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1. Introduction

1.1 Overview of the Site

The Thomas Stone National Historic Site, known since the 1600’s as
Haberdeventure, is a 322-acre property located in Charles County,
Maryland. Formerly a working farm, the site has been owned and
administered by the United States Government since 1982. It was opened
to the public in 1992. Today the site serves to enhance local heritage
tourism in conjunction with eleven other historic sites in the area which
are open to the public.

The Southern Maryland region where Charles County is located is an area
with historic roots dating from the mid-seventeenth century. The region
was settled slowly, with agricultural production being the prominent
lifestyle. The area continues to be primarily agricultural today, and
although within commuting distance of Washington, D.C., it has retained
much of its rural character.

Although this region developed as a plantation economy, the landscape
development of the Thomas Stone National Historic Site finds its
significance in the middle-class traditions of country seats and farming
rather than as an upper-class plantation. As such, the site provides an
opportunity to interpret the development of farming practices from the
late-eighteenth century through the mid-twentieth century. Intertwined
with the prominent farming themes at Haberdeventure' can be found the
themes of slavery practices, tenant farming, and the passing of land
through 166 years of Stone family ownership. The site also exhibits
layered remnants of both designed and vernacular landscape features from
its various periods of occupation, all of which were particular to
middle-class farming enterprises. Haberdeventure gains its social
importance primarily from its association with Thomas Stone, one of

Maryland’s four signers of the Declaration of Independence. Thomas
Stone acquired the property on December 13, 1770, and used it as his
primary residence until he moved his family to a new home in Annapolis
in 1783. Thomas Stone built the existing central portion of the house at
Haberdeventure and, until 1783, played a significant part in developing
the farm. Successive generations of Stone family descendants owned and
occupied the farm until 1936.

The detailed history of the property provided in the ensuing chapters is
organized according to the major periods of ownership of the site.
Although the property has passed through a series of twelve owners since
the original patent in 1682, four of these transactions were. prior to
Thomas Stone’s ownership. There were in fact only six periods of
ownership that had a deep and lasting effect on the physical form of the
property. These were:

® 1770 to 1787 - Thomas Stone. Thomas Stone acquired all of the
present day land called Haberdeventure by 1787. Although Haber-
deventure comprised only a portion of his total land holdings in
Charles County, Haberdeventure was his home and his country
seat. Eleven members-of an extended family lived with him and his
immediate family on the site, and continued to call Haberdeventure
home even after Thomas and his family moved to Annapolis. As

-closely as can be determined given the available information, it

was during Thomas Stone’s ownership that the formal landscape
terraces were designed to the south of the main house, and the farm
developed into a cohesive working landscape.

* 1831 to 1873 - William Briscoe Stone. The period of time between
Thomas Stone’s death and William Briscoe’s purchase of Haberde-
venture in 1831 left the property in the hands of family managers

1 The name Haberdeventure has gone through a variety of changes in spelling throughout the years. The initial patent in 1682 spelled the name “Habberdeventure” but by the time
Thomas Stone purchased the property in 1770, documents used the spelling which appears in this writing. For this reason, even though 20th century documents spell the name “Haber

de Venture,” we have used the spelling of Thomas Stone’s ownership.
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and tenant farmers. Once William
Briscoe Stone (Thomas Stone’s
nephew) bought the property, he con-
tinued to develop it as a working
farm. William Briscoe Stone was
keenly interested in farming and was
recognized during his time for imple-
menting new farming practices.

1873 to 1913 - Margaret G. Stone.
Born at Haberdeventure, Margaret
(daughter of William Briscoe Stone)
lived on the farm her entire life. She
followed in her father’s footsteps and
maintained the farm with the help of
tenants until her death.

1913 to 1936 - Michael G. Stone.
Upon inheriting the farm from his
aunt Margaret, Michael immediately
moved his family to Haberdeventure.
Along with his job as a local teacher,
he continued to farm at Haberdeven-
ture until his death in 1932. The prop-
erty was subsequently sold out of the
Stone family in 1936.

1945 to 1982 - The Vischer Period.
After some years of neglect, Haberde-
venture was bought by Peter and Ruth
Vischer for use initially as a cattle
farm and then as a horse farm. During
this period the property was inten-
sively developed and farmed. Exten-
sive ornamental gardens were
installed around the house, and sev-
eral outbuildings were added.

1982 to Present -US. Government. Af-
ter the Government obtained the prop-
erty in 1981, no further agriculture

Figure 1. 1993 Plan of Existing Features and Circulation.
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took place on the farm. During this time, ornamental plantings
around the house were removed, along with some of the twentieth-
century outbuildings.

The boundaries of Haberdeventure as they exist today contain the core
historical areas of the property. Haberdeventure maintains its significant
historical boundary along Rose Hill Road. It encompasses the majority of
the original Hansons Plains and Haberdeventure patents dating from 1682
and 1725.

Although the agricultural areas and outbuildings have suffered from years
of neglect, the broad field spaces and lanes and drives which provided the
setting for farm life remain in evidence. The farming landscape as it
developed during the past 200 years has been retained. The designed and
ornamental areas surrounding the house have been nearly lost, however,
with the removal of the Vischer-era gardens, and remnants of earlier
plantings have been obscured. The structure of the terraces, presumed to
be of the Thomas Stone period, remain largely intact.

Other site features, such as the Stone family cemetery, also survive intact,
although questions remain regarding an adjacent slave cemetery to the
east of the existing plot. Slave quarters and other possible tenant
dwellings have disappeared, as have such ancillary outbuildings as
privies, a meat house, a wash house, a dairy, and a corn crib for which
there are historical references.

Page 3

1.2 Significance of the Site

1.2.1 Project _wmoxuqo::a

The National Park Service General Management Plan (GMP), approved
in 1990 and revised in 1995, was based on the initial body of
documentation prepared for the site. This documentation included an
Historic Structures Report prepared by James T. Wollen in 1987 and an
Historic Resource Study prepared by John M. Wearmouth in 1988. These
draft reports formed the basis of the decisions for the property evident in
the General Management Plan of 1990, and the Interpretive Prospectus of
1990. However, neither of these two historic documentation reports
adequately developed the importance of the historic landscape. There is
now an opportunity to incorporate the new findings within the General
Management Plan, and relate recommendations within the GMP to the
landscape significance of the site.

The draft Historic Structures Report, by definition, did not include
significant information about the landscape, nor did it include information
on structures other than the main house. Thus, little documentation
regarding the periods and significance of the structures and remnants
existing on the site was provided in this report. Appendix 8 provides
descriptions and photographs of all of the existing outbuildings. Research
documenting the main house was also incomplete and did not relate the
house to its context in the surrounding landscape.

The draft Historic Resource Study sets a context for the site, but it
contains little information on the site itself or its actual use. The report is
divided into four sections: Property History, Land Use History,
Biographical History and Legislative History. The property history
section, while providing a cursory overview of the changes in property
boundaries, does not go into detail. The land use section, while providing
some useful background information, also does not provide the specifics
necessary to fully evaluate the landscape.

Without the benefit of a detailed landscape history, it is not surprising that
some of the decisions made in the General Management Plan and the
Interpretive Prospectus are not supported by the more recent research and
documentation of the site. The conclusions and recommendations
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presented in this Cultural Landscape Report will require a careful analysis
of these prior decisions and re-evaluation of their appropriateness to the
site.

1.2.2 Administrative Context

On November 10, 1978, Public Law 95-625 authorized the Thomas Stone
National Historic Site and directed the Secretary of the Interior to
purchase the property. The Act authorized a total of $600,000 for land
acquisition and an additional $400,000 for development of the site. The

legislation did not include any specific purpose for the site.”

However, legislative intent can be gained from the floor comments of the
Senate and the House. The Honorable Robert E. Bauman, W@Eowoim:é
from Maryland, commented on July 10, 1978 that:

“By the House’s action today we have approved acquisition and repair
of the Thomas Stone home by the National Park Service which already
has designated Habre-de-Venture as a National Historic Landmark.
This site could easily be restored to its full beauty and operated as a
working colonial residence and farm, much as is done by the National
Park Service at the birthplace of George Washington, "Wakefield" in
Westmoreland County, Virginia. v3

Additionally, the Honorable Charles Mathias, Jr., Senator from Maryland,

commented on October 12, 1978 on the floor of the Senate:

“Mr. President, on behalf of Senators Sarbanes, Humphrey, and Case,
I am pleased to see that the subcommittee has included in this bill the
Thomas Stone House, known as Habre-de-Venture, as a National
Historic M:o and has authorized its acquisition by the National Park
Service.”

Although the park was authorized as a National Historic Site in 1978, no
appreciable new development took place, and the site was not officially
opened for visitors until May of 1992. The initial step toward opening the
site was taken in September of 1987 with the preparation of a task
directive for the development of a General Management Plan. In April,
1988, a Draft Alternative Concepts Report was presented to the public.
With public input into the management alternatives, the General
Management Plan was completed and published in 1990.

The management objectives listed in the Plan are as follows:

1. To preserve and protect the resources of the Thomas Stone Na-
tional Historic Site that are essential for commemorating Thomas
Stone, a member of the Continental Congress, signer of the Declara-
tion of Independence, Maryland State Senator, and prominent lawyer.

2. To manage and protect the natural resources of the site consistent
with the need to interpret agrarian lifestyles and re-establish historic
landscapes.

3. To rehabilitate those structural and landscape elements which are
essential for interpreting Habre de Venture [sic], the home of Thomas
Stone, as well as 19th century farming practices and buildings which
lend to the history of the site.

It is important to note that in the General Management Plan, the date of
restoration of the site is targeted to 1900. For reasons that will be more
fully explained later in this report, this period may not be appropriate for
the interpretation of the landscape. The landscape was in decline in 1900,
when an elderly Margaret Stone was managing the farm with the aid of
tenant farmers. Although a considerable amount of additional
documentation for the site has been produced, relatively little

2 Thomas Stone National Historic Site, 92 Stat. 3510, Pub. L. 95-625. sec. 510.

3 Legislative History of the National Parks and Recreation Act of 1978. Congressional Record - House, p. 467.

4 Ibid., Congressional Record-Senate, p. 882.
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documentation has been found regarding the landscape of Thomas
Stone’s farm during his lifetime.

1.2.3 Project Goals

The goal of this Cultural Landscape Report is to provide a detailed
account of the changes in the landscape from Thomas Stone’s period to
the present. The required documentation has been categorized and
prioritized in the following manner:

1. Property history directly applied to the site, and mapped as closely
as possible on topographic maps, to visually track the changes in
boundaries over time and provide clues to the relative locations of site
features.

2. Land use patterns including field patterns and use, original patterns
and placement of orchards and gardens, circulation systems within the
property, agricultural production including types and amounts per
year, livestock management and crop rotation practices, and slaves and
tenant farmers.

3. The identification of agricultural and ancillary domestic support
buildings and structures such as garden and yard enclosures, and types
and placement of fencing.

4. The history of slavery on the site, including housing, sustenance,
personal maintenance, emancipation and its effect on the economic vi-
ability of the farm.

5. The designed landscape, including formal features and ornamental
plantings.

6. The documentation of existing site features.

1.3 Methodology

The preparation of this Cultural Landscape Report rests on three bodies of
research: review of documentary records, review of existing and
contemporaneous archaeological investigations, and careful inventory and
analysis of existing site conditions. An integration of these three bodies of
information resulted in a detailed analysis of the site.

As consultants to John Milner Architects, Inc., the research team,
composed of Land Ethics, Inc. and J. Richard Rivoire, reviewed a variety
of primary documents. The Cultural Landscape Report was completed
simultaneously with a documentary research effort completed by Richard
Rivoire.” Thus, the report leans heavily on primary documents reviewed
and abstracted by Rivoire. The documentary materials reviewed by
Rivoire included the archival collections of the Maryland Historical
Society, Baltimore; the Maryland State Archives Hall of Records,
Annapolis; the Charles County Courthouse, LaPlata; Southern Maryland
Studies Center, Charles County Community College; and the Library of
Congress, along with a small number of public and private manuscript
collections. The Southern Maryland Study Center’s collections included
microfilm copies of the William Briscoe Stone Papers located at Duke
University. In addition, local court, land and probate records were also
reviewed.

The research also focused on all available map and photographic records.
These included U.S. Geological survey maps beginning in 1911, aerial
photographs beginning in 1937, and photographs of the site beginning
circa 1900.

With a firm basis in primary documentary sources, the preparers of this
Cultural Landscape Report also completed a careful analysis of the site.
With information gleaned from the aerial photography and documentary
sources, all existing site features were located on the ground and their
condition documented. The area surrounding the main house was the mos

5 Rivoire’s research was summarized in a separate report “Thomas Stone National Historic Site: A Summary Report of Additional Research Findings,” 1993.
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intensively documented by location of feature, and size, location and
species of existing plants.

David Gailey, Bay Watershed Forester, was invited to the site and
completed a forest delineation and interpretation. This information is
invaluable in determining the extent and locations of historic field
patterns. In addition, information obtained from the Maryland Natural
Heritage Program located a rare and endangered plant on the site, a state
listed species under the Federal Threatened and Endangered Species
wnomn::.m

Notwithstanding the intensive research effort that went into the
preparation of this report, the effort was hampered by a lack of specific
landscape and agricultural references. There were few references to
gardens of any kind in the written sources. Agricultural practices were
described in slightly more detail; however, additional research is required
before a complete picture can be drawn of farming at Haberdeventure.
The Recommendations section at the end of this report lists directions for
further archaeological and documentary research needs.

Thomas Stone Cultural Landscape Report

6 The name and location of the plant is confidential. Further information can be obtained directly from the Maryland Natural Heritage Program, Tawes Building, Annapolis, Maryland.




2. Site History

2.1 Regional Context of Haberdeventure

Baltimore

2.1.1 Geographic _..oo_mzo:

Haberdeventure is located in Charles County in Southern Maryland, six
miles west of La Plata, the County seat. Although Charles County is
located within commuting range of the District of Columbia, and thus
subject to increasing development pressure, much of this area retains
vestiges of its rural agrarian past.

Annapolis @
Washington

Charles County, like much of the Chesapeake region, was settled by
English speaking colonists during the first part of the seventeenth
oo:EQ._ At that time the primary mode of transportation was by water.
Consequently, most early settlements were built along navigable
waterways. Among these was Port Tobacco, which was established as one
of three ports in Charles County in 1684 by an Act of the Maryland
Assembly. Originally called Chandler’s Town, Port Tobacco played an

important role in Haberdeventure’s history of am<m_omv5o2.w

|

Haberdeventgre
Port Tobacco

Port Tobacco had historical significance even before the advent of
European colonists. It was the site of an Indian settlement called Potobac
long before Captain John Smith noted it in 16083 By the mid-eighteenth
century, the town was recognized throughout the colonies as one of
Maryland’s premier centers of commerce and transatlantic trade.* During
this period, the emphasis was on colonial trade rather than the

development of an American colony and society. Thus, British merchants Figure 2: A map of the Tidewater region showing the location
of Haberdeventure.

1 For a more detailed history of the region, see Margaret Klapthor, and Paul Dennis Brown, The History of Charles County, Maryland, La Plata, Maryland: Charles County Tercentenary
Inc. 1958; and Jean B. Lee, The Social Order of a Revolutionary People: Charles County, Maryland, 1733-1786, Ph.D. Dissertation, University of Virginia, 1984.

2 In early writings and maps, Port Tobacco was often called Portobacco although the proper name after 1727 was Charles Town. The name was formally changed to Port Tobacco in
1816.

3 1. Richard Rivoire. “Port Tobacco Historic District,” National Register of Historic Places Nomination Form, Resource History, 1989.
4 Ibid.
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Figure 3: Map of the Tidewater region in 1635, Noua Terrae-Mariae tabula. (John Work Garrett Library, Johns Hopkins University)
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were the lifeblood of Port
Tobacco’s economy as well as
its principal landowners.

With the Revolution came the
loss of Port Tobacco’s British
merchants and European trade
contacts, leading to the
beginning of the town’s
decline in importance. By the
end of the eighteenth century,
Port Tobacco’s viability as a
port suffered dramatically
from the siltation of the creek
and river caused by excessive
deforestation and poor soil
management practices.
However, for a time, Port
Tobacco remained central to
the economic, political and
social life of the county until
the railroads favored the
development of other
communities such as La Plata.

With the burning of the Port
Tobacco courthouse in 1892,
a concerted effort was made
to re-examine the location of
the county seat. This led to the
preparation of a map in 1895
by Capt. H.C. Page, County

Surveyor, which was
“designed for the purpose of
showing the relative
proximity to the geographical

Figure 4: Regional Context 1836 - Map by J. N. Alexander, 1836.

(National Archives)

5 Ibid,




center of the county of the three points Port Tobacco, Chapel
Point and La Plata; together with the course and concentration
of the public roads as now laid o:r...:m The County Surveyor
went on to observe that “All the public roads of the county
now converge and form a centre at Port Tobacco,. . . without
any change or alteration in the public roads as now laid out,
and it would be as convenient of access from all sections of
the county, as any other point that could be selected.”’ In spite
of the expressed preference of many people at the time to keep
the county seat at Port Tobacco, it was moved to La Plata due
in part to the viability of the railway. As a result, Port Tobacco
lost its primary justification for existence and soon ceased to
be a commercial center.®

Proximity to Port Tobacco was historically important to the
development of Haberdeventure as a market for farm produce,
and as the location of Thomas Stone’s law practice and mill.
Just as important was Haberdeventure’s location at the
intersection of two major colonial roadways: the Port
Tobacco-Piscataway Road, later called Rose Hill Road, and
the Port Tobacco-Mattawoman Road, later called Glymont
Road and now abandoned.

2.1.2 Transportation Routes

Transportation routes, whether by land or water, directed
much of the development of Charles County. Until the
opening of the Crain Highway, (now part of U.S. 301) in
1927, and the construction of the Governor Harry W. Nice
Memorial Bridge (often called the Potomac River Bridge) in
1940, Charles County was fairly isolated. This isolation, and a
severely depressed local economy resulting from the Civil
War, were primary factors contributing to the county’s slow

Thomas Stone Cultural Landscape Report

Figure 5: Regional Context 1911 - USGS map of 1911. (National Archives)

6 Port Tobacco Times, March 29, 1895.
7 Ibid.
8 Rivoire, Nomination Form, Significance Summary, September 8, 1¢
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growth during the latter part of the nineteenth oo:EQ and the first
decades Om the twentieth century.

However, the lack of easy overland access did not slow the region’s
growth during the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, when waterways
were the primary means of commerce and communication. With
considerable waterfront along the Potomac and other deep water creeks
and rivers, and the harbor at Port Tobacco, the region was seemingly well
situated for economic expansion.

Unlike many plantations of the period, Haberdeventure was not located
directly upon a navigable river. Instead, its residents relied on access by
road.” The old Port Tobacco-Piscataway Road, now known as Rose Hill
Road, was established in the latter part of the seventeenth century. This
road ran along the eastern boundary of Haberdeventure and Hansons
Plains Enlarged, closely following its present m__m_:_:ma The road is
named in both the 1725 patent of Hansons Plains = and in the 1708
Haberdeventure deed.!!

The Port Tobacco-Piscataway Road served as the main link between
Haberdeventure and Port Tobacco, and for Thomas Stone’s many trips
between his country home and Annapolis and Philadelphia. Later, during
the nineteenth century, the road was a primary access to river landings
linking the area to merchants and markets in Alexandria as well as
Baltimore. The Port Tobacco-Piscataway Road was among the most
heavily trafficked of all of Charles County’s public ancmmrmmam
throughout the eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries.

Slightly to the north of Haberdeventure, and intersecting the Port
Tobacco-Piscataway Road at the northeast corner of Haberdeventure, ran
the Port Tobacco-Mattawoman Road (changed to Glymont Road after

about 1840). This road led to Mattawoman Creek (which in the eighteenth
century was navigable to present-day Mason’s Springs), and ferry
crossings of the Potomac. After the Civil War, this road was the access to
Ripley, where the local school was located, and beyond to Glymont
Landing. This road was abandoned in the 1950’s following construction
of present day Rt. 225. While portions of the old road bed are still
discernible, the road is impassable except on foot.

2.1.3 Adjacent Land Use

From the period of colonization until recent years the region surrounding
Haberdeventure has been predominantly a farming community. Much of
the character of the surrounding land continues to reflect a rural-agrarian
pattern of use, even though metropolitan-based development pressure is
spreading to the area. Today, the close proximity of Charles County to
Washington, Baltimore and Richmond is attracting more and more
residents to this portion of Southern Maryland.

The trend of conversion of agricultural land to other uses, particularly
residential subdivisions, is increasing. In 1920, 235,476 acres, roughly 80
percent of Charles County land, was in agricultural use. In 1959, that
figure had dropped to 143,750 acres, or 49 percent of the County. By
1987, the land area in agricultural use was down to 83,598 acres, which
represents 23 percent of Charles County. 13

The most recent (1990) Comprehensive Plan places Haberdeventure
within the Rural Conservation (RC) District with portions of the property
along Hoghole Run falling within the Resource Conservation Overlay
Zone. The Rural Conservation District is intended to maintain rural
character, while the Resource Conservation Overlay Zone is intended to

9 There is some speculation among notable historians which suggests that Hoghole Run may have been utilized to float farm produce down to Port Tobacco. Although John Hoskins
Stone refers to this in his oral history interview, there is no documentation to substantiate this.

10  Patents: . L. #4:624. Maryland State Archives (1725).

11 Deeds: C#2: 107, Charles County (1708).

12 Rivoire, Summary Report.

13 Charles County Comprehensive Plan, 1990, Charles County, Maryland.
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provide an increased level of protection for environmentally sensitive
areas. Moreover, the Rural Conservation District serves as an edge to the
Development District where the county has designated the major growth
to occur. Rural Conservation areas are intended to “provide for a full
range of agriculture and farming activities and to protect these established
uses from mz&omoism %mé_owami which might depreciate the County’s
agricultural economy.

2.2 Historic Context

The modern history of Haberdeventure extends over 300 years after the
initial period of European colonization. However, this area of Charles
County was home to native Indians of the Potomac Creek oo::w_ox, as
noted by Captain John Smith in 1608 at the village of Potobac. 3 Their
period of occupation of the Port Tobacco site was ﬂo&oﬁ?mzzw during
the Late Woodland period, from 900 to 1600 A.D.'®

By the mid 1600’s, colonists were migrating outward from Maryland’s
original capital at St. Mary’s City. This was a period of intense tobacco
production, with planters acquiring land, “mining” it to produce as much
cash crop as possible, and then often moving on to new land.!” The first
patent for Haberdeventure was granted in 1682, to John Bearfoot, a

in 1770, when Thomas Stone purchased the resurveyed tract called
“Haberdeventure and Hansons Plains Enlarged.” Thomas Stone was born
in 1743 at Poynton Manor, on Nanjemoy Creek approximately 5 miles
from Haberdeventure, and was the great-great grandson of William Stone,
proprietary Governor of Maryland (see Appendix 1 for a detailed family
tree). Thomas was educated as an attorney, and by 1768 had been
admitted to the courts of Baltimore, Frederick, Prince George’s and
Charles Counties, and the Provincial Court of Maryland. 19

In 1768, Thomas married Margaret Brown, the daughter of Dr. Gustavus
Brown (see Family tree in Appendix 1), a Scotsman who settled in
Charles County in 1708.2° There is strong evidence that Thomas and
Margaret were living at Haberdeventure by 1773.2! Thomas’s career in
politics began the following year, and in 1776 he was one of Maryland’s
four signers of the Declaration of H:am@mcam:oo.wm This public career
required long absences from home, and when family obligations
(compounded by Margaret’s illness following an inoculation for smallpox
in 1776) began to take their toll, he declined an appointment to serve as a
Delegate to the Continental Congress in February 1771.2

In 1783 Thomas Stone purchased a house in Annapolis from his uncle,
Daniel of St. Thomas Jenifer, and moved there with his wife and

. 24 o .
planter. '8 Haberdeventure’s major period of historical significance began children.™ By this time, Haberdeventure was home to an extended family
14 Ibid.

15 Rivoire, Nomination Form, Historic Context, Section 8,

16 Ibid

17 Walsh, ho.asm S., “Plantation Management in the Chesapeake, 1620-1820,” The Journal of Economic History, 69(2):393 (1989).

18  Patents: Book NS#2 folio 22, Maryland State Archives (1682).

19  Day, A Social Study of Lawyers in Maryland, 1660-1775, New York: Garland Publishing, Inc., 1989, pp. 640-641.

20 Harry Wright Newman, The Stones of Poynton Manor, Washington. D.C.: privately published, 1937; Hayden, A Genealogy of the Glassell Family of Scotland and Virginia, Baltimore:
Clearfield Company, 1891 rep. 1992; Robert G. Stewart, Robert Edge Pine: A British Portrait Painter in America, 1784-1788, Washington, D.C.: Smithsonian Institution Press, 1979,
P. 89. In Stewart’s book it states that Thomas and Margaret Stone married in 1768 in Frederick, Maryland.

21  Rivoire, Research Summary, p. 3 and 53.

22  For further discussion of Thomas Stone’s political career, see John Wearmouth, Historic Resource Study, Part 1, (1988).

23 m&:m Papers, Ewﬁ.oacm_ Society of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, Pa. *. . . Having been for the past two years totally engaged in public Business my private affairs now call for some
attention and will for the present year require all the Duty of a Senator will allow me to put them in a Condition to afford a tolerable support to my family.”

aE WE =
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of relatives and their servants and slaves. Although Stone returned to
Haberdeventure from time to time, the principal occupants of the house
were his sisters and brothers. His brother Walter took over most of
Thomas’s local business affairs, and another brother, Michael Jenifer
Stone, assumed management of Haberdeventure.? The household
included Thomas’s two younger brothers, Walter and Michael Jenifer
Stone, three of Thomas’s sisters, Grace, Elizabeth Eden and Catherine
Scott, and Catherine’s son, Alexander.?®

Haberdeventure and Thomas Stone’s other land holdings in Charles
County were farmed with the aid of slaves and tenant farmers. By the
time of his death, Thomas Stone owned 25 slaves who he moved between
land holdings or hired out for work. He also owned household servants,
many of whom were quartered in Annapolis.

By the time of his death in 1787, Thomas Stone’s Haberdeventure
plantation consisted of 1077 acres. He also owned additional property in
the vicinity of Port Tobacco, all of which brought his total land holdings
in Charles County to over 2000 acres. Although Haberdeventure was
farmed, the historical record indicates that it was more important to
Thomas Stone as a home rather than as an income producing investment.
His more productive lands were in the lowlands near Port Tobacco,

contained in the tract which he resurveyed and patented in 1786 as Plenty.

He also realized significant income from his mill in Port Tobacco.

Margaret and Thomas died within months of each other in 1787. Their
holdings in Charles County passed by will to their only son, Frederick,
who graduated from Princeton in 1791.%7 Frederick died intestate in

Philadelphia in 1793 and the property passed to his two sisters Margaret
and Mildred. The two sisters may have continued to live at
Haberdeventure with their aunts and uncles, or they may have moved to
Rose Hill to live with their mother’s brother, Dr. Gustavus Richard
Brown.?8 By verbal agreement, Mildred assumed ownership of
Haberdeventure and Margaret, the mill and all remaining lands including
Plenty.

Although the sisters owned the property, Michael Jenifer Stone continued
to manage and live at Haberdeventure until about 1797. In his will,
Thomas Stone had designated his brother guardian of his son Frederick,
and stipulated that Michael Jenifer Stone “shall have a right to live at the
house of Haberdeventure & use the garden, orchards & land he now uses
without accounting to Frederick for the same.”? Michael Jenifer Stone
continued to administer Frederick’s estate until 1798.

In December 1793, at Haberdeventure, Margaret Stone married her
cousin, Dr. John Moncure Daniel of Virginia. Not long afterward Mildred
married Dr. Daniel’s brother, Travers Daniel, Jr. Mildred moved to
Virginia with her husband, while Margaret and her husband are known to
have been living at Haberdeventure between 1796 and 1798.3% I 1798
Dr. Daniel was appointed administrator of the Thomas Stone estate
(Stone’s estate was not formally settled until 1827). Margaret and Dr.
John Daniel moved to Virginia sometime after 1800, and it was there that
Margaret died in 1809 and Dr. Daniel in 1813.%!

After her marriage and move to Virginia, Mildred never returned to
Haberdeventure. After Margaret also moved to Virginia, Mildred leased

24  Rivoire, Research Summary, p. 4.
25 1bid., pp. 6 to 8, and 33. ,

26  Chancery Papers, 4647, Maryland State Archives; Lee: 144, 146-147; Stone Family Papers, Maryland Historical Society.

27 Rivoire, Research Summary, p.6.
28 Ibid.,pp.10to 12.

29 Wills, AH#9: 459, Charles County Courthouse (1787). Rivoire, Research Summary, pp. 6-7.
30  Federal Direct Tax Lists, Charles County, Maryland, Maryland Historical Society (1798).

31  Daniel Family Bible Records.
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the land to tenant farmers. One of these tenants may have been Alexander
Scott, Thomas Stone’s :o@roi.um By the early 1820’s the Haberdeventure
house was occupied by her cousin, William Briscoe m.S:mw to whom she
sold the Haberdeventure portion of her property in 1831.3

Like Thomas Stone, William Briscoe Stone was an attorney and practiced
at Port Tobacco until circa 1840 when he moved his office to
Haberdeventure.>* Unlike Thomas, however, William Briscoe took an
intense personal interest in the farm itself. This was the period of the
Agricultural Reform Movement, and William Briscoe Stone was an active
member of local agricultural societies and agricultural lobbying efforts.
He also employed new farming practices intended to improve depleted
soils and increase yields on the farm.

William Briscoe Stone was also a slave owner, one of the oo::@nm largest
slave-owning planters in the decades preceding the Civil War.> Between
1826 and 1862 he owned at least 31 slaves, two of whom were carpenters
whom he often hired out. The 1830 census lists 15 slaves, in 1840, 24
slaves, and in 1850, 31 slaves.

William Briscoe and his wife Caroline, daughter of Gustavus Brown (see
chart, Appendix I), had four children:® Margaret Graham, Thomas,
Mary, and Caroline.”’ Upon William Briscoe’s death in December, 1872,
and his wife’s death the following March, the farm passed to Margaret,
the eldest.”3 Margaret spent her entire life living at Haberdeventure and
managed the farm in the years prior to her father’s death.>’

During her years of ownership of Haberdeventure, Margaret ran the farm
with the aid of tenant farmers.*® Around 1900, Margaret’s health began to
deteriorate and the house and land entered a period of decline. She died at
Haberdeventure on February 2, 1913, and devised Haberdeventure to her
nephew (son of her brother Thomas), Michael Robertson Stone.*!

Michael Robertson Stone and his family moved to Haberdeventure that
year. Michael was an educator and for a time taught at the one-room
school at Ripley, located about three miles from Haberdeventure.*? He
later became Superintendent of the Charles County Schools, retiring in
1927. The family continued to work the land with the aid of tenant
farmers and maintained large gardens and orchards for their own
use.*When Michael Robertson Stone died in 1932, the éstate passed to

32 Rivoire, pers. com. (1993). “Scott was living occasionally at Haberdeventure in 1793/1794 according to the Michael Jenifer Stone account book, though in a 1793 deed he was
identified as of the Commonwealth of Virginia.” Alex’s nickname was “Ally” (see Thomas Stone will), and in a circa 1793 letter written by Michael Jenifer Stone to his family at
Haberdeventure, he referred to Haberdeventure as “Allyplantation” (Stone Fam. of Md. Papers, item 333, Library of Congress). By 1794, following his graduation from college, he was
permanently residing in Charles County and was still a resident of the county in 1805. During this period he practiced law in Port Tobacco. (Deeds: N#4:26 1, 276. 522; I#5: 468; [#6:
458). One of the windows of the Haberdeventure room at the Baltimore Museum of Art has “Alex Scott 1815” scratched on one of the panes, and “Alex Scott Port Tabac” is inscribed

in pencil on plaster in one of the corner cabinets on the same room.
33 Deeds: I#19:391, Charles County Courthouse (1831).

34 According to the records of the estate of Ignatius Seemes, who succeeded Dr. Gustavus Brown as owner/occupant of neighboring Rose Hill, William Briscoe Stone leased an office in a
building in Port Tobacco that was owned by Seemes from 1833 until 1838 (Charles County Guardian Accounts, 1835-1847, f. 109, 110, La Plata).

35 Rivoire, pers. comm., 1994,

36 1850 Charles County Census.

37 Rivoire, Research Summary, p. 13.

38  Wills, JS#17:504, Charles County Courthouse (1872).

39  Rivoire, Research Summary, p. 14.

40  Ibid., pp. 35-36, 48.

41 Wills, GAW#21:334, Charles County Courthouse (1913).

42 Oral Histories: Margaret (Stone) Dippold, 1980; Betty (Stone) Lybrock, 1987; and John Hoskins Stone, 1987; Southern Maryland Study Center.
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his wife and children.** They were the last of the Stone family to own the
property. In 1936 they sold Haberdeventure out of the family, to Charles
Stevenson Smith. Charles Smith occupied the property for nine years, and
made certain improvements to the house before selling it to Peter and
Ruth Vischer in 1945.% The Vischers were interested in reviving
intensive farming on the site. Initially they attempted cattle farming and
then switched to horse farming. They made many changes to the site,
adding various outbuildings and extensive ornamental gardens
surrounding the house. Haberdeventure was finally sold to the federal
government in 1981 by Helen Vischer, Peter’s second wife. 48

2.3 Property History

The history of property ownership for the Thomas Stone National Historic
Site presented here begins in 1682 and continues through to 1981 when
the property was acquired by the National Park Service. Numerous
changes and additions to the property lines were made during these 300
years; however, even with these changes the present boundaries of the
Thomas Stone site closely parallel the original “Haberdeventure and
Hansons Plains Enlarged” parcel that Thomas Stone purchased in 1770.

The interpretation of the historic surveys, patents and deeds that track the
changes in the Haberdeventure property is a challenging process further

complicated by the state of the art of land transactions at different periods
in history. The most difficult problem in interpreting early surveys is their
frequent inaccuracy (which was acknowledged even in contemporary
writings) and the lack of a fixed starting point. For example, starting
points included such markers as “a stone... at the root of a thorn bush™’
with the %3&8_ starting point changing location with each successive
@28\.# The original surveys were also not accurate in terms of acreage
and many contemporary accounts indicate that left over parcels would be
found once the survey was completed in the field.*

Early surveys, laid out in metes and bounds, were not defined in exact
bearings (degrees, minutes and seconds), but in relative directions such as
east by north-east. The distances were given in chains, perches and links.
Four perches equal one chain and one hundred links equal one chain. In
converting to today’s measurements, one rood, or square rod, equals
one-quarter acre in area, while one perch equals 16.5 feet.”0

Surveys of Haberdeventure after 1768 used multiple boundary markers to
define points on the ground. As with the starting point, boundary markers
within the survey were defined in a number of ways. These included
locust posts with a change in the number of notches, sassafras posts, posts
with stones, one or a number of stones, notched trees and “witness” trees
(see survey maps in Appendix 2). Witness trees are often referenced in

43 [bid.

44 Wills, GAW#21: 334, Charles County (1932).

45 Deeds: 81: 47, Charles County (1946) .

46  Deeds: Liber 759, Page 81, Charles County (1981).
47  Patents: IC#B: 634-637, Charles County (1787).

48  Charles Carroll of Carrollton to an English correspondent: “Our boundaries are perpetually fluctuating: this [ know will seem strange, but the fact is really so - we are permitted to have
but one fixed boundary at the beginning of each tract of land, from there we run such a course & so many perches & so on as many courses & distances as will include the quantity we
choose to take up, always closing the survey with this expression, then with a straight line to the beginning: the [compass] needle by which all our courses are directed being subject to
a continual variation, the courses must also vary, and there being but one given boundary, the exterior lines of our lands are constantly shifting." Lee, pp. 39-40.

49  In the case of Poynton Manor “the confusion lasted more than a century. Originally granted to Governor William Thomas Stone[Thomas Stone’s grandfather] in 1658, the tract was
supposed to contain 5,000 acres, Stone willed what he thought was 2,900 acres to his eldest son Thomas, but when Thomas had his portion of the manor resurveyed in 1666, he learned
that his legacy apparently came to only 1,400 acres. Several generations later the size of Poynton Manor was still uncertain, for a resurvey in 1783 showed that a section supposedly

containing 1,000 acres actually amounted to 1,736.” Ibid., p. 41.
50 Wes Tomlinson, Land Surveyor, Charles County, MD, pers. com. (1992).
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the surveys as well trimmed trees - these would stand out in the forest and
be visible from a distance, leading people to the actual boundary marker.
Marked stones were used by wealthy landowners although they do not
appear in the Haberdeventure surveys. Locust mmoﬁm were used, and were
the longest lasting wooden markers available.

Given these considerations, and the inconsistencies in the original surveys
and deeds, the property boundaries of Haberdeventure presented in the
following maps correspond closely to the topographic map as presented.
Although in many cases the boundary points were located using
descriptive information, cross-checking the boundary siting with the
verbal description of landmarks given in the survey shows a clear and
close correlation. Copies of the transcribed survey information with metes
and bounds are presented in Appendix 2. .

2.3.1 Pre-1770: The Origins of Haberdeventure

The initial patent for Haberdeventure (then spelled Habberdeventure) was
recorded on March 16, 1682 in the name of John Bearfoot, a Emimﬁ% On
May 4, 1708, John Bearfoot sold the 150 acre property to John Lambert,
another planter, for *500 pounds of tobacco and caske ... and for divers
other good causes.”> It is possible that Haberdeventure was already
farmed and occupied at this time since the deed also refers to “dwelling
houses, messuages buildings barnes stables gardens orchards out houses
-profits comodoties advantages and mgcno:m:oom.:ma This parcel, the
original Haberdeventure, was located in the southernmost portion of the

present-day limits of the property, and adjoined properties called
“Simpsons Delight” and “Bettys Delight.” A portion of this tract extended
to the west of Hoghole Run, outside the existing limits of the property.

In 1724 this same 150 acres was sold by John Lambeth [sic] to Robert
Hanson for *“2,000 pounds of tobacco and five barrels of Indian corn.”
This deed also suggests the property was improved: ‘“‘with all & singular
the houses, woods ways profits and m@@c:o:m:oom.:ma Robert Hanson’s
will, probated on September 27, 1748, devised this property to his
daughter, Mary Hanson. She also inherited from her father an additional
75 acres called Hansons Plains, which Robert Hanson acquired by patent
in 1725 (see map, Page 21). These 75 acres were located directly to the
north of the original Haberdeventure patent, which comprises an
important portion of the existing property 8&3\.%

Both of these properties were sold by Mary Hanson and her husband
Joseph Hanson Harrison to Daniel Jenifer in 1763 for 203 pounds
mﬁon::m.mm The deed lists Hansons Plains as being “on a plain near the
main road ... containing 75 acres by patent 12 March 1725, together with
all Houses Edifices [remainder of deed 8:;.:m ? During this period of
history, it was common for original land patents not to border directly
upon one another, leaving parcels of land vacant and unclaimed. The
boundaries of early patent tracts both overlapped and left gaps due to the
recording practices during the original patenting process.

Such was the case in 1768, when Daniel Jenifer petitioned for some
vacant land to be added to his current holdings of Haberdeventure and

51  Ibid.
52 65 Patents: N.S, #2: 22.
53  Deeds: C#2:107, Charles County (1708).

54  Ibid.
55 Deeds: L#2: 147, Charles County (1724).
56  Ibid.

57  Wills: AC#4: 252, (1748).
58  Deeds: L#3:339, Charles County (1763).
59  Ibid,
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Hansons Plains. From this survey, it was determined that Haberdeventure
“contains the exact quantity of 150 acres,” Hansons Plains was proved to -
contain 86 acres, and an additional 206 acres of contiguous vacant land
were added to the vmazrmo Of this vacant land, the survey stated that
“about 120 acres ... are cultivated and has on it one tobacco house about
20 x 30 feet and a dwelling house very sorry, shattered and leaky and
about 1200 logs TE,:S indicating some timber cutting on the property.
Jenifer patented the resurveyed tract under the name Haberdeventure and
Hansons Plains Enlarged. In 1769, Jenifer advertised 342 acres of the
property with two tenements for sale or rent.52 Given the approximate
locations of the original Haberdeventure and Hansons Plains patents, it is
possible that the location of the tobacco house and tenant house were in
the vicinity of the existing farm complex.

2.3.2 1770 to 1787: The Thomas Stone Period

On December 13, 1770, Thomas Stone purchased Haberdeventure and
Hansons Plains Enlarged from his uncle Daniel Jenifer for 400 pounds
ﬂﬂ:zm.mw The tract, as resurveyed by Daniel Jenifer in 1768, comprised a
property of 442 acres and was sold together with “all waters,
watercourses, woods, underwoods, Houses Buildings Rail Hereditaments
benefits, etc.”® The listing of “Rails” suggests that the property was
fenced by this time or merely contained lumber cut for use as wood

fencing. The listing of “Rents” in the deed also indicates that the property
was being farmed by tenant farmers.® Prior to 1770, Thomas Stone lived
and practiced law in Frederick, Maryland. Following his purchase of
Haberdeventure, he moved there with his family, and set up his law
practice in Port Tobacco.

During the next few years, Thomas Stone considerably enlarged his
holdings surrounding Haberdeventure by purchasing other lands which
were adjacent to his own. By 1783 he owned a total of 812 acres,
composed of:

442 acres of Haberdeventure and Hansons Plains Enlarged

63 acres of Bridgets Delight

260 acres of Simpsons Delight, and
66

47 acres of Distrest.

Stone bought Distrest in 1779 for 34.17.2 pounds mHQ::m,S Bridgets
Delight in the same year for 120.17.4 pounds man_mzmvom Simpsons Delight
(Lindsays Rest) in 1780 for 100 pounds mHQ::m,% and an additional 240
acre portion of Simpsons Delight in 1782 through his brother Michael
Jenifer Stone for 360 pounds mHQ::m.qo In 1782 he petitioned for

60  Patents: BC&GS#32:527, Charles County (1768).
61  Ibid.

62  Maryland Gazette, March 9, 1769.

63  Deeds: S#3: 127, Charles County (1771).

64  Ibid.

65  Ibid. The deed reads, “and also the Reversion and Reversions remainder and Remainders rents Issues Profits and services of the said tract of land (etc.) and every part thereof of the

Rents of the present year excepted.”
66 1783 Tax Assessments, Charles County, Maryland Historical Trust: Scharf Papers.
67 Deeds: V#3: 344, Charles County (1779).
68 Ibid., 411.
69 ,Uooam“ V#3: 435, Charles County (1780).
70  Deeds: V#3: 591, Charles County (1782).
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Property Boundary - 1770
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s

possession of 30 to 35 acres of vacant land: “the land is poor as it is
possible to be & has nothing on it but some bushes and oaks.”’! The
petition states that the land lies “upon the west side of the Main road from
my House to Portobacco, about forty yards from the road through the
woods.”’% Stone also made an acre-for-acre land swap, trading a parcel of
land bordering the east side of Port Tobacco-Piscataway Road, for an
additional part of St. Nicholas on the west side of the road. The road thus
became the east boundary of the Stone’s dwelling plantation.

In 1783, Thomas Stone purchased a large house’” in Annapolis from his
uncle, Daniel of St. Thomas Jenifer where he moved with his wife and
children. He continued to visit Haberdeventure, although management of
his business affairs were turned over to his brother Walter, and
management of Haberdeventure to his other brother, Michael Jenifer
Stone.

In 1783, Stone acquired 277 acres of Hansonton for 1000 pounds sterling.
In 1787, Stone’s holdings at Haberdeventure were consolidated in a new
patent from a 1784 Rm:?ov\.ﬁ His total contiguous holdings for
Haberdeventure at the time of the resurvey and the time of his death in
1787 amounted to 1077 acres and 35 perches, the largest extent of land
holdings that Haberdeventure was to occupy. (See Figure 17, page 24)

Thomas Stone also had other land holdings in the Port Tobacco area.
Between 1770 and 1783, Stone purchased at least five additional tracts of
land near Haberdeventure and Port Tobacco. Between 1777 and 1782, he
acquired from various heirs, 231 actes known as Chandler’s Hill and
Welcome together with a mill seat” purchased in 1777 for 525 pounds
man::m.qo This property was located at the head of Port Tobacco Creek
and was the site of a water mill built previous to 1716.77 The mill and 20
acres of this land had been leased in 1716 to two brothers, Henry and
Edward Neale, for a term of 80 v\mm_‘m.d This lease agreement remained in
effect until Thomas Stone purchased the rights to it in 1782 from the
Reverend James Walton of St. Mary’s County for 1000 pounds sterling.
Thomas Stone and his heirs continued to operate the mill which became
known as “Port Tobacco Great Mill””> and which was a significant
source of income for the ?B:w.mo

In 1779, Thomas Stone also acquired 120 acres called Addition to May
Day, located just north of the mill site. In 1784, he purchased four small
tracts located east of Port Tobacco near the old Salem Road, now called
Stage coach Road.%! By 1787, the year of his death, Stone’s land holdings
in the area had increased to more than 2,000 acres.

In 1787, the tract known as Chandlers Hills and Welcome (with the mill
seat), were resurveyed and patented by Thomas Stone as Plenty.

71  Dearborn Collection, Houghton Library, Harvard University (1782).

72 Ibid. The stated condition of the land indicates that it was probably cleared previous to Thomas Stone’s occupation: “The land is as poor as it is possible to be & has nothing on it but
some Bushes and [several?] Oaks and nothing but its situation between two tracts of my Land would induce me to be [concerned?] about it...”

73 Known as the Peggy Stuart House today. The Annapolis property remained in the family’s possession until 1801 (A. A. Co. Deeds: M.H. #11, £.295).

74  Patents: IC#B: 634-637, Charles County (1787).

75 1783 Tax Assessments. The parcel was located one half mile from town. On it stood “A small brick dwelling house old and yet unfinished and much out of repair a indifferent kithcen
with a brick chimney a corn house & a large barn, a water mill with two pair of stones and a small house inhabited by a miller.

76  Deeds: V#3: 205, Charles County (1777).
77  Deeds: H#2: 4, Charles County (1716).
78  Ibid.

79  Deeds: V#3: 590, Charles County (1782). “To have an to hold the mill stones Brass and Iron work Boulting cloths Measures Utinsils and movable appurtenances...”

80 Rivoire, Research Summary, p. 27.
81  Deeds: Z#3: 80, Charles County.
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According to a documents filed as part of an 1821 court proceeding
_involving Thomas Stone’s estate, the 510 acres of Plenty are considerably
better farmland than the Haberdeventure tract, although the improvements
were not as extensive as at Em_u@a@ésea.mm

2 3.3 1794 to 1831: Mildred Stone Daniel

Upon his death in 1787, Thomas Stone left his entire @8%%3\ to his only
son, Frederick who died intestate six years later in 1793.” Thus the
property passed to Thomas Stone’s two daughters, Margaret and Mildred.
In 1793 the sisters divided the estate between them, by which agreement
Haberdeventure passed in ownership to Mildred Stone, the youngest
amcmgmhf In court proceedings in 1827, the total acreage of the property
was found to be 1137 acres, 2 roods and 13 perches. The property was
valued at $5.50 per acre ($6,256.69) and the improvements valued at
$1,588.00 more than the improvements on the Plenty property north of
Port Tobacco. The additional 60 acres were a part of Distrest Corrected.®
“The sisters lived at Haberdeventure with their uncle, Michael Jenifer
Stone, and his family and their aunt Grace Stone until Mildred married
and moved to Stafford, Virginia prior to 1797. Margaret and her husband
also moved to Virginia sometime between 1798 and 1809.8

In 1831 Mildred sold the entire property in five parcels, two to Dr.

parcel, a 228 acre portion that included the original Haberdeventure and
Hansons Plains parcels, plus two additional small parcels of 42 and 30

acres, was sold to another cousin, William Briscoe Stone, for w_.qmq.wm.mm

2.3.4 1831 to 1873: William Briscoe Stone

With the purchase of the 300 acre portion of Haberdeventure, William
Briscoe Stone gained ownership of the farm which he had been managing
and had lived on since about 1821. In 1848 he gained legal title to an
additional 60 acres called Distrest Corrected. These were lands which had
been Mildred’s as well, although the deed was not executed until after her
death. He also bought a portion of the third part of Haberdeventure from
Frederick S. Brown and J.H. Cooksey on November 14, 1849, co-heirs
with Caroline Stone of the late Dr. Gustavus Brown. This is the remaining
portion of Haberdeventure which was sold to Dr. Brown by Mildred in
1831.% William Briscoe Stone paid the Brown heirs $3,000.00 for a share
of 359 acres which included the southern portion of the property
bordering the Port Tobacco-Piscataway Road.”® These lands do not
appear on the map since there were no metes and bounds descriptions
included with the land transaction.

2.3.5 1873 to 1913: Margaret Graham Stone

Gustavus Brown, her cousin, which he renamed Palmoine.?” The second In 1872, 2::.85 wamo.oo Stone died leaving half his property, real and
personal, to his unmarried daughter, Margaret Graham Stone. He left the
82  Charles County Court Proceedings, 1826-1829: 272-286. *. . . the said Haberdeventure estate, on which the improvements were exiensive and costly, and that the tract of land called

Plenty on which the improvements were very inferior but the land superior to that of the [Haberdeventure] estate.”

83  Ibid.

84  Charles County Court Proceedings, 1821-1826: 272-286. The parole agreement between the two sisters was made amicably prior to December 1793.
85 Letter from Mildred Daniel to W.B. Stone, no date, WB Stone Papers, Perkins, Duke University, Reel L

86  Daniel Family Bible Records; Wearmouth, Part 2.

87 Deeds: |B#19: 391-395, Charles County {1931).

88  Ibid., 395-398.

89  Deeds: WM#L: 258, Charles County.

90 Charles County Land Records, Liber WM#1, folio 258.
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Figure 19: Property Boundary - 1935.
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other half of his property to his wife 050-5@ for her use as long as she 2.3.8 1945 to 1981: The Vischers

lived and upon her death to Zﬁmma I Not long after her parents’ death, o
Margaret sold a portion of the original Bown property gcquired by her In 1945 Peter and Ruth Qmapma <_morﬂ mﬁarmmoa the entire . property ‘
Eﬁ:.ﬂ. in :w.aw _ﬂ:v was a 204.5 acre portion of m.m_BoEm conveyed to . iﬁ_or Charles Smith had mo@c_wma from 5@ heirs of Michael K. Stone "
Henry . Owen for $1,600. 21t moz:ma the western wmn of the Eowmmq """ nine years earlier. 96 The deed identifies this tract as encobmpassing 367:2

and lay entirely we't of ‘Hoghole Rin.? ZEquH died in Febroary 1913, ~ * " acred 6f the otiginal HaberdevVenttre tract patented to‘Thomas-Stone i . ..
devising the remainder of*her real property to her nephewsMichael  « . 1787 and an additional 5.8 acre part of an adjacent tract called .Z.m:E.mE s
Robertson,Stone. ., | Mo o a ., . Hope. , , . . .

v L N Yo Vg s
+

A number of complex changes were made td the property boundary by

o e e N PRI B ] TN o

2.3.6 1913 to. 1936: Michael Robertson Stone- . . - the Vischers between 1967 and 1975. Fhese are summarized below. from -
. Co, . . research done by John Wearmoyth: , . . _

>oooa5m to 1980 oral EmSQ —:ﬁmq_mim <<:: Zﬁmﬁmﬂ U%wo_a : o o

daughter of Michael R. Stdne, the family moved to Emcmamé:m:_.m in * - « Southern ZEE:Q Electric Cooperative, Inc. :m:?oﬁimv\ ac-
1913, upon the death of Margaret G. Stene. Michael R. Stone S Y- ‘quired ffom Peter Vischer (August, 1967). -

subsequently sold 112 acres in 1917 to Thomas Neale for $1,100. There , N ,

were no other ormsmmm in the property, and his 1932 obituary states that :m Southern Zmd;mna m_moﬁo Ooowmnm:é Hno wﬁowo%a :mE -of-

died at his home, “Habre dé Venture” on Christmas Eve 1932. %4 The R way mnmzﬁma by Helen Vischer A >=m=mﬁ 9, Eqmv

family continued to occupy the farm until it was 'sold to Charles S. Smith
in 1936. o L . ' : o . Survey along southern property line showing >za:& hm-:wo lot
. g oo and Southern Maryland m_moﬁno Ooome:/\m Inc. :mr?o?i@

mw:mwma.ﬁm o_..mq_mmm Smith S (aprl1e73), S

Survey along southerh property line mroé_zm maa_:oam_ Eowmnv\
» . ,partitions including increase.of Andriej Lemko holding as well as

The property boundary followed Rose. _ WWM%QS Zm.ﬁ;m:a Electric Ooowmnmﬁzm Inc, Emr?o\m.imv\ QSB:

L]

The ?.owmnv\ Uoczamﬁmm Om Emvmamz\mseam when wcaormmma by Charles
Stevenson Smith from the heirs of Michael R. Stone, closely wm:m:m_ the
property boundaries of today. 9
Hill Road on the east, Hoghole Run on the west, and the old Glymont
Road to the north. Smith Bmam no orm:mmm to the ?.owmna\ lines azzsm r_m
oé:mnmr%

_ Plan showing “Lots 1 and 2” and courses and distances (July 1974).

o _ o Jooe HmmEAo inholder property courses-and distances. (July .1974).

91  Wills: Liber JS 17, folio monp 50s, Chatles County :mq C. Eogﬁa Umomﬁdﬂ _o 1872,
92  Deeds: GAH#4: 546, Charles County (1875). " ' = o
93 - Charles County Land Records, Liber GAH 4, pp. 546, mﬁ . s
94 1932 Obituary, The Times-Crescent, La Plata, Zmé_mza Hmzch 1. “The past several years he had nomama in the Colonial mansion of the old H:oamu Stone. :oammﬁma Y
95  Deeds: WMA#62: 221, Charles County (1936). :

96  Deeds: 81: 47; Charles County (1946). - ) ST

.
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Property Boundary - 1981
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Figure 20: Property Boundary - 1981.
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* John W. Thompson property along northern Haberdeventure prop-
erty, showing an addition of .684 acres to the Thompson holding
(October, 1974).

* Re-subdivision plan of Haberdeventure showing final south bound-
ary changes made by Helen C. Vischer (June, Eqmvoq

Except for the Lemko outparcel, these property changes along the
northern and southern boundaries of the Haberdeventure property did not
have a large impact on the core area of the property.

2.3.9 1981 to Present: U.S. Government

The federal government acquired the property from Helen Vischer,
Peter’s second wife, in 1981 for $524,700. At this time, a 6.28 acre tract
to the north of the main house, connecting to Rose Hill Road, was
subdivided and conveyed'by Helen Vischer to Nadija Lemko. An
additional .3997 acre tract along the eastern boundary was conveyed to
John M. and Roberta J. Wearmouth, leaving the Haberdeventure tract
with 321.97 acres.”® The existing boundaries of the Haberdeventure tract
essentially parallel those of the 1787 patent given to Thomas Stone for
Haberdeventure and Hansons Plains Enlarged.

2.4 Landscape History

The landscape history of Haberdeventure is evident in the landscape
remnants that are found today on the site. These landscape remnants are
composed of layers of interaction over the years between the residents
and the land. Residents, as defined here, does not merely refer to the
owners of Haberdeventure but includes the extended family members,
overseers, slaves and tenants that shaped the development of the site. -

In order to present a clear m.Bmmm of Haberdeventure during each historical
period, and the resulting changes between periods, the landscape history

_is described in two broad categories: the agricultural landscape, and the

gardens and ornamental landscape. The agricultural landscape deals with
the broader features of the landscape such as forests, field patterns, land
use, fencing, and circulation within the site. The gardens and ornamental
landscape section, on the other hand, focuses primarily on the area
surrounding the main house, with gardens for household food, orchards,
and the planting and construction of ornamental features.

In order to fully understand the changes to Haberdeventure’s landscape
over time, it is important to view them in the context of changing
practices, policies and fashions in the region as a whole. Although this is
true in fully understanding any historic landscape, it is particularly
important with respect to Haberdeventure since the documentary
information is fragmentary and incomplete. Two appendices have been
added to this document in order to provide the background context for the
reader. Appendix 3 provides an expanded overview of agricultural history
in the Tidewater region of Maryland and Virginia from the late
seventeenth through the nineteenth centuries. Appendix 4 presents an
overview of regional landscape design preferences during the late
eighteenth century. These appendices provide additional information for
the interpretation of primary documents and visible site features described
in Chapter Three. . -

2.4.1 Pre-Thomas Stone

In the late seventeenth 8:::%, the lands of Haberdeventure were owned

by John Bearfoot, a EE:Q.@ During this period of agricultural history, a
planter by definition planted primarily tobacco, making his livelihood on

the sale of the tobacco to Europe. Tobacco was also used as a medium of
exchange to pay taxes, debts, rent, and to purchase land and supplies.

97  Wearmouth, Appendix to Historic Base Map #4.
98  Deed: Liber 759, Page 81, Charles County (1981).
99  Charles County Rent Rolls to 1761, Maryland Historical Society: Calvert Papers.
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Itis probable that Bearfoot used the Haberdeventure land to grow tobacco
and perhaps some wheat and corn. The land area was too large for him to
work alone, and although there is no evidence that Bearfoot had either
slaves or servants, the common practice at the time was to work the land
with the aid of indentured servants.'% Slaves were not used as field labor
until the latter part of the seventeenth century, and then initially only by
wealthy landowners. %! Tt is also possible that Bearfoot occupied the
property. As stated in the property history, the evidence for this is
inconclusive even though the deed mentioned dwelling houses, barns,
stables, gardens and outhouses. This was a stock phrase for legal
instruments of sale at the time, thus buildings may or may not have
actually been on site.

In a similar vein, it is difficult to determine much about the status of
agriculture or property improvements while the property was owned by
John Lambert, Robert Hanson or Daniel Jenifer between 1708 and 1770.
This was a period of change in Tidewater agriculture, as virgin land ran
out and planters were faced with diminishing returns from worn out
soils.'9 The destructive land practices of the seventeenth century were
modified only by the wealthy and progressive farmers.

The property was tenanted during this period, probably by two
_mmmo:o_amﬂm._S Until 1750, it was common for owners of large rental
properties to subdivide the unit into smaller farms and let long leases for
three lives, “usually those of the initial renter, his wife and a child.”!%
Beginning in the late 1750’s, the life tenancy system was phased out in

favor of short term leases that brought greater returns to the landlord. 105

Since the leases for Haberdeventure have not survived, and there is no
other evidence for a three-lives lease at Haberdeventure, it is probable that
the land was leased for shorter periods of time.

In exchange for the lease, the leaseholder was required to pay an annual
portion of the tobacco crop, and typically to plant an orchard and build a
house and a tobacco house. In Theophilus Hanson’s 1767 survey of
Haberdeventure and Hansons Plains Enlarged it is noted that the 120
acres of the vacancy he found adjoining Hansons Plains included “one
tobacco house 20’ x 30’ and a dwelling house very sorry, shattered and
_mmwv\.:_om These structures may have been built as the result of the
required leasehold improvements on the property.

Although it was common for tenants to pay their leaseholds in tobacco,
the price of tobacco was unstable, and the soils were generally becoming
depleted, producing smaller crop yields. Since both Robert Hanson and
Daniel Jenifer owned grist mills, corn and wheat may have replaced

Hocmoo_mqmm the more common crops grown at Haberdeventure after about
1740.

2.4.2 Thomas Stone

Thomas Stone and his immediate family occupied Haberdeventure for
only about 10 years, between 1771 when the Haberdeventure house was
built and 1783 when the family moved to Annapolis. However, the family

100 During this period, field labor was predominantly found in the form of indentured servants. A severe labor shortage led to the use of slaves by wealthy landowners during the latter part
of the 17th century. Lorena S. Walsh, “Plantation Management in the Chesapeake, 1620-1820,” The Journal of Economic History, 69(2):393 (1989).

101 Ibid.

102 Ibid., “Seventeenth-century Chesapeake. planters exploited land which was abundant and cheap, and sought to make the most of labor which was scarce and dear....planters adopted

girdling and/or slash and burn clearing, long fallows, and hoe culture.” p. 393.

103 Maryland Gazette, March 9, 1769. Advertisement for the sale of Haberdeventure and Hansons Plains lists 2 tenements.

104 Walsh, p. 375.

105 Ibid., p. 386.

106 Wearmouth, p. 5.

107 Rivoire, Research Summary, p. 31.




