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Executive Summary

A total of 125 resources were surveyed at a reconnaissance level and included domestic and
commercial resources as well as schools, churches, and cemeteries. Domestic resources were
the most numerous. Of the 125 resources surveyed 82 were previously recorded. Of the 82, 13
have been demolished with four losing their primary resource. In addition 43 newly recorded
resources were also surveyed. An attempt to locate resources VDHR #050-0127 and #050-
0090 was not successful due to original mapping issues.

Of the 125 total resources surveyed, 39 newly recorded and 47 previously recorded resources, in
the opinion of the surveyor, are not recommended as individually eligible for listing on the
NRHP under Criterion A, B, C or D. Historical research at the reconnaissance level did not
provide a known association with broad patterns in history or important people or events. In
addition, the resources are common for their time period and/or, mainly in the case of
previously recorded resources, have been altered, sometimes heavily, from their original exterior
features in both form and appearance. These alterations included modern additions appended
to the historic block, which affected, in the opinion of the surveyor, the resource’s architectural
integrity, as well as the addition of modern materials replacing historic ones. Four resources
have had the primary resource demolished. It is also the opinion of the surveyor, that the
remaining secondary resources did not have enough integrity of association to be eligible as
stand-along resources to be considered eligible for listing on the NRHP.

Nine previously recorded dwellings have been recommended as potentially eligible for listing on
the NRHP under Criterion A and/or C for their contribution to broad patterns in history and for
their architectural merit. The resources include Bear Garden (VDHR #050-0005), Dunluce
(VDHR #050-0020), Fox House (VDHR #050-0033), Millwood (VDHR #050-0045), Edge Hill
(VDHR #050-0055), Pleasant Green (VDHR #050-0056), and Retreat (VDHR #050-0058),
Woodlawn (VDHR #050-0125).

Five domestic resources, although not recommended eligible under Criterion C for their
architectural merit, are recommended as eligible for listing on the NRHP under Criteria A for
their association with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of
history under Ethnic Heritage (Native American) of the Mattaponi Tribe. The resources and
their surrounding landscape may also be eligible under Criterion D for their potential to yield
important information in history or prehistory of the Native American population of the
surrounding area. The previously recorded resources include the c. 1880 Allmond House
(VDHR #050-0105) for its association with and residence of the last “Queen” of the Mattaponi
Tribe. The dwelling was built by her son Major Thornton Allmond and is the oldest building
extant on the Mattaponi Indian Reservation. Additional resources include the Chief Curtis
House (VDHR #050-0107); and Chief O. T. Custalow House (VDHR #050-0109), as well as a
newly recorded dwelling (VDHR #050-5074). All are located along Mattaponi Reservation
Circle on the Mattaponi Indian Reservation. The house of Chief Cook (VDHR #050-0108),
along Lay Landing Road on the Pamunkey Indian Reservation is also recommended as eligible
under Criteria A for its association with events that have made a significant contribution to the
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broad patterns of history under Ethnic Heritage (Native American) of the Mattaponi Tribe. The
resource and its surrounding landscape may also be eligible under Criterion D for its potential to
yield important information in history or prehistory of the Native American population of the
surrounding area.

The Mattaponi Indian Baptist Church, located on the Mattaponi Reservation, is significant for
its association with early twentieth century reform of religious practices of Native American
people, in this case specific to the Mattaponi Tribe. Chief George F. “Thunder Cloud” Custalow
was the main driving force behind and responsible for instituting religious and educational
reforms for the Mattaponi and gaining recognition for the Tribe as separate from the Pamunkey
Tribe. The ultimate formation of the Mattaponi Indian Baptist Church and the building’s
construction in 1935 resulted from Custalow’s desire to have tribal members more fully
participate in western religious practices. This movement towards a more Christian life on the
reservation began with his organization of a Sunday school on the Mattaponi Reservation in
1922 and ultimately the churche’s construction by tribal members in 1935. The church and its
associated cemetery, which contains the graves of prominent members of the Mattaponi Tribe,
is recommended as eligible for listing on the NRHP under Criterion A for its association with
events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of history under Ethnic
Heritage (Native American) of the Mattaponi Tribe. The resource and its surrounding landscape
may also be eligible under Criterion D for its potential to yield important information in history
or prehistory of the Native American population of the surrounding area.

The Pamunkey Indian School, built in 1906, operated as a school until 1954. Subsequent to the
school’s closure, the building was utilized as a crafts center and trading post. Since the previous
survey in 1979 the building has been restored with particular attention to maintaining original
character defining features including the five cross-panel doors, diamond pane transoms, and
six-over-six wood double-hung sash windows The school, in the opinion of the surveyor, is
therefore recommended as eligible to the NRHP under Criterion C for its architectural merit and
is also recommended for listing under Criterion A for its association with events that have made
a significant contribution to the broad patterns of history under Education and Ethnic Heritage
(Native American) of the Pamunkey Indian Tribe. The resource and its surrounding landscape
may also be eligible under Criterion D for its potential to yield important information in history
or prehistory of the Native American population of the surrounding area.

The c. 1935 Fire Tower (VDHR #050-5062) resource in the opinion of the surveyor is
recommended potentially eligible for individual listing on the NRHP under Criterion A, broad
patterns in history as part of the development of advances in fire prevention, and Criterion C,
Distinctive Characteristics of Architecture as an intact and surviving example of an early
twentieth century metal fire tower that retains a high degree of architectural integrity.

The Beulahville School is a good example of a frame early twentieth century rural school and
retains a high degree of architectural integrity including original banks of windows, double front
entries and weatherboard siding, among other features. The resource also maintains its integrity
of design, as well as its rural setting and association. Therefore the resource is recommended as
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potentially eligible for individual listing on the NRHP under Criterion A for broad patterns of
history as an example of the development of rural school architecture and under Criterion C for
its architectural merit.

The previously recorded property of Warsaw (VDHR #050-0069) was determined eligible for
listing on the NRHP under Criterion C for its architectural merit by VDHR in 1981. Stantec,
formerly CRI, recommends the property retain its NRHP eligibility status.

Seven late nineteenth through early twentieth century stores which include Jim Hall’s Store
(VDHR #050-0181), a store (VDHR #050-5039) located at 5828 West River Road, Martins
Store (VDHR #050-5069), Central Garage Store (VDHR #050-5052), a store (VDHR #050-
5063) located at 19840 King William Road, the Triple D Tack and Feed (VDHR #050-5070),
and the c. 1890 store (VDHR #050-5034) located on West River Road, are recommended for
intensive level survey to determine if the stores are individually or thematically eligible for
listing on the NRHP.
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1.0 Infroduction

During November 2013 through April 2014 Stantec Consulting Services, Inc. (Stantec), formerly
Cultural Resources Inc. (CRI) conducted an architectural survey of King William County as part
of a 2014 Cost Share project. The project entailed the documentation of 125 resources which
were surveyed at a reconnaissance level and included domestic and commercial resources as
well as schools, churches, and cemeteries. Domestic resources were the most numerous. Of the
125 resources surveyed 82 were previously recorded. Of the 82, 13 have been demolished with
four losing their primary resource. In addition 43 newly recorded resources were also surveyed
(Tables 2 and 3). Recommendations, located at the end of the document, for each extant
resource surveyed have been made in regards to National Register of Historic Places eligibility.
The following documentation effort is intended to support the King William County’s long range
planning, education and tourism goals.

All cultural resources services proposed herein are pursuant to the National Historic
Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, the Archaeological and Historic Preservation Act of 1974,
Executive Order 11593, relevant sections of 36CFR60 and 36CFR800. The Stantec, formerly
CRI, Principal Investigator and Architectural Historian directing this survey meet the
professional qualification standards of the Department of the Interior (48 FR 44738-9). The
fieldwork component of these investigations will conform to the qualifications specified in the
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Archaeology and Historic Preservation
(Federal Register 48:44716-44742, September 29, 1983) and Guidelines for Local Surveys: A
Basis for Preservation Planning and VDHR’s Guidelines for Conducting Historic Resource
Survey in Virginia (2011). All records will be curated according to the requirements specified in
Curation of Federally Owned and Administered Archaeological Collections (36 CFR Part 79)
and Virginia Department of Historic Resources’ State Curation Standards.

Ellen Brady served as the overall Project Manager for this project with assistance from Sandra
DeChard, Architectural Historian; and the Operations Manager. Assistant Architectural
Historian Emily Lindtveit conducted the architectural survey and prepared the V-CRIS forms
with assistance from Katy Wolford. Architectural Historian, Sandra DeChard authored the
report. Graphics were prepared by Sean Sutor, GIS Technician.
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2.0 METHODOLOGY

The architectural survey of King William County, as part of the 2014 Cost Share program, is,
according the VDHR’s archives, an underrepresented county in terms of architectural survey
work. The bulk of the documented resources in VDHR’s data base for King William County were
surveyed prior to 1979 with a number of properties surveyed between 1990 and 1993. It is the
intent of the current survey project, as specified in the Cost Share document, to update
information on 80 resources from prior surveys and newly record 40 resources. The previously
recorded resources were selected mainly from those surveyed prior to 1979. Additional
resources were selected from later surveys to fulfill the required number of properties for re-
survey; however, NRHP-listed properties were excluded from the current survey effort. Priority
architectural resources which had been previously surveyed as well as suggestions of newly
recorded resources to survey were discussed during the initial meeting with the County
representatives and members of the King William County Historical Society and interested
members of the general public. Additional resources to be newly recorded were also located
during fieldwork. An attempt to locate resources VDHR #050-0127 and #050-0090 was not
successful due to original mapping issues.

The recorded architectural resources, both previously and newly surveyed, included all primary
resources as well as any associated secondary resources, if present. Each building on the
property was photographed and a site plan was drawn depicting the relationship of the
resources on the property to one another and to major landscape features such as driveways,
roads, and fence lines, among others. The survey information was then entered into the VDHR’s
Virginia Cultural Resources Information System (V-CRIS) and a hard copy of the form
generated. Also included in the V-CRIS packet is a sketch map and original survey photographs
of the resources present on the property.

3.0 DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT AREA

King William County, located in the eastern portion of the Commonwealth of Virginia remains
rural in nature with cross-roads communities throughout and the Town of West Point located at
the County’s southern tip. Adjacent counties include King and Queen County to the northeast,
New Kent County and Hanover County to the southwest, and Caroline County to the northwest.
The Mattaponi River runs along the northeastern county line with the Pamunkey River forming
the boundary along a portion of the southwestern edge of King William County. Two main
thoroughfares traverse the King William County as well and include Route 30/King William
Road, which runs in a northwesterly to southeasterly direction, and Route 360/Richmond-
Tappahannock Highway, which traverses the county in a southwesterly to northeasterly
direction.

Q Stantec
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4.0 PREVIOUS SURVEYS

The first recorded architectural resources survey in King William County occurred in 1958,
when approximately 45 mid-eighteenth through mid-nineteenth century resources, mainly
dwellings, were documented by A. K. Rayburn and M. Luck. The resources included Belleview
(VDHR #050-0006), Smyrna (VDHR #050-0066), Brooklyn (VDHR #050-0009), Pleasant
Green (VDHR #050-0056), and Winterham (VDHR #050-0071), among others. Canton (now
demolished; VDHR #050-0011) documented as a tavern/ordinary, and the Sharon Baptist
Church (VDHR #050-0065) were also surveyed during this time (Table 1; VDHR Site Files).

During the 1960s, three additional resources were documented and included Smiths (VDHR
#050-0079), surveyor unknown; Gravitt’s Mill (VDHR #050-0074) surveyed by the Virginia
Historic Landmarks Commission (VHLC); the NRHP-eligible Green Level Plantation (VDHR
#050-0028), re-surveyed by the VLHC; and Mookler House (now demolished; VDHR #050-
0048), surveyor unknown (Table 1; VDHR Site Files).

The 1970s saw a resurgence in architectural documentation in King William County. During
1970 and 1971, eight resources were surveyed, six by Peyton Bayless and two by R. Perry
including Bleak Hill (VDHR #050-0086), Catalpa Grove (VDHR #050-0087), Spring Pleasant
Farm (VDHR #050-0101), and Pleasant Green (previously recorded in 1958 and resurveyed in
1980; VDHR #050-0056). An additional 29 properties were surveyed in 1974-1975 and 19 in
1979. The properties surveyed in 1974 by Dan Diebler included Mitchell’s Mill Bridge (VDHR
#050-0102) and Nelson’s Bridge (VDHR #050-0103). The survey conducted in 1975 and 1979
by Julia Henley incorporated the re-survey of 14 properties originally documented in 1958 by
Rayburn and Luck. Eight properties, located on Mattaponi and Pamunkey tribal lands, were
surveyed by Gary Brigdon, also in 1979 (Table 1; VDHR Site Files).

In 1981, NRHP-eligible Warsaw (originally surveyed in 1958 and 1975; VDHR #050-0069) was
re-surveyed by Chase Decker of the VDHR. In 1989 Jeffrey O’Dell re-surveyed Aylett
House/Fairfield/Montville (VDHR #050-0083), which was originally surveyed by Preston
Bayless in 1970 and by Julia Henley in 1975 (Table 1; VDHR Site Files).

The bulk of the remaining recorded properties surveyed in King William County were re-
surveyed or newly documented during the 1990s. Between 1990 and 1992, nine properties were
surveyed including Fontainbleau (VDHR #050-0025), Presley Farm (VDHR #050-0136),
Hollyfield Farm (VDHR #050-0135), Oakdale (VDHR #050-0137), and Pampatike (VDHR
#050-0138), among others. As part of a 1993 survey, MAAR Associates, Inc. conducted a survey
along Route 30/King William Road which included the documentation of approximately 50
resources. A majority of the resources were residential (Table 1; VDHR Site Files).

Currently 651 architectural resources have been surveyed in King William County, including the
43 newly recorded resources documented during the current project. Of the 651 resources, 365
are located in the Town of West Point. Approximately 289 have been recorded as contributing
resources within the NRHP-listed Town of West Point Historic District (VDHR #325-0002). In
addition to the Town of West Point Historic District, the County has 17 individual NRHP-listed
properties and one NRHP-listed district, the Pamunkey Indian Reservation Archaeological
District (VDHR #050-0034) (Table 1; VDHR Site Files).

Q Stantec
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Table 1. Previously Recorded Architectural Resources Located within King William County
(Excluding Resources within the Town of West Point and NRHP-Listed Properties)

VDHR # Resource Date Reference VDHR/NRHP Status
050-0001 | Rumford Academy 1775 No Data Not Evaluated
050-0003 | Aspen Grove 1800 Rayburn 1958; Henley 1979 | Not Evaluated
050-0004 | Auburn 1840 Rayburn 1958; Henley 1975 | Not Evaluated
050-0005 | Bear Garden 1725 Rayburn 1958; Henley 1979; | DHR Staff: Not Eligible
Conner 1988
050-0006 | Belleview 1770 Rayburn 1958 Not Evaluated
050-0007 | Brighton 1765 Rayburn 1958 Not Evaluated
050-0008 | Broadneck 1795 Rayburn 1958; Henley 1975 | Not Evaluated
050-0009 | Brooklyn 1750 Rayburn 1958 Not Evaluated
050-0011 | Canton 1810 Rayburn 1958 Not Evaluated
050-0014 | Cherry Grove Servant's 1790 No Data Demolished; Not
Quarters Evaluated
050-0015 | Colosse Baptist Church 1852 Rayburn 1958; MAAR Not Evaluated
Associates 1993
050-0016 | Cool Spring 1750 Rayburn 1958 Not Evaluated
050-0017 | Cownes 1857 Rayburn 1958; Henley 1975 | Not Evaluated
050-0019 | Duncan, Captain Silas, 1770 Rayburn 1958 Not Evaluated
House
050-0020 | Dunluce 1830 Rayburn 1958; Henley 1975 | Not Evaluated
050-0021 | Cockrantown, Edge Hill 1738 Rayburn 1958; Henley 1975 | Not Evaluated
050- Endfield, Enfield 1730 Rayburn 1958; Henley 1979; | DHR Staff: Eligible
0023/049- | Plantation WMCAR 1992
0184
050-0024 | Flotbeck 1830 Rayburn 1958; Henley 1975 | Not Evaluated
050-0025 | Fontainbleau 1845 Bayless; O’Dell 1990 Not Evaluated
050-0026 | Foxes 1770 Rayburn 1958 Not Evaluated
050-0027 | Frazier's Ferry 1850 Rayburn 1958 Not Evaluated
050-0028 | Green Level, Green Level 1754 HABS 1936; Rayburn 1958; | DHR Staff: Eligible
Plantation, Green Levels VHLC 1967 ; PIF 2001
050-0029 | Greenmount 1770 Rayburn 1958; Henley 1979 | Not Evaluated
050-0030 | Grove, The (Historic) 1770 Rayburn 1958 Not Evaluated
050-0033 | Evergreen Farm, Fox 1830 Rayburn 1958; Henley 1975 | Not Evaluated
House
050-0036 | Jerusalem Christian 1840 Rayburn 1958; MAAR Not Evaluated
Church Associates 1993
050-0037 | Kentuckey 1810 Rayburn 1958 Not Evaluated
050-0039 | Longwood 1825 Rayburn 1958 Not Evaluated
050-0040 | Malbourne 1830 Rayburn 1958; MAAR Not Evaluated
Associates 1993
050-0043 | Marl Hill, Marle Hill 1770 Rayburn 1958 Not Evaluated
050-0044 | Marl Hill 1800 Rayburn 1958; MAAR Not Evaluated
Associates 1993
050-0045 | Millwood 1850 Rayburn 1958; MAAR Not Evaluated
Associates 1993
050-0047 | Montebello 1770 Rayburn 1958 Not Evaluated
050-0048 | Mooklar House 1820 HABS 1936; Unknown 1968 | Demolished; Not
Evaluated
Q Stantec

4.4




PREVIOUS SURVEYS

July 24, 2014

Table 1. Previously Recorded Architectural Resources Located within King William County
(Excluding Resources within the Town of West Point and NRHP-Listed Properties)

VDHR # Resource Date Reference VDHR/NRHP Status
050-0050 | Mount Pisgah 1760 Rayburn 1958 Not Evaluated
050-0051 | Campbell Farm, New 1880 Rayburn 1958 Not Evaluated
Farm
050-0052 | North Point Farm 1720 Rayburn 1958 Not Evaluated
050-0053 | Octagon House 1850 Rayburn 1958; Henley 1975 | Not Evaluated
050-0054 | Palestine 1770 No Data Demolished; Not
Evaluated
050-0055 | Edge Hill 1770 Rayburn 1958; Henley 1975 | Not Evaluated
050-0056 | Pleasant Green 1790 Rayburn 1958; Bayless DHR Staff: Potentially
1970; Campbell 1980 Eligible
050-0058 | Retreat 1808 Rayburn 1958; Henley 1975 | Not Evaluated
050-0059 | Riverview Farm, Smith's 1765 Rayburn 1958 Not Evaluated
Ferr
050-0062 Enfi?alld, Pollard House 1800 Henley 1979 Not Evaluated
050-0063 | Seaton House 1800 Rayburn 1958 Not Evaluated
050-0065 | Sharon Baptist Church, 1840 Rayburn 1958 Not Evaluated
Upper College Church
050-0066 | Smyrna 1750 Rayburn 1958 Not Evaluated
050-0068 | House, 5344 West River 1800 Rayburn 1958; Henley 1975; | Not Evaluated
Road, Wakefield PIF 2004
050-0069 | Warsaw 1800 Rayburn 1958; Decker 1981 | DHR Staff: Potentially
Eligible
050-0071 | Winterham 1815 Rayburn 1958 Not Evaluated
050-0072 | Woodberry 1820 Rayburn 1958 Not Evaluated
050-0074 | Gravatt's Mill, Gravitt's 1800 VHLC 1969 Not Evaluated
Mill
050-0076 | Dorell, The, The Dorrell 1830 Henley 1979 Not Evaluated
050-0078 | River Hill 1865 Henley 1975 Not Evaluated
050-0079 | Smith's 1800 Unknown 1967 Not Evaluated
050-0080 | Belmont 1860 Bayless 1970 Not Evaluated
050-0082 | Kelso 1910 Bayless Not Evaluated
050-0083 | Aylett House, Fairfield, 1830 Bayless; Henley 1975; Not Evaluated
Montville O’Dell 1989
050-0084 | Riders 1800 Bayless 1970 Not Evaluated
050-0085 | Oak Grove, Woody's 1800 Bayless; Henley 1975 Not Evaluated
050-0086 | Bleak Hill 1800 Bayless 1970 Not Evaluated
050-0087 | Catalpa Grove 1780 Bayless 1970 Not Evaluated
050-0088 | Chestnut Grove 1700 Bayless 1970 Not Evaluated
050-0089 | Presquile 1890 Bayless 1970 Not Evaluated
050-0090 | Mooreland 1740 Bayless Not Evaluated
050-0091 | Catalpa Hill No Date No Data Not Evaluated
050-0092 | Log Cabin No Date McDougle Not Evaluated
050-0093 | Building, Cohoke Pond No Date No Data Not Evaluated
050-0094 | Dublin Mill Ruins 1800 Thompson Not Evaluated
Q Stantec
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Table 1. Previously Recorded Architectural Resources Located within King William County
(Excluding Resources within the Town of West Point and NRHP-Listed Properties)

VDHR # Resource Date Reference VDHR/NRHP Status
050-0095 | Sycamore Grove 1800 Henley 1979 Not Evaluated
050-0096 | The Dorell (I1) 1830 Henley 1979 Not Evaluated
050-0097 | Acquinton Church Glebe 1840 No Data Not Evaluated
(Houchins)
050-0098 | House (near Seaton's 1850 No Data Not Evaluated
Place
050-0099 Cotta)ge, near Seaton's 1800 Perry 1971 Not Evaluated
Place
050-0101 | Spring Pleasant Farm 1800 Perry 1971 Not Evaluated
050-0102 | Mitchell's Mill Bridge 1910 Deibler 1974 Not Evaluated
050-0103 | Nelson's Bridge 1919 Deibler 1974 Not Evaluated
050-0104 | Blake's, Moncuin, 1775 Henley and O’Dell 1979 Not Evaluated
Monguen
050-0105 | Allmond House 1880 Brigden 1979 Not Evaluated
050-0106 | Mattaponi Indian School 1929 Brigden 1979 Not Evaluated
050-0107 | Curtis, Chief, House 1946 Brigden 1979 Not Evaluated
050-0108 | Cook, Chief, House 1932 Brigden 1979 Not Evaluated
050-0109 | Custalow, O.T., Chief, 1900 Brigden 1979 Not Evaluated
House
050-0110 | Pamunkey Indian School, 1906 Brigden 1979 Not Evaluated
Trading Post
050-0111 Late Woodland No Date Brigden 1979 Not Evaluated
Longhouse
050-0112 | Sloe Grove 1791 Henley 1979 Not Evaluated
050-0113 Locust Hill 1800 Henley 1979 Not Evaluated
050-0114 | Gwathmey House 1850 Henley 1979 Not Evaluated
050-0115 | Montrose 1825 Henley 1979 Not Evaluated
050-0116 | Beulah Baptist Church 1846 Henley 1975 Not Evaluated
050-0117 | Melville 1850 Henley 1975 Not Evaluated
050-0118 | Corinth Christian Church 1840 Henley 1975 Not Evaluated
050-0120 | Epworth Methodist 1883 Henley 1975 Not Evaluated
Church
050-0122 | Powell House 1870 Henley 1975 Not Evaluated
050-0123 | Tanyard 1830 Henley 1975; PIF 1993 DHR Staff: Not Eligible
050-0124 | Mitchell's Mill 1800 Henley 1975 ; PIF 1990 DHR Staff: Not Eligible
050-0125 | Woodlawn 1830 Henley 1975 Not Evaluated
050-0126 | Fox House, Leigh House 1850 Henley 1975 Not Evaluated
050-0127 | Martin House 1870 Henley 1975 Not Evaluated
050-0128 | Cottage at Martin's 1840 Henley 1975 Not Evaluated
050-0130 | Bassettaire, East 1840 Henley 1975 Not Evaluated
Basseterre
050-0131 Rutledge 1840 Henley 1975 Not Evaluated
050-0132 | Matamoras 1830 Henley 1975 Not Evaluated
050-0135 | Bassettaire, Hollyfield 1715 O’Dell 1991 Not Evaluated
Farm
Q Stantec
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Table 1. Previously Recorded Architectural Resources Located within King William County
(Excluding Resources within the Town of West Point and NRHP-Listed Properties)

VDHR # Resource Date Reference VDHR/NRHP Status
050-0136 | Presley Farm, Prestley 1830 O’Dell and Moncure 1990 Not Evaluated
Farm, Wannaneake,
Waranacoke
050-0137 | Oakdale, Wall Farm 1825 Unknown 1991 Not Evaluated
050-0138 | Pampatike No Date Unknown 1992 Not Evaluated
050-0139 | Baptist Liberty Church, No Date Unknown 1990 Not Evaluated
Liberty Baptist Church
050-0140 | Gregory House, Puller No Date Unknown 1992 Not Evaluated
House
050-0142 | Winchester 1844 Unknown 1992 Not Evaluated
050-0143 | Mt. Hope Farm 1940 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0144 | House, Route 633 1920 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0145 House, Route 633 1920 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0146 House, Route 633 1900 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0148 | House, Route 633 1920 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0149 | House, Route 633 1870 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0153 House, Route 632 1880 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0154 | Cambourian, Jerry, House 1880 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0155 | Church View School 1890 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0156 | House, Route 630 1900 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0157 House, Route 630 1920 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0158 | Store, Route 30 1920 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0159 | House, Route 30 1920 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0160 | House, Route 30 1910 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0161 House, Route 30 1917 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0162 House, Route 30 1910 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0163 | House, Route 30 1940 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0164 | House, Route 30 1870 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0165 House, Route 30 1870 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0166 House, Route 30 1910 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0167 | House, Route 30 1870 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0168 | House, Route 30 1930 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0169 House, Route 30 1890 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0170 House, Route 30 1905 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0171 House, Route 30 1830 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0172 | House, Route 30 1880 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0173 House, Route 30 1910 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0174 House, Route 30 1870 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0175 | House, Route 30 1880 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0176 | House, Route 30 1900 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0177 House, Route 30 1930 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0178 House, Route 30 1900 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0179 | House, Route 30 1870 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
Q Stantec
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Table 1. Previously Recorded Architectural Resources Located within King William County
(Excluding Resources within the Town of West Point and NRHP-Listed Properties)

VDHR # Resource Date Reference VDHR/NRHP Status
050-0180 | House, Route 30 1920 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0181 | Jim Hall's Crossroads 1920 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated

Grocery
050-0182 House, Route 626 1870 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0184 | House, Route 30 1870 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0185 | House, Route 30 1880 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0186 | Green Gables Restaurant 1935 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0187 House, Route 30 1870 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0188 | Store, Route 30 1920 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0189 House, Route 626 1890 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0190 | House, Route 626 1921 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0191 House, Route 626 1890 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0192 House, Route 626 1870 MAAR Associates 1993 Not Evaluated
050-0193 | Berkeley House 1837 Unknown; PIF 1995 DHR Staff: Not Eligible
050-5001 | Bridge #1958 (Eltham No Date No Data DHR Staff: Not Eligible
Bridge), Route 33
050-5003 | Bridge #6910, Route 629, No Date No Data Not Evaluated
Mattaponi River
050-5004 | Bridge #6910, Route 629, No Date No Data Not Evaluated
Mattaponi River
Q Stantec
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5.0 CULTURAL CONTEXT

5.1 INTRODUCTION

The cultural context presented below for King William County follows the Secretary of the
Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Archaeology and Historic Preservation and the Virginia
Department of Historic Resources’ How to Use Historic Contexts in Virginia: A Guide for
Survey, Registration, Protection, and Treatment Projects (VDHR 1992). Virginia’s Native
American prehistory typically is divided into three main periods, Paleoindian, Archaic, and
Woodland, based on changes in material culture and settlement systems. Historical divisions,
as per Virginia’s guidelines, are divided into eight time periods of specific date ranges;
Settlement to Society (1607-1750), Colony to Nation (1750-1789), Early National (1789-1830),
Antebellum (1830-1860), Civil War (1861-1865), Reconstruction and Growth (1865-1917), World
War | to World War 11 (1917-1945), and New Dominion (1945 to present).

52  PRE-CLOVIS (?-13,000 BC)

The 1927 discovery, at Folsom, New Mexico, of a fluted point in the ribs of an extinct species of
bison proved that ancient North Americans had immigrated during the Pleistocene. It did not,
however, establish the precise timing of the arrival of humans in the Americas, nor did it
adequately resolve questions about the lifestyle of those societies (Meltzer 1988:2-3). However,
both the stratigraphic record and the radiocarbon assays from the recently excavated Cactus Hill
site in Sussex County suggest the possibility of human occupation of Virginia well before the
fluted-point makers appeared on the scene (McAvoy and McAvoy 1997). Buried strata at the
Cactus Hill Site, in Sussex County, Virginia, have returned radiocarbon dates of 15,000 years
ago from strata situated below levels containing fluted points (McAvoy and McAvoy 1997:165).

McAvoy’s team encountered artifacts and charcoal separated from the Paleoindian level by 3 to
4 inches of sterile sands. Subsequent fieldwork confirmed the presence of artifact-bearing strata
located between 3 and 8 inches below the fluted-point levels. The artifacts recovered from the
pre-fluted-point levels present a striking contrast with the tool kit typically used by
Paleoindians. Rather than relying on extensively finished chert knives, scraping tools, and spear
points, the pre-Clovis peoples used a different but highly refined stone technology. Prismatic
blade-like flakes of quartzite, chipped from specially prepared cobbles and lightly worked along
one side to produce a sharp edge, comprise the majority of the stone cutting and scraping tools.
Sandstone grinding and abrading tools, possibly indicating production of wood and bone tools
or ornaments, also occurred in significant numbers in the deepest artifact-bearing strata.
Because these tools do not possess unique characteristics which immediately identify them as
dating to the Pleistocene, archaeologists must recognize the possibility that pre-Clovis sites have
been overlooked for years. At present, only a handful of potential pre-Clovis sites have been
identified in North America.

Q Stantec
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53 PALEOINDIAN (CA. 13,000 TO 8000 B.C)

The Paleoindian occupation of the southeastern United States began between 13,000 and 11,000
years ago, during the late glacial era when sea levels were approximately 230 feet below modern
sea levels (Anderson et al. 1996:3). The projected sea level would have exposed the majority of
the continental shelf along the eastern coastline of North America. During the Late Pleistocene
period (14,000 to 10,000 years ago), the Laurentide Ice Sheet still covered large portions of
northern North America, and in Virginia the predominant forest type consisted of a mixture of a
Jack Pine and Spruce (Delcourt and Delcourt 1981, 1983). No modern analogue exists for the
Pleistocene environment, however.

The majority of Paleoindian materials recovered in the Eastern United States, as well as
Virginia, represents isolated discoveries of projectile points in near-surface contexts (Dent 1995;
Ward and Davis 1999). Although some larger base camps are present within the state, these
sites are relatively rare and usually associated with sources of high quality lithic materials.
Many Paleoindian sites may have been located along the Late Pleistocene coastline of Virginia,
which was subsequently flooded during the formation of the Chesapeake Bay. Blanton (1996),
for example, has documented the presence of sites dating to the Paleoindian and Archaic periods
on now-submerged terraces flanking the ancestral Susquehannah River. There were 25 known
Paleoindian sites located within the Chesapeake Region recorded up through the mid-1990s
(Dent 1995).

Preservation biases have also had a substantial impact on our understanding of the Paleoindian
period. After 10,000 years, only stone tools and chipping debris regularly survive in the
archaeological record. Climatic, natural, and anthropogenic processes have destroyed less
durable materials, leaving a somewhat impoverished record of Paleoindian life.

Paleoindians favored the use of cryptocrystalline material for making projectile points and lithic
tools, possibly because of its flaking qualities and longer potential use-life (the capability of
reworking and reusing the material). The Paleoindian tool kit included well-made bifaces,
various scrapers, gravers, adzes and a few other tool types. These tools were curated and carried
from place to place, due to the durability of the preferred lithic material (Binford 1980;
Goodyear 1979). Although lacking specialized tools for processing plants in most assemblages,
work in the Upper Delaware Valley has produced carbonized plant remains, supporting
theoretical arguments and ethnographic data implying that plants played a critical role in the
diet of the Paleoindians of the Middle Atlantic (Custer 1989).

The Paleoindians employed a collector strategy to take advantage of seasonally available flora
and fauna throughout the year. Collectors tend to occupy seasonal base camps located either in
a diverse environmental ecozone or near high-quality lithic quarries, supplemented by smaller
procurement camps located some distance from the base camp (Goodyear 1979; Daniel 1996;
Anderson et al. 1996). The procurement camps were seasonal and temporary stations where the
Paleoindians would mine or collect lithic material, gather plants, or hunt and fish (Binford 1980;
Anderson et al. 1996). The range of a band of Paleoindians covered a large area (Gardner 1989;
Anderson et al. 1996).

Some researchers discuss the Paleoindian period as a single entity (Dent 1995) while others,
mostly in the southeast, divide it into three sub-periods based on morphological differences in
projectile point manufacture and technology (e.g., Anderson 1990; Daniel 1998). Gardner
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(1989:9) adopted an intermediate position, recognizing continuity within the stylistic changes in
Paleoinidan point form that contrasts with “a definite break between unnotched lanceolate and
notched triangular form...at 8000 B.C.” The relative dearth of early points recovered from the
area of the York River Valley precludes any evaluation of relevance of the proposed
chronological subdivisions for the project area. Turner (1989:80) reported fewer than five
fluted points from King William County, and no more than ten fluted points from any Virginia
Coastal Plain county located north of the James River, in his survey of Paleoindian settlement in
Virginia.

54 ARCHAIC (8000 TO 1200 B.C.)

The beginning of the Archaic coincided with the emergence of post-glacial climatic conditions
and environments. The Holocene geological period, from approximately 8000 B.C. through the
present, began with the recession of the ice sheets that covered large portions of North America.
A shift from a moist, cool climate and patchy environment lacking modern analogs to a warmer,
dryer climate that exhibited greater seasonal variation marked the emergence of the Holocene.
This warming trend was gradual and somewhat continuous throughout the first 5,000 years of
the Archaic period. The shift in climate allowed for the development of diverse plant and animal
communities, as currently found throughout the Middle Atlantic region. These changes in flora
and fauna had a marked impact on the hunter-forager subsistence base of the Archaic period
(Dent 1995:147, 164-5). The Chesapeake Bay, merely an extension of the Susquehanna River
during the Pleistocene, gradually formed over the course of the Archaic period.

As with the Paleoindian period, our understanding of the cultural chronology of the Archaic is
based primarily upon stone tools and chipping debris (Geier 1989: 82-83). The basic
chronology of Archaic projectile points for the Mid-Atlantic region and the southeastern United
States closely follows the sequence outlined by Joffre Coe (1964) for the North Carolina
Piedmont and William Ritchie (1971) for New York, with regional variants. The regional
chronology has been modified and fine-tuned over the past 40 years but the basic typology
remains intact (Broyles 1971; Dent 1995; Justice 1995; Stephenson 1963).

Settlement during the Archaic Period involved the occupation of relatively large regions by
single, band-sized groups that resided in base camps during part of the year. These bands would
disperse on an as-needed or seasonal basis, creating smaller microband camps that may have
consisted of small groups of single or extended families. The Band-Macroband Model, proposed
by Anderson and Hanson (1988), suggests that base camps were established in the rich
environment near the Fall Line. Smaller procurement camps were established seasonally within
the Coastal Plain and Piedmont to exploit seasonally available resources such as fish, shellfish,
nuts and berries. Alternatively, Daniel (1996, 1998) suggests that seasonal movements were
tethered to high-quality lithic resources, which Early Archaic bands traversed river drainages to
access. Regardless, these patterns break down during the Middle and Late Archaic periods,
when a wider range of lithic materials appear in the artifact assemblages and sites begin to occur
in a greater range of environments (Custer 1989:128).

The appearance of more specialized resource procurement activities and the development of
new technologies occurred over the course of the Archaic. These differences in the material
culture are believed to reflect larger populations and more localized band territories, as well as
changes in methods of food procurement and processing. By the Late Archaic, sites occur in a
much wider range of environmental locations than do earlier components (Custer 1989:128).

Q Stantec
5.11



CULTURAL CONTEXT
July 24, 2014

McLearen et al.’s (1999) survey of an area bordering the Pamunkey River found that Archaic
period sites were scattered across the broad terrace overlooking the Pamunkey and its
tributaries.

5.4.1 Early Archaic (8000 to 6500 B.C.)

Corner and side notching characterized projectile points at the beginning of the Early Archaic
period, reflecting innovation in hafting technology and, possibly, the invention of the atlatl.
Notched point forms include Palmer and Kirk Corner-Notched and, in localized areas, various
side-notched types. Around 7,000 B.C., a variety of bifurcate base projectile point forms
appeared in the Middle Atlantic region. In eastern Virginia, Lecroy points constitute the
majority of bifurcate forms (Dent 1995, Justice 1995).

Some researchers have portrayed the Early Archaic as a continuation of the Paleoindian period,
with a continued reliance on cryptocrystalline lithic material and similar settlement and
subsistence patterns (Gardner 1989). Within the James River Valley, there appears to have been
an increase in population that began during the Early Archaic period (Mouer 1990:24).
Elsewhere in the Middle Atlantic region, however, population growth began during the Middle
Archaic (Dent 1995).

At the Camden Farm complex near Port Royal, Early and Middle Archaic sites occurred on the
Rappahannock floodplain, on well-drained soils adjacent to tributaries of the Rappahannock
River, and on the margins of marshes. Early and Middle Archaic sites also tended to occur at
the upper reaches of first order streams in interior settings at Fort A. P. Hill (Hodges and
McCartney 1985:17-18). In a survey near the confluence of Millpond Creek and the Pamunkey
River, Archaic sites were discovered on the broad terrace overlooking the Pamunkey and its
tributaries. Early Archaic artifacts identified during the survey included a Palmer point
(McLearen et al. 1999:2-14).

5.4.2 Middle Archaic (6500 to 3000 B.C.)

The appearance of stemmed projectile points and a shift towards more expedient use of stone
marks the beginning of the Middle Archaic across much of the Atlantic Slope and Southeast
(Amick and Carr 1996:43-45; Justice 1995). In this area of Virginia, the most common Middle
Archaic projectile point types are (from oldest to most recent) LeCroy, Stanly, Morrow
Mountain and Guilford, followed by the side-notched Halifax type sometime after 3500 B.C.
Informal modified flakes to some extent replaced formal unifacial tools, and local materials
constitute a greater percentage of Middle Archaic assemblages than had been true of earlier time
periods.  Sites occur throughout the landscape, including beneath the now-inundated
Chesapeake Bay as well as atop atop the broad terrace overlooking the Pamunkey River (Dent
1995:173-178; Blanton 1996; McLearen et al. 1999:2-14-2-20).

5.4.3 Late Archaic (3000 to 1200 B.C.)

Stemmed and notched knife and spear point forms, including various large, broad-bladed
stemmed knives and projectile points (e.g. Savannah River, Susquehanna, Perkiomen points),
rank among the most distinctive and securely dated Late Archaic point forms (Coe 1964; Dent
1995, Justice 1995; Ritchie 1971). Marked increases in population density, and, in some areas,

Q Stantec
5.12



CULTURAL CONTEXT
July 24, 2014

decreased mobility appear to characterize the Late Archaic throughout eastern North America.
Locally, there is an increase in the number of Halifax and Savannah River components and sites
relative to the preceding periods, suggesting a population increase in Virginia between about
3500 B.C. and ca. 1200 B.C.

The origins of agriculture within the Middle Atlantic region may lie in the Late Archaic period.
Yarnell (1976:268), for example, states that sunflower, sump weed, and possibly goosefoot may
have been cultivated as early as 2000 B.C. In the lower Little Tennessee River Valley, the
remains of squash have been found in Late Archaic Savannah River contexts (ca. 2400 B.C.),
with both squash and gourd recovered from Iddins period contexts of slightly more recent date
(Chapman and Shea 1981:70). Experiments with domestication in the Mid-Continent indicate
the possibility, even the likelihood, that the inhabitants of the Middle Atlantic cultivated small
grains and other plants (Hodges 1991:228-230; Mouer 1991h:259-263). “Scant” evidence for
early cultivation appears in the archaeological record from Virginia, however (Mouer 1991b:259;
Blanton 2003:193).

Early Archaic and Middle Archaic sites are found on both the largest streams and on small
headwater tributaries, indicating movement from the major rivers to the interior headwaters
and the exploitation of a broad range of both riverine and forest resources. At the Camden Farm
complex near Port Royal, Early and Middle Archaic sites were recorded on the Rappahannock
floodplain, on well-drained soils adjacent to tributaries of the Rappahannock River, on a broad
terrace overlooking the Pamunkey River, and on the margins of marshes. Late Archaic sites are
found in greater numbers and in a wider range of environments than sites associated with the
Early and Middle Archaic periods (Barber et al. 1992:46-48; Blanton 2003; Hodges and
McCartney 1985: 20-22; McLearen et al. 1999:2-20).

5.5 WOODLAND (1200 B.C. TO A.D. 1600)

The Woodland period is characterized by an increasing utilization of ceramic technology, an
increasing dependence upon horticulture and agriculture, and an increase in sedentism. Most
researchers divide the Woodland period into three sub-periods (Early Woodland, Middle
Woodland, and Late Woodland), based primarily on stylistic and technological changes
observed in ceramic wares and projectile points, as well as shifts in settlement patterning (e.g.,
Gardner 1982). Not all researchers agree upon this tripartite subdivision, however (e.g. Custer
1989).

5.5.1 Early Woodland (1200 B.C. to 500 B.C.)

The Early Woodland is generally defined by the appearance of ceramics in the archaeological
record. The earliest Woodland ceramic wares, Marcey Creek Plain and variants, are rectangular
or oval and resemble the soapstone vessels of the Late Archaic. These are followed by cord-
marked, soapstone-tempered Selden Island ceramics, sand-and-grit-tempered Accokeek
ceramics, and in the upper part of the Potomac drainage, cord-marked and plain ceramics
tempered with quartz, shale and other crushed rock (Egloff and Potter 1982; Gardner and Nash
1987; McLearen 1991).

The widespread distribution of ceramics exhibiting S-twist cordage suggests open learning
networks and interaction among dispersed groups (Klein 2003). Stewart’s (1984:18) data on
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metarhyolite exchange demonstrates that down-the-line exchange occurred throughout the
Coastal Plain during Early Woodland times. Small, low-density artifact scatters characterize the
Early Woodland archaeological record (Mouer 1990:160-174; Stewart 1998a:2).

In contrast, Early Woodland archaeological sites in the Fall Zone of the James River are large,
and contain dense concentrations of artifacts and anthropogenic soils, implying the presence of
permanent or semi-permanent villages (Mouer 1991a) or aggregation sites (Klein 2003).
Exchange and elaborate mortuary architecture characterizes the Early Woodland across a broad
swath of Eastern North America, including the Delmarva Peninsula. These phenomena do not
extend into the Coastal Plain until much later, around the Middle-to-Late Woodland transition
(Boyd and Boyd 1992; Hantman and Gold 2002).

Previous investigations along the Chickahominy River in Henrico, Hanover, and New Kent
counties discovered small camps that date to the Early Woodland period along rivers and lesser-
order streams. McLearen et al.’s (1999:2-12-2-20) survey of a roughly similar environmental
setting recovered points and pottery from several sites that may have been occupied during the
Early Woodland period. All of the identified sites were located atop a broad terrace overlooking
the Pamunkey River and its tributaries (McLearen et al. 1999:2-20).

5.5.2 Middle Woodland (500 B.C. to A.D. 900)

During the Middle Woodland, the number of sites situated along smaller streams declined and
the frequency of sites located along major trunk streams and estuaries rose (Hantman and Klein
1992: 144). Shellfish, anadromous and resident fishes, deer, waterfowl, and turkey rank among
the important fauna in the Middle Woodland diet. Various nuts, amaranth, and chenopod seeds
also appear to have been important resources during this period.

Archaeological evidence of shared religious and ritual behaviors appeared among local
communities distributed discontinuously across the region during the Middle Woodland
(Hantman and Gold 2002). Local stylistic developments appeared alongside regional styles as
sedentism increased and evidence of incipient social complexity appeared (McLearen 1992:55).
Triangular projectile points occur for the first time throughout Virginia during the Middle
Woodland.

Ceramic assemblages from the Coastal Plain point to a division between the Middle Woodland |
(500 B.C. to A.D. 200) and Middle Woodland Il (A.D. 200 to 900) sub-periods, based primarily
on the shift to more extensive use of shell as a tempering agent. These differences are best
represented north of the James River, where sand-and-grit-tempered Popes Creek and pebble-
tempered Prince George wares dominate Middle Woodland | site assemblages, and shell-
tempered Mockley wares dominate Middle Woodland Il site assemblages (Egloff and Potter
1982; Blanton 1992; Opperman 1992). Mouer et al. (1986) and Waselkov (1982), however, have
radiocarbon-dated quartz- and sand-tempered ceramics that exhibited cord-marked and net-
impressed surfaces to the A.D. 200 to 900 period.

Middle Woodland point types include various stemmed and notched forms, including the Fox
Creek, Jack’s Reef, and Pee Dee Pentagonal types. The use of non-local stone, in particular
rhyolite, to produce points and other tools rose during the Middle Woodland period (Potter
1993; Stewart 1984). Additional Middle Woodland tools include bifaces of varying shapes, a
variety of bone tools, sandstone abraders, shell pendants and gorgets, polished stone gorgets,

Q Stantec
5.14



CULTURAL CONTEXT
July 24, 2014

celts, and mats woven of Juncus (black needle-rush marsh) grass (Dent 1995:239, 240; Phelps
1983:33).

Blanton’s (1992:82-86) review of Middle Woodland settlement patterns in the Coastal Plain
identified two major site types: the base camp and the procurement site. Base camps range in
size from those occupied by extended families to major aggregation sites. Aggregation sites refer
to large sites inhabited by multiple groups from throughout the region for varied periods of
time. Procurement sites, characterized by limited suites of artifacts, occur throughout the
landscape. Base camps occupied by extended families, in contrast, primarily occupy productive
settings along the larger rivers. Aggregation sites occur in an even more restricted range of
settings, primarily adjacent to productive oyster grounds or marshes in the Coastal Plain
(Stewart 1998b:171). McLearen et al.’s (1999:2-12-2-20) survey recovered points and pottery
from several Middle Woodland sites located atop a broad terrace overlooking the Pamunkey
River and its tributaries (McLearen et al. 1999:2-14-2-20).

5.5.3 Late Woodland (A.D. 900 to 1600)

Intensified use of cultivated plants, particularly maize, beans, and squash, distinguished the
Late Woodland adaptation for that of earlier periods. European accounts describe a heavy
reliance on slash-and-burn agricultural methods (Turner 1992:106). However, despite this
supposed dependence on cultigens, only nine sites document the use of cultigens in Coastal
Virginia (Turner 1992:107). The abundance of aquatic resources in estuarine environments may
account for the apparently limited reliance on maize implied by the archaeological data, though
the relatively recent use of flotation by Virginia’s archaeologists may have biased earlier work
against the recovery of botanical remains. In addition to cultigens and shellfish, Late Woodland
peoples throughout the region continued to rely on various mammals, fish, and birds (Dent
1995:251) for sustenance. Perhaps as a consequence of the greater importance of cultigens in
the diet, access to expanses of arable land ranks among the most important factors influencing
site selection (Dent 1995).

By the Late Woodland period, greater diversity characterizes ceramic assemblages recovered
from Virginia Coastal Plain sites (Gallivan 2003:131-154). North of the James River, the shell-
tempered, fabric-impressed Townsend ware is common in the Late Woodland period. Potomac
Creek ware, a sand/crushed quartz-tempered, cord-marked and plain ceramic, occurs widely in
the Coastal Plain north of the Rappahannock River (Turner 1992). Along the North
Carolina/Virginia border, the sand/crushed quartz-tempered and simple-stamped Gaston ware
is common. In the coastal area and along the lower James River, shell-tempered, simple-
stamped ceramics referred to as Roanoke Ware commonly appear in late prehistoric
assemblages (Turner 1992:102-104).

Small, triangular arrow points, generally believed to reflect the widespread use of the bow-and-
arrow, form the overwhelming majority of Late Woodland projectile points. Triangular points
include the Levanna, Madison, Roanoke, and Clarksville types, which vary in size and by the
form of the base. Point size may also decrease over time (Coe 1964; Potter 1993; Ritchie 1971).

Shell beads and copper beads became important ornaments and symbols during the Late
Woodland Period, primarily in the last few centuries prior to the arrival of European colonists.
Powhatan’s Mantle, a deerskin cloak decorated with thousands of small marginella beads sewn
into various patterns, reflects the use of shell beads as symbols of identity and status. Pendants

Q Stantec

5.15



CULTURAL CONTEXT
July 24, 2014

and gorgets made of shell were also common. Of note, five engraved shell masks, decorated
with a traditional Southeastern “forked/weeping eye” motif were found in a seventeenth-century
burial in Stafford County. Three of the five masks show clear similarities with others located in
the lower Southeast (Smith and Smith 1989) and likely indicate long-distance trade. Bone also
was used to manufacture beads, as well as utilitarian items such as pins, fishhooks, and points.

Chiefdom-level societies like the Powhatan and their neighbors, based on hereditary inequality,
developed in coastal Virginia during this time (Potter 1993). Oft-cited causes of status
differences in the Middle Atlantic, regardless of the precise interpretation involved, emphasize
the entwined effects of climatic change, population growth, and the incorporation of maize in
the Amerindian diet after A. D. 800. Potter (1993:143), for example, argues that the "dry
climatic interval of AD 1000-1200 may have provided additional impetus for adopting plant
husbandry as a supplement to the intensive gathering and hunting economy of the previous late
Middle Woodland period.” More recently, Gallivan (2003) has pointed to the interplay of
various factors subsumed under cycling models to explain the emergence of inequality in the
James River Valley. Roughly 300 years after the A.D. 900 introduction of maize horticulture,
James River households first congregated in clusters of six or more, indicating that maize alone
did not cause the emergence of villages. Rather, regional social processes, including exchange of
ornamental shell and feasting, may have led to the emergence of status differences. Storage pit
features shifted from external locations to house interiors, signaling increased household control
of surplus production. Concurrently, a small percentage of unusually large structures, either
homes of leaders or the setting for community-wide institutions like council houses, appeared
throughout the Chesapeake region. Simultaneously, large roasting pit features occurred in
villages, an indication of communal feasting (Gallivan 2003:73-125). Beyond the village, large-
scale secondary burials also occurred (Curry 1999:68; Hantman 1990). Exchange, of copper in
particular, expanded after A.D. 1500, while historical documents indicate that more complex
chiefdoms of five to seven villages existed during the 1500s. By A.D. 1600, the charismatic
leader Powhatan controlled the James and York Rivers within the Coastal Plain region.

In addition to palisaded villages, Native American settlements included nucleated villages
lacking palisades, dispersed hamlets, and temporary camps. Recent work by Potter (1993),
Hodges (1986; Hodges and McCartney 1985), Hodges and Hodges (1994), and Mouer et al.
1992, as well as Opperman and Turner (1989, 1990), suggest that dispersed villages were
common throughout the Coastal Plain of Virginia. The difficulty in identifying them
archaeologically may have contributed to the low number of archaeologically identified
Powhatan settlements known from the 1612 map by John Smith (Turner 1992:110). Housing
varied throughout this region: some sites show evidence of longhouses located adjacent to the
palisade (Callahan 1985; Egloff and Turner 1984:37-39), while elsewhere, short, oval structures
have been unearthed (Dent 1995; Gallivan 2003; Hodges and Hodges 1994; Mouer et al. 1992;
Potter 1993).

Rountree (2004) identifies prime agricultural soils, proximity to swamps, and access to
resources found in deciduous forests as the major determinants of Late Woodland and Contact-
Period settlement location. Nucleated villages and dispersed hamlets, recognized primarily by
the presence of houses, various types of features, and dense concentrations of artifacts, generally
occur on the floodplains of the major rivers. Smaller seasonal camps and special-purpose sites
supporting nearby villages and hamlets occur along smaller streams within the interior of the
Coastal Plain. Limited spatial distributions and sparse scatters of lithics and ceramics typically
characterize camps and special-purpose sites. Among the sites discovered by McLearen et al.
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(1999:2-12-2-21) were several dating to the Late Woodland period that occurred on the major
terrace adjacent to the Pamunkey River.

5.6 SETTLEMENT TO SOCIETY (1607-1750)

Europeans increasingly affected the North American landscape after A.D. 1500. British, French,
and Spanish expeditions visited the Chesapeake Bay and its tributary rivers beginning in the
mid-to-late sixteenth century (Quinn 1977). Pedro Menendez de Aviles, first governor of
Spanish La Florida “was determined to find out all he could about the [putative] passage to the
Pacific from the Indians who lived near the Chesapeake Bay”’(Gradie 1993:155-7). Captain
Vincente Gonzalez and Juan Menendez Marques likely visited the Chesapeake Bay in 1588.
These Spaniards, searching for Sir Walter Raleigh’s colonists, “sailed along the western shore of
the Chesapeake Bay to its head and then traced the western coast of the Eastern Shore” and
most likely encountered the region’s inhabitants (Lewis and Loomie 1953:186-202).

In the late sixteenth century (ca. 1570), a Spanish Jesuit mission was established, most likely
along the York River's southern bank. It failed, having met a violent fate at the hands of local
Indians. Most explanations focus on the personal motivations of an Algonquin seized as a youth
and known to the Spaniards as Don Luis. While not dismissing personal motivations, Mallios
(2004) suggests that hostilities at Ajacan, as the Spanish mission was known, followed a more
general pattern that also led to hostility at Roanoke and Jamestown as well. European
transgression of the rules of exchange led in all three cases to the ensuing retaliation: “Exchange
system violations...undermined the bonds established by initial gift giving and alienated the
Europeans and Algonquins. The groups frequently continued to interact and exchange
commodities, but further economic transgressions worsened relations and led to hostility”
(Mallios 2004:147):

Sustained contact between Native Americans and Europeans began with the construction of the
English fort at Jamestown in 1607. The Jamestown Colonist John Smith’s circa 1608 Virginia
Discovered and Discribed (sic) illustrates a particularly dense concentration of “chief’s house”
settlements near the head of the York River, as well as Powhatan’s main residence at
Werowocomoco, although in general due to the limited cartographic detail depicted within the
upper reaches of the Pamunkey River on the Smith map projecting the precise locations of the
depicted village sites is difficult (Figure 1). Gallivan (1997:158) suggests, based on the
application of statistical methods used by geographers, that the confluence of the Pamunkey and
Mattaponai Rivers represented a central point within the York River basin, and that the mouth
of the York River was the most centrally located point in the Chesapeake Bay Region. From
these data, Gallivan (1997:148) infers that Powhatan resided at Werowocomoco to situate
himself at the core of both his domain and the Chesapeake World.

The College of William and Mary began fieldwork at the inferred location of Werowocomoco in
2003. Excavation identified features that document the presence of houses, hearths, and pits
near the shoreline, as well as recovering pottery, stone tools, and debitage. Elsewhere on site an
unplowed remnant of the original topsoil, or living surface, was encountered. Most strikingly,
an unusual ditch nearly 1000 feet from the shoreline dating to the fifteenth century may identify
the core of the site associated with Powhatan himself. Radiocarbon dates ranging from the
fifteenth to the seventeenth century document the long-term importance of the site to Native
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Americans. Temporally diagnostic artifacts imply the existence of a significant Middle
Woodland occupation in the area as well (http://powhatan.wm.edu).

The continued growth of European population, which led to the Anglo-Indian wars of 1609-1644
in Virginia, destroyed the Chesapeake world observed by John Smith (Potter 1993:179-98).
Likewise, the seemingly inevitable conflict over land, the very different, yet critical, importance
of trade in English and Algonquian culture, and the difficulty of apprehending the other through
cultural blinders undermined the harmony some Colonists had envisioned. Equally important,
proximity to European traders perhaps threatened some aspects of pre-Columbian society.
Potter (1989:167), for example, argues that the fur trade “created new possibilities for ownership
of copper and other European items...Status achievement was now open to more people who
could compete for elite positions by acquiring wealth and employing symbols previously
reserved to the werowances and others of high status.” The English land-grab heightened
tensions within some villages by destroying the Algonquian subsistence base and substituting
contracts for reciprocity. In addition, “losing the land meant the loss of many sacred places that
gave the Indian world much of its meaning” (Rountree 1989:199).

Opanchancanough, a brother of Powhatan, organized the last major uprising against the
colonists by Virginia’s Indians in 1644. The assault focused on the upper York River
settlements, though James River settlements also were attacked. Opanchancanough was
captured during the English retaliation, and killed while imprisoned at Jamestown. A
Pamunkey warrior named Necotowance succeeded Opanchancanough, but the English
retaliation weakened his influence beyond the Pamunkey Community. In 1646 Necotowance
ceded a portion of the Pamunkey lands to the English by treaty (McCartney 1989:174-175).

Virginia officials legally established a 5,000-acre tract for the Pamunkey leader, Totopomoy,
“adjacent to the place where he now liveth” in 1649, the year Totoponoy replaced Necotowance
(Nugent 1979:1:181, 200, 239, cited in McCartney 2004:228; McCartney 1989:175). At roughly
the same time, however, Secretary of the Colony Ralph Wormeley laid claim to portions of the
reserved land. In 1652, acknowledging “wrongs done to the Indians in taking away their lands
or forcing them into such Narrow Streights...that they cannot Subsist, either planting or
hunting,” Virginia’s leaders ordered Colonists seated near the Pamunkey land to relocate.
Despite these rulings, efforts to open Indian lands to settlement intensified as the Colonial
population grew. Augustine Herrman’s (1670) Map of Virginia and Maryland illustrates
European settlements lining the south side of the Pamunkey River as far as Black’s Creek, and
Claiborne’s land near the head of the York. The land between the Pamunkey and Mattaponai
Rivers, however, is labeled “Indian Land” (Figure 2).

Totopomoy perished fighting alongside the English against the little-known Richohockans.
Cockacoeske, Totopomoy’s wife, led the Pamunkey during the tumultuous period from
Totopomoy’s death in 1656 until 1686 (McCartney 1989). Between 1660 and 1670 several
treaties between European colonists and local Indians attempted to smooth over conflicts.
Despite these treaties, clashes continued. As opportunities for upward mobility decreased for
former indentured servants over the course of the seventeenth century, and northeastern
Iroquoian-speakers armed with French and Dutch weapons extended their raiding territory
further south, tensions between natives and newcomers, and within the English community,
exploded. Virginia’s tribes found themselves pinched between an expanding Colonial
population and raiding by non-local Native Americans. Clashes continued, eventually resulting
in Bacon’s Rebellion in 1676 (Wright 1981:77-101). Bacon’s men descended on Jamestown,
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forcing the burgesses to enact a series of laws designed to hasten Colonial acquisition of Indian
lands (McCartney 2004:232-233). Following Bacon’s defeat, Colonists and Indians agreed to a
treaty meant to amend the laws enacted during the rebellion.

Figure 1. Detail from John Smith's Virginia Discovered and Discribed; North to Right of Page, Not
to Scale (Library of Congress Geography and Maps Division).

The May 1677 Treaty of Middle Plantation reiterated the pledge that “Noe English shall seate or
plant nearer than three Miles of any Indian towne and whomever hath made an encroachment
upon their Land shall be removed” (McCartney 2004:233). Little changed, however, and legal
and extralegal encroachment upon Native American lands continued throughout the
seventeenth century. Yet, even as English settlement spilled beyond the falls of the rivers, the
Pamunkey reservation remained viable. By at least 1708, Queen Ann filled the role of Pamunkey
leader (McCartney 1989:190).

That same year, King William County was pared off from King and Queen County, a reflection of
the growth of English population in the area. The town of West Point was established by the
General Assembly in 1691 and again in 1702 (Gray 1952). Tobacco warehouses, plantations
devoted to tobacco, shipping points and towns along the rivers were all established at this time.
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In 1702 the King William Courthouse was constructed on lands jointly owned and later donated
to the County by Henry Cox and Richard Littlepage (Dill 1984).

European settlement of the upper reaches of the Pamunkey River dates primarily to the 1680s
and 1690s (Nugent 1979). A March 4, 1662/3 land grant to Captain Richard Littlepage seated
Cumberland Plantation in present-day New Kent County. The Littlepage family resided at
Cumberland from the late seventeenth century until the demise of Richard Littlepage 111 in 1768
(Harris 1977:87). On April 1, 1702 Captain Richard Littlepage patented 4,886 acres in
Pamunkey Neck, described as stretching from Hickory Branch to the College Lands (Harris
1977:949).

Along the curve of the Pamunkey River sits Ferry Farm, so named because of its proximity to the
Ferry established by an act of the assembly in 1742. Reverend Daniel Taylor took control of
Ferry Farm when he married Alice Littlepage, daughter of Richard Littlepage. The property
appears to have included an earlier eighteenth century house located where and existing barn
now stands (VDHR Site Files). Reverend Taylor died in 1742, and was buried on the property
(Site 44KWO0037). Alice Taylor continued to reside at Ferry Farm until her death in 1787.
According to Harris (1977:950), Alice was interred beside her husband Daniel. Ferry Farm was
inherited by Daniel and Alice’s son Richard Squire Taylor and remained in the Taylor family
after his death in 1806.

In 1702, Captain Richard Littlepage sold 2,000 acres to two brothers with the surname Jones,
and the Jones family retained possession of the larger property for the following 80 years
(Harris 1977: 946-49). The Jones lands stretched along Hornquarter Creek from Mangohick
Creek. Frederick Jones’ will of June 9, 1722 directs his brother Thomas to “make sale of &
dispose of all lands lying in King William County in Virginia, commonly called Horn’s Quarter”
(cited in Ryland 1955: 78; italics in original). Large landholders during the first half of the
eighteenth century in addition to the Jones brothers, included Howard Cox, who owned 600
acres of land on the Mattaponi River at his death, Philip Buckner who owned 1,500 acres, and
Philip Claiborne who owned 1,100 acres approximately a mile from the Pamunkey River, among
others (Ryland 1955: 11, 18 and 20).
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Figure 2. Detail of Augustine Herrman's 1670 Map of Virginia and Maryland (Library of Congress
Geography and Maps Division), Depicting the General Projected Vicinity of Existing Bank and
the Proposed Bank Addendum in Red (Not to Scale; North to Right of Page).

57  COLONY TO NATION (1750-1789)

A number of early plantations, including Horn Quarter, depicted on the 1757, Fry and Jefferson
map and the 1789 map drawn by Thomas Jefferson, remained part of the eighteenth century
landscape of King William County through the second half of the century (Figures 3 and 4).
Horn Quarter remained under the ownership of the Jones brothers through most of the
eighteenth century. However, portions of the property were subdivided. By at least 1782,
Secretary Thomas Nelson of Yorktown acquired the Horn Quarter property. The honorific
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Secretary referred to Nelson’s position with the colonial council; he also served Virginia as
governor in 1781. In addition to Horn Quarter (VDHR #050-0032), according to Ryland (1955:
71), Secretary Nelson owned 4,075 acres in King William County, including plantations
subsequently known as Wyoming (VDHR #050-0075), Difficult Hill, and Bleak Hill (VDHR
#050-0086; demolished), although Nelson’s main residence was in Yorktown.

By the mid-eighteenth century, throughout the Tidewater prime agricultural land had been
settled. What land remained generally was of poor quality. Newly constructed plantation and
larger dwellings during the second half of the eighteenth century included Belleview (VDHR
#050-0006), Brighton (VDHR #050-0007), The Grove (VDHR #050-0030), and Marle Hill
(VDHR #050-0043), among others, and reflected the prosperity that the alluvial floodplains had
bequeathed to planters. The emergence of the Georgian ideal of the plantation had arrived.
The great planters surrounded their manor homes with associated dependencies and formal and
utilitarian gardens. Beyond the core of the plantation lay numerous outbuildings and quarters.
Outlying farms were typically home to a group of enslaved laborers and perhaps an overseer.
Roads had an irregular quality in response to the influence of the region’s great planters (Upton
1988: 425-33).

On small farms, slaves were housed in buildings intended for other purposes. On larger
plantations, where the majority of slaves lived by the end of the eighteenth century, bound
laborers resided in single or double unit cabins, or “quarters.” These quarters were small, of
impermanent materials, and minimally equipped (Upton 1988: 438-9). Increased slave
population, both numerically and with respect to residential density, enabled more "stable"
communities to form on large plantations. The planter's commitment to slavery inadvertently
fostered greater, but still limited, stability for African-American families. While overseers
supervised slaves on the large plantations, slaves generally worked alongside masters on small
farms. In either case, slaves “performed virtually every household and farm task,” from skilled
crafts to everyday chores. Approximately 50 to 75 percent of Tidewater householders relied on
slave labor in the late nineteenth century to plant and harvest crops, the mainstay of King
William County’s economy (Kulikoff 2000: 249-50, 131-2).

The agricultural economy continued through the end of the eighteenth century, although the
main crop changed from tobacco to cereal grains. Depletion of soil nutrients by tobacco mono-
cropping led to a serious agricultural crisis. Field rotation prevented soil exhaustion but not soil
depletion (Fisher 1983). Old fields did not regain their fertility and consequently produced less
the second time they were planted (Kulikoff 1986: 48). As tobacco yields declined during the
eighteenth century, so did social mobility. No longer able to grow tobacco at the level of the early
eighteenth century, farmers turned to other crops. Planters found that cereal crops, such as
wheat, oats, and corn, grew well and were an alternative staple crop of the latter part of the
eighteenth century agricultural economy. Several plantations boasted fine apple and peach
orchards and grew several varieties including crabapples and pearmains, a pear-shaped red
apple (Ryland 1955: 28).
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Figure 3. Detail of the 1757 Fry-Jefferson Map of the Most Inhabited Part of Virginia Containing
the Whole Province of Maryland with Part of Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and North Carolina
Depicting the Location of Horn Quarter (Library of Congress Geography and Maps Division).
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Figure 4. Detail of Thomas Jefferson's 1787 Map of the Couniry Between Albemarle Sound, and
Lake Erie, Comprehending the Whole of Virginia, Maryland, Delaware and Pennsylvania with
Parts of Several Other of the United States of America (Library of Congress Geography and Maps
Division).

To bring the crops produced on the plantations and farms to market the rivers continued to be
the most efficient major transportation routes for during the eighteenth century in King William
County. Many of the plantations along the Mattaponi and Pamunkey rivers had wharves from
which to load cargo for market. Ship owners continued to advertise tobacco bound for London,
Bristol and Liverpool. The turn-around trip brought imports coming into the county from
England and the West Indies including Irish linens, plaid stockings, rum, sugar, spices, “horn
and ivory combs,” sewing implements, and writing paper (Ryland 1955: 42-43 and 59-60).

International developments impinged directly upon the British mainland colonies during the
late eighteenth century including the importation of goods. National rivalries between Britain
and France spread to North America, erupting into the French and Indian War (1757-1763). The
war exacerbated tensions between the colonies and imperial British authorities, contributing to
the growing rift between the British government and nascent political factions in its American
territories. Between the 1760s and '70s these relations grew increasingly hostile, culminating in
the American Revolution (1775-1783). The Revolutionary War brought significant changes to
the county. A fortification was established at West Point and French troops were garrisoned in
the town in 1781 (Gray 1952). Rochambeau stationed artillery at the fort before and after the
battles at Yorktown.
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The interruption of trade, particularly during the Revolutionary War, resulted in more self-
reliance in terms of goods and services. The General Assembly of Virginia often called upon
individuals and/or counties to provide supplies to the Continental and Virginia armies and other
militias during the War. The supplies included work related services, food, arms, and in some
cases livestock. In order for citizens to be reimbursed at a later date, officers provide receipts for
goods, however, circumstances, such as lost or incomplete receipts, often made these
reimbursements difficult (Abercrombie and Slatten 1991: iii-iv). Such goods, livestock, and
services specifically included horses and pasturing fees, boat hires and ferriages, grains, meat,
alcohol in the form of brandy and rum, and the use of carriages and carts (Abercrombie and
Slatten 1991).

5.8 EARLY NATIONAL PERIOD (1789-1830)

The American Revolution and the ensuing economic, social, and political turmoil threatened the
interlocking class, racial, and gender relations established during the early eighteenth century
(Kulikoff 1986:312-3, 421). After the American Revolution, the credit system that supported the
eighteenth-century political order collapsed (Kulikoff 1986: 130). While Virginia's political and
military leaders achieved national prominence and made lasting contributions to the new
country, a period of declining political and economic fortunes followed in the early nineteenth
century. Populist ideologies engendered by the American Revolution and the religious
revivalism of the Second Great Awakening challenged patrician culture and altered the social
order that had prevailed for almost a century.

West Point continued as the major port in the county in this period. Although Richmond was
the major shipping port for ocean-going vessels by the middle of the eighteenth century and a
preeminent shipping and industrial city as well, vessels offloaded goods destined King William
at West Point. Numerous mills in the county were all fed by the agriculture of the surrounding
county. Flour produced in King William County could be shipped directly from West Point.

People and wealth left Tidewater farms for the Piedmont during the first decades of the
nineteenth century. Yet, despite out-migration to the Lower South and the western frontier and
a decrease in the average size of farms, slavery remained integral to the socioeconomic system.
Wealthy planters were able to control the most fertile lands and maintain their slave forces'
viability, while economic fluctuations forced many small farmers into tenancy (Gouger 1976: iXx,
13).

“Scientific agriculture” was promoted by a number of Virginians as the antidote for tobacco-
depleted soils. For example, John Taylor advocated rotating corn, wheat, fertilizer, and clover to
restore productivity, and Edmund Ruffin promoted the use of marl to reduce soil acidity. To
some extent, the agricultural improvements slowed the emigration from King William County
(Kaplan 1993: 87-88).

Architecturally, the period under discussion is often termed the era of the "Great Rebuilding"
(Upton 1980). Larger, more substantial frame structures replaced smaller, impermanent
structures. Alternatively, existing structures were added onto, improved with new roofs, better
cladding materials, or re-arranged interiors, or some combination of improvements.
Architectural styles of the period — Federal, Greek Revival, and early Gothic - became popular
embellishments to elite homes, modestly prosperous farmsteads, and town dwellings. Examples
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of homes constructed during this time period include Locust Hill (VDHR #050-0113), Montose
(VDHR #050-0115), Woodlawn (VDHR #050-0125), Mattamoris (VDHR #050-0132), and
Berkley House (VDHR #050-0193), among others. A number of the earlier eighteenth century
plantations and estates went up for sale during this time period as well including Bleak Hill in
1809 containing 2,000 acres, Manskin Lodge in 1821 with 2,000 acres, two dwellings and a
number of outbuildings and a garden, and Rose Garden, a 500 acre property, also with a
dwelling (Ryland 1955: 79 and 82-89).

5.9 ANTEBELLUM PERIOD (1830-1860)

During the antebellum era, Tidewater planters and farmers instituted a series of agricultural
improvements that had been promoted and initially adopted in the previous two decades. Soil
fertilization techniques included the use of manures, particularly Peruvian guano, but also
oyster shell and marl as sources of lime. Crop rotation and contour plowing became
commonplace. This period also witnessed the introduction and general use of animal-powered
agricultural machinery (Bruce 1929; Gouger 1976:120-128).

Transportation methods improved as well, with canals, turnpikes, railroads, and steam-powered
riverboats incorporated within Virginia's systems for moving people and goods (Cressy 1999: 5).
The topography of the county proved extremely important to the development of King William
County. It had both water transportation routes available from the beginning capable of
handling mercantile traffic. The deep water port at West Point enabled ocean going vessels to
dock there as well as travel farther up both rivers.

Chartered in 1853, the Richmond and York River Railroad by 1859 completed the line from
Richmond to West Point to take advantage of the deep water port. The combination of a short
distance for ocean going vessels to travel upstream to West Point and a brief overland trek led to
the decision to construct the railroad. Although Richmond had port facilities, the length of the
James was compounded by the “curles” below Richmond which added time and increased the
difficulty. The steamer West Point was berthed at West Point and served Old Point Comfort,
Norfolk, and Baltimore. The development of transportation routes fostered increased
population based primarily commercial agriculture. Grist mills were the primary industry in the
county during the antebellum era (Gray 1952). The grist mills in the 1850s and 1860s operated
by water power and mainly ground wheat into flour and corn into meal. Mill owners during this
time period included Lewis Littlepage, William Dabney, George Mill, and J. S. Jones, among
others. Other small industrial concerns included blacksmiths, coach makers, shoe makers,
wheelwrights, saddle and harness makers, and cabinet makers. Enumerated on the industrial
census during the 1850s and 1860s were foundries powered by steam and water, saw mills, and
agricultural machine manufactories. Residents were also employed as merchants, sailors,
clerks, managers, carpenters, brick layers, dealers in lumber, and general labors (United States
Federal Census 1850 and 1860).

Agriculture though remained the most viable economic base for King William County with a
majority of residents occupied in farming with corn and wheat as staple crops and swine as the
livestock of choice. Wealthy gentleman farmers during the 1850s included William F. Fontaine,
whose property was valued at $17,360.00, Corbin Braxton’s property valued at $35,000.00, and
Robert Munday, whose property was worth $17,000.00. The plantations of Benjamin Blake,
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Reuban Hillyard, and Martin Drewry were valued between $10,000.00 and $13,000.00 (United
States Federal Census 1850; United States Agricultural Census 1850).

A number of the earlier eighteenth century plantations and estates also went up for sale during
this time period. An 1829 advertisement offered Tuckoman Farm with a two-story dwelling and
1,040 acres for sale. In May 1837 Bleak Hill was for sale and was described as a tract of more
than 2,000 acres, roughly 130 of which were subject to high water from the Pamunkey River.
Difficult Hill comprised 956 acres (Ryland 1955: 93 and 104). Benjamin D. Nelson, executor of
Thomas Cary Nelson’s will, offered a 420 acre farm referred to as Wyoming, located in King
William County three miles above Dabney’s Ferry, for sale as well (Ryland 1955: 105).

5.10 CIVIL WAR (1861-1865)

King William County escaped much of the direct effects of the Civil War. Control of the York
River and the port at West Point, however, remained important to both sides in the conflict.
Confederate troops stationed in West Point erected limited earthworks at the northern limit of
the town. The two sides clashed in a small engagement at West Point on May 7, 1862, during the
Peninsula Campaign.

General George C. McClellan’s May 1862 Peninsula Campaign attempted to secure a beachhead
at Fort Monroe, on a spit of land near the mouth of the James River. With seaborne supply lines
secured at Fort Monroe, Union forces would advance on Richmond via the peninsula between
the James and York Rivers. The seaborne force arrived in early April, and tramped toward
Yorktown over rain-soaked roads. Confederates under J. B. Magruder dug in, shifting artillery
and men about constantly to deceive McClellan about the size of the entrenched force. Taking
the bait, McClellan settled on a siege, against the president’s plea for a quick assault. The delay
allowed Joseph Johnson to shift the forces under his command to Yorktown. The Confederate
army remained until May 3 and 4t when, faced with impending attack by McClellan’s siege
guns, they retreated (McPherson 1988: 424-426).

After trumpeting his capture of Yorktown, McClellan turned toward Richmond. Union forces
advanced slowly over the mucky roads, arriving “within hearing of Richmond’s church bells” in
late May (McPherson 1988: 454). Simultaneously, a flotilla sailed up the York River to the rail
terminus at West Point. The Union troops disembarked and advanced toward Mechanicville via
the crossing at White House Landing on the Pamunkey River (McPherson 1988: 464). A Union
expedition reconnoitered Wormley’s Ferry on the Pamunkey on June 3, 1862 (Atkinson 1990).

The Pamunkey Valley witnessed further action in 1863. On January 6 and 13, a Federal
expedition from Yorktown appeared at West Point and White House. West Point was occupied
by Union forces from May 5, 1863 until evacuation on May 31, 1863. Troops disembarked at
White House in New Kent County, located directly across the river from the Pamunkey
Reservation. A Union expedition scorched the landscape near Aylett, on the upper Pamunkey
River, in June of 1863. The bluecoats burned the mill, eight runs of stone, 2500 barrels of flour,
2000 bushels of wheat, and twenty barns, ten wheat stacks containing about 20,000 bushels of
grain, stores of bacon, tobacco, cotton goods, and eighty gallons of whiskey. They also drove off
horses, mules, and cattle (Atkinson 1990).
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Three major raids by General Philip Sheridan in 1864 also touched King William. The raids,
which occurred on May 9-14, between June 7t and 11, and intermittently from February 27
through March 27, all passed through King William along what is now Route 30. The last Civil
War action in King William County consisted of a February 23, 1865 expedition to West Point by
Union Troops.

On July 4t and 5t of 1863, the 99t New York Infantry camped on the Taylor property at Bleak
Hill. Less than a year later, on May 27, 1864, units associated with the Il and VI Corps of the
Union Army again bivouacked on the Taylor property. The following day the Corps crossed the
Pamunkey at Norman’s Ferry (Atkinson 1990: 96-97, 163).

5.11  RECONSTRUCTION AND GROWTH (1865-1917)

Four years of war had a devastating effect on Virginia, and, despite the limited action within the
county, King William was no exception. The combined loss of manpower and draft animals, the
damages to property, and the neglect of agricultural land had a detrimental effect on the
county’s economic and social landscape in the postwar era. The loss of slave labor and Anglo-
American deaths and displacements resulting from the Civil War necessitated a shift towards
less labor-intensive crops and alternative land uses, such as livestock and hay production. Farm
tenancy and sharecropping became commonplace for African Americans who remained in the
county.

King William appears to have gone through the same general process as the remainder of
Virginia as the system sought to accommodate change individual farms either failed or
prospered according to individual circumstances. In general, diversification was into forest
products, with some farms selling off timber for cash. The timber industry remains important to
this day, as evinced by the mill at West Point. Cereal farming remained a staple of the county
economy from the nineteenth century through today as well. By the end of the nineteenth
century, Tidewater farmers had shifted to market gardening. Canneries were established
throughout eastern Virginia, and steamers transported agricultural goods from ports like West
Point to the urban populations throughout the Chesapeake Bay (Kaplan 1993: 180-198).

The Grange became an important political and fraternal force among post-bellum farmers
throughout the U.S. Though Virginians were initially slow to join, by 1876 the organization
claimed 18,000 members in Virginia in 685 local chapters. Though the Grange had lost much of
its power by the 1890s, a Virginia branch of the national Grange continues to operate to this day
(Manarin and Dowdey 1984: 341-344).

Industry during this time period, in addition to the canneries, focused on similar small
manufacturing and other business enterprises as in the decades prior to the Civil War including
blacksmithing, and milling (both saw mills and grist mills). Two foundries were in operation,
one powered by steam and the other by water. Additionally, in 1870, a boot and shoe maker,
carpenter, wheelwright, and saddle and harness maker provided support industry for the
agricultural economy (United States Industrial Census 1870).
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5.12 WORLD WAR I TO WORLD WAR Il (1917-1945)

King William County’s major industry was established at West Point in 1913 when the
Chesapeake Pulp and Paper Company mill began operations. Purchased by the Chesapeake
Corporation in 1918, the mill produced paper board and specialized heavy paper. The advent of
automobile traffic made the construction of durable roadways an imperative if goods were to be
gotten to market. The major east-west arterial connector was Route 30, and the major north-
south arterial connector with Richmond was Route 360. Both served as the major links with the
rail and water transportation networks necessary to supply the county population until
automotive traffic followed road development and surpassed both water and rail. The rail line
crossed the lower portion of the county and was used for servicing the pulp mill at West Point.

Other larger scale industry during the early to mid-twentieth century was also centered on West
Point and its surrounding area and included J. W. Marshall Oyster House, which packs York
River oysters for markets in over fifteen states and during this time period was the largest oyster
packing facility in the State of Virginia. Owned also by J. W. Marshall was a flour mill, with a
capacity to produce approximately 50 barrels of flour per day as well as 200 bushels of corn
meal, and a lime plant, which processed the oyster poultry shells into agricultural lime. Along
the Mattaponi River, the Denmead Dry Dock, established in 1887, builds and repairs vessels
with its marine railway able to accommodate ships of up to 100 tons.

Agriculture remained the major economic base of King William County through the first half of
the twentieth century. Although tobacco was still grown in the county during the early to mid-
twentieth century, particularly in the Mangohick District, the southeastern region cotton
became a staple agricultural crop. During this time period farms diversified greatly in the types
of crops grown, particularly with the improvements in roads and other transportation networks.
Successful crops included not only wheat and corn, which were historically grown in the area,
but also hay, alfalfa, clover, potatoes, peas, and melons, among others. The livestock industry
during this time focused on poultry farming with some farms continuing to raise cattle (King
William County Council 1925: 7-11).

5.13 NEW DOMINION (1945-PRESENT)
Currently, the county is still primarily agricultural. The nearest major urban center is

Richmond. The majority of the commerce in the county, apart from agriculture and the pulp
mill, is locally based and operated.
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6.0 SURVEY FINDINGS

A total of 125 resources were surveyed at a reconnaissance level and included domestic and
commercial resources as well as schools, churches, and cemeteries. Domestic resources were
the most numerous. Of the 125 resources surveyed 82 were previously recorded. Of the 82, 13
have been demolished with four losing their primary resource. In addition 43 newly recorded
resources were also surveyed (Tables 2 and 3). An attempt to locate resources VDHR #050-
0127 and #050-0090 was not successful due to original mapping issues.

Architectural resources described within the body of the report are arranged into date ranges —
18th, 19t and 20™ century. Resources are divided in each date range according to
domestic/farms, churches, cemeteries, and schools including resources specifically associated

with the Mattaponi and Pamunkey Indian tribes.

Table 2. Previously Recorded Architectural Resources Surveyed within King William County

VDHR # Resource

Date Status/Recommendations
050-0001 | Rumford Academy, off West c. 1775 Demolished
River Road
050-0002 | Acquinton Church and Cemetery, c.1734 Recommended not Individually
5703 Acquinton Church Road Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0004 | Auburn, 3115 Jacks Creek Road c. 1840 Recommended not Individually
Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0005 | Bear Garden, Y Canal Road c. 1725 Recommended Potentially Eligible for
Listing on the NRHP under Criterion
C for Architecture
050-0006 | Belleview, 176 Manfield Road c. 1770 Recommended not Individually
Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0007 | Brighton, 1600 Upshaw Road c. 1765 Recommended not Individually
Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0009 | Brooklyn, 3238 Acquinton 1805 Recommended not Individually
Church Road Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0011 | Canton, Intersection of King c. 1810 Primary Resource Demolished;
William Road and Route 641 Secondary Resources not
Recommended as Eligible as Stand-
Along Structures
050-0015 | Colosse Baptist Church, 23891 1852 Recommended not Individually
King William Road Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0017 Cownes, 8349 West River Road 1857 Recommended not Individually
Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0019 | Captain Silas Duncan House, c. 1770 Recommended not Individually
11278 W. River Road Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0020 | Dunluce, 762 Dunluce Road c. 1830 Recommended as Potentially Eligible
for Listing on the NRHP under
Criteria A for Broad Patterns and
under C for Architecture
050-0021 | Edge Hill/Cockrantown, Edgehill . 1738; c. 1929 Primary Resource has been
Lane (Secondary Dwelling) Demolished; Secondary Resources
not Recommended as Eligible as
Stand-Along Structures
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Table 2. Previously Recorded Architectural Resources Surveyed within King William County

VDHR # Resource

DE:] Status/Recommendations
050-0024 | Flotbeck, 539 Flotbeck Road c. 1830 Recommended not Individually
Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0025 | Fountainbleau, 1377 Acquinton c. 1845 Recommended not Individually
Church Road Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0029 | Greenmount Farm, 4226 W. c. 1770 Recommended not Individually
River Road Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0030 | The Grove, 441 Landing Drive c. 1770 Recommended not Individually
Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0033 | Fox House/Evergreen Farm, 47 c. 1830 Recommended as Potentially Eligible
Mangohick Circle for Listing on the NRHP under
Criteria A for Broad Patterns and
under C for Architecture
050-0036 | Jerusalem Christian Church, c. 1840 Recommended not Individually
Powhatan Trail Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0040 | Malbourne, 21201 King William c. 1830 Recommended not Individually
Road Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0043 | Marle Hill, 177 Oxford Lane c. 1770 Recommended not Individually
Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0044 | Marl Hill, 26516 Marl Hill c. 1800 Recommended not Individually
Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0045 | Millwood, 1129 Millwood Road c. 1850 Recommended as Potentially Eligible
for Listing on the NRHP under
Criteria A for Broad Patterns and
under C for Architecture
050-0048 | Mooklar House, Mangohick c. 1870 Primary Resource has been
Circle Demolished; Secondary Resources
not Recommended as Eligible as
Stand-Along Structures
050-0053 | Octagon House, Intersection of c. 1850 Demolished
Routes 608 and 606
050-0055 | Edge Hill, 693 Dorrell Road c. 1770 Recommended as Potentially Eligible
for Listing on the NRHP under C for
Architecture
050-0056 | Pleasant Green, 468 Pleasant 1760 Recommended as Potentially Eligible
Green Lane for Listing on the NRHP under
Criteria A for Broad Patterns and
under C for Architecture
050-0058 | Retreat, 4783 Herring Creek c. 1808 Recommended as Potentially Eligible
Road for Listing on the NRHP under
Criteria A for Broad Patterns and
under C for Architecture
050-0062 | Pollard House, 5305 Manfield c. 1800 Recommended not Individually
Road Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0063 | Seaton House, Route 634 c. 1800 Demolished
050-0065 | Sharon Baptist Church, 901 1845 Recommended not Individually
Sharon Road Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0066 | Smyrna, 8397 Dabney’s Mill c. 1750 Recommended not Individually
Road Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0069 | Warsaw, 3938 Upshaw Road c. 1800 Recommended Eligible for Listing on
the NRHP by VDHR in 1981
Q Stantec
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Table 2. Previously Recorded Architectural Resources Surveyed within King William County

VDHR # Resource

Date Status/Recommendations
050-0071 | Winterham, Route 629 c. 1815 Demolished
050-0072 | Woodbury c. 1820 Demolished
050-0074 | Gravatt’s Mill, Etna Mills Road c. 1800 Demolished
050-0079 | Smith’s/Frog Hollow Sod Farm, c. 1800 Recommended not Individually
1220 Horse Landing Road Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0082 | Kelso, 4585 Acquinton Church c. 1910 Demolished
Road
050-0083 | Montville/Aylett House/ c. 1830 Recommended not Individually
Fairfield, 7276 Richmond- Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
Tappahannock Highway
050-0086 | Bleak Hill, Route 614 c. 1800 Demolished
050-0087 | Catalpa Grove, 177 Smokey Road c. 1780 Recommended not Individually
Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0088 | Chestnut Grove, 2308/2310 c. 1700 Recommended not Individually
Manfield Drive Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0091 | Catapla Hill, 442 Smokey Road No date Recommended not Individually
Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0094 | Dublin Mill Ruins, 3664 Dorrell c. 1800 Demolished
Road
050-0095 | Sycamore Grove, 4770 Manfield c. 1800 Recommended not Individually
Road Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0097 | Acquinton Church Glebe and c. 1840; c. 1912 Demolished; Cemetery Extant
Cemetery, 5703 Acquinton
Church Road
050-0098 | House, Route 625 c. 1850 Demolished
050-0099 | Cottage, 125 Seaton’s Lane c. 1800 Recommended not Individually
Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0101 | Spring Pleasant Farm, 18026 c. 1800 Recommended not Individually
King William Road Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0105 | Allmond House, 1538 Mattaponi c. 1880 Recommended Eligible for Listing on
Reservation Circle the NRHP under Criteria Aand D
050-0106 | Mattaponi Indian School, 1929 Recommended Eligible for Listing on
Mattaponi Reservation Circle the NRHP under Criteria A and D
050-0107 | Chief Curtis House, 1409 1946 Recommended Eligible for Listing on
Mattaponi Reservation Circle the NRHP under Criteria A and D
050-0108 | Chief Cook House, Lay Landing 1932 Recommended Eligible for Listing on
Road the NRHP under Criteria A and D
050-0109 | Chief O. T. Custalow House, 1281 c. 1900 Recommended Eligible for Listing on
Mattaponi Reservation Circle the NRHP under Criteria A and D
050-0110 | Pamunkey Indian School, Lay 1906 Recommended Eligible for Listing on
Landing Road the NRHP under Criteria A, Cand D
050-0112 Sloe Grove, 1594 Mitchells Mill 1791 Demolished
Road
050-0113 | Locust Hill, 1690 Locust Hill c. 1800 Recommended not Individually
Road Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
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Table 2. Previously Recorded Architectural Resources Surveyed within King William County

VDHR # Resource

DE:] Status/Recommendations
050-0114 | Gwaltney House/Triangle House, c. 1850 Recommended not Individually
11124 West River Road Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0115 Montose, 5712 Smokey Road c. 1825 Recommended not Individually
Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0116 Beulah Baptist Church, 4805 W. 1846 Recommended not Individually
River Road Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0117 Melville, 2411 W. River Road c. 1850 Recommended not Individually
Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0118 Corinth Christian Church, 9153 c. 1840 Recommended not Individually
Dabney’s Mill Road Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0120 | Epworth Methodist Church, 11 1883 Recommended not Individually
Epworth Road Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0122 | Powell House, 9 Mangohick c. 1900 Recommended not Individually
Circle Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0123 | Tanyard, 1447 Smokey Road c. 1830 Recommended not Individually
Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0125 | Woodlawn, 3881 Smokey Road c. 1830 Recommended as Potentially Eligible
for Listing on the NRHP under
Criteria A for Broad Patterns and
under C for Architecture
050-0126 House, 11002 West River Road c. 1850 Recommended not Individually
Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0132 | Mattamoris, Jacks Creek Road c. 1830 Recommended not Individually
Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0136 | Prestley Barn, Intersection of c. 1830 Recommended not Individually
Rich-Tapp and N. Carolina Road Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0137 | Oakdale/Wall Farm, 19796 King c. 1825 Recommended for Further Study to
William Road Determine NRHP Eligibility
050-0139 | Baptist Liberty Church, 3802 E. No Date Demolished
River Road
050-0160 | House, 20487 King William 1910 Recommended not Individually
Road Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0161 Oakley, 20487 King William 1917 Recommended not Individually
Road Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0162 | House, 20516 King William Road 1910 Recommended not Individually
Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0164 House, 20648 King William c. 1870 Demolished
Road
050-0165 | House, 21101 King William Road c. 1870 Recommended not Individually
Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0166 | House, 22000 King William c. 1910 Recommended not Individually
Road Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0167 House, King William Road c. 1870 Demolished
050-0179 House, 2 Route 624 at c. 1870 Recommended not Individually
Intersection of Wakema Road Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0181 | Jim Hall’s Crossroads Grocery c. 1920 Recommended not Individually
Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
050-0193 | Berkley House, 11271 W. River c. 1837 Recommended not Individually
Road Eligible for Listing on the NRHP
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050-5019

c. 1878

Table 2. Previously Recorded Architectural Resources Surveyed within King William County

VDHR # Resource

Lanesville Cemetery, Powhatan
Trail

Status/Recommendations

Recommended not Individually
Eligible for Listing on the NRHP

VDHR # ‘

Table 3. Newly Recorded Architectural Resources Surveyed within King William County

Resource Date Status/Recommendations
050-5030 House, 865 King William Road c. 1900 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
Listing on the NRHP
050-5031 House, 206 Edgar Road c. 1880 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
Listing on the NRHP
050-5032 House, 1189 King William Road c. 1850 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
Listing on the NRHP
050-5033 Duane Store and Farm, 4929 c. 1890 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
Herring Creek Road Listing on the NRHP
050-5034 Store, West River Road c. 1890 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
Listing on the NRHP
050-5035 House, 2692 West River Road c. 1870 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
Listing on the NRHP
050-5036 Providence Baptist Church, 4570 Pre-1900 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
Dorrell Road Listing on the NRHP
050-5037 Beulahville School, Dorrell Road c. 1920 Recommended as Potentially Eligible for
Listing on the NRHP under Criteria A and
C for Architecture
050-5038 House, 501 Locust Hill Road c. 1880 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
Listing on the NRHP
050-5039 Store, 5828 W River Road c. 1920 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
Listing on the NRHP
050-5040 Store, 5698 W River Road c. 1940 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
Listing on the NRHP
050-5042 House, 24 Mitchell's Mill Road c. 1890 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
Listing on the NRHP
050-5043 St. Paul Baptist Church, 1995 c. 1900 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
Globe Road Listing on the NRHP
050-5044 Turpin, 10171 King William Road c. 1800 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
Listing on the NRHP
050-5046 House, 11117 West River Road c. 1850 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
Listing on the NRHP
050-5048 Aylett Esso Station, 8279 c. 1940 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
Richmond-Tappahannock Listing on the NRHP
Highway
050-5049 House, 4668 Upshaw Road c. 1920 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
Listing on the NRHP
050-5050 St. David's Church, 11291 West 1859 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
River Road Listing on the NRHP
050-5051 Ruinous House, West River Road c. 1850 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
Listing on the NRHP
050-5052 Central Garage Store, 1108 King c. 1920 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
William Road Listing on the NRHP
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Table 3. Newly Recorded Architectural Resources Surveyed within King William County

VDHR # ‘

Resource Date Status/Recommendations
050-5053 Hilltop, 1078 Venter Road c. 1870 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
Listing on the NRHP
050-5054 Woodlawn, 3586 Manfield Road c. 1800 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
Listing on the NRHP
050-5055 McKendree Methodist Church, 1890 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
4347 Manfield Road Listing on the NRHP
050-5056 School, Dabney's Mill Road c. 1900 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
Listing on the NRHP
050-5057 Luther Cemetery, 828 Calno Road c. 1800 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
Listing on the NRHP
050-5058 Fogg Store, 2211 Etna Mills Road c. 1900 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
Listing on the NRHP
050-5059 Fairview, 2270 Nelson’s Bridge c. 1850 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
Road Listing on the NRHP
050-5060 House, 1342 Etna Mills Road c. 1900 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
Listing on the NRHP
050-5061 House, 19894 King William Road c. 1750 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
Listing on the NRHP
050-5062 Forest Fire Lookout Tower, King c. 1935 Recommended as Potentially Eligible for
William Road Listing on the NRHP under Criteria A and
C for Architecture
050-5063 Commercial Building, 19840 King c. 1920 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
William Road Listing on the NRHP
050-5064 St. James Presbyterian Church, c. 1895 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
411 Courthouse Lane Listing on the NRHP
050-5065 Kent's Super Market, 20623 King c. 1950 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
William Road Listing on the NRHP
050-5066 Mt. Olive Baptist Church, 2000 c. 1870 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
Mt. Olive Cohoke Road Listing on the NRHP
050-5067 School, 2439 Mt. Olive Cohoke c. 1920 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
Road Listing on the NRHP
050-5068 Brett-Reed Memorial Presbyterian c. 1925 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
Church, 29680 King William Listing on the NRHP
Road
050-5069 Martin’s Store, 29557 King c. 1900 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
William Road Listing on the NRHP
050-5070 Triple D Tack and Feed Store, c. 1900 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
28218 King William Road Listing on the NRHP
050-5071 Cherry Hill, 603 Horse Landing c. 1860 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
Road Listing on the NRHP
050-5072 Doves Nest, 2223 Acquinton c. 1850 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
Church Road Listing on the NRHP
050-5073 Cannucker, Dunluce Road c. 1870 Recommended not Individually Eligible for
Listing on the NRHP
050-5074 House, 1093 Mattaponi c. 1900 Recommended Eligible for Listing on the
Reservation Circle NRHP under Criteria A and D
050-5075 Indian Baptist Church, Mattaponi c. 1932 Recommended Eligible for Listing on the
Reservation Circle NRHP under Criteria A and D
Q Stantec
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Figure 5. Detail of Penola, Sparta, Hanover, and Beulahville, VA USGS Topographic Quadrangle Depicting the Location of Architectural
Resources Surveyed.
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Figure 6. Detail of Hanover and Studley, VA USGS Topographic Quadrangle Depicting the Location of Architectural Resources
Surveyed.
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Figure 7. Detail of Hanover, Beulahville, Studley, and Manquin, VA USGS Topographic Quadrangle Depicting the Location of
Architectural Resources Surveyed.
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Figure 8. Detail of Sparta, Cauthornville, Beulahville, and Aylett, VA USGS Topographic Quadrangle Depicting the Location of
Architectural Resources Surveyed.
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Figure 9. Detail of Beulahville, Aylett, Manquin, and King William, VA USGS Topographic Quadrangle Depicting the Location of
Architectural Resources Surveyed.
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Figure 10. Detail of Aylett and King William, VA USGS Topographic Quadrangle Depicting the Location of Architectural Resources
Surveyed.
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Figure 11. Detail of Manquin, VA USGS Topographic Quadrangle Depicting the Location of Architectural Resources Surveyed.
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Figure 12. Detail of King William, VA USGS Topographic Quadrangle Depicting the Location of Architectural Resources Surveyed.
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Figure 13. Detail of King William and Tunstall, VA USGS Topographic Quadrangle Depicting the Location of Architectural Resources
Surveyed.
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Figure 14. Detail of Tunstall and New Kent, VA USGS Topographic Quadrangle Depicting the Location of Architectural Resources
Surveyed.
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Figure 15. Detail of King William and King and Queen Courthouse, VA USGS Topographic Quadrangle Depicting the Location of
Architectural Resources Surveyed.
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Figure 16. Detail of King and Queen Courthouse and New Kent, VA USGS Topographic Quadrangle Depicting the Location of
Architectural Resources Surveyed.
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Figure 17. Detail of New Kent and West Point, VA USGS Topographic Quadrangle Depicting the Location of Architectural Resources
Surveyed.

6.13



SURVEY FINDINGS
July 24, 2014

6.1 EIGHTEENTH CENTURY RESOURCES
6.1.1 Dwellings

Eighteenth century “mansion” and plantation houses in King William County, according to
newspaper advertisements during the eighteenth century for the sale of the property, were often
sited on parcels of 500 to 3,000 acres near the Mattaponi or Pamunkey rivers and frequently
include wharves for the transportation of goods from the property to markets beyond.
Descriptions often gave number of stories and roofs of the dwelling as well as types of
outbuildings located on the property at the time of the sale. Advertisements listed storehouses,
tobacco houses, stables, kitchens, dairies, barns, corn houses, “Negro quarters” or quarters,
meat houses and in some cases “necessary outbuildings” of unspecified function (Ryland 1955:
10-11, 18, 28, 37, and 61). Dwellings are often described as “commodious” and as having brick
foundations and chimneys in the real estate advertisements of the era (Ryland 1955).
Arrangement of rooms and overall plan types of the dwellings is often gleaned from these
advertisements as well. For instance a dwelling, located on 2,000 acres on the Mattaponi River,
advertised for sale in 1767 by Thomas Moore described the dwelling as a “genteel brick house,
two stories high with four rooms above and four below with a fireplace to each room, a large
passage, four fine cellars, and cellar passage” (Ryland 1955: 29). A year later George Thomas
and John Smith advertised a two-story brick house with four rooms on each floor, two large
passages, and “four large cellars” (Ryland 1955: 32). The advertisement further describes the
dwelling as being “handsomely wainscotted [sic]” (Ryland 1955: 32). Although more modest
than the dwellings advertised by Moore and Thomas and Smith, the house advertised for sale by
James Ellett in 1780 gives dimensions of the two-story dwelling as “32 by 20 feet [with] a room
below and two above, [and] a brick chimney” (Ryland 1955: 61).

Seventeen resources, one newly recorded and 16 previously recorded, dating to the eighteenth
century were documented during the current survey. Two have been demolished since previous
surveys; Rumford Academy (VDHR #050-0001) and Sloe Grove (VDHR #050-0112). One
primary resource, the dwelling at Edge Hill/Cockrantown (VDHR #050-0121), has also been
demolished. The surviving eighteenth century resources documented during the survey are all
domestic with the exception of the Aquinton Church (VDHR #050-0002) and include Bear
Garden (c. 1725; VDHR #050-0005; Figure 18), Belleview (c. 1770; VDHR #050-0006), the
Captain Silas Duncan House (c. 1770; VDHR #050-0019; Figure 19), Smyrna (c. 1750; VDHR
#050-0066; Figure 20), Brighton (c. 1765; VDHR #050-0007; Figure 21), Greenmount Farm (c.
1770; VDHR #050-0029), The Grove (VDHR #050-0030), Marle Hill (c. 1770; VDHR #050-
0043; Figure 22), Edge Hill (c. 1770; VDHR #050-0055), Pleasant Green (1760; VDHR #050-
0056; Figure 24), Catalpa Grove (c. 1780; VDHR #050-0087), Chestnut Grove (c. 1700; VDHR
#050-0088), and a house located at 19894 King William Road (c. 1750; VDHR #050-5061;
Figure 23).

A majority of the surviving eighteenth century dwellings shared common characteristics
including exterior and interior end brick chimneys and brick foundations, in some cases raised,
or piers. A number of the dwellings surveyed were one-and-a-half-story or in some cases two-
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story, with a slightly lower one-and-a-half-story wing, a configuration which appears to be a
regional architectural variation. Gable-roofed dormers on the front roof slope of the one-and-a-
half-story examples were common, however, not on the two-story examples with the one-and-a-
half-story wing. While most of the eighteenth century dwellings surveyed were frame
construction, the two-story hipped-roof Pleasant Green (VDHR #050-0056; Figure 24) was
brick construction.

Figure 18.Bear Garden (VDHR #050-0005), Y Canal Road, View Looking Northwest.
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Figure 19. Captain Silas Duncan House (c. 1770; VDHR #050-0019), 11278 W. River Road, View
Looking West.

Figure 20. Smyrna (c. 1750; VDHR #050-0064), 8397 Dabney’s Mill Road, View Looking South.
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Figure 21. Brighton (c. 1765; VDHR #050-0007), 1600 Upshaw Road, View Looking Southeast.

Figure 22. Marle Hill (c. 1770; VDHR #050-0043), 177 Oxford Lane, View Looking West.
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Figure 23. House (c. 1750; VDHR #050-5061), 19894 King William Road, View Looking Southwest.

Figure 24. Pleasant Green (c. 1760; VDHR #050-0056), 468 Pleasant Green Lane, View Looking
Southwest.
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6.1.2 Churches

The original Acquinton Church, constructed in 1734, was a larger building than the present
structure. The remaining section, the north wing, was built between 1755 and 1765, which
created a cruciform plan. Originally the church was constructed for an Anglican/Episcopalian
parish. From 1800 to the Civil War, however, the church was utilized by a number of sects
including Methodist and Baptist congregations. After 1870 the majority of the church was
demolished with the exception of the north wing and remodeled. The remodeling of the
building included reconfiguring the rounded arched windows into Gothic Revival pointed arch
windows (Chaffman in Davis 2012; http://www.kingwilliamhistory.org/acquinton_church).
Currently the church retains its c. 1870 configuration, however, the building, which lay in ruins,
was restored in 2010. As part of the restoration of the church the roof was reconstructed and
the pointed arches of the windows in-filled (Figure 25). To the northeast of the remaining
portion of the church building are the remains of the Acquinton Church Glebe (demolished;
VDHR #050-0097) and a cemetery (Figure 26). The earliest grave marker dates to 1901.

Figure 25. Acquinton Church (VDHR #050-0002), 5703 Acquinton Church Road, View Looking
Northeast.
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Figure 26. Acquinton Church Cemetery (VDHR #050-0002), View Looking Southwest.

6.2 NINETEENTH CENTURY RESOURCES

Nineteenth century resources surveyed include 12 newly recorded and 29 previously dwellings, a
store, six churches, a barn, and two stand-alone cemeteries.

6.2.1 Dwellings

Dwelling surveyed during the current effort varied widely in terms of number of stories as well
as roof lines, sheathing materials and configuration. The smallest of the dwellings surveyed is
Fox House (VDHR #050-0033; Figure 27). The house is constructed on a raised brick
foundation and features two bays and an exterior end brick chimney. Woodlawn (VDHR #050-
0125; Figure 30), a c. 1830 dwelling located at 3881 Smokey Road, in contrast to Fox House, is a
one-and-a-half-story frame dwelling which has been expanded by the addition of two gable-
roofed wings. The dwelling also features exterior end brick chimneys. Notable for their
architectural integrity as late nineteenth century dwellings, both the c. 1870 house (VDHR
#050-0179; Figure 28) located at 2 Route 624 and the c. 1880 house (VDHR #050-5038; Figure
29) located at 501 Locust Hill Road retain their original two-over-two wood double-hung sash
windows, weatherboard sheathing, diamond point wood shingles in the projecting front gable
and, in the case of VDHR #050-0179, turned wood porch posts.

The two-story nineteenth century dwellings surveyed tended to be more vernacular in
appearance and include a house (c. 1870; VDHR #050-5035; Figure 32), 2692 West River Road;
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the house (c. 1870; VDHR #050-0165; Figure 33) located at 21101 King William Road; Allmond
House, also noted as the residence of the last queen of the Mattaponi (VDHR #050-0105; Figure
34), 1538 Mattaponi Reservation Circle; a house (c. 1880; VDHR #050-5031; Figure 35) located
at 206 Edgar Road; Tanyard (c. 1830; VDHR #050-0123; Figure 36) at 1447 Smokey Road;
Fairview (c. 1850; VDHR #050-5059; Figure 37) located at 2270 Nelson’s Bridge Road; and
Duane Farm (c. 1890; VDHR #050-5033; Figure 38) at 4929 Herring Creek Road. Sheathing
varied and included both weatherboards and synthetic siding while rooflines included side gable
and hipped. Outbuildings associated with these nineteenth century resources include sheds,
garages, vehicle sheds, and in some cases small agriculturally related outbuildings.

Figure 27. Fox House (c. 1830; VDHR #050-0033), 47 Mangohick Circle, View Looking Northwest.
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Figure 28. House (c. 1870; VDHR #050-0179), 2 Route 624, View Looking North.

Figure 29. House (c. 1880; VDHR #050-5038), 501 Locust Hill Road, View Looking North.
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Figure 30. Woodlawn (c. 1830; VDHR #050-0125), 3881 Smokey Road, View Looking North.

Figure 31. Coftage at Seatons Place (c. 1800; VDHR #050-0099), 125 Seaton’s Lane, View Looking
Northeast.
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Figure 32. House (c. 1870; VDHR #050-5035), 2692 West River Road, View Looking West.

Figure 33. House (c. 1870; VDHR #050-0165), 21101 King William Road, View Looking North.
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Figure 34. Allmond House - Mattaponi Reservation (VDHR #050-0105), 1538 Mattaponi
Reservation Circle, View Looking West.

Figure 35. House (c. 1880; VDHR #050-5031), 206 Edgar Road, View Looking Northeast.
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Figure 36. Tanyard (c. 1830; VDHR #050-0123), 1447 Smokey Road, View Looking Northeast.

Figure 37. Fairview (c. 1850; VDHR #050-5059), 2270 Nelson'’s Bridge Road, View Looking West.
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Figure 38. Duane Farm (c. 1890; VDHR #050-5033), 4929 Herring Creek Road, View Looking
Northeast.

6.2.2 Outbuildings (as Primary Resources)

The c¢. 1830s Presley Barn (VDHR #050-0136) located along Carolina Road is currently being
stabilized, presumably to preserve the building. Additional more modern barns on the property
have been demolished. The barn is an example of a banked frame barn with a raised brick
foundation laid in a three course American bond pattern. Several openings pierce the brick
foundation including a rounded arch carriage entrance (Figure 39).
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Figure 39. Presley Barn (VDHR #050-0136), North Carolina Road, View Looking Northwest.

6.2.3 Commercial Buildings

Two stores were surveyed including the c. 1890 building (VDHR #050-5034; Figure 40) located
on West River Road and the store associated with Duane Farm (VDHR #050-5033; Figure 41).
The stores vary distinctly in style. The store located on West River Road is a one-and-one-half-
story three-bay building sided in board-and-batten siding. Supporting the building are brick
piers with concrete piers supporting a later addition to the rear of the store. A hipped roof
shelters the front entry which consists of a raised panel wood door with a two-light transom.
The original block also features and interior brick flue and one-over-one double-hung sash wood
windows.

The Duane Store, in contrast to the West River Road store is a much larger two-story three-bay
building clad in weatherboards with a hipped roof covered in seamed metal. Similar to the West
River Store the building also features an interior brick flue. Entry into the store is through a
pair of wood raised panel doors flanked by single-light sidelights surmounted by a two-light
transom. Providing shelter to the front of the store is a three-bay porch which features turned
wood posts on rustic stuccoed concrete piers and features scroll sawn corner braces. The store
also retains its original two-over-two double-hung sash wood windows.
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Figure 40. Store (VDHR #050-5034), West River Road, View Looking Northeast.

Figure 41. Duane Store (VDHR #050-5033), 4929 Herring Creek Road, View Looking Northeast.
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6.2.4 Churches

The seven churches surveyed include the previously recorded Colosse Baptist Church (VDHR
#050-0015; Figure 42) and the Jerusalem Christian Church (VDHR #050-0036; Figure 43) and
the newly recorded Providence Baptist Church (VDHR #050-5036; Figure 44), St. David’s
Church (VDHR #050-5050; Figure 45), McKendree Methodist Church (VDHR #050-5055;
Figure 46), St. James Presbyterian Church (VDHR #050-5064; Figure 47), and the Mt. Olive
Baptist Church (VDHR #055-5066; Figure 48). The two earliest churches, Colosse Baptist
Church and the Jerusalem Christian Church, are front gable buildings constructed of brick and
are relatively unadorned. The remaining five churches are frame construction, clad in a variety
of sheathing materials, and features Gothic-style pointed arch windows, with the exception of
the Providence Baptist Church and a steeple/bell tower above the front entry, with the exception
of the Mt. Olive Baptist Church which features two square towers at the corners of the building.
Several examples feature a one-story enclosed, gable-roofed entry.

Figure 42. Collosse Baptist Church (1852; VDHR #050-0015), 23891 King William Road, View
Looking East.
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Figure 43. Jerusalem Christian Church (VDHR #050-0036), Powhatan Trail, View Looking
Northwest.

Figure 44. Providence Baptist Church (VDHR #050-5036), 4570 Dorrell Road, View Looking East.
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Figure 45. St. David’s Church (VDHR #050-5050), 11291 W. River Road, View Looking East.

Figure 46. McKendree Methodist Church (VDHR #050-5055), 4347 Manfield Road, View Looking
Southwest.
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Figure 47. St. James Presbyterian Church (VDHR #050-5064), 411 Courthouse Lane, View Looking
North.

Figure 48. Mt. Olive Baptist Church (VDHR #050-5066), 2000 Mt. Olive Cohoke Road, View Looking
Northwest.
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6.2.5 Cemeteries

Two cemeteries were located during the current survey and include the Luther Cemetery (VDHR
#050-5057; Figure 49) off Calno Road and the Lanesville Cemetery (VDHR #050-5019; Figure
50), off Pocahontas Trail. The Luther Cemetery occupies a roughly rectangular area which is
overgrown with brush and slightly elevated from the surrounding plowed field with no formal
enclosure. Field stones, possibly used as boundary markers, have been placed at the northwest
and southwest corners of the cemetery. Landscaping consists of a line of cedar trees along the
west edge of the cemetery and vinca ground cover. The intentional plantings are being
subsumed by brush. No marked graves are located within the cemetery. Three possible grave
depressions were observed which are oriented in an east-west direction. Due to the graves being
unmarked, internment dates and ethnic/religious affiliations are approximate. The Lanesville
Cemetery is situated away from the road in the middle of a field with chain link fencing
enclosing a majority of the graves. Families interred in the cemetery include Edwards, Neale,
Richards, Adams, and Eubank. The earliest death date noted during the survey is 1878 (Figure
51).

Figure 49. Luther Cemetery (VDHR #050-5057), off Calno Road, View Looking Northwest.
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Figure 50. Lanesville Cemetery (VDHR #050-5019), off Pocahontas Trail, View Looking Northwest.
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Figure 51. Detail of the Grave Marker for Mary A. F. Edwards (VDHR #050-5019).

6.3 TWENTIETH CENTURY RESOURCES

Nineteenth century resources surveyed include 16 newly previously dwellings, ten stores, three
churches with associated cemeteries, five schools and one structure.

6.3.1 Dwellings

Sixteen newly and previously recorded dwellings were documented during the current survey
which date to the early to mid-twentieth century. A majority of these twentieth century
resources are one or one-and-a-half-story and include several bungalows (Figures 52-57). Four
of the sixteen dwellings are two stories in height with one American Foursquare dwelling
reaching two-and-a-half stories (Figures 58-63). Several of the dwellings surveyed are
associated with the Mattaponi and Pamunkey tribes and include the residences of Chief Curtis
(VDHR #050-0107; Figure 54), Chief Cook (VDHR #050-0108; Figure 55), and O. T. Custalow
(VDHR #050-0109; Figure 60). Five of the dwellings are associated with early to mid-twentieth
century stores. A majority of the twentieth century dwellings surveyed are frame construction
and clad in a variety of materials including brick veneer, synthetic siding and weatherboards.
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The most ornate of the two-story dwellings surveyed, however, is Fontainbleau (c. 1845; Rebuilt
in 1930; VDHR #050-0025; Figure 63) located 1377 Acquinton Church Road. The original
dwelling burned in the 1930s and was rebuilt. The property features a large number of statues,
which dot the property’s landscape.

Figure 52. House (VDHR #050-0160), 20487 King William Road, View Looking Northeast.
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Figure 53.House Associated with Store (VDHR #050-5052), 1108 King William Road, View Looking
Southeast.

Figure 54. Chief Curtis House (1946, VDHR #050-0107), 1409 Mattaponi Reservation Circle, View
Looking Northeast.
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Figure 55. Chief Cook House (VDHR #050-0108), Lay Landing Road, View Looking North.

Figure 56. House Associated with Store (VDHR #050-5040), 5698 West River Road, View Looking
West.
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Figure 57. House (VDHR #050-5030), 865 King William Road, View Looking North.

Figure 58. House (c. 1900; VDHR #050-5074), 1093 Mattaponi Circle, View Looking Southwest.
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Figure 59. House (VDHR #050-0161), 20487 King William Road, View Looking North.

Figure 60. Chief O. T. Custalow House (c. 1900; VDHR #050-0109), 1281 Mattaponi Reservation
Circle, View Looking North.
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Figure 61. House (c. 1900; VHDR #050-5060), 1342 Etna Mills Road, View Looking Northeast.

Figure 62. American Foursquare Dwelling (VDHR #050-0162),20516 King William Road, View
Looking Southwest.
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Figure 63. Fontainbleau (c. 1845; Rebuilt 1930; VDHR #050-0025), 1377 Acquinton Church Road,
View Looking Northeast.

6.3.2 Commercial Buildings

The current survey documented ten early to mid-twentieth century commercial buildings —
mainly turn-of-the-century or early twentieth century building many which formerly served as
small local community stores, a number of which still retain old gas pumps out front (Figures
64-68). The early shops/stores surveyed were frame construction with front gable roofs, with
the exception of the store located at 19840 King William Road (Figure 68) which is construction
with a hipped-roof, and a variety of siding including weatherboard and vinyl. Those retaining
the gas pumps outside were constructed with the gable roof extended out to provide limited
cover to customers stopping to get fuel for automobiles. Additional commonalities of these
buildings include interior brick flues and two-over-two wood double-hung sash windows,
although in the case of the c. 1920 store (VDHR #050-5039), 5828 West River Road, the
windows are six-over-six wood sashes (Figure 67).

Three of the ten commercial buildings recorded date to the 1940s and 1950s and include a store
(VDHR #050-5040; Figure 69) located at 5698 West River Road; the Aylett Esso Station
(VDHR #050-5048; Figure 70), also c. 1940, located at 8279 Richmond-Tappahannock
Highway; and Kent's Super Market (c. 1950; VDHR #050-5065), 20623 King William Road
(Figure 71). The mid-century stores were masonry construction, mainly concrete block. In the
case of Kent’s Market, the concrete block is covered with a brick veneer on the front facade. All
three were also constructed with variety of parapet configurations. Windows included either
multi-light metal or commercial style fixed single light windows.
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Figure 64. Martin's Store (c. 1900; VDHR #050-5069), 29557 King William Road, View Looking North.

Figure 65. Triple D Tack and Feed Store (c. 1900; VDHR #050-5070), 28218 King William Road, View
Looking Northwest.
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Figure 66. Jim Hall's Store (c. 1920; VDHR #050-0181), King William Road, View Looking North.

Figure 67. Store (c. 1920; VDHR #050-5039), 5828 West River Road, View Looking Southwest.
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Figure 68. Store (c. 1920; VDHR #050-5063), 19840 King William Road, View Looking West.

Figure 69. Store (c. 1940; VDHR #050-5040), 5698 West River Road, View Looking West.
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Figure 70. Aylett Esso Station (c. 1940; VDHR #050-5048), 8279 Richmond-Tappahannock
Highway, View Looking West.

Figure 71. Kent's Super Market (c. 1950; VDHR #050-5065), 20623 King William Road, View Looking
East.
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6.3.3 Churches and Cemeteries

Three churches, with associated cemeteries, dating to the early twentieth century were newly
recorded and include St. Paul Baptist Church (VDHR #050-5043; Figure 72), Brett-Reed
Memorial Presbyterian Church (VDHR #050-5068; Figure 74), and the Mattaponi Indian
Baptist Church (VDHR #050-5075; Figure 76). While similar in original configuration, the
three churches vary in architectural detail. Two of the churches; St. Paul and Brett-Reed,
include Gothic-style pointed arch windows, however, where St. Paul’s has a three-bay
pedimented portico with large wood columns, Brett-Reed has a simple gable-roofed enclosed
entry, as does the Mattaponi Baptist Church. All three buildings feature a pyramidal bell tower
extending above the roof line over the church’s entry. Additions to the churches, resulting from
the growth of congregations, are utilized in all three examples, with Brett-Reed having the
largest building expansion of the three.

Cemeteries associated with St. Paul Baptist Church, Brett-Reed Memorial Presbyterian Church,
and the Mattaponi Indian Baptist Church date to the early twentieth century, as noted by
inscribed dates of the gravestones. All three appear to be active. The cemetery located on the
grounds of St. Paul occupies a generally level open area covered in manicured lawn with trees to
the west (Figure 73). Grave stones are generally modern granite single and dual markers with
many decorated with bouquets of artificial flowers. The older section of the cemetery contains
more marker types including modern granite markers and statuary, cement vaults, cement
“coffin-style” slabs, and small plain stones. The oldest burial observed dates to 1901. The
cemetery associated with the Brett-Reed Memorial Church, which is surrounded by a low brick
wall, is also sited on a level landscape with shrubs and small trees planted throughout (Figure
75). The oldest internment noted during the survey dates to 1927. The Mattaponi Indian
Baptist Church cemetery is divided into two sections (Figures 77 and 78). The oldest section is
located across the gravel drive from the church in an area of cedar trees. Several of the graves in
this location are enclosed by a wrought iron fence. A number of graves, which belong to the
Allmond and Langston families, in this area pre-date the construction of the present church
building with the oldest grave marker visible dating to 1900.
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Figure 72. St. Paul Baptist Church (c. 1900; VDHR #050-5043), 1995 Globe Road, View Looking
South.

Figure 73. St. Paul Baptist Church Cemetery (VDHR #050-5043), View Looking Southwest.
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Figure 74. Brett-Reed Memorial Presbyterian Church (c. 1925; VDHR #050-5068), 29680 King
William Road, View Looking Southeast.

Figure 75. Brett-Reed Memorial Presbyterian Church Cemetery (VDHR #050-5068), View Looking
Northwest.
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Figure 76. Mattaponi Indian Baptist Church (c. 1932; VDHR #050-5075), Mattaponi Reservation
Circle, View Looking West.

Figure 77. Mattaponi Indian Baptist Church Cemetery (VDHR #050-5075), View Looking Southeast.
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Figure 78. Mattaponi Indian Baptist Church Cemetery (VDHR #050-5075), View Looking
Northwest.

6.3.4 Schools

Five schools dating to the early twentieth century were documented. Two of the schools are
previously recorded and include the 1929 Mattaponi Indian School (VDHR #050-0106; Figure
79) and the 1906 Pamunkey Indian School (VDHR #050-0110; Figure 80). The Mattaponi
School is a one-story, frame, multi-bay building constructed on concrete block piers. The
exterior walls, previously recorded as sheathed with weatherboards, are now sheathed in vinyl
siding. Aside from the addition of vinyl siding the building appears to retain its architectural
features as previously surveyed including its six-over-six wood double-hung sash windows.

The Pamunkey Indian School, built in 1906, operated as a school until 1954. Subsequent to the
school’s closure, the building was utilized as a crafts center and trading post. Since the previous
survey in 1979 the building has been restored with particular attention to maintaining original
character defining features including the five cross-panel doors, diamond pane transoms, and
six-over-six wood double-hung sash windows.

Three are newly recorded and include the c. 1920 Buelahville School (VDHR #050-5037; Figure
81) located on Dorrell Road, the Enfield Colored School (c. 1900; VDHR #050-5056; Figure 82),
Dabney’s Mill Road, and a school (VDHR #050-5067; Figure 83) located at 2439 Mt. Olive
Cohoke Road. The Beulahville School is a frame structure clad in weatherboard with a hipped
roof covered in seamed metal. The facade has a pair of centrally located recessed panel wood
doors sheltered by a shed roof awning supported by knee brackets. Banks of five double-hung
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sash wood windows flank either side of the door. Currently the upper sashes have six lights and
the lower sashes have been replaced by plywood panels. The school exterior fits the description
of a Tuskegee plan school during the early stage of the Rosenwald school program (1917-1920),
however, the interior of the school was not inspected and no Rosenwald School is documented
as being located in the Beulahville/Providence Church area. The form was widely used for all
types of rural schools during the early twentieth century. The school is currently used as a hunt
club.

The former Enfield Colored School is a one-story three-bay frame structure clad in
weatherboard with a front gable roof covered in seamed metal which features exposed rafter
ends and an interior end brick flue along the ridgeline. The weatherboard on the north elevation
has been replaced by plywood sheets. The building sits on a poured concrete pier foundation.
The facade is pierced by a centrally located recessed panel wood door flanked by boarded over
window openings. A window opening and doorway on the south elevation are also boarded over.
The building is abandoned and in fair to poor condition.

The one-story school, located at 2439 Mt. Olive Cohoke Road, is a one-story, frame, three-bay
building sheathed in weatherboard siding. The original wood-framed sash windows have been
replaced by nine-over-nine vinyl double-hung sash windows. The fenestration also includes
two-leaf modern metal doors flanked by sidelights and a recently-replaced single-light transom.

Figure 79. Mattaponi Indian School (1929; VDHR #050-0106), Mattaponi Reservation Circle, View
Looking East.
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Figure 80. Pamunkey Indian School (1906; VDHR #050-0110), Lay Landing Road, View Looking
Northeast.

Figure 81. Beulahville School (VDHR #050-5037), Dorrell Road, View Looking Southeast.
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Figure 82. Enfield Colored School (c. 1900; VDHR #050-5056), Dabney’s Mill Road, View Looking
East.

Figure 83. School (c. 1920; VDHR #050-5067), 2439 Mt. Olive Cohoke Road), View Looking
Southeast.
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6.3.5 Structures

One structure was surveyed during the current survey; a c. 1935 fire tower (VDHR #050-5062;
Figure 84). The fire tower is a tall tapering metal truss structure with a square plane metal
frame lookout cab at the top. The lookout cab is clad with metal sheeting and features multiple-
light metal fixed windows across each elevation. The lookout cab has a pyramidal roof covered in
seamed metal and is accessed by an open metal staircase located within the metal truss structure
(Figure 85). The King William Fire Warden postition was created in 1933 and the first fire tower
was constructed shortly after.

Figure 84. Fire Tower (c. 1935; VDHR #050-5062), King William Road, View Looking West.
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Figure 85. Fire Tower (c. 1935; VDHR #050-5062), King William Road, View Looking West.
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7.0 Recommendations

The following recommendations for the 125 resources surveyed as part of the King William Cost
Share project for 2013-2014 are based on the results of the field survey and historical research
conducted for both the newly and previously recorded properties.

Of the 125 total resources surveyed, 39 newly recorded and 47 previously recorded resources, in
the opinion of the surveyor, are not recommended as individually eligible for listing on the
NRHP under Criterion A, B, C or D. Historical research at the reconnaissance level did not
provide a known association with broad patterns in history or important people or events. In
addition, the resources are common for their time period and/or, mainly in the case of
previously recorded resources, have been altered, sometimes heavily, from their original exterior
features in both form and appearance. These alterations included modern additions appended
to the historic block, which affected, in the opinion of the surveyor, the resource’s architectural
integrity, as well as the addition of modern materials replacing historic ones. Four resources
have has the primary resource demolished. It is also the opinion of the surveyor, that the
remaining secondary resources did not have enough integrity of association to be eligible as
stand along resources to be considered eligible for listing on the NRHP.

Nine previously recorded dwellings have been recommended as potentially eligible for listing on
the NRHP under Criterion A and/or C for their contribution to broad patterns in history and for
their architectural merit. The resources include Bear Garden (VDHR #050-0005), Dunluce
(VDHR #050-0020), Fox House (VDHR #050-0033), Millwood (VDHR #050-0045), Edge Hill
(VDHR #050-0055), Pleasant Green (VDHR #050-0056), and Retreat (VDHR #050-0058),
Woodlawn (VDHR #050-0125).

Five domestic resources, although not recommended eligible under Criterion C for their
architectural merit, are recommended as eligible for listing on the NRHP under Criteria A for its
association with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of
history under Ethnic Heritage (Native American) of the Mattaponi Tribe. The resource and its
surrounding landscape may also be eligible under Criterion D for its potential to yield important
information in history or prehistory of the Native American population of the surrounding area.
The previously recorded include the c. 1880 Allmond House (VDHR #050-0105) for its
association with and residence of the last “Queen” of the Mattaponi Tribe and built by her son
Major Thornton Allmond, is the oldest building extant on the Mattaponi Indian Reservation, the
Chief Curtis House (VDHR #050-0107), and Chief O. T. Custalow House (VDHR #050-0109),
and a newly recorded dwelling (VDHR #050-5074). All are located along Mattaponi
Reservation Circle on the Mattaponi Indian Reservation. The house of Chief Cook (VDHR
#050-0108), along Lay Landing Road on the Pamunkey Indian Reservation is also
recommended as eligible under Criteria A for its association with events that have made a
significant contribution to the broad patterns of history under Ethnic Heritage (Native
American) of the Mattaponi Tribe. The resource and its surrounding landscape may also be
eligible under Criterion D for its potential to yield important information in history or
prehistory of the Native American population of the surrounding area.

Q Stantec
7.45



Recommendations
July 24,2014

The Mattaponi Indian Baptist Church, located on the Mattaponi Reservation, is significant for
its association with early twentieth century reform of religious practices of Native American
people, in this case specific to the Mattaponi Tribe. Chief George F. “Thunder Cloud” Custalow
was the main driving force behind and responsible for instituting religious and educational
reforms for the Mattaponi and gaining recognition for the Tribe as separate from the Pamunkey
Tribe. The ultimate formation of the Mattaponi Indian Baptist Church and the building’s
construction in 1935 resulted from Custalow’s desire to have tribal members more fully
participate in western religious practices. This movement towards a more Christian life on the
reservation began with his organization of a Sunday school on the Mattaponi Reservation in
1922 and ultimately the churche’s construction by tribal members in 1935. The church and its
associated cemetery, which contains the graves of prominent members of the Mattaponi Tribe,
is recommended as eligible for listing on the NRHP under Criterion A for its association with
events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of history under Ethnic
Heritage (Native American) of the Mattaponi Tribe. The resource and its surrounding landscape
may also be eligible under Criterion D for its potential to yield important information in history
or prehistory of the Native American population of the surrounding area.

The Pamunkey Indian School, built in 1906, operated as a school until 1954. Subsequent to the
school’s closure, the building was utilized as a crafts center and trading post. Since the previous
survey in 1979 the building has been restored with particular attention to maintaining original
character defining features including the five cross-panel doors, diamond pane transoms, and
six-over-six wood double-hung sash windows The school, in the opinion of the surveyor, is
therefore recommended as eligible to the NRHP under Criterion C for its architectural merit and
is also recommended for listing under Criterion A for its association with events that have made
a significant contribution to the broad patterns of history under Education and Ethnic Heritage
(Native American) of the Pamunkey Indian Tribe. The resource and its surrounding landscape
may also be eligible under Criterion D for its potential to yield important information in history
or prehistory of the Native American population of the surrounding area.

The c. 1935 Fire Tower (VDHR #050-5062) resource in the opinion of the surveyor is
recommended potentially eligible for individual listing on the NRHP under Criterion A, broad
patterns in history as part of the development of advances in fire prevention, and Criterion C,
Distinctive Characteristics of Architecture as an intact and surviving example of an early
twentieth century metal fire tower that retains a high degree of architectural integrity.

The Beulahville School is a good example of a frame early twentieth century rural school and
retains a high degree of architectural integrity including original banks of windows, double front
entries and weatherboard siding, among other features. The resource also maintains its integrity
of design, as well as its rural setting and association. Therefore the resource is recommended as
potentially eligible for individual listing on the NRHP under Criterion A for broad patterns of
history as an example of the development of rural school architecture and under Criterion C for
its architectural merit.
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The previously recorded property of Warsaw (VDHR #050-0069) was determined eligible for
listing on the NRHP under Criterion C for its architectural merit by VDHR in 1981. Stantec,
formerly CRI, recommends the property retain its NRHP eligibility status.

Seven late nineteenth through early twentieth century stores which include Jim Hall’s Store
(VDHR #050-0181), a store (VDHR #050-5039) located at 5828 West River Road, Martins
Store (VDHR #050-5069), Central Garage Store (VDHR #050-5052), a store (VDHR #050-
5063) located at 19840 King William Road, the Triple D Tack and Feed (VDHR #050-5070),
and the c. 1890 store (VDHR #050-5034) located on West River Road, are recommended for
intensive level survey to determine if the stores are individually or thematically eligible for
listing on the NRHP.
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