COPYRIGHT / USAGE

Material on this site may be quoted or reproduced for personal and educational
purposes without prior permission, provided appropriate credit is given. Any commercial
use of this material is prohibited without prior permission from The Special Collections
Department - Langsdale Library, University of Baltimore. Commercial requests for use of
the transcript or related documentation must be submitted in writing to the address below.

When crediting the use of portions from this site or materials within that are copyrighted
by us please use the citation: Used with permission of the University of Baltimore.

If you have any requests or questions regarding the use of the transcript or supporting
documents, please contact us: Langsdale Library
Special Collections Department
1420 Maryland Avenue
Baltimore, MD 21201-5779
http://archives.ubalt.edu



http://archives.ubalt.edu/�

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMELNT OF THAE INTTRIOR
NATIONAL PAEK SHEVICE
FORT MCHAMHRY NATICNAL MONULENT
AND HISTORIC SHRINE
BALTIMORE 30, MARYLAND

Archeclogical Explorations

gt Fort McHenry, 19568

Frepared by:

Gs Hubert Smith
Archeologist

Fort McHenry National Monument
and Historic Shrine

Qctobsr 1, 1258




Table of Contents

Page
List of Flgures; List of Plates 111
Foreword :
I. Purpose and Method ’ 3
IT. Sites and Areas Investigated g
l. Boundary Wall (ca.l819) and Tavern (XU T) g s
2. Lower and Upper Water Batteries of 1814 ' '
(XU II) 30 -
;f 3. Flagstaff Site of 1803 (XU IV) 47
i ] 4, Powder Magazine and Associated Remains =
"} (XU VIT) ¢ fhui damaz 55 P R
- S5« Miscellaneous Excavations 65
‘ ITI, Speclmens Recovered 70
e

IV, Conclusion ‘ ) ~ 77




List of Figures

1, Location of Excavation Units, 1958
2s Unidentified Brick Masonry (XU II)
3. Site of Flagpole, 1803 (XU IV)

4. Powder Magazine (XU VII)

List of Plates
I. Cinder Fill in Moat, view SW (XU I)e (Nege no, L1-7)
II. Stone Platform, view NW (XU I), (Nege no. L3-€)

III. Rubble Footing of Boundary Wall and Stone Platform,
view NW (XU I). (Neg., no, L%=7).

{

! IVe Unidentified Brick Masonry, view W (XU II). (Neg.

! no. L4"‘4)

| Ve Flagstaff Brace Timbers (XU IV), in position, after
‘ removal and cleening. (Nege, no, L5=5)

a o)

VI. Base of Traverse (left center) and "Curb" (right center),
Powder Magazine (XU VII). (Negs no, L6=3)

! VII. Footing at Corner #4, Star Fort, view S. (Neg. no, L6=8)

VIIT. _Architectural Stone from Tavern Cellar I} (scale
\_———-——J”358ﬁ’?E"E“T33fTT'TNEET“ﬁ5E:E3E€f=’=====ééy“=l’L_£il_;




I}‘ Errata

P. 7, line 26. "catogory" should read "category."
P. 23, line 1. "plaftorn" should reaa "platform,"
P. 35, line 21. "batter" should read "battery.‘

P. 53, line 12. "exe" should read "axe, "

P. 62, line 12, Mdeposite" should read "deposits."
p. 68, line 7. "ecrouch" should read "Crouch,"

P. 68, line 8. "coutside" should read "outside,"




Foreword

’

This report presents data obtalned in archeologlical ex-

cavations made at Fort McHenry National Monument and Historic
Shrine during the period from March through August, 1958,
as a part of the work of the Historical and Archeological
Research Project (MISSICN 66) for the Monument (S, Sydney
Bradford, Supervising Park Historian),. These excavations
were made under the direction of the writer, loaned for the
purpose to the National Park Service by the Missouri Basin
Project, Smithsonian Institution (Lincoln, Nebraska), by a
group of W.A.E, laborers, varying in number from two to slx
mens Not including the writerts time, approximately 420
man-days we re: expended on excavation during the period referred
to, including refilling of pits znd replacement of disturbed
features,s In addition to the manual labor, mechanical equip-
ment was also used for excavating and back-filling, for a
total of 56 hours. Weather conditions were favorable for
excavation except during July, when frequent heavy rains
materially impeded work, Ground water (seepage) was an equally
troublesome factor in some instances,

Excavations werc made in consultation with Project his=
torians and in cooperation with & sumier tcam of the Historic
American Buildings Survey, under the direction of Lee H. Nelson,

Architect, National Park Service. This H.A.B.S. team propared




measured drawings of selected bulldings at the fort, and the
excavations permitted the architects to make more complete
records of these bulldings than would otherwise have been
possibles On their part, thé H.A.B.S. team assisted tho
writer from time to time, and the frequent discussion of
mutual problems with project historians and the H.,A,B.S,
team was most helpful, "

In the following report citations are made to ccrtain
documentary source matcerials available in photo=-copy in pro-
Ject files. Although the writer has systematically reviewed
parts of these sources, as time permitted--both pertinent
topical and chronological files (the latter especially fer
ccrtain periods, such as that from 1794 to 1814)--the docu=
mentery materlals available in project files cannot have teen
exhausted, even for prescnt purposcs., With respect to cita-
tion of documentary sources, the folloﬁing report showd therz-
fore be considered ten tative; it is'Loped that projecct his-
torians may later be able to supplecment referenccs given here,

from documents not known to the writcr, op to revisc sta+
»

W

ments mede in the light of other documentation,

So far as is known, no archcological Investigations nagd
becn made at the site of Fort McHenry prior to the present
work. Scveral statements and rocords found have, howevcr,

been specially helpful in doing this work; thege arec citcd

in their preper place,




I« Purpoce and Method

The primary purposc of the archcological work of 1058
was that of providing furthecr information on Fort lMcHenry,
espcelally for the period of 1814, beyond that preserved in
documentary sources, and supplementing those rocords. Data
on ccrtain parts of the cntire establishment and on the rhysi=
cal appearance of the post at that pcrigé were specially
sought, particularly additional materials for interprotive
planning, including rcstorations or reconstructions.,

It was believed that additional physical cvidences of
parts of the whole installation would bo found, boyond those
vicible above ground or of documentary rccord (in plons,dcse
criptive accounts, picturcs, and the like), which would oxtend
or clarify knowledge of the historic physical devclopment of
the fortification--matcrial evidence that might also be uscful
in museum exhibits or cxhibits in place. Former military
structures such as buildings and oﬁtworks now domolished or
no longer visiblec wore specially considered in planning cx-
cavatichs, and consideration was givon matters other than
strictly arpchitectural, such as changes in the topography of
the area (See Appendix A).

From the outset, portatle objects and specimens wero
encountered in excavation, and thesc wcre in large part pre=-

served, regardless of probable age or historical significance,




4

cspeclally those found in meaningful contcxts or of intrinsic
intercst in themselves as petential study or exhibit materials,
A ficld spcecimen inventory of these objects accompanies this
report (Appendix B). Spocimens were, however, considered
secondary in importance to the primary purpose of obtaining
information concerning former structurcs no longer visible,
and although carefully watched for and frescrved, such objects
were not speeially sought during the precscnt work. No scrcene
ing of carth was attempted., If at a later timo additiocnal
speeirien materials are necded for exhibition there arc ample
opportunitics for making collccticns of this pature, especi-
2lly from certain disposal arcas known. Sonme of thess arcas
may, of coursc, p;ovide important study matcrials as well,

In view of the purposes of, and time availablo for,
archeeclogical field work and in view of the size and histcr-
iccl complexlty of Fort MeHonry, which reached its present
statc znd physical character over a pericd of necarly two
centuries of timc, it was clcar that truly comprechensive,
rcally cxtensho excavations would not be feesible at the oute
scte It scemed unwise, furthermore, to hurry excavations in
view of the unique historical significance of tho site znd
the lrrevocuble nature of sxecavation., The large sizc of the
histeric older arca of military occupation--zpproximately
twenty acre s, or one-half thec ocntire monument croa--the imowun

(théugh not yet fully traced) succecssive pecriods of construc-




tion and demolition of buildings and q@ther facilitics, fol-
lowed by periods of extonsive recent alteration of the pre=-
vious terrain through ncw grading and‘landscaping, all suggested
cautious initial work with a’small lotor force, if uscful
knowlcdgo were to be gaincd, and damage to remains through
cxposurc kcpt to a minimum,

Sincc it was not feasible or at prescent desirable to
conduct extonsive, continuocus excavations over broad arcas,
according to grids, which would allow for systumatic stripping
of overburden, it was thorcfore necessary to conduct ecxplora-
tions by lincar trenches across larger arcas and, in smaller
arcas, by rcctangular or polyzonal units adjusted to known
featurcs such as buildings. Thesetrenchos, rectangles, and

polygons wore dosignated cxcavoetion units (XU's), for rcference,

and wae given Roman numcrals, In the coursc of 'oxcavation,
some units were made to include groups of discontinuous or
intcrrupted but rclated excavations, as in the casc of XU II
(containing tronches 1 to 8) and XU I (trenches 9 to 12),
Fiold notes were made by the writer during cxcavations,
and archcological obscrvations decmod to be ef permancnt valuc
have been incorporated in the following report, A photograph
filo was made, of negatives and black cond white prints and
Kodachrome transparencies (record of which appears in Appondix
C)e ™Welcomo assist-nee in instrument recording was given the

writcr by Messrs. E. P. Crouch and J. Monkoski, July 14-16,




record of whose trunsit survey appcars on a plan "Location

u, of Archcological Diggings; Outside of Star Fort" (2 shocts)

g July 24, 1958, a copy of which is attachcd hercwithe. Similar
assistonce was also given the writer by the H.A.B.3. tcom,
especially with rccord of coxcavations within thc Stzr Fort;
rcforonco should also be made to meuasured drawings preparcd
by this team for further data rclating Lo surviving buildings
mecasurcd, at which limitcd excavations were made as reportcd
below,

Upon completion of archcological investigations and re=-
latod studiecs, all cxcavation units were again closzed by
back=filling with onc cxccption, that of the immcdicte arca
of thc stoncpaved plotform and scction of adjaccnt rubble foot-
ing of thc BRoundary Wall of ca. 1819 (a part of XU I), which
was lcft open as a sample of long~hidden physical roumeins cvaile
able feor study through archecologye The rcfilling of other
cxcavations was decmed nccessary in vicw of the heovy visitore
usc of thc monument 2s a whole, and the hnozards and inconveni-
encoe of open cxcavations,

Thc dccision to again cover, aftecr excavation, remz=ins
of rclative permancnee such as brick mesonry might, perazps,
be questioned inasmuch &s certuin of these architceeturzl re=-
mains, onct opencd, cnhanced the historical intercst of the
monuwicnt for cortain visitore, and could be utilized ir the
monument interpretive programs It should, howcver, be pointed

out that statlization mcasurcs--in somc instancous complite
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reconstruction of masonry in new mortar--would have been re-
quired if parts were to be left cxposed; extensive alterations
in the terrain, to provide essential drainage, would have
been required elsewhere, since all excavated remains, of
coursec, lle below existing gfades.

The footing or lowermost portion of the traverse of the

- Powder Magazine (XU VIII) illustrates the practical problem

of leaving excavations open, Although in this instancc¢ the
mortar of the brick masonry is, even today, rock-like in
hardness (the masonry having of neccssity been of the best
possible quality originally, in order to carry the great mass
of the brickwork above) and although no extensive stabljization
would here be required, for exhibit, the proper drainage of
of the masonry, the uppermost surface of which is approximately
slx inches below the elevation of the court at this point,
well below that of the adjacent brick-paved walk, if left
exposed, would have required extensive and troublesome drain-
age ditching or tiling. To have lefﬁ:thc traverse rcmains
exposed would also have required the relocation of long
secticns of elocctric condults, one of which actually passes
over the early masonry; they were therefore temporarily re-
covercd with earth, together with the masonry, until final
plans for development of historic rcmains at the monument have
been zprroved.

From the archeological point of view there 1s, in addi-

tion, a reasonable gucstion whother anything in the catogory

of ruins are desired or should be left exposed (more than
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temporarily) at Fort leHenry, cspceinlly in moro congested
arcas such as the intorior of the Star Fort. Ruins would
probably onhence the intercst of the monument for relativoly
few visitors; furthcrmore, there arc amplo structural and
architcctural romains, in original or reconstructed form,

for his study--indced, probably more then the ordinary visitor
can assimilatec without closc study. I%ﬁis sugg.sted that
ruins have littlc place in the interpretive program for Fort
MeHenry, and that ultimate reconstruction of missing parts

of the wholc cstcblishment is a prcferable use of such

archeological cvidence as has becon or may be obtained,




IT., Sites and Arcas Investigated

Excavations werc made at scveral separatc locations
within the historic arca of the prcsent monument, as described
bolow, (fige 1) Theso locations or oxcavation units lio
cithoer in tho immediate arca of surviving buildings, or at
the sitcs of formor buildings and facilitics of the post.

The cxcavation units wcre of varying size and character and
cxcavation hed various purposes, as explaincd. In general,
cxplorations of 1988 were confined to problems dircetly
suggested by prcevious documentary studies; no general search
was undcrtaken for unrccordecd remains,

l. Eoundary Wall (ca,1812) and Tavcrn (XU I)

The acquisition of titlc by the United Statecs to lands
on Whetstone Point for military purposcs appcars to have been
initiated in 1795, and legal documents of that year (cited
bclow) provide the carliest known data on thc original land-
ward boundary of the military rcsdrv;tion (subscquently named
Fort lclicnry)--a boundary (¢iffering from the prusent monument
b oundary) of considcrable historic intercst in view of tho
fact that it was thot in use in 1814, Excavation of the site
of 2 wall and gate, crected cither prior to, or soon after

1814 on this boundary alignrent, was therefore an initial

archcologlcal effort in 1958, togethcr with study of the site

of an adjeacont sroup of tavern buildings of even carlicr con-
i';

i




! struction., These cxcavations were dcsignated at XU L. o

e

The carlicst known rcfercnece, of 1794, to a "star fort"
# on Whotstone Point shows that the fort soon to beecome known
as Fort McHenry had not then'becn completed 2s intended earlicr,l
The some sourcc reveals the fact thnt the wholc Installation,

;i including Uppcr and Lower Battoerics, was oxposcd on the west
o

-or town side at this pcriod, in part bceause of tho foct that

& procise boundary for the military reservation had not yet
been fixod.

The carlicst known transfer to the United States of land
for military purposcs was by decod from Alcxander Furnival,

! July 20, 1795, of Lots 73, 74, 75, and 76 of a plat of Whct-

Stonc Point, lots prcviously the propcrty of the Principio
\H\\N

il el -
(Iron) Compeony and, as British, confiscated and sold on Junc

9, 1795.2 The dcod of July 20 describes the bounds of tho
property as boginning at Lot 73, "at a stone standing at the
interscction of the main road and a road running across Whet-
stonc Point," thus revealing the existcncc in 175 of a
reccgnized lcgal landmork near the fort, This boundnry stonec
mn.y have becn placed by the Pravince or State of Maryland,
or may have becn merely a native stonc, first uscd in 1755

with legal significance, The alignment of thesw lots with

LeRiverdi to [Fnox/, April 13, 1794; Amcrican Stoto Popers,
v01! XVI, PP 88"89.

2eNational Archives, O0ffico of Chicf of Enginecrs, Land
Papcrs,
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respect to this stone prosumably detormined tho alignment
of thc boundary wall sought in ¢ xcavation, and the stonc was
presumably the landmark upon which subscquent surveys wore
also based, dircctly or indircctly,

A statoment of 1797 rcveals that cattlc (doubtloss from
adjacent farms) had "free intercoursc" with barracks that hed
been crceted at the fort (perhaps thosé'adjaccnt to the Water
Battcrics), and that there was "no dofenso" against them; it
was then thought that the Scerctary of War planncd to have
a proper fonce and powdor housc croctod,® By infeorencc, no
fenee or other barrier had yeot been creeted on the military
bound~ry, though thc boundary had been fixed in part at lcast
by 1795, as has been noted,

The plans of Fort McHenry dated November 9, 1803, and
€2,1806, show no fecnce or well, but suggost the boundary in

qucstion, and two private Stavorn) buildings immcdiately

h S— e
adjacent to 1t, on privately ownod land.%

g
T— —

No clear rccord is known of the wall immedictely prior
t @ or during the War of 1812, or of any part it may have playcd

in the cvents of September, 1814, A dctail of tho aquatint
S —"

Sesamucl Saith, in Annals of Congress, Vol. VI, p. 2220,

Febe /7, 1797,

4eNational Archivus, Record Group 77, Rocords of tho Wap
Department, Officc of the Chicf of Engincors (hcrcafter cited
as NA RG77 OCE); Drawcr 51, Shect 1; New York Historical

Socicty, Unitcd Statecs Military Philoscphical Papur,
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by Je Bowcr (bclicved to have boecn medc soon aftor the bome
bardment) suggosts that a short scetion north of the Star

S

ort was thon in cxistence, but the literal accuracy of vari-
— e R AT A s s Ty S A et A 3 0

ous dctails of this view cannot bo established.
—— VA T

It was statod in 1816 that a wcll to cnclesc tho publie

property was nceded, togcther with a sca-wall to prevent cne-
croachment of the water upon the Point.5 This work was
subscquently performed at lcast in part, but no spcecific
dctnils are known rcelating to the construction of the cnclose-
ing wall on the landward side of the fort other than 2 stzte-
ment that, pending information on the land title and on acccss
for a public road {(then in usc), thc wall should not bec btuilt
| at this point.6 Work had becn ordercd on the cenclosing woll
i? prior to November 6, 1816, thce wall to bc 1 1/2 brick in

! thickness and nine or ten foct in hoight.7 When t his work
was bcgun is not known, but in 1817 it was stated that it had

R

| FEfgg_ﬁin&shcd‘g Subscquont records suggest thaet it was not
| a— —

actually finished until lator,®
\______..—-—'_“"'—_-—-—-.._ R

Sem,W, Maurice to W. X. Armistcad, Nov. 6, 1816, NA EG77
OCE, Rcports, July, 1812 - OQOctober, 1823, I,

6°Maurico, loc. oit.

V'Mauricc, loc. cit.

8°G. Armistcad to J. G. Swift, Dce, 31, 1817; National
Archives, Rccord Group 107, Records of the War Dcpartment,

O0fficc of thc Chief of Engincors, Selectcd Corrispondence
Relating to Fort McHenry, 1811-37,

9«E. G., /G, Blancy/ to J. Hindmen, July 3, 1818; Nationzl
Archives, RG77, ,OCE, Sclected pages from Lettcrs to Officcrs
of Enginccrs, July 4, 1812 - Fob, 20, 1869,
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The plen of Fort MeHonry by W, Ty Poussin, 1819, shows a

ﬂ burgior, prcesunnbly of masonry (BTICRWSTK) crossing the entire
| peninsula, and having scoviral angles and a rathor claborate
gate, with three openingsulo' It is not known whether this
is intended to represcnt the wall as planncd or as comploted,
but tho lattor scems thc morc probable, A plan made after
November 31, 1834 also shows tho boundaiy wall (locking dotail)
| and ldcntifies buildings on the rcscrvation then situated
R ———

along its alignment, northcasterly from the gate: a Gunhouse

e —— ————

e

L Hospital, a Stable (aajacont to which is a Woodyard), and a
\ _____ ~g R e —_—

i Boke housc and Smith shop.ll
B RV B

B

‘ \ A visitor to Fort McHenry of 1825 or 1826 montions that
the fort was thon separated from the land (i.c., to the west)
by 2 wcll, which he thought "might rather prove injurious than
advantagoous."12 It is possiblc that the wall was subscquently
demolished for such a rcason os this, that it interfercd with
sceurity of thc post in the opinion of thc authoritics,

In 1836, at which time additional lands west of tho prc-

Vicus boundary were added to the original military rescrvation,

10. 7, OCE, Drawcr 51, Shcct 2. _.
w

1lenNa, RG77, OCE, Drawer 51, Sheet 5.

12

*Karl Bornhard, Dukc of Saxc-Weimar Eisencch, Troavels
through North America during thc vears 1825 and 1226, (Phila~

dclphia, 1828), p. 194,
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% it wnas propescd that the boundary wall prcviously in use be
a dcmolishcd,t® This was done in 1837, bricks from thc carlier
{ wall being clecaned and re=-uscd in the new wall(surviving in

i 1958).1% The demolition of' the Tavern buildings prebsbly
e S Er— R

took placc cbout this time also, since thcy arc not shown on

BT

the various Civli 1 War lithogr phs or othur luto vivwv knocwn,

Tho carlliest known plan of tho fort shomlng clearly *ho S

o gh
)

e kN
; ”
(" 7
v

“q \ alignmecnt of the Boundary Wall in quostion and something of

its nature (but not the Tavern buildings, then still privately

—

owncd), is thc Poussin Plan of 1819, The two provious plons,

of 1803 and 1806, do not spccifically show the ontirc 2lign-

APt

ment of the boundary, though they do rcveal the location of
e

avern buildings and a part of the property linc at this

point--an gnmcnt which had provented the complction of the

ditch and outor glacis hocro,

“2

=~
-_— o The Poussin Plen shows what a2ppecrs to be masonry construc-
Q\& tion (probubly brick), a narrow band‘cxt¢nding ~cross thc

egntirc Point and having severel cngleos, probably conforming

/’/,,«’/;o the lognl lot lines. The Plan of 1£29 also shows the
charcectur of the Gate (probrbly of stonc), having a ccntral

13.x,a4. Thompson to C, Gratiot, Nove 10, 1836, Na, EG77,
OCE, Lottcrs Received, T2766,

14.Thompson to /F. A. Smith/, March 2, 1840, N4, RG77,
1 OCE, Lctters Received, S1028,
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opening (probably for vohiclis) and a’smallcr opcning (pro=-
bebly for pcdestrians) on either side, and adjacent to the
wall northeast of the Gate, various unideontificd military
buildings (identifiablc from‘documonts and plan of 1834 cited

above), In tho immediate vicinity, (then privato proporty

and not shown on thc Plan of 1819) worc the Tavern buildings,
To furthcr complicate the history of the development of,

and changes in, this arca, cecrtain other buildings had subse-

quently been built (and later demolished), which arc rcforred

to bolow--one imposcd dircetly upon the site of the rofilled

i,

ccllar of thce demolished Tavern,

The 1dentification and study of at lecast a portion of

the sites of this Boundary Wall and Gatec, and the adjEcont

¢ Tavern buildings by c xcavation was sclocted in the buliof that

‘EE§S work would providc genereal oricntation _on thc cntire site
and, it was hoped, additional pointswof refcecrence for futurc
Investigations outsidc the Star Fdrt; Little more than
sampling opcerations could be accomplished in the limited time
avallable for this unit,

This cxcavation unit was begun with an ¢ Xploratory trench
e

threo foct in width, TXTCRding dutward (norfaward) from the
point of the bastion ncarcst the Boundary Wall sought, on a

linc thnt was 2an extension of the west fnce of thc bastion,

(This point shows as "Corncr #8," and the trench as #9, a part
of XU I, on the plan, "Location ofﬁhrchoological“ﬁfggInéE:h
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July 24, 1958, accompanying this rcport,) The trench was

TR ety

oricnted in this dircction in ordcr to cross thc alignment

of thc original Boundary Wall at a point that could latcr be

viw P A S

dircetly measured from and refeorred to the ramparts of the

Star Fort--prosumcbly fixed points of rcforcnee unchanged

|

since ~bout 1794, At a distance of approximntely 75 fcet

from the corner of the bastion, along the cxploratory trench,

b e ———
tho footing of the Boundary Wall sought was cncountercd, at
e __/

this point the first trench (#9) was discontinucd, and a new
trcnch (#10) bogﬁn, conforming to the alignment of the foot-
ing ~and somewhat wider, sufficicnt to prOsqﬂﬁgshfziiffz,f/f’///
complctelys —

The cxcavation of the initiel trench (#9) of this unit

was carricd down to undisturbcd solil throughout, and outward

for a distance of 75 fect, ~s mentionoed, beforc cncountering
structural rcmains(tho footings sought); thc dcposits out

were themselves of Interest, howcvery in domonstrating that

grades, in both thc ditch and on the surrounding slopcs (or
glceis) had been matericlly reised at rocent poriods--rrobobly
by thc U. S. Corps of Enginccrs in 1929-30.

The ditch at this point was found to have been filled
with railwey or industrial cindcrs to an averagec dupth boclow
the proscent grade of 2 feet 6 inches. These cinders had been
well compacted (porhaps artificially), probably to improve
the drainage of tho ditch and to c¢liminatc standing watcr and

thus improve thc appecarance of the ditch as wcll as to climi-

|
|
|
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nato scasonal inscct infestrntion. The cindcrs were almost
sterile of object matcrials oxcopt near the point of the'
bastlion, where very rccent dobris was cncountercd (F.S. #1).
Noccssary ropointiné and carc of the brick masonry of tho
ramparts in recont yocars, such as work performed during the
WePeds poriod, when it is s2id to have been exposcd as far
as ﬁhc footing, oxplain the occurrcnce of thesc modern objeccts
hore. In the excavation of the trench crossing the ditch,
and in tho cinder deposit, the basc of two deeayed timbors
(probably pinc or sprucoe) werc also cncountercd--probably
rcmnants of powor or telephone poles in usc about 1918,
(Similar rcmeins are said to have been found in rocont yonrs
c¢lscwhere at the mopument, in excavations for othcr purposcs,)
Beyond the ditch (northward), as the cxploratory trench
crosscd the ad jacent slopc, it soon beceame clear that surface
grades (sloping gently downward and outwnrd from a crest next
to tho ditch) here also had becen materially raised, probably
also cbout 1929-30, The ovidence for this was primarily the
character of the carth fill, which like the previous scection

containcd soll forelgn in origin and mcchanicnlly rcdeposited

- (as with a motor patrol or bladec), and with plentiful rccont

ob joet-matorials, somo of them clearly forcign in origin to
tho military rescrvation. Thus among the fragments found

were random sherds from many diffcrent carthenwarc vesscls,
some unglazed (i,c., broken and discarded bufore finishing),

together with pottory and glass slag--objocts probably from
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o pottery and glass works clscowhero ié Baltimorc, and obtnined
with other random £ill in 1929-30,

This late fill forming thc prescnt surfacc grades also
containecd . large quantitics of miscecllancous fregmentary builde
ing dcbris, having a definite lensing or horizontel structurc
as if the fill hnd been mechanicslly levelod--bits of broken
common bricks of modern sizes, of ccment mortar, of hollow
building tilo (known to have boen uscd in grort quantitics in
the hospital buildings of 1518) and the like, much of which
was clcarly rofcecrable to the period of World War I.

The work of 1929-30 accomplished in this arca is reforred
t o in a "Grading and Sccding Contract" completcd Decembor
10, 1929.1° In nddition to other work, including filling ond
g rading of ccrtain arcnas shown on contract plans (not now
cvalleble), the contrrct provided for "the building of a
muskctry cmbankment arcund the North side of the Star Fort
onclosurc walls," togother with grading, harrowing, =nd
sccding of 21.3 acrecs, as shown on contract plans,

This rcference is clearly to thce rcconstruction of the
slopc or glaeis beyond the ditch in this scetor (originally

intcended lcess for muskctry cover than to provide slopcs that

15:¢citcd in n Report of tho Corps of Engincers, Scpt,.
13, 1230; Fort McHonry National Monumcnt and Historic Shrinec,
Superintendent's Files,
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would cxposc any attacking forcc to cinnon firc from the fort).,

‘

It docs not appecar to have beon rcalized during thc¢ rccon=-
struction and lendscnping of 1929-30 that the outcr slopcs
beyond the diteh at‘this point were probably never raised to
full intended height, perhaps beeausc of tho private propoerty
infringing upon this sector until about 1837; thc materials
added in 1929-30 had, howcver, apparcntly beun shaped and

S STRAR e s st S A M 14

sloped with carc, to conform to othor parts of th¢ surviving

o o R

N

original slopes boyond the Star Fort,.
The scetion of footing of the early wall r cforred to,
cncountered at a distance of approximately 75 fcct from the
bastion, was oricntcd approximately northwest=--southeast,
opproximately as shown on the Plan of 1819 for onc scction
of tho wall 1n qucstion. The footing was approximately 2
foet 6 inches in width and of shallow thickncss (approximately .
6 inches, though thia-variod materially, as did the width),
the remains being moat ipregular on upper surfaccs as weoll
as at olther margine The matrix of the footing remaining
appcarcd in this scetion to have been pourcd sandy limo mortar,
now much decnyed, into which fragmcnts of brokcn bricks had
boen carclcssly presscd or tossed at rendom, the whole crudely
constructed, to scrve as tho footing for a brick wall form-
crly rcsting upon it,
at no polnt along the parts of the alignment of this
footing opencd (subsequently extended, as shown on the accome

panying plan) worc rcmains found of brick masonry in rogular
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coursos, rcsting upon the footing, or smooth upper surfeoees
to reccive masonry, and the cntire wall previocusly in usc here
must upon its demolition (about 1837) havo been completcly
rcmoved, perlaps with perts'of the footing also, sincc it
proscrved no level upper surfaccs. Subscqucntly, the ground
surfrco ncar the sitc of the wall appcars to have boen again
smoothcd, and rcmaining parts of the fcoting rccovercd, for
an irrcgular humus linc had boen rccstablished, which wrs
found on profilcs to cross the burlcd rcmains of the disuscd
footing, approximatcly 18 inches bolow the prescent grade
(this grade, a s noted, apparently cstablished about 1929-30.)
The obliteration of the sitc of thc Boundary Wall hod probably
occurrcd, as mcntioncd, cbout the yoar 1837, wh¢ﬁ the rcscr-
vetion boundary itsclf was rcmoved to its prcsent alignment,
Tho oricntation and charncter of a portion of tho clign-
ment of the rubble footing marking the course of the former
Boundary Wall having bcon learnt, an attumpt was made to
dotcrmine the cxtent of the scetion by intorruptod cxenvetions,
in linc with that alrcady opencd (as shown on tho accorpanys
ing plan). It was hoped that anglcs in the alignment (corre=
sponding to corncrs of the original wall) could be loczted
for rofcrence and comparison with nlans such o8 that of 1819,
This attcmpt was, however, unsuccessful; odditional lengths
of thc footing werc cxposcd, northwcst and southcnst of that

prceviously cxposed, but thesc scetions oventunlly disnppearcd
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and wcre lost without having revenled changes of dircetion,
in angles or at corncrs. Toward the northwest in this trench
(#10), it is probablc that the original footing may have boen
destroyed by the grading and landscaping opcrations of 1929-30,
Toward the southcast, in the same excavation trench (#10),
a differcnt devclopment had taken placo, Bencath the modern
£ill of 1929-30 tho rcmains of the rubble footing of the early
wall could be treecd for a short distonec, whon thoy were
found to have been interrupted (and probably dcstroyéd) by
the construction in 1918 of a two-story hospital building,
rcmains of which werc encountercd in massive footings of
pourcd concrcte aggregate, stillrock-like in hardncss, and
which it had been impractical in tho carly 1920's to rcmove,
upon tho demolition of the hospital building.l6
Onc uncxpceted structurc was cncountered inexposing
scetions of the rubble footing of the onrly Boundary Wall,
This was & stone platform located immediantoly adjaéunt to
the southwest side of the footing and in contact with 1it.
(Shown on accompanylng plan and Plates II, III). This plat-
form, npproximatcly lcvel and sub-rcctangular in.plen,

mcosurcs approximately 8 fect northecast - southwost (i.0., at

18eThis building, an Officers' Quartcrs, No., 54, is shown
on a plan, "Gencral Hospital No., 2-=Fort McHonry--Topographical
Map," ca. 1918, with manuscript rcvisions to Doccember 20, 1926;
Fort McHenry National Monument and Historie Shrine, Supcrine-
tendent's Files, #P6 - Fl, The building is described as 25
by 157 fecct, and 1s shown by symbol as having becon built of e
tilo,.
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right anglcs to the coursc of the footing) and approximatcly
10 foct northwest - southcast (pnrallcl with the footing).
Tho platform is formed of large, roughly rectangular slabs,
nine in number, carc¢fully drosscd at their margins and dry-
laid in rcgular arrangcment; tho greatcst length of any of
these larger slaps 1s approximately 4 fcecet 2 inches, the
groatecst width 2 feot 10 inchoss Onc of the large slabs had
at somc time in thc past beun removed, and the opcning thus
left permitted moasurcment of the thickness of 2djacent
slcbs; the thickost is approximately 5 inches, Outlining
these larger slabs is a border of smallor stoncs, of mot-
crial, coch also subercctongulor but somewhat less carcefully
shaped, but the border is lcss pecrfect than it once was be-
cause of the recmoval and displacecment of some of the individuzl
stoncs.,

No reference to such o stonc platform has yct becn found
in documents known, énd no convinéiﬁé cxplanation of the origi-
nal purpose or usc of this structure can yet bec offcrcd., No
wenr or damnge on the upper surface of thestones is now obscr=-
vable, which might afford 2 cluo to originnl usc, nor were
rcviecling artifocts or debris found in immedintc “ssociction
with it, with thc possible cxception of broken f ragments of
common rcd brick and brick dust, probably dcrived from demoli=-
tion of tho adjaccnt Boundary Wall, The platform 1s smcll-

porhops too small to have scrved as a base for a bulldinge.
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It is, however, worthy of mention that the plaftorm is inside
f the origlnal wall alignment, on thé area of the early reser=-
ﬂ vation, and there is therefore no doubt that it 1s of military
rather than civilian origin,®'and presumably had some unrecognized
military use. It is presumably early in date, since it is in
alignment with the Wall, probably demclished about 1837.
| Three objects found in this portiorn of the e xcavations
i are of special interest in themselves, though they are too
few to throw any clear lirht on the gtructural remains near
which they were found; they may indeed have been accidentally
deposited there at a relatively late period and by accident.
They are a one-cent U.S. coin dated 1803 (F.S, #6), a dle-
stamped brass uniform button, bearing the seal and motto of
the State of New York (F.S. #5), and a cast brass belt buckle
lettered "N.Y." (FeSe #7)s A coin of 1803 such as this, in

common currency, may have been deposited here as much as a

half century after its date of issue, and is therfore of
little aid, The button and buckle, on the other hand, appear
to be of the general period of the Civil War, at which time
New York volunteer regiments are believed to have served at
Fort McHenry.

The remains of the rubble footing found, and believed
to be that of a section of the Boundary Wall, have an align-
| ment compard le to that of a section of this wall as shown on
| } the Poussin Plan of 1819; the section found extends for a dis-

tance of at least 100 feet (no more having been found) whereas
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the Plan referred to shows the equivalent section as some thing
over 150 feet., Since the ends of this section are apparently
lost, and were not found on excavation, trial trenches were
made (#11, #12) crossing and ‘following the alignment of the
concrete footing of the hospital building of 1918, in an
attempt to locate other gections of the olderp footing, com-
parable with scctions of the wall shown on the Plan of 1819,
No additional sections of early wall or related footing were,
however, found,

The remains of the foundation of the Officers! Quarters
of 1918 are not of special interest here, and no special
attentlon was given them ine xcavation, with the exception

) of exposing and recording the location of one corner (that

to the northeast), for future reference, Toward this corner,

it was observed that the upper surfaces of the surviving

concrete footing had been roughly broken away (perhaps by

use of a bulldozer), probably to briﬂé the upper surface,

originally horizontel, below the level of the new and gently-
sloping grade established in 1929-30,
The excavations of 1958 here were known to be aprroach=

———

1ng the general site of the Tavern buildings inexistence at
f least from 1803 to ca, 1837 Near the exposed corner of the

! concrete footing of the hospital building of 1918 mentioned
? 1t was obscrved that the recent footing rested not upon
’ ) undisturbed subsoil, as elscwhere, but upon unconsolidated

fill of an earlier period, containing construction debris
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{(broken common red brick wish lime mortar) and object mater-
ials clearly of a period préceding 1918, Near this corner,
thersfore, an extension was madec at right angles to the trench

(#12), This excavation soon revoaled the fact that tnis was

: "Sa filled ¢ of early date, probably that of the
' larger of thg two Tavern buildings known from early plans,

Within the section of this cellar opencd (a section

measuring only approximatcely 10 by 20 feet), fill encountered
wes densely-packed construction debris--common rcd brick and
brick fragments,with ample lime mortar, plaster froegments
(some with painted surfaces), and the like, togecther with
abundant heousehold and kitchen debris (F.S. #8), probably

r¢fuse added upon the rcfilling of tae disused ccllar, In
—

addition to the construction matcrials probably from the demo=-

| ~——

iition of the Tavern (about 1837) thcre were also in the
ecllar scetion opened a large number of carefully cut and

o

dresscd stoncs, and a few coping and paving bricks, probably

derived not from the demolished Tavern itself'bgg_from the -
— e T o ————
adjacent Gate and Boundary Wall, which had also bcen demolished
R " B mER g -
about the samc time. (Plate VIII), All measurable orf re-

_usablc brick from fhis excavation (approximately 500), the
coping and paving brick, and the cut and dressed stone were
stockplled within the Civil War Powder Magazine for future
referénce. Among the lot are a few marked bricks (F.3. #8);
those are fire-resistant bricks (some of which have been

scorched in use), bearing thc nams of one "Berry," an carly
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brick manufacturer of Baltimore. It is believed thzat these

specimens of special brick had becn in usc prior to 1837,

e adnre -
pr Iy 1 ; about the Tavern,

Unexpected among the construction and household dcbris

encountercd in the refilled cellar was a frasment of bomb
shell, comparable to specimens of the period of the War of
1812 (F. S. #9)e. Even if it could be shown that this were
a specimen surviving from the attack upon Fort McHenry in
1814, it would not be necessary to suppose that thefragment
was found in placc; it seems much more probable that it was
deposited here with other refuse collected from the surface
of the ground, whcre it had originally come to rest on
exploding,

The complete cxcavation ecven of the small scction of

— -
e ¢ refilled Tavern cellar opened was not possible because

of abundant ground-water, and the fact that the original
B ALY AN ¥

cellar floor lay below the present water-table, By pumping
or_lay be i Waterntible

the e xcavation frequently, it was however sccn that the floor

D

. surface_was not masonry, but the native clay, It was not
‘L-——_--\

possible todetermine the original height of the cellar nbova
this floor because of the extensive alterations in the pre=-
sent surfacc grades in 1929-30 and the d eposit of ncw £ill
and tovsoil upon the site of the ruined earlier structurec;

1t must however be supposed that such a cellar would have
e e S O e e ™ S —————

T B o e e

had & height of 5 or 6 fect,

—— s
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The single scction of ccllar-wall rcmnant obsecrved,

visib he cxcavatlion for a _length of at least 20 f;g%

w """""
but surviving in place to a hcight of no more than 2 foet at

any point, in the c¢xposcd scction, was found to bo a darke

——

coloracd igncous rock, used in slabs and random irregular

et = e — —

shapes, hot dressed or coufggajﬁbut with flat surfaccs to-
ward the inncr surfacc of the wall; it appeared to have becen
sparingly laid in lime mortar, much of which may have bcen
leachod away ovcr the passago of time by pcrcolating ground
watcr, The well appcared to be approximately 18 inches in

_.._______________.ﬂ""—'——-——'—"——-—...,—...-/
thickness, Unfortunately, it was not possible in the time

available to locate a corner of the cellar wall, for future

rofercnce, That to the wcst end of the cxposed sodtion ~was

wburied_h*yond sight somewhere boneath the concrcete footing

of 1818, it it had not becon complcectely removed at that late

date. That to tho cast lay beyond the point at which cxecava-
"'--._..____.-——-i""'—_——_ 3 T -
tion had to be terminated. ?
Tho size of the larger of the two Tavern bulldinﬁsl as

shown on the Plan of 1805, is approximatcly 5 by 9 toiscs
s : —
(i.c,, approximatcly 30 by 54 fect, if the toise is taken as

—_—
,ELEEEEAEEE_waS frqguently tho casc)s The location of the

larger structure of the two, on the Plan of 1803, appears to

be approximately that of the filled ccllar encountured, and
D

thoere can bo littlc roasonzble doubt that this is the site of

(2ig of the two Tavirn bulldinfby probably the larger.
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Several roblcms ari°g_;n connnction with the study of

the sitc of the Tavern--problems not yet answbrable on thn

; basis of tho limited cxcavauions. ihcre iu, fwrst no con=
l R e ——————— e — P —— S S
;

i
it

clusivo proof (1acking information on the cumplcte dlmun51ons
of the cellar encountercd for comparison with documentary
e e —— — =y s

information on theo location, size, and constractlon of the
| e

Tavern buildingﬁ) that the cellur 1ay dircctly bencath, rathar
; than in the immodiate vicinity of the squrstructure of the

s S ———_.._._______—_____,._.-‘ —
Tavern, though the walls, found in ruinous condltlon, would

originally have bcun wholly adecquete to carry a two=-story brick

-——-ﬁ; _T
building, which the Tavern property is said to have includecd,
e

N
il Another mattcr not yet determinable is the precisc loca-

ilon of the Tavern buildings with respect to the numbered
L e S

clty lots referred to in 1795; the significance of this
problom 1s clcar when 1t is rccalled that the boundary stone
referred to in the Furnival decd of July 20, 1795, lay at

Lot 73. 1If it were possible to demozstrato, by comprehensiVﬂ
\-...—-—-—-——"-"""—__ -
archeological excavation and study of pertinent leghl documents

thEE‘EIEEE, which lot the Tavcrn buildings once occggigg 1t

might then bo possiblo to rclocate tho original boandary stone,

an objcct of primary legal and historical interest,

Finally, no data have yot been found from which the date

of construction of the Tavern buildings can be detcrmined,

17°Newspapur advertisement /no date/, accompanying
Thompson to /Gratiot/, Dec. 24, 1835; NA, RG77, OCE, Lotteors
Received, TZ2573,
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It has beon suggusted abovo that thcéo bu*ldings were probably
St

in c¢xistence prior to 1794, whcn tho constﬂuction of Fort

‘hﬂygggggx_gggE&ELEEE_Eogun, and porhapseavun during tho Colonial
e ey - o S ————

__puriodse No hints were obtained in the limited excavations

 beering on this matter; the writcr's improssion from a study

of tho structural rcmains, including bricks, found in the

- ———

(”";> cellar fill, es well as of other specimons there recoverecd,
is that thesc pertain to late 18th or carly 19th century, and

— sy
it is probable that none pcrtain to a period subsequent tb

U — D

c8,1837, when the building was probably demolished., Complete

cxcavation of the site of the Tavern buildings, together
with architectural rescarch on thom offcrs hope of answering

| thcse and othor problems suggested by this interesting group.,
Furtherresearch seccms desirable also in vicw of the possi-
bility of reconstruction offercd herc, beyond the Star Fort,
of buildings standing in 1814, but of non-military origln,
Complcte cxcavation of the adjacoﬁt Gute arca and s earch for
additional scctions of the Boundary Wall of which it was a
part is also desirable, sinecc they may also have been a

part of the historic sctting of 1814,




IV, Conclusion

The general accomplishments of the archeological oxplorae
tions of 1958 may now be stated, It should be reiterated that
these excavations were neceséarily limited in scope, and must
be regarded as no more than initial efforts, to be followed by
more extensiveexcavations when further w ork of the kind is pos=
sible. (Specific recommendations for further work are presented
In another section,)

Despite the limited--and in some instances relatively
uninformative-~character of the work of 1958, these excavations
have again demonstrated the applicability of the archeological

approach to historic sites, including those of such relative
recency as the 18th and 19th Century, specifically by excava=
tions at carefully chosen areas=-in this instance, areas of a
large site, from which it might perhaps be thought that little
of importance could atthis late date be learnt by such methods,
Visitors to these excavations frequenély expressed surprise,

on seeing theexcavations, at realizing that anything remained,
gtructural or artifactual, to be learnt from excavation, No
site of human occupation and use 1s, however, completely devoid
of all remains, hidden away from sight--noteven a well-policed
military site after long use, (A current-parallel e xample 1is

the work at Custer Battlefield National Monument, Montana;
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after three quarters of a century of exhaustive research on
t'he battle, and, probably, continuous souvenir-collecting
from 1t, fresh data have been added through archeological
work during the month of July; 1988, the first of its kind
at that site). Only those unfamiliar with archeological
investigation are likely to be surprised by results sometimes
achieved vy excavations, .

As suggested elsowhere, the present explorations=--the
preliminary sampling of a relatively vast site, having a
complicated physical history--clearly indicate, furthermore,
the desirability of additional similar excavations and related
documentary investigations on a more intensive basis, in the
near future and with reconstruction or restoration in mind,
Further knowledge of buildings and structures of Fort McHenry
as they were in 1814 will certainly be forthcom'ng with further
work, and the site itself merits the best possible care and
study--historical, architectupral, énd-archeological--in view
of the unique historical events associated with it, aswell
as of its own intrinsic interest, qXﬁj

The more immediate results of the archeological work
thus far accomplished may berestated as follows. Of most
gencral interest, perhaps, 1s the verification of the site of
a flagstaff of 1803 (and perhaps previous as well as later
use), from which timber pemains were recovered that shed light

on the actual design and construction of an c arly staff--in
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a location different from the steel pole now in use and pre=-

sented to the public as the location of 1814, The timber

R s

remains themselves are noteworthy additions to objects availa-

ble fore xhibit from Fort MbHenry itself, and have a intrinsic
iInterest as specimens of older woodworking, of undoubted
association with the fort and used at an e arly date, whether
or not remains specifically in use in the¢ year 1814,

The area of the Powder Magazine of the Star Fort, upon
excgvation, produced new data on the historical development
of this s omewhat complicated structure, particularly import-
a1t to the architectural research on the building; these data
would not have been avallable apart from careful exposure of
parts of the immediateexterior and interior, below grade and
floor., Similar additions, of lesser note, were made to know-
ledge of Buildings D and E, and the Sally Port of the Star
Fort, where more limited excavations suffice for the present,

Further knowledge of the course of the original Boundary
O b i B i M

Wall and Gate (probebly in ¢ xistence in 1819)_and of the

B e S i 5
ad jacent Tavern=--all probably demolished in theextensive
—— e ——— e ——— i ———

—— e e—— - —

EEEE§EE_TE§E’EE'EEE_quEjiESEEFlggzifwere also added by excava-
tion, and thefact was clearly eétablishad that (as anticipated)
despite demolition evidence of these structures had not been
completely oblitecrated. Indeed, with respect to the Gate,
although 1t may have been completely recmoved, the recovery

of many of the individual drcssed-stone members (and the pro-

bability that others still rcmain in the fill of the Tavern
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cellar, where they were disposcd of) o¢ffers the interesting

possibility that the complete Gate could be reconstructed in

drawings, stone by stone--much as 0ld World temples have some=
times been reconstructed-=-or & ven re-crected,

4 The Tavern site itself merits special attention'élso--

.even ﬁﬁgtgh originally a privatc dwelling and objectigngTE“mk.

to the military command at Fort McHenry--inasmach as the con-

struction of this building may antedate thﬁt of Fort McHenry

itsclf, and sincc the Tavern like the fort survived the bom-

bardment of 1814, though it is not known to have played any
I'| vf'—‘a___ﬁ.l._-..*___,-f——-—"'\—"* —
part in the defcnse,

i

" S

The investigation of the a rea of the grcat Lower and
Upper Water Batterics, of special importance during the de=-
fense of the fort in September, 1814, while producing no
elear ovidence of the batteries themsclves in physical remains,
contributed to knowledge as well. In the first place, 1t
was essontial that special attention be given this arca, with
fut.ure development in mind and the matter of planning for
reconstruction of these historic structures of special intorest,
Any reconstruction of now-missing essential parts of Fort
McHenry as it appeared in 1814 would require early decision
on the matter of these batturies, Fortunately for history,

remarkably deteiled knowledge of the gencral appearance and

charscter of these structures is preserved in various documents
MW —

and plans--notably on the Poussin Plan of 1819 which, romark-
M

ably enough, provides two rofile sections through these bat=
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teries (as wcll as'two other profiles fhrough the moat surround=
ing the Star Fort), together with plans, on scales a dequate
to reveal much dectail, .

Excavation revealed that the sites and a reas of these
batteries had been extensively damaged at various times since
1814 by successive construction and demolition work, and 1t

is probable that primary dependence, for reconstruction pur-

poses, must ultimately rest upon the documentary sources rather
— e e e e — e ———————— e — e — it e

—

than upon any buried surviving physical remains. Indeed,
e S S e ——— e

though further search has been recommended elsewhere 1ln this

i

report for such physical remains, it is not probable that

ma jor additions to knowledge of these batteries are likely

at this late date to be derived from further e xploratory
excavations. Yet this opinion could not itself have had any
authority until explorations were made in search of physical
remains., In this sense, therefore, the e xplorations have
contributed to planning future d evelopment at the monument,
since they clarify_somewhat the problem of source data for
any reconstruction, and provide additional orientation to

the problem., Finally, the explorations completed suggest

the desirability of further research of the kind on this part
of the present monument, since physical remains may actually
survive in this large area though sampling excavations failed
to reveal them,

Certain observations concerning natural and artifical
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changes in the topography of the :area éince 1814 have been
made in an appendix (A)--observations suggested in part by
the éxcavations, in part by cgrtain historic documents, Some
of these observations are more positive as a result of the
excavations than they might otherwise have been, and the arc-
heological work has thug contributed in a small way also to
overall planning for r estoration of the historic scene at
Fort McHenry,

Finally, as a part of the archeological work, a limited
collection of documented field Specimens of ceptain associla=
tion and provenience is now available for study andeaxhibif,
illustrating various aspects of the history of Fort McHenry,
notably the nature of e veryday 1ife at the post at different
times in the past, Among these, the Strictly military speci-
mens are of special interest and exhibit usefulness, and there
are at least two (the bomb fragments) that may originally have
been deposited (if later redeposited) during the d efense of
the fort on September 13 ang 14, 1814. Such excavated speci=-
mens have a relatively high historical value for any museum
program as well as for study Pupposes since they are not mere
typical historic cbjects, drawn from othepr times or places,
or merely said to have been used at the post, but actual
used objects from it, In this regard, the two timbers from
the site of the flagstaff of 1803 also take a high place,

since they may be parts of the bracing for the staff that
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carried the Stars and Stripes secn by Franeis Scott Key, and
thus directly associated with writing of the national anthem,

»
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IV

Exterior Buildings,
1814

The exterior scene at Fort lMcHenry in 1814 was completed
by several buildings. Unfortunately, it is almost impossible
to give other than general information regarding most of those
structures.

The Poussin plan of 1819 shows a number of buildings
S e i e iy i

outside the fort, and of them we can only be positive that
the hospital stood in September, 1814 (see figure 14, p.57).1
In 1811 an old house at or near the fort was used as the
hhgfgipal; and perhaps the hospital was moved to an end of a
stable in the same year.? In july, 1813, it was recommended

that a hospital be built for the post, which led to an order

“An 1834 plan of Fort licHenry (Fort lcHenry, Drawn in
obedience to a circular...November 13, 1834, by Lt. Thos. S.
Lee, 0.C.E.--hereafter cited as the Lee Plan) names and locates
this hospital. Since the location and measurements of this
building arc generally similar on the oreceding and Poussin
plans, the hospital's location on the latter plan was estab-
lished, The purpose of the enclosed area on the Poussin plan
is unknown.

2
Colonel J,B. Walbach to the Secretary of War, June 19,
18%1, Selected documents of letters received, 1807-1812,
0.5.We

o6
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There is no available material that shows that the
buildings marked W, X, Y, and Z in figure 14 were standing
during the bombardment, Building W was probably the building
referred to in 1831 as a boat house, in which horses were
kept.zg It was evidently torn dowm subsequently and a new
stable was erected there,SO Nothing is known about building
X; building Y was probably erected as a laboratory in 1816.31
Building Z is noted as being a bake house in Lee's 1834 map,
‘but there is nothing to indicate its date of construction or
its possible use in September, 1814.

) [ - J,ngs C;J;g_gd_iﬁng‘ in 1814 that we
know about. 4 brick \tavern/and a frame @puseifjood just a

e
short distance north of the f;rt\IA atd B,\ngure 16, p.58).

These buildings had been there since at least 1797, if not

9. . . .

: Major 1li.}. Payne to General T.S. Jesup, April 20,
1831, and Captain J.W. Ripley to General T.S. Jesup, May 11,
1831, Con. Corres. File, Q.i1.G.

3O'Payne to Jesup, January 9, 1832, ibid.; and Poussin

Plan,

31'Lt. Colonel G. armistead to Lt. Baden, December 12,
1816, Selected Letters Received, 1801-1820, 0.C.A. A4 labora-
tory might have been erected at Fort McHenry in 1812; and
there was apparently one there in 1814, but where it was is
unknovn ([Inspector's Office] to Capt. L. Beall, June 10 and
15, 1812, Selected pages from Letters sent, 1809-1816, 0.S.W,;
and Armistead to Col. Viadswoth, July 15 and 28, and August 4,
1808, Selected Letters Received, 1801-1820, 0.C.A.).
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earlier,32 They were the property of FPhilip Swartzauer, who
died in 1811 and left that property, including about five and

a half acres of ground, to his wife.33 As can be seen from

o ———

figure 18, the ground and buildings intruded seriously upon

e ————

_the defenses at the fort. Because of this and the detriment

of having(éiéf?ﬁkingmiiggﬁ s0 available to the garrison, many
suggestions were made between 1817 and 1833 that that property
be purchsed.34 1In the latter part of 1833 the buildings were
leased for two years; and in October, 1835, the lease was
extended, with the rent of the structures to be continued until

they were 501d,3° Finally, on September 12, 1836, the Swartzauer

e e ——————————

32‘Register of Warrants, January 24, 1800, 1800 to 1802,
aAccountant's Office, G,4.0. This lists a sum due Philip
"Shwartzhouer," the ovmer of the tavern, for a room rented to
J. Foncin, an engifieer at the fort, for LiVE MONLhS, =

/ 33 ..
V/r ~Will of Philip Swartzauer, November 1, 1811, Con.
Corres. File, Q.M.G., '

34"Lt. Cole G. Armistead to Gen. J.G. Swift, December
31, 1817, and Col. J. Hindman to Col. G. armistead, March 17,
1819, Selected Correspondence Kelating to Fort ticHenry, lary-
land, 1811-1837, 0.C.E.; and Col. J.B. Walbach to ilaj. Gen.
T.S. Jesup, May 7, 1833, Con. Corres., File, Q.M.G.

35'Lt. S. B. Dusenbery to Gen. Thos. S. Jesup, October

30, 1833, and Capnt. Geo. Peter to Lt. K. Archer, October 15,
1835, Con. Corres. File, Q.M.G.
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property was purchased for $12,001 and by 1844,) apparently,
the buildings had been torn dovm,36

(wv,g\) y l Building A on figure 16, page 66, was a two storz brick
 building. By 1836, the time of its sale, it had evidently

been added to, since it was fifty feet wide and 150 feet deep.S7

i e ——

There was a hall in the structure, with tﬁ?“ﬁﬁ@mﬁwgﬁmgééh
floor in the front.38 in extensive back building had a kitchen
on the first floor and several rooms on the second.3® The

—T N \
i ( frgmez building across from the Tavern, was twenty-five feet

. wide and fifty feet deep in 1836.20 It was of two stories,

f e & Wi IR LB .

| with two rooms on each floor and an attached kitchen,4l
Nothing is known about the appointments or furnishings of

‘these buildings,

6.

Capt. H.A. Thompson to Gen. Gratiot, September 12,
1836, Letters Received, 0.C.E.; and Lt. G.T. Beauregard to
Col. J.G. Totten, December 17, 1814, Letters Received, 1838-
1866, 0.C.E.
37'From an advertisement for the sale of the Swartzauer
vroperty enclosed in a letter of Lt. H.A. Thompson to (Gen.
Gratiot], December 24, 1835, Letters Received, 0.C.E. o

~— 38— — wJ
Ibid.; and iiaj. T. Cross to Gen. T. S. Jesup, June
27’ 1833 (] COH. COI’I"GS [ File 9 ch{- G’.

B

39'Advertisement, Thompson to [Gratiot], December 24,

/1835, Letters Received, O.C.E.: and ibid.
40,.. .
id.

HleCross to Jesup, June 27, 1833, Con. Corres. File,
Q.I.G.

‘-,:.;.A,._. ‘,g-""_ 1
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Through archeological investigation, what was probably
a portion of the cellar of the tavern was discovered.4? The
cellar wall was of rock, about eighteon inohee wide.d3

It is clear that our knowledge of the exterior buildings
in 1814 is very general, bxcept for the hospital, we can only
deduct that an outside wooden barrack, three small magazines
for the exterior batteries, and a gun shed and an ordnance
storehouse stood during the bombardment. Details concerning
appointments, furnishings, and interior arrangements are almost

non-existent,

_There was a wharf at Fort McHenry.44 Since there is

nothing to indicate itsrdigappearance before the bombardment,
Wwe can assume a wharf stood in September, 1814, Its exact
location is not known, although it probably was just beyond
building W in figure 14, where a wharf is shown on the Poussin

map.

a2 42 . g 3
*G, Hubert Smith, Archeological Explorations at Fort

7~
(i-_“_jfiﬁiiiZ;_}gsa, History File, Fort licHenry N.H, and H.S.
*Ibid,

‘Samuel L. Dyson to Vim. Linnard, June 6, 1802, Con,
Corres, File, Q.M.G.; and Bill for Hands' Time at Fort McHenry,
April 3 to 24, 1813, no. 675, Box 21, B.C.a,
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e May 18, 1966
Memorandum
t To: Superintendent, Fort McHenry N.M,
From: Regional Archeologist

Subject: Transmittal of Archeological Report on Grounds Development

Herewith transmitted ig g rough draft of the above subject report.
It has not been possible to finish this report at this time. I am

leaving today (May 18) for three weeks Annual Leave. I shall return
June Gth.

' However, it is thought advisable to send a draft to the Area while
the Architect's services are available there.

John L. Cotter
Regicnal Archeolegist

In duplicate
Attachments: Narrative with 4 Plans
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