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Within the context of a Charles County, Maryland farm, the character
defining features of the vernacular landscape include the circulation
patterns, the field and forest patterns, the property boundaries and the
surrounding land use patterns. These landscape features provide a context
for the interpretation of general farming practices used on the site through
successive periods.of occupation. Haberdeventure yields significant,
although incomplete, historical documentation for these features, their
relationships and their changes through the various historic periods.

The remnants of several designed landscape features also exist on the site:
the formal garden terraces which may date from the Thomas Stone
period; the ornamental plantings which are documented as spanning
various historic periods, although severely fragmented and degraded; the
cemetery, which holds considerable historical significance and integrity;
and the ponds and swimming pool which date from the Vischer era. Even
though these landscape features vary in condition, they do provide the
skeletal outline for how the site was used by the residents of
Haberdeventure through different periods of change and alteration of the
site.

The following sections review the important landscape features of
Haberdeventure describing their historical significance and integrity. Each
feature’s existing condition is described, historic context analyzed, and
the feature evaluated within the historic context of the entire site. For
many of the features it is not possible to provide an exact indication of
historical significance, since the extent of documentary evidence previous
to 1900 is fairly limited. A full description of the integrity of each feature
is likewise hampered by lack of documentary evidence.

3.2.1 Topography

The topography of the site is dominated by its drainage patterns,
particularly those of Hoghole Run, which forms the western border of the
site. The entire property drains into Hoghole Run, and its tributary, Spring
Branch Run, which forms the ravine separating the main house from the
tenant house to the southwest. As a result of the drainage patterns along
Spring Branch and Hoghole, much of the western portion of the site has
steep slopes which are heavily cut by ravines and drainage swales. These
ravines and swales run in a southwesterly direction across the site.

The eastern and northern portions of the site are relatively flat, and it is
these areas that remain as grassy meadows today. The main branch of
Hoghole Run also has a broad, flat flood plain, widening from the center
to the southern portions of the site.

Sink holes are an interesting topographical feature, found in the flat fields
that make up the eastern half of the site. They are typically several feet
across, with a shallow, one to two foot depth. These depressions fill with
water during wet seasons, and are caused by a layer of impervious clay
hard pan, beneath other layers of pervious soil. '

Summary of Significance and Integrity: Based on a comparison of
historical aerial surveys, site analysis and analysis of topographic surveys,
the site appears to have maintained its historical topography, although
there is no conclusive documentation of this fact. The only areas that have
clearly had changes in topography are the areas surrounding the three
ponds on the site. These changes are detailed in Section 3.2.11 Ponds.

3.2.2 Spatial Organization

The site is organized into a hierarchy of four areas: the formal/public
entrance area and main house which express the social and ornamental
prominence of the house; the working area north and west of the main
house; the oiltlying fields to the east and south of the main house; and the
natural forested areas around the perimeter of the site. Historically the site
worked much as it does today, with this hierarchy generally describing the
functional areas through the occupation of the site.

Physically and spatially, the broad, flat, open field which encompasses the
main house functions as the formal, public space of the property. It is
fully visible from both the entrance to the site and the main house, and all
of the other functional and natural areas of the site relate directly to this
central core. Historically this area of Haberdeventure functioned much as
it does today, with the entrance roads and farm fields surrounding the
main house. The former location of orchards and gardens to the north and
east of the main house would also have enhanced the primary function of
the space. In addition, the location of a formal access lane to the north
would have augmented the public and formal setting.
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Located to the north and west of the central core were the “working”
areas of the farm. Access to these areas along the lane is physically
separated from the main house by a drainage swale which becomes the
head of Spring Branch Run. The working areas to the west of the house
contain the corn crib, tobacco barn, tenant house and steer barns,
surrounded by open fields. The National Park Service has located their
new maintenance buildings within this area, but to the north of the
historical farm buildings. Also located nearby are the Lemko house and
outbuildings.

The fields to the south and east of the main house form the third level of
spatial organization on the site. Historical documentation indicates that
these fields were cultivated at various times during the history of the site’s
occupation. Much of what is cleared today was originally cleared for
farming.

The natural, forested areas which exist today along the steep slopes of
Hoghole Run and the perimeter of the site, form the spatial enclosure for
the site. Since the extent of vegetation was historically much less than it is
today, many of these forests developed at some point since Thomas
Stone’s era.

3.2.3 Circulation

Site circulation can be divided into two categories: access into the site,
and access within the site. Both of these components have changed over
the years, with many remnants of lanes throughout the site providing an
indication of former circulation patterns.

The existing entrance drive off Rose Hill Road (labeled A on Figures 49
and 50), which leads south and then makes a right angle turn towards the
main house, appears in all of the historical maps and photographic
documentation available after 1900. The earliest USGS map, drawn in
1911, shows this entrance drive in conjunction with a second access drive
(labeled B on Figures 49 and 50) that leads from Rose Hill Road parallel
to the north facade of the main house.

Figure 48: 1937 aerial photograph of the site. (National Archives)
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Figure 49: 1911 Features and Circulation sketch map.

Figure 50: 1911 USGS 15’ quad. (National Archives)

The use of drive A as the main entrance drive after
19335 is corroborated by oral history accounts and
within the text of the 1935 survey, where this access is
listed as the entrance into Haberdeventure.® For the
period from 1911 to 1935, there is no indication of
which of these entrance drives was used more often.
There is also no conclusive documentation for the
period previous to 1911 to indicate which of these two

~access drives was then in use. However, during the late

eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries, drive B, the

drive leading directly east, would have provided direct
access to business interests at Port Tobacco and other

lands owned by the Stone family.

6 Oral History Tapes, Dr. John H. Stone, Southern Maryland Study Center (1987).
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The east-west access drive, drive B, was discontinued sometime between
1945 and 1951 when the Vischers constructed the stock pond near the
junction of these two lanes. The excavation for the pond disturbed a
portion of the road bed close to the intersection of Drive A and B. A
section of the dam along the southern end of the pond, along with an area
of the pond itself, covers the old road bed for approximately 350 to 400
feet.

The 1951 USGS map no longer shows access drive B, and the 1957 aerial
photograph (Figure 52) indicates that the drive was beginning to be
overgrown. The road bed of this access drive is still discernable at the site
today and exists in good condition, covered in grass. No shrubs or tree
species have as yet encroached upon the road bed itself, although the
portion closest to Rose Hill Road is under full tree canopy.

A second set of entrances access Haberdeventure from the north. The
1911 USGS map indicates a road
running north to the then existing
Glymont Road (labeled C on Figure
49). In addition there is a fourth
access alignment suggested on the
1937 aerial photograph of the site
(not visible on Figure 50). This
alignment accesses the intersection of
the old Glymont Road and Rose Hill
Road.

Entrance drive C, leading north to the
old Glymont Road, was referred to in
oral history tapes as the access that
Michael R. Stone and his family used
to go to Ripley where Michael R.
tanght and his children attended
school."There is no documentation
Figure 51: Existing gate post with available to indicate whether this road
hinge attachment. had earlier origins or not. The

Figure 52: 1957 aerial photograph of the site. (National Archives)

7  Ibid.
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Figure 53: 1957 Features and Circulation sketch map.

Figure 54: 1957 USGS 7.5’ quad. (National Archives)

alignment presently is unused, and partial remnants of
the road bed can be seen through the woods in the
northern portion of the site.

Other than the possible alignment indicated on the 1937
aerial photograph, there is no documentary or visible
physical evidence available to support the existence of
entrance drive D. It does not appear on the 1911 USGS
map as an access road, therefore if it was a road, it must
have been discontinued by this time. It is unclear when
and if this access drive was in use, although its location
and design are consistent with the formal design
principles of the late eighteenth century (see Appendix
5). Although some farms and plantations of the period
accessed their sites with serpentine roadways, as many
or more accessed their homes with axial alignments.
The image of two divided rows of trees as seen on the

e . a y 3 _ .




Page 68

Thomas Stone Cultural Landscape Report

1937 aerial photograph suggest just such a formal entrance drive. The
feature attempts to align itself with the center point of the house, and with
the terrace ramps beyond.

The location of an access drive here is also supported by its relationship
with the location of adjoining eighteenth century roads. The drive ends at
the intersection of the Port Tobacco-Piscataway Road, and the Port
Tobacco-Mattawoman Road. As stated previously, the Port
Tobacco-Piscataway Road was the major transportation route between
points north and Port Tobacco, a major port of the period. The Port
Tobacco-Mattawoman Road led to docks and ferry landings on
Mattawoman Creek and the Potomac River. Having the entrance drive at
the intersection of two main roads would call attention to the
Haberdeventure site, and increase its apparent stature, an important
consideration in late eighteenth century landscape design.

Other than the apparent alignment on the aerial photograph, there is very
little physical evidence remaining of this possible entrance drive. The land
itself has lost all visible traces of this alignment, and the alley of trees and
the surrounding forest have been cut in the intervening years. The only
remaining physical evidence is a single gate post with a hinge pintle, both
of which appear to date to the Vischer period.8 Due to the lack of both
physical and documentary evidence, it would be necessary to complete an
archaeological investigation in this area in order to further assess the
existence of this lane. This alignment, if used as an entrance, may have
been abandoned due to erosion, since it crosses a drainage swale in the
field to the north of the house.

The only new addition to the series of historical access drives entering the
site, is the maintenance road (see Figure 56) constructed in 1991. This
road accesses Rose Hill Road in the northeast corner of the site, curving
through the woods and approaching the maintenance sheds to the north of
the Lemko house. The maintenance road converges on and joins the
historic circulation patterns of the property in the vicinity of the corn crib
and tobacco barn.

Figure 55: 1989 aerial photograph of the site. (National Archives)

8 Rivoire, pers. comm., 1993.
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Figure 56: 1989 Features and Circulaiion sketch map.

Circulation within the site has also changed during its
occupation from the late eighteenth century, according
to the dictates of outbuildings and field uses. The
existing circulation patterns follow closely those of the
1950’s as is apparent in the 1957 aerial photograph. The
only major change lies in the area of the Lemko house,
where a shift in the maintenance road was necessitated
by the configuration of the Lemko outparcel.

The 1957 aerial photograph shows some changes in
circulation patterns from the 1937 aerial, but these are
relatively minor. Two lanes are lost during this period:
one short lane next to the east hyphen of the main
house, possibly accessing a stable and/or corn crib pre-
1930, and the lane leading to a small pond to the
north-west of the existing tenant house. The lane
leading to the existing tenant house had extended
further in 1937, continuing in the direction of Hoghole
Run. This may have been the access to the slave
quarters which were said to have been located in this
area, but no longer in existence at this time.”

The present road leading to the now-collapsed sheep
barn has been in existence at least since 1911 and still
follows its original alignment. However, remnants of
another lane leading to the sheep barn area also exist on
the site, and are seen on the 1951 USGS map. The lane
begins at the cemetery, runs southeast, and follows an
old fence line to the edge of the field, west of the sheep
barn. The fact that this lane does not appear on the 1911
USGS map does not conclusively indicate that this lane
was of the period between 1911 and 1951. A similar
omission is seen in the lane leading to the tenant house,
a circa 1850 feature, which also does not appear on the
{USGS maps until 1978. This second lane leading to the
sheep barn may have been abandoned due to erosion

9 Local oral history traditions indicate that the Haberdeventure slave quarters were located in this area.

-
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since it crosses a drainage swale to the east of the cemetery, while the
existing lane is located on drier and more stable soils.

Summary of Significance and Integrity: Conclusive documentary
evidence is not available that would date the existing layers of access and
circulation to certain periods of occupation of the site before 1911. The
only clearly non-contributing circulation feature on the site is the new
access road from the north added in 1991. The remaining entrance drives
and entrance drive remnants, all can be dated to pre-1911 based on their
access to the house and barn complex from pre-existing roads, and direct
access along drive B to business interests in Port Tobacco and other Stone
family lands.

The existing lanes and lane remnants also can be dated pre-1911, based
on their proximity to pre-existing outbuildings. The only exception to this
are the lanes leading to the Lemko house, which date to the mid-1950’s
when this house was built, and the newly constructed maintenance road
access, built by the Park Service in 1991.

The historical location of the access roads and lanes therefore appears to
be largely intact. With the loss of some outbuildings, some of the internal
lanes have lost their reason for existence (e.g. the lane leading past the
tenant house), although landscape remnants and potential archeological
sites remain. None of the existing lanes appear to have been '
inappropriately altered, with the exception of the loss of connection on
entrance drive B caused by the construction of the pond during the
Vischer period in the 1950°s.

3.2.4 Terraces

The terraces located to the south of the main house are a highly significant

landscape feature, dating from as early as the late eighteenth century.
Conclusive documentary evidence of construction is not available, but

archaeological evidence'® and period style (see Appendix 4) strongly
indicate that they may date from the Thomas Stone era.

The terraces seem to have survived remarkably intact in their present
form. The terraces are composed of three flat areas, broken by two falls,
connected by earthen ramps. There has been some erosion and settling of
the earth forms over the last 200 years, but they conform well to the
typical design and proportions of the period.

There is little evidence remaining of the plantings of the Thomas Stone
period. Archaeological evidence suggests that the upper terrace was
originally designed as a bowling green, or a simple expanse of lawn. The
middle terrace, however, was composed of formally designed planting
beds, although the types and placement of plants are not known." " It is
also not known how the lower terrace was planted. Plowing of the garden
in the late 19th or early 20th century destroyed most of the evidence of

B TR % L 7

Figure 57: View of the terraces from the east (1992).

10 John Milner Associates, Archaeological Studies of thé Garden and House at the Thomas Stone National Historic Site (18CH331) Charles County, Maryland, 1992.

11 John Milner Associates, 1992.
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plantings, particularly in the lower terrace, where photographs show
tobacco growing during the 1930’s. The 1987 aerial photograph also
shows this area as having been recently plowed.

Successive plantings have left their mark on the terraces, the most
significant of which were the Vischer period plantings. All of the existing
trees, with the exception of the Locust tree, were planted during the
Vischer period. The Vischer’s also planted extensive shrub and flower
beds along the house between the east and west hyphens, and along the
eastern edge of the terraces. All that remains of these plantings today are
some scattered daffodil and iris paintings along the terrace falls, in the
area to the east of the terraces that was a Vischer period ornamental
garden, and around the western Oak tree on the upper terrace.

Summary of Significance and Integrity: The terraces appear to date
from the Thomas Stone period, 1770 - 1787. Their presumably original
physical design and construction is in good condition, with few alterations
to the present time. The feature of the terraces that has suffered most over
time are the plantings. Little information exists regarding the plantings
themselves, although further archaeological investigation may define the
structure and dimensions of the planting beds.

3.2.5 Ornamental Plantings

Woody Plantings: Based on photographic evidence, the existing woody
ornamental plantings on the site largely post-date 1900. The exceptions to
this are the Locust tree located southeast of the West Wing of the main
house, and several types of shrubs located to the south of the terraces and
in the area of the tenant house.

The Locust (Gleditsia triacanthos) located to the southwest of the West
Wing, is the oldest existing tree within the ornamental plantings around
the house. The tree appears in photographs of the 1920’s and 30°s as a

mature tree and therefore could be at least 150 years old.'? There is
further evidence of other Locusts in the area of the main house, indicated
by existing stumps, and historic photographs. Locusts were planted
ornamentally as early as the eighteenth century, where they appear in
Thomas Jefferson’s plant list.

Other shrubs found on the site that pre-date the Vischer period are Privet
(Ligustrum sp.), Indian Currant (Symphoricarpos orbiculatus), and
Yuccas (Yucca sp.). While none of these can be conclusively dated, each
species can be identified on historic photographs. Privet exists on site at
the tenant house, in the pool area and to the west of the West Wing.
Yucca exists in the pool area, while Indian Currant can be found to the
south of the terraces.

Herbaceous Plantings: The existing herbaceous plantings on the site
which are visible in historical photographs have ail largely disappeared
with the exception of a variety of flowering bulbs. Of these, three types
may pre-date 1900: Autumn Crocus, two types of daffodils, and the irises
located to the west of the West Wing and also in the area of the tenant
house.

The most numerous of the daffodils on the site are of the variety \
Telemonious plenus, often termed grandiplenus when referring to the true
double. This planting may pre-date 1900. It is a daffodil commonly found
on farm and plantation yards of the Delmarva peninsula and Maryland’s
western shore of the Chesapeake Bay, which were established before the
turn of the century. These bulbs fell out of favor after the turn of the
century and soon were no longer available in the commercial bulb trade.
Telemonious is generally found in association with two other notable
daffodils: Narcissus pseudonarcissus pseudonarcissus and Narcissus x
medioluteus “Primrose Peerless.”!> Of these two, “Primrose Peerless”
also appears on the site, to the east and lower end of the third terrace.

12 Approximate dating is achieved through the aid of historicat photographs, a working knowledge of the local growth rate of trees, and ring counts from other trees in the area that have

been felled for other reasons.

13 Tucker, Arther O., Department of Agriculture and Natural Resources, Delaware State College, 1992, pers. comm.
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Figure 59: Telemonius
plenus close-up tery.

Figure 60: Location to the north of the ceme-

These three daffodils were popular pre-1890. After this date, popularity
switched to newly-introduced named varieties of daffodil bulbs. Of the
three heirloom varieties, Telemonious was introduced to English gardens
in 1620,14 with “Primrose Peerless” in 1629.!% Double daffodils appear in
plant advertisements of eighteenth century Chesapeake seed merchants
(see Appendix 7) thus they were available during the Thomas Stone and
subsequent periods.

Both Telemonious and “Primrose Peerless” are long-lived daffodils. Since
they multiply by bulb division, they were planted in the areas in which
they appear today: in the field to the north of the cemetery, to the south of
the terraces and along Spring Branch, in front of the tenant house, and in
the field to the north of the house. The only exception to this are the
clumps found along Spring Branch and Hoghole Run. Since they appear
in out-wash sediments and along eroded swales, they were most likely
washed down from their original plantings by erosion. The extensive

Telemonious planting in the field near the cemetery are in the same
location as the remnants of the orchard which appears in the 1937 aerial
photograph.

No conclusive documentation exists for the date of the daffodil plantings.
Given the extent of the plantings, and the existence of extensive plantings
at Rose Hill, it is possible that they were planted pre-1900. Extensive
plantings after 1900 would more likely have been of varieties then in
vogue, and not of the old-fashioned varieties.

The autumn crocus is found in one area off the southwestern corner of the
West Wing. Again, there is no conclusive documentation as to the
planting date of this bulb. The planting does not occur in an area
cultivated by Vischer period gardens, nor do photographs between the
Vischer period and 1900 reveal a planting bed in this location. The crocus
has tentatively been identified as Crocus speciousus, a long-lived autumn
crocus.

Figure 61: Autumn-flowering cro-
cus close-up view.

Figure 62: Location of planting.

14 Bowles, E. A.., The Narcissus, England: Waterstone (1934). Bowles describes Telemonious as “heavy headed”, “overloaded,” and “a clumsy and ugly flower.”

15 Tucker, pers. comm.

16  Ibid. The Vischers spent a tremendous amount of time and money on their gardens. In the areas around the house where they developed extensive orqamenta] gardens there is no sign
of Telemonious among the remaining daffodil plantings. Thus, in the areas that they developed, they used other daffodils that were “in vogue” at the time.
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Figure 63: Forest and Agricultural Land (1993).

Autumn crocus are not
naturalized in grass as many
spring flowering bulbs are. This
is because the leaves and flower
heads develop during August
and September, and would be
cut by the mowing of the grass.
Autumn crocus are therefore
planted in flower beds,
predating the Vischer era
plantings.

There are three major iris
clumps located on the site, one
in the vicinity of the main
house, and two in the vicinity of
the tenant house. These also
have not been conclusively
dated, although irises have a
long history of cultivation. Iris
cultivars are difficult to
identify, and it has been
suggested that sections of the
clumps be sent out for culture
and subsequent identification.

Summary of Significance and
Integrity: A full listing of
existing ornamental plantings in
the vicinity of the house can be
found in Appendix 6 along with
a full listing of Vischer period
plantings. Since none of the
plantings can be conclusively
dated, it is difficult to ascribe a
period of significance to them.
However, the noted daffodil
plantings, autumn crocus,
Locust, Iris and other shrub
plantings should be considered
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important until further
information is available. PR

availa LEGEND
Given the loss of most of the .
Vischer period plantings, and the OpenTield
existence of few earlier Abandoned Field
plantings, the integrity. of
ornamental plantings on the site Mature Forest Cover
is poor. Many of the shrubs are Clearing Debris

suffering from over-pruning and
the effects of machine injury.
This has interfered with renewal
of those shrubs by suckering,
particularly the lilac and
forsythia shrubs. The bulb
plantings are also suffering from
inadequate maintenance
practices, particularly improper
mowing schedules. Unless
‘maintenance practices are
improved, the existence of
historically significant plants
will continue to be in jeopardy.

3.2.6 Field Patterns

A history of the pattern of fields
and forests from the Thomas
Stone period to the present can
be defined with the aid of
historic aerial photographs and
with the forest stand analysis-
found in Appendix 5. Using this
documentation, it is apparent
that the core areas of the
property, those fields
surrounding the house and
outbuildings, have remained Figure 64: Forest and Field Patterns (1957).
fairly constant over the years.

I
’.
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The existing forest stands can
be grouped into four periods

LEGEND based on the age of the trees
and the length of time that the
D Open Field stand has been in forest cover.
o Stand 1 is the oldest stand,
‘ Abandoned Field having been in forest for over
Primary Forest 250 years (c. 1740), with the
standing trees dating from 50 to
Mature Forest Cover 100 years old (1890,8 to
Clearing Debris 1940’s). Stand 2, indicated as

secondary forest, has been in
forest 75 to 100 years (1920’s
to 1890’s) with harvesting of
the timber about 17 years ago
(1977). Stand 3, indicated as
primary forest, is a primary
succession stage, and
approximately 80 years old
(1910’s). Stand 4, indicated as
transitional climax forest, has
been in forest cover
approximately 150 to 200 years
(1840’s to 1790’s), with trees
dating from 60 to 120 years old
(1930’s to 1870’s).

This stand analysis indicates
that the forest cover in the areas
of the north, east and southern
boundaries of the site have been
in forest cover the longest
period of time. Thus, these
areas would have been in forest
cover during William Briscoe
Stone’s period, with Stand 1
areas in forest cover during the
Thomas Stone period. Forest
stands to the east, particularly
along Hoghole Run are the

- Figure 65: Forest and Field Patterns (1937).
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youngest stands, indicating that these areas were probably cleared during
the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries.

The historical aerial photographs provide an indication of forest cover and
field patterns after 1900. With the exception of a new clearing to the north
of the sheep barn in the 1957 aerial photograph, field patterns have
remained relatively constant to the present day. Visible encroachment of
woodland edges into the fields have occurred particularly in the field to
the east of the house. There have also been losses of hedgerows, whose
imprints can be seen in the fields on the aerial photographs.

The greatest encroachment of woodland into field boundary can be seen
from the 1937 to the 1989 aerial photograph in the area of the pond south
of the terraces. The pond was constructed in a corner of the field that
existed in this area. The resulting forest cover has cut off the visual axis
from the house to Hoghole Run indicated in the 1937 aerial photograph.

Summary of Significance and Integrity: From the available
documentation and the forest stand analysis, it appears that certain areas
of forest on the site date from the late eighteenth and nineteenth centuries,
and thus are historically significant remnants from the Thomas Stone and
William Briscoe Stone periods. Some encroachment of woodland into
field boundaries has occurred, but the integrity of the field patterns seems
to be largely intact. It is impossible to determine whether the field to the
north of the sheep barn, cleared during the 1950’s, was historically
cleared or not. Considering the age of forests surrounding this field, it is
possible that this area was historically forested.

The greatest impact on the integrity of the field patterns lies in the

encroachment of the woodland, particularly in the area of the third terrace.

3.2.7 Property Boundaries

As noted in Section 2.3, the property boundaries as they exist in 1994 are
largely the same boundaries that formed the initial purchase of
Haberdeventure by Thomas Stone, and the subsequent purchase by
William Briscoe Stone. Most of the original boundary markers have been
lost; however, the existing boundary lines follow closely those of the
1768, 1785 and 1831 surveys.

The eastern boundary, along Rose Hill Road, is largely the same
boundary that formed the eastern portion of the site when Thomas Stone
purchased the property in 1770. The major change in this area occurs in
the small parcel of land on the eastern side of Rose Hill Road which Stone
traded for a similar parcel on the western side of the road. Presumably,
this was done in order to have his property boundary follow the road from
its southern to its northern extremity.

The boundaries to the south changed slightly during the Vischer era, when
small lots were sold to the Lemko’s and Southern Maryland Electric
Cooperative in the 1960’s and 1970’s. To the north, a small parcel was
deeded to John W. Thompson, the adjoining landowner. The most
significant change to the historical boundary is the grant of an out-parcel
to the Lemko family.

To the west, the property boundary follows Hoghole Run, the boundary
followed in William Briscoe Stone’s purchase of the property in 1831.

Summary of Significance and Integrity: The property boundaries are
historically significant dating from the Thomas Stone period through the
nineteenth-century and retain their historical integrity. With minor
changes they follow the boundaries set in Thomas Stone’s original
purchase and most closely those boundaries of the William Briscoe Stone
period. Although the property boundary markers have long since
disappeared, the property retains its integrity in terms of land area.

3.2.8 Surrounding Land Use

As stated in Section 2.3.1, the land surrounding Haberdeventure currently
reflects a predominantly rural-agrarian pattern of land use. Properties
along both sides of Rose Hill Road from Route 6 to Route 225 remain
either forested or open field, with very little residential subdivision in
evidence.

This is a scene that is already changing. Although the area is zoned Rural
Conservation, this restricts gross density to one unit per three acres. The
property to the east of Haberdeventure has been approved for a 250 unit
subdivision called Longmeade. With this type of land use change, the
character of the surrounding landscape and the setting of Haberdeventure
will bé in conflict with the interpretation of the historic site.
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Summary of Significance and Integrity: Although the existing character
of the landscape surrounding Haberdeventure reflects a history of
rural-agrarian land use, this is likely to change. Without additional
protection, the roads leading to Haberdeventure may ultimately reflect the
change to a suburban landscape character.

3.2.9 Cemetery

The cemetery, located in the field east of the main house, is bounded on
the south and east by a wooded area and a branch of Hoghole Run. To the
north and west, it is bounded by a grassy field. The cemetery is
surrounded by a wrought iron fence. A circa 1910 photograph shows a
tree within the cemetery ground cover, possibly periwinkle.

The setting of the cemetery has changed in several respects since the turn
of the century. As can be seen from the 1937 aerial photograph, the field
to the north of the cemetery was planted as an orchard, and tall shade
trees rimmed the western boundary of the cemetery. According to oral
histories, a slave cemetery was located just east of the family cemetery,
and during the 1920s and 1930s was enclosed with a barbed wire fence.
The corners of the former enclosure were marked by the National Park
Service based on oral histories. There is no evidence of grave markers or
fencing in this area today; however, archaeological investigation should
be able to identify the existence and placement of any burials if necessary.

Summary of Significance and Integrity: The cemetery is a highly
significant feature dating from the late eighteenth century. The
tombstones of Thomas Stone, his wife, Margaret, and William Briscoe
Stone and his wife remain intact. The fencing appears in the earliest
photographs of the site dating from the late nineteenth to early twentieth
centuries. There has been a loss of trees in the area of the cemetery, which
is seen to be fully shaded in the 1937 aerial photograph.

3.2.10 Fencing

With the exception of the cemetery fence, very little fencing exists on site
today, either of recent or historical vintage. The remnants of hedgerows
and fencerows which do exist on site today provide an indication for past
fencing patterns. Considerable areas of fencing are visible on the 1987

Figure 66: View of the cemetery facing east (1992).

Figure 67: 1937 aerial photograph of the cemetery. (National Archives)
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aerial photograph, as depicted on the 1987 to Acquisition plan. Most of
these areas of fencing were removed between 1987 and 1991.

Historical documentation of fencing types exist for the Thomas Stone and
William Briscoe Stone periods. The 1768 survey of Haberdeventure
stated that the site contained “1200 logs,” which were commonly used for
worm fencing. In William Briscoe’s time, in a rental agreement with
Gustavus Brown for the lease of a hay field, the meadow was to be
“enclosed” and was to be fenced with “walling”. However, the locations
of these fences are not documented.

Other areas of the farm are likely to have been fenced as well, particularly
the orchards and gardens; however, no indication of the location or type
of fencing used in these areas or other areas of the farm exists.

Summary of Significance and Integrity: The existing fencing on site is
largely of recent vintage, particularly the gates which close the fields to
the east of the house. The location of past fencing, as determined by the

. existence of fencerows and hedgerows is of historical significance,
although there is no documentation available previous to 1937.

3.2.11 Ponds

Three ponds exist on the site, one of which continues to hold water and
two which remain dry for most of the year with the exception of water
from the spring run-off. All three appear to have been stock ponds, built
as watering holes for cattle. '

The ponds are located as shown on the 1993 Features and Circulation map

on page 61. One pond is located to the east of the first leg of the existing
entrance road, one to the south-west of the house on a direct axis with the
terraces, and one in the north-west corner of the property on a slope
leading to Hoghole Run. The first two ponds post-date 1937, since they
do not appear on that aerial photograph. They were built during the
Vischer occupation of the site, sometime between 1945 and 1957 since
both appear on the 1957 aerial photograph. It is unclear when the third of
these ponds was constructed. The 1937 aerial photograph shows the
presence of a well-used farm lane leading to the site, but its exact
construction date is not possible to ascertain at this point.

By virtue of their placement, the two Vischer ponds have obscured some
carlier site features. The first pond, to the east of the entrance drive, is
placed partly on the alignment of the early access road to the main house.
The damming of the natural drainage swale and the placement of the pond
has encroached onto the historic alignment of the road. This has obscured
the connection of the existing road remnant to the east with the actively
used portion of the road leading to the main house.

The second pond, located to the south of the terraces, has encroached onto
the third garden terrace, and obscured the terraces’ historic relationship to
Spring Branch and the vista to Hoghole Run.

Summary of Significance and Integrity: The pond to the east of the
entrance drive and the pond to the south of the terraces are significant
Vischer-era features. The third pond, in the north-west corner of the
property, cannot be dated; however, it was constructed pre-1939 and
possibly during the occupation of the property by the Stone family.
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3.2.12 Swimming Pool/Poo! House

The remnants of a swimming pool and adjacent pool house are located
along the northern edge of the Spring Branch ravine. The pool and pool
house with surrounding plantings were built by the Vischers on the site of
natural springs referred to in oral histories. The pool was filled with soil
and debris after 1987, although its outline and surrounding plantings
remain. The pool house is in poor condition.

Summary of Significance and Integrity: The pool and pool house are
significant Vischer-era features. The pool house remains, although in
deteriorated condition. The presence of fill in the swimming pool restricts
an accurate assessment of its condition, although its outline remains
visible.




4. Recommendations for Treatment and Further Study

As detailed in the foregoing chapters, the landscape at Haberdeventure is
rich in history and provides an opportunity to interpret a Charles County
farm during more than 200 years of its development. With primary
significance under Criteria A for its illumination of over 300 years of
regional farming practices in southern Maryland, and under Criteria B for
the site’s association with Thomas Stone and William Briscoe Stone, it is
a valuable resource regionally and nationally. Under Criteria B the site
allows exploration of the themes of colonial development, slavery and
changing farming practices. As such, the site is composed of a layered
landscape with evidence of over 200 years of landscape remnants.
Although, as noted previously, historic documentation of specific site
features is often sparse, there is a strong body of historical evidence
available for the stabilization and interpretation of the broader,
character-defining features of the site such as access and circulation, field
patterns, property boundaries, and agricultural practices.

When dealing with a layered landscape such as that at Haberdeventure,
current philosophy and policy of the National Park Service dictates that
all significant layers should be preserved, stabilized and interpreted.
Landscape features which have been lost should not be restored, but may
be interpreted from historic documentation. The following treatment
recommendations for the landscape features at the Thomas Stone National
Historic Site were developed from this philosophy and policy using a
variety of sources. The management objectives and future National Park
Service priorities for the site were interpolated from the goals outlined in
the General Management Plan and discussions with Park Service staff
during the project period. The goals and priorities articulated by the Park
Service were balanced with an analysis of significance and integrity of the
landscape features based on Criterion A and B. Due to the lack of
documentation as noted in the previous text, many treatment’
considerations rely on further research, both documentary and
archaeological, for validation. For this reason, the treatment

recommendations are based on a priority of stabilization and protection,
while further actions, if and when deemed appropriate, require evaluation
and possible implementation in the context of future information. Further
documentation will also be necessary in the event that National Park
Service policy with respect to layered landscapes changes, and it is
deemed appropriate to restore features for which only archaeological
remnants remain or for which there is in complete documentation.

4.1 Period of Restoration

The 1990 General Management Plan states that the site should be restored
to its appearance circa 1900, which would be in accordance with the
period of restoration of the house. Restoring the site at Haberdeventure to
a particular historic period presents a number of challenging issues. The
primary issue involves the determination of which period of
Haberdeventure’s history is the most appropriate period for interpretation
of the landscape.

The majority of existing documentary evidence for the landscape features
of the site, including oral histories, post date 1900. In support of the
information contained in written form and oral histories, ground level and
aerial photographs of the site are available. The earliest photographic
documentation of the house in 1902 captures only the south elevation,
although photographs circa 1920 provide views of other elevations of the
house as well. The earliest aerial photographs of the site are 1937.

Notwithstanding the available documentation, restoring the landscape
specifically to 1900 would not be an appropriate treatment. The
photographs reveal that the landscape was in decline at the turn of the
century, a time when the owner, Margaret Graham Stone, was elderly and
relied on tenant farmers to care for the land. Restoring the landscape

1 General Management Plan for the Thomas Stone National Historic Site, U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service, p. 5 (1990).
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features to this period, when the landscape was in decline, could only
serve to confuse the interpretation of the site.

At present, the landscape of Haberdeventure is composed of features and

- fragments covering the entire history of the site’s occupation. Although

not a true layered landscape, due to the loss of the Vischer period
plantings and features (considered significant under Criteria A), the site is
most effectively interpreted through a layered approach. This approach
allows the stabilization, preservation and interpretation of features from
various periods of the site’s history.

The most visible historical features are the broad, character-defining
aspects of the site, including access and circulation, field patterns, and
property boundaries. Once these features have been more clearly
documented, work should then proceed on developing enough evidence to
either fully interpret, or if preservation policy changes, to restore the
remnants of the remaining individual landscape features which are
determined to be valid in the layered landscape approach. These
individual landscape features, such as the cemetery, the terraces, and the
omamental plantings, should be interpreted within the context of their
historical period as much as possible. The site will benefit from the initial
stabilization of all landscape features, followed by further study where
appropriate. Interpretation, restoration, rehabilitation, or reconstruction of
the features can then be undertaken where appropriate and supported by
clear and complete evidence.

4.2 Access and Circulation

As noted previously, as far as can be determined from the documentary
evidence, the access and circulation routes around the site follow their
historic patterns. Except for the recently constructed maintenance road,
the access and circulation lanes are all in their historic locations. Most of

those lanes which have been abandoned exist as intact landscape remnants.

The General Management Plan proposes that the existing main entrance
road be retained, upgraded to allow two-way access, and extended south
to a parking lot southeast of the cemetery. It is clear from the historical
documentation that the existing access road is historically significant at
least to 1911, although there is no conclusive evidence at present for the
exact date of the road. While the retention of this road as the main access

is supported by the present state of historical documentation, extending
and widening the road would intrude on the historic landscape and the
visitor’s perception thereof.

Widening of the road to a two lane access would destroy the historic size,
scale and boundary features of this road. Lengthening of the road past the
cemetery would also physically intrude on the remnants of the historically
significant east-west access. This east-west access road is considered to
be of greater historical significance, since it appears to have been the
main access road during the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. Both of
these access roads appear on the 1911 U.S.G.S. map and were probably
used concurrently as access roads during that period. Since the existing
entrance, the historic east-west remnant and their intersection are
historically significant, widening and extending the existing access road
would destroy their historical relationship.

Extending the entrance drive past the cemetery would also interfere with
two internal lanes leading to the sheep barn. One of the two lanes, which
is still being used today, extends from the pond to the sheep barn ruin.
The second is the remnant of an historic lane that followed an old fence
line from the cemetery to the sheep barn. Both of these access lanes to the
sheep barn appear on the 1957 U.S.G.S. map; however, only the lane
leading from the existing pond to the sheep barn appears on the 1937
aerial and the 1911 U.S.G.S. map.

The recommended treatment for upgrading access to the site is to use the
existing entrance off Rose Hill Road as suggested in the General
Management Plan, but to relocate the proposed visitor facilities closer to
the entrance off Rose Hill Road. An entrance loop leading directly into a
parking lot would remove the necessity of hard surfacing the access road
and widening it to two lanes. This treatment would allow the access road
to retain its existing character, size, and relationship to the other road
remnants.

The pond at the intersection of the two roads should be scaled back to
allow the linkage between the two roads to be restored. It is not necessary
to restore the surface of the abandoned east-west access. Instead, it could
be stabilized by removing any existing woody plants and then mowing at
yearly intervals to inhibit the growth of woody species on the road bed.
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The lanes leading from the cemetery to the sheep barn and the pond to the
sheep barn should be stabilized and protected in a similar manner. Care
should be taken in the area around the cemetery to minimize soil and
vegetative disturbance since the drainage swale is highly erodible.

Visitor access through the site should be accomplished as much as
possible on historically significant access roads and farm lanes,
minimizing the intrusion of newly constructed walkways on the
landscape. The 1995 revisions to the GMP are in accordance with this
recommendation, routing the path through the ravine to the cemetery, then
north to the historic road and to the north porch.

Other visitor trails should also be located as much as possible on existing
lanes or on the historic locations of farm lanes. Rather than crossing
Spring Branch as indicated in the General Management Plan, access to the
tenant house could be accomplished on existing farm lanes leading past
the stables and other outbuildings. Although oral history indicates the
existence of pathways through Spring Branch, no physical indication
exists of where they were located. In the absence of historical
documentation, and if access to the ravine is desired, it should be
designed so as not to introduce an historically inappropriate path.

In a similar manner, the extension of the access road to the main house
should be retained as closely as possible in its present form, surfacing and
configuration. Vehicular travel should be restricted to Park Service
personnel and disabled visitors. If additional surfacing is required to
stabilize the roadway, hard surfacing should be avoided. Parking in the
vicinity of the house should be limited to disabled visitors, and the lot
surfaced with fine gravel or similar composite material.

The remaining road and lane remnants as discussed in the previous
chapter should be stabilized by removing woody vegetation and mowing
once per year to maintain the road beds. If interpretive trails are located
along these corridors, they should remain in grass where possible or
alternatively be surfaced in the least intrusive manner.

The question of the existence of a possible historical formal access to the
site, on-axis with the north building facade, requires further
archaeological investigation to determine its validity. Although it is
unlikely that archaeological investigation can conclusively date this

feature, if its existence is confirmed, it will be a vitally important feature
of the historic landscape. Under present landscape policy, restoration of
the feature is not recommended and interpretation should occur only with
additional documentation. Should landscape policy change, existing trees
could be cut to restore the visual corridor and the corridor should be
interpreted on the site. Any of those trees remaining which formed the
alley visible in the 1939 aerial should be retained, with additional tree
planting to fully restore the alley. Reconstruction of this feature may
require that the location of the service road be adjusted so as not to
interfere with the historical character of the lane.

4.3 Field Patterns

The strongest landscape feature on site at Haberdeventure is the pattern of
fields and forests. This pattern alone provides the visitor with a sense of
the historical context of the farm. It will be necessary to stabilize this
feature by cutting some of the young brush that is encroaching on the
field edges, and protect the feature through periodic mowing.

If it is deemed appropriate in the future to restore the field patterns to an
earlier period, sufficient documentation exists at present to allow the
restoration of field patterns at Haberdeventure to the 1930’s, and with
some interpolation of the documentation, to 1900. However, there are
some areas, notably the field north of the sheep barn, for which it will not
be possible to determine whether the area was field or forested circa 1900.

If the fields are restored, either as old field, pasture, or cultivated fields,
care must be taken to retain the existing plant material in historically
significant fencerows, particularly the mature trees. If widespread cutting
of overgrown areas along Hoghole Run are to be accomplished, they must
be cleared carefully and slowly over time to minimize soil erosion. Use of
sediment control barriers and mulching of scarred soils will alleviate
erosion problems.

Newly cleared areas may provide an opportunity to interpret the changes
in, and differences between, eighteenth and nineteenth century farming
practices at Haberdeventure. As stated earlier, in a vernacular landscape it
is important to interpret the layers of history on the site. With respect to
the field patterns, these were given form by agricultural practices, with
changes in practices being reflected in changes in field patterns. The

l

~.
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spectrum of agricultural practices could easily be interpreted here: in
areas of restored or existing fields, various crops and cropping practices,
particularly William Briscoe Stone’s crop rotation experiments, may be
interpreted.

The most important areas which could be returned to their historic field
configurations are the boundaries of the field to the east and south of the
main house. This field has had encroachment by woodland on all sides,
but particularly in the area south of the terraces. Although the
construction of the pond to the south of the terraces resulted in a change
of the historic field pattern in this area, removal of the existing trees and
woody vegetation would restore the historic visual access between the
main house and Hoghole Run. This would also allow interpretation of the
Vischer period pond. However, before major clearing is accomplished,
the vistas should be analyzed for any inappropriate development which
could intrude into the view from across Hoghole Run.

In addition to restoring the field/woodland interface, it will be necessary
to allow the historic fence lines and/or hedgerows to revert to hedgerows
through natural succession. Existing trees and existing shrub species
should be protected and maintained. However, invasive exotic species
should be removed (e.g. Japanese Honeysuckle). Hedgerows should be
maintained at an approximate width of 10 to 20 feet. Since there is
documentation for the existence of grazing animals on site for the
majority of the farming history of Haberdeventure, hedgerows should be
maintained in a rather open condition with regular pruning.

4.4 Property Boundaries

Since the existing property boundaries generally reflect the size and shape
of the Haberdeventure parcel as it was acquired by Thomas Stone in
1770, and as it existed circa 1860, the boundaries are highly significant
for the interpretation of the site. For this reason the boundaries of the
property should be maintained as existing.

The only exception to the maintenance of the boundaries is that of the
Lemko outparcel. As the most intrusive modification to the historical area

of the property this parcel should be targeted for acquisition as soon as it
becomes available.

The parcel, extending into the center of the outbuilding cluster, lies in a
historically and visually important area of the property. If the Lemko
parcel becomes available at any time, the parcel should be acquired in fee
simple in order to restore the property to its original configuration. For the
time being, the impact of this parcel can be minimized by enhancing the
historic hedgerows and tree plantings surrounding it. In order to minimize
the potential for any incompatible development on this parcel prior to
outright purchase, the Government should investigate the possibility of
buying a preservation easement, and/or acquiring a right-of-first-refusal
on the property.

Another aspect of maintaining the property boundaries is the maintenance
of views of the site. This is of particular importance in two areas: along
Rose Hill Road, and across Hoghole Run. The Park Service should
consider the acquisition of scenic easements in these areas to minimize
the potential impact on the site of incompatible adjacent development.

4.5 Terraces

/
/

The terraces at Haberdeventure are the most historically significant
individual landscape feature existing on site since it is the only feature
which has been tentatively dated to the Thomas Stone period. The terraces
also provide an historical context for the area immediately surrounding
the house, and served as the ordering principle of successive periods of
ornamental landscape plantings. For example, the Vischer period
plantings included a retaining wall along the eastern border of the
terraces, the foundation to which remains today.

The terraces are presently in stable condition, covered in regularly mown
grass. A detailed topographic survey of the terraces for preservation
purposes should be undertaken and they should be protected and
maintained as closely to their present configuration as possible. This
includes stabilizing the foundation of the Vischer-period terrace wall
below grade, which should be capped with soil and covered with sod.
Increasing the mowing height slightly on the terraces will improve the
ability of the grass to resist erosion. In those areas where vegetation was
removed within the past few years and grass has not been fully
established, top-dressing will aid in re-establishing the grass.
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As visitor numbers to the site increase, and evidence of wear on the grass
is apparent, visitor access to the terraces should be limited. Visitors
should be restricted to those areas which are historically evident walking
paths. For example, the brick walkways recently found through
archaeological investigation around the porch provide a historical basis
for circulation paths around the house.” Visitors should be kept off the
terrace falls in order to minimize slumping and erosion.

If in the future it is deemed appropriate to restore the feature to any
semblance of its historical appearance, it is vitally important that
additional archaeology be undertaken. Additional archaeology may locate
the remaining planting beds in the feature, as well as remnants of fencing.
Given this information it would be possible to restore the planting beds,
although not the plantings themselves. Seed and pollen analysis to date
has not exposed any useful information regarding the plantings on the
terraces. Barring further documentary evidence of the nature of the
plantings, the only possible plantings would be limited to an interpretive
reconstruction of similar plantings of the period.

4.6 Ornamental Plantings

The existing ornamental plantings at Haberdeventure are in a highly
degraded and fragmented condition. A number of the historic trees
surrounding the house have recently died, and many more Vischer-era
plantings were removed since 1989.

Until further documentary information is revealed, it will be necessary to
protect and stabilize the condition of the existing historically significant
ornamental plants on site. This will involve developing sound
management practices for the daffodil plantings, protecting trees and
shrubs from the damaging effects of mowers and over pruning, and
clearing areas in the vicinity of the tenant house of an overgrowth of vines
and volunteer undergrowth. In order to fully protect the historically
important plants on the site, it is recommended that the Park Service
develop a nursery plot for the maintenance and propagation of such

plants. Moving some of the particular daffodils, yucca, privet, crocus,
Indian currant and other historical plants to such an area will provide a
location to store plants with a ready supply of historically accurate plants
as more information becomes available to restore any specific features.
Involving the local Garden Club in the development and maintenance of
this nursery is a good method for providing local community investment
in the site and for completing the labor-intensive work.

4.7 Cemetery

The cemetery at Haberdeventure is a highly significant historic landscape
feature as the resting place for Thomas Stone, his wife and successive
Haberdeventure residents. Dating from the late eighteenth century, the
cemetery is in good condition and should be maintained with its present
nineteenth-century fencing.

According to members of the Stone family, the cemetery area originally
extended to the east and was enclosed by a wire fence. This area was used
for slave burials, a fact which may be confirmed by archaeological
investigation. If the presence of burials is validated through future
findings, this area should be identified and interpreted to visitors.

4.8 Fencing

While the fencing on site follows historical field boundaries to a great
extent, the existing fencing material appears to post-date 1900. The
existing fencing is largely composed of wooden posts and page wire.
Apart from the interpretation of field patterns on the aerial photograph of
1937, there is no documentation of fencing locations pre-1900. Field
boundaries should be marked with hedgerows without the addition of
fencing. If the Park Service wishes to introduce livestock to the site,
fencing of the type commonly used in the area during the period of
significance would be appropriate to contain the animals.

2 John Milner Associates, 1992.
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4.9 Ponds

As noted in sections 4.2 and 4.3, the two existing ponds located to the east
of the entrance drive and to the south of the terraces are Vischer-era
features. If the recommendation is followed to interpret all of the layers of

landscape history on the site, based on the Vischer-era si gnificance under

Criteria A, these features should be stabilized and protected.

The dry pond located to the west of the tenant house is of an earlier
construction, dating before 1937. Since there is no indication of the
construction date, the feature should be protected and stabilized by
removing all encroaching woody plant species. Additional archaeological
investigation may be able to date the period of construction, at which
point a decision can be made regarding its restoration.

4.10 Swimming Pool/Pool House

Both the swimming pool and pool house are Vischer-era features. Given
the loss of extensive portions of the Vischer-era ornamental landscape, it
is not appropriate to preserve these features. However, in the interests of
interpreting all of the historic layers of the site, the features should be
stabilized or alternatively, carefully documented and removed. This
would include maintenance pruning of the area surrounding the features
to remove invasive species and to stabilize the existing landscape
plantings. The swimming pool should not be entirely removed, but
covered and protected as an archaeological feature.

The spring located beneath the pool may be of historical significance, and
all efforts should be made to stabilize the area after any site disturbance.

4.11 Outbuildings

The extant outbuildings include the Cattle Barn, Corn Crib, Tenant
House, Tobacco Barn (restored by the NPS in 1987), two Horse Barns, a -
Sheep Barn, Farm Shed, Feeding Station, Hog Barn, Chicken Houses and
Garage/Apartment. The buildings which have been determined to predate
1900 are the Cattle Barn, Corn Crib, Tenant House, Tobacco Barn, Sheep
Barn and a portion of the Horse Barn #1 (refer to Appendix 8). The Hog
Barn, Chicken House Complex, Garage/Apartment and the remainder of

the Horse Barn construction can be attributed to the later Vischer
occupation. Further investigation would be required in order to place the
Farm Shed and Feeding Station at the appropriate place in time.

Given the objectives in the GMP, it is recommended that those structures
which do not contribute to the circa 1900 period for architectural
restoration be carefully documented and dismantled. Such documentation
should, at a minimum, include photographs of exterior and interior views
and measured floor plans. One exception is the Chicken House Buildings,
which were renovated by the NPS for use as a maintenance facility in
1992.

The structures which are to remain should be preserved from further
deterioration and restored as an integral part of the agricultural landscape.

4.12 Orchards

Although the orchards exist on site only as archaeological fragments, the
orchards/are a highly significant landscape feature of Haberdeventure.
Orchards were an important component of eighteenth and nineteenth
century farming landscapes. Historical documentation supports the
existence of orchards at Haberdeventure from Thomas Stone’s ownership
through 1957, which is the last time they appear on the aerial
photographs. Orchards are documented in both the fields to the north and
east of the house.

Although the aerial photographs document the location of the orchards
and the spacing of the trees, this may not have been their full extent.
Additional archaeological investigation would be required in the
designated areas on the 1937 aerial photographs which indicate the -
location of the orchards. A determination of their full extent and the
presence of any contiguous gardens could then be made. If any wood
fragments remain, testing may also determine the species of the trees.

At the present time the orchards should be interpreted according to the
historical documentation available. In the future, if it is deemed
appropriate using the potential archaeological findings and some existing
documentary information, the orchards may be reconstructed using
cultivars of apples, peaches, pears, cherries and other indicated fruits that
were commonly grown circa 1850 to 1900.
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4.13 Recommendations for Further these papers may lead to more information on the history and landscape
Research features of Haberdeventure.

In addition to further archaeological research, more research in five other
major areas may shed additional light on the history of Haberdeventure.
First, further research is needed into the history of local farming practices.
While a summary of farming practices is presented in Appendix 3, this is
a cursory overview of available historical materials and scholarship.
Primary source materials in the form of farm accounts and farming
practices exist for other farms and plantations in Charles County, many of
which had historical connections to Haberdeventure.

Secondly, additional archaeological investigation is necessary to
determine the locations of slave quarters and additional tenant housing
and other outbuildings. The locations, numbers, size and types of these
buildings are extremely important to ihe understanding and interpretation
of the site. This information may also inform the interpretation of other
aspects of the site such as field uses and farming patterns.

Thirdly, further architectural investigation is recommended to establish
the dates and therefore the significance of the Sheep Barn, Farm Shed and
Feeding Station outbuildings. Should it be established that these structures
contribute to the farm scene, then measures should be taken to stabilize
and restore them. If it is determined that they are more recent than circa
1940, then they should be carefully documented and designated for
removal.

Fourth, further research into the terraced gardens at Rose Hill may
provide further insight into the design and development of the terraces at
Haberdeventure to allow more accurate interpretation of this site feature.
Developed by Margaret (Brown) Stone’s brother, Dr. Gustavus Brown,
the terraces at Rose Hill are an intact local example of formal landscape
design during the late eighteenth century. Existing Brown and Stone
family papers could be extremely helpful in providing information about
construction methods and planting schemes.

Fifth, there apparently exist various out-of-state repositories of Stone
family papers that have not been investigated for this report. A review of
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Stone Family

Gov. WilliamStone j John Stone —e ThomasStone | David Stone
(c. 1603-1659-60) (c. 1648-1697) (1677-1727) (1709-1773)
m. Hanson m. Elizabeth Jenifer
i I I
David Samuet Mary Anne
(2-1778)
! I | | | | I |
Thomas Stone Michael Jenifer Stong N Elizabeth Anne Catherine
John H. Frederick Walter Grace
(1743-1787) (1747-1812) (2-¢. 1795) (?-c. 180t1)
m. Margaret Brown (1750-1804) m. Polly Briscoe (-1773) (1791 (1-1809) m. Townsend Eden | | m. Robert Scou
! | ] ' I ! ! l
Margaret Stone Mildred Stone . . William Briscoe . -
(1771-1809) (1773-1837) F“i‘%';f';fg‘ fn’“gi'f:';‘zgi (1797-1872) (,‘gg‘(’f,ﬂ%) %”&"7‘5‘;‘ Eleanor Alexander Scott
m. John M. Daniel m. Travers Daniel ( ) m. Caroline Brown
s l T |
Thomas Stone .
Margaret Stone Mary Caroline
(1829-7) ) B
(1827-1913) n. Betty Edelen (1830-1858) (1841-1850)
Note: Those individuals who either
owned or lived at Haberdeventure
. 3 . Michael R. Stone
are highlighted with darkened (1866-1932)
. Bessie Loui
squares. ™ Gough
I
[ | I I I
Margaret Eleanor Beuy Michael John Hoskins Thomas Richard

Figure 69: Stone Famiily
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Brown/Stone Family

Dr. Gustavus Brown m. Margaret (Black)

m. Frances Fowke

Notes: * denotes person buried at
Haberdeventure.
Those individuals who either owned or
lived at Haberdeventure are highlighted
with darkened squares.

Michael R. Stone ’
(1866-1932)

FFigure 70: Brown/Stone Family
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Figure 71: Patent of 1708.

Beginning at a bounded hickory standing in the line of
'e said land running thence

NE by N 16 p. to the land of Job Corner, then
binding on the said land

N. 130 p. to a bounded white oak standing in the
plains, then

W. 250 p. to a bounded poplar the bound tree of
John Robinson’s now in the possession of Mr.
Wyne, thence binding on Simpsons Delight

l SE and by E 280 p. to the first bound tree
O

ntaining 150 acres more or less cailed Haberdeventure, .

together with all dwelling houses messuages buildings

rnes stables gardens orchards out houses - profitts

omodoties advantages and appurtenances whatsoever.

Patent of 1708

Thomas Stone National Historic Site

Haberdeventure

Survey from patent of 1708 to
John Lambert - 150 acres

North
Scale: 1"=1200 ft.
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Figure 72: Patent of 1725.

Patent of 1725 l

Thomas Stone National Historic Site "

Beginning at a bounded white oak of the said
Habberdeventure standing on a plain near the Main
Road that Leads from Portobacco to Piscataway on the
west side of the said Road Running thence

North one hundred and fourteen perches thence \\

South west and by West Seventy perches then

South South East Eighty four perches then to the

-

Hansons Plains

beginning.
Containing and laid out for seventy five acres...

| /

Point of Origin
Bounded white oak

)

*

Survey from patent of 1725 to
Robert Hanson - 75 acres

North
Scale: 1"=1200f1.
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Figure 73: Survey of 1768.

Beginning at a locust post placed at a stump of a white
ak the orig. beg. of Hansons Plains within 12 feet of a
tone set by Milburn Simmes for the beginning of

ansons Plains "standing on the west side of the main

Road that leads from Portobacco to Piscataway about 40
ards the distance from said road", then

N. 114 p,, then

W. 30 p., then

N. 84° W. 11 p,, then

N. 27° W. 22 p., then

W. 179 p,, then

N. 79 p., then

SW and by W 145 p,, then

SE and by S 172 p. to the stump of a poplar
mentioned in the original survey of
Haberdeventure, then

SE and by E 294 p., then

NE by N. 16 p.,

‘l\a\ with a straight line to the first beginning

Survey of 1768

Thomas Stone National Historic Site

Haberdeventure and
Hansons Plains Enlarged

Survey information as listed in
1768 patent of Daniel Jenifer for
Haberdeventure and Hansons

L Plains Enlarged - 442 acres

North
A\ Scale: 1"=1200f1.

-

within 12 feet of a
stone .

" Point of Origin |

stump of poplar from
original survey of
Haberdeventure.

0

200 600 l 1200
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Figure 74: Survey of 1784.
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.\.
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North
Scale: 1"=1200t.
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Figure 75: Survey of 1831.

ginning at a stone on the west
Ee of and close to the edge of

Port Tobacco - Piscataway
Road in the 3rd line of /
Mattingly’s Hope, being the 2nd Y

undary of the said whole
ct, then with the external line
of the whole tract

S 85° 36’ W 106 p. to a stone and post now
fixed on the § side of the road leading
from Port Tobacco to Mattawoman and

flowing from Gambra’s land, thence the
following courses
7° 45 W 40 p,, then
17° W 76 p., then
8° 15 E 45 p. to a Gum Tree standing
near a spring, then
" 36° 15’ E 94 p,, then
49° E 28 p., to a stone on the N side and
near the aforementioned run, then
25° E 68 p. to a stone, then
89° E 136 p. 6 links to a stone on the W
. side and close the 1st mentioned road
. then
ith the said road, being the external line of the said
hole tract, to the beginning

(SR 4205

z 2 w W

ontaining by survey of Thos. Perry Esq., 23 Jan. 1831,
4 a. 1 rood & designated on plat as the First Part

And also another part of the said whole tract

|

eginning at a post and stone on a plain in the edge of

old field and being the first boundary of the said
hole tract and running '

| N 38° 15 76 p. 9 links to a large stone
| ' . being the 6th boundary of the whole

tract, then
N 51° 6’ E 17 p. to a stone being the 7th
: boundary of the whole tract, then
46° 30" W 62 p. 12 links to a stone, being

then and with the external line of the
whole tract

| l the 8th boundary of the said whole tract,

Gum tree near spring®

S 21° 6 W 120 p. to a stone, and then with
a straight line to the beginning

Containing 42 a. 2 roods and designated the Second Part.

And also another part of a tract of land supposed to be
part of a tract called Thames Street lying contiguous to
the said last mentioned [2nd] part of Haberdeventure
and heretofore contained in [and] exchanged by the said
Thomas Stone with a certain ____ Gambra for other land
Beginning at a post and stone, a boundary of
Haberdeventure and the beginning of the above
described 2nd part, and running thence with the said
land

N 38° 15’ W 76 p. 9 links to a stone, then
N 51° ¢ E 17 p., then Ileaving
Haberdeventure
75° 15’ E 3 p. 12 links to a stone now
fixed by the side of the main road

s VAOL LYOd

Survey of 1831

Thomas Stone National Historic Site

Haberdeventure

Survey of January 23, 1831 by
Thomas Perry, Esq., as recorded
in 1831 deed of William Briscoe
Stone - 297 acres

North
Scale: 1"=1200 ft.

1200 600 1200

N/

/leading from Port Tobacco to
Mattawoman, then
With said road to a stone close to and on the 3 side of
said road and where it intersects a line of
Haberdeventure, then
With the said line to the beginning

Containing 30 a. 3 roods
Total 297 acres
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Figure 76: Survey of 1935.

Beginning at a stone fixed on the west side of the Public
Road Ieading from Port Tobacco to Pomfret and close to
the edge of said road, in the third line of Mattingly’s
Hope being the second boundary of the whole tract
Haberdeventure as patented in the year 1787 to Thomas
Stone and running thence with the lines of
Haberdeventure

N 87° 35" W 1749 feet to a cedar stump on the West
bank and close to the edge of a run flowing from
the Gambra Land then with the West side of the
said run being the dividing line between this
land and part of the original third part of
Haberdeventure now called Palmoine and now
owned by Patrick O'Toole

S 14° W 630 feet to a stone in the fence on the
West side of the run, then with the fence and the
West side of the run

S 23° 15" W 1346 feet to a stone in the angle of the
fence

S 3° E 304 feet to a poplar tree at a small branch

S 2° 45" W 180 feet to a post on the West side of

Gambra Run the corner between the land of
O'Toole and the land conveyed by margaret G.
Stone to H.H. Owens, 1875 (GAH#4:547), then
with said land following the run or stream as the
dividing line

28° 4(Y E 652 feet

1° 20’ W 82 1/2 feet

23° 40 E 346 1/2 feet

33° 10 E 561 feet

40° 10’ E 660 feet

45° 3(r E 495 feet

12° 15’ E 1155 feet to intersection of said stream
or run with the line of Rose Hill, then with Rose
Hill

N 58° 35 E 214 1/2 feet to a stone marked VIII,
then

nmnwLwnmnunw

] 89° 1(¥ E 2415 feet to a stone marked VII a corner
of Rose Hill _and the first boundstone of

Haberdeventure fixed on the West side of a
Tublic Road leading from Port Tobacco to
Fomiret, then with said road.

zZzZzZ

2222

z

Stone
poplar tree

9 40’ W 409 feet
1° 30’ E 606 feet
5° 30" W 435 feet to a point opposite a corner of
Rose Hill and the land known as Clamber Hill
formerly owned by George J. Jenkins, then still
with road

24° W 1452 feet

32° W 680 feet

50° W 154 feet

31° W 747 feet to a point opposite the corner of
Thomas Stone land and entrance into
Haberdeventure, then still with road

15° 15" W 1185 feet to a point opposite the corner
of Thomas Stone and O.B. Martin land, then still
with the road

19° W 375 feet to the stone, the point of
beginning
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Survey of 1935

Thomas Stone National Historic Site '

Haberdeventure

>
[#)
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N 0

Survey of November 19, 1935 by
Louis H. Steffens as recorded in
the 1945 Vischer deed. - 373
acres

North
Scale: 1"=1200f1.

N7 1200 600 12

@
3




Page 100

Thomas Stone Cultural Landscape Report

lz‘gmning at a point on the westerly line of Rose Hill
ad, at a corner common to the lands of subject owner
and the lands now or formerly owned by James P.
"lieher; thence, along the said Kelleher tract, South 77°

Figure 77: Deed of 1981.

' 43 West, 1,258.20 feet to a point on the line of a tract
land now or formerly owned by Nadija Lemko;
thence, along the said Lemko tract, North 67° 57 16"
est, 479.58 feet to a point; thence South 02° 18’ 27"
est, 591.87 feet to a point; thence, leaving the said
mko tract, North 87° 41’ 33" West, 606.73 feet to a
Point on the Southern Maryland Electric Coop., Inc,,
easterly right-of-way line; thence, along said right-of-way
e, North 50° 29’ 13" West, 321.64 feet to a point on the
stetly line of Gambra Run; thence, along said right-of-

ay and said run, the following bearings and distances; -

North 40° 59’ 06" West, 1,031.07 feet to a point;

North 26° 54’ 12" West, 1,726.54 feet to a point;

North 00° 52’ 58" East, 439.07 feet to a point;
l North 24° 42 17" East, 1,333.28 feet to a point;

' North 10° 30’ 55" West, 826.65 feet to a point;

rth 15° 46’ 33" East, 658.01 feet to a corner common to
the lands of subject owner, Electric Coop., and a tract of

now or formerly owned by John W. Thompson; |
e, leaving said Run and Electric Coop. tract and °

th the said Thompson tract, the following bearings and
distances:

South 85° 38" 41" East, 1,000.00 feet to a point;
| South 04° 21’ 19" West, 60.00 feet to a point;
South 85° 38’ 41" East, 448.98 feet to a point;

rth 04° 21’ 19" East, 60.00 feet to a corner common to
lands of subject owner, Thompson and others; thence,

ong lands of others, South 85° 38’ 41" East, 198.00 feet :

to a point on the westerly line of aforesaid Rose Hill
ad; thence, along the westerly line of said Road, the
owing bearings and distances:

South 19° 34" 00" East, 374.94 feet to a point;

South 13° 45’ 57" East 1,188.54 feet to a point;
. South 28° 58’ 22" Fast, 724.25 feet to a point;

South 48° 40’ 23" East, 154.31 feet to a point;
South 30° 26" 16" East 307.60 feet to a point;
South 30° 26’ 16" East 372.60 feet to a point;
South 21° 25 16" East, 1,464.32 feet to a point;
South 02° 43’ 13" East, 43445 feet to a point;

South 04, 17 27" West, 180.18 feet to the point of
the beginning.

EXCEPTING THEREFROM, all that certain 6.28 acre tract
of land conveyed unio Nadija Lemko, described as Part
2 in the certain deed filed for record in Liber 490, Folio
142.

ALSO EXECPTING THEREFROM, all that certain 0.3997
acre tract of land conveyed unto John M. Wearmouth
and wife, Roberta ]. Wearmouth, in the certain deed filed
for record in Liber 373, Folio 218.

Containing 321.97 acres, more or less, after exceptions.

Deed of 1981

Thomas Stone National Historic Site

Haberdeventure

Metes and bounds from deed
dated January 8, 1981 for the
United States - 321 acres

North
Scale: 1"=1200 ft.




APPENDIX 3: A History of Agriculture in Southern Maryland

It is important to view the changes in the agricultural landscape of
Haberdeventure in the context of changing agricultural patterns in Charles
County and the wider region of Tidewater Maryland and Virginia. There
were a number of major shifts in agricultural economy during the history
of settlement of this area of the county, all of which affected the use of
land at Haberdeventure: from the early beginnings of agriculture during
the seventeenth century when emphasis was on tobacco production and
exploitative land use practices, through the eighteenth century trends
toward settlement and the development of self-sustaining farms and
plantations, through the Civil War change to a wheat-growing economy,
to modern trends towards large farms. Throughout these changes in the
economy, the methods of farming remained fairly constant up to the Civil
War, despite an agricultural reform movement in the 1840’s and 50°s.!

Agricultural practices during the late seventeenth century were somewhat
rudimentary. They consisted largely of clearing the land of trees, limited
cultivation of the soil with hoes and planting crops, usually tobacco,
between the remaining stumps. The planters exploited the land,
abandoning most European agricultural practices.

The key to profitable tobacco culture i m the late 1600’s was the ability to
find both cheap land and cheap labor.? Until the last quarter of the

century, indentured servants were the primary source of labor with small
farms producing most of the crops. However, as the supply of European
servants became scarce, the wealthy planters turned to slaves for their
primary source of labor. The high cost of slave labor favored the
predominance and continued development of large plantations with
wealthy landowners and the reduction of small farms.>

Another way of working the land was through the use of tenant farmers.
Before 1750, land was generally subdivided and let in long leases for
three lives, “usually those of a renter, his wife and a child.”4 The life lease
provided the tenants with “long-term security, saleable assets, an
inheritance for at least one child and political privileges that were
accorded to freeholders.” Long leases also encouraged tenants to protect
and invest in their land. Leases typically required the tenant to complete
leasehold improvements including planting an orchard, building a house
and outbuildings, particularly a tobacco house. Tenant housing was small
and plain. A typical lease requirement was for a house of approximately
16 feet square to 16 by 20 feet, with one or two outside chimneys. There
were one or two rooms below with an equal number above, under an
end-gabled roof.® Timbering on the lease was generally restricted to
building structures and fencmg Tenant farms were largely family

Lorena Seebach Walsh, Charles County, Maryland, 1658-1705: A Study of Chesapeake Political and Social Structure, Ph.D. Dissertation, Michigan State University (1977).
Lorena Seebach Walsh, “Plantation Management in the Chesapeake, 1620-1820,” The Journal of Economic History, 69 No.2, (1989) p. 393.
Lorena S. Walsh, Land, Landlord and Leaseholder: Estate Management and Tenant Fortunes in Southern Maryland, 1642-1820, Agricultural History, 59 No. 3 (1985) p. 375.

Walsh, Estate Management, p. 381; Gregory A. Stiverson, Poverty in a Land of Plenty: Tenancy in Eighteenth Century Maryland, Johns Hopkins University Press (1977) p. 64: “...the

average proprietary tenant on the lower western Shore lived in a very small frame house covered with clapboards. His dwelling measured about sixteen or seventeen feet wide and
twenty-four or twenty-five feet long. The fireplace that dominated one end of the house had a chimney constructed of wood or clay, and only if he was one of the more fortunate
tenants was he able to provide a safer brick chimney for his dwelling. The ground floor of the house was divided into two, or at most three, small rooms, although some of his

1 J. Richard Rivoire, Summary Report of Research Findings, p.27.
2
3
4
5  Walsh, Estate Management, p. 376.
6
neighbors lived in one-room houses...
earth....”
7 Ibid.

. Part of the ground floor of the typical tenant’s house might have been covered with planks, but the remainder of the floor was nothing but packed
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operations, with only a small percentage of tenants being wealthy enough
to own indentured servants or slaves.

After 1750, typical leasing policies changed, and farms were let on short
terms of from one to 21 years. This change in policy resulted in a rapid
turnover of tenants, but also increased the tendency for “mining” of the
soil. By 1800, the average length of tenancy had dropped to four years,
with the tenant often working more than one farm, again increasing the
tendency toward exploitative farming practices.” George Washington
wrote of the problems:

“I am desirous you should always keep in view, first, to lease to no
person who has Lands of his own adjoining them; and 2ndly, to no
one who does not propose to live on the premises. My reasons are
these, in the first case my Land will be cut down, worked and
destroyed to save his own, whilst the latter will receive all the
improvements. In the second case, if the tenant does not live thereon
it will not meet a much better fate, and negro Quarters and Tobacco
pens will probably be the best edifices of the tenement.

Tobacco was the prime crop during the seventeenth century, followed in
importance by the production of wheat. The production of these crops was
part of the British colonial system which stretched between London,
Glasgow, the European continent, the Caribbean and Africa, and relied on
the colonies to produce raw materials which would support the European

market.!! This trade structure led to a dependence of colonial settlers on
the importation of essential products, and a lack of self-sufficiency in
local food production.12 In their zeal to plant tobacco, many farmers
neglected to plant an adequate supply of their main food crop, corn. Thus
a law was passed in the mid-seventeenth century that required farmers to
plant two acres of corn for every one acre of tobacco.

The most common type of fencing used during the seventeenth and
eighteenth centuries was worm fencing. This type of fencing was popular
since it was easy to pick up and move to a new location when a given
tobacco field became “worn out”.'* Wattling and palling were also
popular types of fencing used. Wattling was a fence made of brush and
saplings and was used around fields to keep cattle and other livestock out.
Palling was commonly used around gardens and orchards.

Land use and cropping practices soon led to the exhaustion of soil fertility
in the area. Crop yields fell after the virgin land had been cropped,
although planters could keep up the yields either with long fallows of up
to 20 years, or with increased manuring. A planter could grow tobacco for
three years, followed by three years of corn, after which the land was left
fallow for 20 years before yields were returned to a profitable level.
Increased manuring was not typically practiced until the later part of the
eighteenth century since many planters either did not keep livestock or
kept it penned.

8 Ibid.
9  Ibid., p. 388.
10  Fitzpatrick, as cited in Walsh. Estate Management, note. 37.

11 Mark P. Leone, “The Georgian Order as the Order of Merchant Capitalism in Annapolis, Maryland.” The Recovery of Meaning: Historical Archaeology in the Eastern United States,
ed. M. P. Leone and P. B. Potter, Jr., Washington, D.C.: Smithsonian Institution Press (1988) pp. 235-61.

12 Walsh, Plantation Management, p. 394.
13 Jimmy Musgrove, The Accokeek Foundation, pers. comm. (1992).
14 Ibid.

15 Lois G. Carr and Russell R. Menard, “Land, Labor and Economies of Scale in Early Maryland: Some Limits to Growth in the Chesapeake System of Husbandry,” The Journal of

Economic History, 69 No.2, (1989) p. 409.
16  Walsh, Plantation Management, p. 400; Carr and Menard, p. 409.
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In Charles County, the most suitable soils for tobacco production were to
be found along the creeks.!” These soils consisted of “a hght black
mould, which with good Husbandry would last forever.” "~ Much of the
other land in the County was less desirable, often described as “stiff,”
“worn out,” or “much broken and washed in many gullies.”l

During the eighteenth century, small holdings typically included a variety
of buildings and outbuildings at the core of the farm. The homes were
small, approximately 20 x 30” frame structures, with a small number of

slave or servants quarters, and outbuildings including kitchen, milk house,

storehouse, workshop and one or more tobacco houses along with a pen
for cattle and horses a hog house, hen house, paled kitchen garden and a
fenced orchard.”

Between 1750 and the Revolution in 1776, three crops were commonly
grown on mid-sized farms: tobacco, corn and wheat. Tobacco continued
to be the main cash crop of the period, whether planted in large acreages
or small areas. ’[;_flle main variety planted was “Oronoco” originally from
South America.”" The intensive labor demands of corn and tobacco
limited the amount of land which a planter could cultivate in wheat.
However, typically 90 percent of the wheat crop, net the seed, was sold,
as compared to about half the crop of corn produced.

The main food crop in the colonies was corn or maize. The commonly
grown variety was the “Gord Seed,” important both for use as grain and
corn meal. Wheat was also grown as a cash crop, however it was very
labor intensive and therefore only the wealthy with many field hands

could afford to plant it.”> The production of hemp and flax was also
encouraged by the Legislature, which passed a bill in 1706 making it legal
tender for the payment of debts. ‘

The Revolution caused a severe economic depression in the Chesapeake
colonies. Since the American colonies were cut off from European
markets, most planters cut back on the production of all market crops,
growing staples, “producing fibers, making cloth, boiling salt, brewing
alcohol, finding ways to pay their taxes, and scraping up money for
military substitutes.”

From the latter part of the eighteenth century and throughout the first half
of the nineteenth century, the agricultural economy improved. Tobacco
was a risky crop, and therefore Chesapeake planters shifted to a mixture
of maize, wheat, hay, dairy products, and livestock raising.26 Most area
farmers sold what tobacco and grain crops they produced through
commission merchants in Baltimore and Alexandria.”” Most of these
merchant houses maintained stores in Port Tobacco where farmers could
charge goods against their account.

17  Jean B. Lee, The Social Order of a Revolutionary People: Charles County, Marviand 1733-1786, Ph.D. Thesis, University of Virginia, p. 43.

18 Ibid.
19 Ibid.
20 Walsh, p.. -

21  Musgrove, pers. comm.
22 Walsh, Plantation Management, p. 397.

23 Musgrove, pers. comm.

24  Vivian D. Wiser, The Movement for Agricultural Improvement in Maryland 1785-1865, Ph.D. Thesis, University of Maryland (1963)

25  Walsh, Plantation Management, p. 401.
26 Ibid.

27 Ibid.

28 Rivoire, p. 27.
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Farming methods began to change in other ways as well. Land was losing
its fertility, leading to lower yields.29 The fluctuating economy also
placed a strain on the planters’ incomes, often resulting in a decrease in
profits. In order to improve the profitability of farming, planters had three
general options:

“With the opening of new western settlements they could pull up
stakes and move to fresh lands where they might continue to farm in
the old ways with better result. Many did. Second, they could tempo-
rarily increase total farm production by using more labor to the acre,
mining out their lands with more intense grain cultivation, often
without short fallowing or any use of animal or vegetable fertilizers.
Many also followed this course. In some places the size of slave work
units increased. Non-slaveholding tenant farmers were often squeezed
off rented farms and the tracts leased to neighboring slave owners,
who worked the land with two or three times more hands. Landlords,
anxious to increase rental income, began letting land only on short-
term leases with requirements that the tenants employ a minimum
number of hands on the tract, rather than the land-conserving cap on
-the maximum number of workers permitted usually found in pre-war
leases. The third choice was to invest more in land reclamation and
improvement, fertilizers, artificial grasses, and new and better farm
implements. Probably the smallest proportion of all chose this
course.”

In the struggle to increase productivity, farmers plowed more extensively.
While small farmers did not use plows extensively until the 1790’s, this

was the only way to increase productivity for planters who did not own
slaves. Farmers plowed with little regard for land contours, leading to
massive soil erosion in much of the Tidewater area.>! In addition to the
erosion, the intensive cropping itself was taking its toll, leading George
Washington to write in 1788:

“That the system (if it deserves the appellation of one) of Corn, Wheat,
hay; has been injurious, and if continued would prove ruinous to our
land, I believe no one who has attended the ravages which have been
produced by it in our fields is at a loss to decide.”

These agricultural problems led to the advent of the Agricultural Reform
Movement in Maryland. While some forward-thinking landowners had
experimented with improved farming practices since the 1770’s, the
movement did not take hold until the 1820’s. By that time crop rotations
including clover, turnips, manure and lime were being employed by a
number of larger Tidewater planters.33 Agricultural societies were
established for the dissemination of information on new cropping
methods and practices.”

The use of South American guano as a fertilizer was a common practice
during the mid-nineteenth century. The first commercial shipment of
guano to Baltimore was in 1843, and fast became the fertilizer of choice
in the area.>> The use of guano was so widespread that Guano
Conventions were held to discuss availability, monopolistic trade
practices, and government inspection.”~ Guano use continued until the
Civil War caused the price to soar and importation to cease.’’

™

29  Avery Odelle Craven, Soil Exhaustion as a Factor in the Agricultural History of Virginia and Maryland, 1 606-1860, University of Illinois Press (1926).

30  Walsh, Plantation Management, p. 403.

31  Walsh, Plantation Management. p. 404; Walsh, Estate Management, p. 390: “Before the Revolution, creeks emptying into the Potomac like the Mattawoman, the Piscataway, and the
Port Tobacco River were all navigable. By 1807 the trading centers along them were largely abandoned due to the silting up of the waterways.”

32 From John C. Fitzpatrick, ed., The Writings of George Washington from the Original Manuscript Sources, 1745-1799, cited in Walsh, p. 404.

33 Walsh, Plantation Management, p. 404.
34 Wiser, p. 128,

35 Ibid., p. 279.

36 Ibid., p. 283-84.
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Before the Civil War, slaves equipped with hoes were the primary source
of labor on the larger farms and plantations. Charles County’s economy
suffered dramatically as a result of the Civil War and the ending of
slavery. Many farms were abandoned, while those who continued farming
looked to less labor intensive products and simpler methods of
marketing.3

37 Ibid., p. 501.
38 Rivoire, 1992, Summary of Research Findings, p. 27.




Appendix 4: An Overview of Landscape Design during the

late Eighteenth Century

Although the colonies followed the fashions and design dictates of the
continent and England in most respects, when it came to landscape
fashions, the colonies of the Chesapeake Bay defined a distinctly different
style. During the early eighteenth century, the English were developing a
natural grounds movement, led by Capability Brown and Humphrey
Repton. Although many Chesapeake gardeners added serpentine entrance
drives and walks to their homes in a response to this naturalistic style,
formal Italian-inspired gardens dominated throughout the eighteenth
century.39 The reason for this may be that “in England the countryside -
had already been tamed by years of husbandry, while in America each
new plantation was surrounded by wild, untamed land, to be kept at bay,
not emulated.”

Eighteenth-century gardeners in Maryland were closely bound to England
for their planting materials and gardening books before the Revolution,
and continued to rely on English books for design guidance into the
nineteenth century.4 Various circulating libraries sprang up in both
Baltimore and Annapolis, in addition to the frequent lending of books that
went on between friends and acquaintances. Popular gardening books in
Maryland were Miller’s Gardener’s Dictionary "~ and William Lawson’s
early seventeenth century work A New Orchard and Garden. A majority

of Maryland’s terraced gardens were similar to the simple plan of a
terraced garden portrayed in this book. [see Figure 78]

During this period, landowners in the Chesapeake consistently chose the
highest prospect with the best view of the countryside as sites for their
homes and gardens. These sites lent themselves easily to the “falling
garden” or terrace style which was frequently built in the Chesapeake
during the latter part of the eighteenth century. The style was typified by
geometric construction with gardens on each side of the house, the flat
side with geometrically ordered planting beds, and the sloped side with
several terraces, a central walkway, and geometrically planted beds in the
“parterre” fashion.* Parterres commonly extended across the whole
width of the garden facade of the house, at times even wider, and were
generally twice as long as broad. *

Parterres were formal plantings of flowers outlined with shrubs, such as
boxwood, forming geometric shapes when viewed from above. Grassed
terraces were also common. Some recommendations for building terraces
were found in Charles Carroll’s letters to his son regarding his Annapolis

property:

39 Barbara Wells Sarudy, “Eighteenth-Century Gardens of the Chesapeake,” Journal of Garden History, 9 No. 3 (1989) p.108.

40 Rosemary Verey, Classic Garden Design, New York: Congdon and Weed, Inc., (1984).

41  Sarudy, 106.

42  First published in London in 1731, the complete title reads “The gardeners dictionary: containing the methods of cultivating and improving the kitchen, fruit and flower garden. As
also, the physick garden, wilderness, conservatory and vineyard... Interspers’d with the history of the plants, the characters of each genus, and the names of all particular species, in

Latin and English; and an explanation of all the terms used in botany and gardening, etc.”

43 Leone and Shackel, “Plane and Solid Geometry in Colonial Gardens in Annapolis, Maryland,” in Earth Patterns: Essays in Landscape Archaeology, edited by William M. Kelso and

Rachael Most, Charlottesville: University Press of Virginia, pp. 23-42.
44  Sarudy, 132.
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“In levelling your ground I hope you have been Carefull to preserve
the Top Soil & to lay it on again, Sowe your Clover seed when the
soil is moist. Rake it & when pretty dry Role it with your Garden Roler
if not Too Heavy.”

A number of gardens in Maryland, for which there is good documentary
evidence, were built in the formal style. One of these was Hampton, the
home of Charles Ridgley, located north of Baltimore. Hampton was
designed in a series of three terraces, the first of which was designed as a
turfed area alternately called the bowling green, the great terrace, or the
south lawn. This led to three additional terraced falls connected to grass
ramps dropping toward the Bay. Grass ramps, in place of the stairways
familiar in formal European terraced gardens, were the rule in the 18th
century Chesapeake. Each garden terrace at Hampton contained two
matching formal parterres divided into elegant geometric designs. The
kitchen garden, containing vegetables, herbs, and small fruits and
arranged in the same formal patterns as above, sat at the bottom of the
three garden terraces. A grass walkway bilaterally dissected the formal
falling ‘garden from just below the bowling green to the kitchen garden
below.*0 [see Figure 79].

Another design element of the classical landscape were rows of trees used
to define entrance avenues, walkways or views. “Straight rows of the
most beautiful trees, forming long avenues and grand walks, were in great
estimation, considered as great ornaments, and no considerable estate and
eminent pleasure-ground were without several of them.”” A variety of
types of trees were used: at Chatsworth, Wilham Lux’s country seat near
Baltimore built in the 1750’s had a straight lane leading to the public road
lined with cherry trees; Ghequiere’s Baltimore access was lined with an
avenue of lombardy poplars; and Bolton’s approach was planted with

evenly spaced tall cedars along a wooden fence.*® [see Figures 81-83 for
illustrations of various Maryland estates with lined entrance drives]

In addition to formal grounds, the farm usually contained several practical
buildings and work yards. A turn-of-the-19th century book on farming
practices describes the organization of the farm yard in the following
manner: '

“The land closest to the house was usually divided into a wood yard
and a family yard, serving as a barrier against farm animals. One
contemporary 18th century Marylander wrote that the family yard
should be planted in clean, closely-cut grass and that its margin alone
should be allowed to contain flowers. Wells were often sited near the
family and wood yards. Sheep houses and piggies commonly had their
own individually fenced yards and many poultry houses, which were
also called coops, had a distinct poultry yard completely covered with
fresh sand and gravel. Wash houses, where both washing and ironing
took place, often had a separately fenced area devoted to drying, which
took place on lines or with linens spread across shrubs to dry.”

Two gardens in Annapolis that Thomas Stone may have been familiar
with are the gardens of two of his fellow signers of the Declaration of
Independence, Charles Carroll and William Paca. Charles Carroll’s
garden was located at his home on Spa Creek in Annapolis and was laid
out with five terraces and four slopes, the upper one a bowling green.
William Paca’s garden in Annapolis has had extensive archaeological
research done to document the original garden plan. Both of these gardens
employed strategies in their design: “(1) to overlay a grid on the garden
which was a multiple of the basic length of the house (45 feet); (2) to
manipulate a basic geometric figure, the 3-4-5 right rectans%le; and (3) to
control the depth of the garden and the angle of the falls.”

45  Carrol Papers, Maryland Historical Society, MS 206, Charles Carroll of Annapolis to Charles Carroll of Carrollton, 23 August 1771, as cited in Sarudy, 140.

46  Sarudy, 126. »
47 M’Mahan, The American Gardener’s Calender, Philadelphia: B. Graves (1806).
48 Sarudy, 125. '

49  Ibid.




Thomas Stone Cultural Landscape Report

Page 109

The Paca Garden was laid out in a structured grid of three ornamental
terraces leading down from the house. [see plan, Figure 84]
Unfortunately, the construction of a later hotel obliterated evidence of the
garden features on the upper two terraces, therefore the exact plantings
seen on restoration plans for these two terraces are conjectural. However,
it is clear from a variety of documentary evidence that the two upper
terraces were formal and geometric, while the lower terrace was
developed as a wilderness area.>! In Gardener’s Dictionary, 300 a book
found in Annapolis inventories, the use of wilderness is described for
garden planning:

“Wilderness, if rightly situated, artfully contriv’d and judiciously planted,
are the greatest Ornaments to a fine Garden ... Wildernesses should
always be proportion’d to the Extent of the Gardens in which they were
made, that they may correspond in Magnitude with the other Parts of the
Garden.”

50 Leone and Shackel, pp.23-42.

51  Miller, The Gardener’s Dictionary, London: C. Rivington, 1737, as cited in Barbara Paca-Steele, “The mathematics of an eighteenth-century wilderness garden,” Journal of Garden

History, 6 No. 4, p. 319.
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Figure 78: Plan of “falling gardens” from William Lawson. (A New Orchard and Garden) Figure 79: Laurence Hall Fowler. (The Garden Plan of Hamp-
(Library of Congress) ton, BaltimoreCounty, Maryland) (Maryland Histori-
cal Trust)  /
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Figure 81: Detail from Warner and Hanna's Plan of the City and Envi-
rons of Baltimore. (John Hopkins University)

e

Figure 82: Detail from Warner and Hanna'’s Plan of the City and Envi-
rons of Baltimore. (Johns Hopkins University)

‘l

i ; raph of miniature on ivory of Parnassus. (Maryland Historical Trust Figure 83: Detail from Warner and Hanna's Plan for the City and Envi-
Figure 80: Photograp v (Mery ) rons of Baltimore. (Jghns Hopkins University)
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Figure 84: Plan view of the William Paca Garden circa 1765. (Drawn by Barbara Paca for

Historic Annapolis, Inc.)
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In order to interpret the age an history of the existing forest
cover an understanding of forest succession is necessary before
establishing amny conclusions or theories. Succession is orderly,
directional, and therefore predictable. Succession can occur when
the community itself modifies the physical environment so that
other populations can be established.

Succession 1is a process of replacement of one species by
another and it is partially driven by the increasing shade and
competition tolerance of the invading species. Tolerance is
measured by a tree's capability to survive low overhead light and
intense root competition. A tolerant species can establish itself
under the canopy of a less tolerant species or even beneath it's
own canopy. An intolerant tree can estabklish only in the open or in
large openings in the canopy.

- Stages of succession can be identified on the basis of
characteristic 1life forms exhibited by plant communities. Primary
succession occurs on sites that have not previously borne
vegetation, such as landslides, coastal beaches, glacial retreat,
abandoned farm land, and various other activities. Primary
succession is autogenetic (internally controlled) in that
replacement of communities results from changes in soil,
microclimate, and vegetation itself.

In contrast, secondary succession is allogenic, or independent
of community effects, and is induced by external forces that alter
the community ky removing part or all of the original vegetation
(e.g., fire,windthrow, logging, land clearing, insects and disease).
Similarly, weather extremes that reduce competitive ability or
eliminate plants may initiate secondary succession.

Secondary succession changes in maturing ecosystems are slow,
resultlng from progressive, mutual evolution of vegetation and
environment. Such changes fluctuate around the climax forest. The
climax theory implies that in any climatic region there can be only
one climax community, given unlimited time for development in the
absence of disturbance. Climate is the controlling force in
determining the composition and structure of the climax community.

Forest types are defined by Forest Regions of North America. A
forest region is a broad geographic zone within which the
composition of the vegetation is relatively uniform; that is,
within a regionn communities of a given species or combination of
species appear as repeating units over the landscape. Maryland is
a part of the Southeastern Pine - Hardwood Forest in the Eastern
Forest Region.

Seven commercially important pines (Loblolly and Virginia in
Maryland) grow in the region with a variety of Oaks species. The
Oaks, along with Holly (Ilex spp.) and Dogwood (Cornus spp.), are
more shade tolerant than pine. Thus, a common occurrence in
succession is the natural conversion from pine forests to hardwood
species.
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The following is a list of species found on the Thomas Stone
property in Charles County. The species are categorized according
to their most common position in succession.

Primary Stage, Tree Species:

Virginia Pine
Black Cherry
Red Maple
White Ash
Black Locust
Hop Hornbeanm
Sassafras
Green Ash
Sycamore
Sweetgum
Loblolly Pine
Red Cedar

Primary Stage, Shrub Species:

Mapleleaf viburnum
Low blueberry
Socuthern arrowwood
Spicebush
Pepperbush
Winterberry
Highbush blueberry

Secondary Stage, Tree Species:.

Norther Red Oak
Black Gum
Pignut Hickory
Scarlet Oak
Yellow Poplar
Post Oak
Blackjack Oak

/ Sweetbay Magnolia

” Slippery Elm
River Birch
Willow Oak
Southern Red Oak

Secondary Stage, Shrub Species:

Service Berry
Witch Hazel
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climax Stage, Tree Species:

White Oak
American Beech
Black Oak
Flowering Dogwood
Mockernut Hickory
Chestnut oOak
American Holly

Hoday 2dpoSpur [paniny duols SOy

Climax Stage, Shrub Species:

Mountain Laurel
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STAND DESCRIPTION AND RECOMMENDED PRACTICES

OWNERS OBJECTIVE: Interpret the existing forest cover in respect to
pr evious and existing land use.

ST AND NUMBER: 1

AR EA ACRES: 20.0

DC-MINANT SPECIES: Red Oak, White 0Oak and American Beech
TL MBER SIZE: Saw, Pole & Sapling

AGE: Uneven

RECOMMENDATIONS /PRACTICES

The species which dominate this stand are primarily Red Oak and
White Oak with mixtures of Hickory, American Beech, Virginia Pine,
Re=d Maple, Sweetgum, Black Gum, American Holly Willow Oak, Pin Oak
arid Yellow Poplar present. Understory species present include
Fl owering Dogwood, mountain laurel and azalea. The timber size is
ewenly dispersed among immature sawtimber, pole size trees and
small trees due to past harvesting practices approximately 25 years

acgo.

The trees in this stand are approximately 50 to 100 years old.
Ozaks are a climax species in the successional stage of forest
deavelopment. Due to the specie composition in this stand and their
most common position succession, it is probable that this stand has
been in forest cover for a longer period of time than any other
axrea of the property. Providing the natural occurrence of
suiccessioin from pine to yellow poplar to oak has occurred this
stand could have been in forest for over 250 years.
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STAND DESCRIPTION AND RECOMMENDED PRACTICES
STAND NUMBER: 2
AREA ACRES: 126.3
DOMINANT SPECIES: VYellow Poplar
TIMBER SIZE: Sawtimber & Pole

AGE: Uneven

RECOMMENDATIONS /PRACTICES

This stand of mixed hardwoods contains approximately 70% of it's
stocking in Yellow Poplar, with Red Maple,Southern Red Oak,
American Beech, Sycamore, Blackgum, Yellow Birch, Hickory,
Hophornbeam, and Sweetgum scattered throughout. The tree size class
distribution in this stand is comprised of sawtimber and pole size
trees.

Understory species present in this stand include spicebush,
highbush blueberry, paw paw, grape vine and Christmas fern. These
species are a direct indicator that the soils are poorly drained
and very productive. The tree species and shrub species present in
this stand indicate this forest type is in the transition position
of succession between the primary and secondary stages of
succession. One portion of this stand shows an excellent example of
the transition phase from primary to secondary succession with the
natural blow down of Virginia Pine being regenerated by Yellow
Poplar. This stand has probably been in forest for at least 75 teo
100 years.

Portions of this stand along Hoghole Run and the drainage areas
are classified as nontidal wetlands. The wetlands are classified as
PFO1A, (Palustrine, Forested, Broad-Leaved Deciduous,Temporary
Flooded) on the Port Tobacco USFWS Wetland Quadrangle map.

This stand appears to have been commercially harvested within
the past 20 years due to the abundance of stumps and coppice
{stump sprouts). Increment bore samples from the stump sprouts
indicate the most recent harvest was approximately 17 years ago.
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STAND DESCRIPTION AND RECOMMENDED PRACTICES
STAND NUMBER: 3
ARFEA ACRES: 1.8
DOMINANT SPECIES: Virginia Pine
TIMBER SIZE: Saw and Pole

AGE: FEven

RECOMMENDATIONS /PRACTICES

This stand of Pine is approximately 80 years old and is
dominated by sawtimber size Virginia Pine trees with a mixture of
Sweetgum, Red Oak, Yellow Poplar, Red Maple and American Beech
mixed in.

Virginia Pine is a short lived shallow rooted pioneer tree
species that usually develops Red Heart Rot (fomes pini) which
weakens the heartwood of the tree, increasing windthrowing and
breakage of the main stem. This stand represents the primary
stage of succession with the pine taking over abandoned farm
land.

This stand of Virginia Pine 1is biologically mature and already
shows symptoms of decline with the abundance of blow downs
present. This stand will be entering the secondary stage of
succession within the next 15 to 25 years if the stand if left to
decline naturally.
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STAND DESCRIPTION AND RECOMMENDED PRACTICES
STAND NUMBER: 4

AREA ACRES: 67.0

DOMINANT SPECIES: Red Oak, White Oak, Yellow Poplar and Virginia
Pine

TIMBER SIZE: Saw, Pole and Sapling Trees

110d2)] dpospuoy jpanipn)y aU0IS SOWOY ]

AGE: Uneven

RECOMMENDATTIONS /PRACTICES

The species which dominate this stand are primarily Red Oak,
White Oak and Virginia Pine with mixtures of Hickory, American
Beech, Sweetgum and Yellow Poplar present. American Holly,
Flowering Dogwood and Mountain Laurel are present in the
understory. The timber size is evenly dispersed among immature
sawtimber, pole size trees and small trees due to past harvesting
practices approximately 25 years ago.

The trees in this stand are approximately 60 to 120 years old.

The presence of secondary and climax stage species indicate this
stand is in transition to become a climax forest community. This

stand has probably been in forest cover approximately 150 to 200
vears.
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Appendix

Timber Size: Saw - 11.0" d.b.h. and larger
POle - 5.0" dob.ho tO 10.9" doboho
Sapling - 1.0" d.b.h. to 5.0" 4.b.h.

d.b.h. - diameter measured at breast height, 4.5
feet above the ground.

Age : Uneven - All trees are not within 20 years of each other or
within one-fifth the rotation age of 100 years.

Stand : A basic management unit. An aggregation of trees which
are uniform in composition (species), age arrangement,
and condition to be distinguishable from the forest in
adjoining areas.

Fields: 107.0 acres
Wocodland: 215.1 acres
Non Tidal Wetlands: 10.0 acres
Total: 328.0 acres

Area estimates were achieved by using a compensating planimeter.
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APPENDIX 6: List of Existing and Vischer Period

Ornamental Plants

Existing ornamental plantings in the
vicinity of the main house include the
following: :

7 - Gymnocladus dioicus (Kentucky
Coffeetree)

3 - Juniperus virginiana (Red Cedar)
11- Juglans nigra (Black Walnut)
Forsythia x intermedia (Forsythia)
- Liquidamber styraciflua (American Sweetgum)
Cornus Florida (Flowering Dogwood)

Crategus phaenopyrum (Washington
Hawthorn)

Acer saccharum (Sugar Maple)

2 - Platanus occidentalis (Sycamore)
Aesculus hippocastanum (Horse Chestnut)
Syringa vulgaris (Common Lilac)

Liriodendron tulipifera (Tulip Poplar)

Quercus rubra (Red Oak)

Quercus palustris (Pin Oak)

Gleditsia tricanthos (Common Honeylocust)
Malus sp. (Apple)

Carya ovata (Shagbark Hickory)

Carya illinoiensis (Pecan)

Symphoricarpos orbiculatus (Indiancurrant
Coralberry)

Telemonious plenus (Telemonious daffodil)
Crocus sp. (Autumn Flowering Crocus)

Narcissus sp. (Assorted Daffodils)

Before 1987, considerably more ornamental
plantings existed on site, most dating from
the Vischer period. Ornamental plants
included the following species:

Acer ginnala (Amur Maple)

52  Information obtained from the Historic American Buildings Survey, Site Plan. 1987.

Acer saccharum (Sugar Maple)

Aesculus hippocastanum (Horse Chestnut)
Bambusa sp. (Bamboo)

Buxus microphylla (Japanese Boxwood)
Buxus sempervirens (Common Boxwood)
Chaenomeles lagenaria (Flowering Quince)
Chamaecyparis pisifera (Sawara Cypress)
Cornus florida (Flowering Dogwood)

Crategus phaenopyrum (Washington
Hawthorn)

Deutzia gracilis (Slender Deutzia)
Euonymous sp. (Spindletree)

Forsythia suspensa (Weeping forsythia)
Gleditsia tricanthos (Common Honeylocust)
Gymnocladus dioica (Kentucky Coffeetree)

Hamamelis virginiana (Witch Hazel)
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Hibiscus syriacus (Shrﬁb Althaea)
llex x altaclarensis (Holly)

Ilex crenata (Japanese Holly)

llex opaca (American Holly)

Juglans nigra (Black Walnut)

Juniperus chinensis pfitzerana (Pfitzer Juniper)

Juniperus horizontalis (Creeping Juniper)
Juniperus virginiana (Eastern Red Cedar)
Kolkwitzia amabilis (Beautybush)
Lagerstroemia indica (Crepe Myrtle)
Ligitstrum sp. (Privet)

Liguidamber straciflua (Sweet Gum)
Liriodendron tulipifera (Tulip tree)
Lindera benzoin (Common spicebush)
Magnolia grandiflora (Southern Magnolia)
Magnolia soulangiana (Saucer magnolia)
Malus sp. (Apple)

Pieris floribunda (Fetterbush)

Platanus occidentalis (Eastern Sycamore)
Prunus sp. (Flowering Cherry)

Prunus serotina (Black Cherry)

Prunus sp. (Plum)

Pyracantha coccinea (Firethorn)
Pyrus sp. (Pear)

Quercus palustris (Pin Oak)
Rhododendron sp. (Azalea)

Rhus glabra (Smooth Sumac)
Rosa sp. (Rose)

Salix sp. (Willow)

Spiraea ;p. (Bridalwreath)
Symphoricarpos orbiculatus (Coralberry)
Syringa vulgaris (Common Lilac)
Tamarix chinensis (Tamarisk)
Taxus cuspidata (Japanese Yew)
Thuja occidentalis (Arborvitae)

Ulmus pumila (Siberian Elm)




APPENDIX 7: Late Eighteenth Century Plant LiSts

Attached are a number of late eighteenth century plant lists particular to
the region, which may bu useful in dating and restoring plant materials.
Mid-nineteenth century plant lists for this region are not available at this

time.
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Journal of Garden History
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Searcanzant, Lazzaro, Tracs on the Natwre of Animals and
Vegetables (London: 1784) L.C.B.

TournerorT, Josern PrrtoN b, History of Plants Growing abous
Paris, With Their Use in Physick and a mechanical account of the
operation of medicines. Translated into English, with many additions,

" and accommodated to the plants growing in Great Britain Translated
by John Martyn (London: €. Riverington, 1732) GENER AL
Tute, Jeviro, Horse-hoeing husbandry, or an essay on the principles
of tillage and vegetation (London: 1762) GENER AL

WatpoLe, HORACE, Essay On Modern Gurdening (Strawberry
Hill: T. Kirgate, 1785) GENER AL

WistoN, Ricuarn, Tracs ot practival ugriculture and gardening
(London: S. Hooper, 1769) GENER AL

Gardener's and planter’s calendar (London: T. Carnan, 1773)
GENERAL

WHATELY, Tnomas, Observations on Modem Gardening. 3rd.
edition (London: Payne, 1771) L.C.B.

WinoMaN, Tnomas, Treatise on the management of bees (London:
1768) L.C.1.

Wrmering, Wittiam, Botanical Arrangement of all the Vegetables
naturally growing in Great Britain (Birmingham: M. Swinney, for
T. Cadel and P, Elmsley and G. Robinson, 1776) L..C.B.
WoopviLte, Wiuam, Medical botany (London; author, 1790-
93) L..C.B.

Appendix II. Plants advertised for sale by
cighteenth-centiry Chesapeake seed
merchants and nurserymen

Peter Bellet
Maryland Gazette of Baltimore Ceneral Advertiser
6 December 1785

These Bulbous Flowers, are the most choice sorts of
Hyaciuths, double Jonquilles, Narcissuses, Tarcetts,
Tulip Seeds, Pasetouts, Tuberroses, with a great variety
of fine double Ranunculas and Anemonies or Wind
Flowers and twenty-five sorts of Rose Bushes or Rose
Trees, with a large assortment of the sorts of Garden
Seeds, Colliflowers, &c.

Maryland Journal
24 January 1786

-« the most beautiful Ranunculas, a varicty of 120 Sorts,
in all Colours; 60 Sorts of Double Anemanies; 25 Sorts of
monthly Rose Trees; 11 Sorts of Jessamiines; 22 Sorts of
Carnations; 11 Sorts of rare bulbous Pyamids; 8 Sorts of
Passcetouts; 8 Sorts of Tube-R oses, 8 Sorts of Taracelles;
all sorts of Tulip seed, 16 sorts of Narcissus, 20 sorts of
jonquils, .. . Hyacinths...; 46 Sorts of Flowers
Seeds; . .. and Collilower . . .

154 BAMBARA WELLS SARUDY

Virginia Gazette and Weekly Advertiser

25 and X0 January 1793
...Double full Hyacinths, Polyanthus Narcissus,
Jonquils, Passetouts, Hyacinths, Variegated double
Tube-roses, fifteen sorts of very curious Pyramids,
double Snow Drops, Iris Bulbosa, {various sorts) double
Lillies, India Feathers, Hyacinths, Omitogalum,
Trompette Marine, with one hundred different sorts of
Flower Seeds, numbers of East India and American
Flowerings, trees and shrubs, properly put up to send to
any part of Europe, with one general assortment of fresh
Garden Sceds, warranted to last years growth, also the
following fruit trees: 30 different sorts of apple trees, 30 of
peach trees, 20 of pears, phnns, cherrys, apricots,
Nectarines, and almond trees, currents and Gooscberry
bushes, 34 ditferent sorts of Rose-Bushes . . .

The Virginia Gazette and General Advertiser
8 January 1799

.. A great variety of the following grafted FRUIT
TREES, Viz: Apple, pear, peach, apricot, nectarine,
plumb, cheery, almond, mulberry and quince trees;
gooseberries, currants, black, white and red raspberry
bushes; strawberries of various sorts, asparagus and
artichoak roots; with a varicty of flowerings, shrubs, and
ornamental trees. ALSO- A quantity of fresh garden
SEEDS. . .carliest of carly dwarf frame pease,
marrowfat, onions, letiuce, cabbages, carrots, cclery,
curled parsley, spinnage, parsnips, artichoaks, fine orange
and green streak cantaloupe mellons, watermellons,
cucumbers, early and late kinds, &c.

The Virginia Gazette and General Advertiser
12 November 1799

... Grafted apple, pear, peach, apricot, cherry, nectarine,
almiond and plumb trees; gooseberry, currant and
raspberry bushes; strawberry asparagns and artichoak
plants; a varicty of flowering shrubs and trees of
ornament; a few hundred full double tube roses, at 36
shillings per hundred; tulip, hyacinth, rannnculas,
anemony and camation plants-with all kinds of garden
seeds, raised this year at the Nursery; and in daily
expectation of a large assortment of trecs, shrubs, flower
roots, grass and garden sceds, from London. ..

Federal Gazette and Baltimore Daily Advertiser
29 October 1800

.. .40 sorts of Apples; 40 ditto Pears; 30 ditto Peaches; 10
do. Nectarines; 10 do. Apricots; 20 do. Cherries; 18 do.
Plumbs; soft shell, hard shell, and bitter Almond Trees;
large black English Mulberries; Figs of different sorts;
assorted Rasberries, Currant and Gooseberry Bushes;
Grape Vines, of different sorts; Strawberries, of different

sorts; red globe artichoaks; plants; asparagus Roots; wih
all sorts of Flowering Shrubs, and omawental Trees; 30
sorts of carly York and Bautersea Cabbage Seeds . .,

Norfolk Herald
13 January 1801

... 40 pounds weight good Early York and Battersea
Cabbage Seeds, saved last summer; with every other sort
of GARDEN SEEDS . ..

Virginia Gazette and General Advertiser, 30 October 1801 and ' he
Examiner, 6 November 1801

... 46 different sorts of Apple trees, from 1, 2, 3 and 4
years growth; 44 sorts of Pears; 30 sorts of Peaclies; 10
sorts of Nectarines; 10 sorts of Apricots; 19 sorts of
Cherries; 18 sorts of Plumbs; Almonds, Mulberrices,
Quinces and Fig Trees; Currants, Gooseberry  and
Raspberry  Bushes; Grapevines of sorts;  Artichokes,
Asparagus and Strawberry plants; Trees aud flowering
shrubs for ornament; Flowcrs, roots of various sorts; A
few good double Ancmonies, Ranacutas, double pinks;
& Carnation Roots. ..

Petersburg Intelligencer
21 January 1803

Twenty Thousand Grafted Truit Trees, From one to four
years old, for Sale wt my Nursery, in Williamsburg,
CONSISTING OF FORTY six different sorts of
Apples, forty four do. Pears, thirty of Peaches, ten of
Nectarines, ten of Apricots, twenty of Cherries, eighteen
of Plumbs, four of Almonds, five of Mulberrics, five of
Walnuts; of which cighty sorts [ imported myself from
London, in the year 1799, which | have vastly
propagated - Also, Fig  Trees, Qninces, Currants,
Gooscberry  and  Rasherry  Bushes, Grape  Viaes,
Strawberries, Artichoak Plants, Asparagus Roots, and
Flower Roots of all sorts, Trees for omament, and
Flowering Shrubs. ..

‘The Virginia Argus, 31 December 1803 and The Examiner
(Richmond) 7 January 1804

Forestand Fruit I'rees, of all kinds for sale at tny Nursery,
‘among which are a few thonsand of real Normandy
cyderapple, with a few of the Dwarf Siberian transparent
apple, with the Malta Peach of two sorts, &c. -Lombardy
poplars from 9d. to 2s. 6d. with lowering shrubs, lower
toots and plants of all sorts, a quantity of box for the
edging of gardens. Also, a quantity of Garden Secds,

Saved this last season at the Nursery - - Peas and Beans of

all sorts. .. Grass Seeds. ..
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Maximillian }euisler
The Maryland Journal and Baltimore Advertiser
8 March 1793

Green Gage Plumb, Donam Magnum Plumb, Prine
Monsicur Plumb, Yellow Egg Ditto, Morocco Ditto.
Nectarines— Price 2s. Golden Nectarine, Red Roman

Richmond Enguirer

24 November 1804

... about 100,000 TREES, of which $25,000, consisting
as follows, are fit to be planted this season. 44 Sorts of
Apples at 6d. per Tree. 44 Do. of Pears 1/6 do. 7 Do. of
Raspberry  Bushes, Lombardy and Balsum Poplars,
Currants, Gooseberries and Strawberries of sorts, Grape
Vines of sorts, Artichokes and asparaguss Roots, together
with a variety of flowering shrubs; Flower Roots and
Sceds and Rase Bushes, and a small quantity of Garden
Seeds of this year’s growth ...

Philip Walter :

Maryland Gazette or Baliimore Advertiser

20 March 1787 v
Apple Trees - Price 1s. NEWTON Pippins, Orange
Pippins, Long Pippins, Golden Pippins, Early Green
Codlin, English Redstreaks, Black Redstreaks, Priest
Apple, English White Apple, Summer Peatmains,
Roman Knights, Aesopus Spitzenburg, Bell Codlin,
Skidemore Apple, Doctor Wit’s Do, Cathead Do. Pears-
Price 3s. Summer Burgamot, Catherine Pear, Vegalien
Pear, Swan's Egg Pear, Citron de Camis Pear, French
Orange Burgamot, Bell Pear, English Summer Pound
Pear, Cressant Pear.  Peaches—Price 1s. 3d. Old
Newington Peach, New Newington Peach, White
Newington, Green Nutmeg, or Early Anne, White
Nutmeg, Scarlet Nutmeg, Early Purple, Rare Ripe

Nectarine, Yellow Roman Nectarine. Apricots — Price 2s.
English Walnut, Price 2s., Currants, Price 1s.,
Gooscberries, Price 3s., Catalpa Flower-Tree, Price 1s.
6d., Weeping Willows, Price 1s. 6d., Hautboy
Strawberries, 6d per Dozen ...

Maryland Gazette
6 November 1790

... has for sale Catalpa Flower Trees, weeping willows,
English walnuts of the best kind, bitter ahmonds, senna
trees and altheas, red and purple as well as innoculated
and grafted pears, apple, apricot and nectarines. ..

John Lieantaud
The Maryland Journal of Baltimore Advertiser
30 March 1790

... 50 different Specics of doubie Hyacinths, 20 species of
double Narcissus, 25 Species of Jonquils, 12 Species of
Tarcets, 25 Kinds of Rose-leaved Carnations, 101 Species
of fine double Ranunculus, 50 ditto of Candia with a fine
Smecll, 60 Species of double Anemonies, 150 Kinds of
Seeds of different Fall and Summer Flowers, and 108
Kinds of Roots and Bulbs of different very rare
Flowers. ..

A variety of Kitchen-Garden and such as can be depended

on; vis: Cauliflower Seeds, -Roman Brocoli, Cabbage of’

different Sorts; savoys ditto; Dutch Kale of various
Colours; Scotch  ditto; German  Greens;  Ianover
Turnips; double Parsley; round Spinach; red English
Carrot; the large French carrot; the carly Horn Carrot,
Parsnips, with Mustard; carly Windsor Beans, early
Bunch Beans, large Dutch Caseknife Beans, The Lima
Beans, the French Speckled Beans, the white French
Kidney Beans, the small white French rupning ditto;
early Peas; Bunch Peas, Marrowfat Peas, the French
Sugar Pca; the carly white and red Radish, fit for
Hotbeds, the Turmip Radish, Scarlet Radish, Salmon
ditto, Common Radish, Summer Radish, the large
white an black Winter Radish; Cabbage Lettus of various
sorts, long Roman Lettus Seed; curled Endive,
broadleafed ditto; Succory variegated; Tongue Grass;
Leck Seed, red-top Tumips, French celery, Dutch
Headed Celery; the French smail Soup Tumip, the Dutch
white and yellow Turnip, the Roman Thistle;
Artichoke; broad-leafed Basilic, connnon ditto; small
leaf ditto; and Assortinent of Musk Melons, and
Cantaloupe ditto, of the best kind; green Cucumber,
large Spanish white Cucumber; Asparagus Plants of the
best Sort; an Assortment of Flower Seeds, too tedious to

mention; double Tuberose Roots; finer and larger than
any imported; a large Quantity of different Sorts of
Vines, viz: Rhenish, Tokey, Maderia, Muscat, Claret, the
Provence of Coast Vine. He has just received from
Europe, A large and gencral assortment of Bulbous
Roots; and expects a Quantity of choice Fruit-Trees.

Peach, White Blossom Peach, Large French Peach, called
Marke tung, Dean Peach, Red Pine-apple Peach, Large
White Clingstone, Large Red Ditto. Cherries— Price 3s.
May-Dukes, Arch-Dukes, Carnations, Spanish Hearts,
Cluster Cherry, Amber Hearts, Ox Hearts, Bleeding
Hearts, French Cherry, Kentish Ditto. Plumbs — Price 3s.

The Maryland Journal and Baltimore Advertiser
2 April 1790

.. .agreat Variety of fresh Seeds for the Production of the
rarest and best Sallads, Cabbages, Radishes, Carrots, with
Pot-Herbs, and mapy other Vegetables. ..

Appendix HI. Eighteenth-century Maryland gardeners chronological list

NAME: DATE: SOURCE: POSITION: AGE: ORIGIN:
MOULEN, ROBERT 1720 A.A. COUNTRY SERVANT

HUMPHREYS, THOMAS 1734 ANNAPOLIS SERVANT

SMITH, WALTER 1735 MARYLAND GAZETTE SERVANT

MACCARY, JOHN 1736 A.A. COUNTY SERVANT

DRUMMOND, DANIEL 1746 A.A. COUNTY SERVANT

PERIE, ALEXANDER 1746 MARYLAND GAZETTE SERVANT SCOTLAND
COOK, JAMES 1749 MARYLAND GAZETTE GARDENER/SERVANT ENGLAND
DAY, HENRY 1752 MARYLAND GAZETTE SERVANT

CHANELY, JOIIN 1754 DANIEL DULAMEY'S INVENTORY ' SERVANT

WIHLIMS, ROBERT 1757 MARYLAND GAZETTE SERVANT

RODD, JOFHN 1758 MARYLAND GAZETTE CONVICT SERVANT
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TREE AND SHRUB L1sT

A LIST OF TRELES AND SHRUBS COLLECTED
BY GEORGE WASIHINGTON AT MOUNT VEKNON.

mately 1785 when Washington planted them.

T—Tree

American Arborvitac
*American Elm
*American Holly
Basswood, American Linden
Bayberry
Beach Plum
Black Gum, Black Tupclo
Black Haw Viburnum
Black Oak
Black Walnut
Bottlebrush Buckeye
*Buckeye

Burning Bush
*Canada Hemlock
Cherry Plum
Chestnut Oak
Chinese Arborvitac
Chokeberry
Coast Leucothoe
Common Baldcypress
*Common Tree Box,
American Boxwood
Common Lilac
Cornelian Cherry
Crabapple =

3

Opposite; Sweet-Scented Shrub
or Carolina Allspice (Calycantbus floridus)

S—Shrub

Thuja occidentulis
Ulmus americana
Llex opuca
Tilia americana
Yvrica pensylvanica
Frunus martima
Nyssa sylvaniica
Viburnum prunifolium
Quercus veluting
Juglans nigra
Aesculus parciflora
Aesculus octandra war.
virginica
Luonymus atropurpurea
Tsuga canadensis
Prunas ceravifera
Quercus Prinuy
Platycladus oricntulis
Aronia arbutifolia
Leucothoe avilluris
Taxodium distichum
Buxus sempervirens
‘Arborescens’
Syringa vulgaris
Cornus mas
Malus coronaria

99
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Asterisks mark trees and shrubs surviving from approxi-
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Fhe Gardens amd Gronnds at Mount Yernon

Crape Myrtle
Pamson Plum
*ngldish Bosw aed

I'nglish Thathorn
Fnglish Toll
Falve Tndigo
Flow ('ring. Ik u\u\\mul
I ranklini
Fringe Tiee
(;U("ll(‘!‘ Rn«('
I “”\-HI‘-SIH)\\ . \\ |h]

v drangea
Honey Locust
op hornhean, Tronwood
Flowse Chesenat
Indian Currant
fapanese Rose
Inentuchy Colfeetree
l.(-ngc-H(-rrivd I'horn
Faurel, Sweer By
Five Ok
1 ocust, Black Tocust
Fombardy Poplar
ok ()1';||\§_w
Mounain Lanrel, T
Northern Catalpa
Oal-Leaved Hivdrmgea
Paw pan
Pearlhiush
Pecan
Perstan Hilae
Pomegranate

Pride of China, Chinaberry

Redbud

Red Cedar

Red Flm

Red \Maple
Rose of Sharon
Sassafras

Searlet Firethorn

Lagerstrocunia indica
Prunus institia
Brxus sempervirens
Suffruticosa’
Cratacgny lacvigata
Hev Aquifalinm
Nmorpha Frigieon
Corms floridea
Franklinia alatamaba
Chiananthus cirgiricus

Naburnwm Opulus

Gleditsia triacans bos
Ostrya cuginmana
Nescrdus Hippocastaunmm

.\"\‘m/)/.m:'imr/m_\' arbiculatuy
Aervia japonica *Pleniflora’

Crymuacladus dioicus
(ratacgus punctata
Lanrus nobilis
Ouerens virgiana
Robimia Dscudoacacia
Papulus nigra *lialica’
I'/)i/m/t'//)lw_v‘ coronariuy
KNalmia latifolia

(ut 4I//m .\];(‘(‘iﬂ.\‘(l
Hvdranss quercifolia
Astmina triloha
Fxochorda racemosa
Carya illinoinensis
Syringa N persica
Punica Granatum
Melia A Zt’l/tll'll('l’
Cercls canadensis
Juniperus virginiana
Ulmns sernting

Acer rubrum

Hibiscus syriacus
Sassafras albidum

r yracantha cacciuca

[ SNA)
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‘T'rec and Shrub List

Scarlet, French 1loneysuckle

Scotch Broom
Shadbush
Shag-Bark Hickory
Sheepberry, Black 1Haw
Shellbark Hickory
Silver-Bell, Snowdrop T'ree
Small-Leaved Linden
Smoke Tree, Smokehush
Snowy Mespilus
Southern Magnolia,
Carolina Laurcl
Spice Bush
Striped Maple,
Moosewood
Sugar Maple
Sweet Bay
Swecethriar
Sweet-Scented Shrub,
Carolina Allspice
. Tartarian Dogwood
*Tulip Poplar
Virginia Pine
Vieginia Willow
Washington ‘Thorn
Water Ash, Flop-Tree
Water Oak
*Weeping Box
Weeping Willow
*White Ash
*White Mulberry
White Pinc
Wild Black Cherry
Wild Honeysuckle

Winterberry
Wintersweet
Yaupon or Cassine
Yellow Buckeye
Yellow Willow
Yew, English Yew

Lanicera sempervirens
Cytisus scoparius
Amelanchier canadensis
Carya ovata
Viburnum lentago
Carya laciniosa
Halesia caroling
Tilia cordata
Cotinus Coggygria
Amelanchier ovalis
Maguolia grandiflora

Liudera Benzoin
Acer pensylvanicum

Acer saccharum
Magnolia virgimana
Rusa Lglanteria
Calycanthus floridus

Coruus alha

Liriodendron Tulipifera

Pines virginiana

Itea <irginica

Cratacgus Phacnopyrum

Ptelea 1rifuliata

Quercus nigra

Buxus sempervirens ‘Pendula’

Salix babylonica

Fraxinus americana

Marus alba

Pinus Strobus

Prunus serotina

Rbododendron periclymenoides
(nudiflorum)

lex verticillata

Chinmmantbus praceox

Hex vamitoria

Aesculus octandra

Salix alba vitellina

Taxus baccata
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UPPER GARDEN PLANT LisT

Plants listed were available during Washington’s time. The

plants asterisked were mentioned in Washington’s writings.

KLEY: a) Annuals  b) Biennials  p) Perennials

African Marigold
Alpine Wall-Cress or
Rock-Cress
*Bachelor’s Button or
Globe Amaranth
Belladonna Lily
Blue Perennial Flax

Blue Sophora or False Indigo

Bouncing Bet or Sopewort
Canadian Columbine
Canterbury Bells
Cape Aster

*Cardinal Flower
Carnation or Clove Pink
Celsiana
China Aster
China or Indian Pink .
Chinese Day-Lily or

Plantain-Lily

Christmas Rose
Clary

Cockscomb

_\'l 3 -
Common Annual Candytuft

Opposite: Cockscomb (Celosia cristata)

Ttlgc’l ey erecla
Arabis alpina

Gomphrena globosa

Amaryllis Belladonna
Linum perenne
Buaptisia australis
Saponaria officinulis
Aquitegia canadensis
Campanula medium
Felicia amelloides
“niela cardinalis

Dianthus Caryophyllus

Rosa X damascena
Callistephus chinensis
Diantbus chinenyis
Hosta ventricosa

Helleborus niger

Salvia Sclarca

Celosiu cristutu
(Childsti Group)

Fheris umara
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The Gurdens and Groumds gt Mot Vernon Upper Garden Plant List
Common Foxglone Digitalis purpurca b Love-lies-Bleeding Amaranthus candatus
Commeon Marvel of Peru or Mirahilis Jalapa a Madagascar Periwinkle Vinca rosea
Four (Y Clock _ Madonna Lily Lilium candidim
Common Stock Matthiola tncana 1 Many-Flowered Zinna Zinnia multiflora
Cornflower or Blue-Bottle (Centanrca (yanus - a Meadowrue Thalictrim aquilegifulinm
Crimson Monarda o Bergamot Monarda fistnlusa p Nastortium or Indian-Cress Fropacolum majus '
Cronen hmperial ' Fritillaria tmperialis P New Fagland Aster Aster ngvac-angliae
Cuptd’s Dhart > Catananche eacrula p Old Blush Rose chinensis
Prarch Tris o Spanish Flag 1rax Xiphinm P “ansy or | leartscase Viola tricolor
D art i Iris pumila ' p Paris Daisy Margucrite Chrysanthemum frutescens
| astern or Oriental Poppy Papazer oricntale p Peach-Feaved Bellflower Campanula persieifolia
I nghish Daisy Bellis perennis b Peony Paconta afficinalis
1 nglish ris or Pyrencan Flag s .ri/:biuirlv.r P I’“l_\'il"lh“S Primula X polyantha
Faoghivg sy Hedera belix p Poppy Anemone Anemone coronaria
A ;-lgl‘ccn or Globe Candvratt - Theris semperzirens P Persian Buttercup Ranunculns asiatictis
“Yoverlasting Pea . Lathyrns sylvestris P Pot Marigold Calendula officinalis
Falee Chumomile Boltania asteroides P ' Prickly Lantana Lantana Camara
Florenatine fris lris pallida P ' Primrose Primula vulgaris
French Marigold Tagetes patida : Prince's Feather Celosia cristata
Giarden Balsam Impatiens Balsamina : | (Plumusa Group)
Garden Heliotrope Valeriana officinalis b Purple-Cup't Statice Limonium vulgare
Grarden or Sweet Rocket Hesperis matronalis p Ragged Robin Lychnis Ilos-cuculi
German Flag : Iris X germanica p Red Moss Moss Rose
Giant Spider Flower Cleome gigantea : Rosa Mundi Rosa gallica versicolor
Glabe 1 histle lchinops Ritro p Rose Vervain Verbena canadensis
Grape Hyvacinth Muscari botryaides P ' Séarlet Lychnis or Lychuis chalcedonica
Creat Flowered Bell-Flower Campannla persicifolia cor. Maltese Cross
grandiflora : Scarlet Monarda or Bee Balm  Monarda didyma
Foly hook Alcea rosea b Scotch Rose Rosa .\'[)illl).\'i.\"\:imu
[ lonesty Lunaria annua b Scots or Pheasant's-Fye Pink — Dianthus plumarins
Jacol's Ladder Polemouium cacrulenm p Sca Holly lsryngium maritimuin
Jonquil Narcissus Janguilla P Siberian Iris Iris sibirica
Joseph's Cont Nmaranthus tricolor : Siberian Squill Scilla sthirica
Large Snap Dragon Antirebinum majus h Sneezewort Achillea Ptarmica ’
Larkspur Delpbinium Ajacis ; Snow-in-Sununcr Cerastinm tomentosum
Filv-ol-the-Valley Convallaria majalis p Spanish Blush MaHow Lavatera trimestris
Fong Pubed Canminm Nepeta mussing ’ p Spiked Cockscomb Celosia cristata (Spicata Group)
1oL ) ’ 10 5
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‘Fhe Gurdens and Grounds at Mot Vernon

Spring Crocus Cracus Vernus p
Stokes Aster Stokesia laevts P
Summer Adonis Adonis aestivalis : . e cn D sepeen
*Summer Perennial Phlox Phlox paniculata p CONTAINER PLANTS
. vy e .. . g -~ Al ~g~ ~
Superh ibiscus Hibiscus coccineus p IN THEF GREENHOUSE
Sweet Alvssum Lobularia maritimum a
Sueet Scabious Scabiosa atropurpurea :
Sweet William Dianthus barbatus b Al . , .
Su et Viole Viola odorat ‘ , Aloe or Century Plant Agave americana
et Aol [oia odorata ' f Banana, West Indian Viusa X paradisiacu
Tansy Tangeerum vulgare p .Pi LT Ad - ool Al . paradistact
e . : e antian or Adam’s Apple
Tawny Dav-Lily Hemerocallis fulva p o TR Pt - .
“Ihreads Adam's Needle Vucea filamentosa P China Rose Hibiscus Hibiseus Rosa—sinensis
, ALY R . - Colfee Plant offea arabic
Fuberose Polianthes tuberose : S (;Q/j a arabica
“Lulip Tulipa Gesnerana P Geranium or Florseshoe Pelargonium zonale
108 . K & :
R A . . OO Gieranium
Virginia Lungwort Cowslip, Mertensia virginica p Lo . T
o Bells £ King Orange Cirras X nobilis ‘King
LT . . . f.emon itrus i
Virginian Flag or Blue Flag Iris versicolor p Lime g‘,’.”_’” l”{"’” ol
Wallillower Cheiranthus Cheiri b \‘1\ rtle “ lm z’/.r aurantifo 1a
vy . eiye . . Myrtle Myrtus cor 1
Wild Sweet William Phlox divaricata p i YIS conmmnns
. . . ! . Olcander Nerium Qleander
Winter Aconite Eranthis byemalis P , PN .
. : . . Opopanax Acacia Farnesiana
Woolly Fambs-Tar Stachys byzanting P 'Pomegranate Puica Granatum
arron or Ailfoi Achillea Millefolium ) . . .
) Milloil Vchillea Millefol I Sago %’"llm C ':'av revoluta
Y cHow Advssim or Ayssum saxatile b oago . -yl .
Rasket of Cold . Shaddock Citrus maxima
. ' g Sour or Seville Orange Citrus Awrantinm
Y cllow Meadowrue Thalictrum flavum p S S
- i X Sweet Orange Citrus sinensis
York Rose Rosa alba . p *I'ree Crassula or Jade Plant Crassula arborescens
York and Lancaster Rosa damascena versicolor p . -
*This is a period plant but it is the only plant on this list not
mentioned in Washington’s records. '
106 , 107
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CHRISTIAN GOTTLIEB REUTER < 1717-1777,
was survevor of Wachovia, the 100,000-acre cract of land
in Noreh Carolina settled by cthe Moravians in 1753, Reucer
had been commissioned as a Roval Survevor in Europe
betore he came ro America: alchough he was not a boranist,
he obviouslv knew well che plant material of Europe.

As survevor, Reucer kepr records to report both to che
civil authorities and to the church administrators. In his
1760 bookler for the land register, Reuter listed plants
under cultivation in Wachovia, and again listed them in
his survey notes of 1704. He also drew two garden plans
with plant lists, the Upland Garden plan of 1759 and the
Medical Garden (Hortus Medicus) plan of 1761. The plant
lists in chis folder have been compiled from these four lists.

The Upland Garden and the Medical Garden were
in Bethabara, first sectlement in che Wachovia tract; these
were large gardens, designed to serve the whole community.
Communal living was dropped after the move to Salem.
the central town of the Wachovia rract, begun in 1766 and
now restored as Old Salem.

During their first ten years in North Carolina,

THE COMPILED LIST IS DIVIDED aw  the
categories Reuter used: “ln che Vegetable Garden.
“Flowers.” "In the Medical Gurden.” "Field Crops.” and
“Culcivated Fruic Trees and Shrubs Broughrt Here.” Dates
afrer each pianr indicate on which of Reuter's lists chat
planc appears: 1739 — Upland Garden: 1760. booklet for
the land register:=1761 — Medical Garden; and 1764 —
survey notes. -Any comments Reuter made abouc 1 plant
are in quortations, as are his colloquial English names. [n
a few places where a species identification might be ques-
tionable, the Lacin name Reuter used is given. The mcdern
botanical names listed are those given in Hortus Third
{1976) of the L. H. Bailey Hortorium. When two or
more botanical names are in curfent usage today, the pre-
ferred name is given first, and che others (synonyms) are
given second.

“Cultivated Fruit Trees and Shrubs
Brought Here”

Reuter's list and comments

OF] Pig

Modern common and botanical na>

Apple ( Malus varieties)

Apple (1760, 1764)
“In great numbet”

Apricot (1760, 1764)
“Only a few”

the Moravians grew primarily the vegerables, herbs, flowers,
and feld crops of Europe, plants known to them in the Old
World and cultivated for years and often centuries. They
aiso grew some New World plants — Irish potatoes, corn,
pumpkins, tobacco, beans; Spanish peppers, sunflowers, and - Cherries (1760, 1764)
nasturtiums — but the Moravians knew thesé before chey - . Sweer cherries, a few
came e North Carolina, as these plants had been introduced Sour cherries, a few

ro Europe by Spaniards during the 16th and 17th centuries. Cucrants (1760, 1764}
Gourds, mushmellons, and sweet potatoes were apparently In Vegerable Garden
new to Reuter; squash was grown by the Moravians in cheir Dogwood (1759, 1764)
first garden in 1754, but was not listed by Reuter.

Apricot (Prunus armeniaca)

Sweet cherry ( Prunus avium)
Sour cherry (2. cerasus)

Currans: red {Ribes rabram )
or black (R. nigram

Blood-twig or European dogwood
(Cornus sanguines)

Gooseberries ( Ribes ura-crispz).

Gooseberries (1759, 1760, 1764) <
|R. grossularial

The Moravians of Wachovia obrained seed and plants
from many sources, including Germany (The Upland
Garden plan has a plot for “seed personally brought from
Germany”), Pennsylvania, Charleston, coastal North Caro-
lina towns, visitors, and other growers in the area.

Grapes, white (1760, 1764) Grapes (Vitis vinifera)
“Growing in the Vegerable Garden, as well as in our small vineyard . .

Lilacs (1759, 1760, 1764)
Muiberry, white ( 1760) White mulberry ( Morus alba)

Peach (1760, 1764) Peach (Prunus persica)

1760: "One could almost say that we have enough trees of this kir
People cut the fruit into pieces and dry them to be used for cooki
in winter time. Good brandy is made from peaches.”

Pear (1760, 1764) Pear (Pyrus communis )
1760: “Five small trees have been planted; there are pear trees in ¢

neighborhood already.”
1764: “So far, only 2 few.”

Quince (1759, 1760, 1764)

Roses—see under Medical Garden Rose (Rosa species)

Lilac (Syringa vuilgaris)

Reuter's manuscripts are in the old German script.
The plant names are often given in both Latin and German,
sometimes in German alone, sometimes in colloquial Eng-
lish. Reuter's spelling was consistent with the usage of
his day. The assistance of Dr. h. ¢. Gerd Kriissmann, director
emeritus of the Botanical Garden, Dortmund, West Ger-
many, has been invaluable in translating and identifying
the old German plant names and descriptions.

Reuter's two survey accounts and the Medical Gar-
den plan are located in the Moravian Archives, Moravian
Church in America, Southern Province, Winston-Salem;
the Upland Garden plan is located in the Moravian
Archives, Northern Province, Bethlehem, Pennsylvania. We
are grateful to both archives for much' helpful assistance
and for permission to use these manuscripss. A transiation
of Reuter's complete 1764 survey notes is published in Vol.
1Y, Records of the Moravians in North Carolina, edited by
Adelaide L. Fries.

Quince (Cydonia oblonga)

THE COVER PICTURE is taken from "A View of Betha-
bara,” dating perhaps 1761-63. This porcion of the drawing
shows the picker-enclosed Community Garden with the
Upland Garden (The Vegetable Garden) in front and The
Medical Garden behind it. A small orchard is enciosed with
a fence.
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“In The Vegetable Garden”

Rexier's list and comments Modern common and botanical nume

finise <1760, 1761, 1764)

: Anise ( Pimpinella anisum)
Grows iike celery or coriander.”

Aspacagus (1739, 1760, 1°64)

Balm (1760, 1761, 1764)
. 'A good tea for colds and breast

I

Asparagus ( Asparagus officinalis)

Balm. lemon balm
( Melsssa officinalis )

aiiments . . . also in the Med.
Garden.”
 Beans* (1759, 1760, 1764) Beans ( Phaseolns rulgarts and other

B “Different kinds in the Veg. G.” Phaseoius species. )
3

1 Beer (1739): also see mangold.

Beet (Beta vulgaris)

B Beans, Broad (1760, 1764)

“An experiment has been made
with them; they grow here jusc as well as anywhere else . . .~

"We hardly make any use of them.”

Broad beans ( Vicia faba)

Cabbage {1759, 1760, 1764) Cabbage . ( Brassica oleracea.
"All kinds for cooking purposes.” Capitata Group )
“Red cabbage, curly; red cabbage, Red cabbage

head form.” Roman cabbage
"Ked and Roman cabbage.”

Carrot (1759, 1760, 1764) Carror ( Daucus carota var, sativus)
Castor bean (1764) Castor bean, Palma Christi.
" Although we put out the seeds for (Ricinus communis)
_this piant, it has grown up now around the commumity in such abun-
dance, that we would not be able to get rid of it. The planc has
oily kernels and people say that the Jews made their hoiy oil from ic.”

Cauliflower (Brassica oleracea,
Bosryris Group)

Cauliflower (1759)

(Apium graveolens, var.

Celery (1759, 1764) "A kind of Celery

salad” dulce )
Chervil (1764} "Does not grow Chervil (Anthriscus cerefoiism)
very well.”

Chives (1760, 1764) Chives ( Allsum schoenoprasum )
Cress (1759, 1764)
Cucumber (1760, 1761, 1764)

Dill (1761, 1764)
“Grows almost like fennei”

Endive (1764) “Salad™
Field salad (1759)

Cress (Lepidium sasivum)

Cucumber (Cucumis sativus)

Dill (Anerbum graveolens)

Endive (Cichorium endivia)

Corn salad, lamb’s lerruce
(Valerianella locussa),
lV. olirorial

Garlic {1759, 1760, 1764) Garlic ( Allsam sassvum

Horseradish (1759, 1760, 1764)

Horseradish (Armoracia rusticana),
[Cochlearia armoracial

Kohlrabi (Brasssca oleracea,
» Gongylodes Group)

Leek (Alium porrum)

Kohlrabi {1759)

Leek (1750, 1764)

“Good in soups’
Lewuce (1759, 1760, 1764)
“All kinds, head, Baltic, etc.”

Maioram, sweer ( 1760, 1761,
1764}

Lettuce, leaf and head
( Lactuca sasive)

Sweet majoram (O(igan.um
majerana), [ Majorana bortensis|

“In The Vegetable Garden”

: Continued )

Reuter Modern

“Mangoit” (1760, 1764,

“A good green vegetable. The pianc
ind the stems are cooked..wich
vinegar.”

Mangold, mangel, mangei-wurzei: ¢
torm ot larze, rforage beet
« Beta rubgarssy

Melon, mush (1799, 1760, 1761, Mushmelons, muskmeions

1764, t Cucumis melo. Reticuiaius
Group)
Melon, orange (1764) “Orange — Unidentified.

a kind of melon with a pleasant
odor.”

Mine, curly (1760, 1761, 1764)
“In garden, also in our Medical
Garden: iike stinging netdle.”

Curly mint (Mentha aquatica var.
crispay. | M. crispal

Mustard (1764)
"Prefers a somewhat shady place.
but grows like a weed.”

Black mustard ( Brassica nigra)

Onions {1759, 1760, 1764)

Orache (1764)
Parsley, curly (1759, 1760, 1761

Onion (Allium cepa)

Orache ( Atriplex hortensis)

Curly parsley ( Perroselinum
creispum)

Turnip-rooted parsiey, Hamburg
parsley ( P.crispum. var,
tuberosum)

Parsley, turnip-rooted (1759

Parsnip (17359, 1760, 1764)

Peas, field (1764)
“Peas, namely field peas, which do
not grow very weil here, because they are always covered with flies.”

Parsnip ( Pastinaca sasiva)

Field peas (Pisuwm sativum)

"PROSPECT OF BETHABARA.” drawn about 1739 probably by Rssw
drewing is the Community Garden. with The Upland Garden (The Ve
the grape arbor in ihe centor bebind the tavern. The Medical Garden af
right of} The Upland Garden are the Beans and Hops Garden om. ihe #
fence and edged with trees. A small orchard is to the left of the tcszefg. ;
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"“In The Vegetable Garden”

< Continued)

Reuter Modern

“In The Vegetable Garden”

- i Continued i

Reuter Modern

Peas, sweet (1759, 1760, 1764) Garden, English, sweet or green peas

(Pisum sativum var, satsvum )

Peas, stone 1764 Unidentified; possibly a Lashyrus
“Scone peas: they grow almost like speries.
verches, they have a square form. Never do they have flies in them;
however, people do not make any use of them so far.”

‘Jotatoes. irish (1759, 1760, 1764)

5t2oes, SWeer (1/60 1764)
Sweet Parates” "It is a good root
with a taste almost like that of 2 boiled chestnuc.”

Pumpkin (1760, 1764)
“[a neid and garden.”
Radish {1799, 1760, 1764)
Summer radish (1764)

Irish potatoes (Solanum suberosum )

Sweet potatoes { [pomoes basasas )

Pumpkin (Cucurbita pepo)

.Radish ( Raphanus sativus)
Summer radish (R. satfvus)

Rice Rice (Oryza sativa)

1760: A small rest was made a year ago which proved to be rather
successful. In the course of time, it could be cultivated zlong the 'Eas’
pechaps.” 1764: "Rice is not cultivated here for the time being. A
triai was made and it was found that rice can be cultivated here in moist
soil, if the land is prepared like that for cabbage.”

Scurvy grass (1759, 1760, 1761, Scurvy grass, spoonwort
[T64) (Cochlearsa officinalis)
“Good for salads.”

Spaanish pepper (1759, 1760,

Chili pepper. red pepper (Capsicum

i764) “Spanische Pfeffer — annuum, Longum Group)
used to season food.”
Spelt (1760) Spelt (Triticum spelia)

“We have cultivated it and found thac it grows here. Pcople do not like
-it, however, and we do not have a mill for it .

thows Bethabara as viewed from the graveyard. In the lefs censer of the
table Garden) enclosed with a pickes -fence and divided imto squeras with
ing the U;)lmd Garden. just abave the four lowsr squares. Bslow (to :ba
v side and the Hops and Potaso Gardes sbove is, all enclosed with a snake
@in fizlds are zvenly laid out cbove she gavdens.

‘rawingy are comrsesry Moravian Church Archives, Herrnhus, East Germary.)

5

Spinach (1759, 1760, 1764) Spinach (Spinacia oleraceary .

Strawberries {1760 Strawberries (Fragaria species)

Sunflowers (1764) Sunflowers ( Helianshus annuus

Tea (1760. 1764) Tea (Camellia ssnensss )

"From Maryland or Virginia we have received the necessary seed with
the assurance that this swowid grow to be the actual Chinese tez, if
only we prepare it the right way. The leaves do resemble that of the
authentic tea plant; however, all experiments made so far failed, and
were hnally given up entirely. Now it is growing wild here and there;
it has yellow Howers in the fall. The plant ieself looks rather like that
of the bilberty. The sheep like to nibble it.

Thyme (1759, 1760, 1764)

Watermelons (1760, 1764)
"“They are sweet and juicy.”

Thyme (Thymus vuigaris)

Watermelon (Citrullus lanasus)

“Flowers”’

Amaranthus (1764)
"Fox tail, a lower”

Cloves (1759, 1760, 1764)

Love-lies-bleeding
(Amaranshus caudatus)

Cloves, clove pink
(Diansthus caryopbyllus)

Cockscomb, crested
(Celosia crissata)

Daffodils ( Narcissss
psessdonarcissus )

Cockscomb (1764)
"A red flower”

Daffodils (1759, 1760)
Yellow daffodils (1764)

1760: "No white daffodils in garden™
Dog rose (1760, 1761, 1764)

Dog rose, brier rose
(Rosa canina)

also calied Indian Indian pink, China pink

“Indian pinck,”
(Diansbus chinensis)

clove (1764)
“Herbs and Flowers in The Medical Garden®’

Angelica (1759, 1760}

Angelica (Angelica archangelica),
A. officinalis]

Sweet basil (Ocsmum bassiscum )

Basnl (1761, 1764)
A kind of marjoram”

Betony (1761, 1764)

Betony (Stachys officinalis),
{Betansca officinalss]

Borage (1761)

Caraway (1761, 1764)
Medical Garden aad “sown in
meadows”

Catnip (1764)
Centaury Minor 1761)

Borage, ralewort (Borago officinadss )

Caraway (Carums carvs)

Catnip (Nepeta cataria)

Century (Centassrsum erytbraea),
[C. msnus, C. umbellatum]

Unidentified

Chamonmnile, red (1761)

Chamomile, Roman (1760, 1761, Roman or garden chamomiie
1764) (Chamaemeium nobsig) ,
{Ansbemis nobiis)

Wild chamonmile
( Matricaria recssita),
{M. chamomilla)

Perhaps true citron (Citrus medice}

6

Chamomile, common (1761)

Citrus, seed of (1761)
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®Herbs and Flowers in the Medical Garden”

t Continued )

Reuter

Modern

Clary sage (1760, 1764)

Clary sage (Salvia sclarea)

Columbine (1761)

Columbine ( Aquilegia vulgaris)

Comtrey (1761)

Comfrey (Symphyium officinale)

“Herbs and Flowers in the Medical Garden”

Reuter (Con

tiaued )
Modern

Roses, white and red (1760, 1761,
1764,

White rose ( Rosa alba)
Apothecary's rose (R, gallica
officinalis

Rose, dog (1760, 1761)
{ also under "Flowers™)

Dog rose, brier rose ( R. cansna)

Coriander (1759, 1764)

“"Grows almost like cress or anise.”

Coriander ( Coriandrum sasivum )

Daisy (1761, 1764)
“Flor. Bellidis Min.”

Daisy, probably English daisy
( Bellis perennis)

Rosemary (1760, 1764)
"Huogarian water is made from ic.”

Rosemary (Rosmarinus officinals ;

Rue (1760,1761, 1764)

Rue (Ruta graveolens)

Sage (1760, 1761, 1764)

Sage (Salvia officinalis)

Elecampane (1760, 1761, 1764)
“Used ro make elecampane wine”

Elecampane (Inuls belenium)

Safflower, wild saffron
(1761, 1764)

Safflower ( Carthamus tinctorius)

Fenoel (1760, 1761, 1764)
“Resembles yarrow™

Fennel (Foeniculum vulgars)

Fenne] flower (1761)

Fennel Hower, black cumin
(Nigella sativa)

Fumitory (1761, 1764)

Fumitory ( Fymaria officinalis)

Salsify (1760, 1761, 1764)

Salsify (Tragopogon porrifolius)

Scabiosa (1761, 1764)

Scabiosa, sweet scabious. mourning
bride (Scabtosa asroparpurea)

Scorzonera (1760, 1761, 1764)

Scorzonera, black salsify
(Scorzonera bispanica)

Ground ivy (1764)

Ground ivy, field balm, gill-over-the-
ground (Glechoma hedgracea)

Snake rooc (1760)

Snake root (Possibly Polygonum
bistorta)

“Hoar-hound”

Horehound (Marrubium vuigare)

“In Med. G. Almost like baim or dead nettle. Roots and leaves are used
as an anridote for rattlesnake and any other poisonous bites, which

people call a 'Caesar's Cure.”

Hormium (1761)

Hormium clary (Salvis viridis),
(S. bormsnum|

Hyssop (1760, 1761, 1764)

Hyssop (Hyssopus officinalss)

Larkspur (1761)

Larkspur (Consolida ?Zdix ),
[Delphsnum consolidal

Lavender (1761, 1764)

Lavender (Lavandula angustifolia),
{L. officinalss, L. verna, L. spica}

Lily, wvhite (1760, 1761, 1764)

Madonna lily (Lilfem candidum)

Lovage (1760, 1761, 1764)

Lovage (Levisticum officinals)

Lungwort (1761, 1764)

Lungwort (Puimonaria officinalis)

Spaaish cress (1759, 1761, 1764)

“Spanische Kresse” “Capper”
“Has round leaves like those of
marshmallows”

Naswurtium (Tropasolum majss.
T. minus)

Sorrel (1761) -

Sorrel (Rumex acetosa)

Southerawood (1761, 1764)

Southernwood, old-man
(Artemisia abrotansum )

Seock-gilliflower (1764)

Stock-gilliflower (Masthiola incana)

Tansy (1761, 1764)
"Good for worms”

Tansy (Tanacerum vulgare) .
{Chrysansbemum vauigare)

Thiscle, Blessed (1760, 1761,
1764)

Blessed, Holy, or St. Benedicr thistle
(Cnscus benedicius), | Carduus
benedictus)

Thistle, St. Mary's (1760, 1761,
1764)

St. Mary's or milk thistle (Siybum

marianum), (Carduus marionss)

Marshmailow (1760, 1761, 1764)

Marshmallow (Althasa officinalss)

“Mellilo?” (1760, 1761, 1764)

Melilot, sweet clover
( Melslorus officinalis)

Mugwort (1760, 1761, 1764)
A purge”

Mugwort (Artemisia vuigaris)

Nastu rrium-—see Spanish cress

“Perfoliara” (1761, 1764)
in Med. G. The plant rather
resembles the broad beans.”

Probably alexanders
(Smyrnium perfoliatsm )

Plantaia (1761, 1764)

agim Min.: in Med. G. Does

Probably sword-leaved plagtain
(Plantago lanceolata)

“Vizas: Hispanios” (1761)

Spanish verch. Possibly sweet peas
(Lathyrus odoraus)

Violes (1760, 1761, 1764)
“They are white and have the right
fragrance.”

Violet (Visola odorata)

Viclets, vellow (1764)

Field paasy (Viols arvensis)

Wogmwood (1760, 1761, 1764)

Wormwood, Absinthe
(Artemssia absimtbium)

Wormseed (1761)

Wormseed, old-woman,
(Artemisia marisima)

Yarcow (1761, 1764)

Yarrow (Achilles msilefolium)

not grow wild over here, It is
supposed to be the best herb for snake bites.”

Poppy, red (1760, 1761, 1764) Corn, fieid, red, or French poppy
(Papaver rbosas)

Poppw, white (1760, 1761, 1764)  Opium poppy (Papaver

somnsferum)

Other cultivated plants noted in the Moravian records
during this period, but not listed by Reuter:

Red clover (1764) Red clover (Trifolium prasensa)

Rhubyarh, garden (1760, 1761, Rbubarb (Rbeum rhaborberssms)

17454)

Squash, “squata,” “sequata’

Summer squash (Cucurbsta peps,
{1734)

var. mgiopepo)

-~
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S B Bl E O B0 an T O B S B e e
“Field Crops Grown Here”

N
Reuter Modern &
HSarleey (1760, 1764) Barley ( Hordeum mlgare)» g

“Barf ey: summer and winter barley;
|  é{opar-row and two-row, also naked -
|

Buck ~wheat or heathen corn (1760, Buckwheat (Fagopyrum escalensums
17 64) "Grows well”

| “z]11 ;abasch™ (1760, 1764) Calabash, gourds (Lagenaria

| “Calm bash—A plant like 2 pumpkin.,  siceraria), [L. lewcantha, L.
wizh a longer neck, however. The  vulgaris]
pich is raken out and the shell dries. It becomes very hard and can
be used for cups and other kinds of vessels” . . . "hunters use them
foxr powder flasks.”

Corn—see Welshcorn

Coutem ( 1760, 1764) Cotton ( Gossypsum berbacesm )
“The plant looks almost like that of Welshcorn.”
Flax (1760, 1764) Flax (Linum usstasissimum)

“Grows very well here; the linseed brings a good price.”

Grasses
“Emglisch Grass” (1764). "In Perennial rye-grass (Lolium
pastures; used to feed carde  perenne)

wizh.
“T urckisch grass” (1764). A Turkish grass ( perhaps a Pennisesum
speacial cue grass for an orna- species )
ment.”
Hemyp (1760, 1764) Hemp (Cannabis sativa)

1t is.. cultivated here increasingly. Among other virtues, 2 good drink can
be made from hemp, good for all kinds of ailments; it is called hemp-

mi ik.”
Hops (1759, 1760, 1764) Hops (Humulus lupulus)
176C = "Hops are found in good bottom soil . . . These plants are just

as good as the tame ones, and have been used for brewing purposes
along with the cultivated hops. The hops cultivation in Wachovia is
derived from the wild hop plants.” 1764: “We have a special hop-
garden.”

Millez (1760, 1764) Common millet (Panicum

1760 : “Not now cultivated here; miliaceum )
a yesr ago we had a good crop of it; however, people do not like this
geain”  1764: “Up to now it is cultivated lirtle.”

“Neger corn” (1764) Negro cotn, broomcorn (Sorghum
“The plant looks like that of bicolor, Technicum Group),-
Y eishcorn; the grain, however, [S. valgare teckmicum ]
is similar to rice and is birter. It is really planted to make brooms
from it.”
Oass (1760, 1764) Qats ( Avena sativa)
“There are two kinds. One kind reaches 2 fair height.”
Rye (1760, 1764) " Rye (Secale cereals)
“Used more for distillation of brandy :han for bread.”
“Tabaco” (1760, 1764) Tobacco ( Nicoriana tabacum) s
Turnips, white curnips (1760, Turnips ( Brassica repa, Rapifera
1764) Group)
“Welsch corn” (1760, 1764) Corn (Zea mays)

“Felshcorn: so far this has been the most common grain for people to
live on over here. We do not cultivate it much; however, it is boughe
aad sold in large quantidies.”

Wheat {1760, 1764) Wheat (Triticum aestivum,
“This is the grain we use for our Aesssvam Group )
bread.”

Copyrightd® 1978 Flora 4np L. Bynum
Wps, Bynum is chairman of the landscape restoration committes
ot Old Salem. Ine., Winston-Salem, Nornth Carelina 27168
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APPENDIX 8: Site Structures

The following is a pictorial inventory of structures on site. Information on
additional site structures is limited at this time. Further site investigation
is pending.

C. Main (Cattle)
Barn, nineteenth
century, View
from the southeast,

A. Tobacco Barn,
c. 1840.View from
the south. Timber
frame with
exterior renovation

completed in 1986. AN

B. Sheep Barn
Ruins, c. 1840
View from the
southwest of the
collapsed structure.

D. Tenant House,
¢.1860. View from
the southeast with
mid-twentieth
century addition to
the south.Wood
frame construction.
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E. Corn Crib, c. H. Feeding
1865. View from Station, date
the south. unknown. View

from the northeast.

F. Horse Barn #1, 1. Farm Shed, date

l c. 1850 with unknown. View
twentieth century from the southeast.
addition to the

south. View from
the southeast.

G. Horse Barn #2,
¢. 1940. View
from the northwest

J. Garage/
Apartment,
mid-twentieth
century. View
from the east.
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Thomas Stone Cultural Landscape Report

K. Lemko
House,post 1935.
View from the
south.

L. Hog Barn,
1950. View
looking northwest.

M. Chicken House
Complex. c. 1950.
View looking
northwest.
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