liasy aere Iocated an Mayfield.

tnce “he ph'sicel desicn of the fort is determined, the researcher
L e poitir @tie to datermine what was in the minds of the
fiadlarat . military engineers and leaders when the Manassas
Juretion ferts were built early in the war. For example, one could
reiiats that ¢ fort built earlier rather than later in the Civil
T would more closely approximate what forts were “suppose” to
lock like according to mid~-nineteenth century military training and
crcineering texts. In all iikelihood, as the war progressed and
resources ana labor became scarce and battle lessons were learned,
design ons "nnst"uc ion methods of forts changed. The designs
Laiirs Fo0 v pyebhabhly more closely represent the specific
E Jag purpoue of each individual fort rather than a general
Tidaalt fort design.

’ ia

v
i

H

T e T orh as Battons and decorativn nilitary itoms should
el xwt»rwntl»ﬁ on the Confederate ?eqiments th‘t nannecd the
Torowhoelh o murn wounld tells us more nbout the defensive

anitionine 2f other froops around Manassas Junction. Witk
sufficrant axcaxatlon and subsurface intagrity and 1unn~1Tv of
‘v ifacts, starement:s might also baen made about tha organization

the troops while manning the fort. Presumably, therz was a
ijvision of labo~ bhatwesn afficers and enlisted mer. Pemavns this
A1 ha s52-n iv a AlSferentizl Aistributione of militars zlothing
iiazhs Turthar archaeoclogical studies would alzmo provide
ooaraatiod on the extent to which the Union army occupicd the
cofiald Foact 2fter tha spring of 1862,
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tetir, A. M.
€37  rren:zclegical Trvestigations at 44PW226 and
44590227, Twe Civil War Earthworks in the City of Manussas,
Virginia. Prepared by Thunderbird Archeclogical Assuciation
Lo s ity o M2rassas, Virginia,

Cardner, W. M. and J. M. Walker N
1937 A Brie” Summary of Archeological Investigations at
the Hooe House, the Mayfield Fertification, and the Wakeman
Redoubt. Prepared by Thunderbird Archeological Associates for
the Manassas City Museum, Manassas, Virginia.

Tmnzon, J.0M,

TR MY Tev Remaninrs.... Manassas: Na%ional Capital
At siiers, Inc,

(v . Geraral.
¥ A
1274 Vrorative of Militarv Operations: Directed, During

the l.at: War Betwzsen the States. New York: D, Appleton and
Tompantt

McCearry, T. E.
1983 The Phase I Survey of the Propesed Park Development
in the Signal Hill and Union Mill Tracts, City of Manassas

Park¥. Prince William County, Virginia., Prepared for the City
=% Maneasas Park, Virginia.
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