CULTURAL RESOURCES INVESTIGRTIOMS TERRACE SURVEY AND
SITE EVRLURT ON RB ) OLOGICRL RSSESSNENTS INC
NASHVILLE AR BEMNETT ET AL.

ARCHEOLOGICAL RSSESSREIITS -69 F/G 876




o
BN
)
o,
3 \
1
K
o
l‘.

e j2s B
- = i §32 m2_2
LN w
x, [ MZ.O
l} . [ M .
o = IE
A9 =

[EY TP

-

MICROCOPY RESOLUTION TEST CHART
NATIONA, BUREAL 11, STANDARDS-1963 A

P B
REANS N

- s T T e -
- >3
.ix_:.x %y .\

-
o
-
e S,

-

|
SO ol
-

-

L X
Xy, i
"".- ot A

=X

..:..
<

A
» ‘ .c. o X o
,»@F ‘ RS




b pBa "R S Rl Y R ik "l tiie"Ria it A e - S A R0 ) 4n Rie R UV LY P OV WL NN " YW '

o (DACW03-86-D-0068)
ﬂm; FILE. CUPY ORDER NO. 0005

US Army Corps
of Engineers /

Little Rock District

CULTURAL RESOURCES

INVESTIGATIONS:

TERRACE SURVEY
AND SITE EVALUATIONS

LA e i A A Bt gk b ¥ adad e et et e 't bl® A "".v-"-av.w

DTIC

ELECTE
MAR O 2 1388

TABLE ROCK LAKE
MISSOURI AND ARKANSAS

AD-A191 &850

BY
W.J. BENNETT, JR., JACK H. RAY
AND ANNE FRANCES GETTYS

ARCHEOLOGICAL ASSESSMENTS REPORT NO. 69
SUBMITTED TO

LITTLE ROCK DISTRICT, U.S. ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS

Approved for public release| l

L..’Z.L"'Lf_": 7 STATEMENT A §
Distribution Unlimited

1987

88 2 28 _010

"% \ L P
J‘_..r.‘.: .-F_' ,&-f_\_ ,*.r*.r‘.-,'f‘.r



V3!
L8 ,
.
::- SECURITY CLASSIFICATION OF THIS PAGE (When Dats Entered)
L READ INSTRUCTIONS
-:_' , - ,‘-. REPORT DOCU“ENTATlON PAGE BEFOQRE COMPLETING FORM
AR 1. REPORT NUMBER 2. 30VT ACCESSION NO. 3. RECIPIENT'S CATALOG NUMBER
' Delivery Order #S
- s, TITLE (and Subtitte) S. TYPE OF REPORT & PERIOD COVERED
:: Culsural ZRescurces Investisations: Terrace Survey
Ay ani Site Zvaluation at Tavle Rock Lake, Missouri
s.'; ané Arkansas 6. PERFORMING ORG. REPORT NUMBER
N
\ 7. AUTHOR(s) §. CONTRACT OR GRANT NUMBER(a)
D '.‘I.J. Bennest, or., Jack I. Ray, and Anne Frances
oy 27s DACW03-86-0068
LM
4, 10. FROGRAM ELEMENT, PROJECT, TASK
K 9. PERFORMING ORGANIZATION NAME AND AODRESS A M T oS
"y Archeolicgical Assessments, Inc. Cultural Resource Management
?,0., 2cx 1631 Operation and Mainterance
- Yashville, Ark. 71852 SWLPT-4
. : 1). CONTROLLING OFFICE NAME AND ADDRESS 12. REPORT DATE
'ON U.3, Army Ingineer District, Little Reelk (SWiPL-A) December 1987
o 2,2, Box 367 13. NUMBER OF PAGES
N 2.z, e
K Little Jock, Ark, 72203-0867
-8 14. MONITGRING AGENCY NAME & ADDRESS(1f different from Controlling Ollice) 1S. SECURITY CLASS. (of thie report)
@
", Unclassified
-,
o 18s. DECL ASSIFICATION/ DOWNGRADING
bl SCHEDULE
-
';4 16. OISTRIBUTION STATEMENT (of this Repore)
e . A Approved for public release with the provision that site location information if
\ “ cenfidential and should ve provided only to respensible agencies with a need
e to znow,
"
,.\:
Y
';' 17. DISTRIBUTION STATEMENT (of the abatrect entered in Block 20, Il dilferent lrocn Report)
2
s
.
e 18. SUPPLEMENTARY NOTES
‘5
L
3 X
- :
-"': 19. KEY wORDS (Continue on reverse aide If necessary and identily by block number)
-, -~ .
" Alluvial Fan Irterfluve Reed Spring
'_': Buried Surfaces Jelferson City Chert Springrield Plateau
S Cultural Resources Intr. Lithic Reduction Table Rock Lake
. Jecmorphclogy Ozark Highlands Terrace Survey
::‘ White 2iver 3asin
'.\‘ 20. ABSTRACT (Continue on reverse side if necesaary and identify by dlock number)
L . A prcocgram of site location, site evaluation, and materials examination was
4 ’ -
: undertaken by Archeological Assessments, Inc,, in the Table Rock Lake Area,
° Misscuri and Arkansas. This workwas sponsored by the United States Army Engineef
o o~ District, Little Rock, under Contract No. DACW03-86-0068, Order Number 5. This
W 'S\:‘ worX included a cultural resources reconnaissance o several unexamined terrace
\ structures of the Table Rock Lake area to document the presence of sites cn thes
\ landf:rms and to gather information regarding the pcossibility of buried cultural
:l| danocies o +hoco Tondoomo A total of D1 copoh tavnnnano aroac Lon oira
» fczn't,
FORM ’
® DD ,)an 73 1473  eoimion oF 1 nOV 6313 OBSOLETE
b : SECURITY CLASSIFICATION OF THIS PAGE (When Deta Entered)

"3’.«.

N o o AL L P L P A - v Y P P T ATOLETRL LY
s 1" "‘J""S"“" "s-.,.\ *.‘J\,.\ o \",v)\ 5*\ iL N e TSI NRN NauTada

; L )
18,28, 5H¢ uly! 3y W B9, W0 V5, ¥ .!..,0.-...'0.'




e le
1, 240K

A .t’"«‘.

- - ﬂ ." L) .{' » ~ » 5
:'Ofo".o l.: X I,&M .n.d".q. o ... .u .:'n.. . " AR R MR R R, ‘..l!' B

. tat Rai ME TS PR TRTETETETE T TED T v URVEUTUe De L. Wmm‘vvv‘wth‘ﬂwwv-:‘u""-j

ol
20. ‘con't) Sixteen of these contained prehistoric sites of which 14 were
reccrmended for Ifurther investigations, The presence of buried surfaces and
cultural deposits was also docunented for this area znd a thorcugh program
oT gecniorpholegical study was reccommended for the recicn., Ten sites were
evaluated Tcr pcssible nomination to the National Register of Histeoric Places.,
These included 23023L, 330236, 3CR23L, 3CR235, 3CE236, 233Y3L0, 2381793,
237A226, 23TA291, and 23TA309. Sites 3CR23L, 3CR236, 23TA226, 23TAZ91, and
23TAR09 were Judzed eligible for nomination to the Jational Register cof
Histcric Places. A reconstruction of the lithic reduction seguence used 33t
3 sizes (233¥LL1, 23BY591, and 23BY605) was undertaken.

.;‘-....q‘ W ‘J"n("v“{‘, VJ,:.'))\ \.\'é\‘\\“p'»*.’;-i\ -‘ NN RS h™ ) T
L)

Ao .Sl.o!'l!.\l. i




3 i AT omiait g soow o Rah i ol B R kA AN 't"\’-‘LT‘WI"I"\W‘TW\YI‘{“--\(\vv‘lv‘v‘!“‘mﬂ‘\"ﬂu‘-“vj
EN
[
‘
Y »
R
[
(- Archeological Assessments Report No. 69
1 Cultural Resources Investigations:
a Terrace Survey and Site Evaluation
K at
> Table Rock Lake
) Missouri and Arkansas
h by
r W. J. Bennett, Jr.
N Jack H. Ray
. and
4 Anne Frances Gettys
[}
.-t’
d
L)
o
- \.
i @ Submi t ted
v to the
! Little Rock District
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
s Contract DACYV03-86-D-0068
Order No, 5
[)
( 1987
: e coasion For P,
: This report does not contain site informat- ' NTIS - CRAAL v
' ion. It is approved for public release. LOTIC TAB @)
" Per Mr. Bob Dunn, U. S. Army Engineer Dis- | Uranag iincand 0}
4 trict, ATIN: CESWL~PL-A }-‘“ Hhaiesa S
: fJf FA/
Y } RN L mmf
b i e
p ! Avadabuity Cudes
[3 , e et e »
Y “'2“' r_‘_ LA o) of
i AT e cgial
b
ﬁ-’g !
‘ SO '
Q' s T

OO0 RO o 0
ot 's‘ - "' »'.‘:'."‘.‘;,:'s‘..'o_g‘i AT o,.'l,:'c':'a,g'\ O o KR e :'u 4 I RN "n e "'a‘t’:"" Ve <A "'g“o ""\'o e ";"t."’ o) ‘."i it " \' '




MY
3%
Ll
A
:‘ _lt.,
\.
Oyl
0
doan
.\,
-
h\
N ABSTRACT
o
LS
W A program of site location, site evaluation, and materials examination was
V) undertaken by Archeological Assessments, Ine., in the Table Rock Lake Area,
5.' Mlissouri and Arkansas. This work was sponsored by the United States Arny
-,15; Cngineer District, Little Rock, under Contract No. DACII03-86-D-0068, Order
'*vj Nunber 5. This work inclucded a cultural resources reconnaissance of several
" unexamined terrace structures of the Table Rock Lake area to document tie
e presence of sites on these landforms and to jather information regarding the
possibility of buried cultural deposits in these landforms. A total of 21
such terrace areas were exomined. Sixteen of these contained prehistoric
N sites of which 14 were recarmended for further investizations. The presence
N of buried surfaces ancd cultural deposits was also documented for this area
N and a thorough program of geomorphological study was recammended for the
L rcsion. Ten sites were evaluated for possible nanination to the National
Resister of ilistoric Places. These included 3B0234, 3DC23G, 3CR234, 3ICR235,
\.:-\ SCRR235, 233Ys.Y, 233733, 23TA226, 23TA2Y1, and 23TAS39. Sites G234,
P 3CR236, 23TA225, 23TA291, and 23TA309 were judged eligible for naaination to
'\‘_;: the llational Rerister of ilistoric Places. A reconstruetion of the lithic
o reduction sequence used at 3 sites (23BY441, 23BY591, and 23BY505) vas
" u undertaken,
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oy Cultural Resources Investigations:

' Terrace Survey and Site Evaluation

N at

i: Table Rock Lake

L0 Missouri and Arkansas

Nh

"

| Y

By CGHAPTER 1: INTRODICTION

o

P Broject Authorjzation

o

- Under the authority of and in compliance with the National Historic
iy Preservation Act of 1980 (Public Law 96-515) and other authorities, the
. United States Army Engineer District, Little Rock (USAED,LR) contracted with

Archeological Assessments, Ine,, Nashville, Arkansas, to conduct site

2 evaluation investigations at a number of previously recorded site locations
'_{ within Table Rock Lake and to conduct an intensive survey of selected
- portions of Table Rock Lake. Work was authorized by Contract
< DACW03-86-D~0068, Order No. 5.

" . ~

4 fe Project Area Locat]

7

f,f Table Rock Lake is located in the Ozark Mountains Region primarily in
> southwestern Missouri with some portions along the upper White and Kings
v rivers and Long Creek in northwestern Arkansas (Figure 1-1), Table Rock
g Dem, campleted in 1958, impounds the waters of White River near the town of
e Branson, Missouri. Major tributaries of the White River affected by this
y impoundment are the Kings River, the James River, Big Indian Creek, North
i Indian Creek, and Long Creek. The conservation pool elevation for Table
vy Rock Lake is 915 feet amsl. At this level Table Rock Lake creates 745 miles
-_5:; of shoreline. A total of 14,772 acres of fee land is included in the
° facility.

7,

4, The project area is situated at the junction of the Salem and Springfield
’ Plateaus of the Ozark Mountains Region and is within the White River
Drainage Basin of the Southwest Drainage Region as defined by Chapman (1975,
oo 1980). The area includes numerous steep valleys, large interfluvial divides,
' and steep stream gradients (Douthit et al. 1979: 18). Natural vegetation in
s the region consists of generally mixed hardwood forests with same mixed
B! pines. Soils in the region are principally canposed of the
:fg Bodine-Gasconade-Clarksville soil association which formed fram cherty
P siliceous dolamites and limestones (Scrivner, Baker and Miller 1975: 24).
e The area is designated the West White Study Unit (Figure 1-2) in Weston and
® Weichman (1987).
» /'-3;,
—“ " Specific areas of investigation are discussed individually below,

>
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K Goals and Orjentation

B This effort was an attempt to pursue several different avenues of
investigation suggested by an analysis of the results of a reconnaissance
level cultural resources survey undertaken during 1985 (Bennett and Ray
1986). Intensive testing was undertaken at 10 sites (3B0234, 3B0236,
5 ICR234, 3CR235, 3CR236, 23BY340, 23SN793, 23TA226, 23TA291, and 23TA309) to
. consider their eligibility for namination to the National Register of
) Historic Places. These sites were recorded during an intensive survey of
public use areas and selected areas with high site potential. Also part of
. the project was a detailed analysis of the collections of lithic debris from
) sites 23BY591, 23BY605, and 23SN441 to determine further characteristies of
the lithic reduction and procurement systems in use in the Table Rock Lake
area and to determine more precisely the activities performed at these
n sites. This information will be used to assess the significance of the
> numerous shallow lithic scatters at Table Rock Lake and to produce an
archeological context for evaluating sites in the region. An intensive
g archeological survey was undertaken at selected terrace locations which have
b been identified as having a high site density. It is considered highly
K. probable that several presently unrecorded sites exist within these alluvial
' structures which would be eligible for the National Register of Historic
¢ @') Places. It was anticipated that the results of this effort would assist in
the establishment of an appropriate context for the evaluation of other
sites. While this latter portion of the project is referred to as a
i "Terrace Survey," it is clear that not all the large alluvial landforms
X examined were, strictly speaking, terrace formations. The valleys include
’ alluvial and colluvial fans, levee formations, and a variety of other
features. However, until these can be subjected to a much more detailed
geanorphological analysis, the exact nature of particular localities cannot
_' be stated. Thus it is our belief that many of the features called terraces
# in this report may be judged to be other types of landforms at a later
- stage, but until such investigations are conducted, we will refer to these
. by the samewhat generic term terrace.

8 . .
‘ Summary of Investigatjons
: There were 3 basic types of activities involved in this project: the

i evaluation for significance at several site locations, an analysis of
' collections made fram sites recorded in 1985, and a survey of terrace areas.

: Site Evaluyation. In general, the techniques used in the site evaluation

) portion of this effort were designed to evaluate site significance in terms
K of criteria developed for the evaluation of sites for inclusion on the
| National Register of Historic Places as stated in 36CFR60.6, which states
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o~ The quality of significance in American history, architecture,
v archeology, engineering, and culture is present in districts,
> sites, buildings, structures, and objects that possess integrity
N of location, design, setting, materials, worksmanship, feeling,
e and association, and (a) that are associated with events that have
. made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our
history; or (b) that are associated with the lives of persons
L significant in our past; or (c) that embody the distinctive
- characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction, or
~ that represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic
b values, or that represent a significant and distinguishable entity
whose components may lack individual distinction; or (d) that have
f yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in
b prehistory or history.
WY
A In terms of the sites to be investigated during this project, Criteria D is
o the one most often applied to archeological sites and, for such sites, the
z crucial consideration is whether or not the sites still contain intact
deposits. Thus, our investigation techniques were designed to make a
- determination of whether there were intact deposits at the sites examined.
N Sites examined included 3BO234, 3BO236, 3CR234, 3ICR235, 3ICR236, 23BY340,
) . 23SN793, 23TA226, 23TA291, and 23TA309, Sites 3CR235, 23SN793, and 23TA309
' 0. had been judged possible prehistoric mound sites and were investigated for
: this reason. Of these, 3CR235 and 23SN793 contained only a single possible
N artificial mound, and investigations at those sites were not extensive.
L Sites 3JCR236, 23TA226, and 23TA291 were sites with buried camponents and
B investigations were designed to determine the possible age of these buried
e deposits. However, because of the depth of the buried deposits,
- investigations were largely restricted to the investigation of bank-line or
| gully profiles. Sites 3BO234, 3B0O236, 3CR234, and 23BY340 were thought to
h" be multi-component prehistoric sites. 3B0236 also contained a historic
_;:- period camponent.

‘.} Site examination activities took place fram September 8 through October 17,
P 1986. The field team was directed by W. J. Bennett, Jr. with Jack H. Ray
Y and John D, Northeutt serving as ecrew leaders. John Northrip, Robert
) Abbott, and Mary Bennett served as crew members. James Hoelscher was the
i project soils scientist,

- A variety of excavation techniques were employed, including the careful
examination of bank-line profiles, the excavation of test units, and
controlled surface collections. All artifacts collected were processed
under the supervision of Anne Frances Gettys and have been prepared for
curation at the Center for Archaeological Research, Southwest Missouri State
University.

Y
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- Collections Analysis. The analysis of collections made in 1985 fram sites

S N L.
(OO AR ALY

» »'

o e TS TR T N N N e Y '
N \. T T e
5 5 » L

n’

. L]
{s'- 'l "L‘! . :.;.J\)"_-"_;\ -S,» l. 'l?\

&

- - - LA I L I ] LIPS L L N I I T ) - - - -
WSt PR o LAt PP T e N e N e AT A A A A T
. Y o "1 "f.'-". SO "o g ,.:\ ".-J\ e \J' o

W By A . ) Y,




Ca A ~ub eal

008

VT S

- -

. 23SN441, 23BY591, and 23BY605 were done under the supervision of Anne

oo Frances Gettys who was assisted by Janis Campbell. W. J. Bennett, Jr.,

S assisted in the interpretation. The intent of this exercise was to

determine if a sufficient amount of material had been collected from sites

situated on deflated ridge situations or whether further data gathering
activities should be conducted at those sites.

’l

."',q

-7 . An intensive survey of terrace landforms was recammended
K- for Table Rock Lake as a result of the findings of the 1985 shoreline survey
‘o (Bennett and Ray 1986: 73 - 83). During that effort a very high correlation
' between terrace structures and site presence was noted. Moreover, the
presence of deeply buried cultural remains was also documented as was a
oy nunber of adverse impacts, including unauthorized collection and shoreline
::;[ erosion to these locations.

- _

:’: In order to investigate these locations more completely, it was decided to
' include a program of site location focusing on terrace structures during the
— 1586 investigations. In addition to the location of sites it was also our
o goal to locate sites which exhibited bank-line exposures or profiles for
- subsequent detailed soils and geamorphological analysis and interpretation.
o An additional incentive for conducting the terrace survey at this time was
e "- to take advantage of the low water level of Table Rock Lake in the month of
‘ Septerber which varied between 905 and 907 feet amsl (10 - 12 feet below
:j{ normal pool level). The terrace survey was conducted between September 8
" and September 19, 1986. The survey crew consisted of Jack H. Ray, field
.:-'; supervisor, and John D. Northrip, field technician.

'-'J

* The survey was structured according to the 7 major survey units defined
l during the 1985 Table Rock Project: Upper White River, Middle White River,
S Lower White River, James River, Kings River, Long Creek, and Side Valleys
.- (Bennett and Ray 1986: 7). The Middle White River and Lower White River
o units, however, were omitted fram consideration since all terraces in these
::'.-f two units are permanently inundated by lake waters. The upper reaches of
." each of the remaining units were patrolled by boat for terraces with
oy wave-cut exposures, All terrace areas within each major survey unit
s actually surveyed were assigned a successive letter designation (e.g., James
-:;: River - A, James River - B, Side Valleys: Roaring River - A, ete.). The
\} locations of these terraces have been plotted on appropriate U.S.G.S. 7.5'

quadrangle sheets on file with the USAED,LR. Such alluvial structures were
present throughout this portion of the White River Valley but currently only
in a few portions of the Upper White River and its tributaries are these
above water. Therefore, the basis for the selection of these particular

@ &

-

)
o
:': areas for investigation was opportunistic.

),

:::’, Twenty-one terrace areas were surveyed (Figure 1-3), including 9 in the
; Upper White River unit, 3 in the Kings River unit, 2 in the James River
RAr -~ unit, 2 in the Long Creek unit, and 5 in the Side Valleys unit. The Side
[ '.\‘*
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Branson 5 Upper White River - E
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' 8. Upper White River - H
' 9. Upper White River - 1
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11. Leather Wood Creek
12. Roaring River
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j 14, Kings River - B
15. Kings River - C
16. James River - A

f 17. James River - B

i 18. Long Creek -~ A

19, Long Creek - B

20. Yocum Creek
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Figure 1-3. General Location of Areas Examined During Terrace Survey-
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?_'/: Valleys unit included Roaring River, Leatherwood Creek, Butler Creek, Flat
-t Creek, and Yocum Creek. Of the 21 terrace areas surveyed, 16 contained
[ sites.
'-:’,
While the fluctuating lake level made it impossible to compute accurately
" the number of miles of shoreline or acres covered in this effort, we
r estimate that a minimum of 9 and a maximum of 11 miles of shoreline and
\:: between 400 and 600 acres were examined, Lake level during this
}3 investigation was slightly above 905 feet amsl.
L Survey techniques used at terrace sites included intensive surface survey
- and/or systematic shovel testing. Terrace surfaces exhibiting greater than
:.g 20% ground visibility such as eroded shoreline areas and wave-cut banks were
o visually inspected along transects spaced 5 - 40m apart. Areas with dense
- vegetative cover or less than 20% ground visibility were shovel tested at 25
~ - 50m intervals.

L}
( All sites discovered during the terrace survey were recorded on USGS 7.5’
- quadrangles. Site boundaries were generally delineated by distribution of
o surface finds and/or positive shovel tests. However, in some cases sites
N were bounded by modern factors such as lake waters at 905 - 907 feet and
‘N private land at 931 feet. Thus, estimates given for site extent are quite
baa likely to be incamplete.

All diagnostic artifacts, bifaces, and other worked tools encountered during
e the survey were collected and placed in bags clearly labelled as to
- provenience., No systematic attempt was made to collect debitage such as
oo waste flakes, core fragments, and shatter. Materials collected have been
prepared for curation at the Center for Archaeological Research, Southwest
‘J Missouri State University in Springfield.
o
\.:'_ gani ion. The report of these investigations has been organized
.’ as follows: Following a brief summary of the regional culture<historic
at context, we present a discussion of the sites which were formally evaluated
e for possible nomination to the National Register of Historie Places, a
. discussion of the collections made from sites in 1985, a description of the
*': sites visited during the terrace survey, and finally a discussion of the
"R terrace structures.
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5 CHAPTER 2: REGIQWAL CULTURE-i{ISTCRICAL OONTEXT
\.
b
:4 The record of human occupation of this portion of the Missouri Ozarks
o extends pack in time for at least 12,000 to 15,000 years. The following
Vo puges present a summarized account of the general contemnporary

N understanding of the basic elements in this history of occupation. Table
o 2-1 illustrates the general chronological framework used in this study.

™

‘.'\
¥ Table 2-1. Chronological Framework

2
' A.D. 1700-present ilistorie

T A.D. H00-1700 Late Ceramic (Mississippi)

EN A.D. 1-900 Early Ceranic (Woodland)

[ ) 3uuy B.C.-1 B.C. Late Arcnaic
- 5000 B.C.-300u B.C. Middle Archaie
20 7400 B.C.-5000 B.C. Early Archaic

- 3000 B.C.-7T900 B.C. Dal ton

A 12,000 B.C.-80Uy B.C. Paleo-Indian
A ‘-., +12,000 B.C. Early Man
{ g

5

This presentation draws directly, in large measure verbatim, upon Bennett
and Ray (1936) wnhich in turn followed the sequence developed by Chapman

3

9 (1975, 1Y8u) for the prehistorie occupation of the area. There are a
‘-' ~ nunber of other regional sumnaries which can be reconmended. These include
o Chapauan et al. (19s0), Spears, Myer, and Davis (1975), and Douthit et al.
- 1979. Marshall (1$38), a study of projectile point variations through
iy time, is still an inportant resource. Price's study of the Historic Perioa
o cerumics of the Ozark DBorder region to the east is also an important
[ ] resource (Price 1579). Accounts of recent archeologicul work in the area
- can be founa in Bennett and Ray (1386) for Table Rock Lake and Novick and
oy Cantley (1u7y) for Bull Shoals Lake.

-

-

~ P . .

e n n

.'. Carly an. For aost of its history of huwaan occupation, the region was
‘o hame to groups of HNutive Auwericans who for thousands of years practiced a
sj generalized hunting and gathering economy. At present there is no direct
:; eviuence for occupation of the region prior to the Paleo-Indian Period.
Ao liowever, soame evidence suggesting such occupation has been recovered fran
s the Shriver site in northwestern .lissouri, where a Paleo-Indian occupation
». surfuce was underlain with predominately unifacial tools suggesting an
. ..::: earlier, perhaps culturally distinet use of the site (Reagan et al. 19738).
’p.' L

>

)

o 2-1

° -

s

N

7

..' -~-%-'\-’..q'..}"'*"}$;.\n\q~-. AR AL n‘.'-- I"‘ "\"-"\-:',“-:h\}‘i *q J\'\. \‘ "‘ &'N oy - N‘.~;~I \' '.‘-}\1'\-\;
a o’ 3 g B -+ . -+ b K B « 3 B R R B B R B 1 M a2

- I"
o.. ’ BLh = b'S ,.c.l'c R Y 500 U

DIQ A



L4
'ij
¢
W
¥
[0
“
(]
-2 -Indja y ~-8,000 B . Paleo-Indians were hunters and
"’ satherers wnose lifestyle was at least initially adapted to the late
Jog Pleistocene environment, During this period the spruce-dominated forest of
ny the late glacial episode was changing to one daninated by deciduous trees
: and prairie. Pleistocene megafauna (e.z. elephant, sloth, camel, horse)
- had not yet becane extinet. Small bands (i.e. small egalitarian groups
.\: with informal leadership) of hunters are thought to have exploited now
S extinct Dig gune as well as modern smaller fauna. The relative scarcity of
;\ Paleo-Indian remains suggests tnat they had a small, dispersed population
5 and were not sedentary. However, it is quite possible that much of the
evidence relating to this period has been removed fran the archeological
N record by erosion or masked by alluviun.
.' Diagnostic artifacts of this period include burins, gravers, specialized
B cutting and scraping tools, and fluted projectile points such as Clovis and
»‘:" Folsan (Chapman 1975: 60-69). At least 43 Paleo-Indian sites have been
reported from the White River basin (Spears et al. 1975: 5).
_'v“
-~ Dalton (8000-7000 B,C.). This period has been considered both a
_, transitional stage between the Paleo-Indian and Archaic periods (Chapian
‘& 1573: 2y, 95) and part of the Early Archaic Period (llorse 1971; Price and
o

r
€

Krakker 1973). The Dalton adaptation was to the warmer and drier
post-Pleistocene environneant and to the changing floral and faunal
resources cnaracteristic of the :lolocene. Considerable modeling of the

.ﬂl
0.
.

‘3:::: Dalton manifestation has veen uncertaken in northeastern Arkansas in the
% Jlississippi Valley and adjacent Ozark Escarpnent. Investizations of the
-:Z} intense Dalton occupation of this locality (llorse 1971, 1475a, 1975p;
b, Goodyear 1473; Schiffer 1975a, 19750) have resulted in a model of Dalton
) settlenent patterns, consistiny of a base canp and outlying resource
o Jrocurenent camps locuted within small territories. llorse also suggests
’ thut comion Dalton lithic tools include the Dalton Lanceolate projectile
[~ point and its reworked variants, Dalton Serrated, as well as the snub-ended
- (enu) scraper and ourinated forms. In addition, the Dalton tool kit seems
™ to have included a variety of woodworking tools such as adzes, spokeshaves,
an¢ steep-edged scrupers. The presence of diagnostic Dalton artifacts
~ througnout the larger White River Valley suggests that many parts of the
.: re;ion viere occupied during the Dalton Period (Chapman 1975: 393).
)
,‘:. Early Archaic (700V-5040 B.C,). During this period, human occupants of
M southwestern .lissouri continued to ve hunters anc gatherers organized into
@ s.aall vanas (Chapman 1975: 4Y), In the Vhite River drainage the Early
:: Archaic artifact assemwlage has been termed the Rice complex, named for the
. Rice snelter "type" site in Stone County (Bray 1956; Ciapmnan 1975: 129).
" The Rice camplex includes the following projectile point/knives: Dalton
z Serrateu, Rice Lobed, Rice Contracting Stemmed, Rice Lanceolate, Agate
Ad Basin Lanceolate, uand Grahum Cave Notched. Other associated artifacts
A range from end, ovoid, and stauned scrapers to choppers, adzes, and pitted
::' e anvil stones.
\ <.
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i As noted apbove, Dalton and Early Archaic artifacts often occur together,
. periaps indicating that types diagnostic of both periods viere made at the
W same time. It has been suggested (Ahler 1971; Joyer ana Roper n.d.) that
lanceolate points represent different tool functions fran notehed points;
thus, typological differences may be indicative of technical functions

o rather than cultural affiliations. The typological and cultural details of
AN the Early Archaic Period remain to be elucidated, although sites of this
LN period are fairly comaon. Early Archaic components are represented in rock
' shelter and open sites in Table Rock Reservoir (Chapman 1956, 1960).
. Mi haj 50090-300 . This cultural period coincides with the
.Y hypsithermal, a drier climatic period which caused an eastward shift of
«'Q'- grasslands along tne forest-prairie ecotone in Southwest Missouri (MceMillan
b and Wood 197v: 240; King and Allen 1Y77). Human subsistence strategies
'y during the Middle Archaic Period are interpreted as adaptations to the
‘¥ changing, less favoraole (drier) enviromment (Chapman 1975: 158; Mellillan
3_ and Wood 1976: 240; dJoyer and Roper n.d.: 10-11). While continuinz a
e huntinz ard gatnering strategy, people of this period are conjectured to
::_j have exploited a wider range of resources that featured more prairie and
[ edge species, sucn as small mammals and rabbits, and a mixed inventory of
o aquaties (Mellillan 1978: 225; Purrington 1971: 9-15). The White River tool
Rt ‘. conplex has ocen identified with the Middle Archaic Period in Table Rock
. Reservoir (Chapman 196u, 1975: 159-171). Diagnostic artifacts in this
331 comlex incluue Big Sandy Notched (or White River Arcnaic), Jakie Stemmed,
- Rice Loved, and Stone Square Stemmed projectile points. The full-grooved
e axe and celt also came into use (Chapman 1975: 153), but other ground stone
. processing tools are not cunrion (Mcllillan 1976: 225). iliddle Archaic sites
ey are found in many different riverine and upland contexts (Cooley and Fuller
;) 1¢75: o; Joyer and Roper n.d.; Senoltz 1$58: 33), which is evidence that
W has been interpreted to mean that humans were seeking more varied
~ resources, The notion that Middle Archaic sites may bLe more visible
v, pecause of their depositional context (i.e. geomorphologically) has not yet
:‘ oeen explored as an alternative to the aforementioned cultural explanation.
: - Archai J4U0=-10 B . This period, spanning part of the late
j.‘s_' ilypsitherral (ca. 300u-2000 B.C.), was a tine of climatic amelioration
ok (i.e. wetter) relative to the drying maximum of about 4000 B.C. Sane
5 investizators (Chapman 1975: 185; Douthit 1S81: 54) have sugZested that
: there might have been a population migration into the Ozark Hizhlunds away
X fran Central issouri and Northeast Oklahama. Whether or not this
Said occurred, there appears to have been an overall population increase during
:': the Late Arcnaic, as evidenced by the larger numbers of sites and greater
:-:: densities of inaterials (Chapman 1975; Joyer and Roper n.d.; Purrington
o 1471; lMorse 15750: 181). Hunting and gathering continued to be the
"-.: uuminant modes of production, Late Archaic sites present considerable
N

diversity and density of materials, perhaps indicating differences in base
caips versus collecting/hunting loci. Base camps are especially
distinguished fran sites of the previous culture perious by their increased
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r- densities and diversity of materials (e.g. MeMillan 1976: 226; Purrington
;o 1971; Joyer and Roper n.d.; Roper 1978). Also characteristic of the Late
- Archaic is a return to intensive use of white-tailed deer (MeMillan 1976:
N 220), aquatic resources (Klippel et al 1978), and an intensive exploitation
X of plants, especially nuts (e.g. Meilillan 1976; Chamko 1978; King 1980).
! Cultigens (bottle gourd, Lagenaria siceraria; squash, Qmp_ug_m) make
[ their appearance as well at Phillips Spring, about 100 miles north of
Gulena (Chamko 1978; King 1980). Elsewhere in the Ozarks (Fuller 1Y75:
- 13-45; Douthit 1931: 515) a dichotomous settlement pattern of large,
:- perinanent base carnps on terraces and extractive loci in the uplands has
Y been proposed for Late Archaic cultures. This model is based on the
\ proposition that sites were situated where wild resources could be
gathered, hunted, and fished from prescribed territories with the least
- effort--the "minimax" model (Price and Krakker 1975; Klinger 1978). This
P model ostensibly allows for population packing of hunters and gatherers.
- The tool assamblages usually associated with base camps are a diverse
P array, sametimes termed the "James River complex" (Chapman 1975: 186).
Diagnostic projectile points in this camplex include Stone Square Stemmed,
- Snith Basal Notched, Table Rock Stemned, Afton Corner Notched, Langtry, and
b Gary. Other tools camon to this assemblage are flake knives, scrapers of
. various forms, chert core hamerstones, manos, anvilstones, axes,
b triunguloid bifaces, and drills.
o -~

_ ﬂ' Vioodland/Eariy Ceramic (100¢ B,C,-A.,D, 900). This time period is often
r. divided into the Early Woodland, Middle Woodland, and part of the Late
Vloodland periods outside the Ozarks, but these distinctions have not found

. utility in the Czark [lighlands (Chapman 1960: 1160; Roper 197Y). Current
= evidence indicates that Late Archaic tool technology and other traits
* continued to be used during the Early Ceramiec Period. Typical Early

Ceramic point types ineclude Kings Corner Hctched, Rice Side Notched, Tavle
Roek Pointed Stenmed, Langtry, Gary, Snyder affines, and Steuben affines.
Jodifications typically associated with Vloodland culture were gradually
introduced beginning about A.D. 40v. The most significant of these
modifications was the introduction of the bow and arrow, as indicated by
tne presence of small notehed points (e.g. Scallorn, Table Rock Corner
¢ Jotcheu, Jakie Notched), ellipticals or leaf-shaped points (e.g. White
River Elliptical), and notched and unnotched triangular points (e.g.
Cahokia). The shifts in point sizes and styles probably refleect the
transition from the use of darts to the bow and arrow. The bow and arrow
is not necessarily a weapon of zreater effectiveness or killing range
(relative to a spear or dart), but it is a weapon that incrcases the
efficicney of the lone hunter. Another technology which appears early in
the Ozark Woodland sequence (but late, relative to other parts of the
Midwest) is the ceramic vessel, Grit-tempered (and occasionally
grog-tempered) conoidal pots with cord-roughened exterior surfaces prooably
were produced by A.D. 1. Often, early ceramics are decorated with various
cawinations of stamping, embossing, and punctating. A third artifact that
is characteristic of the Early Ceramic Period is the burial mound or rock
purial cairn (Wood 1967). Hiany investigators seem to agree (MMcMillan 1976;
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Chapman 1975; Purrington 1971; Roper 1978; Douthit 1981) that the
population increased during the Early Ceramic Period. Settlement patterns
probably consisted of small hamlets as base caps (Pangborn, Trawick, and
Wood 1971) and small hunting and resource extractive sites scattered
throughout the floodplains, rock shelters, and uplands of the Ozarks. It
is not incorrect to generalize that the basiec Archaic productive pattern
continued to be pursued during the Ceramic periods without significant
increases in the utilization of Cultigens; however, more intensive social
interaction made the Woodland mode of production different fram that of
Late Archaic. During the time when Kansas City iiopewell (Johnson 1979) and
the Cooper phase (of Northeast Cklahoma; Purrington 1971) were in progress,
Hopewell influence in the Ozark Highlands seems to have been sporadiec. For
instance, Hopewell materials in Southwest Missouri include occasional
objects in Fristoe complex graves (Wood 1967), Cooper Zoned Stamped pottery
and a reecl-shaped gorget in Table Rock Reservoir (Chapman 1980: 25), and a
clay platform pipe from Christian County (Cooley and Fuller 1975: 76).
Same of these represent long-distance trade, but it is clear that all of
the objeets were deposited in "everyday" contexts and not in status graves.
Exotie materials in the Ozark Highlands are indicative of social
interaction at a regional level, but they are not necessarily indicative of
the ilopeviell cult.

B Archeolozical evidence for
thils tive penod presents an interesting situation of culture contact
oetween people we identify with Woodland traits, as outlined above, and
village horticulturalists, i.e. the Mississippians. OQutside the Ozarks of
southwestern llissouri, the faniliar llississippian cultures were the
Cadcoans of tihe Cklahama-Texas-Arkansas oorder vieinity (Vyekoff 1930) and
the Steed-lisker manifestations in the vicinity of Kansas City (Vedel
1943). The best-known llississippian manifestation within the western
Czarks is the Loftin phase (Chapman 1930: 143, Wood 1983). This
manifestation is nw.aed for the Loftin site located at the confluence of the
Janes and Wnite rivers. Loftin was a Jlississippian ceremonial center
cossibly estaolished by Caddoan colonists (Chapman 1960: 323; Wood and
Jarshall 1U60: 326; Henning 1960: 366). [How influential this ilississippian
intrusion was is uncertain, owing to the paucity of archeological evidence.
Investizutions on the upper James River (Fuller 1975) have revealed sites
dating A.D., 1200 (23GR303, 23vBs0) and containing typical Woodland
artifacts sucph as liimestone-teupered pottery and notched and Elliptical
orojectile points. Other sites in that vieinity (231B49, 23GR1ia, 23GR303)
have procduced Canoikia Notched, Xaud, and Reed (latter two are Caddoan)
points (Fuller 1973; Fuller 1931). Excavations in an earthen mound at
23R4 (Douthit 1981: 3384) revealed fragwents of a hoodec-effigy water
bottle, a typical shell-tenpered, (lississippian ceranic type. Similar
amalzamated or contemporancous ‘Joodland and Mississippian artifact foras
have been recorded by Purrington (1371) for the Delaware B phase in
Northeast Oklahoma and by several investizators (Chapman 1980: 150-151) for
tae Stockton, Fristoe, and DBolivia complexes in counties to the north and
northeast of Table Rock Lake,

’.r .r"'f

Mkl N R Ny
‘I“I » .‘..'c'.'l -‘Q‘J!‘A L . 5 n“.....l"l -.Iq . » All o'!

In »

LR




5

N 10

.
L. -

’

' -
oo
]
3%

I. ‘l‘ l. "'.

LN

-

P,
VR
- L

PR

.
2L,

«

AN |
LS - T

Al

T I B Mg &
"

iatatals

5 %y

.

Ao

SN ) FEOOT o i
SN A

@

+

by

>
SAOR )

il

L LA
%

‘

()
W
®.

[ ¥

(o

o NI A% Y ) AP AT N
o, W LA N o
_n.l‘a‘(,. 'a L » 5 N . X '. K

Limited evidence suggests that the Late Ceramic people of southwestern
Missouri had a limited horticultural system and that their lifestyle was
still that of the semi-sedentary hunter and gatherer. Bray (1953:73)
suggested that "A farming economy with attendant surpluses seems to have
been practically nonattainable under aboriginal conditions in the Table
Rock Area."” The alternative interpretation is that the late prehistoric
occupations of biuff shelters and small upland sites in the West Central
Ozarks represent limited activity sites of Caddoan and/or Mississippian
peoples. lluch additional work needs to be done to determine the identity
of the occupants of the various site types in the region and the
relationships between these sites,

Opepn_Sjites. In his study of prehistoric sites within the Beaver Reservoir
area, dJumes Scholtz divided the site inventory into two categories:
snelters and open sites. His definition and deseription of the category
open site is of interest to us in this study:

The teria "open site" as used throughout this paper refers to any
location showing evidence of aboriginal habitation other than
those in natural shelters provided by bedrock overhangs or caves.
Open sites are those on tie relatively exposed position of stream
terraces, hillsides, and ridge tops. All of the open sites
recorced during this study are rezarded as temporary camping
stations, as there was no indication that any of them were usec
for an extended period of time (with the possible exception of
the Brady site [3ViA22]), althouzh some had larze quantities of
stone artifacts and stone=-chippinz debris and areally were quite
extensive. Interpretive statements concerning the nature of the
sites are maue in the concluding sections of this paper. The
sreat majority of the open sites occurred along the edges of the
second terrace of the Vhite River. Dissection by intermittent
streaas has cut the terraces into remnants paralleling the river
or spurs whose length lies perpendicular to the river. Erosion
has left many of than as gentle low ridges and it was along these
terrace crests that the cultural material was concentrated,
cdecreasins in quantity as one moved away from the highest portion
of the site. In many cases it was difficult to determine where
one site ended and another began. In areas where continuous
stretches of the river terraces had been cultivated recently,
lons series of adjacent fields all showed evidence of Indian
occupation. One recceived the impression that if all the river
bottamlands had been freshly plowed, mile after mile of cultural
material would have been exposed, divided only by gullies and
streans. (Scholtz 1967:19, 20).

Despite this affirmation of the inportance of such locations for the
prehistoric populations of the region, very little has been done to
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1A investigate such sites in this portion of the White River Valley. Ilore
‘o extensive terrace investigations have been conducted in the Alissouri
100 portions of Table Rock Lake (Chapman et al. 1960). This work involved the
:- use of a power-driven ditch digzer which tested areas to a depth of about a
AR meter. This effort resulted in work at a number of large sites along the
Vhite River terraces. Many more sites were scheduled for investigation but
o this was not possible because of the premature filling of Table Rock
-\.j Reservoir.
, Cad
::: Scnoltz's survey was followed by a program of site testing conducted and
b reported by Bernard Golden (1962). In this work, 13 such sites were
examined by the placement of 1xlm test units. At most of these sites the
= depth of the cultural deposit was judged to be less than 40em. However,
N Golden's report gives no indication that any attempt was made during this
" study to investigate or to docunent the basic stratigraphy of these
-, landforms. MeGimsey's 3-page report of work at the Tisdale (3WAS0) and
A North Clifty (3CR67) sites (leGimsey 1963) indicates materials at ruch
greater depth and asserts that stratigraphy was observed at the Tisdale
L. site. The results of this work, with the important addition of excavations
'O in 1971 and 1976 at the Lake Sequoyah site (3WA107) reported in Stahle
o (1986), led to the judgment voiced in Raab et al. (1Y82: 6-7) that stream
- terrace sites are important locations for understanding the prehistoric
h lifeways of the Ozark region. Unfortunately this portion of the Arkansas
{ t’ State Plan took the results of the Beaver Reservoir investigations at face
A value and went on to assert that in addition to buried sites,
LS N
ﬁ: it should be recognized that many "surface" sites are located on
. stream terraces. Test excavations within the Beaver Reservoir
Y floodpool revealed that most open sites there contained no
undisturbed buried deposits in spite of abundant remains of
o) lithic tools and debitage on the surface. Only four of the 26
o open sites tested by archeologists during work prior to
:-‘,;f construction of DBeaver Lake contained artifacts below 50
Y centimeters, and most of the test squares encountered sterile
Vhg soil irmediately below the plowzone. Scholtz (1967: 15)
$ attributed the shallowness of deposits to recent erosion. It is
. also possible that physiographic and biotic factors were not
“:;:: conducive to deposition even pefore the terraces were deforested
, and cultivated.
e slore recent work in the upper White River portions of Table Rock Lake
Q. (Bennett and Ray 1936) has indicated that, to the contrary, subsurface
Pt deposits are not generally absent in these alluvial landforms. Rather,
by they are buried at deptns much greater than 50cin. It seems that the
P judgment rezarding the lack of buried or stratified materials is based on
"’ an extremely naive conception of the nature of these landforms and the
geamorphic processes which created and modified them. This judgment seems
L . to rest upon the idea that all surfaces are of the same age and were
TN equally available for use during the long history of human occupation of
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R~ the region. Nothing could be further fran the actual situation in this
NN highly dynamic riverine enviromment. Failure to recognize this important
AT fact about the landscape led to the loss of great quantities of information
:}.} about the human use of the area, since the valleys within which these
33 landforms were set are now inundated and the sites are generally
V) inaccessible for investigation. This situation means that such landforms
v that are still available for investigation take on an extra dimension of
o importance and extreme care must be taken to preserve these sites and to
:;:: extract the greatest possible amount of information fram them.
xj:
. di ic Period Backzround
o The following historical sketeh of the White River Hills region of
AN Southwest llissouri is adapted fram Benn (1982: 26-29) and Harris and
v Reuter-iiart (1983: 35-39).
oy
) When Curopean explorers and Euro-Americans arrived in Southwest Missouri,
o the Osage Indians were the indizenous residents. The Osage claimed all of
A the land west of the ilississippi River to the Rocky ilountains and south of
oAt the Zlissouri River to the Arkansas River (ilathews 1961: 88; Boyd 1575: 21).
;':_-: It is not known how lon; the Osage tribe had inhabited this territory. By
o 18J0 the Osage in lMissouri were in the southwest gquacrant of the state
{ {® (‘leyer 197J: 20). Prior to the Louisiana Purchase in 1503, the Osage had
s difficulties protecting their region from other tribes, especially the
hdls Kickapoo, wiho had established small villages along the Csage River (CGibson
' :I 1963: 52). A treaty with the Csage in 1803 allowed the United States
Wy Jovernment to mnove displaced eastern trivbes into Osage territory. Vieslager
M deseribed this situation:
o . « . the Osage continued to hunt on these lands and
Ty resarded with animosity any trespass of alien Indians
e on their hunting grounds. The Csage position was that
1528 they had sold their lands to the United States, but not
_ the bpeuver, bear, deer, buffalo, and other animals
® livins on the lands, because the animals were needed
;._ for their survival. To make matters worse, the govern-
t.,.:: ment also rioved the Shavmee, Piankashaw, Kickapoo,
:E-. Arkansas, Cherokee, Creek, Peoria, Wea, and other
. tribes into this same territory. This was not done
o purposely to antagonize the Osage, but it made a
o. confrontation inevitable between them and the new-
T caners (Weslager 1972: 354-365).
A
"\L' Archeological evidence of Csage Indian presence in Southwest Missouri has
9. proved to be illusive. Chapman (1960: 1169-70) reports that it was not
) 3 _:'; possible in most instances to separate late Mississippi, protohistorie, and
ey
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-.{-. historic components in the Table Rock Reservoir. Ile does suggest that
D distinctive artifacts fram the Protohistoric Period (A.D. 1400-1700)
,‘:;_ include Jakie Notched, Table Rock Corner Notched, Elliptical and triangular
o7, projectile points in addition to Neosho Punctate and Woodward Plain
Y (shell-tempered) pottery. In Barry County the site in McDowell Cave (Adams
"o 1958: 194-5) yielded Mississippian artifacts mixed with historic trade
$._ goods which Adams interpreted as an Osage occupation.

5: The Osage were forcibly removed fraom Southwest Missouri during the winter
N of 1836-37 (Holcombe 1883: 179-82). This episode is loosely termed the
! "Osage War."

SN

\ .. Snall bands of Delaware and Kickapoo Indians moved into Missouri soon after
KN the Spanish obtained the land from the French in 1762. The Spanish had
f‘ invited the eastern tribes to locate on the west bank of the Mississippi
: River to act as a buffer against western expansion of the American frontier
‘e and to help contain the Osage to the west (Ingenthron 1970:111). Regarding
N7 the resettlement of the Kickapoos, Gibson (1963: 91) states: "The
o government's removal of the Kickapoos to the Osage River country, under the
2 auspices of the treaties of Edwardsville and Fort Harrison (1819), simply
-\;,' made official a movenent which had been under way for nearly a century." A
g . Kickapoo village of 100 "wigwams" 1is recorded in the vicinity of
{ {e Springfield in 1824 (Escott 1878: 25; Holcambe 1883: 126). In 1818 the
Fr-. Treaty of St. Mary's assigned the portion of Southwest Missouri around
o Stone County to the Delaware Indians, and in 1821-22 as many as 2,100
b Delaware arrived on the banks of the James River north of Stone County
- (Ingenthron 1970: 114). Escott (1878: 15-19) indicates that the principal
- Delaware town was on the right (west) bank of the James River in northwest
- Christian County. The Delaware tribe moved to land near Kansas City in
3 1830. Mr. Jack Howard recalled his grandfather's descriptions of the
:; Delaware and their village:

S

:}‘ « « « the Delawares in their camp near Springfield lived

',;-’ for the most part in log cabins constructed similar to the

ones occupied by white men. Most of the cabins had puncheon
floors and fireplaces, but few were built directly on the
ground with dirt floors and a hole in the center of the
roof to allow smoke to escape from fire burning in the
center of the floor. Still others. . . preferred a small
rounded hut manufactured from tree limbs, brush, cecar
boughs and covered with grass and hides from animals. . .
The Delawares decorated their clothing with bead work,
small metal balls, bits of glass, and other trinkets
obtained from white traders. Some of the Lenapes. . .
had strings of beads which appeared to be bone or shell,
but the majority of the men and women wore colorful glass
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Y beads. The Delawares in their village on James River
SOy used metal tools, such as hoes, axes, guns and cast iron
o kettles, in which they cooked their corn, beans and meat
into a type of thick stew (Melton 1977: 9-8).
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One of the earliest written descriptions of Southwest Missouri was that by
Henry Rowe Schoolcraft (Park 1955) who explored the region in the winter of
1818-19, Schooleraft encountered several trappers and hunters, one of them
being James Yochem. Yochem arrived as early as 1790 (Campbell 1874: 609)
and settled at the mouth of the James River in Stone County (Goodspeed
1894: 383). Joseph Philabert, an early trader, was in and out of Stone
County and eventually established a trading post at the confluence of the
James and White rivers where there was a Delaware village (Stone County
Newspaper Centennial Edition 1951). Philabert's hame and second trading
post were investigated by Marshall during the Table Rock archeological
investigations (llarshall 1960: 987). The first major influx of
Euro-American settlers occurred between 1820 and 1860, but the rate of
settlement was slow at first due to the Indien presence (Collins 1971:
50-51; Ingenthron 1970: 121),

One of the best documented migrations into the Vhite River country is that
of the Pettijohn family. Escott (1878: 12-15) describes the difficult
voyage, via waterways, of the Pettijohns and other families in 1818 fram
Ohio to the middle reaches of the James River near Springfield, Missouri.
As this small group of early settlers moved up the White River, they saw
settlements at the mouth of the North Fork in Arkansas. These families
settled on the White River farther upstream, and made frequent excursions
up the tributaries and back into the hills during 1820 and 1821.

The White River was a travel route for the earliest traders and settlers
who used flatboats, canoes and keelboats. Supplies were unloaded at river
towns for distribution into the Ozarks and north to Springfield. The upper
White River seemed to resist steamboat travel above the Arkansas border
because there were fluctuations in the flow and shallow shoals. The river
becume navigable after the dredging of Elbow Shoal, and in 1858 steamboats
plied upstream as far as the mouth of the James River. Steamboat travel
and commerce were an inportant part of the econamy until the onset of the
Civil War, at which time activity above the Arkansas border was limited to
transporting reinforcements for Confederate forces.

At the onset of the Civil War, the inhabitants of the White River Valley
were torn between their ties of origin, family, and friendship with the
South and their loyalty to the Union. Slavery was not an issue with area
residents since few families in the rugged White River Hills owned slaves.
However, sympathies appeared to lean toward the Confederate cause.

sMost of the populace left the White River Valley during the last two years
of the war. Lawlessness reigned in the region for over two decades, but
despite the turmoil some exiles returned and rebuilt homes and farmsteads.
A vigilante organization, the Bald Knobbers, was formed in an attempt to
return law and order to the region., The publiec supported this attempt by
electing same Bald Knobbers to public office in 1884,

When Missouri became a state in 1821, the study area was a part of Wayne
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County. In 1831, Wayne County was fragmented to form several new counties,
with some areas left in an unorganized territory that was placed under the
jurisdiction of Crawford County. Greene County came into existence in 1833
and took over the jurisdiction of the unorganized territory until 1837,
when the territory became Taney County. In 1851, the present Stone County
was created out of the western portion of Taney County and a part of
eastern Barry County. When Barry County was formed in 1835, it was
camprised of all the territory known now as Newton, Lawrence, Jasper,
Barry, McDonald, Barton, and Dade counties and part of Cedar County.

With the construction of Lake Taneycomo, then Norfork Lake, and more
recently the development of Bull Shoals, Table Rock and Beaver lakes on the
White River, a new dimension was added to the basically rural economy of
the area. The Powersite Dam was campleted in 1912, thus creating Lake
Taneycano (Rafferty 1980: 206). The recreational potential of the lake was
evident. Branson, lying within a bend of Lake Taneycamo, grew rapidly as a
resort town (Edom and Edom 1983: 152). Development of the Shepherd of the
Hills Farm may have begun as early as 1910 (Rafferty 1980: 215) whereas the
comercialization of Marvel Cave, which lies below Silver Dollar City, had
begun in 1894 (Rafferty 1980: 216). The theme park Silver Dollar City
opened in 1960 (Rafferty 1980: 216). Recreation and tourism continue to be
crucial to the area's economy.
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Research wuestjions

In the portion of A State Plun for the Conservation of Archeologijecal
Resources in Arkansas dealing with the Arkansas Ozarks (Raab et al. 1982),
there are listed 7 research questions which have been proposed to assist in
the assessment of site significance, These are:

(1) Is the Paleo-Indian stage in the Ozarks coincidental with Pleistocene
climates?

(2) Were the western Ozarks depopulated or did human populations in the
western Ozerks undergo a shift in subsistence and technology between 6,300
and 3,000 years B.P. framn a large manmal hunting pattern to greater small
gune and plant resource exploitation and then back to a large manmal
hunting pattern as a result of a climatic altithermal period?

(3) Is there evidence of an "Eastern Camplex" of Cultigens (native plants
such as [jeljenthus, lva, and Aparanthus) that predates a "Tropical Complex"
(corn, beans, and squash -- Zea, Phaseolus, and Cucurbita)?

(4) Did the use of Cultigens, indigenous or "exotic," have an inmediate or
gradual effeet on the prehistoric human populations of the Ozarks?

(5) Do mounds located in the Ozarks and their associated artifact,
s mortuary, and settlement complexes stylistically resemble the Arkansas
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River Valley Caddoan to the west and southwest or the Mississippi River
Valley Mississippian to the east?

(6) Do the mound sites in the Ozarks represent an intrusion of cultural
traits (stimulus diffusion) onto an existing sedentary, horticultural base
or the (site-unit) migration of peoples into the region?

(7) During the late Mississippian stage, was Mississippian culture on the
decline in the Ozarks with the region being used by transient groups such
as the Osage for hunting?

To date, no similar set of research issues has been proposed for Missouri
(Weston and Weichman 1987: B-25-3a).
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) Discussion and Deseription (Figure 3-1)
-
o This site, situated within Cricket Creek Public Use Area, was severely
-~ impacted by the construction of the park. WWhen originally recorded,
:-: numerous artifacts were observed along the eroded shoreline with some
% concentrations of material noted in the wooded area east of the developed
area. Remnants of what was thought to be an intact midden were also
X recorced for that area.
;'_: Site testing was undertaken on Octooer 3, 8, and 7, 1986, by a team
N consisting of W, J. Bennett, Jr., Jack Ii. Ray, John Northeutt, ilary Bennett,
e Rovert Abbott, and Jonn Xortiarip. Additional soil profile deseriptions were
' recorded later during a visit on October 14 by Jack il. Ray and Janes
5 Hoelscher.
:: Investizations began with the excavation of a soil profile (Profile 1) along
::: a zully bank (Figures 3-2 and 3-3). This profile was composed of the
o . following elements: a thick midden-like A horizon overlyiny a silt loam B
{ Q. horizon wnich rested on a elay loam deposit containi.ng nunerous suoangular
o - chert chunks. This profile was interpreted as containing 3 diserete units.
S The upper orgzanically ricn layer was not a natural soil development but a
L7 culturally produced deposit. The lower unit had formed in colluvium. The
" inicdle layer was thought to pe an alluvial deposit of sufficient age for the
o development of an argillie nhorizon., Cultural materials, primarily flakes
- and lithie debris, were present in the upper 2 units.
RN With this information we excavated 8 small (50 x 50cw) units within the
v developed nortion of the park and a larger (1 x 1lm) unit in the wooded area
o near Profile 1 (Figure J-1). Excavation in the developed area revealed the
K-, aliiost total absence of the midden and alluvial deposits seen in Profile 1.
; Uniformly the upper 10-20cins of these units were cisturbed. None of the
) midden ooserved in Profile 1 was encountered, and only in Unit 6 did we
o encounter a deposit similar to the alluvial layer seen in Profile 1. This
3 layer in Unit 6 contained a high concentration of flakes (n=25; 28.6% of the
A total number of flakes recovered fran these 8 units) in the upper luem of
S the layer. Otherwise the sparse cultural materials recovered from these

4 units (91 total flakes and 7 tools) were confined to the upper disturbed
A layers.

o Unit 9 was placed near Profile 1 to investigate what we originally thought
. were relatively undisturped cultural deposits. During the excavation of
~ Unit 9 a large, shallow pit was discovered (Figures 3-4 through 3-7),
‘e causing us to expand the excavated arca by adding Units 10, 11, and 12,
2 TS making this a 2 x 2m unit. Profiles of this 2 x 2m unit (Figure 3-8)
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: Profile 1

3B0234

Figure 3-3.

View to the North.
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o indicated the presence of a 45cmi-deep layer artificially covering the silt
- loam alluvial unit as well as Feature 1. Remnants of a buried A horizon
jﬁ} associated witn the silt loam alluvial unit were also detected. Feature 1
,,; had been excavated into the alluvial layer to depth of 93emn. Artifacts
> (flakes) were recovered from only the upper portions of the lower alluvial
\ unit as shown in Table 3-1.
g
':[.. Taole 3-1. Distribution of Flakes in Units 9, 10, 11, and 12
5
0 Tttt D ettt it b D DD D DD S D T
Unit 9 Unit 10 Cnit 11 Unit 12 Feature 1
e T T T T T T T T T T T T T T e T T T T s
e
-7 0-10em 7 3 2 2
e 19-20cm S 8 3 S
oo 20-30cm 14 6 7 11
® 30-49cm 35 55 22 43
N 40-50cm 31 34 39 40
50-50em 0 2 0 0
S 50-95em 42
~C.
b Totals 96 108 73 106 42
{ (o
s
\-::
:: Recovered "laterials
o
D) Both historic and prehistoric materials were recovered from this site. The
;'\ liistoric Period materials were canposed primarily of ceramie, glass, and
) metal trasn recovered from Feature 1. Sone organic materials were also
G0 present in that pit, Ceramices and nails fron Feature 1 are judged to have
s o , ! judg
K~ Deen nade in the late 19th and early 2Jth centuries.
£ , . .
® Since no other evidence of Euro~Anerican use of the site was discovered, a
5 search of the documentary record for possible ownership and association with

v
L4
i

RE

the materials in the pit was not conducted. The date range for materials
was determined by the presence of both square and wire nails, presumably
parts of the boards burned in the pit. No speculation regarding the use of
the pit other than as a refuse pit is offered.

b
%

Prenistoric materials were largely restricted to waste from the manufacture
and use of oifacial tools. Culturally diagnostic artifacts included Jakie
Stenmed, Kings Corner Notched, and a possible Table Rock Stemryed dart point.
Later prehistoric use of the site is indicated by the recovery of an arrow
point midsection and a single, possible sand-tempered sherd which inay, in
fact, be a piece of fired or burned earth.
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Material

- o - - - - - - -

Pierson

Reeds Spring

Reeds Spring?

Jefferson City chert

PREHISTORIC CERANMICS

Figure |
Deseription Reference ;
plain body sherd, eroded and leached 3-9f
TOOLS
Figure
Description Reference

chunk with steep unifacial edze
modification
Jakie Stemaed point 3-9a
biface tip, broken in use, then HF
piface ecge fracment, broken in use?

arrow point midsection, serrated 3-9g
larye biface fragiient with blunt tip 3-%e
piface edge fragment, broken in

manufacture

fragment of steep unifacial tool edge

thin biface corner fragment

biface end fragment?, production
failure

tabular fragment with flake scar

biface edge fragment

Kings Corner dotched point 3-5b

Table Rock Stermed point? 3-2d
fragment with bifacial edge
modification
large chunk with edge modification
chunk with bifacial edge modification
chunk with pifacial edge modification
chunk with steep unifacial edge
modification
chunk with flake scars, bipolar?




. uinteiniuiaiudabuiade “mmmvmmmwmw
.'
8
.‘q
b
NS
o~ TOOLS
o~ (continued)
S
‘;_ Figure
a8 Material Deseription Reference
B T T T T e
.S
¢ Jefferson City chert biface edge fragment, use damage 3-9¢
oy (cont'd) chunk with edge modification,
\ possibly incidental
-~ biface edge fragment, broken in
o manufacture
o biface edge fragment
Lot biface edge fragment
L
Jefferson City quartzite possibly ground quartzite
N
:j: sandstone mano/hanmer? on small pebble
| Ve
- HISTCRIC ARTIFACTS
B e ———— e ———— e e e e e e
", Provenience Level(em) Cat. No. Description
@,
b 3B0234: CERAMICS
b
2 Unit 1 vu-10 3-24 plain whiteware (earthenware) rim sherd
;. 3-25 plain whiteware plate or saucer basec
- fragment (earthenware)
~ Cnit 2 0u-19 4-08-0¢ plain whiteware (earthenware)
: Unit 9 40-3u 25-0 plain whiteware saucer base fragment
::o. (earthenware)-burned
.::: Unit 10 40-50 31-43 plain whiteware (earthenware)
) Unit 11 30-40 37-43 plain, burned whiteware (earthenware)
. Unit 11 40-50 40-06 plain whiteware (earthenware)
Unit 12 40-50 45-08 plain whiteware rim fragment (earthenware)
> 45-0Y blue, sponge-decorated whiteware
P (earthenware) rim sherd
"';- Units 4/10 50-93 47-01 plain whiteware (earthenware)
e Unit 11 K 38-01 plain whiteware plate or bowl fragment
.\ 38-2-3-4 plain whiteware fragments
Ao,
:l. 3-11
X
|:.
)
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HISTORIC ARTIFACTS

(continued)
- Provenience Level(em) Cat. No. Description
e e e o - o o T e = > - - - - - - - o - - - - - - - - .-
GLASS
S Unit 2 00-10 4-10  aquamarine window pane fragment
. 4-11 clear window pane fragment
‘ 4-12-13 aquamar ine window pane fragment
- 4-14-16 clear container fragment

4-17 burned clear glass
4-18 burned white opaque glass

u Unit 7 00-10 13-01 clear container fragment
. Unit 9 40-50 24-16 clear container fragment
! Unit 9 40-59 25-02 burned clear window pane fragment
N Unit 10 40-50 31-42 burned clear container fragment
- Unit 12 40-50 45-07 aquamarine window pane fragment (burned)
k. Units 9/10 50-93 46-92 burned aquamarine bottle/jar fragment
.
K.
(Y METAL
: Unit 1 00-10 2-10 wire nail (5d. pennyweight), total length
- (4.7cm), shaft length (4.5cm)
K- Unit 2 00-10 4-19  wire nail
' 4-20  bolt(?)
4-21 unidentified iron fragment
‘ Unit 9 40-59 25-03 square-cut nail (4d. pennyweight), machine
. made head, camon cut style (burned),
o total length (3.89em), shaft length
5 (3.77cm)
L 25-04 square-cut nail (4d. pennyweight), machine
! made head, cammon cut style
Y 25-05-06 square-cut nails (machine made heads)
- 25-07 square-cut nail, shaft length (2.92cm)
- 25-08-11 square-cut nails
1 Unit 12 40-50 45-01-05  square-cut nails (burned?)
45-06 square-cut nail (5d. pennyweight), machine
; made head, common cut (burned?), total
2] length (3.57cm), shaft length (3.3cm)
. 45-10  small caliber bullet shell
‘ Units 9/10 50-93 46-93 square-cut nail (4d.), shaft length
y (3.95¢cm)
‘ 46-94 square-cut nail (4d., common cut, machine
J made head)
. 46-95-96 square-cut nails (machine made heads)

46-97 square-cut nail fragment

3-12
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" HISTARIC ARTIFACTS
)’ (continued)
N e —— e ———————m———————————— o e
’ Provenience Level(ecm) Cat. No. Description
o METAL (cont'd)
<
2 Units 9/10  50-93 47-02  square-cut nail
s Units 9/12 50-93 48-32 steel bailing wire (possibly burned, not
o oxidized)
- 48-33 unidentified iron fragment (possibly
" burned, not oxidized)
.- MISCELLANEOUS
- Unit 2 00-10 4-22  unidentified plastic fragment
& 4-23-24  concrete(?) fragment
. A Unit 10 30-40 29-66  wood charcoal (+15 pieces)
" ')' Unit 10 40-50 31-44  wood charcoal (+20 pieces)
h Unit 11 00-10 34-12 wood charcoal (+10 pieces)
- Unit 11 40-50 40-40 wood charcoal (+40 pieces)
2 Unit 12 40-50 45-11 brick fragment
" Units 9/1v 50-93  46-01-85 large marmal bone (many identifiable
-, elements)
46-86-90 manmmal tooth (carnivore?)
= 46-91 wood charcoal
e Units 9/10 50-93 47-03-18 large mammal bones (eow?), (2 ribs, 1
- _ feour, hip socket)
- Units 9/12 50-93  48-01-09 large manmal bone (many identifiable
P elements)
48-10 mussel shell
y 48-11 wood charcoal
2 45-12-15  egg shell(?)
- 43-16-26 burned eclay
< 48-27-31 burned clay?
! Unit 5 00-10 9-07 unidentified burned bone fragment
q
.
S e LR LR e R
o
Cs
v . .
- Evaluation and Recommendations
¢
e Ry Test excavations in the developed portion of Cricket Creek Park indicate
> ﬁ:{( that very little of the artifact-bearing soil horizon is left and that,
" therefore, further investigations in this portion of the site are
3-13
)
)
)
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; Figure 3-9. Lithic Artifacts and Prehistoric Ceramics from Site 3B0234. a-
A Table Rock Stenmed? point; b- Kings Corner Notched point; c-
3 biface edge fragment; d- Jakie Stemmed point; e- large biface
" fragment with blunt tip; f~ possible sand-tempered plain body
! . g :

X, o sherd; g- arrow point midsection,
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unwarranted. Excavation in Units 9 - 12 revealed that the midden-1ike zone
was of recent historic origin and that prehistoric materials in this matrix
are clearly out of context. Materials in the upper B horizon in this area
seem likely to be in situ. However, these deposits are now so patchy and
isolated it seems unlikely that further investigation of these deposits
would yield further insight into the prehistoric occupants of this site.

I
LSS

N It is our judgment that the site is not eligible for inclusion on the
National Register of Historic Places.
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3B0236, The Long-Cricket Site
Discussion and Deseription

This site is an extensive scatter of prehistoric lithic debris covering most
of the sumit of a meander core (Figure 3-1U). There is also a historie
component consisting of a series of ruined farm buildings (Figure 3-11).
These include a collapsed log barn, root cellar, and two concrete slab
foundations.

It was originally planned to institute a program of systematic surface
collection, but at the time of investigations the site was in very heavy
vegetation (Figure 3-12) making systematic surface collection ineffective.
Thus, the 1986 investizations consisted of the excavation of a series of
screened shovel tests (ca 30em in dianeter) at 25-meter intervals across the
suimmit. A north-south base line was established just east of an old road
and fence line and 5 east-west transit lines were established set between
the northern sumit edze and a farm road near the southern edge of the
sunmit. Shovel test locations were determined using a tape and transit
method but because of the vegetation it was not possible to place the shovel
tests at conpletely systematic intervals. Their location is shown in Figure
3-10.

Principal objectives in the investigation of 3BC236 were to determine the
stratigraphy or soil horizonation of the upper layer, icentify artifact
pearing zones or horizons, determine how that was configured areally,
identify concentrations of materials, and collect a sample of inaterials fram
the site. The soils encountered in the shovel tests across the susmiit of
the ineander core consisted of an easily definaole (10YR 3/4) silt loan to a
depth of 20-25e¢m over a (5YR 4/6) silty clay B horizon which often
contained large amounts of rounded and suorounded stream gravels. This
suggested that the upper portions of the site consisted of a remant
Pleistocene terrace deposit. Artifacts were found only in the A horizon.
Some evidence of disturbance, no doubt associated with the clearing of the
swmit and other agricultural practices, was observed.

¥
s s a's

LR

»

%

In addition, a tape and compass map of the historic buildings was made and
additional shovel testing was done on this canponent of the site. No intact
deposits were discovered (Figures 3-13, 3-14, and 3-13). The lack of
r appreciable areas of A horizon as indicated in the shovel testing durinz the
initial and current investigation make it unlikely that buried features are
present at the site.

TENSN

4@

Y

X Investigations in Boone County records, including visits to the local

v:‘ abstract office, the County Clerk's office, and the County Tax Assessor's

Vi Office, revealed that prior to the purchase of the land in 1958 as part of

9. Table Roek Lake the principal owner of record had been E. F. Jarnagin, with
SR some undefined portions owned by Logan L. Jarnagin and Fern Jarnagin. Prior
Yo to 1937 the property had been owned by L. D. Buchanan, although the sale of
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the land from Buchanan to Jarnagin was not recorded until 1958. County tax
records did not show any improvement assessments associated with the
property. Further information about land ownership should be available in
the records office of the USAED,LR.

Mat

Prehistoriec lithic debris recovered fran the summit of the meander core
consisted primarily of waste from the manufacture and use of bifacial tools.
No culturally diagnostic materials were recovered, but 2 expanding stem dart
points thought to be of Woodland age were recovered during the 1985 survey.

Historic period materials included numerous pieces of whiteware and
stoneware as well as sherds from glass vessels and a variety of metal
objects and fragments. A 20th century occupation seems indicated by these
materials.

Figure
Material Description Reference

Osagean core or tested pebble

Pierson biface end fragment or point stem
biface tip, broken in use/
resharpening

Reeds Spring large biface with sinuous edge
large thin biface, broken in use
flake scraper, no platform
point midsection with 1 shoulder
biface end fragment, broken in

manufacture
biface tip or corner fragment
biface edge fragment, broken in
manufacture
biface edge fragment
worn biface edge fragment
heat spall from flaked item

Jefferson City chert large biface blade with blunt tip
biface edge fragment
biface tip fragment fram large point?
chunk with 1 flake scar,core?
heat spall from flaked item

Jefferson City quartzite possibly ground tabular fragment

3-21
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e shovel test #4.)
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HISTCRIC ARTIFACTS

Figure
Description Reference

3B0236: CERAMICS

semi-porcelain whiteware plate
or bowl base sherd
whiteware sherds
whiteware plate or bowl rim sherd
2-hole button with remnants
of blue paint on front
whiteware plate or bowl base sherd
earthenware vessel sherd with
cream-colored glaze on both surfaces
whiteware sherds
Bristol glazed stoneware rim fragment,
fran straight-walled crock 3-15a
whiteware bowl base fragment
whiteware sherds

GLASS

screw-top coffee jar with base
missing; mold mark extends
over lip; front is enbossed
with sun and lion emblem
clear (zreenish tinge) window pane fragments
clear vessel fragments
burned clear vessel fragment
greenish vessel fragment, burned
and/or patina
clear vessel fragment, patina
greenish vessel fragment, patina
turguoise vessel fragment
melted clear glass blob
milk glass lid liner fragment, empbossed R
clear vessel fragment
burned greenish fragment
greenish vessel fragment, heavy patina
clear window pane frazments
green milk glass vessel fragment
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M HISTARIC ARTIFACTS
o~ (continued)
o
e
2 Figure
v ) Number Description Reference
T et et TR S S
n‘.-"-‘
o, . . .
e 1 milk glass lid liner fragment,
= embossed E PCR? 3-16e¢
" 1 brown vessel fragment
(=)
N 1 clear vessel base fragment
<o 2 clear vessel fragments
- 2 clear (greenish tinge) window
s pane fragments
" 4 clear vessel fragments
[0 1 greenisnh vessel fragment
L 1 greenish-white milk glass fragment
g
o
T
-I'\'..‘
s METAL
o
K 7 . . . .
) N 1 4-tinned fori, missing socketed
(' '@ bone or plastic handle
_hﬂg 3 round head wire nails, all incomplete lengths
:,,, 1 fence staple
] v 1 nail or wire?
e 1 barbed wire fragment?
I 1 thin ferrous metal with enamel

)

coating on both surfaces

o (vessel fragment?), burned
S 1 brass .22 shell
! 1 brass front of overall?
o button, embossed FITSU
o™ 1 wire nail, total length (&.8cm),
t-]
.__-. shaft length (G.5em)
oo 1 wire nail, total length (4.4em),
~y shaft length (4.1lcm)
e 1 ferrous metal pipe or casing fragment
:.'f. 1 zine canning lid fragment 3-16D
> 1 unidentified nail, total length (8.0cm) 3-16d
!;_’ 1 unidentified ferrous metal fragment
~ 1 ferrous metal pipe with hex shaped
::3'-: connector and porcelain eap with
o green transfer on end
2
‘-'l
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HISTORIC ARTIFACTS

(continued)
Figure
Number Description Reference
MISCELLANEOUS
1 clear plastic vessel base,
3.5em diameter (pill bottle?)
1 asbestos shingle fragment?

- - — - - - - - - - - - D - —— T T G D D G M - - . T . - A

While 3B0O236 was clearly an important location for the prehistorie occupants
of the region, the deposits of prehistoric archeological materials were
found to be shallow and generally not below the plow zone. It is extremely
doubtful if additional investigations would result in the gathering of
significant data beyond that already acquired. The historic period
component seems to be related to agricultural use in the 1930s and/or 1940s
and no in situ deposits were found. It is therefore our judgment that
380236 is not eligible for inclusion on the National Register of Historic
Places,
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0 JCR234, The Long-Yocum Site

'\j

oy . . L .

?!'.‘ Discussion and Description (Figure 3-17)

! ' Situated at the confluence of Long and Yocum creeks, this was originally
SN described as an extensive multicomponent prehistoric site., Test activities
) confirmed the extensive site extent and long history of prehistoric use.

0

-.$‘

oA The site has been in cultivation for mueh of this century and has been both
X intensively and systematically vandalized by artifact hunters. We estimate
. from local interviews that several hundred dart points have been taken fram
S5 the site. Notwithstanding this damage, our investigations demonstrate the
oy concentrated nature of the prehistoric lithic debris remaining at the site.
A At the time of testing, the water level was at approximately the 907-foot
:tj level exposing a narrow stretech of eroded shoreline littered with lithiec
A dedris (Figure 3-18).

]

- Testing activities were undertaken using all crew members fran October 7
ol through October 10, 1986. The objectives were to form an estimate of the
‘;}: site's extent and stratigraphy as well as to gather a sample of artifacts.
. Investigations were to concentrate on that portion of the site managed by
o . the USACED,LX and were, therefore, conducted mainly below the 930 foot
{ to contour. As it turns out the landform below this level is distinet fram the

upper terruce systan observed from the 940- to 930-foot level. Very little
artifactual material was observed in a walk-cver of the upper portion, and
local residents confirmed that materials had never been collected fram this
upper area.

’ [}
-, ]

1 gl Y
£ v e L)
O S
" . . A ‘ ..

As a pase line along wnich to estimate site extent and patterns of artifact
distribution along this landform, 2 grid lines (E/W and N/S) were

!ﬁu estavlished on the site (Figure 3-17). Flags were placed at 25m intervals
AN and these locations were surface-collected using a lm in diameter dog-leash
\ﬁ% mnethod at each location. Based on the materials collected, a number of
Iy locations were selected for the excavation of 50 x 50cm screened test units:
‘:!' Units 1, 5, 9, 12, 14, 15, 17, 20, 22, 23, and 2d,
-
:b In order to investigate the site's stratigraphy, bank-line profiles were
N excavated alongy the east (Profile 1; Figure 3-19) and west (Profile 2;
o Figure 3-20) shoreline. Further, a probe (Trench 1) 7.5 m x 1 m was placed
3 at the east edge of the site inside the tree line along the eastern edge of
,' the site in an area thought to have been less impacted by cultivation. As
ifS this was a stratigraphic probe, the soil was not screened and only
::; culturally diaznostic artifacts were collected.
:2& The macro-stratigraphy of the site as reconstructed from Profiles 1 and 2
Wi indicates that this landform is composed of at least 2 large, fine-grained
0. alluvial deposits overlying bedrock which is exposed at about the 938-foot
e contour at the east end of the site. There the bedrock is covered by a
7
e
e
0. 3-26



s

s
Pt
s
o
L ¥4
s
H
*
o
>
1 @1T301d —
(3833 (06) I Joiop
-IR.'- .
Ty Ay ¢ . . \f\
s ‘> ......f
YR gl piE % i o' 3 --\\-\~-.\ & ¢ 5 5 ¢ v - oummmmms . s s s RS PP (. . At atetat . . - . n e s . . ..
VIVYYE. RN QOO0 | XONN00D § AIGGG . AKAPRX: ) SRABAN, TL ISR T AR 1

*pETUOE JO deW yoaas LI-€ 2anbid

o
sduny
—
)
puoy 1 %

paacddunn — —

3 X
2|ASUR IR
| e
¥s8) \eAoys X / ,
|+
wyy ©

SJe3au 63 M

N




YWY YN

LA 'Y

SGTESEE — NG

»

)»Jl{}

P

N ga, = 2
. R

545

@Y N,

RS

%55

3-18.

3CR234:

Eroded Shoreline.
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gravel layer upon which the lower of the 2 fine-grained deposits rests. In
Profile 1 this lower unit consists of a well-developed arzillic B horizon
corprised of a yellowish red (5YR5/8) silty clay loam in excess of 50em
thick having the characteristics of a B23 Horizon. Within the nearly 130cm
thick upper fine-grained unit, four different soil horizons were observed. \
These consisted of a dark brown (10YR4/3) very fine sandy loam Ap horizon 1
[0-20em] which was considerably thicker within Trench 1. Below this was a
Bl or transitional horizon [20-23cm]. The B horizon contained a B2l unit
(yellowish red 5YR5/8) silty clay [28-79cm] and a B22 unit (yellowish red -
5YR5/8, silty clay loam [79-128em] with pale brown, 10YRG/3, comon, medium
and distinet mottles). The B21 horizon contained numerous subrounded and
angular chert fragments. The B22 horizon contained a few subrounded chert
fragments.

Profile 2 at the western edge of the site revealed a similar series of
horizons. [Here, however, the upper fine-grained deposit was only 84cm
thick, This is thought to be due to a severely truncated Ap horizon at this
particular spot.

Excavation in each Test Unit illustrated that the prehistoric lithic debris

was largely confined to the A and Bl levels of the upper fine-grained unit.

The artifact recovery dropped dramatically within the B horizon as Figure

s 3-21 shows. The depth to the B2 horizons, however, varied considerably
(o across the site.

The heaviest concentration of material was recorded at the western end of
the site (Units 22 and 23), that portion of the site nearest the actual
confluence of Long and Yocun creeks. In Unit 22 the B horizon of the upper
fine-grained unit did not exhibit the characteristic yellowish red color
(Figure 3-21) but was heavily influenced by the leaching and staining of
orzanic materials to a depth of 66cm which marked the contact with the lower
fine-grained alluvial deposit. At approximately the 45cn level a cluster of
stones thougsht to be a possible intact prehistorie cultural feature

(hearth?) was encountered and the unit was enlarged to 75 x 75cm (Figure
3-22)0

Jdaterijals Collected

The only materials recovered from 3CR234 consisted of various types of
lithic debris. This included debris from the manufacture and use of
bifacial tools, grinding stones, and fire-cracked rock. Some charcoal (tiny
bits of charred nut shells) was observed at various locations, notably
around Feature 1 in Unit 22,

Chronologically diagnostic materials werc restricted to various identifiable
dart points. These were principally Archaic period points (Figure 3-23) and
included Big Sandy, Smith Basal Notched, Afton, Landers, Tavle Rock Point
Stem, and White River Corner Notched. The earliest points noted were Dalton
Serrated.
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T
~l Level Figure
N Provenience (ecm b.s.) ilaterial Description Reference
L U S
o

N Trench 1 00-25 Mo Lander Corner Notched point?

- Mrs Table Roek Pointed Stem point 3-23b
- 00-35 Mrs Jakie Stemmed point? 3-23h
' 00-40 Mrs White River Corner Notched point 3-23c
. 05 Mrs biface edge or end fragment

- 15-18 Mo untyped expanding stem fragment

e Mrs Rice Corner Notched point 3-23i
. 22 Mrs large point fragment, notch

- untyped

™ 23-29 Mo Rice Corner Notched point 3-23a
[ ] 35-37 Mp untyped side notched point 3-23g
- 45-50 Oje cht Afton Corner Notched point 3-23e
o) grab o biface end fragment, broken

in manufacture

; Mp biface tool

~y .. irs biface made on large flake
{ GSO Mrs biface edge fragment, broken in use
- Mrs biface tip fragment, broken in use
o Mrs biface end fragment, broken in use

-2 Cje cht rouncded biface end, broken in use
-3 Oje cht large biface end fragment
4

Cnit 5 20-30 Mrs untyped corner notched point
N 30~-40 Mo Dalton Serrated point, worn stem

- Unit Y 00-10 Ojc cht large corner notched point fragment
L 10-20 AMrs core & hammer made on pebble

i 20-30 Mrs split pebble core, use damage?

(] Mrs biface/bifacial core, worn edge
<) 30-40 Mo biface edge fragment, broken
.\ in manufacture
o Mrs rounded biface end with worn edge
L)

b Unit 12 00-10  Mp biface edge fragment

e Mp biface edge fragment

! Alrs thin biface edge fragment

\j Nrs biface edge fragment, unifacial wear

> unid indented point base, untyped

. 16-20 Mrs thin biface tip, broken in use

. Oje cht biface edge fragment

4
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Level Figure
Provenience (cm b.s.) laterial Description Reference

- - > - - T - - - D - - - - - - - -

’

RALs O

I3

L~

Cnit 12 20-30 Mo biface edge frasment, broken
(cont'd) in manufacture?
. Nrs biface edge fragment, broken
R in manufacture?
L Oje snd hammer fragment
.- 33 Mo untyped corner notched point 3-23k
= 40-50 o fragment with flake scars

v
AR
v h b S

¥ Cnit 14 00-10 o large thin biface midsection
10-20 sandstn mano/harmer/anvil

Unit 13 00-19 Mp biface edge fragment, broken in use?
Unit 17 0u-10 Mrs biface/core fragment, steep retouch

{ 60 Unit 20 J0-10 Mrs irregular biface, reworked fragment?
i Mres biface edze/stem fragment, broken
Ojc cht thick biface edge fragment

Cje snd mano/hanmer

- 16-29 Irs biface edge fragment, broken

in use

Cnit 22 0u-10 Mp fragment with flake scars
Mp heat spall from flaxked item
N is) biface edge fragment
Mrs biface tip/corner fragnent
Oje eht biface edge fragment?
sandstn ground stone fragnent
00-3V Mp biface edge fragment, broken
in manufacture
Nrs heat spall from flaked item
Mrs biface edge fragment
20-30 Mo fragment with flake scars,
edge modification
drs biface and/or core
Mrs biface edge fragment, broken in use
3u+ Mp thin biface made on flake
Mp heat spall fran flaked item
Mrs biface edge fragment, broken in use
Ojc cht fragment with edge modification,
incidental?
- Oje cht thin unifacial tool fragment
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- (continued)

\J'

'::: ............................................................................
Y .

Level Figure
v Provenience (cm b.s.) laterial Deseription Reference
25
A,

0~ Unit 22 30-40  Mp fragment of water-worn core?

e (cont'd) Mrs fragment with flake scars

o Mrs biface end fragment, broken

. in manufacture?

Oje cht hammer fragment

. sandstn  hammer fragment?

o 40-50 Mrs biface edge fragment

o~ Mrs biface edge fragment

Ly 60-70 Mrs biface edge fragment

d Feature 1 44-54 Mrs biface and/or core fragment

T~ Ojec cht large chunk w/edge modification

B Oje ent core fragment?

sandstn ground and pecked fragment

NG Y Y
2ttt
#

LR MY N

- . Unit 23 00-10 Mp biface midsection/stem fragment
( ) Mrs biface edge fragment, broken in use
“ Mrs biface edgze fragment, broken
N in manufacture

S Jrs biface edge fragment

N Ojc cht biface edge fragment, broken in use
[y sandstn mano fragment

O

sandstn ground and pecked stone fragment

..-’; sandstn ground and pecked stone fragment

~- 19-20 Mrs biface/core, bipolar flaking?

:-Z:j Mrs biface edge fragment, broken

o in manufacture

140 Oje eht untyped point stem

.,7 20-30 Mp untyped large point stem

-, Cjec eht large point shoulder fragment

o sandstn possibly ground and pecked fragment
e sandstn  mano/hammer fragment

o 28 unid large point midsection/shoulders
v 30-40 Mrs core fragment?

®. urs biface edge fragment, broken in use
" Ojec cht small ovate biface, worn edge

0 Cnit 24 10~-20 Oje cht shoulder fragment fram large point
(-« 20-30  rs biface tip, broken in use/

", resharpening

o Mrs biface edge fragment, broken

in manufacture

£

R . .

:zs, 7 Ojec cht biface edge fragment, broken in use .

. 40-50 Mrs thin biface tip/corner fragment

.l U
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TOOLS
(continued)

Level Figure
Provenience (em b.s.) Material Deseription Reference
Unit 26 00~-20 Mo biface edge fragment

Mrs thin biface midsection

Mrs fragment with edge modification,
incidental?

Mrs biface edge fragment

Mrs biface edge fragment

20-30 Mp biface edge fragment

Surface Mo unidentified corner notched
point fragment
Mo Smith Basal notched point 3-23j
Mo untyped large point stem, worn
Mo untyped point, reworked blade
Mo thin biface midsection
to untyped large point stem
Mrs worn biface edge fragment
Mrs Dalton Serrated point 3-23f
Mrs unidentified large point fragment,
broken
Mrs Lancer Corner Notched point 3-23d
Mrs Smith Basal Notched point
Mrs Langtry Stemmed point, broken
Mrs Big Sandy Side Notched point
Ojc cht fragment with unifacial edge,
bipolar?
Ojc cht pointed biface, stem broken
Ojec cht large corner notched point fragment
sandstn broken hammer, pecked end
sandstn mano/anvil/hammer
unid thin biface tip fragment
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( Cigure 3-23. Lithic Artifacts. a- Rice Corner Notched point; b- Table Rock

2 Pointed Stem point; c- White River Corner Notched point; d-

; Landers Corner Notched point; e~ Afton Corner Notched point; f-
Dalton Serrated point; g- untyped side notched point; h- Jakie
Stermed point?; i- Rice Corner Notched point; j- Smith Basal

A Notched point; k- untyped corner notched point.
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k.- It is elear fram these investigations that this was the location of numerous
b prehistoric campsites, probably duringz the time in which the upper
fine-grained unit was being deposited. These materials have been mixed by
\ the normal agents of bio- and pedoturbation. Cultivation and pot hunting
o have also severely compromised the integrity of the site. Nevertheless, we
) believe that portions of the site contain relatively undisturbed prehistoric
::‘_' deposits and for this reason we believe that the site is eligible for
N nomiination to the National Register of [istoric Places.
; Materials fram these deposits are thought to contain information important
- to the consideration of possible changing settlement patterns and
" subsistence strategies during the period of the altithermal (Raab et al.
:j. 1982: 12). In this regard further work should include detailed
geamorphological and paleoecological studies at this site and vicinity to
- determine the presence or absence of indicators sensitive to climatic
® fluctuations. On the basis of present information, it is impossible to
. offer informed speculation regarding the paleoecological setting for this
- site.

.:,::

j} Because the site contains relatively undisturbed prehistoric deposits which
A are likely to yield further information regarding an important research

‘e issue, we believe that the site is eligible for namination to the National

. Register of Historic Places. We therefore recammend that steps be taken to
insure that the site be protected from further unauthorized excavation,
- either cultivation or pot hunting.
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o 3CR235, The Backbone Bluff Meander Core Site
\“'\A
B Discussion and Description
A
"'"‘ The Backbone Bluff Meander Core site, 3CR235, was discovered and recorded on
') September 12, 1986. It is located on a meander core (detached portion of
7 Backbone Bluff) in the former valley of Long Creek (now an island in Table
_",'.:-:. Rock Lake) approximately 350 - 550m northwest of the former confluence of
o Blair Branch and Long Creek,
oo
h, N During the initial survey of J3CR235, a sparse scatter of prehistoric
. artifacts and a possible artificial mound were found. The mound is situated
G on the sumit of the meander core on the south side or bluff side
o overlooking the former channel of Long Creek. The mound, which measures
::C:j approximately 5.75 x 6.0m wide by about 15em high, was reported to contain
s rock and earthen fill. The site was assessed as a limited activity knapping
o area and possible mound site (Bennett and Ray 1986).
o
o Investigations made during the present project focused on the possible
, o artificial mound. A test excavation was conducted on October 8, 1986, to
nY determine whether the low mound was cultural or natural in origin. The
“ mound was situated in a wooded area exhibiting 0-5% ground visibility. A
single narrow trench 30em wide and 5m long was placed east-to-west across
( ° the center of the mound and dug to a depth of 10-25em. Due to the rocky
2 nature of the mound, the trench was dug with shovels and a hand pick.
o
oy It soon became apparent that the mound feature was natural in origin. No
P cultural material was recovered from the excavation. The mound fill was
b canposed primarily of well-rounded river cobbles intermixed with a light
@) brown silt loam and a couple of large residual nodules of Jefferson City -
N Cotter chert and dolomite fram the underlying bedrock. The profile of the
-:'_’, trench wall was a consistent mixture of alluvial cobbles and silt loan
1IN within and below the mound fill. There were no unrandomly placed dolomite
"'--‘j or sandstone slabs or other evidence suggestive of artificial construction.
YR The alluvial cobbles are remnants of an ancient gravel bar, deposited in a
e paleo-channel of Long Creek now situated on the meander core summit,
!"
.j: Thus, the low mound appears to have derived from differential weathering
.’: - along the meander core sutmit, capped with ancient river gravel. The sparse
surface scatter of lithic debris (2 flaked chunks and 1 flake) is
interpreted to a limited prehistoric use of unknown age or function.
o..
g, Recovered Materials
\i
o . : : : i
:‘:j There were no materials recovered fram the site during these investigations.
"
N Evaluation and Recommendations
0.,
SRS No further investigations are reconmended for this location.
5
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- JCR236

b .

N Discussijon and Description (Figure 3-24)

o This site is set on the inside bend of the upper White River where there is
' a cluster of alluvial landforms of considerably different ages. Very little
- of the site lies on federal land. In certain places the boundary marker is

N
- less than 20m from the shoreline., Our examination September 18, 19, and 20
. consisted primarily of excavating and examining bank-line profiles. Two
excavation units were placed near the southwest corner of the bend.

. The stratigraphy of this landform as revealed in 5 profiles is camplex and,

[~ in places, still forming. The soil horizons exposed in Profile 1 are very
‘\-_f poorly developed and the upper several 10s of centimeters consists of very
K~ recent deposits. Figure 3-25 shows recent stratification lines filled with
:.: partially decomposed organic material. Below this to a depth of 1.75m was a
U massive sandy loam deposit with very little soil development and a great
deal of disturbance fran tree roots and animal burrows,
b
:: Elsewhere along the shoreline, however, we were able to identify 2 distinct
- alluvial deposits. These are best shown in Profiles 3 and 5 (Figures 3-26
2 and 3-27). The textural characteristics of these 2 units are very similar,
""-' Q.- canposed of sandy loam with a small (less than 18%) clay fraction.
®

- In Profiles 3 and 5 the lower of the 2 units was marked by a buried A
b horizon (Ab) which still retained over 1% organic matter in each spot (1.2%
o in Profile 3 and 1.3% in Profile 5). The pd values were also considerably
T higher in the Ab horizon than the adjacent B horizons; Profile 5 - Ab - 6.3,
B = 5.2. Tnhe B horizons in each unit were well-developed argillic horizons.
o tlo artifacts were observed in Profiles 3 or 5 but artifacts were recovered
s fraa the lower unit in Profiles 2 and 4. Unfortunately the upper portions
‘o of these 2 profiles had been very badly disturbed so that neither the upper
= unit nor the upper portion of the lower unit could be accurately defined.
[ Artifacts (flakes) were recovered from a disturbed area, probably an old
i tree root structure well into the lower unit, and a single artifact was
- found buried (1.7Um below ground surface) in the lower unit at Profile 4.
o Wie consider this strong evidence for the prehistoric use of the surfaces
::E associated with the lower alluvial unit,
g
l" Two 1 x lin test units were excavated near the southwest end of the landform.
[ ) However, only a single flake was recovered from these units (10 - 20cm level
"~ in Unit 2). Additionally, the profiles of these units could not be matched
:; with confidence to any of the bankline profiles.
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Figure 3-25. 3CR236: Profile 1, Recent Alluviat:-on.
View to the North.
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et A few items of historic trash were recovered fram the upper 20cm of the Test
;:_\::j CUnits. Otherwise the only materials recovered were flakes which we judged

to be waste fram bifacial tool manufacture.

V)

N‘-‘

N HISTGRIC ARTIFACTS

-, L]

l."

\f_: ----------------------------------------------------------------------------
>, Provenience Level(em) Cat. No. Deseription

N 3CR236: CERAMICS

'_::Z:: Test Unit 1  00-10 3-01 whiteware rim sherd

P \"‘u

'y GLASS

3-':::: Test Unit 1 00-10 3-02 purpled vessel fragment

.r_:.'

b METAL

‘-“’.
(r /._ Test Unit 1 10-20 4-01 flat rusted iron fragment
3:::2 MISCELLANEOUS
N
" Test Unit 2 20-30 6-01 charcoal (3 fragments)
s

)
.\"_

-, .

N Evaluation
‘,:: Investigations have shown that this site contains buried deposits. In fact,
® very little material was recovered fram the present surface. For this
i reason few artifacts were recovered, and it is not possible at the present
"'_ time to estimate the age of this site or to evaluate precisely its
e scientific potential. However, because of the presence of buried and
‘c' therefore likely in situ deposits, it is our judgment that the site should
A be treated as if it were eligible for inclusion on the National Register of
. Historic Places. If project management activities are deemed likely to
o impact this locality, a program designed specifically to document the nature
et and extent of the buried deposits should be undertaken. Such a program
N would include a program of coring to determine the structure of the landform
O, and the excavation of a series of backhoe trenches to determine the nature
and extent of the cultural materials associated with the various alluvial
®.. depositions at the site.
” '
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23BY340

Discussion and Descriptjon (Figure 3-28)

its examination in 1985 this site was described as a multicamponent
site located on a bench overlooking the White River. A wet sinkhole is
situated on the northwest end of the site (Figure 3-29). The site was
examined in the mid-1970s as a part of an inundation study (Garrison et al.
1977). llowever, at that time most of the investigation was directed toward
the remains contained in a completely inundated shelter at the northern end
of the site (Figure 3-3U). A portion of the shoreline was covered by
rip-rap at that time (Figure 3-31) which has sanewhat protected a small
portion of the site, but considerable erosion has taken place elsewhere
alonz the shoreline over the past 10 years (Figure 3-32).

During

A bank-line profile, Profile 1, was described fram the northern edge of the
site (Figure 3-33). Four separate horizons viere identified. The upper 7em
was composed of a dark brown, very fine sandy loan. It was estimated to
contain anjular flint chips to less than 1% of its volume. Below this to a
depth of 28ca was a silty elay loam horizon containing numerous concretions
and rounded pedoles. This rested upon a horizon camnosed of over 505 of
rounded and subrounded pebbles whieh in turn lay upon another gravel layer.

Tihree test units (1 x Ln) were excavated. In unit 1 the A horizon had a
deoth of luem. In Units 2 and 3 the A horizon extended to 25cm delow zround

surface. Eaei unit was excavated ldcm into the upper gravel layer. o
artifacts were recovered pbelcw the A horizon,
3-49
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Figure 3-29. 23BY340: Sinkhole. View to the
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Figure

3-32.

23BY340: Eroded Shoreline and
North End of Rip-Rap. View to
the West.

23BY340: Artifacts Erodina at
Shoreline. View to the West,
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N Recovered Mlaterials
J:\: 4 1
-\'.
"}_‘ A variety of lithic materials was recovered from 233Y340 during these
e investigzations. rfdowever, the only chronologically diagnostic materials
1 recovered were 3 Jakie Stemmed points (Figure 3-24). The 1985 surface
) collection recovered other Archaic Period dart points (Bennett and Ray
o 1985:45) indicating an extensive use of the site by a numwer of 3Zroups
S during the lliddle anc Late Arcnaic periods.
Y
-
>
,'f.:f A few items of Historic Period trash were also recovered.
D
N LITHIC TOOLS
NG
>
S e
:_-.: Figure
AL Material Description Reference
S e e e e = e e o o i e o e e - -
o .
Osagean Jakie Stenmed point, tip missing 3-34b
Jakie Stemaed point, rounded tip 3-3de
Reeds Spring ovate biface 3-34a
biface edse fragment
] core fragment?
pebble fragment, incigental edze
modification
biface edze fragnent
S Jefferson City cnert Jakie Stermeu point, tig revorked J=34a
D viface ed;e frazment
g
2h 0 eereseccwsceccceccccccccccccccoea- et cccccdcccccceccccceccccm e e — e e ———
5
Ca
‘ .»;'d iIISTARIC ARTITACTS
<
s
-0 TOVEZIIZCE LOVEL(en) CAT. NG, DESCRIITIAN
P e mmmmeeccc—ce———————————————— - e - = e e -
b:"rl
o
_E 23BY340: CERAMICS
. 13
.'c'r" Surface 3-ul olue sincll-egze whiteware ria shera fra
AN plate or bowli
. -5,.'. 3-02 hand=dainted wWhitteware, unicentifices [reen
__.f'_"' and oluck decoration on intertor
2N
S
, METAL
9.,
wa' . . . .
PRh Ry Test Cnit 1 20-39 G-ul carriage volt with nut, total length
v (10.vem), dianeter (0.5cn)
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'_.3_{ From these investigations it seems clear that the debris-bearing deposit at |
N the site is restricted to the upper 25em or so with no internal !
b stratification.

\

T Qur observations regarding the stratigraphy of the site indicates that

A intact deposits do not exist at this site. Further, it is our judgment that

) the materials collected from this and the previous investigations at the

X
2

site (Bennett and Ray 1985) constitute an adequate sample of materials.
Therefore we believe that the potential for the site, at least those
. portions of the site above an elevation of 917 amsl, to yield significant
.. insights into the past lifeways of the human groups who used this location
has largely been exhausted. It is our judgment that this site is not
eligible for inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places.
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23SN793, The Cape Fair Park Site

Di . | D o

The Cape Fair Park site, 23SN793, was discovered and recorded on August 30,
1985. It is located on an interfluve sutmit in the northern portion of Cape
Fair Public Use Area, approximately 250 - 750m east of the former James
River (now Table Rock Lake).

During the initial survey of 23SN793, a light scatter of prehistoric
artifacts and 3 possible artificial mounds were discovered (Bennett and Ray
1986). The artifacts included 1 contracting stemmed projectile point base
(Langtry), bifaces, and flakes found on the summit and shoulders of the
interfluve.

The three earthen mounds are situated on the suimit of the interfluve and
appear as praminent features on the generally rocky ridgetop. The mounds,
spaced 10-25m apart, are roughly circular and vary in size fram 8 to 20m in
diameter and from approximately 25 to 60cm high. The mound fill in each was
noted to be a reddish brown silt loam, whereas the surrounding soil was
nonexistent to a very thin, dark brown silt loam. The site was assessed as
a temporary Late Archaic-Woodland campsite and possible mound site (Bennett
and Ray 1986).

Investigations made during the current project focused on the earthen
mounds. A test excavation was conducted on October 31, 1986, to determine
whether the mounds were cultural or natural in origin. The mounds are
situated in a wooded area with dense cedar thickets and isolated hardwoods.
The mounds were given successive letter designations in the order of
discovery, with Mound A located on the east end of the sumit, Mound B (the
largest mound) in the center, and Mound C on the west end; a fourth low
mound, located 10m northeast of Mound A, was found during the test
excavation and designated Mound D.

One test unit (1 x 1m) was placed over the center of Mound A, which measures
8 x 8m wide x 40cm high., The entire unit was carefully troweled by hand in
arbitrary 10cm levels to bedrock. Artifacts were recorded horizontally and
vertically to the nearest centimeter.

Unit 1 was excavated to a depth of 36 - 42cm below surface. The soil
stratigraphy of the mound consisted of two strata with a third unit of
dolamite bedrock. Stratum I consisted of a dark yellowish brown (10YR3/4)
silt loam 7-14cm thick with numerous roots and residual chert gravel. This
Stratum included the grass sod and hunus layer (A0 Horizon) and topsoil (Al
tlorizon). Stratum Il consisted of a dark reddish brown (5YR3/4) clayey silt
loam 22-33cm thick with numerous fine to medium roots and approximately
5-10% angular, residual chert gravel. This Stratum represents the B1/B2
subsoil. The base of the unit excavation delineated the contact with the
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third Stratum represented by the parent material, which in this area
consisted of a silty menber of the Jefferson City-Cotter dolomite. The
dolomite bedrock which dips 5-7em to the west in Unit 1, appears to be
approximately 8-1Ucm higher than the bedrock surrounding the mound.

R \ ial

Artifacts recovered fram the unit included 1 biface fragment, 1 core, and 2
small flakes. The core was knapped from Jefferson City chert, and the
biface fragment was made fran Reeds Spring chert. Both chert types are
locally available to the project area.

The biface fragment and core were found 8-1lcm below surface near the bottom
of Stratun I, whereas the two small flakes were recovered between 25-27cm in
Stratum II. Stratun I, which contains the core and biface fragments, is
interpreted as the only cultural horizon in llound A. It is probably
associated with the thin scatter of artifacts across the rest of the sumiit,
which accumulated as a result of the limited activities conducted at the
temporary canpsite. The two small flakes found in Stratum II were probably
redeposited from the upper (cultural) Stratum by root action and/or rodent
purrowing.

Evaluati | R lation

Based on the soil profile and other data obtained from the test excavations,
Jlound A and its associated mounds, are interpreted as unmodified natural
features that are capped with a thin 10cm Ap horizon or light midden layer.
Although natural mounds are not wuncammon in Southwest JMissouri (llax
Aldridge, personal comunication), the natural genesis of these mounds are
not fully understood. Theories include erosional remnants produced fram
differential weathering between adjacent formations, remnant features
resultiny from the reworking of transported sediments such as loess or
alluvium, and mounds created by the workings of various fauna and/or flora.

No further investigations are recomnended for this site.

TOOLS
Material Description
Reeds Spring biface frugment, broken in
manufacture?
Jefferson City chert chunk, 1 flake scar possibly
incidental

core with several platforms
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y Discussjon and Deseription (Figure 3-35)

T

” During the 1985 survey several items of prehistoric lithie debris were
N observed eroding from and within disturbed surface areas of a large, complex
e alluvial structure below Taole Rock Dam. At that time two site number
& designations were used to record these locations; 23TA226 - a previously
w recorded site and 23TA291 - a new designation. This locale was judged to be
e potentially very significant due to the apparent depth (over 5m) of buried
o materials found in a deep gully-cut. At that time the only chronologically
. diagnostic material recovered was an Archaic Period dart point found in a
> redeposited position on the gully floor.

’I

- On Novamwer 21, 1985, a large volunteer force fram Archeological Assessments
W and the Center for Archaeological Research, Southwest Missouri State

University, returned to the gully-cut to clean and map the gully-wall.

| Figure 3-36 drawn by Dr. David Benn was a major product of this effort.

'~'.j The 1986 investizations in this locale were conducted fram September 29 to-
' Cetober 3. Activities incluced the re-examination of the gully-wall at
- 20TA226 and the deep cutbank at 23TA291 as well as systematic collection
. : efforts and the excavation of 4 test units at 23TA226 (Figure 3-35). It was
_, 00 hoped thuat additional chronological indicators would be found to date either
- the surface or buried deposits. Unfortunately, no such materials were
- discovered.

b Excavation in the disturced upper portions of 23TA226 indicated the

extensive but relatively shallow disturbance of this portion of the
, deposits. lowever, Unit 4 in the more thickly vegetated portion of the areu
indicated :mch less disturbance (Figure 3-37). DBecause of the extrasely
thick versetation at the eastern end of this landform where 23TA291 had been
recorded, our investigations were restricted to the examination of a deep

>
-t

3 cutbank profile (Figure 3-38). No cultural materials were recovered fram
: this area.
[ ]
_-' The zully-wall profile (Figure 3-36) clearly indicates that this is a very
' caplex landform with a consideraubly involved geamorphic history.
,: Appurently this structure was formed througzh a camination of both alluvial
. and colluvial processes. Cultural materials found deeply buried in various
- of these depositional units strongly indicate hunan use during the time of
,., its formation.

v, , . .

X Tliree soil profiles were rccorded for the gully-wall (Fizures 3-39, 3-44,
) and 3-41). Profile 2 (Figure 3-40) was the most extensive of these. An
l: analysis of this profile indicates the following depositional units and
% episodes:
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(1) The upper portion of the profile is dominated by a very unusual deposit
of white clay varves (Figure 3-42) which we judge to be of very recent
origin, perhaps connected with dam construction and/or associated quarrying
activities.

(2) This unique material covers a unit consisting of a buried A and a cambic
B horizon which rests upon a water-laid sandy loam within which
stratification lines are still visible.

(3) The third unit is a deposit of fine-grained materials over 1.5m thick
within which both a B21 and B22 argillic horizon have been formed. No
buried A or A' horizon was detected with this unit. In the 1985
investigations various bits of lithic debris (primarily flakes) had been
discovered in this deposit. During re-examination in 1986 an amorphous
concentration of lithiec debris (Feature 1) was located in this deposit
(Figure 3-36).

(4) This unit consisted of a number of discrete lenses of coarse gravel and
pebbles. A tested or flaked river cobble was located in this gravel
deposit.

(5) The lowest unit observed was another thick, fine-grained deposit within
which a well-developed argillie horizon has been formed.

Profile 1 (Figure 3-39) approximately 20m farther east of Profile 2 which
could be examined only for about 3.5m above the gully floor contained sane
of the same types of deposition elements; thick, fine-grained deposits with
well-developed argillie B horizons and gravel Ilenses. However, soil
chemical and laboratory textural identification indicate sufficient
differences between the fine-grained deposits at these 2 locations to make
us reluctant to match units between these 2 profiles. Further, a third
profile (Figure 3-41) described on the south side of the gully was also
slightly different fram Profiles 1 and 2. Such a situation is, of course,
normal for such a camplexly formed landform.

Bank-line profiles farther south on this landform (Figure 3-38) also
indicate a comparably complex geomorphic development elsewhere on this
landform.

Recovered Materials

With the exception of bits of historic trash in the upper few centimeters of
the Test Units, the recovered cultural material consisted of lithic debris,
primarily flakes and flaked chunks. The single culturally diagnostic item
recovered fran the site is the Archaic dart point found in 1985, shown in
Figure 3-43a. In addition to the flaked cobble found in the lower gravel
lens, the only other tool recovered was a small biface we believe to have
been broken during use (Figure 3-43b).
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Evaluati | R lati

Investigations at this location have indicated the presence of cultural
materials throughout this landform. The upper, near-surface deposits seem
to have been disturbed to a considerable degree, but there is every
indication that intact deposits of prehistoric cultural materials are
present, buried in the landform.

Since we interpret these materials to be the residue of human activity
during the formation of the landform, we believe that the investigation of
these deposits and their relationship to the formation of the landform is
quite capable of yielding significant insights into the use of this area
during at least the Archaic Period. For this reason we believe that the
site should be considered eligible for namination to the National Register
of Historic Places. We recamend that the site be monitored on a regular
basis (at least annually) to determine if it is being threatened by erosion.
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o 23TA309 - Long Creek Meander Core Mound Group
A
o
s Discussion and Deseription (Figure 3-44)
)
. \. The Long Creek Meander Core Mound Group site, 23TA309, was discovered and
L recorded on September 12, 1985. It is located on a meander core (isolated
Y hill) in the former valley of Long Creek (now Table Rock Lake) approximately
'_C}; 650 - 900m southwest of the former confluence of Clevinger Branch and Long
! Creek and 700 - 900m south-southeast of the former confluence of Jakes
RN Branch and Long Creek.
. .. During the initial survey of 23TA309, a sparse scatter of prehistoric
SN artifacts and a group of eight probable artificial mounds were discovered
-2, (Bennett and Ray 1988). The artifacts, all recovered fram the surface,
::-f:' included a split -cobble, 2 chert chunks with edge modification, and 3
B flakes. The mound group is situated on the sumit of the meander core which
.. is periodically inundated by Table Rock Lake during flood pool stage. The
oy mounds were designated A through H from west to east. The mounds are spaced
e 10-20m apart and are oriented on roughly north-south, east-west axes.
e Except for Mound B, they are all circular in shape, varying in size from 7
M to 10m in diameter and 10 to 55cm high; Mound B is oblong (15 x 18m) and is
' .- approximately 80cm high. The mounds are camposed of a light to dark reddish
H (Q_ brown clay loam compared to the very thin dark brown to black silt loam
; T between mounds. At the time of investigations the mounds were situated in a
\ E’f fairly dense cedar thicket (Figures 3-45 and 3-46).
}5
:'n Investigations made during the present project focused on the content,
G stratigraphy, and origin of the earthen mounds. Test excavations were
) conducted on Mounds A, B, C, and E from September 22 through 26, 1986.
AT . . . . .
..'5:. Investigations began with the excavation of a north-south trench lm wide and
R 1lm long placed on the south half of Mound B with the north end (ON, OE)
N situated on the mound apex (Figure 3-47). Units 1 South and 6-11 South
e were excavated to bedrock, whereas Unit 2 South was excavated to a depth of
.J 40cm, and Units 3-5 South were not excavated. All units were excavated in
:::-., 10cm levels but only portions of each unit were screened.
b
';;':" The soil profile in the center of Mound B consisted of two soil units
,(:-:' (Figures 3-48 and 3-4Y). The upper 50 - 55cm of the profile was camposed of
o a clay loam within which a well-developed B horizon was present. This unit
': was clearly composed of transported sediment placed upon a residual layer of
o dark brown silty clay which had formed fram the underlying bedrock (Figure
N 3-50). Soil profiles within Mounds A and E were identical to that observed
I in Mound B. Soil samples fram the B horizons of Mounds A and B were given a
al description of clay loam (Mound A = 37% sand, 31% silt, 32% clay; Mound B =
Ny 32% sand, 38% silt, 36% clay). Chemically the samples were also very
',.1 . similar.
os 4 I".\'IP;.
o'l -
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o Figure 3-45. 23TA309 View to the South.

. Figur> 3-46. 23TA309 View to the north, Mound A
T in the backaround.
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Two features were observed during the excavation of Mound B. Feature 1

_._4" consisted of an ash and charcoal deposit in a basin-shaped pit in the
::,‘: southwest corner of Unit 1S, OE. That portion of the feature located within
-',\-; the unit measured 52 x 55e¢m wide by 13cm deep. The feature fill consisted
T of ash and charcoal in a mecium gray silt loam. No prehistoric artifacts
"‘) were recovered; however, & bottle cap and a used band-aid were found near
,:‘;,‘r the perimeter of the feature at l-4cm below surface.
{ »
:" This feature represents a recent (post-1960) fire pit or hearth associated
Al with camping on the island in Table Rock Lake. Site 23TA309 is a popular
"'n‘\ campsite as evidenced by several abandoned campfires, trash, and stone
‘ al ignments.
IR Feature 2 consisted of a dark stained area with pieces of charcoal in the
:.:- southeast corner of Unit 8S, 0E and northeast corner of Unit 9S, OE. That
,,-:: portion of the feature within the two units measured 62 x 67em wide and was
S 22-3zcem below surface. The feature fill, which contained bits of charcoal,
-, was damp and much less campact than the surrounding yellowish brown silt.
o Feature fill was subjected to flotation but no artifacts or identifiable
.-)_: pieces of charcoal were recovered. The function of this feature is
::xf uncertain, but the depth of the feature makes us somewhat hesitant to rule
::,I} out a prehistorie origin.
" (.‘ OCne 2 x 2m test unit was placed on the east half of Mound A with the west
o - side of the unit positioned across the mound apex. The entire unit was
%';: excavated to a depth of 30em below surface; however, only the northwest
::. quadrant (1 x 1m) was excavated to the base of the mound at 55cm below
) surface. The unit was excavated in 1llUem levels and dirt was screened
'.-Cj- through 1/4-inch mesh. Artifacts found during excavation were recorded
i horizontally and vertically to the nearest centimeter.
‘K
o A number of items of cultural origin were recovered fram llound A. A Rice

o side-notched projectile point/knife (Figure 3-5le) was found near the center
of iound A at a depth of approximately 10-15cm. The Rice side-notched point
type (Chapman 1980:311), which exhibits wide shallow side notches and a
straight to slightly concave base, is most characteristic of the Woodland
" period--in particular the Late Voodland period--but also extends into the
nlississippian period. Rice side-notched points were the second most common
artifacts (after arrowpoints) found in mounds of the Fristoe Burial Conplex
in Southwest-Central Missouri (Wood 1961:34; Wood 1967:113) and are also
found in mounds of the Bolivar Burial Complex in Southwest Missouri (Wood
and Brock 1984:116). A large grinding stone or metate and charcoal flecks

(1

B i

%
P

'

3, were discovered near the geographic center of the mound. The metate, which
,'C exhibits a lightly ground and polished surface, was found with the grinding
e side up at the base of the mound fill (50-35em below surface), at its
-.': junction with the thin chert and clay layer. The metate was made from a
o rectangular slab of Jefferson City quartzite measuring 28x39cm wide and 5cm
Py thick (Figure 3-52¢). Although quartzite occurs in the local Jefferson City
20 . formation, an extensive examination of the meander core summit revcaled that
,l.p
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quartzite does not occur in the vicinity of the mounds at 23TA309. A tested
cobble, 2 flakes, a core fragment, and several charcoal flecks were found
immediately above and south of the metate between 32-47cm below surface. No
well-defined pit feature was observed during excavation, although a faint
possible outline was noted to dip under the metate in the profile between
the southwest and northwest quadrants of the test unit,

A 2.0 x 2.5m area on the west side of Mound C was shovel-skimmed without
sereening the soil to a depth of 1 - Tem below surface in an attempt to
locate a feature observed eroding out of the mound the previous year. A
metate made from stream-rounded quartzite slab (Figure 3-52b) and an
expanding-stem point fragment (Figure 3-51d) were recovered from the surface
on the edge of the mound. The metate exhibits a moderately ground and
pecked shallow basin, and like the metate found in Mound A, was also found
with the grinding side up.

A 1.0 x 2.0m unit was placed on the north half of Mound E with the south
side (long axis) of the unit situated on the mound apex. The entire unit
was excavated to a depth of 60em. The unit was excavated in l0em levels.
No artifacts or features were observed in ilound E.

Finally, we were successful in extracting 2 solid soil cores, 3" in
diameter, from the center of Mounds A and B. These cores were X-rayed at
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Vaterways Experiment Station and the
resultant X-radiographs and other data from the site were examined by Dr.
Lawson :l. Smith. The following paragraphs are taken from his memorandum to
the USAED,LR on this subject.

1. At the request of Dr. W. J. Bennett, dJr., Archeological
Assessments, Inc. (A. A. 1.), contractor for your office, Dr.
Lawson 3. Snith has evaluated Site 23TA309 with respect to its
apparent origin. As you are aware, Site 23TA309 is a group of
small mounds identified in the survey of the Table Rock Lake
project area by A. A. I. for your office. The site is situated on
a small island subject to periodie inundation and traffic by
recreationists.

2, In the process of determining the apparent origin of the
mounds, Dr. Smith has considered five factors:

a. Geomorphological position of the site.
b. External morphology of the mounds.
¢. Internal morphology of the mounds.
d. Spatial distribution of the mounds.

e. Cultural features.
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_ Data used to canplete the evaluation include a 1:24,000
e topographic map, site survey forms, field photographs, soil
- textural and chemical analyses, X-radiographs, and soil field
) descriptions. In the following paragraphs, Dr. Smith will outline
' the evidence for the probable origin of the mounds at Site 23TA309
:: as interpreted from the available data.

E:: 3. Site 23TA309 is situated on an upland erosional remnant within
k: an incised meander of Long Creek. The site is adjacent to a steep
" cliff, 147 feet above a former alignment of Long Creek. The
. upland erosional remnant, referred to in the field notes as a
ol "meander core", is connected to the adjacent upland area by a
A narrow neck. The principal geamorphic processes which are and
; have been acting on this feature are weathering of the shallow
"~ bedrock and erosion. No significant natural depositional
processes have been active at the site.

_, 4. The external morphology of the mounds, as recorded in field
i notes prepared by A. A. I., is round. The mounds average 8 meters
:: in diameter and 25 em in height, with the exception of Mound B,
j, which is approximately 18 m in diameter and 75 em high. The

eircular nature of the mounds suggests an anthropogenic origin.
Natural depositional processes usually result in the formation of
. an asymmetrical form, not a circular feature.

iy,
S,
1.5

- 5. The internal morphology of the mounds was examined in terms of
sedimentological and pedological features. Fran the field notes

and the field photographs, field soil samples, and X-radiographs
P of short soil cores taken at Mounds A and B, there appear to be no
K significant textural trends horizontally or vertically in Mounds A
" and B. The mound materials are very poorly sorted, with sporadic
™ angular cobbles in a matrix of equal parts of sand, silt, and
o clay. The base of the mound is clearly distinet from the
s underlying chert layer which rests on bedrock. X-radiographs of
» intact cores taken fram Mounds A and B show no sedimentological
Syt stratification, however the radiographs do reveal a "patchy"
.\,: character, typical of soil units produced by fill or loading by
e man. Considering the texture of the soil the geamorphic process
:i'. which would most likely be the agent for producing the mounds
i would be mudflow. However, mudflows result in sheet-like deposits
_. at the base of a slope, not round mounds on the top of a slope.

25 6. Pedological descriptions of the mound soils suggest that the
:Z mounds have been weathering in place for at least 2,000 years.
o Argillie horizons produced by prolonged weathering exist with the
» mounds and are related to the present surface. No natural

stratification is noted in the soil descriptions.
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7. The mounds at Site 23TA309 are regularly spaced along a well-

! 4.:-: defined rectangular grid, not a distribution which is likely to
:-_ result fran natural deposition or erosional processes.
,,.;:' Apparently, the mounds occur only on this ridgetop. Mounds such
L. as those at Site 23TA309 have not been observed on similar
P landscape positions in the area.

Ay
.J'::: 8. Several archeological artifacts were discovered associated
s with the mounds. These items include chert artifacts, several
AN hearth-like features, and a large metate. The metate was found
"o within the soils of the mound, an occurrence which does not appear

to have been produced by natural (non-cultural) causes.
E: 9. Considering the lines of evidence stated above, it appears
v that the mounds are of anthropogenic origin and were not produced
N by natural geanorphic processes.
‘\

-~ Field investigations at the site were concluded with the production of a
:‘,,'.‘\- 1-foot contour map of the site under the direction of John Northcutt.
N
el Recovered Materials

e Aside from a single piece of rusted metal found in the upper 10cm of ound
N A, all recovered materials were prehistoric lithies. These included 27
o flakes, 4 fram ilound A, 3 surface finds, and 20 fran llound B; 14 from 0 -
o 10cm, 3 from 10 - 20cm, and 3 fram 20 - 30cm. The tools are described
e
e below.,
)
o TOOLS
A
:.i\ ' Description Figure
2H 0N Jaterial and Provenience Reference
. -------------------------------------- LT T TR Y Y T Y Y Y YT TR Y Y
Osagean Rice side-notched point, reworked 3-5le
:r, (Mlound A, 10-15cm)
1y
[} »
e Reeds Spring small ovate-pointed biface 3-51c
s (Mound B, Surface)
o expanding stem of large point 3-51d
;::.:, (llound C, Surface)
.:,:,: large split pebble core?/hamer 3-52a
R (ilound A, Surface)
W
). Jefferson City chert chunk with edze modification,
IR possibly incidental
il' o (Mound A, d45-d46cm)
N 3-80
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R TOOLS
1994 (continued)

“
-~
2" I TTTTTTTTTTTTE LTI
B Description Figure
v ) Material and Provenience Reference
“,-..". ---------------------------------- - -
) " Jefferson City chert core and/or hammer fragment
"", (cont'd) (Mound A, 45-46cm)

heat spall fram core/harmer

. (Mound B, 20-25cm)

N heat spall from flaked piece
~ (Mound B, 20-30cm)

chunk with edge modification,
P possibly incidental

b7 (*lound B, 20-30cm)

¢ Jefferson City sandstone mano/hammer 3=-51f
- (Mound G, Surface)

" quartzite metate 3-52b

- . vound C, Surface)

metate 3-52¢
(tfound A, 50-55cm)
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Figure 3-51. Lithie Artifacts. a,b- flakes; c- small ovate-pointed biface;
d- expanding stem fram large point; e- Rice side-notched point;
f- mano/hammer.
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After careful consideration of all the likely causes of the creation of
these mounds, it is our best judgment that even though the amount of
cultural materials recovered fram the site is very sparse, the mounds should
be considered cultural and not natural in origin.

The problem of distinguishing between natural and man-made earthen mounds in
the Table Rock Lake area of Southwest Missouri was noted early by Adams
(1950, 1958). He states that such mounds are scattered over the entire
ecountry and are found singly or more often in groups of 4 to 15 (Adams
1958:18). These earthen mounds occur in large groups on prairie areas
(undissected portions of the Springfield Plateau), on gentle slopes of the
"hill country" (highly dissected Salem Plateau), and along narrow creek
bottams and sides of the ridges bordering the streams (Adams 1950:9; Adams
1958:18). The mounds vary in size fram 4.6 - 18.3m (15-60 feet) in diameter
and 0.3 - 0.9m (1-3 feet) in height. Large groups seem to have no definite
arrangement but small groups often appear to be evenly spaced and in rows
(Adams 1950:9). Many of these earthen mounds located in upland settings far
fron water sources and campsite locations are likely to be natural in
origin, while other mounds situated on praminent landforms overlooking
village sites in major stream valleys suggest a cultural origin.

Recent investigations in the Table Rock Lake area have recorded additional
examples of these earthen mounds. Besides the mound group at 23TA309,
Bennett and Ray (1986) recorded site 23SN793 with 3 earthen mounds. Ray,
McGrath, and Benn (1987:93) reported at least eight earthen mounds at
23SN839, located on a narrow divide between the Kings River and Big Indian
Creek.

Mound sites in the Ozarks are often placed on a praminence of high
bluff/ridgetop with a commanding view of the stream valley(s) below (Wood
1961, 1967; Wood and Brock 1984). A meander core affords the additional
advantage of being isolated from surrounding terrain. Two known mound sites
in Southwest Missouri located on isolated (detached) hills or meander cores
include Fairfield Mound Group (23BE006) in Benton County (Wood 1961:26~38)
and the Cave Knob Mound (23HI149) in Hickory County (Wood 1961:41-45).

The size and configuration of the mounds at 23TA309 are camparable with
other known mounds in Southwest Missouri. The Bolivar Burial Complex and
Fristoe DBurial Camplex mounds average about 6m and 8m in diameter,
respectively, and 45cm high (Wood and Brock 1984; Wood 1961, 1967).

At the present time it is unclear whether this site functioned as a mortuary
camplex or served as the location for other undetermined activities.
However, based on the Rice side-notched point recovered fram Mound A, the
site is apparently associated with the Late Woodland period and/or
Mississippian period (Chapman 1980:311). Chapman (1980:311) notes this
point type is an integral part of the burial mound camplexes of the Late
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- Woodland/Mississippian cultural phases in the Southwest Drainage region of
o the Ozark Highland.
-"_.
:I:-: It is our judgment that this site is eligible for the National Register of
Historie Places. It is recammended that nomination procedures go forward
‘ and that steps be taken to avoid any further adverse impacts to this site.
N
S It is recognized that the management of this site will be particularly
‘_;'5 difficult because of its elevation and situation in the middle of Table Rock :
Dt Lake. The summit is now an island which is often used by the public for j
oy picnics, fishing, and diving. The mounds which have thus far escaped major
vandal ism are, nonetheless, extremely vulnerable to unauthorized excavation.
- Further, repeated inundation with the raising and lowering of the lake level
e has and will take its toll on the site. Unless positive steps are taken to
o mitigate this impact, the mounds will continue to be eroded and this very
- valuable resource will be lost.
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P CIAPTER 4: OOLLECTIQN ANALYSES
-
o
7 Goals and lethods
o
,'.7 As indicated before, the 1985 survey obtained large surface collections of
I:- lithic materials from 3 sites, 23BY441, 23BY591, and 23BY505, indicating
-:.j substantial prehistorie use of these locations. However, shovel testing
N clearly indicated that the soil horizons containinz prehistoric cultural
':ﬁ debris were very thin. In addition, these sites had been subjected to
' considerable modification because of later use. Thus there seemed to be no
: real prospect for isolating cultural canponents through excavation
Vo techniques. This situation scemed to indicate that any further data
NN gathering at (e site would have to rely primarily, if not solely, on
:;,',-'3 surface collection methods. However, before additional efforts aimed at
ol gathering field data were undertaken it was decided to proceed further with
. the analysis of materials collected in 1985 to determine if it would be
: helpful or necessary to gather such data.
e
j:' Study of these collections began by sorting the collections into raw
..-::' material categories using criteria specified by Jack Ray. Then each item
P vas placed into one of three rutually exclusive cuategories: tcols, flakes,
&* (o or deoris.
_::: As used in this report the term tool includes lithic items which can be
L reco:nized morphologically as tools (e. g., dart points) or which show
- evicence of attempts to shape them into usable tools. It is not necessary
‘-':}: for the item to sihow edze danaze for its placement in this category if there
e is evidence that an attaenpt was made to shape the piece.
,,r; Flakes are various shaped lithic items which were detached fram larger
.:’. object pieces. Lach flake was described according to size (Figure 4-1),
:,,’_ presence or absence of cortex (a = absent; p = present), type of cortex

(stream-rolled = ps; weathered, outerop, quarry = pq), presence or absence
of platform (a = absent; p = present), type of platform (facetted = pf; worn

s

'. or rounced = pw), and evicence for post-detachment modification. Flakes

\ 2:: exhibiting edge damaze were still considered under the flake category and

hs not reclassified as tools. Special attention was 3iven, however, to this
>, group of materials.

.:'

.‘j The category of debris included any blocky .naterials which did not display

post-detachment modification. Siinple counts and weights of these materials
were recorded and the material was discarded. o attenpts were made to
manipulate the data related to debris.

These various observations were used to fill a detailed coiputer data base,
dBase II, which was used to manipulate these data in a variety of ways.
Data manipulation was largely the responsibility of DBrauna Hartzell. The

]
-&:‘,’ tables used later in this discussion were all produced from dBase II files.
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The Collectijons

~ A listing of the lithic artifacts fram these sites was given in the earlier
N survey report (Bennett and Ray 1986). They are repeated here for the
. reader's convenience. The following tables (Tables 4-1, 4-2, 4-3) present a
' master description for all the tools and flakes recovered fram these sites.
S Table 4-1. 23BY441: Artifacts and Flakes
ey
‘ Artifacts
b e S 1
R Number Material Description i
N TTTTTTTTTTTTTTmmmmmommomemoomeoeoee R |
\‘
¢ 2 Mo biface with cortex
P 2 Mo flaked pebble with cortex
- 1 Mo pebble with flakes removed
- 1 Mo bifacially flaked chunk
- 1 Mo pebble with flakes removed
- 2 Mo chunk with flake scars
{ 6’. 4 Mo biface fragments
2 y 1 Mo biface
. 1 Mo biface point tip
g 1 Mo biface point?

1 Mo possible Kramer point stem

1 Mrs point stem

1 Mrs biface
- 1 Mrs point stem and shoulder
- 1 Mrs point
N 1 Mrs heat-fractured biface
- 2 Mrs biface edge fragment
N 1 Mrs biface fragment

1 Mrs pebble fragment with cortex
o 1 Mrs biface midsection
K= 1 Mrs biface
- 1 Mrs split pebble fragment
- 1 Oje cht point stem
Ma 1 Oje cht point and tip
] 2 Oje cht biface fragment
2 1 Ojc cht biface fragment with cortex
’ 1 Ojc cht heat-fractured biface
4 1 Ojc qtz flaked chunk
, 1 qtz possibly ground hammerstone
“ 2 SS possibly ground chunks
"] 1 ss/qtz mano/cups tone/hammerstone
TS — - -
) .
¥
1)
o
P 4-3
a
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Pt Table 4-1. 23BY441: Artifacts and Flakes
o (continued)
‘;.{ Flakes
] 930000 e ————
R Number Material Cortex Platform Size Note
\ 130 Mo a a -
N 8 Mo a a - HF
20 Mo a a - mod
ou 2 Mo a a - mod, HF
N 57 Mo a p -
s 2 Mo a p - HF
N 7 Mo a p - mod
n 1 Mo a p 1b
7 Mo a P le
7 2 Mo a P 1d
s 1 Mo a P 1d mod
F- 7 7 Mo a P 2b
o 4 Mo a p 2¢
~ - 2 Mo a p 2c mod
{ (o 1 Mo a p 2d mod
e 1 Mo a P 3b mod
‘§« 1 Mo a P 3c mod, HF
L 6 Mo a pf -
s 2 Mo a pf - mod
‘u¥ 2 Mo a pf lc
J 1 Mo a pf 1d
po 1 Mo a pw -
N 1 Mo pe P -
s 3 Mo Pq a -
Wiy 1 Mo Pq P 1d
2 2 Mo Pq pe -
d 1 Mo Pq pf -
L 30 Mo ps a -
i\ 2 Mo ps a - HF
-:.:1‘ 1 Mo ps a - HF, mod
iy 5 Mo ps a - mod
iy 15 Mo ps p -
" 1 Mo ps P - mod
0 1 Mo ps p 1d
:-:_: 9 Mo ps pe -
N 1 Mo ps pe - [RP, mod
ol 1 Mo ps pe - mod
G ) Mo ps pe le
9. 4 Mo DS pe 1d
SONENEURN 2 Mo pPs pe 1d mod
Ly Vs
4Oy
R 4-4
5
3
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Table 4-1. 23BY441: Artifacts and Flakes.

(continued)
Flakes
(continued)
Number Material Cortex Platform Size Note
4 Mo ps pe 2c
1 Mo ps pe 2c mod
1 Mo ps pe 2d mod
1 Mo ps pf le
1 Mo ps pf 2¢ mod
2 Mo pu a -
1 Mo pu a - HF
1 Mo pu a - mod
1 Mo pu p
1 Mo pu pe -
59 Mrs a a -
8 Mrs a a - HF
21 Mrs a a - mod
2 Mrs a a - mod, HF
21 Mrs a p
2 Mrs a p - HF
5 Mrs a o] - mod
1 Mrs a p - split pebble
4 Mrs a p le
2 Mrs a p le mod
2 Mrs a p 2b
1 Mrs a p 2c
1 Mrs a P 2¢c HF
2 Mrs a o] 2c mod
2 Mrs a p de
1 Mrs a pf -
1 Mrs a pf - HF
1 Mrs a pf - HF, mod
1 Mrs a pf lc
1 Mrs a pf 2¢
1 Mrs a pf 2¢ mod
1 Mrs pe pf -
1 Mrs Pq a -
1 Mrs Pq pe -
1 Mrs Pq pe - mod
1 Mrs Pq pe le mod
13 Mrs ps a -
4 Mrs ps a - HF
A, 1 Mrs ps a mod
ot
=
u
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(. Table 4-1. 23BY441: Artifacts and Flakes.

. (continued)

S

" Flakes
ko (cont inued)
4 _— —— ——
:: Number Material Cortex Platform Size Note
N

o 8 Mrs pPs P -

1 Mrs ps P - HF

b 3 Mrs ps P - mod
N 2 Mrs ps p le
j;-\ 1 Mrs ps P 2¢ mod
N 4 Mrs ps pe - '
bls 1 Mrs ps pe - HF
4 2 Mrs ps pe - mod
= 1 Mrs ps pe - split pebble
f_:ﬁ: 1 Mrs ps pe le mod
o 1 Mrs ps pe 2¢

':’_2 1 Mrs ps pf - mod
o . 1 Mrs ps pf 2¢ mod
;| (e 1 Mrs pu p -

> 1 Mrs pu pe le

o 4 Ojc cht a a -

.f'“‘ 1 Oje cht a p -

:‘t 2 Ojc cht a p - mod
; 1 Ojc cht a P 2b mod
9 1 Oje cht a p 2d
- 1 Ojec cht P a -
f -; 2 Ojec cht Pq a -

" 1 Oje cht ps P 3e

] 2 Ojc cht ps pe -

< 1 Oje cht ps pe - mod
i 2 Oje Qtz a a -

o 1 Ojec Qtz a a - mod |
e 1 Ojc Qtz a P -

Y 1 Oje Qtz Pq p - mod
‘e 1 Oje Qtz ps P -
e..'\ R

>,
b 23BY441: Flake Totals
5' v
" : Mo Mrs Oje Cht Ojc Qtz Und Other Total
LY
L f.@‘, 364 191 16 6 0 0 577
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o Table 4-2, 23BY5391: Artifacts and Flakes.

‘,"r

:;: Artifacts

_,.'5
B e
! Number Material Description
S ettt D e e
/ -

G 1 Mo drill midsection

}’f 1 Mo large biface

- 1 Mo pointed biface, heat fractured
. 2 Mo biface fragment

N 1 Mo biface midsection, heat fractured
; 1 Mo biface edge fragment,heat fractured
7S 1 Mo heat spall with modified edge, heat
:"Q _ fractured
0 1 Mo heat treated biface end fragment

[ 1 Mrs point tip

‘- 1 Mrs biface with worn edge

- 1 Oje cht chunk with flake scars and cortex
-2 )
or o TTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTT T
( e Flakes
K>

\ ----------------------------------------------------------------------------
E'; Number Material Cortex Platform Size Note

> S
) 49 Mo a a -
Yo 5 Mo a a - HF
! s 3 Mo a a - mod

: 12 Mo a p -

y 1 Mo a p - HF

» 3 Mo a P - mod

9 2 Mo a p le
1 Mo a p 2b

> 4 Mo a P 2c
K- 3 Mo a pf -
o+ 1 Mo pPq a -

' 1 Mo pq a - mod

° 1 Mo Pq P le
Y 1 Mo o1e} P 3c

> 1 Mo Pq pf -

7 3 Mo ps a -

~ 3 Mo ps p -

.\ 1 Mo ps p le

Q‘ 1 Mo ps p 2d
W M- 16 Mrs a a -
% N t’?}t’

*

*
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Table 4-2. 23BY591: Artifacts and Flakes.
(continued)
Flakes
(continued)

Number Material Cortex Platform Size Note
2 Mrs a a - HF
6 Mrs a a - mod

12 Mrs a P -
1 Mrs a o] - HF
2 Mrs a p le
1 Mrs a p 2b
1 Mrs a p 2c
1 Mrs a pf -
1 Mrs a pf - mod
1 Mrs a pf 2b
1 Mrs a pf,pw -
1 Mrs Pq p le
1 Mrs Pq p le mod
1 Mrs Pq p 2c mod
3 Mrs ps a -
1 Mrs ps p -
1 Mrs ps pe -
1 Mrs pu pf 2¢
1 Oje cht a a -
1 Oje cht a a - mod
2 Oje eht a p -
1 Oje cht Pq pe le
1 Oje cht pPq pe 1d mod
1 Ojc cht pu pe -
1 und a a -
23BY591: Flake Totals
Mo Mrs Oje Cht Ojc Qtz Und Other Total
96 54 7 0 1 0 158
4-8
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o Table 4-3. 23BY605: Artifacts and Flakes.
D, >
.’:. Artifacts
\ Number Material Description
i~
-5:‘,-: 1 Mo broken scraper
vl 4 Mo cobble choppers
2 Mo cobble cores
1 Mo tested stream cobble
p 12 Mo biface fragments
o~ 5 Mo broken biface fragments
s 1 Mo biface
_"I:: 1 Mo biface cobble
Pla: 1 Mo biface
1 Mo irregular unifacial flake
S0 1 Mo broken biface tool
I 1 Mo crude biface fragment
e 1 Mo broken biface
- 1 Mo possible scraper
. 1 Mo point fragment
{ (o 1 Mo irregular core fragment
o 1 Mo modified flake fragment
S 1 Mo irregular biface
o 1 Mo biface chopper fragment
o 1 Mo point fragment
£ 1 Mo point
) 1 Mo broken point
"’ 1 Mo tested cobble core
:ﬁx 1 Mo cobble core fragment
-~ 1 Mo seraper
A&
.’f.:: 1 Mo biface, knife or tip
e 1 Mo irregular scraper
® 1 Mo biface tip
T 1 Mo irregular biface
- .
= 14 Mrs biface fragments
e 2 Mrs broken biface fragments
~.;-. 1 Mrs cobble chopper-hammer
o, 1 Mrs cobble core-chopper
0. 2 Mrs cobble choppers or tested cobbles
Wi 1 Mrs pebble tool, possible knife
s 1 Mrs irregular biface, heat fractured
oy 1 Mrs biface fragment, heat fractured
o 1 Mrs scraper fragment with modified edge
A 1 Mrs scraper fragment
.. 1 Mrs crude biface
IR 1 Mrs scraper fragment
o N
v
. :,,i
A,
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B Table 4-3. 23BY605: Artifacts and Flakes.
- (continued)
o
5 Artifacts
o (continued)
t
q ----------------------- - - - -
¥y Number Material Description
i «  eesceeseeeesesaces ——-
; 1 Mrs modified blade/possible knife
1 Mrs biface fragment, heat fractured
5 1 Mrs biface fragment/possible knife
1 Mrs biface tip
) 1 Mrs broken biface base
"¢ 1 Mrs irregular biface fragment
1 Mrs biface tip
2 Mrs bifaces/possible knives
& 1 Mrs point base
N 1 Mrs Shumla point
. 1 Mrs broken point base
) 1 Mrs thin biface
L4 . 1 Mrs Table Rock point
q O 1 Oje cht knife
b 1 Ojec cht tested pebble, modified
o 1 Ojc cht crude scraper
: 1 Oje cht chopper or scraper
0 1 Oje eht point tip
N 2 ss broken mano
. ceeee- - -
] Flakes
Number Material Cortex Platform Size Note
N
- 21 Mo a a -
o 2 Mo a a - HF
q 1 Mo a a - HI'?
Y 4 Mo a a - mod
K- 1 Mo a a - mod?
. 1 Mo a a 2¢ HT, HF
o 11 Mo a pf -
., 1 Mo a pf - DSB
| 2 Mo a pf - mod
o 4 Mo a pf 1b
3
.
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o Table 4-3. 23BY605: Artifacts and Flakes.
:' > (continued)
N Flakes
( (continued)
\
[
L 2 it ntashadnde ittt ettt ——— - - - - - - - D S G - - - e o o -
B, Number Material Cortex Platform Size Note
4 Mo a pf le
: 1 Mo a pf le DSB
- 1 Mo a pf lc HT, HF
o 2 Mo a pf le mod
N 1 Mo a pf 1d
) 1 Mo a pf 1d mod
v 4 Mo a pf 2b
@ 3 Mo a pf 2¢
] 1 Mo a pf 2¢ DSB
‘o 1 Mo a pf 2¢ HT
o 1 Mo a pf 2c Scraper
. flake
s g 2 Mo a pf 2c mod
4 Qe 1 Mo a pf 3¢ DSB
b 1 Mo Pq a -
N 1 Mo pPq pe -
a?. ' 2 Mo Pq pf le
1 Mo pPq pf 2c
P 1 Mo pq pf 2¢ mod
+d 1 Mo Pq pf 2d mod
o, 1 Mo ps a 1d mod
- 1 Mo pPs pc lc
N 1 Mo ps pf -
. 1 Mo ps pf - HT
X 1 Mo ps pf - mod
e 2 Mo ps pf 1d mod
\ 3 Mo ps pf 2c
D 1 Mo ps pf 2¢ DSB
' 2 Mo ps pf 2d
o 1 Mo ps pf 2d mod
e 1 Mo ps pf 3¢
= 1 Mo ps pf 3d fragment
4 1 Mo ps pw - mod
1 Mo ps pw 1d HF
N 2 Mo ps pw 1d mod
. 1 Mo ps pw 2¢ DSB
P 1 Mo ps pw 2¢ mod
‘ . 1 Mo ps pw 2d
SR 2 Mo ps pw 3¢
Y
'.!
X
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Flakes
(continued)

Table 4-3., 23BY605: Artifacts and Flakes.
(continued)

Number Material Cortex Platform Size
1 Mo ps pw 3d
1 Mo ps pw 3d
1 Mo ps pw 3d
1 Mo pu pf 2d
0 Mrs a a -
4 Mrs a a
1 Mrs a a -
1 Mrs a a 1b
7 Mrs a pf -
1 Mrs a pf -
4 Mrs a pf -
1 Mrs a pf 1b
5 Mrs a pf lc
2 Mrs a pf lc
4 Mrs a pf 1d
2 Mrs a pf 1d
1 Mrs a pf 2a
4 Mrs a pf 2b
1 Mrs a pf 2b
7 Mrs a pf 2¢
1 Mrs a pf 2c
2 Mrs a pf 2c
1 Mrs a pf 3b
1 Mrs a - pf 3e
1 Mrs P pf 2¢
1 Mrs pPq pe 2c
1 Mrs Pq pf -
3 Mrs ps a -
1 Mrs ps a -
2 Mrs ps pe le
1 Mrs ps pe 1d
1 Mrs ps pe 2¢c
2 Mrs ps pf -
1 Mrs ps pf 1b
1 Mrs ps pf 1b
2 Mrs ps pf lc
2 Mrs ps pf le
3 Mrs ps pf 1d

4-12
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. Table 4-3. 23BY605: Artifacts and Flakes.
QY (continued)
A ~\
Cars
v Flakes
o (continued)
[ —— : — —
g Number Material Cortex Platform Size Note
%
" 1 Mrs ps pf 2c mod
1 Mrs ps pf 2d
P 1 Mrs ps pf 2d mod
SN 2 Mrs ps pf de
oo 2 Mrs ps pw lc
o 3 Mrs , ps pw 1d
v 2 Mrs ps pw 2c
"o 1 Mrs ps pw 2d mod
Py 1 Mrs ps pw 3e
:_-“_. 1 Mrs ps pw 3d
o 1 Ojc cht a a -
S 1 Oje cht a pf de
A
3 2 Oje cht Pq a -
{ (." 2 Oje cht ps a -
o - 1 Ojec cht ps pf 2c
1o 1 Ojc cht ps pf 2c mod?
:.: 1 Pitkin a pf 2¢
~",
M e memmenrreccccccmee e ccmmce s e m— e e — e ———————
2.
[}
5 23BY605: Flake Totals
]
b Mo Mrs Oje Cht Ojc Qtz Und Other Total
7 - ——e | cmecemee | eecccea- m——— | mmees | ceee-
. 107 137 8 0 0 1 253
g’
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b ._:
ﬁ-::j Cur initial goal in the analysis of materials from these sites was to
-ﬁj~ attempt a reconstruction of the lithic procurement strategies used at each
N J of these sites. /e bezan with a consideration of the types of raw materials
present at each site. However, before moving to that consideration, it
) seems appropriate to present a brief narrative discussion (composed by Jack
Ray) of those lithic raw materials generally available in the region.
: Avajlable Raw Yaterjals. The geological strata of much of the Table Rock
; Lake area have been mapped recently by Thamson (1582a; 1982b). The
- following discussion focuses on those formations containing chert and
- quartzite resources potentially available to prehistoric peoples for the
] manufacture of chipped stone tools. Although the bedrock stratigraphy in
S the vicinity of the project area varies from west to east, a total of 7
v formations outerop witnin the general area. From oldest to youngest these
i formations include the Cotter, Compton, Northview, Pierson, Reeds Spring,
- Elsey, and Burlington (Thomson 1982a). The Cotter formation is Ordovician
e in age while the remaining six are \lississippian-aged. All of these units
- except the Campton ana Northview formations contain some chert and are
."_ described further below.
b=
{ . "" The Cotter formation consists of a silty grey to brown cherty dolomite with
v lenses of quartzite eond locally persistent beds of sandstone (Thomson
Lo 1982a). Although the Cotter dolanite is distinguishable from the Jefferson
Ny City formation (Knight and Hayes 1961) in southwestern Missouri and each has
-::-: been mapped separately (Thomson 1982b), they are nevertheless similar in
- lithology anc their inclusive cherts are nearly identical. For this reason
(from an archeolozical standpoint) the chert from both of these Crdovician
S units are considered together here under the "Jefferson City" chert type.
AN
5 Jefferson City enert occurs in irregular masses, lenticular beds, thin
\-',’.: bancs, and in nodular form. Jefferson City chert is highly variable in
‘:j::. color but it usually occurs in light to dark shades of blue, brown, grey,
° pink, or wnite (Ray 1983). Quartzose (hard, sandy chert) is coamonly
. associated with Jefferson City chert; it occurs in nodules and occasionally
o~ as inelusions witnin a cnert matrix. An additional trait besides (uartzose
:j-, patches, which sometimes reduces the knapping quality of Jefferson City
.g::j chert, is the occasional presence of pockets of druse (quartz crystals).
A

Jefferson City chert most often occurs in threce varieties: oolitie, banded,
and mottled. Oolitic Jefferson City chert is a camon variety. The oolites
-, are generally relatively small and may be sand-centered, concentrically
banded, or unstructured. The oolites may be the same color as or a
different color from the matrix, densely or widely dispersed, and same mnay
- be clongated or disk-snaped. Oolites often distinguish Jefferson City chert
from non-oolitic [lississippian cherts (Ray 1983). Banded Jefferson City

LS
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v“:. - chert is comon to ellipsoidal nodules and is often concentric in
A cross-section; the bancs are usually white alternating with blue, brown, or
{»

v

o
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o grey. Banding is also distinctive of Jefferson City chert since
o Jlississippian cherts are rarely banded (Ray 1983). Illottled Jefferson City
"'~: chert is more comwon to irregular nodules; the mottling may be a cambination
}_:, of any of the dominant colors. ilottled Jefferson City chert is different

Ry from mottled lississippian cherts in that it usually exhibits a streaked and

\ swirled¢ pattern or disturbed banded appearance (Ray 1983) rather than
o blotehes or spots. Fossils are very scarce in Jefferson City chert. The

\ only Fossils that are rarely found are gastropods (Beveridge 1951: 27; Ray

1481: 16); however, siliceous spicules or "spines" (possible or uncertain

e Fossils) may be found occasionally in the chert (Xnight and ilayes 1961: 23).

Fossils conmon to ilississippian cherts (erinoids, bryozoa, and brachiopods)

b are totally absent in Jefferson City chert.

.‘:‘,

:: Lenses and nodules of quartzite also oecur in the Jefferson City-Cotter

Vo units in Southwest Missouri. The Jefferson City quartzite is usually white,

- tan, or light grey in color and is generally coarse-yrained, producing
d rousher conchoidal fractures than the chert. The quartzite generally
._, consists of mediun-sized sand grains that have been cemented together by
o silica, which produces an equal hardness throughout the rocik. The strong
- caenentation created by the silica enables fractures to pass through the sand

o grains instead of around them as in more loosely cemented sandstone and more

] .,-\ coarse-grained uartzose,

~~
-
..%

Tihe Pierson formation is preconinantly a dolomitie limestone (Spreng 1961:

“a

A -" - ., . . . . . .

54-30) which contains chert in continuous beds or seans, discontinuous
! lenses, and in nodules stratified along becding planes within the limestone
- autrix, In southern Stone, Taney, and Barry counties near the

L.issouri-Arkansas oorder, the Pierson foraation thickens and becanes tore
cherty with seamns of echert up to 25 cem thick that range in color fram
mottlec srey, cream, and brown to light blue to brick red (Ray 1984). The

O

'\ srey-cream-brown and red varieties of Pierson appear to daminate in this
\j.: areca of extrene Southwest llissouri, The red variety of Pierson is
N particularly distinetive with white crinoid Fossils scattered throughout a
"N orick red matrix; the texture grades from coarse to fine-grained. The
N mottled srey-cream-orown variety of Pierson is similar in appearance to
T other “lississippian cherts anc is often difficult to distingzuish fram them.
:::: The Deeus Spring formation consists of alternating layers of finely
‘:-:. erystalline grey liiestone and chert; the chert makes up from one- to
H;,: tiwo-thirus of tihe formation (Spreng 1961: 63). The Reeds Spring formation
"' contains irrejular nodules of dark-colored (bluish) chert in the lower part,
_;. and large amounts of irresular bedded to nodular, light-colored (white, tan,
N crean, jrey) chert in the upper portion of the formation. Both light and
W dark varieties are fossiliferous (crinoidal), although the darker-colored
a Reeds Spring chert tends to contain fewer Fossils than the light-colored
"y variety, DBecause of the light color, same mottling, and crinoid Fossils,
° the lisnt variety of Reeds Spring chert is easily confused with other local
g0 - Jlississippian cherts such as Burlington, Elsey, and light-colored Pierson
- o (Ray 1984). For this reason, the light variety of Reeds Spring chert is
v - i included within an Undifferentiated Osagean chert type discussed below.
A
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\.j The dark variety of Reeds Spring chert, sametimes referred to as Lower Reeds
v Spring (Ray 1$84), tends to occur in elongated or ellipsoidal nodules and
- usually consists of either a solid dark (bluish) color in the matrix
:J surrounded by a distinetive thick brown to grey border or rind just beneath
: the cortex, or a randam mottlingz of the dark colors. The mottling usually
- consists of irregular blotches of brown, tan, or grey within a dark blue
o matrix, In terms of texture and knapping quality, the dark variety of Reeds
o Spring chert is generally fine-grained and glass-like with an excellent
s conchoidal fracture; in this form, it is probably the highest quality chert
N is southern NMissouri.
) The Elsey formation consists of a highly fractured, dense to fine-grained
AN grey to brown limestone with abundant amounts of chert (Robertson 1967:
S 47-48). In the Table Rock Lake area, the Elsey formation interfingers or
) zrades into the upper portion of the Reeds Spring formation, where it is
L sanetiines considered transitional Elsey-Reeds Spring (Thanson 1982a). Elsey
7 chert, which often canposes up to 50¢% of the formation, occurs predominantly
in elongated irregulur nodules and lenticular forms which tend to stratify
N into discontinuous chert beds 13-35cm thick. Elsey chert usually consists
:I-: of a mottling of white, crean, and grey colors but may also occur as solid
... white or cream. The mottling in Elsey chert consists of a matrix of white
::-f or crean containing small irregular blotches or circular spots of grey or
< “ brown (Ray 1984). Juch of Elsey chert is brittle and often shatters into
, ‘... sharp slivers when weathered, The chert contains prinarily erinoid Fossils
. and sponge spicules. The colors and internal structure of Elsey chert often
- overlap with Burlington chert as well as the light- colored varieties of
- Deeds Spring and Pierson cherts, making secondarily deposited chert
T difficult to differentiate.
- The Burlington formation is a lignt grey very crinoidal limestone (Thamson
.::: 1452a) which contains discontinuous beds of echert and isolated nodules, same
s of which are quite large. The chert is usually white, cream, or light grey
RO and is highly fossiliferous, containinz predaninantly erinoids. Because of
e close physical similarities with other local lMississippian (Csagean) cherts,
Burlington chert is included in the Undifferentiated Osagean chert type
e vhich follows.
‘_\
:::- As the presentation of the latter four (Osagean Series) chert types
-~ revealed, there is considerable similarity between the lighter varieties of
o Pierson and Reeds Spring cherts and Elsey and Burlington cherts in teris of
i color, internal structure, fossil composition, and texture. These cherts
!L are generally distinguishable from one another in primary context (such as
:: outcroppings, cutoanks, and roadeuts) due to differences in nodular form,
\-; chert percentages, and parent material. ilowever, outside a bedrock matrix
" and especially after culturul modification (e.g. lithic reduction and/or
[ &

heat treatment) these cherts are not readily distinguishable from one
another. Therefore, for the purposes of this report, the lighter varieties

?:’

.«.» of Pierson and Reeds Spring cherts and Elsey and Burlinston cherts have been
A%l ] L . . . . .

R A included within an Undifferentiated Osagean chert type.
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\j In sun, five identifiable chipped stone resources are located in the Table
N Roek Lake area: Jefferson City chert (Qje cht), Jefferson City quartzite
(Oje qtz), Pierson chert (red variety), Reeds Spring chert (dark variety;
. Mrs), and Undifferentiated Osagean chert (Mo). However, the availability of
these chipped stone resources varies topographically. The White River
! Valley and its major tributary valleys are composed exclusively of the
e Jefferson City~Cotter formation while the surrounding ridgetops and divides
‘T are capped by the Pierson, Reeds Spring, Elsey, and Burlington formations,
::- respectively (Anderson 1979; Thomson 1982a, 1982b). As a result, Pierson,
- Reeds Spring, and Undifferentiated Osagean cherts were also locally
: available in stream deposits of creeks draining the surrounding uplands,
. although all project/survey areas were located on Jefferson City strata
N containing chert and quartzite,
L2 Raw__l i: i i Qur first activity in
o manipulating the data related to the lithic industries at these sites was to
» deterniine which rew material types were present anc in what percentages at
L) each site. No Pierson chert was present in the collections. These data are
given in Tables 4-4 and 4-3.
"_;- Table 4-4. Distribution of Raw Materials: Artifacts
(I vV
> Material 23BY441 23BY591 23BY605 Total
__: ____________________________________________________________________________
.‘-
o Mo 17 - 23.0% 9 - 12.2% 48 - 64.9% 74
" 42.5% 75.0% 50.0% 50.0%
%)
s Mrs 12 - 21.8% 2 - 3.6% 41 - 74.5% 55
-7 30.0% 16.7% 42.7% 37.2%
S
Y Oje Cht 6 - 50.0% 1- 8.3% 5 - 41.7% 12
] 15.0% 8.3% 5.2% 8.1%
g
i Oje Qtz 1 - 100.0% ] 0 1
e 2.5% 0.7%
e
:: Und 0 0 0 0
N
L d
iy Other 4 - 66.7% 0 2 - 33.3% 6
o 10.0% 2.1% 4.1%
N
L&t
b
‘o Total 40 - 27.0% 12 - 8.1% 96 - 64.9% 148
o
A
-~ '
",
A
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' Table 4-5. Distribution of Raw Materials: Flakes
Material 23BY441 23BY591 23BY605 Total
B Mo 364 - 64.2% 96 ~ 16.9% 107 - 18.9% 567
i 63.1% 60.8% 42.3% 57.4%
v
’ Mrs 191 - 50.0% $4 - 14.1% 137 - 35.9% 382
J 33.1% 34.2% 54.2% 38.7%
Oje Cht 16 - 51.6% 7 - 22.6% 8 - 25.8% 31
' 2.8% 4.4% 3.2% 3.1%
N
N Oje Qtz 6 - 100.0% 0 0 6
: 1.0% 0.6%
Und 0 1 - 100.0% 0 1
- 0. % 0.1%
Y Other 0 0 1 - 100.0% 1
e 0.4% 0.1%
4 O
Total 577 - 58.4% 158 - 16.0% 253 - 25.6% 988
)
: In the tables related to both artifacts and flakes we see the clear
N preponderance of the Mississippian Strata cherts which are listed here as Mo
K> (Osagean - undifferentiated) and Mrs (Lower Reeds Spring chert) over the
. Jefferson City Chert. Of all the tools fram the 3 sites, over 87% are
! either ilo or Mrs. This dominance is even greater in the flakes where over
e 96% of the material was either Mo or irs. In faet only 39 out of nearly
1,000 flakes were not either Csagean or Reeds Spring.
Vhen measured against each other, the ratio of Mo to Mrs for artifacts is 1
to 1.345 (Osagean/Reeds Spring). In the flakes it is 1 to 1.484,
. Osagean/Reeds Spring). However, this cambined total is somewhat misleading.
. The Osagean/Reeds Spring ratio for flakes is samewhat similar for sites
o 23BY441 and 233Y591 (23BY441 = 1/1.905; 23BY591 = 1/1.777) but the situation
., is reversed at 23BY605 where the Osagean/Reeds Spring ratio is 1 to 0.781.
- At present we cannot account for this observed difference and, while we
> cannot rule out collector bias as a factor, we note that each site was
‘ collected in the same manner by the same people.
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o
O Source Areas. As discussed above, raw materials of these types are
N " available as stream cobbles and are also available as residual deposits of
! material on ridge tops and ridge slopes. Residual raw material may be
o’ procured directly fram the ground surface with very little effort, or less
N weathered subsurface residuum may be quarried fram the soil below the
.::. frost-line. While this is not the same as "mining" or "quarrying" veins of
N material which results in large, open gquarry pits, we have continued to
2 refer to it as quarried materials since the source is still in place.
\

Because we detected both stream and weathered cortex on pieces from these
¥ various sites, we attempted to define the source area for these materials by
. investigating the relative percentages of stream vs. quarry cortex found on
the flakes. Tables 4-6, 4-7, and 4-8 show the relative percentages of
- different cortex types ordered by raw material types.

Table 4-6. Distribution of Cortex by Raw Material: Flakes

e )y WAt R A SRy
‘ .

:;- ............................................................................
® e ---- 23BY441 --- -
.. Material a Pq ps o] Total
Mo 265 - 73.0% 7- 1.9% 85 - 23.4% 6 - 1.7% 363
L 63.5% 50.0% 63.0% 66.7% 63.1%
( te
= Mrs 139 - 73.2% 4 - 2.1% 45 - 23.7% 2 - 1.1% 190
o 33.3% 28.6% 33.3% 22.2% 33.0%
= Ojec Cht 9 - 56.3% 2 - 12.5% 4 - 25.0% 1 - 6.3% 16
2.2% 14.3% 3.0% 11.1% 2.8%
@,
va Ojc Qtz 4 - 66.7% 1 - 16.7% 1 - 16.7% 0 6
o 1.0% 7.1% 0.7% 1.0%
10 Und 0 0 0 0 0
)
o Other 0 0 0 0 0
_::3
- Total 417 - 72.5% 14 - 2.4% 135 - 23.5% 9 - 1.6% 575
¢ ‘f-
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't‘ Table 4-7. Distribution of Cortex by Raw Material: Flakes
R - - --
D I s 23BY591

e, _l!lffer 1a_1._ a . Pq ps p Total
:-"J: e

o0 Mo 83 - 86.5% 5 - 5.2% 8- 8.3% 0 96
"y 62.4% 50.0% 61.5% 60.8%
- Mrs 45 - 83.3% 3 - 5.65 5- 9.3% 1- 1.9% 54

b < 33.8% 30.0% 38.5% 50,0% 34.2%
Sy

KK Oje Cht 4 - 57.1% 2 - 28.6% 0 1 - 14.3% 7
o 3.0% 20.0% 50.0% 4.4%
" Oje Qtz 0 0 0 0 0
[>r

u.\'.,.

- Und 1-100.0% 0 0 0 1

2 Other 0 0 0 0 0
o

WX Total 133 - 84.2% 10 - 6.3% 13 - 8.2% 2 - 1.3% 158
o

g (e

f ::‘ Table 4-8. Distribution of Cortex by Raw Material: Flakes

i) ":'

P mmmmeeeeee --
2 - 23BY605

D) Material a Pq ps P Total
2 -

A Mo 71 - 66.4% 7T - 6.5% 28 - 26.2% 1- 0.9 107

" 40.8% 63.6% 42.4% 50.0% 42.3%
) Mrs 100 - 73.0% 2 - 1.5% 34 - 24.8% 1- 0.7% 137
f;,' 57.5% 18.2% 51.5% 50.0% 54.2%

i)

5 Oje Cht 2 - 25.0% 2 - 25.0% 4 - 50.0% 0 8

. |

®. Oje Qtz 0 0 0 0 0
e

oA
N Und 0 0 0 0 0
-l
>
(®.. Other 1-100.0%5 O 0 0 1
;: Total 174 - 68.8% 11 - 4.3% 66 - 26.1% 2 - 0.8% 253
P,
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Fran these tables we note that while both strean and weathered cortex
occurred on each of the different raw material types at each site, the
stream cortex was much more prevalent. Table 4-2 summarizes the way the
various cortex types were distributed on flakes for Osagean and Reeds Spring
chert at each site.

Table 4-9. Ratio of Quarry to Stream Cortex by Raw ilaterial

- T - - . T R D G D T S - G D Y - . . Y e - — - — - - .

23BY441 23BY591 23BY605
Q/S Q/S Q/S
Osagean (llo) 7/85 5/8 7/28
Reeds Spring (Mrs) 4/45 3/5 2/34
Total 11/130 8/13 9/62
f;- At 23BY441 stream cortex occurred more than 10 times more often than quarry

cortex on both of the major chert types. This ratio is considerably lower
at 233Y591 but the numbers are small. At 23BYGOS5 the ratio is about 4 to 1
for Mo and 15 to 1 for irs.

It is prooably a mistake to press these data very hard since it is quite
likely that materials gathered from a quarry source migzht have only a very
little of their surface covered by cortex, while stream pebbles or cobbles
would likely be covered entirely. Nevertheless, these figures indicate the
use of both source areas and stress the procurement of materials from stream
beds.

To summarize our findings thus far, we can say clearly that the
Mississippian strata cherts were by far the most heavily utilized and that
both outerops (quarry) and stream beds were exploited as source areas.
Aside from the slight difference in the relative percentages of irs to Mo at
23BY605, the collections look fairly homogeneous in this regard when the 3
sites are compared,

g

0.
’AY . .
w Reduction Stratezies
-I‘..
s Since numnerous bifaces and biface fragments were recovered from each of
v these sites, it was clear that the reduction of stream cobbles or residual
;r blanks or preforms into bifacial tools was a major goal of the lithic
d . industry of these 3 sites. Flaked stream cobbles and flaked chunks were
N Jt:} recovered fram sites 23BY441 and 23BY605 (Table 4-10).
~y
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Table 4-10, Flaked Stream Cobbles and Flaked Chunks

23BY441 23BY605
Cobbles Chunks Cobbles Chunks
Mo 2 4 4 1
Mrs 1 3 2 0

tlowever, our examination of the flake debris determined the presence of
numerous flakes exhibiting edge damage or modification. For this reason we
wondered whether, in addition to biface manufacture, the production of flake
tools had also been an important goal of the industry as practiced at these
sites. In order to investigate this possibility as well as to further
specify the bifacial reduction sequence, we examined the distribution of
flake sizes and plotted the various size categories against the presence or
absence of cortex and the presence or absence of modification.

One difficulty encountered in this regard was the presence of numerous
flakes in the inventories. e were certain these had been broken after
detaciment, so we could not be sure of their original size. In order to
deal with this problem we decided to use as a subset of the inventory those
flakes which were complete or nearly camplete. This subset included
slightly more than 300 examples.

These examples were then placed into size categories using the graded set of
boxes as shown in Figure 4-1. Because of the relatively small number in
this subset we grouped the units into 3 size categories -- B, C, D -- and
disregarded platform placement., Only a very few flakes of A size were
recorced. This we regarded as a result of collector bias away fram items
measuring less than lem. TVhile we regard this size category as an important
one in the recuction sequence, we were forced to omit it fram further
consideration.

Once this was done we prepared a table showing the distribution of these
flake sizes by the dominant raw materials (Mo and Mrs) for each site (Table
4-11), From this we were able to construct Table 4-12, which shows the
relative distribution of flake sizes for Mo and Mrs raw materials for each
site,
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Table 4-11. Distribution of Flake Sizes for Raw Material: Mo and Mrs,

————— --= 23BY441 23BYS591 23BY60S ===~
Mo Mrs Total Mo Mrs Total Mo Mrs Total
313 - 65.3% 166 - 34.7% 479 85 - 65.4% 45 ~ 34.6% 130 49 - 43.4% 64 - $6.6% 113
86.0% 86.9% 86.3% 88.5% 83.3% 86.7% 45.8% 47.0%
9 - 81.8% 2 -18.2% 11 1 -33.3% 2 -66.7% 3 8 - 44.4% 10 - 55.6%
2.5% 1.0% 2.0% 1.0% 3.7% 2.0% 7.5% T.4%
28 - 54.9% 23 - 45.1% S1 9 - 56.3% 7 - 43.8% 16 32 - 41.6% 45 - S8.4%
7.7% 12.0% 9.2% 9.4% 13.0% 10.7% 29.9% 33.1%
14 - 100.0% 0 14 1 - 100.0% 0 1 18 - 51.4% 17 - 48.6%
3.8% 2.5% 1.0% 0.7% 16.8% 12.5%
364 - 65.6% 191 - 34.4% 855 96 - 64.0% §4 - 36.0% 150 107 - 44.0% 136 - 56.0% 243
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Table 4-12, Distribution of Flake Sizes

23BY441 23BY591 23BY605
B 11 - 14.4% 3 - 15.0% 18 - 13.8%
C 51 - 67.1% 16 - 80.0% 77 - 59.2%
D 14 - 18.4% 1 - 5.0% 35 - 26.9%
Total 76 20 130

As Table 4-12 shows size category C daminates the set. The curves for
Sites 23BY441 and 23BY605 are very close and the percentage of flakes for
category B are very similar at all 3 sites.

In applying these figures to our analysis of the reduction sequence we note
the presence of numerous flakes measuring in excess of 4cm on at least one
axis (size category D). This indicates to us that a considerable amount of
initial reduction was done at these sites. When the size categories are
plotted against the presence or absence of cortex for flakes fram the two
larger collections (23BY441 and 23BY605) of all types of raw material this
is even clearer (Table 4-13).




Table 4-13. Flake Size and Cortex

23BY441 23BY605
Size Total Cortex Present Total Cortex Present
B 12 0 - 00,0% 18 2 -11.1%
C 51 21 - 41.1% 77 33 - 42.8%
D 14 9 - 64.2% 35 13 - 37.1%
Total 76 130

In general this type of distribution is what one would expect for the
reduction of stream cobbles into bifaces. That is, the larger the flake,
the more likely it is to have cortex present. Fram this we conclude that
the prehistoric users of these sites were bringing fairly large pieces
(hand-size or so) of tested materials to the site and that all stages of the

bifacial reduction sequence, except the initially testing of material, was
being done on site.

Qur next consideration was to investigate possible patterns which could be
observed on the modified flakes in the inventories. Table 4-14 gives the
distribution of these items plotted by raw material type.

Table 4-14. Distribution of Modified and Unmodified Flakes by Raw Material

------------- 23BY441 23BY591 23BYB05  =-e=vmeee
Material Modified Unmodified Total Modified Ummodified Total Modified Ummodified Total
Mo 52 - 14.3% 312 - 85.7% 364 7= 7.3% 89 - 92.7% 96 24 - 22.4% 83 - 77.6% 107
50.0% 66.0% 83.1% 38.9% 63.6% 60.8% 50.0% 40.5% 42.3%
Mrs 46 -~ 24.1% 145 - 75.9% 191 9 -16.7% 45 - 83.3% 54 23 - 16.8% 114 - 83.2% 137
44.2% 30.7% 33.1% 50.0% 32.1% 34.2% 47.9% 55.6% 54.2%
Oje Cht 4 - 25.0% 12 - 75.0% 18 2 - 28.6% 5 - T1.4% 7 1 -12.5% 7 - 87,.5% 8
3.8% 2.5% 2.8% 11.1% 3.6% 4.4% 2.1% 3.4% 3.2%
Ojc Qtz 2 - 33.3% 4 - 66.7% 8 0 0 0 0 0 0
1.9% 0.8% 1.0%
Und 0 0 0 0 1 - 100.0% 1 0 0 0
0.7% 0.6%
0 0 0 0 0 1-100.0% 1
Other 0 0 . Hp.
Total 104 - 18.0% 473 - 82,0% 5§77 18 - 11.4% 140 - 88.6% 158 48 - 19.0% 205 - 81.0% 253
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o As Table 4-14 illustrates, modified flakes do not make up a large fraction
-.:: of the various inventories: 18.0% at 23BY441, 11.4% at 23BY591, and 19.0% at
::.- 23BY605, or less than 20% at each site. Further, we do not see any major
- divergence when this is considered by raw material type, so that no clear
- pattern of selection of a particular chert type for flake tool use is
" evident. This is illustrated in Table 4-15 which shows the percentage of
_~.: modified flakes by major chert type campared to the percentage of those raw
- materials in the total flake inventories. The percentage of Mo and Mrs
e modified flakes is not markedly different fram the percentage of Mo and iMrs
I for total flakes.

e Table 4-15. Distribution of Raw Material for Modified Flakes

I‘-;

Ay 23BY441 23BY591 23BY605
b % of Mod % of Total % of Mod % of Total % of Mod % of T
@ e rcmccccacccamrmr e ccc e e cc rc e e e e~ —-- -
N

s Mo 50,0 63.1 38.9 60.8 50.0 42.3
- Irs 44.2 33.1 50.0 34,2 47.9 54.2

.
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g .
. The outlines of a more consistent pattern of distribution began to appear
) when we plotted the presence of cortex against the presence of edge
N moagification (Table 4-16).
@)
%
o Table 4-16. Modification and Cortex
.
. -
o 23BY441 23BY591 23BY605
9 Cortex Mod Non-Mod Total Med Non-ilod Total Mod Non-Mod Total
.1' ——-
W Present 27-17.8% 124-82.2% 151 3-13.6% 19-86.4% 22 19-26.0% 54-74.0% 73
W (27.5%)  (21.3%) (18.7%) (14.2%) (40.4%)  (27.4%)
'
"y Absent  T1-13.4% 457-86.6% 528 16-12.2% 115-87.8% 131  28-16.5% 143-83.5% 171
° (73.5%)  (79.7%) (81.3%) (85.6%) (59.6%) (73.6%)
iy Total 98-14.4% 581-85.6% 679 19-12.4% 134-87.6% 153  47-19.2% 197-81.8% 244
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N3 Table 4-16 indicates that the percentage of flakes with cortex which have
N edge damage is slightly but consistently higher in each case when compared
boe to the percentage of total flakes with edge modification: 23BY441 - 17.8% to
> 14.4%, 23BY591 - 13.6% to 12.5%, and 23BY605 - 26.0% to 19.2%

A similar pattern also appeared when we plotted flake size against the
o presence of edge modification for all caomplete or nearly camplete flakes

S0 (Table 4-17).

)_'

e

f

G Table 4-17. Size Distribution of Modified Flakes

! J“\ ...................... -———— e e e oo - .-
! ::} 23BY441 23BY591 23BY605
o Total Modified Total Modified Total Modified
;-. """""""""""""""""""""""""""""""
9. B 11 1- 9.1% 3 0~ 0.0% 18 2-11.1%
C 51 14-27.5% 16 2-12.5% 17 14-18.2%
- D 14 5-35.7% 1 0- 0.0% 35 13-37.1%
| e
oy Total 76 20 20 2 130 29

“

2 et —— c—eecccccccnan—-
o
15
A

_) There is in this distrioution a slight but clear tendency for edge damage to
"" be present on larger pieces. These 2 distribution patterns suggested to us
A that there might be a correlation between the 3 variables: flake size,
R0, presence of cortex, and presence of edge modification. Since we only
recovered 2 modified flakes fram 23BY551 which could be sized, we prepared

ki tables to chart these 3 variables for sites 23BY441 and 23BY605 (Table
H..' 4-13). llere the percentages of the modified flakes with and without cortex
i are campared.
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L Table 4-18. Flake Size, Modification, and Cortex

SN 23BY441 23BY605

N B C D Total B c D Total
o

' Mod Present/
" Cortex Present 0 6-67.7% 3-33.3% 9 1-5.9% 6-35.3% 10-58.8% 17
‘ - (11.8%) (21.4%) (11.8%)  (5.6%) (7.8%) (28.6%) (13.1%)
":‘ Mod Present/

) Cortex Absent 1-9.0% 8-72.7% 2-18.1% 11 1-8.3%  8-66.7%  3-25.0% 12
(9.0%) (15.7%) (14.3%) (14.5%)  (5.6%)  (10.4%) (8.6%) (9.2%)
K i: Mod Absent/

hes Cortex Present 0 14-70.0% 6-30.0% 20 1-2.3% 25-58.1% 17-39.5% 43
o (27.5%) (42.9%) (26.3) (5.6%)  (32.5%) (48.6%) (33.1%)
s Mod Absent/

Cortex Absent 10-27.8% 23-63.9% 3-8.3% 36 15-25.9% 38-65.5% 5-8.6% 58

RS (91.9%) (45.1%) (21.4%) (47.4%)  (83.3%)  (49.4%) (14.3%) (44.6%)
N Total 11-14.5% 51-87.1% 14-18.4% 6 18-13.8% 77-59.2% 35-26.9% 130
S -

o
,,_: Comparing the figures in Table 4-18 we observe that on a percentage basis
| " the larger the flake, the more likely it is to have cortex presence and the
ot more likely it is to exhibit edge modification. At 23BY441 91% of the B
e size flakes have neither modification or cortex. At 23BYG605 this percentage
i (. is over 833. In the D size category the situation is markedly different.
- At 23BY441 only 21.4% of the D size flakes have neither modification nor
e cortex and at 23DBY605 less than 15%. At 23BYG05 less than 65 of the flakes
N with both modification and cortex are of size B, while size D contains
';_--: nearly 60/ of the flakes with both of these attributes.
‘ Vie believe that these data are strong enough to suggest the hypothesis that
e the past users of the site were rather consistently choosing larger flakes
:;- which retained at least same cortex to be used as tools; probably either as
A scrapers or cutting tools. It is impossible to assess the importance of the
e 2 different variables, size and cortex, in the selection process or for that
1-,',' matter to judge if the combination, size plus cortex, was responsible for
® selection.
_., While there does inceed seem to be strong enough evidence to suggest that
X these types of flakes were being chosen for use as tools, it is not yet
’,:.'.- clear whether the reduction strategy was aimed at their production or
P whether they were used "second-handedly." Could there have been "on-site"
°. curation for these large flakes with cortex? It is possible to think of the
e industry as aimed primarily at the production of bifaces but structured in
t-:.j-; such a way as to produce a particularly useful by=-product in the form of
b larze flakes which retained cortex. Might this be a reason for the limited
7 amount of reduction done at the source areas? It is also possible to
o envision a situation in which a flake tool was needed and sinply struck fram
S a piece of tested material with the resultant core curated for later use in

. biface manufacture. Whatever the actual case may have been, it is clear
‘-‘_’,"-’j that the lithie industry seen in these inventories produced at least 2
different tool types and it is tempting to see these as products of an
integrated system,
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9: We believe that this series of data manipulations has resulted in the
reconstruction of a coherent lithic industry for these sites. It is our 1

.: hope that such a reconstruction can serve as a hypothetical model for

) studies at other sites in the region. The model does, however, suffer from

N at least one serious flaw: The lithic debris fram each of these sites was ‘

) treated as a single unit of analysis. Ve think it likely that this debris 1

¢ was deposited at the sites during the course of many different episodes or

Y use, doubtlessly separated in time by several centuries. Because of this,

N it is an open question as to whether it is the result of numerous episodes

3 of lithie tool manufacture which had the same pattern or the cambination of
a number of different patterns. Since it is not possible for us to discern

3~ separate deposits at these sites, the answer to this question nust be sought

8 elsewhere.

N

N At any rate we believe we have used these collections to good advantage and

S do not see any reason to recamend further on-site data recovery

! investigations at these sites. Such efforts, we believe, are most likely to

result simply in the gathering of redundant materials.
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CIAPTER 5: TERRACE SURVEY

Si | Artif L L
Uaner Vhijte Rjver Survey Unjt. A total of 10 terrace locations (Upper White
River A - J) were examined within this unit, This resulted in the

examination of 8 archeological sites., No sites were recorded for Units 1
and J at the extreme upper end of the White River in Table Rock Lake.

Rock Feature Site, 23BY317
ion_an i ion

This prehistoric and historic site is located on a periodically inundated
terrace (905 - 910 feet amsl) approximately 350 - 45dm south of the former
confluence of Roaring River and the White River. The site had a cover of
aquatic grasses and weeds with approximately 5 - S0% ground visibility. The
soil consists of reddish brown silty clay with a thin surficial layer of
wind-blovwn sand; the A horizon has been stripped or eroded away by wave
action. Tihe site exnibits consideruble pot-huntinz activity. At least 20
random pot noles to a depth of about 20cm were observed.

The site consists of a light to moderate scatter of prehistorie and historie
artifacts. Prehistorie lithic artifacts are concentrated along the north
side of the terrace, whereas historic artifacts are concentrated on the
northeast sice, Tiree rock features are also located on the northesst
portion of the site consisting of dense concentrations of sandstone and
limestone rocks. One feature is rectangular (2.2 x 2.5m) and the other tvio
are circular (1.75 x 1.75m and 1.0 x 2.0m). They appear to be historic
features associated with a nearby farmstead. Surface finds and lake waters
delimitea site size to oe approximately 100 x 160m.

n N i

Caronologically diagnostic materials from the prehistorie component(s)
include a Gary Stenmed point and 2 untyped dart points sugzesting use of the
site during the Archaic and possibly Voodland periocs. The historie
component is thought to date to the mid-15th century.

Analysis of the recovered lithic materials indicates both tool manufacture
and tool use at this site. Biface manufacture is indicated, including the
replacenent of large dart points. Evicence for tool maintenance
(resharpening) and reuse is present in the inventory. Several biface
fragments and flakes show evidence of use. DBoth stream and weathered
cortices were ouserved on the artifacts.
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Fizure
Provenience tlaterial Description Reference

Surface Csagean thick biface end fraguent, worn edge
untyped expanding stem point 5-2a

Surface Reeds Spring untyped corner notched point 5=-2
Gary Stemmed point, broken 5-2
biface edge fragment, broken in use
biface preform/bifacial core
biface end fragment with worn edge
larze biface with worn edge
rounced piface end, use damage
thick biface tip with use damage
biface made on thick flake
bDiface end fragment, sase use wear

Shovel Test 1 small thin irrezular biface

needs Jefferson City Jefferson City CUaiden-
Csazean Soriny Pierson Chert Juartzite tified Total

AISTARIC ARTIFACTS

Figure
Provenience Hunoer Description Reference
CERAMICS
Surface 1 whiteware plate or oowl vase sherd,
part of impressed nark on oasc
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- (continued)
i',}:
T e e L e
o Figure
V) Provenience Number Description Reference
»
oS CERAMICS (cont'd)
N
72 Surface 1 handpainted whiteware, green decoration
. one surface
20 4 whiteware sherds
AN 2 whiteware plate or bowl rim sherds with
-:f:: blue transfer decoration on interior,
N probably from same vessel
- 1 handpainted whiteware sherd, bold floral
o decoration in pink, green, black
Sy on interior 5-1f
o 3 blue shell-edze plate or bowl
"t: rim sherds 5-1b, 5-lc¢
}‘\. 1 unglazed red earthenware sewer or
n ~ roof tile fragment
H (o 1 burned stoneware sherd, unidentified glaze
- i 1 earthemviare sherd, white interior, blue
::': exterior 3-1d
~:~ 1 sponge-printed? whiteware sherd, pink
"~ decoration with green line on exterior
- 1 whiteware plate or bowl sherd with purple
3 transfer decoration on interior 5-le
NN 1 burned earthenware or stoneware sherd,

- e
P N4
LR
»

PNERLAEN

unidentified brown zlaze
burned earthenware or stoneware sherd,
unidentified zlaze on exterior, unzlazed

*y s %

e
—

oY (or burned-off glaze?) on interior
o i burned earthenware or stoneware rim sherd
g sherd fraa straight-walled crock
s with heavy rim 5-1la
:.-: 1 whiteware sherd with light blue underglaze,
:_‘,',: painted? decoration on exterior
®. Shovel Test 1 1 whiteware cup or bowl sherd with light blue
g handpainted decoration on exterior
;
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- (continued)
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s Figure
) Provenience Number Deseription Reference
T SO - -
2
oy GLASS

N .

N

iy Surface 1 purpled vessel fragment' ) )
. 1 clear vessel fragment with heavily patinated
oy or burned surfaces

ol 1 turquoise vessel base sherd, oval indentation

.‘_-'fl'_ in exterior, possibly hand-blown
R 1 greenish vessel fragment, contact mold blown

N with special relief decoration on exterior

® 1 dark brownish green bottle base sherd, with

N deeply indented (5.5 em) base
L e —m————————————————————— ———— ——— ————
1SR
1S
.~
A .
il (o

AT * a n_an n
53y

:}'.: This site seans to hold the potential for both intact prehistoric and
. historic deposits. Further investigations are recamended to determine if
h it is possible to isolate separate components of the site's use and to

further specify the cultural periods of use.
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Fijure 3-1. (listoric Artifacts. a- earthenware or stoneware crock rim sherd;
b,e- blue shell-edfe rim sherds; d- earthenware sherd, white
interior, blue exterior; e- vhiteware sherd with purple transfer
decoration; f- handpainted whiteware sherd, floral decoration.
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Figure 5-2. Lithie Artifacts. a- untyped expanding stemmed point; b- Gary
Stemmed point; e- untyped corner notched point.
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Long Bay Site, 23BY165

riotion and Di ion

3
AL

This prehistoric site is located on a high terrace on the end of an
interfluve (905 - 931 feet amsl) approximately 150 - 275m west of the former
White River. The eastern portion of the site consists of an eroded

4-':: shoreline (10 - 90% ground visibility) and the western portion was covered
I~ by early successional woods (0 - 15% ground visibility). The soil has been
~".\, heavily eroded by wave action. The site exhibited considerable pot-hunting
gl activity including random digging and some screening of dirt.

.4.4 The site consists of a light to moderate lithic scatter with most artifacts
N concentrated along the east side of the site. Site size was determined to
A be approximately 100 x 420m. Because of the disturbed nature of the area it
'::: was not possible to ascertain site depth.

I

® Recovered Materials

\.r'

) Chronologically diagnostic materials recovered fran the site include 1 Gary
o Stenmed point and 2 Stone Square Stenmed points indicating use of the site
-:.; toward the end of the Late Archailc Period, possibly into the Woodland Period

(Figure 5-3).

L5

i Tool manufacture and use are inaicated py the recovered lithic materials.
The use of a core/flake reduction strategy (possibly bipolar reduction) is
indicated. Several of the bifaces seem to have been broken during use as
well as auring manufacture.

.
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- TOOLS
N e e e e e e e e e e e e e m e mmm
o .
K Figure
Provenience Jlaterial Description Reference
P34
¥ *: ---------------------------------------------------------------------------
ey
~ Surface Osagean biface end fragment, broken in
J': manufacture
0% ]
0. Surface Pierson thick biface fragment, edge use?
wx
Si. Surface Reeds Sprin; core, bipolar?/used as wedze?
> biface ed;e frazment, broken in use

biface edze fragnent, broken in use

) biface end fragment, broken in use 5-3b
) larze corner notched point fragment 5-3a
Gary Stenmed point, broken in use 5-3c
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TOCOLS
(continued)

Figure
Provenience Material Description Reference
Surface Reeds Spring Stone Square Stemmed point 5-3e
(cont'd) vzont'd) Stone Square Stemed point 5-3d
Surface unidentified biface end, broken in manufacture
FLAKES
Reeds Jefferson City Jefferson City Uniden-
Osazean Spring Pierson Chert Quartzite tified Total
1 0 0 1 0 0 2
ation apd R ion

A further program of site examination is recommended for this site t
determine if there exist same areas with intact deposits.
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Firture 3-5. Lithic Artifacts. a=- untyped larje corner notched point; o-
biface end frapnent; e- Gary Stewmed point; d,e- Stone Square
Stesmied points.
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State Line Site, 3(R243
T e | Di .

This prehistoric site is located on a triangular-shaped terrace (905 - 922
feet amsl) approximately 100m south of the Missouri-Arkansas state line and
about 500 =~ 600m north-northeast of the former confluence of Leatherwood
Creek and the White River. The sumit of the terrace is covered by weeds
and briars and the edges are eroded by wave action (0-90% ground
visibility).

The soil consists of a light gray silt loam. The site has been primarily
disturbed by shoreline erosion.

The site consists of a light scatter of lithic artifacts. Site size was
estimated to be approximately 50 x 100m. .

Recovered Materijals

Recovered materials consisted primarily of debris fran the use and
manufacture of bifacial tools. The only culturally diagnostic item
recovered was a Gary Stemmed point.

Figure
Provenience Material Description Reference

Surface Osagean thick biface, reused as scraper
heat spall from flaked pebble
biface edge fragment, worn edge

Surface Reeds Spring Gary Stemmed point, broken in use
biface midsection, broken in
manufacture
Surface unidentified broken mano/hammer
5-10
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K- Reeds Jefferson City Jefferson City Uniden-
B Osagean Sprmg Pierson Chert Quartzite tified Total

8 27 0 1 0 0 36

ot jon an jon

-
T A limited program of site investigation is recomended for this site to
P, determine the extent to which the upper (artifact-bearing) portions of the
o site have been disturbed.
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White-Leatherwood Site, 3CR244
ussjon

This prehistoric site is located on a terrace system (905 - 920 feet amsl)
approximately 150 - 300m southwest of the former confluence of Leatherwood
Creek and White River. Ground visibility varied from 0-90% in grass-
covered and eroded shoreline areas. The soil consists of a silt loan
plowzone over a reddish-brown mottled silt loam. The site has been
disturbed by shoreline erosion and extensive pot hunting.

The site consists of a light to moderate lithic scatter. Site size was
estimated to be approximately 130 x 1580m,

M ia

Chronologically diagnostic materials recovered indicate use in both the
Archaic Period (Jakie Stemmed point) and Mississippian Period (\lississippi
Triangle point).

Manufacturing efforts were directed toward the production of bifaces.
Numerous recovered bifaces seemed also to have been broken in use and some
tool maintenance (resharpening) is present. Several discarded biface
preforais or cores were also recovered,

Figure
Provenience Material Description Refcrence

Surface Osazean reworked biface,used as wedge?
irregular biface,broken in manufacture
biface tip with worn edges
biface midsection, edge wear
biface edge fragment, edge worn
broken large biface, edge worn
biface end fragment, edge worn
biface end fragment, broken in use
biface midsection?

Shovel Test 1 Jakie Stenmed point, broken in
manufacture
Surface Reeds Spring ilississippi Triangle point 5-da

biface midsection, broken in use
thick biface preform/core
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(continued)
Figure
Provenience Material Description Reference
Surface Reeds Spring thick biface preform/core
(cont'd) (cont'd) thick biface preform/core

small thick biface preform/core

biface end fragment, edge worn

small biface preform/core

large biface, resharpened edge

biface edge fragment )

biface end fragment, broken in use

biface edge fragment, use damage

biface edge fragment, broken in
manufacture

biface midsection, broken in
manufacture

) biface edge fragment, badly HF
6. biface edge fragment

biface preform or core

biface end fragment, edge damaged

biface edge fragment, broken in use

biface edge fragment, broken in use

biface edge fragment, broken in
resharpening

thin biface end? fragment, worn edge

rounded biface end, worn edge

biface edge fragment, worn edge

thick biface edge fragment

biface edge fragment, edge worn

thin biface edge fragment, edge worn

Shovel Test 1 biface tip fragment, worn tip

'

"
Llsle

Surface Jefferson core, ring cracks, used as wedge
City chert

5-13
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Reeds Jefferson City Jefferson City Uniden-
Osagean Spring Pierson Chert Quartzite tified Total
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18 16 0 1 0 0 36
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ro A program of site investigation is recommended for this site to determine
d the nature anc extent of site disturbances.
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Figure 5-4. Lithic Artifacts. a- llississippi Triangle point,
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N Holiday Island West Site, 3CR245
-
:-:. D . . d D- .
=7
y This prehistoric site is located on an eroded terrace (905 - 910 feet amsl)
— on the west side of Holiday Island and approximately 200 - 500m southeast of
. the confluence of Cedar Creek and the White River. The site was covered by
\ aquatic weeds with 0-90% ground visibility., The soil consists of a silt
0 loam with surficial wind-blown sand. The site has been deeply eroded
. (approximately lm) by wave action and picked over by collectors.
P The site consists of a light to moderate lithic scatter. Site size was
estimated to be approximately 70 x 310m.
| .:..? M
.3 No chronologically diagnostic materials were recovered fram this site,
. The lithic materials indicated biface manufacture, use, and maintenance.
2 Several biface fragments exhibited worn edges. A single fragment of ground
stone was also recovered.
S
W e
- TOOLS
.rSj """""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""
- Figure
S Provenience Material Description Reference
T
"j'_: Surface Osagean biface fragment on stream pebble
e biface edge fragment, unifacial damage
e biface edge fragment
'.-' Shovel Test 1 biface edge fragment
2 Surface Reeds Spring small irregular biface
:‘: biface midsection, broken in use
- biface edge fragment, worn edge
tg biface edge fragment, worn edge
r rouncded biface end fragment
- f-' biface end fragment, broken in use
[ Y »
"
:. Surface sandstone ground stone fragment
-,
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FLAKES
Reeds Jefferson City Jefferson City Uniden-
Osagean Spring Pierson Chert Quartzite tified Total
6 7 0 1 0 ] 14

This site may well be associated with 3CR238 and represents only very
limited activity and use. Since the site has been heavily disturbed, no
further investigations are recommended.
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Ty Beaver North Site, 3(R247
\':: C . . .
L. Description and Discussjon
N
A This prehistoric site is located on a triangular-shaped terrace (905 - 920
V) feet amsl) approximately 500m northwest of Beaver, Arkansas. The site is
N partially wooded and partially eroded by wave action with approximately
0-95% ground visibility. The soil consists of a medium brown silt loam, the
N upper portion of which appears to have been eroded away. The site has been
ey primarily disturbed by shoreline erosion.
_ The site consists of a light scatter of lithic artifacts. Site size was
AN estimated to be approximately 50 x 150m. Depth of deposit is estimated to
~e be over 60cm.
Paes . .
o Recovered Materjals
e The only possibly echronologically diagnostic artifact recovered was a
reworked Table Rock point stem.
g Biface manufacture, use, and maintenance are illustrated in the recovered
. materials. The use of flakes as cutting or scraping instruments is also
o indicated.
{ (o
oo,
7 TOCLS
25
o T T T T T T T T T
D Figure
‘ Provenience Material Description Reference
LY e e o oo oo o o S S - - - - = v W e - - - o T e -
o
", Surface Reeds Spring biface tip, broken in use/resharpening
N
~ Surface Jefferson fragment with flake scars?, edge
@ City chert modification
- biface preform?, broken in manufacture
'.;:Z Table Rock pointed stem, reworked
4. .
By eeeec—ccmem—c—ce———eemeeame—eeae———— — ——
i
®.
- FLAKES
AN
L) J-
A el D D e L
: e Reeds Jefferson City Jefferson City Uniden-
;" Osagean Spring Pierson Chert Quartzite tified Total
'—.. '.ﬁ.p. -------------------------------------------- === - Tessssessses
I r .,
;: b 1 0 0 2 0 0 3
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Because of the observed depth of deposit, this site is recammended for
further investigation to determine the age and extent of its use.
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o Blue Spring East Site, 3CR249

-

e
55 Desecription and Discussion

.’\ . - .

v This prehistoric site is located on a terrace (905 - 920 feet amsl) on the
"y right bank of the former White River approximately 250 - 300m northeast of
Blue Spring. The site was partially wooded and partially eroded by wave
" action with about 0-70% ground visibility. The soil consists of a silt loam
Ty and a silty elay. The site has been extensively eroded by shoreline
1 erosion.
_’ The site consists of a light lithie scatter eroding fram two localized areas
N of a high cutbank. Site size was determined to be approximately 20 x 175m.
N
".: The cutbank profile revealed 3 different alluvial deposits in the upper 3.5m
e (Figure 5-5). These consisted primarily of loam and sandy loam sediments.
" It is our judgment that this landform has a particularly complex geamorphic
o> history and a considerable portion has been created by recent or at least
o post-settlement alluvium, Clearly there was prehistoric use of this
o landform as it was forming.
U Recovered Materjals
.‘ Q, Eighteen items of lithic material were recovered fram this site. The only 2
L items classified as tools were chronologically undiagnostic.
- .
\{ TOOLS

= 1 T e T LS
o Figure
“:. Provenience Material Description Reference
. Surface Jefferson chunk with incidental edge
Wy (Conc. B) City chert modification
[) )

:'.5 Cutbank unidentified large biface tip, broken in use
) ((:Onc. B)
:‘: ¢ e e e e e e e e e e e e s CosCssoos—cecses
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L

v FLAKES

f,_

D eeeeeeeeesesme;coccmmeemmeee oo oo
N Reeds Jefferson City Jefferson City Unicen-

o Osagean Spring Pierson Chert Quartzite tified Total
R e oo e s s o o e o S e e S G ST S - S P S D U % I G D G R D R D G R R . O S TS ek . - - -
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This site has several similarities to 3CR236. Cultural materials are
clearly buried to some depth at this location, but very little of the site
exists on lands managed by USAED,ILR. Investigations sponsored by the USAED,
LR would likely have to be confined to the excavation of bank-line profiles,
and this cannot be expected to yield much in the way of culturally
diagnostic materials. However, should this portion of the shoreline be
threcatened, it would be important to document in detail these profiles
before they were destroyed.
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;; Two terrace sites were discovered and recorded in the James River survey
S unit.
Y

')
g Virgin Bottom Site, 23SN302
g . N
- Description and Discussjon

”
L~
- This prehistoric site is located on a terrace (905 - 931 feet amsl) on the
. left bank of the former James River approximately 700 - 1,050m northeast of
o Virgin Bluff. The site is periodically inundated by Table Rock Lake and
e exhibited about 0-80% ground visibility. The soil consists of a light gray
.xﬁ silt loam with a surficial wind-blown sand deposit; it appears that the A
:wj horizon has been eroded from the terraces. Disturbances to the site include
Y extensive erosion by wave action and pot-hunting activities by local
L collectors.

v

}: The site consists of a light scatter of lithies with a concentration of
s artifacts on the south end of the terrace. Site size was estimated to be
j;{ approximately 160 x 35um. Site depth could not be estimated.
( (@ d Jlateria
RN N .
‘qﬁ A single large untyped dart point and 1 possible Stone Square Stemmed point
25 vere recovered from the site, suggesting use in the Archaic Period.
o4
}}" Biface manufacture, use, and maintenance are evident in the collection.
D) Several biface end fragments with very worn edges were recovered.

-

e TOCLS
N&
Ny 000 eeeeeeeeee e e rrrmeremmemccccccccccccs e mese— e ——— e
_. Figure
;;ﬁ Provenience Material Desecription Reference
Qﬁ """"""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""

[

e Surface Osagean broken biface preform

b4 biface end fragment, broken in

.v—" manufacture

~° thick biface edge fragment, worn

.,

4: Surface Reeds Spring  large corner notched point fragment

o Stone Square Stesmed? point 5-6a
-~ biface preform, edge wear ‘

0. . thick biface, outcrop material

L biface edge fragment, broken in use

thick biface preform/core, worn

5-22

W 47 87 4% Ty W .' 'v L% % | AT N |‘ M AW w, s ] O () 1 ) " N A
ettt A B Ju ) o, ATt Tt Bl ey R RS NI e o O
IR Mt WA Mg Moo Mo Py ) .'a'.‘n,. UM Yo PR Y IR Y bl K .'?. :‘. AN '_.'0‘.'0‘_50."‘-‘.‘:‘.':'.'0,.‘ LML A M N et Yy ‘.,. W




.

ln‘l

'
- e

N

B,

LA ALs

LI N 1 4 -
l’?"v‘ b e

e 3

s

L SR XA

ALK

LS Al )
l’-’.‘_.rn'-('

T
IS

..
9
. X
4
V)

TOOLS
(continued)

Figure
Provenience Material Description Reference
Surface Reeds Spring biface end fragment, very worn edge
(cont'd) (cont'd) biface end fragment, very worn edge

biface with heavily worn edge

biface end fragment, used as wedge?
irregular biface preform/core

biface end fragment, broken in use
biface tip,broken in use/resharpening
outrepasse flake

ovate-pointed biface, edge worn
biface end fragment, heavy use wear
biface tip,broken in use/resharpening
biface end fragment, broken in use

Surface Jefferson biface edge fragment
City chert
Surface Jefferson thin biface midsection, worn?

City Quartzite

- " - - D AR o D R W e W - S R D R D D D h D S R S P e e e

FLAKES
Reeds Jefferson City Jefferson City Uniden-
Osagean Spring Pierson Chert Quartzite tified Total
0 1 0 0 0 0 1

Further investigations are recommended for this site in order to document
the extent of site disturbances and to ascertain the presence or absence of
possible intact deposits.
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Figure 5-6. Lithic Artifacts. a- Stone Square Stenmed? point.
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Black Band Site, 23SN848
tion and Dj ion

This prehistoric and historic site is located on a high terrace (905 - 931
feet amsl) approximately 500n east-northeast of the former confluence of
Flat Creek and the Janes River. The site is partially in pasture and
partially eroded by wave action with 0-85% ground visibility. The soil
consists of a silt loam plowzone over a silty clay subsoil. The site has
been disturbed by shoreline erosion and intensive collecting by pot hunters.

The site consists of a light to moderate lithic scatter with artifacts
concentrated in a dark midden zone across the site. Site size was estimated
to be approximately 65 x 12Um. Site depth could not be ascertained.

R d slateria

A Rice Corner Notched point, untyped contracting stem fragment, and large
untyped corner notchec¢ point indicate use of the site during the Archaic
Period. Sponze-crinted and blue transfer aecorated whiteware date at least
a portion of the historic period occupation to the 13th Century.

Biface manufacture, use, and maintenance is indicated oy the collection with
sone evidence for (flake/core reduction. The materials indicate the
revorking and procaole replacement of Lroken tools at the site.

TOOLS
Fizure
Provenience Jaterial Deseription Reference
Surface Csazgean biface edge frazment, heavy damaze
Surfuace Picrson biface/core, anvil canage?
Surface Reeds Spring  Rice Corner !lotched point 5-7a

larze corner notched point
reworked notched point fragment
bifuce edze fragnent

thick biface preforn/core
opifaze edze fragment

biface preform/bifacial core
thin biface edge fragment
biface edge fragment, badly F
thick biface/core, use damage
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?{: (continued)
O e e el
.- Figure
\ Provenience Material Deseription Reference
.
“h. ------------- Sememseses Tesesssssessses
B wh_
::j Surface Reeds Spring biface end fragment, broken in use
b (cont'd) (cont'd) thin piface edge fragment
'y small thick biface preform/core
. thin biface midsection, reworked
o biface fragment, edge removed by iF
o biface preform end
> biface midsection
N
N Surface unidentified contracting point stem, edge wear
@
I
:'_\
FLAKES
g Qe
-_' _________________________________ - . - - — - = S -
" Reecs Jefferson City Jefferson City Uniden-
s::: Osazean Spring Pierson Chert Qartzite tified Total
[~ TTmmmsooomosssoooooooooososososee e ittt semsmesoe-
- 0 2 0 9 0 0 2
)
!l
}
o HISTCRIC ARTIFACTS
[N @ eacasseceeoccocaom e e e on oo oo - .- - - - - - - - - - - - = = - - - - - -
Fi:ure
o Proveniecnec Sunber Description Reference
W eeeecmmmmaea —rem———————— ,em—ceea amccceccccccmcsccccme——————— cmemcece———————-
"
by CERAMICS
o Surface 1 whiteware bowl rim sherd
- 1 whiteware sherd with blue transfer
v decoration on interior 3=3a
" 1 whiteware (or semi-porcelain) cup or
-;.j bowl base sherd
W 1 whiteware vessel sherd with pink and blue
S sponge-orinted decoration on exterior 5-4d
S e 1 whiteware rin sherd with blue sponze
o Y decoration on exterior 5=3c
-
o
Ma! 5_26
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hS HISTCRIC ARTIFACTS

- (continued)

9 Figure
\ Provenience Number Description Reference
.J

b CERAMICS (cont'd)

N

o Surface 1 burned earthenware or stoneware vessel

. {(cont'd) sherd with Albany glazed interior,

K- unidentified glaze on exterior

=y

K-

.\

~ GLASS

(L™

Surface 1 turquoise bottle neck, rim applied with

- lipping tool, probably from medicine

N bottle 5-3b
N 1 purpled fragment of base from stenmed

\ vessel (such as camport) with mold mark
L, 1 turquoise sherd fram base of rectungular
{ Ve bottle, embossed AU on exterior

;: 1 dark green vessel fragment, heavily patinated
L~

b:‘ —————————————————————— - - e e .- - T R N L T LR N e Y - an -
e

- Zvaluation and R n

ry Further investijzations are recomnended for this site to determine the extent
2 ana nature of the midden deposit and to access the extent of site damage.
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M ';ﬁ‘:i Figure 5-7. Lithic Artifacts. a- Rice Corner Jdotched point.
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Two terrace sites were discovered and recorded in the Kings River survey
unit,

Thunder Nose Site, 23BY392
tion_an i io

This prehistoric site is located on a triangular-shaped terrace (905 - 920
feet amsl) on the right bank of the former Kings River north-northeast of
State Route 86 bridge over the Kings River. The site is partially wooded
and partially eroded by wave action, exhibiting 0-75% ground visibility.
The soil consists of a mottled brown silt loam. It appears that most of the
A horizon has been eroded away by wave action. The site has been primarily
disturbed by shoreline erosion.

The site consists of a light scatter of lithic artifacts. Site size was
determined to be approximately 73 x 130m, Site depth could not be
determined.

Recovered llaterjals

A single Table Rock Stemmed point is the only chronologically diagnostic
artifact collected.

The collection contained evidence for biface use and maintenance put no
evidence for large viface manufacture. Pitted manos were noted at the site
but not collected.

TOOLS
Figure
Provenience Material Cescription Reference
Surface Osazean biface tip, broken in use/
resharpening 5-4b
biface midsection, broken in use
Surface leeds Sprint Table Roeck Stenmed point,
resharpened 5=-3a
biface nidsection, broken in use
Surface Jefferson small leaf-shaped oiface 5=-Ye

City chert

Surfuce unicdentified midsection & shoulder of point
biface edge fragment, broken in use
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Evaluati | R ndati
investigations are recormended to determine the extent of site

Further
disturbances.
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a- Table Rock Stemmed point; b- biface tip;

Figure 5-9. Lithic Artifacts,
c- small leaf~shaped biface.

5-30




;::.wam.vmwwrwwwmmmw
0N

-
P, .-

- N
B I\' \.1\‘
‘l.
B Gallion Bottom Site, 23BY368
QY
:‘:: tion i jon
\:_\
Ko This prehistoric site is located on a terrace (905 - 930 feet amsl) on the
V) left bank of the former Kings River north of State Route 86 bridge over the
'CZ- Kings River and Gallion Bluff. The site is partially covered by pasture
N grass and partially eroded by wave action, exhibiting 0-50% ground
":—; visibility. The soil consists of a silt loam underlain by a clayey silt.
MK The site has been disturbed by plowzone mixing and shoreline erosion,
. The site consists of a light scatter of lithic artifacts. Site size was
[ estimated to be approximately 50 x 310m. Site depth may be as deep as 1Im.
o The cutbank profile was examined and determined to consist of at least 3
™ different depositions. The lowest of these was a gravel deposit. Because
-::-: of the apparent soil development in all but the upper latest deposit, we
L believe it highly unlikely that cultural deposits are contained below the
[ upper unit. There the artifacts cluster tightly in the Ap and upper few
N centimeters of the B2lt horizon (Figure 5-10).
\::\
o - Chronologically diagnostic materials included a Big Sancy Side Notched
H (@ point, a Langtry Stemmed point, and 2 Stone Corner Notched Points.
, hA
5 3iface manufacture, use, anc maintenance is indicated by the collection.
15919

*
. : TOOLS
' J-. ---------------------------------------------------------------------------
N Figure
T Provenience Slaterial Description Reference
T T e = -~ - - — - -~ "~ " - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
~ .

-

Surrace Csagean Langtry Stemmed point, made on 5-1le
Tt flake

o Stone Corner Notched point 5-11b
Ay Stone Corner Notched point 5-11d
N thin biface midsection,reworked
a5 biface edge fragment, broken in use

2 Shovel Test 3 oiface tip fragment, broken in use

o

g
i Surfuce Reeds Spring corner notched point fragment
v thin biface midsection
o biface edge fragment, reworked
T biface edge fragment

9., thin biface midsection
v“ o thin biface edge fragment

, ‘\J‘.
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ad Figure

v Provenience llaterial Description Reference

R

. Surface Jefferson Biz Sandy Notched point 5-11c

& City chert large biface tip

< Cutbank Stone Corner Notched point 5-11a
106em b.s.

;t: Surface Jefferson asymmetrical biface

e City Quartzite

ol

. .

FLAKES

: s v

o Reeds Jefferson City Jefferson City Uniden-

>, ) Csagean Spring Pierson Chert Quartzite tified Total

N\ e e
' 72 ¢

BRSO

extensive program of site evaluation is reconmendced.
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It is quite likely that intact cultural deposits exist at this site. An
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Figure 5-11. Lithic Artifacts, a,b,d- Stone Corner Notched points; - Big
Sandy Notched point; e- Langtry Stemned point.
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N

» One terrace site was discovered and recorded in the Long Creek survey unit.

\-.

N Enon Site, 3CR242

l_ . .

v, Description and Discussion

::'. This prehistoric and historic site is located on a peninsula (905 - 960 feet

b amsl) approximately 150 - 500m north of the former confluence of Yocum Creek

and Long Creek. The site is partially in pasture and partially eroded by

{ wave action with 0-80% ground visibility. The soil consists of a silt loam

V. topsoil over a silty clay subsoil. The site has been disturbed by plowzone

- mixing, shoreline erosion, and pot-hunting activities.

RN

- The site consists of a light to moderate prehistoric artifact scatter over

RS the entire peninsula, a razed farmstead at the southwest corner, and a

] historic cemetery at the southeast corner of the site. The razed farmstead

. consists of a house foundation and cellar measuring 6 x 1llm and a barn

N foundation measuring 18 x 2Um. According to the former landowner and

. resident Fred Badley (personal comwnication), the farmstead was razed in

L the early 1950s. DBadley also stated that his family found a skull and a

i~ . Zroundstone axe on the low terrace at the west end of the site. The
QQ cexetery, called Enon Cemetery, is active (presently used) and contains over

o 160 graves. Botih the farmstead and cemetery are located outside Corps

s property (above 931 feet amsl). Site size was delimited to be approximately

N JU0 x BUOm. Site depth is estimated to be 40cm.

a .

b, Recovered Materjals

i

2 Chronologically diaznostic materials from the prehistoric use of the site

o include a Big Sandy Side Notched point and a large untyped corner notched

- point sugzesting an Arcnaic Period use of the site.

f.: The Historie Period ceramies and glass indicate a possible late 19th

¢ century/20th century occupation.

[

e Biface manufacture, perhaps using the bipolar reduction technique, is

o evident in the recovered collection. Biface production failures as well as

o~ fragments broken during use are in the inventory. Many bifaces have edge

wear, and evidence of reworking is present on several pieces. A pitted mano

] or hammer was also recovered.
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Figure
Reference

- —— A R - S e - . - S e e - e -

Surface

Surface

Surface

-

Surfuce

Surface

Pierson

Reeds Spring

Jefferson
City chert

sandstone

bipolar? core with one platform
irregular biface with edge wear
biface fragment with unifacial damage
biface midseetion, scraper use

large point fragment?, reworked

Big Sandy Side Notched point

5-12¢

biface production failure, worn

largze corner notched point
ovate biface, part of edge worn
scraper made on flake/pebble
rounded biface end, broken in use
pebble fragment with flake scars
biface tip, broken during use
biface midsection with worn edge
small biface/core, edge wear
rounced biface end, broken in
manufacture

biface with sinuous, irregular edge

piface preform/bifacial core

core with one main platform

chunk with flake scars, edge
modification

biface edge fragment with worn edge

broken mano/harmer, pitted

Reeds
Osagean Spring

Pierson

Jefferson City Jefferson City

Cniden-

Chert Quartzite tified Total

4 11 1
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2 0 0 18

5-36

n" XY

X '.l . IR O

:t .:0.:‘0...0,. " "s G

) vy
DN .l‘.‘ \\ o‘ |, .o, e,




-: _:.'{-
. HISTGRIC ARTIFACTS
. Figure
! Provenience Number Description Reference
\ ----------------------------------------------------------------------------
. CERAMICS
I
: Surface 1 bright blue earthenware plate base
{ sherd, possibly Fiesta ware
1 Bristol glazed sherd from earthenware crock
\ 1 Bristol glazed rim sherd fram
o earthenware crock, possibly fram
-;. same vessel as above 5-12a
v ‘ 1 light blue earthenware vessel fragment
2 whiteware sherds

1
. GLASS
' Surface 1 purpled vessel base fragment, heavy wear
e and patina
! - 1 white milk glass bowl rim, embossed floral
H ﬁ' decoration on interior, light blue edge
N on interior 5-12b
. 1 clear vessel base fragment
N 1 olue vessel fragment
N 1 white milk glass fragment
B e e ——
. ation Reg
l Further investizations are recamaended for this site to determine if there

are intact deposits remaining at this location.
5
0
t
4.4
{
N
e
;o
\
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Figure 5-12, ilistoric and Lithic Artifacts. a- Bristol glazed rim sherd
b fran crock; b- white milk glass bowl rim with embossed floral
decoration; e- large point? fragment, untyped.
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e Roaring Smith Site, 23BY514
‘ ) . . ‘n - f -
5 Description and Discussion
:-'. This prehistoric and historic site is located on an alluvial fan/terrace
__f:: (910 - 920 feet amsl) at the mouth of an intermittent drainage to Roaring
W River. The site was partially wooded and partially eroded by wave action,
B>y exhibiting approximately 0-40% ground visibility. The soil consists of a
N light brown to reddish-brown silt loam. The site has been disturbed
S0 primarily by shoreline erosion.
~
.,:\."
:-_ﬁ The site consists of a light to moderate scatter of lithic artifacts. Site
Ao size was estimated to be approximately 90 x 130m. Site depth s
- approximately 3Ucm.
vr vered 'l
- The possible Rice Contracting Stem point and the Smith Basal Noteched point
'_:-3 indicate that the site was used during the Archaic Period. The Historic
K .- Period ceramics and glass are thought to indicate a use of the site during
{ ‘® the 20th century.
>
:f;i Evidence for large biface manufacture, probably including the replacement of
[ dart points, is present in the collection. Several pieces that likely
S served as anvils for lithic reduction were identified. Soane of the bifaces
[ examined could have also functioned as flake cores. Many of the broken
D pieces exhibited use ware characteristics., Several are thought to have been
[ used in scraping type tasks.
-.:_w.
'-,:h
s TOOLS
1GYS
F A%
.-: T T
"t Figure
o Provenience Mlaterial Deseription Reference
‘;"1: ------------------------------------------------------
>
oo -
o Surface Csagean thick biface/core, edse damage?
0. thin biface, made on a flake?
T
I Surfuce Reeds Spring contracting stem point preform
o o -
. irregular biface, edge damage
o rounded biface end, use damage
] biface/core with ring cracks
b contracting stem point preform
oyt roken biface preform/core
ﬁ: s b preform/cor
$od]
.":J
)
e 3 5-39
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P (continued)
o
‘-\.:; _________________________________________________ o ————————————— o e
10 .
a5 Figure
v Provenience Material Deseription Reference
0 e ittt ittt -
*ﬂ
-r$ Surface Reeds Spring large biface, broken in use?
e (cont'd) (cont'd) biface with sinuous edge, damaged
r piface with stream-worn cortex
: biface preform/core, edge damage
o irregular biface, edge damage
N biface end fragment, broken in use
o irregular biface, seraper reuse?
! :: biface preform with unifacial damage
'a¥s biface end fragment, broken in use
[ ] biface end fragment, edge worn
N7 biface end (sten?) fragment, worn
:r biface edge fragment, unifacial damage
I untyped corner notched point stem
Y Shovel Test 1 biface preform/bifacial core
Pt ( . Shovel Test 5 Smith Basal Notched point, broken 5-13a
{ )
N Shovel Test 1 Jefferson fragment with possible flake scars
! . S &
3:: City chert
.
W . . . . .
rf:\ Surface quartczite broken anvil/hamxer, pitted
Bl mano/anvil/hanmer
)
A ’- _________________________ oo memeea - - - - [P ——— - — - - - - - .- - - - - -
v
v
&:.'
e, FLAITS
) ; ) D
2
e Reeds Jefferson City Jefferson City Uniden-
3 3 Osagean Spring Pierson hert Luartzite tified Total
. -? - S R e G G S G G D D S D I G G D G S - A Gm e - - - - e . e WP T D DR D D S S WS S S G e e -
o
e 5 17 0 4 0 0 26
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HISTCRIC ARTITACTS

o

XK
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Figure
Provenience Number Description Reference

- —————— - - - - - - - - - . D - - - . . - . - - - - -

a4
(S UL A N

‘h'..s
L}

o

CERAMICS

]

2

o
ARAN

Shovel Test 5 2 whiteware sherds

[ 4
¥

GLASS

U
B

.. .
b

Shovel Test 3 1 clear vessel sherd
turquoise vessel sherd

[y
b

L
—

o QL
A

,-‘JJ;Z ’,

e

METAL

L g

Shovel Test 5 1 rusted flat head wood screw, broken

"N

W Furtiner investigations are recamended for this site to further specify the
D) nature of the deposits and to determine the extent of site disturbances.

i

DA, LG LU UT (LT LG e Ll HM BT L
\ R R S S S Y
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~ o Figure 5-13. Lithic Artifacts. a- Smith Basal Notched point.
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o Flat Access Site, 23SN483

] . . :

N Description and Discussion

18

P This prehistoric site is located on a terrace just east of a public access

\ area. The site was partially wooded and partially eroded by wave action,
) exhibiting 0-75% ground visibility. The soil consists of a light brown to
\ light reddish-brown silt loam. Disturbances to the site include plowzone
mixing and shoreline erosion.

' The site consists of a light scatter of lithic artifacts. Site size was
. estimated to be approximately 160 x 350m. Site depth could not be
- determined.

o

N Recovered Materjals

.

o No chronologically diagnostic artifacts were recovered fram this site.

)

- Four bifaces or biface fragments were recovered. Two seemed to have been
" broken during manufacture, 1 broken during use.

:
f @ TOOLS

TN e e - —————— - = - o 42 %P = = = " = " = = - — - = = > = = - T ot > o = - -
“ .

- Figure

.. Provenience Material Description Reference
~

X Surface Osagean biface end fragment, broken in

s resharpening

.- biface edge fragment, broken in
b manufacture
v

Surface Reeds Spring biface with sinuous worn edge

B Surface Jefferson biface end fragment, broken in use

ﬁ City chert

[
:. ’ . .
; Evaluation and Recommendations
‘ Because of the limited amount of artifactual debris and the possible
‘ shallowness of the deposit, no further investigations are recamnended for
¥ > this site.
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e Butler Bend Site, 3(R248
Cad
\ -
N cription and Di jon
n"‘::
-

This prehistoric site is located on a peninsula (905 - 930 feet amsl)
! approximately 300 - 65Um north of the former confluence of Butler Creek and
N White River. The site is partially wooded, partially fallow, and partially
I eroded, exhibiting 0-70% ground visibility. The soil consists of a gravelly
:: silt loan over a gravelly clayey silt. The site has been disturbed
> primarily by shoreline erosion.

A The site consists of a light scatter of lithic artifacts. Site size was
AN determined to be approximately 90 x 325m. Site depth is judged to be about
= 15cem.

=

N R d ‘laterija

4 The only chronologically diagnostic artifact recovered was an Afton Corner
Notehed point,

- The other tool identified in the collection was a biface preform/core on a
N peopole which had been reduced using a bipolar technique.
N

TEX Bl
-":"‘-’\1‘
-
®

KON
LA A

Figure
Provenience Material Description Reference
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Surface Reeds Spring Afton Corner Wotched point 5-14a
Shovel Test 1 biface preform/core on pebble
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ation and Recommendation
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Because of the limited nature of the artifacts and the shallowness of the
deposit, no further investizations are recomended for this site.
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Figure 5-14, Lithic Artifacts. a- Afton Corner Notched point.
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. Two Horse Site, 3CR246

o

- ion and Di L on

F.?:

b This prehistoric and historic site is located on a terrace (905 - 931 feet
A amsl) approximately 600 - 750m northwest of the former confluence of Yocum
o Creek and Long Creek. The site is partially in pasture and partially eroded

- by wave action, exhibiting approximately 0-80% ground visibility. The soil

consists of a silt loam topsoil over a silty elay subsoil. Disturdances to

V) the site incluce plowzone mixing and shoreline erosion.

. The site consists of a light to moderate prehistoric artifact scatter over

s the entire terrace and a razed houseplace on the west end of the site. The
-3 only extant features of the houseplace are a root cellar, cistern, and
2 conerete slab. According to the former landowner and resident Orville

j Lippert (personal caomunication), the house was probably built around the

-, turn of the century and razed in the early 1950s. Lippert also had a

collection of over 10U projectile points that he said he had collected from

this site. The points ranged fran Early Archaic to Late Vioodland/

e Jlississippian with the majority affiliated with the Archaic Period. Site

-:';. size was delimited to be approximately 125 x 125n. Site depth is estimated
: at oden.

-~y
-,
. .

.- A soil profile was recorded at a cutbank along the western euze of the site

L, (Fizure 5-15). Thnis profile revealed a buried contact within this landform
T at approximutely 137cm below the present ground surface. Artifacts were
o cuserved, however, only in the A horizons of the upper unit. This fact,
~ 6 couoled with the amount of soil development observed in both units, suzgests

to us that cultural deposits in the lower units are unlikely.

g

;: \ - ;- ; -
- d_. a
..:.;
i o .waterials which coula oe definitely identified with a particular cultural
T period were recovered from the prehistoric imaterials. [lowever, a large
'.“- untyped, steamed point fragnent suzzests a possible Archaic Period use.
o ilistoric Period materials included zlass and ceranic iteas which ecould
. easily be placed into a 1¢th century or early 2Uth century context,
L.
D) nY . . . . '
- Biface manufacture, use, and maintenance are indicated by the recovered
"~ lithic materials. One biface seems to have been made on a blade. Broken
'.' preforiis and tools seem also to have been used at the site.
!
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‘ Figure
L Provenience Laterial Description Reference
{ - - - —— - - - - - - - - - - - - - ——— -~ - - - . - - - - -
-
- Surface Osagean broken biface preform, use damage
. biface, possibly made on flake, worn
. piface tip, broken in use/resharpening
. biface end fragment, unifacial damage
. biface edge fragment, worn edge
3% biface corner/tip/sten fragment
(" biface midsection, 1 edge reworked
5 Surface Pierson biface end fragment, broken in use
s
A Surface Reeds Spring biface midsection,broken in use
( biface tip, broken in use/
2 resharpening 5-16D
y biface corner/large point stem
M fragment
untyped large point, small blade
Ih ™ biface fragment, all margins gone
{ ii' biface midseetion, 1 edge reworked
Ko irregular viface/bifacial core
o biface edze fragrient
e, untyped larze point fragment
\r outrepasse flake of biface edge
o narrow viface, made on blade? |
& Surface Jefferson biface tip, broken in use/
S City chert resharpening 5-16a
o biface midsection, broken in use
o untyped large stemmed point fragment 5-16c
e
< e —————— —emmmememe—eeccecmm————ee——————— ceccmmcmcccc—ccmmecmm———————
W
A
o
¥,
L/
¥,
b
e
b,
»
e ¥
|
7.
RS
N
D,
4 5-47

1, TPl LD
”""‘l' l;. .“n‘ l",l;ll l. .lq LA | 5,70y .‘ o0, 00D,

PLUEEEL - R NT ,7..&-. " ne
s, /A ] 4 Py ' AN N
l':.l.l ‘m ’ O y A b LNl b Y .O.l‘-‘l‘c. "v A ‘u.l‘e Y l‘n'c'..-‘l“- ‘r'.-'i"‘ ‘.‘

Wt w
onedd



HISTCRIC ARTIFACTS

- - - . Y . - A W e AR e A D S - -

Figure
Provenience Number Deseription Reference

CERAMICS
Surface 1 porcelain bowl base sherd
1 rim sherd from thick earthenware bowl,

cream-gray glaze shading to pale blue
over rim and exterior surface. Exterior
faintly embossed with Chevron decoration

1 base sherd from earthenware bowl, yellow-
brown paste or slip under clear glaze
1 earthenware bowl base sherd, unglazed

exterior with embossed ridges on base,
interior glazed light blue
1 earthenware bowl rim sherd, interior
unglazed, exterior glazed blue and
enbossed with lattice pattern 3-170
1 whiteware bowl fragment with pink floral
decal decoration on interior
1 Bristol glazed earthenware vessel sherd
1 porcelain bowl or piate rim sherd, shaded
green on interior 5-17¢
1 porcelain sherd fram doll or figurine?,
exterior is burned, interior is partly
unglazed
1 red earthenware tile fragment, unglazed
GLASS
Surface purpled glass tumbler rim sherd
purpled vessel fragment
blue glass vessel sherd, exterior is ridged

green milk glass sherd, rim fran lid or
dise-shaped base of base of vessel 5-17a

(S S vy

Evaluati | R jati

Because of the depth of the site and the extensive nature of the materials
reported to have been collected, a program of site evaluation is reconmended
for this site. This should include efforts to document materials collected
by amateurs.
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W Resurveyed Sites

= In addition to the above 16 newly discovered sites, 3 previously recorded
N sites (23BY605, 23SN441, and 3CR238) were revisited. Each site evidenced

moderate to substantial erosion by wave action over the past year as well as
v intensive pot-hunting activities by artifact collectors. The increased pot
»': hunting alonz shoreline sites was apparently related to the unusually low

I -

W water level of the lake during the summer and fall of 1986. Select surface
e collections were made at these sites, concentrating on tools and culturally
e diagnostic items, primarily dart points,

b 3CR238

J'_:

":.: ion_and

7 At the time of investigation in 1985 only a small portion of the site was
exposed apove the water level. However, in 1986 the water level was down

"\: approxinately 10 feet which allowed for a more proper assessment of the
:.\ site. Well over a meter has been eroded fram the upper portion of most of
o this extensive site. As this erosion continues large quantities of
s, artifacts are expose¢ (Figure 5-18), resulting in very heavy collecting
"" “ activity at this site. A portion of the upper part of the site, however,
{ ‘_0 has been protected fran erosion. This is because of a former fence line
o N alongs whicn trees grew (Figure 5-19). The root structure of these trees has
[ served to retard erosion along a narrow (ca. 5m) strip approximetely 3uUm
' long. Examination of the profile indicated a substantial terrace for.wtion
Hyal here within which eartifacts are buried to depths of several 10s of
‘o centimeters. A bank-line profile (Figure 5-20) incicated that the upper 2m
3 or so of the site consists of a single depositional unit composed of a sandy
fop loam and sandy eclay loam sediment. Soil chemistry tests on the various
-‘?'-, horizons of this profile revealed a high phosphorus (P1) content in both the
‘NS A and B horizons of this profile., These sorts of readings (All = 20, Al2 =
; 32, Al3 = 25, B2lt = 32, B22t = 44 [in parts per million]) are extrcmely
o unusual for the region and are higher than any others recorded at similar
[ sites. We Delieve that it 1is highly likely that these readings are

o anthroposenic in nature and indicate considerable use of the site, most
X likely while this portion of the landform was being created. A number of
W groundstone artifacts (manos and metates) were noted along the eroded
S shorel ine. In addition, a hearth feature of baked eclay and sanc (ca.
e 25x35cm) was found eroding from the wave-cut bank approximately Ilm below
. surface.

; L]
e .
j‘; « o
S
R Collection here concentrated on gathering culturally diagnostic materials

o fran the surface of the site (Figure 5-21). These indicate use of the site
S fran at least the lliddle Archaic Period through the Woodland Period.
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Figure 5-19. 3CR238: Treeline Protecting Remains
of the Site. View to the East.
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::, Figure
Yy Provenience Material Description Reference
| - - - - -
- Surface Osagean Scallorn Corner Notched point 5-21d
’ thin biface midsection, worn
_ Gully surface Stone Corner Notched? point 5-21c
150em b.s.
,_ ’_ Surface Reeds Spring Stone Corner Notched point fragment
K irregular biface/large point fragment
9 untyped reworked large poxnt frao'ment
K large biface end, broken in
$ manufacture 5-21e
thin biface midsection
. Gully surface Big Sandy Side Noteched point 5-21a
. 137cm b.s.
e Surface biface/bifacial core, use wear
‘.. biface end fragment, broken in
Sy ma.ufacture
{ Q‘. tabular piece with flake scars
A biface/core made on pebble
. Surface (collector's Stone Square Stenmmed point 3-21b
cacne pile) thin biface fragment, pointed tip
k- large thin biface fragment
e large thin biface fragment, blunt tip
large thin biface fragment, blunt tip
Ko large biface end, blunt tip
-
__: Surface Jefferson core made on stream pebble
N City chert core?/chunk with 2 platforms
75 Surface thin biface edge fragment, worn edge
. (collector's thin biface end with blunt tip
A cache pile)
O
j::' """""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""
ad
L FLAKES
S
- Reeds Jefferson City Jefferson City Uniden-
o Osagcan Spring Pierson Chert Quartzite tified Total
B e ccacccccaccccan e m o - - - - - - - - - - ——-
e % 3 11 0 4 0 0 18
0::. -
o
b
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Figure 5-21. Lithic Artifacts. a- Big Sandy Side Notched point; b- Stone
Square Stemmed point; c- Stone Corner Notched? point; d-
Scallorn Corner Notched point; e- large biface end.
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-.j';- We believe that the evidence for intact deposits at this site is very strong
and that it would be possible to isolate discrete cultural deposits. It is
£ our judgment that an appropriate program of data recovery could address
) significantly a number of important issues regarding the prehistoric use of
~ this portion of the White River Valley. Because of likely stratified

Xy deposits, the materials here offer an opportunity to investigate in detail

l-:: several aspects of the historie lithic technology such as procurement
s strategies, reduction techniques, and tool use. Further, the recovery of

' morphologically distinet tool forms would certainly assist in the refinement

\ of chronological sequences elsewhere in the region. For those reasons we
NN believe that, even though the site has been severely damaged by erosion, it
oAy should be considered eligible for namination to the National Register of
N Historic Places. However, because of its current highly endangered
:f.: position, we recomend that data recovery efforts begin at the earliest
n, possible time in order to avoid the loss of what is likely to be highly
_ significant information regarding the prehistoric use of this portion of the
';i: V“hite River Valley.
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23BY605
Di ion and D i Stion

This site was examined again in 1986 to observe the cutbank along the north
side of the site. Water-action has continued to erode the bank here,
perhaps as much as 30cem during the last year.

The soi! profile in the cutbank indicated that the artifact bearing levels
were limited to the upper 5Ucm of the site which is coamposed of a light
brown silt loam with numerous river cobbles and pebbles.

Local pot hunters are actively collecting artifacts at the site.

Recov |

Collection concentrated on the gathering of chronologically diagnostic
materials. One corner-notched point was found eroding from the cutbank at

approximately 3em in depth. A metate was observed at a depth of about Sdcm
but was not collected.

TOOLS
Fizure
Provenience Material Description Reference
Surface Reeds Spring untyped large point fragment

untyped large point

Lander Corner Notched point 5-22a

Stone Square Stemmed point 5-22b
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Lyaluation and Recomendation

While it is clear that the site is still productive for artifacts, we
believe it is unlikely that intact deposits remain at the site. Also the
materials collected from the site during 1985 have been subjected to a
thorough analysis (Chapter 4). We therefore do not believe that this site
is eligible for nomination to the National Register of Historic Places.
However, if it were possible to set up a program to monitor the nature and
extent of the continuing erosion at this site, it might be possible to gain
some insizht into exact causes and rates of erosion in the area.
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Figure 5-22. Lithic Artifacts., a- Lander Corner Notched point; b- Stone
Square Stemmed point.
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235N441
Di . j T C e
This site was visited on October 13 by Jack Ray and Jim Hoelscher in order
to document the bank-line profile at the site. At that time considerable
portions of the shoreline were exposed and a surface collection was also
made., The profile indicated clear stratification within this landform with
the remnants of a buried A horizon occurring at approximately 130cm below
the present ground surface (Figure 5-23).
A\ e ?v
The surface collection concentrated on the gathering of culturally
diagnostic materials and was successful in gathering 10 dart points. Among
these was a very rare Turkey-Tail point (Figure 5-24a) made fram exotic
chert. This type of point, which camonly occurs in Kentucky and Tennessce,
is very rarely found in Southwest llissouri.
TOOLS :
........................................... e |
Figure {
(o Provenience Material Description Reference
O, ,,,——,,,,,———— {
2
Surface Dover? Turkey Tail point, broken in use 5-24a |
Surface Osagean untyped larze side notched point 5-24b ‘
Surface Reeds Spring Table Nock Stemied point
Gary Stenined point, broken in use 5-24e
untyped large point 5-24d
untyped large contracting stemmed
point 5-24c
Lanztry Stemmed point
~ untyped large lanceolate point 5-24h
‘o untypea small corner notched point 3-24i
N Stone Corner Hotched point 5-24g
) ~";- large biface tip, broken in use
'ﬁ; smal] narrow biface, tip broken
0. piface midsection
s biface midsection
o .
el Surface Jefferson irregular large biface, reworked 5=-24j
e City chert large point tip, broken in use 5-24f
NI irregular biface, broken in use
0. thick biface midsection
B & T R R ‘
' :
.h
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Figure 5-24, Lithic Artifacts. a- Turkey Tail point; b- untyped large side
notched point; c- untyped large contracting stammed point; d-
untyped larze point; e~ Gary Stemmed point; f- large point tip;
g- Stone Corner Notched point; h- untyped large lanceolate
point; i- untyped small corner notched point; j- Langtry
Stemmed point.
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Because of the presence of such a large number of culturally diagnostic
materials and the presence of a buried soil horizon, it is recammended that
further investigations be conducted at this site in order to determine its
possible eligibility for nomination to the National Register of Historic
Places.
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Soil Profil | Buried Cul LD .

The terrace survey was undertaken because it was believed that the
prehistoric inhabitants of this region valued these landforms very highly.
The high presence of large prehistoric sites yielding artifacts from over
8,000 years of occupation in large numbers seems to bear out this judgment.
It is now clear that these landforms were choice locations within the
prehistoric settlement patterns of the region. Further, a study of the
stratigraphy and soil development in available cutbanks strongly suggests
that both prior to and during this early human occupation, this portion of
the White River Valley and its tributaries has been subjected to numerous
and very dynamie fluvial geomorpihic processes which have shaped and reshaped
the landscape available for human use and settlement.

Soil profiles at sites in the upper White River (including 3CR249, 3CR236,
and 3CR238) as well as on other major tributaries (3CR234 - Long Creek,
255N441 - the James River, 23BY392 and 23BY368 - Kings River, and the
middle White River, 23TA226/291) clearly indicate that humans were using
these alluvial landforms during their formation and that portions of the
archeological record of this use still exist in the region. These landforms
may well hold stratified deposits of human use of the region which were
heretofore thought only to exist in dry shelters.

The cultural deposits which make up the bulk of this archeological record
often have surficial manifestations but are also buried within these
landforias. Llany landforms have both surficial and buried deposits. In many
pluaces both types of deposits are beingz threatened by erosion and
unauthorized collection activities.

It was our goal in this effort to demonstrate both the presence of these
deposits and the present state of their integrity. We believe that a good
start has oeen made in this undertaking. Enough data and insight have been
gained to understand that the interaction of humans and the geamorphic
processes forming the White River Valley was much more camplex than had been
previously imagined. Becausc of the inundation of great portions of these
alluvial landforms by Table Rock Lake, it does not seem likely that the full
extent of this interaction can ever be investigated. llowever, because so
imuech of this landscape is presently and will be for the foreseeable future
unavailable for investigation, it is crucial that those remaining portions
be managed with the utmost care.

In this regard we strongly recamiend that a thorough geomorphological study
be undertaken on those alluvial landforms which remain. We reconmend that
this be undertaken not only in the Table Rock Lake area but in the White
River Valley as a whole. Such an investigation would focus on identifying
the landforming processes and identifying areas for which preservation
activities are most crucial. This study would provide an appropriate
baseline study for organizing future cultural resource management activities
both in terms of site location activities and data recovery efforts. At
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o~ present we are faced with a situation in which these landforms and the
L. cultural deposits they contain are under threat from a variety of causes,
- not the least of which is active erosion. At the mament we can only proceed
- in a case-by-case mode, attempting to salvage material which is being lost,
™~ as such instances are called to our attention. We certainly do not advocate
' that such activities be stopped. Indeed, we believe that it is very
oy important to recover such data as is possible fran 3CR238 before it is
.-j:l destroyed entirely. However, with such an overall study it should be
h possible to target both areas and questions to be addressed in such a way
v that the funds and time available for the management of these resources can
WY be expended in a much more efficient manner.
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- In order to summarize our findings, we have divided this section into 3
segments corresponding to the 3 portions of the study.

t
= Individual Site Eval .

B

e 3B0234 - The cultural deposits at this site are largely scattered by a
N variety of agents and very few intact deposits exist at the site. It is our
judgment that the site is not eligible for nomination to the National

Register of Historic Places and that no further systematic investigations

o should be undertaken at this site.

:; 330236 - The prehistoric cultural deposits at this site are restricted to
i~ the upper few centimeters of the meander core summit and no intact deposits
Y are present here., The Historic Period camponent also does not contain

intact deposits. The collection procedures undertaken at this site seem to

- us to have largely exhausted the site's interpretive potential. It is our
o judgment that the site is not eligible for nomination to the National
> Register of Historie Places ancd that no further systematic investigations
- should be undertaken at this site.

H 6. 3CR234 - This is an extensive multi-camponent site which has been heavily

- . impacted by artifact hunting and cultivation. However, investigations
e indicate that at least some portions of the site contain intact deposits.
o Therefore, because of the extensive nature of the artifact content of the
5 site and the presence of undisturbed deposits, we believe that the site is
C suitable for nomination to the National Register of Historic Places., Vie
i recormend that appropriate measures be taken to protect this site fram
v, further unauthorized digging.

-,

:. 3235 - Investigations at this possible prehistoric mound site determined
nt that the mound was of natural origin. It is our judgment that the site is

e not eligible for nomination to the National Register of Historic Places and
® that no further systematic investigations should be undertaken at this site.

JCR236 - This site contains buried prehistoric cultural materials although
the exact nature and extent of these buried deposits could not be
deterinined, largely because so little of the site exists within the Table
Rock Lake area. While we do not recormend at this time that the site be
numinated to the National Register of Historic Places, we believe that it is
iimportant to continue to monitor this site. If project management activities

S AN

-

'l - :

. threaten these deposits, a much more extensive program of data recovery
e should be undertaken here.

-

N 23BY340 - This is a nmulticomponent site in which the cultural deposits are
® restricted to the upper few centimeters of the site. No intact deposits are
:' ;\':. present at those portions of the site investigated during 1986. It is our
L} oy
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> judgment that the site is not eligible for namination to the National
S Register of Historic Places and that no further systematic investigations
T should be undertaken at this site, with the possible exception of further
:::f attempts to determine inundation effects at those portions of the site
' presently underwater.

)

J_-.‘j 23SN793 - Investigations at this possible prehistoric mound site determined
o that the mounds were of natural origin. It is our judgment that the site is
:C: not eligible for nomination to the National Register of Historic Places and
:‘;;‘ that no further systematic investigations should be undertaken at this site,
b 3"

23TA226/291 - The surface area of this site has been severely disturbed and

A~ no intacet deposits are present near surface. However, cultural deposits
;-j.: were shown to be deeply buried within this very camplex landform. We
A believe that intact cultural deposits exist within the landform and that the
e site is eligible for nomination to the National Register of Historic Places.
< Ve recormend that the site be monitored on a regular basis to determine if
® and to what extent erosion is threatening it.
L 23TA30¢ - Investigations at this mound site on a meander-core sumit
'-;'.'_- determined that these mounds were of cultural origin. It is recommended
oo that this site be naninated to the National Register of llistoric Places and
N . that appropriate steps be taken to protect the site from further adverse
H (. impacts from unauthorized excavation and lakeshore erosion.

h:._.;

D
[
[ A thorough analysis of these materials was undertaken to determine the
‘A nature of the lithic reduction practices used at these sites and to
D determine if it is appropriate to initiate further material collection
. efforts at these sites. The sumary of the lithic reduction sequences is
e xiven in Chapter 4 and is believed to be camplete for these 3 sites. o
o further material collection efforts are recommended for these sites.

-

e Tercace Survey

]

N The terrace survey was successful in locating a particularly high number of
oyl sites with extensive archeological records. Several of these sites are
.;-:_-3 recamended for further evaluation efforts. These include 233Y317, 23BY165,
"‘-».j‘ 3CR243, 3CR244, 3CR247, 3CR249, 2351302, 23SN848, 23BY392, 23BY368, 3ICR242,
WY 23BY5314, 3CR246, and 23SN441.

o.
N ; In addition, the terrace survey, coupled with data gained in the site

evaluation activities, was successful in documenting several different

:‘u alluvial deposits containing buried cultural deposits. A program of data
:v'" recovery is reconmended for site 3CR238, which contains such deposits and is
rid in danger of immediate and total destruction from erosion related to the
9. raising and lowering of lake levels. Further, a thorough program of
. W geomorphological study is reconmended for the White River drainage in order
y -: i
o
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.i’ to provide a baseline study to guide future site location and data recovery
oy activities in this region.
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:: SUIVEY WNIT: Upper vhite River - A

Y

'C:C CLAD: Golden 7.5!

S

% TERRAIN: Terrace (periodically inundated) - Toeslope

1

::_ VEGETATIQN: Grass

Ful

th SOIL DESCRIPTIN(S): Site 23BY317: wind blown sand, 0-2cm; reddish brown
Y silty clay with abundant manganese B horizon, 2-80cm. (A horizon has been
B stripped away).

oS SITES REOCRDED: TS-3 (23BY317)
x ISOLATED FINDS: 0

s

4

A GQCAAD VISIBILITY: 10 - 90%

[ ]

AT SPECIAL HINDRANCES TO SITE LOCATIQN: none

<

'-:j SPECIAL CBSERVATIONS: Several pot holes have been dug into the site. Three
o rock features are present (probably historic). A soil horizon has eroded
o N avay.
g de

W SURVEY STRATEGY: General walkover-surface survey (10 - 40m)
H
" SURVEYCR(3): Ray and dorthrip DATE:  9-9-36
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SURVEY INIT: Upper Vhite River - B
QUAD: Golden 7.5'
TERRALI: ltigh terrace (T3) - Footslope

VEGETATIQN: Serub sycamores and brush

SOIL DESCRIPTIQN(S):

SITES REOCRDED: TS-4 (23BY165)
ISOLATED FINDS: 0
GROQD VISIBILITY: 0 - 90%

SPECIAL ﬁIN[XW-ICES TG SITE LOCATI(N: none

SPECIAL OBSERVATIQIS: Pot hunting activity (digzing and screening); B soil
horizon exposed on north end.

SURVEY STRATEGY: Surface survey (10 - 25m)

SURVEYCR(S): Ray and Northrip
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W SIRVEY WNIT: Upper thite River - C

i‘: QAD:  Beaver 7.5'

N

'.: TERPAIN: iligh terrace inset into end of interfluve (Footslope)

i

L\, VEGETATIQN: Briars and weeds

-“

“:: SOIL DESCRIPTIQV¥(S): Waye-cut oprofijle: light gray silt loam, 0.33cm;
o mottled gray and brown silt loam, 33-43en; reddish brown clayey silt,
o 43-5Gcm.

. SITES RECCRDED: TS-5 (3CR243)

Fa

"N ISOLATED FINDS: 0

GXAND VISIBILITY: 20 - 90% on ercded shoreline; 0 - 3% on terrace sumiit
SPECIAL HLIMAICES TO SITE LOCATIQN: none

SPECIAL OBSERVATIQIS: Wave-cut profile (55cm) along east side of terrace

MRS iy
ERCPORRA | XA

»

SURVEY STRATEGY: Surface survey on shoreline; 1 shovel test transeect with
25 intervals along terrace sunmit; selective collection of tcols and sample
of flakes.
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SURVEYCR(S): Ray and lorthrip DATE: 9-10-38
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SURVEY INIT: Upper White River - D

.

QUAD: Beaver 7.5'

“:_’r S 'v"- “ e

TERRAINl: Terrace complex at confluence of Leatherwood Creek and the Vhite
River (Toeslope)

LAl
o

»
.

VEGETATIQN: Grass

£

P

SOIL DESCRIPTIN(S): 1light brown mottled silt loam, 0-2lem; reddish brovm
mottled silt loam, 21-30cm.

SITES REORDED: TS-6 (3CR244)

ISCLATED FINDS: 0

> GRCUND VISIBILITY: 0 - 90%

;ﬂ SPECIAL [IINDRANCES TO SITE LOCATIQN: none

o SPECIAL OBSERVATIQIS: Site has been extensively collected for years,
:, plowed.

Q.. SURVEY STRATZGY: Surface survey at 10 - 20m intervals.
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SURVEYCR(S): DRay and Horthrip DATE: 9-10-86
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b o

_.: SURVEY WNIT: Upper Vhite River - E

E (UAD: Beaver 7.5°'

:‘ TERRAIN: Terrace (Toeslope)

: VEGETATIQN: Grass

:: SOIL DESCRIPTIN(S): wind blown (deposited) sand, 0-5cm; mottled light

3 brown silt loan, 5-26cm; mottled reddish brown silt loam, 26-4lem; reddish
- brown sandy loam, 41-70cm,

N SITES RBOORDED: TS-7 (3CR245)
Pt ISOLATED FINDS: 0
)
. GROUD VISIBILITY: 0 - 90%
o SPECIAL HINDDANCES TO SITE LOCATICH: none
~
> SPECIAL OBSERVATIQIS: Site has been heavily picked over by local collectors
Y - even bifaces.
(‘ 6,‘ SURVEY STRATEGY: Surface survey at 10 - 30m intervals.
M
,:: SURVEYOR(S): Ray and Horthrip DATE: 9-10-36
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SURVEY WNIT: Upper Vhite River - F
(UAD: Beaver 7.5'

TERRAIN: Terrace (Toeslope)
VEGETATION: Weeds

SOIL DESCRIPTIQN(S): dark brown very fine sandy loam, 0-58cm; dark
yellowish brown sandy clay loam, 58-150m; brown sandy clay loan, 150-210em,

SITES RECORDED: 3CR233 (TR-136)

ISOLATED FLIIDS: 0

GROUD VISIBILITY: 0 - 85%

SPECIAL IIIIIRANCES TO SITE LOCATIAN: none

SPECIAL OBSERVATICNS: At least 1lm of topsoil has been eroded fram this site
as evidenced by a narrow relict strip of ground held in place by tree root
wads .

SURVEY STRATEGY: Surface survey; selective sample of debitage.

SURVEYCR(S): Ray and Northrip DATE: 9-10-36
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SURVEY UWIIT: Upper VWhite River - G
QAD: Beaver 7.5'

NN

TERRAIN: Terrace (T1) (Toeslope)

VEGETATIN: Early successional woods/mowed field

SOIL DESCRIPTIN(S): lave- ile: mediua brovm silt loam, 0-15cm;
light brown highly mottled silt loam, 15-43em; reddish brown silt loam,
43‘1000"“.

WYY N

ShMEN]

»

o5 SITES RECCRDED: TS-14 (3CR247)

: ISOLATED FL:DS: 0

: GROUD VISIBILITY: 0 - 903%

SPECIAL HIDRANCES TO SITE LOCATIGH: none

SPECIAL OBSERVATIANS: Wave-cut exposure along north side of site. A
a horizon eroded.

{ (Q SURVEY STRATEGY: Surface survey and profile cut bank

SUCRVEYCH(S): Ray and Horthrip MTE: 9-13-36

LQNA

Y

N

lﬁl“-‘.l";'.l

7

A

e*s"a

"l e
£

&

- -

)

1
[y

R )
LY

RASCCAAN

" »

NEY G BRI

e ) ) '\.Q.\
*, ’
(06 Je 9 W .‘t"‘"‘vyu l-“l,nSL N, ‘:’"

L

'M"‘. )"' h ™2 "3 ‘ ._50 !?0. DO .‘o',\"".!“‘-



o
!
N SURVEY WIT: Upper White River - H
v QUAD: DBeaver 7.5'
¥ TERRAIN: Terrace (T1 and T2) approximately 300m east of Blue Spring
- (Toeslope)
y
y VEGETATIQ: Vooded shoreline
A SOIL DESCRIPTIQN(S): Area A: reddish brown silty elay. Area B: light brown
‘ silt loam.
SITES REQCRDED: TS-16 (3CR249)
N ISOLATED FINDS: 0
N GROND VISIBILITY: 0 - 70%
‘

SPECIAL HINDRANCES TC SITE LOCATIQI: none

SPECIAL OBSERVATIQS:  Artifaets eroding from reddish-brown clayey silt
horizon in cut bank approximately 7.5m below T2 surface.

2y e 3y

&

SURVEY STRATEGY: Surface survey

SURVEYOR(S): Ray and Northrip DATE: 9-15-86
.
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pon SURVEY WNIT: Upper White River - I |
AN |
o QUAD: Beaver 7.5
- i
oo TERPAIN: Floodplain - T1 (Toeslope) i
)
‘&{: VEGETATIQN: Wooded area with dense cane thickets
NS
‘4‘2 SOIL DESCRIPTICN(S): silt loam and sand deposits
)
X SITES REOCRDED: none
ot ISOLATED FINDS: 0
) -‘I
,-v" GROUND VISIBILITY: 0 - 50%
:- SPECIAL HINDRANCES TO SITE LOCATIQN: Dense vegetative cover
' , SPECIAL OBSERVATIONS: Generally low ground
X
j‘,_‘ SURVEY STRATEGY: Surface survey and randam shovel tests |
s,
Sy
s D SURVEYOR(S): Ray and Northrip DATE: 9-19-86
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- SURVEY WNIT: Upper White River - J
N

-::- ¢GAD: Beaver 7.5'

4".:

o TERRAIN: Floodplain and T1 (Toeslope)
Y
e VEGETATIQ: Wooded area and eroded shoreline
s SOIL DESCRIPTIQN(S): silt loam and sand deposits
N
Ny SITES RECORDED: none
o ISOLATED FINDS: 0
AN
o GROQD VISIBILITY: 0 - 85%
[ " .
o SPECIAL HRNDRANCES TO SITE LOCATIQV: none
4

3 SPECIAL OBSERVATIONS: none

Ine
\3 SURVEY STRATEGY: Surface survey

4
h‘ - SURVEYOR(S): Ray and Northrip DATE: 9-19-36
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& SURVEY WINIT: Kings River - A

b QAD:  Viola 7.5

‘2 TERRAIN: Alluvial terrace/fan (Toeslope)

'

.;: VECETATIQV: Early successional woods

.

:j:- SOIL DESCRIPTIQN(S): lave-cut profile: medium brown silt loam, mottled,
o 0-53cem; light brown silt loam, mottled, 53-76em; reddish brown clayey silt,

76-100cm.

o SITES REORDED: TS-12 (23BY392)

¢

o ISOLATED FIIDS: 0

-~

.‘T GWOUD VISIBILITY: 0 - 75%

'.j:' SPECIAL HEIRXCES TC SITE LOCATIQI:  Poor ground visibility on terrace
. surface,

-

b SPECIAL OBSERVATIQNS: Wave-cut profile 100m long on north side of site.

i 2 ™
\ '._ SURVEY STRATEGY: Surface survey and random shovel test.
‘ L]

SURVEYGRU(S):  Ray and Northrip ATE: 9-17-86
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SURVEY WIIT: Kings River - B
JCAD: Viola 7.5

, TERRAIN: Floodplain and possible Tl on left bank of Kings River - NE1/4
l Sec. 25, T214, R25W (Toeslope)

\
K. VEGETATIQN: Pasture

- SOIL DESCRIPTIQN(S): recent deposits of sand, 0-50cm; light brown silt
w . loam, 50-90cm; reddish brown silt loam, 90cm+.

-"" SITES RECCRDED: none
', ISCLATED FINDS: 0

e
% @CGD VISIBILITY: 0 - 75%
]
o SPECIAL HINDRANCES TO SITE LOCATIQV: none

j SPECIAL OBSERVATIQNS: Appears to be recent sand deposits on a floodpiain and
a natural levee.

H ‘. SURVEY STRATEGY: Surface survey anc shovel tests at 50m intervals.

8 SURVEYOR(S): Ray and Northrip DATE: 9-17-86
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- SURVEY INIT: Kings River - C

; QUAD: Viola 7.5

w

= TERRAIN: Terrace on left bank of Kings River (Toeslope)

i

) VEGETATIQN: Pasture

Cad

.~ SOIL DESCRIPTIQN(S): Vaye- ile: mediun brown silt loam with
o cultural artifacts and charcoal concentrated between 350-30cm, 0-80cm;
- yellowish brown, canpact, silt loam, 80-105¢m; reddish brown clayey silt,
105-150cm.

l

- SITES RECORDED: TS-13 (23BY368)

T

- ISOLATED FINDS: 0

: GOAND VISIBILITY: 0 - 30%

o

- SPECIAL HINDPANCES TC SITE LOCATION: none

:: SPECIAL OBSERVATIQS: Wave-cut profile along east side of the site. Found
b 0'. a prooable buried Late Archaic component in cut back from approximately 50 -
\ - 80cm pelow surface. Found a Rice Corner notched point in situ in bank 106em
N, pelow surface (actually prooably only 80em due to levee).

L~

S SURVEY STRATEGY: Surface survey of wave-cut bank.

)

3

! SUIVEYOR(S): Ray and Northrip DATZ: 9-17-36
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el SURVEY WNIT: James River - A

o QUAD: Cape Fair 7.5

S

1ty TERRAIN: Terrace sequence (Toeslope)

e VEGETATIQ: Grasses and shrubs

g

&

n SOIL DESCRIPTIQN(S): Shovel test on Tl terrace: sand deposit, 0-10em;
o light gray silt loam, 10-19cm; mottled brown silt loam with manganese,
‘ 19-55cm,

o SITES RECORDED: TS-9 (23SN302)

T

w ISOLATED FINDS: 0

"

: GROWND VISIBILITY: 0 - 90%

SPECIAL HINDRANCES TO SITE LOCATIQN: none

N e

SPECIAL OBSERVATIONS: Site TS-9 has been picked over by local collectors.

~
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SURVEY STRATEGY: Surface survey; selective collection of tools.

lol
I.

SURVEYQR(S): PRay and Northrip MTE: 9-12-36
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" SURVEY WNIT: James River - B

; QUAD: Cape Fair 7.5'

i TERPAIN: Terrace sequence approximately 80Um east of confluence of Flat
l Creek and James River (Footslope).

o

VEGETATIQN: Pasture grass

SOIL DESCRIPTIQN(S): Shovel test on T2 terrace: medium brown silt loam,
" 0-20cm; light brown silt loam, 20-30cm. Gulley: light brovm silt loam,
0-25cm; reddish brown silty clay, gravelly, 25-100cm.

K SITES REOORDED: TS-11 (235:4848)

-

a n-LL"—l- - X

ISOLATED FINDS: 0

-

GO VISIBILITY: 0 - 95%
SPECIAL HINDRANICES TO SITE LOCATIQN: none

SPECIAL OBSERVATIQS: NMain portion of site had been disced and collected by
anateurs. A strip of dark soil was located in the disced area.

<

q SURVEY STRATEGY: Surface survey
:.3 SURVEYOR(S): Ray and Northrip DATE: 9-12-86
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SURVEY WNIT: Long Creek - A
QUAD: Denver 7.5

TERRALI: Terrace system (T2 and T3) on a peninsula (inside a meander loop)
on right bank of Long Creek (Toeslope and bench).

VEGETATION: Pasture grass and weeds

SOIL DESCRIPTION(S): TS-1 _Sojl Profjle: light brown silt loam, 0-25cm;
medium brown mottled silt loam, 24-4lem; reddish brown silty clay, 41-90cm.

SITES REOCRDED: TS-1 (3CR242)

ISOLATED FINDS: 0

GCOD VISIBILITY: 10 --80%

SPECIAL HINDRANCES TO SITE LOCATIQN: none

SPECIAL OBSERVATIQIS: Wave-cut profile (90em high) on northwest side of
peninsula. Peninsula has a bedrock core.

SURVEY STRATEGY: Surface survey at intervals of 53 - 15m,

SURVEYCR(S): Ray and Northrip DATE: 9-8-8%
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SURVEY WNIT: Long Creek - B

ZAAD: Denver 7.5'

TERRAIN: Floodplain (Toeslope)

VEGETATIQN: Early successional woods and weeds.
SOIL DESCRIPTICN(S): sand deposits over 1.5m deep
SITES REOCRDED: none

ISOLATED FI!IDS: O

GXOUD VISIBILITY: 0 - 20%

SPECIAL HINDRAIICES TO SITE LOCATION: none

SPECIAL OBSERVATIONS: All alluvial sand and gravel deposits. No artifacts
observed in cut bank 80m along east side of unit.

SURVEY STFATEGY: Surface survey and shovel test.

SURVEYQR(S): Ray and Northrip DA

9-11-36
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' SURVEY GIIT: Side Valleys - Roaring River - A

|'\J
29 WAD: Golden 7.5

v

P> TERPALLl: Alluvial fan/terrace (Footslope)

i

- VEGETATION: Early successional woods

’l

f:' SOIL DESCRIPTICN(S): 1light brown silt loam, 0-4cm; reddish brown, mottled,
o silt loam, 4-30cm,

SITES RECCRDED: TS-2 (23BY514)

5-_‘; ISOLATED FL:DS: 0

oy

N GCOD VISIBILITY: 0 - 40% on shoreline; 0 - 10% in wooded area.

L9

(. SPECLAL HINDRANCES TO SITE LOCATIQN: none

o

o,

'j:'.':-'j SPECIAL CBSERVATIQVS: Alluvial fan deposits; 60cm high exposure/scarp at
q': northeast end of site.

5

o - SURVEY STRATEGY: 10 - 30m surface survey transects and one shovel test
< ‘. transect,

SULVEYOR(S): Ray and ortirip DATE: 9-9-86
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-~ SURVEY WIIT: Side Valleys - Leatherwood Creek - A
o
B
hes QUAD: Beaver 7.5'
N
o TERRAL: Floodplain along left bank of Leatherwood Creek north and south of
) old train tressel (at Beaver) (Toeslope).
~'
::: VEGETATICN: Early successional woods
-I'\'.
3:\: SOIL DESCRIPTICN(S): Redeposited alluvial gravel
v
SITES RECCRDED: none
.j; ISOLATED FINDS: 0
’ -.--’
':“:; GROUD VISIBILITY: 0 - 40%

SPECIAL HINDRAMCES TO SITE LOCATION: none

SPECIAL OBSERVATIQNS: Old railroad bisects survey unit - approximately 10
acres.
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SURVEY STRATEGY: Two surface survey/shovel test transects.

a

|
o,

SURVEYOR(S): Ray and Northrip DATE: 9-10-86
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» SURVEY WIIT: Side Valleys - Yocum Creek - A

“~

2 QUAD: Denver 7.5'

XN

TERRAIN: Terrace system (Toeslope)

..; VEGETATIQM: Pasture grass

-’ SOIL DESCRIPTIQN(S): Wave-cut profile (truncated): mottled reddish brown
) silt loam, 0-27cm; light brown silt loam, 27-56em; reddish brown silt loam,
w 56-72cm; dark reddish brown silty clay, 72-190cm.

F SITES RECCRDED: TS-8 (3CR246)

'S

'.f ISCLATED FLIS: 0

3

s GROLD VISIBILITY: 0 - 80%

s SPECIAL HIMDRANCES TO SITE LOCATIQI: none

::: SPECIAL OBSERVATIQNS: Buried soil and camponent in wave-cut profile along
- nortivest side of site. Orville Lippert has over 100 points collected fram
’l

site which also contains an historic canponent.

¢

SURVZY STRATEGY: Surface survey; selective collection of diagnostics and
tools.

- -

SURVEYCR(S): Ray and Northrip DATE: 9-11-36

R AR

- [ ”,

O A s R A i R S O M M A AT VW T I AR I A CCR
TS N ;'..":'.'5 U R R R R AR 'a,.'.’.'of:h‘.'t,,.'n W “'l.:' () "':‘3’&'3‘:‘:‘ N, “.‘\:‘"."\?"ﬂ"‘ .

X IO O O A WS S o, "



e'r'e
IR0 ‘vl‘s 4
S,

Ay °

CRRIER:

-
I
-
-
%

SURVEY WNIT: Side Valleys - Flat Creek - A

P
e «
e r s

N
)

JUAD: Elsey 7.5'

)
l' ... .

TERRAIN: Terrace on inside of meander of Flat Creek (Toeslope).

¢

)

VEGETATIQN: Weeds and early successional woods

et

SOIL DESCRIPTIQN(S): dark brown humic silt loam, 0-5em; light brown silt
loam, 5-25cm; light reddish brown silt loam, 25-30cm.

AT,
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SITES REOCRDED: TS-10 (23SN483)

,,
B
s

0-

ISOLATED FINDS: 0

wvas

GROOD VISIBILITY: 0 - 75%

Pl
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SPECIAL HINDRANCES TO SITE LOCATIQN: none

... .‘

SPECLAL OBSERVATIQNS: none

[N o
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SURVEY STRATLEGY: Surface survey and one shovel test transect at 50m
intervals.
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v SURVEYCR(S): Ray and Northrip DATE: 9-12-46
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SURVEY WIIT: Side Valleys - Butler Creek - A

(JUAD: Beaver 7.5

TERRAINI: Terrace and bench deposits on a peninsula (inside a meancer loop)
on Butler Creek approximately 400 - 800m north of the confluence of Butler
Creek and the White River (Toeslope and bench).

VEGETATIQH: Partially woods and partially fallow field.

SOIL DESCRIPTIQI(S): Wave-cut profile: mottled dark brown silt loan with
abundant gravel, 0-25cm; reddish brown eclayey silt with same gravel,
25-40cm.

SITES RECOFDED: TS~15 (3CR248)

ISCLATED FIIIDS: 0

GO VISIBILITY: 0 - 70%

SPECIAL HINDRAICES TO SITE LOCATIQI: none

SPECIAL OBSERVATIQNS: Found an Afton point on eroded shoreline. Gravelly
soil.

SURVEY STR2ATEGY:  Surface survey along shoreline and random shovel test
along suimiit.

SURVEYCR(S): Ray and Northrip TATE: 9-18-36
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