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Environmental Setting
Bladensburg lies along the east bank of the Anacostia River at the confluence of the
Northeast Branch and Northwest Branch of this stream. Formerly known as the East Branch of
the Potomac River, the Anacostia River is the northernmost tidal tributary of the Potomac River.
The Anacostia River has incised a pronounced valley into the Glen Burnie Rolling Uplands,
within the embayed section of the Western Shore Coastal Plain physiographic province (Reger
and Cleaves 2008). Quaternary and Tertiary stream terraces, and adjoining uplands provided
well drained living surfaces for humans during prehistoric and historic times. The uplands rise
as much as 300 feet above the water. The Anacostia River drainage system flows
southwestward, roughly parallel to the Fall Line, entering the Potomac River on the east side of
Washington, within the District of Columbia boundaries (Figure 1).
Thin Coastal Plain strata meet the Piedmont bedrock at the Fall Line, approximately at
Rock Creek in the District of Columbia, but thicken to more than 1,000 feet on the east side of
the Anacostia River (Froelich and Hack 1975). Terraces of Quaternary age are well-developed
in the Bladensburg vicinity (Glaser 2003), occurring under Kenilworth Avenue and Baltimore
Avenue.
The main stem of the Anacostia River lies in the Coastal Plain, but its Northwest Branch
headwaters penetrate the inter-fingered boundary of the Piedmont province, and provided ready
access to the lithic resources of the heavily metamorphosed interior foothills to the west. These
upstream valleys provided a corridor to the relatively isolated ultramafic pods of bedrock
containing varieties of soapstone, prehistorically used for tools, ornaments, and containers.
Prehistorically quarried steatite deposits are well known from the exposures in the western
portions of the District of Columbia and the Maryland Piedmont (Holmes 1897; Brown 1980;
Clark and Inashima 2004). Soapstone was also quarried in historic times for tabletops, electrical
insulators, and other uses.
Streams in the Anacostia watershed also exposed bedrock and massive beds of
secondarily deposited, water-rounded, quartz and quartzite cobbles eroded from the adjacent
Piedmont. These materials were critically important lithic materials used in prehistoric stone

tool manufacture throughout the pre-Contact period. This lithic industry characteristic of the
tidewater Potomac was notably detailed by Holmes’ landmark study Stone Implements of the
Potomac-Chesapeake-Tidewater Province (1897). In the lower Anacostia Valley, Holmes (1897)
identified the primary source of the cobbles as the Columbia formation, now known as the
Quaternary Lowlands (Clark and Bibbins 1902; Cleaves et al. 1968), consisting of the gravelly
and clayey deposits of unconsolidated marine and estuarine sediments. This formation underlies
the core of Washington D.C. south to the Potomac River.
The Patuxent formation, at the base of the Cretaceous Potomac Group, is also composed
of unconsolidated coarse and cobbly marine sediments (Vokes and Edwards 1974). It underlies
the northeastern portion of the District of Columbia, and most of the Anacostia watershed in the
District and in Maryland (Cleaves et al. 2003). This formation was also a source for much
prehistorically utilized quartz and quartzite lithic materials.
In the Anacostia Valley, Holmes (1897) specifically noted thick quartzite cobble beds
exposed at the Navy Yard, and although these beds did not appear to be formally quarried, use of
cobbles was noted by the presence of stone tool manufacturing debris. Smaller quartz cobbles
and pebbles were exploited in quantity in the vicinity of the Pennsylvania Railroad Bridge.
Holmes found that extensive boulder beds outcropping on the slopes of hills 10 miles up the
Northwest Branch had considerable evidence of lithic workshop debris, and were similar in
setting to the well-known Rock Creek and Piny Branch cobble quarries further west. Holmes
noted that other workshop/quarry sites also occur on other branches of the Anacostia River.
Holmes (1897) carefully documented the differential availability of large quartzite cobbles in the
Potomac drainage (including the Anacostia River) versus smaller quartz cobbles more typical of
the Patuxent drainage to the east.
Holmes (1897) also noted an important difference in the nature of the Anacostia Valley
lithic workshop sites, compared to the more intensely investigated prehistoric quarries on Rock
Creek. He found greater evidence of efforts to knap projectile points to completion as opposed
to just manufacturing quarry blanks in the Anacostia Valley, as well as the presence of a variety
of implements and non-local lithic materials. The more habitable setting on the Anacostia
estuary terraces, and sites with diverse assemblages of tools and lithic materials showing
specialization within the manufacturing sequence, led Homes to believe that the Anacostia
Valley sites had dwellings and were more than single-purpose quarry/workshop sites. Based on
the bifacial quartzite quarry blanks found on sites between Bennings, on the east side of the
Anacostia River, and Alexandria on the Potomac, Holmes was also certain that the residents of
the Anacostia Valley frequently visited the Rock Creek and Piny Branch quarries.
The early historic settlement of Bladensburg straddled the Cretaceous uplands, and
Quaternary terrace above the Anacostia River, and occupied the floodplain as well. The uplands

escarpment can be clearly observed on Rochambeau’s 1782 map of the camp at Bladensburg
(Figure 2). This small promontory is bounded by two unnamed, westward-flowing, freshwater
tributaries to the north and south. The southern tributary enters into the main stem of the
Anacostia River, while northern tributary flows into the Northeast Branch on the north side of
Bladensburg.
Although extensively altered by urbanization, Bladensburg soils have been identified as
deep, well-drained, Christiana silt loam and sandy loam formed on very old red clays typical of
the Patapsco Formation (Kirby et al. 1967), a subset of the Potomac Group.
Bladensburg was a legislated town established in 1742 near what was then called
Garrison Landing (Shomette 2000), near the head of navigation on the Anacostia River. Today,
the US 1 bridge on the Northwest Branch at Bladensburg, and Riversdale on the Northeast
Branch mark the tidal heads of the Anacostia River, which in places has a notable 3-foot
difference between high and low tides (Figure 1) (MDE 2006; AWRP 2009). Historically, brigs
and sloops navigated their way to this port town, but today the river is limited to canoe, pontoon
boat, and other shallow draft small vessels at high tide.
Mid to late 19th century maps (Cuss 1861; USGS 1886, 1898) clearly illustrate the
siltation that earlier forced the closing of the port at Bladensburg, and show wetlands/mudflats
flanking portions of the Anacostia from its mouth on the Potomac River to just north of the
District of Columbia boundary (Figures 3 and 4). The lower reaches of the Anacostia River once
had extensive wetlands adjacent to wide expanses of open water at the time of European contact,
containing tuckahoe, duck potato, wild rye, and large expanses of wild rice, all food resources
exploited by the Native Americans (Williams 1942; Humphrey and Chambers 1977; MNCPPC
1998). In addition to edible tubers and grains, these wetlands provided sedges and reeds like
cattails, bulrushes, and canebrake important in the manufacture of cordage, netting, basketry,
matting, dwelling construction, and fish weirs. Williams (1942) reports that the Bladensburg
area also had spring-fed bogs, and that these wetland features and the wild rice marshes covering
much of the upper Anacostia basin were particularly attractive to migrating birds.
The Anacostia tidal waters are freshwater. Alewife herring and white and yellow perch
still spawned in the Northeast and Northwest branches of the Anacostia in the 1970s, while
blueback herring and gizzard shad spawned in the lower reaches of the river. Hogchoker,
tidewater silverside and Atlantic silverside also inhabited the Anacostia in summer. Other
anadromous fish like striped bass were readily accessible from the Potomac at the mouth of the
Anacostia River (Lippson et al. 1979). A 1994 (Herson-Jones et al.) survey of fish found in the
Anacostia River adds banded killifish and mummichog to the list of estuarine species present,
and also noted pumpkinseed, brown bullhead, and spottailed shiner as resident fish. In addition,
catadromous eels still make their way from the Anacostia downstream to Atlantic Ocean

(AWW). White catfish, native to the Chesapeake Bay, are common species in sluggish tidal and
freshwaters (DNR 2007).
Extensive siltation of the Anacostia River is tied to colonial agriculture practices which
included extensive deforestation for the cultivation of tobacco, corn and other small grains.
Tobacco was not only the prime colonial cash crop, but it was often the currency used in the
payment of taxes, rents, and fines (Lawrence 1878). Throughout this period, crops were shipped
out from Bladensburg, a primary seaport for Washington and its hinterlands. In 1860, Prince
George’s County led the nation in tobacco production. By this year, most of the Anacostia
watershed had been brought under cultivation (Williams 1942). As in other parts of the Middle
Atlantic and Southern regions, the cycle of continuous clearing and abandonment of fields for
tobacco, especially at the scale of large plantations using slave labor, greatly accelerated erosion
(Williams 1942, Trimble 1974), and in embayed areas the sediment-laden runoff led to the
siltation of harbors. This siltation was already evident by the early 1700s in some areas
(Shomette 2000). Pritchard and Schubel (2001) calculated that between 1760 and 1860,
sedimentation into the Chesapeake Bay system was at least four times higher than in the preContact period, with most sediment trapped in the upper reaches of the tributary estuaries, like
the Anacostia River. This siltation was the downfall of many Maryland legislated towns and
ports of entry, such as Bladensburg, which became isolated as the head of navigation in estuarine
and tidal portions of waterways migrated downstream. Open waterways were replaced by
shoals, wetlands, and mudflats.
Although Bladensburg was at one time accessible to ocean-going vessels and steamboats,
and had a shipyard, the Anacostia channel had already been significantly narrowed by mud flats
when mapped in 1790, particularly along the eastern bank (Priggs 1790). Lawrence (1878)
reports that in later times, vessels of shallower draft conveyed cargoes to Alexandria, where they
were shipped out in larger vessels. Virta (1984: 43) reports that “the last commercial vessel of
any size to leave Bladensburg was the sailing ship Rover,” transporting a cargo of tobacco in
1843.
After consideration of the Bladensburg area for the facility, the Washington Navy Yard
was established in 1799 on the lower portion of the Anacostia River. The Navy Yard became the
United States Navy’s most important shipbuilding facility through the War of 1812 (Lawrence
1878; Anonymous n.d.). After its 1814 preemptive burning to prevent capture by the British, the
Navy Yard was rebuilt. But the Anacostia’s waters were too shallow and inaccessible for
building large ocean-going vessels, and shipbuilding was abandoned at this location
(Anonymous n.d.).
By the Civil War, the Anacostia main channel dropped from about 15 feet to 7 feet
between the Navy Yard and Benning Bridge (Cluss 1861), and was bracketed by extensive

seaweed-covered mud flats. Lawrence (1878:8) noted that, “Time has made great changes in the
bed of the river [at Bladensburg], as the bridge now stands 100 yards west of the old turnpike
bridge, and the powerful agency of freshets would be likely to fill up a deep channel and make it
shallow whilst changing the entire bed of the river above the wharf.” In 1891, when extensive
dredging, straightening and filling was proposed for the lower reaches of the severely constricted
Anacostia River channel, an Army Corps of Engineers map showed the maximum depth of water
at the Bladensburg bridge to be just under 2 feet (Hains 1891). At places between Bladensburg
and Benning Bridge, the channel was only about 100 feet wide. Between 1891 and 1937, the
channel between Bladensburg and the Pennsylvania Railroad Bridge had narrowed from an
average of 70 yards to 25 yards (Williams 1942). Siltation accelerated in the 20th century.
Portions of the lower Anacostia wetlands and mudflats were converted to Kingman Lake in the
1920s and 30s, only to silt in again and revert to mudflats. Restoration to marshland was
undertaken in 2000. Just to the north, a series of ponds, now the Kenilworth Aquatic Gardens,
were constructed in the mudflats and wetlands between the 1880s and 1938 (Wennersten 2008).
Braun’s (1950) map of virgin forest composition of eastern North America, shows the
Anacostia/Bladensburg area straddling the Oak-Chestnut forest region, typical above the Fall
Line, and the Oak-Pine forest region on the lower Coastal Plain. Braun noted the boundary
between these two forest regions in Maryland is irregular and conforms to some extent with the
stepped Pleistocene terraces, the oldest and highest of which is cut by the Anacostia River. The
Oak-Chestnut forests extended out onto the higher elevations of the Coastal Plain. Braun further
noted that the most varied herbaceous growth is seen along the Fall Line zone. Recent reevaluations of Braun’s work highlight changes in modern forests resulting from intense
agricultural clearing, disturbance, fire suppression, alterations in atmospheric chemistry, loss of
the chestnut and decline of shade-tolerant species, and introduction of exotic and invasive
species (Dyer 20006).
The modern natural forest for most of the Anacostia watershed in both the Piedmont and
the Coastal Plain is the Tulip Poplar Association [Braun’s (1950) Oak-Chestnut forest] typical of
areas with moderate moisture retention (Brush et al. 1976; Brush 2001). East of the Northeast
Branch of the Anacostia, and south of main stem of the Anacostia River, the Chestnut Oak--Post
Oak--Blackjack Oak Association dominates (Brush et al. 1976; Brush 2001), occurring above
porous, well-drained Coastal Plain gravels. Gallery forests of the River Birch-Sycamore
Association flank the major stream channels in the Anacostia drainage system, taking advantage
of the wetter, nutrient rich substrate (Brush et al. 1976; Brush 2001).
Although not present in the same proportions, the flora at the time of European contact in
Anacostia region may have been similar in overall diversity to that mapped in the 1970s (Brush
et al. 1976). Brush (2001) notes the disappearance of American Chestnut and American Elm
from modern forest associations, as well as the replacement of red cedar by Virginia Pine in

some areas as key changes in species since the 1600s. Furthermore, the modern vegetation
system is largely herbaceous, as a result of heavy deforestation during the Historic period. In
addition to the dominant species for which the associations in the Anacostia region are named,
the three vegetation suites collectively contain red maple; five species of oak; mockernut and
pignut hickory; black and choke cherry; beech; dogwood; black and sweet gum; holly; Virginia
pine; ironwood; ash; slippery elm; and sassafras. The understories include huckleberry,
blueberry, grape, elderberry, spicebush, arrowwood, greenbriers, poison ivy, Virginia creeper,
and mountain laurel.
The natural forest associations in the Anacostia region were particularly rich in nuts,
seeds, and fruits for both human and animal consumption, as well a variety of woods for tools,
manufactured items, and fuel. In addition, many species like slippery elm and sassafras have
medicinal properties.
Pollen studies from the Anacostia watershed show a spike in ragweed beginning at about
350 years ago, marking the onset of deforestation for agriculture, primarily tobacco farming
(Brush 2001). Brush (2001:57) describes the “real legacy of European colonization” as the
“transformation of a highly variable, almost completely forested landscape into a herbaceous
dominated system, interspersed with different-sized fragments of secondary forests in different
stages of succession.” Combined with later urbanization, the end result was increased
sedimentation and the subsequent cascade of effects on wetland, fluvial, and estuarine biotic
communities and systems. Willard and Korejwo (2000) note two subsequent peaks in ragweed
pollen, one occurring in the mid-to late 19th century at the peak of agricultural deforestation, and
another occurring in the mid-20th century associated with urbanization.

Cultural Background and Paleoenvironmental Reconstruction
The pre-Contact history of human occupation in the Middle Atlantic region is
traditionally broken up into three major time periods, the Paleoindian, the Archaic, and the
Woodland. These periods are in turn divided into subperiods based on a combination of
environmental changes, cultural adaptations and technological innovations. The Chesapeake
Bay and its tributaries underwent dramatic changes over the course of the Pleistocene and
Holocene eras. These changes were coincident with the period of human colonization, the
subsequent 12,000 thousand of years of Native American prehistory, and the development of the
cultural landscapes in the Potomac and Anacostia estuaries. The close and the complex interplay
of ongoing climate change, isotatic and eustatic changes from ice melt and sea-level rise, the
development of estuaries, changes in fluvial dynamics of tributary streams, and shifts in the
distribution of floral and faunal species, all affected human cultures that developed in this region.
It is against this setting that the following summary is offered.
Paleoindian Period (pre-10,000 B.C. to 8,000 B.C.)
The earliest documented period of human occupation in this region coincides with Late
Pleistocene times, and the final retreat of the continental ice sheets. While definitive evidence of
human occupation in the Middle Atlantic region is generally attributed to the Clovis culture with
its signature fluted points, beginning about 10,000 B.C., traces of earlier occupation are present
at a number of regional sites. The Cactus Hill site in southern Virginia (McAvoy and McAvoy
1997, Johnson 1997), the Meadowcroft Rockshelter site in southwestern Pennsylvania (Adovasio
et al. 1988, 1992), and the Barton site in western Maryland have all yielded carbon-dates predating Clovis occupation (Wall 20??), although no clear diagnostic artifacts have been identified
in the earliest deposits at these sites.
With water locked up in the Pleistocene ice sheets, the ancestral Susquehanna River
extended to its mouth on the Atlantic Ocean in what is now southern Virginia, and the modern
Chesapeake Bay had not yet formed within its lower reaches. Both the Potomac and Anacostia
Rivers were inland tributaries, lacking the rich estuarine and tidal attributes and resources of later
times. Cronin et al (2007) place sea level in the Chesapeake area at about 35 m lower than at
present. By about 12,000 years ago, the ice sheets to the north had retreated sufficiently so that
that they no longer influenced continental weather patterns (Webb and Bartlein 1988). A regime
of prevailing westerly winds was in place (COHMAP 1988), and many episodes of lowmagnitude flooding with stable alluviation were typical (Knox 1983).
A study of the geological evolution of the Anacostia Valley noted that Anacostia River
had a much greater discharge during the Late Pleistocene than at present, with a wider channel,
and exposed gravels. During the Early Holocene, the Anacostia took the form of a braided

stream, and floodplain surfaces developed that would have been available for Native American
occupation during Paleoindian times (Segovia et al. 1980).
The best evidence of late Pleistocene climate in the more localized area is derived from
pollen cores, often containing seeds and phytoliths, that can be carbon-dated. Of particular
relevance to the Anacostia drainage system is a core taken from Dan’s Bog on Indian Creek, a
tributary of the Anacostia’s Northeast Branch, examined in conjunction with excavations at the
Indian Creek V site (18PR94) (LeeDecker et al. 1991). This pollen core extends back to about
12,000 years ago (LeeDecker et al. 1991; Brush 2001). Palynological and phytolith studies from
other archeological sites (Ebright et al. 1992), and analyses from elsewhere in the region
(Delcourt and Delcourt 1981, 1986; Willard and Korejwo 2000; Willard et al. 2003) provide
supplementary data for climate reconstruction.
Brush identified a cold climate assemblage of pine, alder, hazelnut, ash, and walnut at
Indian Creek V, with floodplains dominated by conifers about 12,000 years ago. Hickory was
notably absent (Brush 2001). This contrasts with the presence of hickory phytoliths and turkey
feather fibers recovered from the Higgins site Clovis component suggesting a more temperate
assemblage only about 20 miles to the northeast in the Patapsco drainage (Ebright et al. 1992).
The Higgins site is the only excavated Paleoindian component on the Maryland Western
Shore; information about other regional Paleoindian sites comes from surface collections. All
the Paleoindian sites show a reliance on high quality lithic materials, often exotic to the area, and
probably transported as finished tools or large flakes. However, quartz fluted points from the
Higgins site indicate use of local materials as well, probably cobble quartz similar to that
available in the Anacostia Valley and Fall Zone to the west. Other than points, tool kits are
typically unifacial in nature, notably including endscrapers, gravers, and other large retouched
flakes.
Known Paleoindian site distribution in Maryland is biased by the later drowning of the
lower river basins, development of estuaries, and the formation of the Chesapeake Bay. Rising
waters have likely inundated many sites from this period. Paleoindian sites now on modern
shorelines were once in upland settings at the time of occupation; this is particularly welldemonstrated on the Eastern Shore (Lowery 2002). Paleoindian sites from the Maryland
Piedmont and Western Shore Coastal Plain are few in number, and occur in a number of settings,
reflecting exploitation of lithic sources (Noland’s Ferry near Point of Rocks jasper), major
stream terraces (Pierpoint site, Noland’s Ferry site and Montgomery County surface finds along
the Potomac), and upland settings (Higgins site near Fall Line). The Thunderbird complex from
the Shenandoah Valley in Virginia also focused on a jasper lithic source, and is within the
Potomac drainage system (Gardner 1974).

The end of the Paleoindian period is marked by an abrupt shift to colder conditions for a
period of about 1000 to 1500 years. Known as the Younger Dryas, it led to a resurgence of
spruce and birch. Wagner et al. (2005) suggest that the cold reversal is “so closely coincidental
to the demise of Clovis that it could well have been a causal factor in many regions.” By about
8000 BC, however, the flora typical of colder climates permanently disappeared in the
Chesapeake area (Brush 2001).
Archaic Period (8,000 B.C. to 1,000 B.C.)
Coordinated pedological, geomorphological, and archeological investigations have
identified thick, expansive, loess deposits along the west side of the Delmarva peninsula that
correspond to the Younger Dryas period, and that appear to form culturally sterile zones between
Middle Atlantic Paleoindian and Early Archaic occupations (Wagner et al. 2005). More recent
work for archeological surveys at the mouth of the Patuxent River (Wagner in Crowl et al. 2009)
has extended this aeolian deposition pattern to parts of the Western Shore as well.
Although the vegetation patterns established during the early Holocene approximate
modern conditions, the climatic shifts did not proceed at a regular rate. Most climatic changes
and marine transgressions appear to be driven by major sudden influxes of cold water from fardistant melting ice sheets, which caused cooling and rapid sea level rise. Sea level increased 14
m between 7,500 and 5,500 B.C., but within this time period, major pulses which drowned
marshes have been identified from pollen in sediment cores from the Chesapeake Bay (Cronin et
al. 2007). These authors identify a major cooling event at 6,600 to 6,200 B.C. Cronin et al.
(2007) further suggest that the final flooding of the Chesapeake Bay and full estuarine circulation
was complete by 5,600 B.C., much earlier than previously thought. The implications for the
Archaic period inhabitants of the developing Chesapeake Bay region include the more rapid
establishment of estuaries, accompanied by their rich resource base of wetland flora, fish,
shellfish, and avian, shoreline, and terrestrial fauna.
Brush (2001) reports a dominance of hemlock for 5,000 years following the Younger
Dryas. On Indian Creek, a headwater of the Anacostia River drainage system, birch, oak,
hazelnut, beech, walnut and ash increased between 8,800 and 5,660 B.C., while spruce, pine and
alder decreased. Between 5,700 and 3,000 B.C., warmer, moister conditions prevailed, resulting
in an expansion of deciduous hardwoods dominated by oak, hazelnut, and alder. A wider variety
of hardwoods appear, and spruce and fir disappeared. Sedges reached their peak during this
period (LeeDecker et al. 1991). After 3,000 B.C., Brush (2001) notes an increase of charcoal in
regional pollen cores, suggesting frequent fires and the development of open spaces occupied by
herbaceous species, especially blueberry and arrowwood. At Indian Creek, pollen cores for the
period between 3,000 and 2,000 B. C. reveal somewhat warmer and drier conditions supporting a

dominance of mast producers like oak, hickory, and walnut, as well as the presence of cinnamon
fern, blueberry, elderberry, arrowwood, and buckwheat (LeeDecker et al. 1991).
Excavations at the Indian Creek V site (18PR94) in nearby Greenbelt, provide detailed
information about Archaic period occupations in the upper Anacostia drainage (LeeDecker et al.
1988, 1991), that may be analogous to Archaic Indian occupation and use of the Bladensburg
vicinity. The Indian Creek V site contained substantial assemblages dating to the Early through
Late Archaic time periods, with assemblages containing serrated Kirk/Palmer points, bifurcated
base points, Morrow Mountain points, side-notched Otter Creek and Brewerton points,
Vernon/Halifax points, narrow-bladed Claggett points, and Savannah River points. The
repeatedly occupied site appears to have been most intensively used during the Early and Late
Archaic periods and, based on projectile point frequency, to have peaked during the Late
Archaic. The paucity of Middle Archaic diagnostic artifacts between 5,000 to 4,000 B.C.
mirrors a regional trend. The site location appears to have been chosen for its wetlands-rich,
floodplain setting, with readily available quartz and quartzite cobbles used for both tool
manufacture, stone-boiling, and other hearth and cooking functions. Botanical analyses yielded
evidence of heavy reliance on tubers, but also fruits, greens, starchy seeds, and nuts. A limited
range of feature types composed mostly of fire-cracked rock clusters, and heavy focus on
generalized bifaces and projectile points suggest repeated short-term occupations probably
focused on hunting, stone tool manufacture and maintenance, and cooking. Reliance on local
quartz and quartzite cobbles for tool manufacture increases throughout the Archaic period, at the
expense of non-local rhyolite.
Further to the northwest on the inner Coastal Plain, the Archaic period components at the
Higgins site have marked similarities to the Indian Creek V site in its upstream setting and
proximity to wetlands (Ebright 1992). Archaic occupants of this site also left evidence of heavy
and increasing use of local quartz and quartzite cobbles throughout the Archaic period, marked
decline in the use of rhyolite by the Late Archaic period, and a strong focus of generalized
bifaces and projectile points (Ebright 1992). Re-tooling appears to be a key function. The
dominance of fire-cracked rock cluster features is also notable, although this perhaps reflects a
bias from lack of preservation of organic materials on both sites. Both the Indian Creek V and
Higgins sites appear to represent a single aspect of the regional Archaic settlement system
located in the hinterlands, which likely incorporated major base camp sites probably located
further downstream on the major floodplains.
Woodland Period (1,000 B.C. to A.D. 1600)
Large-scale, post-glacial, environmental changes continued to affect the Anacostia
drainage during the Woodland period. By 1,000 B.C. sea level was still about 5 feet lower than
its modern level (Fletcher 1988). However, in the Anacostia Valley, Wagner (2002) notes that

local shorelines and hydrology were not directly impacted until late in the Holocene. He
concluded that “what is now the tidal Anacostia River was for most of the Holocene no more
than an inland stretch of a strictly fluvial system for which the overall valley shape had
previously been formed by other marine intrusions of earlier interstadial periods” (Furgerson and
Wagner 2002: Appendix C). During the eventual transformation from stream to estuary,
Segovia et al. (1980) note that the establishment of shellfish colonies is associated with sandy
bottoms created at paleo-tributary confluences. These desirable locations for Native American
sites are often marked by lenses of shell valley walls.
On the Western Shore in general, terrestrial vegetation at the end of the Archaic period
and early portion of the Woodland period was characterized by an increase in gum species and
river birch, indicating wetter conditions. After about 500 B.C. gum was replaced by chestnut,
holly and blueberry which prefer drier conditions (Brush 2001). Brush (2001) calls out two
markedly dry intervals, circa A.D. 500, and between A.D 1100 and A.D. 1300. The latter dry
period corresponds to the Medieval Warm Period. On the Coastal Plain, frequent fires are again
indicated, resulting in destabilized landscapes, increased erosion, and high sedimentation rates
(Brush 2001).
Although the Indian Creek V site in the Anacostia drainage was abandoned after the
Archaic period, pollen cores from the site indicate a marked expansion of herbaceous species in
this Anacostia headwater zone in the Woodland period, including bean, elderberry, blueberry,
and arrowwood. After 800 B.C. cattails appear. These local conditions persisted into historic
times (LeeDecker et al. 1991).
The onset of the Woodland period is generally defined by the invention and use of
ceramics, which in this region occurred about three-thousand years ago (1,000 B. C.). In
general, an increased focus on estuarine resources, especially shellfish, is manifested in
numerous shell middens, especially in the lower reaches of the Potomac estuary. These shell
middens were noted by many of the late 19th and early 20th century antiquarians, particularly
Reynolds (1891), and still constitute a major site type amount the recorded shoreline prehistoric
archeological sites along the margins of the Chesapeake Bay and its tributary estuaries.
Three of the major professionally excavated Woodland period sites in the region were
discovered within the District of Columbia boundaries, and investigated prior to the construction
of the Whitehurst Freeway, a short distance from the Anacostia and Bladensburg areas (Knepper
et al. 2006). Located on terraces above the confluence of Rock Creek with the head of the
Potomac estuary, the sites are located slightly south and west of Bladensburg, and slightly north
and west of the later Contact Period village of Nacotchtank in the Anacostia drainage. Early,
Middle, and Late Woodland components were found at all three sites: Ramp 3, Whitehurst West,

and Peter House, and provide a good source of analogous data for the Woodland period Native
American inhabitants of the Bladensburg vicinity.
The artifact assemblages from the Whitehurst sites were diverse, indicating a broad range
of activities; however, the quantity and variety of ceramic types suggested repeated, small,
intensive, occupations rather than a single, extensive, semi-permanent base camp (Knepper et al.
2006). In this regard, the occupation pattern is similar to the Archaic period habitations at Indian
Creek V (LeeDecker et al. 1991).
Lithic artifacts document a continued heavy reliance on local quartzite and quartz cobbles
for stone tool manufacture, although flake-based tools increased in frequency relative to bifaces.
Exotic materials such as rhyolite, cherts, and jaspers are represented more heavily among
finished tools than in debitage. Lithic reduction was not the primary focus of these occupations,
but was carried out in conjunction with other activities. Early Woodland Piscataway and Calvert
points, Middle Woodland Selby Bay points, and late Woodland Levanna, Madison, and other
triangles were the primary diagnostic point styles. Analysis of breakage patterns suggested that
most of the Whitehurst projectile points were used in cutting functions rather than as projectiles
(Knepper et al. 2006).
The Whitehurst sites yielded a broad variety of ceramic types. These artifacts were
characterized by substantial variability within types, interpreted to mean numerous occupations
by groups from a variety of regions (Knepper et al. 2006). This pattern was perhaps a function
of the sites’ setting along a major waterway, and position at the Fall Line at the head of the
Potomac estuary. Ceramic wares discovered included Selden Island and Accokeek ceramics
attributed to the Early Woodland period, Popes Creek and Mockley wares dated to Middle
Woodland period, and Late Woodland Townsend and Potomac Creek wares. Early Late
Woodland Townsend ceramics dominated the assemblages, with late Late Woodland Potomac
Creek being an important minor ware (Knepper et al. 2006). The ceramic evidence indicates that
the heaviest occupation of the Whitehurst sites pre-dated the major proto-historic and Contact
period occupations of Nacotchtank on the Anacostia River and the Piscataway further south on
the Potomac River. This perhaps presages a movement of later trade-centered activities further
out onto the Coastal Plain in the Anacostia drainage.
Excavations at the Whitehurst sites also uncovered a variety of feature types ranging
from small to dense, expansive, fire-cracked rock concentrations, and a mortuary feature
containing a secondary cremated burial in a pit with large stone slabs and numerous grave goods.
Funerary objects included antler disks, an antler comb, perforated sharks teeth, groundstone
pendants, a stone phallic effigy, a triangular chert biface, a wooden bead, charred textile, and
calcined falcon bone. The burial dated to the Middle Woodland period and was similar in many

respects to the Kipp Island complex whose core area is in western New York and southern
Canada.
The Whitehurst excavations, in particular the analysis of the burial feature, allowed
archeologists to attempt to address the relationships between prehistoric cultures and tribal
groups known to have inhabited the region at the time of Contact. Specifically, this relates to the
development of the Algonquian Piscataway Indian culture and their archeological correlate, the
Potomac Creek complex, which is found in the Coastal Plain, including the Anacostia drainage.
Based on assemblage analyses in a regional context, a series of new carbon dates from
the Whitehurst sites, and examination of prior models of population movements [(Potter 1993;
Dent 1995; Dent and Jirokowic 2001)], Knepper et al. (2006) provide the following scenario for
the development and movement of various Woodland and proto-historic cultures into the region,
beginning in the late Middle Woodland period (Figure 5). About A.D. 700-800, as protoIroquoians intruded north from southwest Ohio into the upstate New York region, their
traditional tribal area, proto-Algonquian speakers are envisioned as beginning to enter the
Middle Atlantic Coastal Plain areas from the north via the Delaware Valley, an inner Coastal
Plain Fall Line route, and perhaps the Susquehanna Valley. This migration is reflected in the
distribution of Townsend ceramics and Kipp Island burial practices. Another later southward
migration of the proto-Iroquoian Owasco culture, perhaps including some Algonquian-speaking
groups, is reflected in Montogmery Focus Shepard ceramics and individual burials, generally
found in the Potomac Piedmont; and in later Potomac Creek ceramics and ossuary burial
practices usually found in the Coastal Plain. The Whitehurst site data pushes back the invention
of Potomac Creek pottery to about A.D. 1000, and widens the gap between the development of
the Potomac Creek complex, and the collapse of the Montgomery Focus about A.D. 1300. The
postulated southward migrations of proto-Algonquians were unlikely to have been single events,
but a series of smaller movements over a large area.
Aside from the cultural data recovered, an important geomorphological finding from the
Whitehurst sites was the evidence of substantial late Holocene (Woodland period) sedimentation,
beginning about A.D. 200, that occurred even on valley slopes (Knepper et al. 2006). The model
of sedimentation, buried and preserved early landforms, and preserved stratified prehistoric
deposits on slopes and under the Washington D.C. urban landscape is likely to apply to the
Bladensburg vicinity as well.

Contact Period (A.D. 1607 to A.D. 1700)
At the time of European Contact, and probably for much of prehistory, the Fall Line zone
and the Potomac River estuary appear to have represented both physical and cultural boundaries

for Native Americans. Regionally, this is best reflected in the Woodland and protohistoric
periods by the distribution of ceramic types. The Fall Line separated those Iroquoian and Siouan
speakers groups adapted to the Piedmont from the Algonquian speakers in the Coastal Plain.
The Potomac River estuary separated the Powhatan Confederacy from the Piscataway
Confederacy. The Anacostia Valley, including the Bladensburg area at the tidal head of
Anacostia River, was very close to the intersection of these points. The inhabitants of this
location were in an ideal position to control trade, and to influence and be influenced by both its
neighboring cultures, and those from further away using the Potomac as a travel corridor. Sites
like those found at the Whitehurst Freeway, and the trading center of Nacotchtank, discussed
below, were at the nexus of overlapping interaction spheres, and were located in an enormously
rich resource zone as well.
Contact period data about the Native American inhabitants of the upper Potomac estuary
and the Anacostia River drainage is largely derived from events connected to the settlement of
Jamestown by the English in 1607, by the new settlers’ exploration of the Chesapeake Bay, and
by their ongoing quest for foodstuffs, especially corn. This activity took place in the political
context of English relations with the Powhatan Confederacy, the Piscataway Confederacy, the
Anacostans who controlled trade at the head of Potomac estuary, and the Massawomeke who
controlled trade in the Piedmont and the upper reaches of Potomac. The Powhatan Confederacy,
a paramount chiefdom, controlled the south bank of the Potomac estuary to the south bank of the
James River (Rountree 1989). The older but more loosely organized Piscataway paramount
chiefdom controlled the north bank of Potomac estuary (Clark and Rountree 1993). The
Anacostans, on the Anacostia River, probably were very closely related to the Piscataway, but
appear to have acted independently of them in late prehistoric and early Contact period times.
The non-resident Iroquoian Massawomeke from the north traded with Nacotchtank and also
threatened resident tribes in the Potomac drainage. The Powhatan, Piscataway, and Anacostans
were Algonquian speakers; the Massawomeke appear to have been Iroquoian.
Rountree (1989:13) notes that the Powhatan Confederacy was “extensive but not
monolithic” and that the tribes along the southern bank of the Potomac often defied Powhatan.
A similar relationship appears to have existed between the Piscataway Confederacy and the
Anacostans. This looseness had important implications in Euroamerican interactions with Native
American groups on both sides of the Potomac estuary and the Anacostia drainage, as alliances
shifted between Indian groups and the Euroamerican intruders.
John Smith’s Observations
The primary Contact period Native American settlement on the Anacostia River was the
Anacostan settlement of Nacotchtank, visited by John Smith in 1608, and appearing on his map
of the Cheseapeake (Figure 6). Two smaller unnamed Native American settlements were

mapped slightly upstream and downstream of Nacotchtank (Smith 1612). “Nacotchtanke” was
located near the upper extent of Smith’s exploration of the Potomac estuary, which extended to
“mighty rocks” believed to be the Great Falls of the Potomac. Smith noted that Nacotchtank had
a population of 80 men (Smith 1624). Rountree et al. (2007) estimated that this represented a
total population of 340 people in five villages.
Smith (1624) reported that the people of “Moyaons” [Piscataway], “Nacotchtanke”
[Anacostans, Nacotchtanks, Necostines, Anacostines], and “Toags” [Tauxenent or Doegs] “did
their best to content us.” As Smith traveled upstream from Nacotchtank as far as his boat would
go toward the Great Falls of the Potomac, Native Americans supplied the English explorers with
the “flesh of bears, deer and other beasts; whereof we had part.” Not all Native groups in the
upper Potomac estuary were as welcoming to Smith, notably the “Patawomeke” (Smith 1624)
who had their village at Potomac Creek on the Virginia side of the Potomac River, and who were
nominally part of the Powhatan Confederacy (Potter 1993; Rountree 1993).
Henry Spelman’s Observations
Slightly later records of the Native American population of the upper Potomac estuary
come from Henry Spelman, a 14 year-old who was apparently traded by John Smith to the
Powhatans in 1609 to learn the language and serve as a messenger
(http://etext.lib.virginia.edu/etcbin/jamestown-browse?id=J1040;
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Henry_Spelman). Spelman, however, reported that Smith sold him
without Spelman’s knowledge or consent (Spelman 1613). In any event, after about six months
with the Powhatans and fearing for his safety, Spelman fled to the Patawomeke in 1610.
Spelman was purchased from the Patawomeke for some copper by Samuel Argall, who heard of
Spelman’s existence while visiting Nacotchtank in late 1610. Spelman reported that
“Nacottawtanke” was called “Camocacoke” by the English. In about 1613, while in England,
(http://etext.lib.virginia.edu/etcbin/jamestown-browse?id=J1040), Spelman wrote a narrative of
these events and included rather detailed first-hand ethnographic observations about the
Powhatan and the Patawomeke (Spelman 1613).
Spelman’s early descriptions of Algonquian lifeways in the Potamac Creek portion of the
Potomac estuary would also generally apply to the Anacostia drainage. He noted the presence of
woodland with a “great store of walnuts”, marshy ground, and fields for corn. Wildlife recorded
included deer, mountain lions, bears, wolves, foxes, musk cats, rabbits, flying squirrels, gray
squirrels, many varieties of fowls, and abundant fish which were a primary summertime food
source. Peas, beans, and a grain called “locataunce” (perhaps wild rice), and two varieties of
“plums” that appear to correspond to persimmons and paw paws, were noted. Spelman reported
that the largest towns had no more than 20-30 houses, plus a broader and longer King’s house.
Corn was planted with beans in plots located near houses. When harvested, the corn was dried in

sun and eventually stored in very large baskets inside their houses, sometimes taking up most of
the interior space. The Indian King’s corn was planted and processed by his people and stored in
separate houses (Spelman 1613).
Hunting camps were built by women and contained mat-covered structures. Copper and
beads were important currencies. Spelman observed that the dead were left exposed on
scaffolds, and eventually the bones were collected in a new mat and hung in houses, and later
buried in the ruins of houses. Priests were shaven on the right sides of their heads (Spelman
1613).
After his return to Jamestown from England, Spelman subsequently functioned as both an
interpreter and a Captain in the Jamestown militia, and served Jamestown by helping to build an
alliance with the Patawomeke, and assisting in bartering trade items for food, especially corn.
Spelman’s close associations with the Patawomeke led him to marry a Patawomeke woman,
reportedly a sister of Pocahontas. Spelman assisted in the kidnapping of Pocahontas by Argall in
1613. He also witnessed a battle between the Patawomeke and the Massawomeke.

Henry Fleet’s Observations
In October 1621, teenager Henry Fleet arrived in Jamestown (Fleet 1989). Fleet survived
the near-successful 1622 attempt of the Powhatans to rid their country of the English by massive
coordinated attacks on the English settlements. Following the attack, Fleet accompanied a
trading expedition headed by Captain Ralph Hamor in that same year to procure foodstuffs for
the Jamestown settlers from the Patawomeke in the Potomac River estuary. Since the
Patawomeke lacked food supplies to trade, the end result was a highly destructive combined raid
by the Patawomeke and the English on the Anacostan town of Nacotchtank, which lost its corn
stores in the assault. Eighteen Anacostans were killed (Fleet 1631; Humphrey and Chambers
1977; Potter 1993), which set the stage for future hostilities. The Piscataways of Moyaone
revenged this assault on Nacotchtank by an attack on the Patawomeke (Ferguson and Ferguson
1963).
Quantities of looted Nacotchtank corn notwithstanding, Jamestown remained desperate
for supplies, and Henry Spelman mounted a trading expedition in early 1623 to the tribes in the
upper Potomac estuary. Henry Fleet was one of the nineteen men who accompanied Henry
Spelman. However, in March 1623, Spelman’s expedition was attacked on the Potomac River
by the Anacostans from Nacotchtank, who killed most of the English party. Fleet, who survived,
was captured (Fleet 1989; Potter 1993). In revenge for Spelman’s killing, and to bolster their
alliance with the Patawomeke, the English attacked the Patawomeke’s common enemies, the

Piscataway and Anacostans, killing many, and burning houses and corn at Moyaone and
Nacotchtank (Ferguson and Ferguson 1963; Potter 1993).
Henry Fleet’s capture by the Anacostans provided another opportunity for close
interaction between two radically different cultures. Fleet reportedly survived because he
assisted the Anacostans during an epidemic (Fleet 1989). Fleet, who presumably lived at the
main village of Nacotchtank on the Anacostia River, learned the Anacostan language that is
believed to have been Algonquin. When ransomed five years later, he parlayed his multi-lingual
skills into a career in the Indian trade.
Fausz (1984) observed that “Fleet made frequent trading trips to the Potomac and earned
the respect, while gaining furs, of all native groups along both banks—Nacotchtanks,
Patawomekes, and Piscataways—even though they were hostile to one another. By serving as
his own interpreter and trader, by scrupulously adhering to the native etiquette of negotiation and
exchange, and by using Indians as assistants and even “merchants,” Capt. Fleet gained the trust
of his customers, brought harmony and trade goods to the region, and generally represented the
transition from the scorched earth encounters of the early 1620s to the peaceful, integrated multicultural society that developed under the Calverts in the mid-1630s.”
Traders Henry Fleet and William Claiborne both arrived in Jamestown in 1621 (Fleet
1989, Fausz 2005). In future years, Fleet would control the Indian trade in Potomac drainage,
while Claiborne would control Susquehannock trade in the Upper Chesapeake and lower
Susquehanna Valley. Fleet eventually facilitated the English settlement of Maryland in 1634 by
promoting good relationships with the Piscataways, the Patuxents, and the Yaocomicos, whose
village site was purchased to become St. Mary’s City, the English colonial seat in Maryland
(Fausz 2005).
Corn remained a primary element in the colonist-Indian trade in the 1630s, supporting the
English who grew tobacco as their cash crop. The heavy focus on tobacco grown in the
Jamestown settlements for trade in the European market, relative to trade in beaver furs, is
inadvertently highlighted in a journal of a trading voyage kept by Fleet in 1631. Fleet made an
interesting reference to beaver hides being burned by the Yaocomicos at the mouth of Potomac,
instead of being preserved as potential trade items. Nevertheless, when Fleet returned to the
Potomac later in the year, he found that the Indian villages on both sides of the Potomac had
already traded their beaver pelts to Charles Harmon. These apparently were small in number,
since Fleet (1631) remarked on his return that “all the Indians … which are in number five
thousand persons in the river of Patomack, will take pains this winter in the killing of beavers,
and preserve the furs for me now that they begin to find what benefit may accrue to them
thereby.” William Claiborne, trading with the Susquehannock Indians further north in the
Chesapeake at his newly established post on Kent Island was already heavily invested in the fur

trade with the Susquehannocks (Fausz 2005). The 1639 court case of Claiborne vs. Clobery
suggests that beaver and otter furs were of about equal importance, followed by “mustoats”
[muskrats or weasels?] and unnamed other furs.
Fleet’s 1631 journal also makes the observation that the Piscataway and Nacostines
[Anacostans] from Nacotchtank were not on friendly terms, and that the Nacostines were
protected by the “Massomacks or Cannyda Indians” (Massawomeck). Fleet further noted that
the Anacostans acted as middlemen who passed English trade goods from the navigable portion
of the Potomac estuary through the Fall Zone area to the Massawomeck, who conveyed them
further upstream. Fleet remarked on the high concentration of people and wealth at Nacotchtank
relative to the rest of the Potomac, and noted the strong desire of the Anacostans to maintain
their central position in the trading network. The Piscataway also objected to Fleet’s apparent
desire to trade directly with the Massawomeck; their sentiment was based on a “great slaughter”
of about “one thousand persons” perpetrated by the Massawomeck on the Piscataway in Fleet’s
time. The Fergusons interpreted Fleet’s statement to mean that this massacre must have
happened between 1624 and 1631, and suggested that the latest and largest ossuaries at the
Piscataway village of Moyaone that contained well over 600 individuals may have been related
to this event (Ferguson and Ferguson 1963).
In his attempt to meet with the Massawomeck, Fleet sailed up the Potomac very close to
where Nacotchtank on the Anacostia River must have been. He described the area as “the most
pleasant and healthful place in all this country” with “exceedingly fertile soils”. large numbers of
fish, especially sturgeon, and abundant deer, buffalo, bear, and turkey (Fleet 1631: 228). The
Nacostines, meanwhile, actively tried to subvert Fleet interactions with the Massowoecks and
other groups living in the Piedmont above the falls, in an effort to maintain their middleman
position. Fleet regarded his decision to refuse the Nacostines offer to mediate between him and
Massawomecks and other groups above the falls as “the greatest folly that I have ever
committed, in mine opinion” (Fleet 1631: 229).
The Anacostans and Neighboring Tribes
The relationship of the Anacostan Indians of Nacotchtank to other Indian groups in the
immediate area remains murky. Some authors suggest that the Anacostans were part of the
Piscataway Confederacy and treat Nacotchtank as a capital of a petty chiefdom under a
Piscataway paramount chiefdom (Clark and Rountree 1993; Potter 1993). Based on Fleet’s 1631
journal description indicating that the Anacostans (Nacostines) were adversaries of the
Piscataway, others treated the Anacostans as a separate entity. After the settlement of the
Maryland colony in 1634, Father Andrew White recorded in about 1641 that “the king . . . of the
Anacostans, whose territory is not far distant, is anxious to live among us [the Piscataway
mission], as one of us” (Brooks 1847:36). Fleet’s and White’s statements perhaps most

accurately convey fluid and changing relationships between the Anacostans and Piscataway
during this period of intense early Contact with the English.
Archeologically, Potomac Creek ceramics are widely recognized as being associated with
the protohistoric and historic Piscataway Indians. This association is demonstrated by the
contexts in which it was found at the Accokeek Site on Piscataway Creek (Stephenson et al.
1963), the next major estuary south of the Anacostia River on the north bank of the Potomac
River. This ceramic type also appears to have been associated with the Nacotchtanks (MacCord
1957). The chronological position and origins of the Potomac Creek complex, the implications
for possible population movements from the Piedmont into the Coastal Plain, and the
development of the Piscataway cultural and political entity have been subject to recent synthesis
and reevaluations by Dent and Jirikowic (2001) and Knepper et al. (2006).
The fact that Fleet could readily speak with the Anacostans of Nacotchtank as well as the
Algonquian-speakers in the villages along Coastal Plain portion of the Potomac River strongly
suggests that the Anacostans were Algonquian-speakers. That Fleet required an interpreter to
interact with the Massawomecks (Fleet 1631) bolsters the viewpoint that the Massawomeck were
Iroquoian speakers, if not actual members of one of the tribes of the Iroquois Confederacy in
New York.
Considerable effort has been expended on determining the original Native American
meaning of the Anglicized name “Anacostia.” Anacostia is derived from a variety of colonial
references, including the village of “Nacotchtanck” appearing on John Smith’s 1608 map, a
slightly earlier 1608 reference in Jamestown records to “Acoughtank,” Henry Fleet’s reference to
“Nacostine,” and the Jesuits’ references to “Anacostine,” “Anacostan,” and “Anacostia”
(Mooney 1889, Tooker 1894, Burr 1920, Kenny 1961). In 1894, Tooker (1894: 393) concluded
that the original Algonquian meaning of the name was “at the trading town,” a translation that fit
well with the documented function of Nacotchtank at the time of Contact.
Kenny’s subsequent linguistic analyses of Indian place names concluded in general that
the names “designate streams and other natural phenomena [and that] the application of such
names to tribes was nearly always secondary” (Kenny 1961:4). He derives Anacostia from a
stem simply meaning “stream” or “current,” which he prefers to Tooker’s analysis based on a
different stem (Kenny 1961, 1984). Kenny also assigns the same meaning to nearby Analostan
Island in the Potomac River (1961), likely the same as “Anacostine Isle” mapped by Hermann
(1673) (Figure 7), where the Nacotchtanks may have briefly retreated after 1668 (Burr 1920).
This Potomac island is now known as Theodore Roosevelt Island.

Nacotchtank rivaled the Powhatan Patawomeke as Potomac traders. Tooker (1894b:180,
183) translated Patawomeke to mean “those who travel to bring again” or “traveling traders,”
and Massawomeke to mean “those who go and come by boat.” Barbour (1971) translated
Patawomeke to mean “trading center.” Kenny (1961, 1984) similarly evaluated it to mean
“where goods are brought in.”
The sum of this data suggests that the Potomac River was both a significant political
boundary and trading thoroughfare, with both the villages of Patawomeke and Nacotchtank
serving as the major trading centers for both south and north banks of the Potomac, respectively.
The former primarily served the Powhatan Confederacy, while the latter served the resident
Piscataway paramount chiefdom and other tribes in southern Maryland, and the Iroquoian
Massawomeke traders coming in from the north.
A description of the English/Native American trading process in the Chesapeake in the
1630s was described by William Claiborne for a court case related to his trading posts on Kent
and Palmer Islands. The account is probably very similar to what happened at both Patawomeke
and Nacotchtank, although Claiborne takes pains to point out that he was a more successful
trader than Henry Fleet in terms of number of furs obtained for the quantity of “trucke” traded to
the Indians (Claiborne vs. Clobery et als. 1639):
We usually trade in a shallop or small pinnace, being six or seven English men
encompassed with two or three hundred Indians. And it is as much as we can doe to
defend ourselves by standing upon our guard with our Armes ready and our gunnes
present in our handes. Two or three of the men must looke to the trucke that the Indians
doe not steale it, and a great deale of the trucke is often stole by the Indians though we
looke ever soe well to it; also a great parte of the trucke is given away to the Kings and
great men for presents; and commonly one third part of the same is spent for victuals, and
upon other occasions. And that the usuall manner of that trade is to shew our trucke,
which the Indians wilbe very long and teadeous in viewing, and doe tumble it and tosse it
and mingle it a hundred times over soe that it is impossible to keepe the severall parcells
a sunder. And if any traders will not suffer the Indians soe to doe they wilbe distasted
with the said traders and fall out with them and refuse to have any trade. And that
therefore it is not convenient or possible to keepe an account in that trade for every axe
knife or string of beades or for every yard of cloath, especiallie because the Indians trade
not by any certeyne measure or by our English waightes and measures. And therefore
every particular cannot be written downe by it selfe distinctly. Wherefore all traders find
that it is impossible to keepe any other perfect account then att the End of the viodgeto
see what is sold and what is gained and what is lefte.

Nacotchtank and Anacostia River Sites

Nacotchtank was both a protohistoric and Contact period trading center on the Anacostia
River with trade connections extending into the interior, notably with the Massawomeck, a
shadowy group that most scholars believe were Iroquoian. When John Smith made his 1608
voyage, Nacotchtank was the location of a principal town where a werowance, or local chieftain,
ruled.
Nacotchtank was located a short distance southwest of Bladensburg, on the south bank of
the Anacostia River at or near Giesboro Point where the Anacostia River joins the Potomac,
under what is now Bolling Air Force Base, the Blue Plains sewage treatment plant, and the
PEPCO power plant (MacCord 1957; Humphrey and Chambers 1977). Holmes (1897: )
regarded Nacotchtank as “the most important ancient village-site in the whole tidewater
province.” When described in 1889 by Proudfit (1889: 242), the obvious archeological remains
combined with Smith’s 1608 description of general village layouts, led Proudfit to report that a
substantial string of groups of households set among fields or gardens and groves of trees
“occupied the eastern bank of the Anacostia, from Giesboro Point on the south to within a short
distance of Bladensburg on the north; not a continuous line of houses, but a succession of them at
short intervals and at points convenient to the river.” Proudfit (1889:242) reported that by the
late 19th century this area had been in agricultural use for an extended period and that, despite
repeated artifact collecting, the fields were “in places, fairly strewn with the wreck of the old
village life.” Presumably based on these artifact scatters, Proufit concluded that these pre- and
post-Contact period dwellings were in most cases within 300 feet of the stream bank. Proufit
mapped major site areas all along the tidal Anacostia, noting that the core of Nacotchtank was
approximately due east of the Capitol. This more or less continuous site distribution along the
east bank of the Anacostia may account for the two unnamed settlements on either side of
Nacotchtank mapped by Smith in 1608.
Proudfit (1889) appears to have produced the first map of sites along the Anacostia River.
Later investigators confirmed this near continuous distribution of sites along the Anacostia’s
eastern bank, with MacCord (1957) noting the extension of sites into Anacostia headwater
regions including up the Northeast and Northwest branches north of the Bladensburg area.
MacCord (1957) further commented that prehistoric ceramics were rare in these headwater areas,
and the density of artifacts was lower. He specifically stated that “sites yielding pottery are
found primarily …from Bladensburg to the mouth of Oxon Run, a distance of about 10 miles”
and that sites with concentrations of refuse were generally located at the confluences of small
tributaries with Anacostia, probably representing dispersed single houses or small groups of
houses. (MacCord 1957: 393-4).
Nacotchtank was a major habitation site, a lithic manufacturing and workshop site, and a
trading hub. Prior to its destruction, Holmes (1897) reported that the site contained large
amounts lithic refuse, preforms, and “well-shaped and wholly finished specimens of flaked tools

of local origin.” Its broader domestic function was reflected in the presence of “cut, pecked, and
polished tools, and ceremonial stones and ornaments,” as well as “exotic materials in varied
forms” (Holmes 1897 ). These exotic materials likely can be attributed to trade with other
Indian groups. Proudfit (1889) earlier had elaborated on a high density of prehistoric ceramics, a
wide range of lithic materials present including quartzite, quartz, argillite, chert, jasper, and
ferruginous sandstone, and noted the presence at Nacotchtank of long, thin, bi-pointed, quartzite,
bifacial blades. This artifact type was reportedly rare at other regional sites and was referred to
by Proudfit and Mason as a “shad knife.” MacCord (1957) identified the numerous ceramics
found at the site as the Potomac Creek, a type utilized in late prehistoric times and during the
early Contact Period.
At least two, and perhaps four, ossuaries were discovered during runway construction in
1936 (Curry 1999) and were probably associated with the village site. These features probably
date to pre-Contact Nacotchtank, since no European trade goods are known to have been
associated with the ossuaries. However, given the circumstances of the exposure and removal of
at least one of the ossuaries by workmen who placed the remains in barrels before contacting the
Smithsonian Institution (Curry 1999), such items could have been lost, destroyed, or removed
from the site. Pre-Contact ceramics, shell beads, and a serpentine artifact were recovered from
the Nacotchtank ossuary excavated by the Smithsonian (Stewart and Wedel 1937).
Potter (2006) ties the decline in the importance Native American trading towns like
Nacotchtank and Patawomeke to the replacement of native copper as the most valuable trade
item in protohistoric times, with furs valued by the English during the Contact period.
Concomitant with this replacement was the decline in the power of the local werowance who
controlled copper distribution and the status that it conferred both within and between individual
Native American groups. Furthermore, the English provided a new source of copper that could
be obtained by Native American individuals outside the status system controlled by the
werowance, leading to the internal breakdown of the Native power structure. As European
settlement of the Virginia and Maryland colonies progressed, the importance of the Anacostans
as traders with the English settlers was rapidly eclipsed by the Susquehannock who had
developed a close fur trading partnership with Virginian William Claiborne. Claiborne’s trading
posts in what would become part of Maryland’s holdings on Kent Island on the Eastern Shore,
and Palmer Island at the mouth of the Susquehanna River, became pre-eminent in the fur trade.
The circumstances of the disappearance of the Nacotchtank settlement, of the Anacostans
as a distinct cultural group, and the abandonment of the Anacostia River by the Anacostan
Indians, are unknown. Humphrey and Chambers (1977) reported that in the 1640s Father
Andrew White visited Nacotchtank and conducted baptisms, but no mission was actually
established. White describes in detail the medical treatment and recovery of an Anacostan who
had been ambushed by the Susquehannocks and brought to his “home at Pascataway” by his

comrades, where he was treated by the Jesuit (Brown 1847:41). From this statement, it appears
that the Piscataway and Anacostan populations had begun to merge at some level by this time.
Apparent gradual displacement by white settlers began in the second half of the 17th
century in the colonial hinterlands. A study of land records conducted by Engineering Science in
1989 for Anacostia Park notes that in the 1660s Europeans began settling the banks of the
Anacostia River. Efforts were made by the Maryland government to establish reservations in the
1660s and early 1670s in an effort to protect Indians from White encroachment. In 1666 and
1668, the Anacostans acknowledged allegiance to the Piscataway tayac (Mayre 1935). The
following year, the Anacostans were included in the list of twelve tribes allotted land on the
1669 reservation set up between Piscataway and Mattawoman Creeks (Ferguson and Ferguson
1963). By 1670, Herrman’s map (1673) shows no Indian towns on the Anacostia, even though
the Piscataway towns to the south are clearly shown (Figure 7). This suggests that the
Anacostans as a coherent group had disintegrated by this time, probably merging into the
remnants of the Piscataway Confederacy.
Deeds from the 1680s into the 1730s reference the Anacostan fort [palisaded village], or
old Indian forts and abandoned old fields (Engineering Science 1989). However, land records
also suggest that the fort site continued to be used into the late 17th century, that fur trading with
Europeans continued, and that the sites along the Anacostia River were still seasonally occupied.
Some physical evidence of a fort appears to have existed into the 1740s. One 1697 court case
record documents “Piscattoway Indians” occupying “Cabins” at the Stoddert House on the
Eastern Branch [Anacostia River] (Engineering Science 1989: 22). The reference to the
“Piscattoway” potentially reflects the 1696 action of the Maryland government that made the
“Emperor” [Tayac] of the Piscataway commander of all Indians living on the Western Shore in
Southern Maryland (Mayre 1935), regardless of whether they were Piscataway or not.
Native American Perspective

The Anacostans of Nacotchtank do not survive as a modern tribal entity, although it is
entirely possible that some of their descendants may be included in the modern Piscataway
Indian communities of Southern Maryland. Prior to their incorporation into three modern tribal
Piscataway groups, many Southern Maryland individuals with indigenous ancestry were locally
known as Wesorts. It is certain that much mixing of the separate groups forming the Piscataway
Confederacy occurred as they came under the stresses imposed by European settlers and lost
control of their territories. On the other hand, the Anacostans also closely interacted with the
Massawomeck, and at the disintegration of Nacotchtank, at least some of the population may
have moved north into the territory of the Haudenosaunee [Iroquois]. Despite their adversarial

relationship, many of the Piscataway also moved north under the protection of Iroquois
Confederacy in the late 17th and early 18th centuries.
In any case, the presence of Potomac Creek ceramics and ossuaries on the Nacotchtank
site suggests that the Piscataway and Anacostans may share a common ancestry, recognized
archeologically as the Potomac Creek Complex. Their possible separation, beginning in
protohistoric times, may be a result of the specialized trading function that the Nacotchtanks
carried out, facilitated by the location of their village on the Anacostia River at the fall line zone,
and near the head of navigation on Potomac River estuary. The separation was also reinforced in
the Contact period by the protection of the Massawomecks (Fleet 1631).
Our efforts to solicit oral history information on Nacotchtank and the Anacostans from
representatives of Cedarville Band of the Piscataway Indians, the Piscataway Conoy Tribe, and
the Piscataway Indian Nations were generally unsuccessful, perhaps because during part of the
Contact Period, the Piscataway and Anacostans were reportedly adversaries (Fleet 1631).
Regarding the Piscataway relationship with Nacotchtank during the Contact period, Newman’s
(2011) history of the Piscataway Conoy Tribe sees a less adversarial relationship than that
recorded by Fleet in 1631. In particular, Newman notes that the Nacotchtank were as much
victims of raids by northern tribes (Susquehannock and Iroquois) as were the Piscataway, and
that it was the Piscataway that retaliated against the English for the 1622 looting of Nacotchtank.
The modern Piscataway appear to consider the Anacostia River to have been marginal to
their traditional and modern territory, and regard Bladensburg as more marginal than the lower
Anacostia (Tayac pers. comm. 2010). Rico Newman (pers. comm. 2010) offered that
Bladensburg was about the northern extent of Piscataway influence. He likened Nacotchtank to
a prehistoric and Contact period “Atlantic City.” Gabrielle Tayac (pers. comm. 2010) believes
that the Anacostans swerved as intermediaries between Algonquian and Iroquoian groups, and
that the Anacostans were probably independent of the Piscataway in earlier times.
Although many researchers list the Anacostans as members of the Piscataway
Confederacy, their inclusion is based on 1666 and 1668 Maryland Archives lists of Indian groups
who acknowledged the sovereignty of the Piscataway Tayac (Mayre 1935). This situation arose
relatively late in the Contact period, and may have been more a product of English attempts to
centralize political control over the remnants of local Indian groups, and facilitate their
consolidation on short-lived reservations, largely in Charles County. Tayac (1999: 48) notes that
“The Piscataway identity belongs to their own villages, and cannot be extended to their allied
affiliates. . . . . Even today, surviving Piscataways are adamant that the Piscataway, though
dominant, was a specific society embedded among politically affiliated peoples.”

As the closest surviving communities, the Piscataway nevertheless offer the best source
of traditional information about Native American lifeways in the Bladensburg area just prior to
European Contact. From a Native American point of view, the modern Piscataway, and by
extension the ancestral Anacostans, ultimately trace their origins to the Algonquian-speaking
Lenape of the Delaware Valley in the Pennsylvania (Tayac 1999). The Lenape were believed by
many indigenous peoples to be among the oldest Indian cultures in the Middle Atlantic area, and
were referred to as the “Grandfathers.” At some point, the Nanticoke, closely related to the
Lenape, moved southward into the Delmarva peninsula, and the Piscataway emerged from this
group. The Piscataway refer to the Nanticoke as their “Brothers” with families from each groups
calling each other “Cousins” (Tayac 1999). Maurice Proctor (pers. comm. 2010) noted the area
between the Choptank and Nanticoke Rivers on the Eastern Shore is still important to the
Piscataway living on the Western Shore.
Piscataway oral tradition, backed up by Colonial records from 1660 that repeat the story,
states that the Piscataway moved into their current southern Maryland homeland along Potomac
estuary from the Eastern Shore, thirteen generations before the Tayac Kittamaqua, who died in
1644 (Newman 2011). According to the Piscataway Conoy Tribe traditions (Newman 2011), the
new homeland on the Western Shore was known as “Yagaocanahagary” or “land between the
two points.” Interestingly, this word is stated to have Iroquoian roots. The first Tayac was
known as Uttapoingassenem, and in approximately the latter half of the 14th century, he
established, by peaceful means, central leadership over other groups of Indians, each ruled by a
werowance. “Lone Bear” Walls (http://www.hunalife.org/LibraryArchives.html#4) reports that
the Tayac governed 48 villages which became the Piscataway Confederacy.
Rountree and Davidson (1999) note the importance of east-west, cross-bay, trading
relationships in the Late Woodland period that may reflect this Eastern Shore origin. Dent and
Jirikowic (2001) note the commonality of ossuary burial traditions on both the Eastern and
Western Shores, and Curry (1999) suggests that Eastern Shore ossuaries are generally earlier
than those west of the Chesapeake Bay, which also lends support to this Piscataway oral
tradition.
The Piscataway focused on the resources of the Potomac estuary. Newman (2011)
describes the following settlement and subsistence system for the Piscataway:
Piscataway villages were occupied year round only by elderly and very young children
who could not travel to winter camps. Men and women often struck out in family groups
in the fall from centrally located villages to establish smaller seasonal camps to hunt, cure
hides, make clothing, gather firewood, and plan for the spring move back to the waters
edge. In early spring the young men and women went to the villages to make repairs to
the houses and fishing weirs in preparation for the village populace retuning for fishing,

ground clearing, planting, foraging for early fruits, [and] reclaiming buried stores of
seeds and dried foods. Sedentary villages were often moved due to pest infestations,
flash floods, exhausted soil, or raids. With seasonal rounds, the family (clan) was a far
more permanent and important fixture of life than the village.
During an interview, Newman (pers. comm. 2010) stated that the Piscataway tended to
look at the Potomac estuary as a continuous body of water—the “Long Man”—and that they do
not differentiate individual streams. The Piscataway Celebration of the Waters marked the return
of sturgeon and crabs. A sign of manhood was to tackle a sturgeon. Communal fishing for
herring and other anadromous fish was still important in the 20th century. Fishing was done by a
few individuals and the fish, collected in barrels, were later redistributed among other
Piscataway families. Mervin Savoy (pers. comm. 2006) also remembered communal fishing
during which the men built sand dams, the children made noise to trap the fish, and the men
threw the nets. Women cleaned and dried the fish. A brew from the tomato plant was used to
stun fish.
As reported by Newman (pers. comm. 2010) a similar communal effort related to seed
gathering. One family was assigned to allow their crops to go to seed, and then the seed was
redistributed to other families. He also described planting strategies in which gardens were
surrounded by specific plants to protect crops from insects. Sunflowers were one of these plants.
The first three rows of crops were planted for animals.
The importance of corn, beans, and squash was reflected in the Green Corn Ceremony,
which eventually was merged into the Catholic Feast of the Assumption (Tayac 2004). Savoy
(personal communication 2006) reports that all fires were put out, all broken dishes were
gathered, and everything was cleaned. After church on August 15th, new fires were kindled, and
no old grudges could be carried forward. Some still burn tobacco and cedar on this date to mark
the Green Corn Ceremony, and the Piscataway Indian Nation formally celebrates the Greencorn
Festival in September.
Wetland resources were important, especially for matting used to cover structures and
provide insulation. Bulrushes and cattails were the most important matting resources.
Arrowroot and tuckahoe were important tubers, the former being more important (Newman
2011).
Regarding terrestrial animals, Savoy (personal communication 2006) noted that neither
wolves, foxes, nor weasels were eaten, and that bear were only eaten during the periods that they
fed on vegetation. Places were blue herons lived were considered good places since herons do
not eat anything dead. In contrast, eagles do eat dead things and where eagles lived were less
satisfactory places for the Piscataway to live. When asked about Fleet’s 1631 description of

Yaomacomico Indians burning beaver hides, he suggested that this should not be taken literally
since it is considered disrespectful to burn animal food remains.
The heart of Piscataway territory remains the settlement of Moyaone. This location is
known to archeologists as the Accokeek Creek site which contained numerous ossuaries and
overlapping village sites. The Piscataway Indian Nation still honors their ancestors there through
the Feast of the Dead celebration in November (Tayac 2004).

Prior Archeological Investigations
Following the flurry of archeological, historical and anthropological investigations of the
prehistoric and Contact period Native American inhabitants of the District of Columbia and their
sites that occurred in the late 19th and very early 20th century (Holmes, Proudfit, Mason, Mooney,
Reynolds, and Tooker), interest in these resources declined. Although antiquarians no doubt
persisted in collecting artifacts from the near continuous string of sites along the east bank of the
Anacostia River, the area gradually succumbed to development.
Bolling Field was founded in 1918, with major expansions of runways, hangars and
control towers occurring in the 1930’s (AFCEE 1996). Expansion continued unabated during
and after World War II. As noted above, Nacotchtank ossuaries found on Bolling Air Force
Base were located during runway construction and were only partly investigated by trained
Smithsonian personnel (Curry 1999).
In the period prior to the enforcement of historic preservation laws, archeological
research and site recordation undertaken in the Anacostia drainage was conducted largely by
amateurs. Howard MacCord, then associated with the US Army Corps of Engineers, reviewed
past work done in the Anacostia Valley and made his own observations of prehistoric site type
and their distributions (MacCord 1957). He was also able to excavate the Kenilworth Site
(51NE001) prior to the construction of the Anacostia Park and Highway System, putting his
results into the context of the archeological periods used today, and documenting considerable
time depth for the Kenilworth site which had Early Woodland, Late Woodland Contact period
deposits, as well as probable Archaic artifacts (MacCord 1957).
Benjamin Bruce Powell, a National Park Service archeologist, collected historical data
about archeological sites and, evidently relying heavily on Proudfit’s 1889 map, generated an
Archeological Base Map for the National Capital Region that documented archeological site
locations on a detailed topographic map (Powell 1963, revised 1966). Powell’s map showed
known site locations, identified functional site types, and documented if the sites had been
excavated, destroyed or were still intact. Powell recorded 23 sites along the east bank of the
Anacostia River from Giesboro Point to Kenilworth as being part of, or associated with,
Nacotchtank, and denoted all of them as having been destroyed.
After 1969, the establishment of the State Archeologist office in Maryland provided a
venue for formally documenting archeological sites and other finds in the Maryland portion of
the Anacostia drainage, including Bladensburg. While there are still no recorded prehistoric
archeological sites in Bladensburg, the four recorded historic sites all have minor prehistoric
components. The presence of Potomac Creek ceramics at these sites suggests that these
components are directly related to Nacotchtank. Two Washington East Quad File references (#2

and #18) refer to unconfirmed site locations in the immediate Bladensburg vicinity, including the
observation of prehistoric debitage and a prehistoric camp on the east and west bank of the
Anacostia just north of the US 1 bridge by Barse in the 1970’s and Powell in the 1960’s.
The next systematic mapping sites along the Anacostia in the District of Columbia
occurred in conjunction with archeological investigations conducted for proposed 108” force
mains. Despite significant development and other disturbance that had occurred, Hume (1975)
located 11 areas with prehistoric artifacts, including three considered to be potentially significant
with in situ Archaic and Woodland deposits (51NE001, 51NE005, 18NE008). One of these
three sites, 51NE001 had been examined earlier by MacCord (1957).
An overview of Native American prehistory of the District of Columbia, including the
Anacostia River was generated by Humphrey and Chambers in 1977 for George Washington
University. This synthesis was the first archeological study to acknowledge the continued
existence of indigenous Maryland Indian communities, namely the Piscataway who traditionally
occupied the coastal plain areas just south of the Anacostia River on the north bank of the
Potomac. Apparently based on Proudfit’s 1889 map, Humphrey and Chambers also map
Nacotchtank, extending it northward to the District/Maryland boundary, the limits of their study
area.
A Cultural Resource Management Plan for Bolling Air Force Base was produced in 1996.
At that time, and despite 6 additional Phase I surveys of varying scope from 1978 to 1995, the
only archeological sites known from the base were five sites previously identified by Proudfit in
1889 and the ossuaries that were located during 1930s runway construction. These sites, never
securely located on modern maps, were presumed to be destroyed but their destruction could not
be confirmed. It was also noted that extensive earthmoving activities had the potential to
redeposit artifacts from destroyed sites into other areas of the base (AFCEE 1996). This is also
an issue for most of the developed Anacostia valley, where surviving intact surfaces from the
Contact period or earlier may be deeply buried.
Preliminary studies for Anacostia Park (Engineering Science 1998) identified 10
surviving areas having intact soils with archeological potential between Benning Road on the
north and the 11th Street Bridge over the Anacostia River on the south. This study also reviewed
prior research (Mayre 1938, Scisco 1955) and historical data on the location of the palisaded
village mentioned in 17th century historical records, and concluded that it was probable that more
than one such “Fort” existed on the east bank of the Anacostia as its inhabitants desired that it be
moved, expanded or rebuilt.

In recent decades, a variety of archeological studies have been conducted on federal lands
associated with Bolling Air Force Base and Navy holdings along the lower Anacostia Valley. St.
Elizabeth’s hospital has also conducted archeological surveys.
Two Phase I surveys have been conducted in the immediate vicinity of Bladensburg.
Gibb and Creveling (1993) examined the corridor of the Anacostia Tributaries Trail along Sligo
Creek and the Northwest Branch of the Anacostia River, terminating on the west side of
Bladensburg. The area closest to Bladensburg was determined to be too heavily disturbed to
warrant subsurface testing. No prehistoric artifacts were recovered anywhere in the corridor, and
although scattered historic artifacts were found, no archeological sites were recorded.
Furgerson and Wagner (2002) examined the confluence area of the Northeast Branch and
Northwest Branch of the Anacostia River at Bladensburg. This study importantly involved both
shovel testing and deep testing by backhoe trenching to ascertain if intact, buried land surfaces
were present under fill and alluvium that could contain archeological deposits. Intact buried
landforms datable to the mid-Holocene or Archaic period were, in fact, located in six of seven
trenches at about 2 m below the current surface. These landforms were determined to have been
poorly drained during most of the Holocene and although they contained no archeological
deposits, the buried surfaces may have supported dense wetland vegetation or other resources
utilized by prehistoric Native Americans. The deep testing not only verified the survival of
intact buried land surfaces in a heavily urbanized area that had also been subjected to major
Army Corps of Engineers flood-control projects in the late 1940’s, but also revealed the
thickness of the package of post-Contact alluvium in this location. This corroborates the
findings of other studies further downstream along the Anacostia River, and in the region in
general (Flanagan et al. 1985, Engineering Science 1989).
Recently, Knepper et al. (2009) located intact prehistoric deposits with Accokeek and Potomac
Creek ceramics dating to the Early and Late Woodland period during Phase I survey of the Naval
Research Laboratory. Two sites (51SW16 and 51SW17) were found in an area that many
believe to have been part of Nacotchtank, and where 1920’s military construction was believed
to have completely destroyed archeological sites.
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Figure 1. The Anacostia drainage basin.

Figure 2. Setting of Bladensburg in 1782 as mapped by Rochambeau.

Figure 3. Mud flats along the Anacostia estuary in the mid-19th century (Cluss 1861).

Figure 4. Distribution of wetlands in the upper Anacostia Estuary as shown on the 1886 Upper
Marlboro 15-minute USGS topographic quadrangle.

Figure 5. Pre-Contact Native American population movements beginning in the Middle
Woodland Period (from Knepper et al. 2006).
	
  

Figure 6. The Nacotchtank settlements as mapped by John Smith (1608).

Figure 7. The Upper Potomac and Anacostia River as surveyed in 1670 (Herrman 1673).

	
  

