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INTRODUCTION

Theroad alongwhich sites41CP228and 229 occur is
F.M. 1520(Fig. 1and Fig. 2), withthelimitsof
improvementsto it beingfrom 0.8 mi. north of Loop 179to
0.7 mi. north of Walkers Creek--alength of approximately
1.25 miles. Thisisa particularly dangerousstretch of
roadway with curvesat WalkersCreek and itstributary to
the north. Along this stretch in recent years several people
have died in automobileaccidents, most recently during
the course of the fieldwork in September, 1996. The
proposedwork will realign the roadway to eliminatethe
curves, and construct two new multiple box culverts.

An assessment of these prehistoric sites was
conducted between September 3 and September 18, 1996,
but atotal of only 7 days was spent inthefield. Thesites
wererecorded in 1993, with shovel testing doneat both
and recommendationsmadefor further work. From 39
shovel testsat 41 CP229, a total of 5 artifactswas found
and the site was recommended for test excavation.In an
areanear site41CP228, no artifactswerefound in 17 shovel
tests and the site appeared to be outside the right-of-way;
however, it was recommended that monitoring should be
done during construction.

The purpose of the recent work was to determineif the
part of site 41CP229in the proposed right-of -way
warranted formal test excavation, and if site4 1CP228
extended into the right-of-way. This evaluationof the sites
was done with acombinationof Gradall scraping and hand
excavationof large shovel tests. The emphasis of the work
at 41CP229 was on finding featuressuch as house patterns
in the relatively shallow sandy deposit and underlying

clay.
ENVIRONMENTAL BACKGROUND

Camp County and the surrounding region occur
within the West Gulf Coastal Plain portionof the Coastal
Plain Physiographic Province(Sellards, et a, 1932). The
regionis underlain by variousformations of the Eocene-
age ClaiborneGroup, includingthe Carrizo Sand, the
Reklaw Formation, the Queen City Formation, and the
Wilcox Group (Bureauof EconomicGeology). The present
project, which is not very long, appearsto lie entirely upon
the CarrizoSand.

Theregion's topography is mostly rollingto hilly, with
occasional flat areas along dividesand floodplains.
Dominated by oak-hickory-pineforests, the Camp County

region lieswithin, althoughfairly near thewesternmargin
of, the AustroriparianBioticProvince(Blair 1950),which
extends eastward to the Atlantic.

Thispart of Texas hasahumid subtropical climate
characterizedby hot summersand mild winters(Carr 1967).
Asin most regionsof the state, the greatest rainfall occurs
in late spring and early fdl, the mean annual amount being
about 44 inches.

ARCHEOLOGICAL BACKGROUND

The cultural chronology of northeast Texas, much as
the surrounding regions, is usually presented as a scheme
of four periodsof stages. As described by Story (1981),
theseare: Palecindian (ca. 10,000to6000 B.C.); Archaic
(ca.6000t0200B.C.); Early Ceramic(ca. 200B.C.to A.D.
800); and Late Prehistoric(ca. A.D. 800to 1600).

Boththeearlier (Clovis) and later (Dalton, San Patrice,
Scottsbluff) manifestations of the Paleocindian Stage are
found either inthe whole of east Texas, or in the
northeastern portion that includes Camp County.

The Archaic Stage is often discussed in terms of three
periods(Early, Middle, L ate) of approximately 2000years
each. Some of the mgjor temporal indicators of the Archaic
are known by type names such as Johnson, Calf Creek,
Wédls, Morrill, Trinity, Y arbrough, Gary, and Kent. The
Gary and Kent types, at |east, persist into the Early
Ceramic period which isbetter recognizedby ceramics
such as WilliamsPlain, and typesof the Marksvilleand
Troyvillecultures. Arrowpoint typesof the period, such as
Friley and Colbert, have expandingstems.

Around A.D. 800, the Formative Caddoan period was
devel oping, and wasthen followed by the Early, Middle,

L ate, and Historic Caddoan periods. The ColesCreek
culture, though weakly represented this far west, perhaps
also made its appearancein northeastern Texasin the 9th
century at sites on down the Big Cypressand el sewhere.

Previouswork inthevicinityincludes TxDOT's
excavation of the Tankerd ey Creek Site (Y oung 1981)
acrossthe Big Cypressin Titus County. A good variety of
Archaic, aswell asEarly Ceramic and Caddoanmaterials,
was recovered from thissite.

At nearby Lake Bob Sandlinon the Big Cypress,
minor excavationsconducted in the 1970s produced
mostly Late Archaicand Caddoan materials(T.K. Perttula,
personal communication 1996).



2 Archeological Assessment of Prehistoric Sites.

0
= ~\
Y = N\
i .'mm 77777
Mocedonia I I
it ; ~e
e, _aAl I
F ey = i
™ e S g f I
riieSounas -l‘ i
-y '*'#'-f- i P
o -
4 i

\

»

Ry BN LR D, *
N T o ‘{‘wg--
1 2 3
SCALE IN MILES

Figurel: Sitelocation in Camp County.




This Page Redacted Per THC Policy



4 Archeological Assessment of Prehistoric Sites...

PR
.--—.-—“""—.’ -
I
,.,_..—\""-
-t e
ey T e
- -
XL Ll T
e
T e
‘.'__,.‘v’
ald
_____ - 108+498
- | 160.7"
107~626
by e R PN X
o b . 109+16.6
-7 2 . 80.00°
- N N,
‘ R - S I I T W
m " 875
90.00° ¢ 16~ 613
N 02 01"
............................ 69— Oy
- Bire ——1 . - il
100,00 L s
[ = G1a. 012
0507 7 e
= = Proposed R.OW. FM 4520 = s =+ oo == ORS00 - ol QU W
B4 O11

Figure 3: Location of Gradall trenchesand shove testsa 41CP229.




...41CP228 and 41CP229 Camp County, Texas 5

METHODOLOGY FOR ASSEsSSMENT OF 41CP229

Because site 4 1CP229will be bisected by the
proposedright-of-way of 160 ft. width, considerably more
work was done at this|ocation than at site4 1CP228,which
isoutsidetheright-of-way. Thiswork (Fig. 3) anountedto
atotal of 30 Gradall scrapesand trenchesof various sizes,
and 17 shovel tests, alsoof variablesize (Table1). The
portion of site41CP229withinthe proposedright-of-way is
within ahay meadow that has been farmed for many years.
Though the hay had been recently mown and baled, there
remained a cover sufficiently denseto obscuremost of the
ground surface. Therefore, no effort was madeto find
surficial concentrationsof cultural material for the purpose
of placing excavations.

The rational e behind the placement of excavations
was an effort to samplereasonably well the variousareas
of the site, such as the terrace margin, slope, and ridgetop.
Several shovel tests were placed in what were judged to be
likely places tofind prehistoricmaterials,whileotherswere
placed within or adjacent to gradall scrapesfollowingthe
finding of anomalies. The hand excavations, called shovel
tests, were done in a more-or-less standard fashion, using
the usual equipment. All of the matrix was screened
through 14 in. hardwarecloth, with the return placed in
labeled paper bags. Level floorswere shovel shaved or
troweled in an effort to find features.

GRADALL TRENCHES

The proposedroutefor therel ocation of FM 1520 will
cut aswath through site 41CP229 that is approximately 800
ft. longand 160 ft. wide (Fig. 3). For an areaof thissize, it
was thought best to use a Gradall to quickly reveal the
dite's stratigraphy and contents. Although a relatively
largenumber of Gradall trenches(GT) and scrapeswas
dug, the area exposed was only afraction of thesite area
withinthe right-of-way. The area opened, though, is
considered to be a representativesample of the site and
sufficientfor making predictionsand recommendations.

Therewerethree areasinwhich Gradall trenchesand
scrapeswere concentrated (see Figure 3), one on the slope
between the floodplain and the terrace margin (6 trenches
between CenterlineStation (CS) 108 and 110),oneonthe
flatter part of the terracenorth of itsmargin (7 trenches
between CS110and CS111), and another betweenCS 112
and 114. Theremainder of the 30 Gradall trencheswere
more widely scattered up the gentlerise to the apex of the
low ridgedividing WalkersCreek and itstributaryto the
north. Thetrenchesrangedfrom 2 mto 16 minlength, and
from 1.8mto 9.1 minwidth. A mgjority of the trenches
were between4 and 5 mlong, with 4 beinglonger than 10

mand 4 shorter than 4 m. Asawhole, thissitewas quite
shallow and only one trench was more than ameter deep.

HAaND EXCAVATIONS

Inasmuch asthe part of site 41CP229to be impacted
by road constructionis quite large, as previoudy noted, a
relatively large number of hand excavationswasalso
needed to get a good picture of the site's contents.
Because this assessment of sites41CP228 and 229 was not
approached as a full-scale test excavation, the hand
excavationsare called shovel testsinstead of test pits.
Therewere 17 of them (Fig. 3) and they were concentrated
intwo areas. along the terracemargin, and in the vicinity of
Gradall Trench 17 wherean anthropogenic (but recent)
feature was uncovered. Only one shovel test was dug
north of thisarea, besideGT 28 at CS118.

Although these excavationswere not called test pits,
they neverthel esswere treated much the same, being for
the most part rather precisely dug squares rangingin size
from50 X 50cmto 1 X 1 m(Table1). Excavation increments
were 10 cm and leveled floors often were cleaned and
checked for features.

ANOMALIES AND PossIBLE CULTURAL
FEATURES

Closemonitoring of the Gradall excavations wasalso
donein an effort to find features, and several anomaliesor
disturbanceswere uncovered, most of which could be
easily attributed to 20th century activity and bioturbation.
Of the anomalies, two were possibly prehistoric, but they
could not be linked to any other features or cultural
material. Oneof theseisan irregular pit (90 X 225cm),
labeled Featurel (Fig. 4), that was duginto the clay
substrate. It was found by Gradall stripping, at a depth of
20-25 cm below ground surfacein Gradall Trench 3. Feature
1 had an average depth of about 30 cm, thoughit islikely
that its upper portionwas removed by the Gradall. It
contained fairly discreteareas of darker or lighter sandy
matrix, and considerablemixing or mottlingof clay,
charcoal, ironstonepebbles, and rodent trails. Only two
small flakeswerefound in the screened matrix. Since
Feature 1 clearly was not atrash pit, and contained
widespread charcoal, it may have been an aboriginal food-
preparation pit.

The other possible prehistoricfeature resembleda
posthole (13 cm in diameter), but only a10 cmvertical
section of it remained and it did not reach the clay
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1- Gray-brown loamy sand mottled with yellow-brown to orange clay bits, small
hematite pieces and olive-brown stone.

5

2 - Light gray to yellowish-brownloamy sand mottled with yellow-
brown to orange clay bits, small hematite pieces and
olive-brown stone.

¥

3 — Pale brown to light yellow-brown
sandy clay loam mottled with
yellow-brownto oarnge clay
bits, small hematite
pieces and olive-
brown stone.
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4 - Dark gray-brown
loamy sand with
charcoal flakes, plus
charcoal and other
organic staining, mottled the
same as the above 1,2 and 3.
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1 = Medium gray-brown sandy loam with orange mottle.
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3 = Medium yellowish-brown sandy loam with much orange mottle.

Figure4: Feature 1.
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substrate. After a fairly large area had been stripped, this
anomaly still stood alone, so it seemsmorelikely to have
been a recent than a prehistoric disturbance.

Among the anomalieswas an anthropogenicfeature
that at first could not be proven to be prehistoricor recent,
though it was suspected to be the latter. In Gradall Trench
17, it occurredasathin (5-10 cm) lensof dark gray sandy
loam, containingcharcoal flecks, and being 35to 45 cm
bel ow the ground surface. Expanded excavationaround GT
17 demonstrated the 20th century affiliation of thisfeature,
or disturbance. It appearsto be arecent surface (O/A
horizon) where brush apparently was piled and burned.
The areawas then deep plowed and a large terracewas
constructed mostly of sand stripped from nearby parts of
the field. Theterrace lies upon the burned area, thus
preservingit under 20 to 35 cm of sandy matrix.

Itis possible, of course, that cultural featureswere
missed, giventhe comparatively minor amount of
excavationwithin alargearea. However, thesparse
artifactural recovery, coupledwith afailuretoidentify more
than one cultural featurefrom numerousexcavations,
reducesthe likelihoodthat significant featureswere
missed.

So1s

Theexcavationsat 41CP229exposed arelatively
shallow mantle of sand over most of the terrace (or bench)
and upper slope that containscultural material. In this
location, high above Walkers Creek, the sandy deposit is
of colluvial and aeolian origin. For the most part, the sandy
deposit isabout 30 an in thickness, but in placesit is
thinner or thicker dueto terracingof thefield. Only in one
small area, along the east right-of -way between CS110 and
111, wasthe sandy deposit greater, being upto 90 cm in
thickness. Everywherethe sandy mantle was underlain by
sandy clay, of varying colors, and, below the terrace
margin, by red clay and massivedeposits of ferruginous
sandstone which had previously served as a gravel
source.

The Bowiefinesandy loam isthe major soil of the
project area, with the L ukafine sandy loam occurringalong
thefloodplainof WalkersCreek (Soil Survey of Camp
County).
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ARTIFACT ASSEMBLAGE

With the exception of two sherdsof prehistoric
ceramics, the artifactsrecoveredfiom 4 1CP229are madeof
stone. The majority of these are chipped-stone debitage
and toolsfrom siliceousstones such as flint and quartzite,
with afew ground stone tool scompl eting the sample.
Typical of the region, the sample of chipped-stone
debitageiscomposed predominately of small flakes. The
ratio of tools and manufacturefailuresto debitageseems
to be on the low side, but thismay not be the case in the
richer (moredart points) part of thesite, which reportedly
iS100 mor moreto the east.

Thetotal of flakes and fiagmentscollected from the
excavations is 188 specimens(Table?2). All but threeof
these are from the 17 shovel tests; two othersare from
Feature 1 and another isfiomGT 1. A few additional flakes
and onesmall unfinished biface were collected from the
areaof GT 1-4, after the holeshad beenfilled and the
backdirt washed by rains. These specimensare housed in
the AtlantaDistrict Officewherethey can be used asa
comparativecollection.

Whilemost of the siteproduced extremely low
numbersof artifactsfiom ashallow sandy deposit, one
relatively small areaa ongthe terracemargin had a deeper
deposit (approx. 90 cm) aswell asahigher averageartifact
count per level. Gradall Trench | and ST 1,4,6,& 7 were
placed inthisarea.

DEBITAGE ANALYSIS

The lithic debitage has been analyzed briefly to get a
genera understanding of stone tool manufactureat
41CP229.Inthisanalyss, several of the more meaningful
criteriawere considered, but othersthat have sometimes
been useful were not thought appropriate for this small
sample. Thecriteriathat were used are: (1) Typeof
KnappingToal, (2) Cortex, (3) Materia Type, and4) Size.

To identify some of the knapping tools used at the
site, thefollowing variableswereemployed: Hard Hammer,
Soft Hammer, Undetermined M ethod, and Fragment. To
learn about material sources, stages of reduction and
wherethey were performed, the variableCortex was used,
but only its presence or absence on a given specimen was
recorded. |dentifying Material Typeisimportant for
assessing sourcesof raw material, with implicationsfor
such issuesastrade and mobility. The Size of raw material
bearson such problemsas distanceto raw material
sources, reduction stages, and the kinds of tools being
made.

Often, all of these variablesareinterrelatedand the
most compl etepictureof tool making comesfrom

considering them together. I nthe case of site 4 1CP229 the
debitage isdominated by flakesfrom final stage reduction

and rejuvenation of mostly small bifacesmadeof local
materids.

TYPES OF KNAPPING TOOLS

Thekindsof knapping toolsthat could be identified
from the debitageare the standard percussors, but the
debitage of other standard kinds such as pressuretools
waseither missing or not obvious. Of the total of 188
flakes, 97 specimens, or 52 percent, retainedthe platform
necessary for identification. Of these, the great majority, or
81 specimens (84 percent), had featurestypical of soft
hammer percussion. Only 7 specimens(7 percent) had
featuresusually seen on hard hammer flakes, with the
balanceof 9 specimens (9 percent) lacking definitive
characterisitics (Undetermined M ethod).

Provided that thisinterpretationof the debitageis
reasonably accurate, a preponderanceof the flintknapping
donewithinthe project areawas done with small soft
hammers, or billets. Thesmall size and generally cortex-free
conditionof the flakesfurther suggeststhat the work was
mostly final stage manufactureof bifaces, or resharpening
of them.

In making claimsabout the kinds of knappingtools

used at asite, it must be recognized that an error factor of
10 percent or more can be expected. Regarding other

reductionmethodssuch as pressure and hammer/anvil, the
former often was used as much as percussion (most of the
tiny flake fragments pass through the screen), whilethe
latter may have been used somewhereon the site.

CORTEX

Of thetotal of 188flakesand fragments, only 28, or 15
percent, had cortex. IntheHard Hammer category, 3 of 7
specimens had cortex, and in the Undetermined Method
category 3 of 9 specimenshad cortex. In comparison, only
17 of 8 1(21 percent) Soft Hammer flakeshad cortex, but the
former categoriesare so small that they may not be
statisticallymeaningful . However, these figuresdo follow a
widespread trend in which Soft Hammer flakeshave less
cortex.

Therelativelylow percentageof cortex inthissample
suggeststhat little primary reduction was done in this part
of the site, and that there was probably not a major raw
material sourceof any kind nearby.
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Table2: Digribution of Lithic Debitage (flakes) a 41CP229.

DEPTH §$T-1 872 ST-3 T4 S$T1-5 ST-6 817
{30x50) (75x75) {(SOx3N {T0x70) (S0x50) (Imx 1oy 30x )
8-10em 5 f 2 5 1 8 i
10-200m 3 I 4 ! 14 3
20-30em 4 i 14 1 12 i
30-300m 2 10 { g &
40-50cm 4 7 I 3
A0-6hem 3 b b
60-70em i 7 3
70-80cm b 3 ]
0-90cm & 0 {
T=163 14 I 4 62 3 5 30
DEPTH ST-8 $T9 ST-10 §T-11 ST-12 §31-13 ST-14
{75575} (50x50) {(30x30) (50x50) (50x30) (75x75) (301500
0-10cm 0 G i 0 2 &
10-200m Y i o 0
20-30cm O | 2 1
30-40cm 2 0 4] G {
40-50em 0
S0600m H
60-70em
e} 3 2 3 4 3 @ ¢
DEPTH ST-13 ST-16 S1-37
{Imx im) {Imx 1m} (Imx iny)
-Hem 2 5 1
10-20cm 0 0 3
20-30¢m Y
30-40em
T=1i 2 5 4
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Figure5: Selected artifacts from 41CP229.
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MATERIAL TYPE

A total of 6 major categoriesof raw material were
identifiedin the present sample. In order of predominance,
theseare: (1) fine-grained Ogallalaquartzite (Potter chert) -
137,(2) flint - 30, (3) coarse-grainedquartzite- 13, (4)
claystone/siltstone- 5, (5) chal cedony/novaculite- 2, and
(6) silicifiedwood - 1.With 137 specimens, or 73 percent,
thefine-grained Ogallalaquartziteisfar inthe lead. Various
kindsof flint, with 30 specimens(16 percent) isadistance
second, and the only other material typein doublefigures.
The Ogallaaquartzite, some of theflint, the coarse-grained
quartzite, claystone, and petrified wood areall local
materials; therefore, from these figuresit appearsthat the
local knappersrélied onlocal materials(suchas Uvade
gravels) for somethinglike 80 to 90 percent of their stone.

Likevirtually every assemblageof theregion,
however, thereisasmall amount of nonlocal material such
asflint, novaculite, and chalcedony fiom sources such as
central Texas, Oklahoma, and Arkansas. And it is not
unusual for sites of northeastern Texas to have greater
percentagesof exotic materiasthan occur in the present
sample.

Only 8 of the 188 flakesand fragmentsfrom 4 1CP229
arelarger than 20 mm, so the averagespecimenisquite
small, but not unusually so for assemblagesof the region.
Of the8 specimens, 5 are20-30 mmin length, and 3 are 30-
40 mm in length. Thissamplesuggeststhat raw material of
largesizewas not readily available(aregional
phenomenon), and that tools of large size, quite
expectedly, were not madein this part of the site (and
probably not in any other).

D1AGNOSTIC ARTIFACTS, BIFACE
FRAGMENTS, AND OTHER TOOLS

A total of 11artifactsthat can be classified astools
wasrecovered from 41CP229(Table3), including severa
piecesbrokenin manufacture. Of thissmall sampleonly
three specimens, one dart point and two potsherds, are
more or lessdiagnosticof particulartimeperiods. Thedart
point isof the ubiquitousGary typefiom the Late Archaic
and Early Ceramic periods. Thesherds cannot be identified
asto type, but one may be from the early half of the
Caddoanera, whiletheother is probably from the Middle
or Late CaddoanPeriod.

Thesmall fragmentary Gary dart point (Fig. 5, A) is25
mm in length, retaining the stem, shoul ders, and a small
portion of the blade. At the shoulders, it is17 mmwide and
6 mmthick. It ismadeof brownish red Ogallalaquartzite.

Perhapsthe older of the two sherdsisasmall,
undecoratedrim fragment (Fig. 5, B). Therim iseverted,

rounded, and 4 mm in thickness; maximum thicknessof the
sherd is5mm. The sherd's surfacesare light yellowish
brown, with the exterior having a highly worn appearance
whilethe polished interior is better preserved. The pasteis
dark gray and containssmall amounts of bone and grog.
The second specimenis a large body sherd of
brushed ware (Fig. 5, C). Itsexterior and coreareyellowish
brown, whiletheinterior is medium brown. The brushing
was applied fiom two directionsand overlapsin two areas.
Grog isthetempering agent of thiswell-preservedsherd.

OTHER CHIPPED STONE ARTIFACTS

Among the chipped stone sample, other tools or
worked objectsamount to four bifacefragmentsand one
modified flakefragment. Only one of the bifacefragments
isfrom acompleted tooal; it isthe distal portion of adart
point. All of thesespecimensare made of Ogallala
quartzite. The possible flaketool isthe distal section (17
mm long) of athin Ogallalaquartziteflake. It has
continuous use damage, in theform of nicking, along two
adjoining edges. The edges are rounded and smoothed.

(GROUND STONE

Other toolsfrom thesite are ground stone, includinga
pitted mano, a possiblemano (little used), an anvil/metate,
ahammerstone, and a pitted stone (Table4). Thetwo
manoscamefromtheterracemargin, onefromGT 1(70cm
deep) and the other fiom GT 2. The pitted stoneisfrom GT
19 inthe central part of the site, whilethe anvil/metate and
hammerstonearefiom GT 28 along the ridgetop at the
site's northern end.

The pitted mano (Fig. 5, E), madeof quartzite, hasan
oblong shapeand dimensionsof 85 mm long, 65 mmwide,
and 44 mmthick; itsweightis399 gm. Onefacehasa
shallow, broad depression, or pit, while the other faceis
generally convex but in the center thereisadlight
depressionthat might bean incipient pit. Different parts of
this stone's edges have battering or smoothing from other
kinds of use.

The other stone that isa possiblemano isalso a
quartzitecobble, of anirregular to oblong shape, being 111
mm inlength, 81 mminwidth, and 49 m min thickness; its
weightis572 gm. It hasaturtleback shape, with minor
smoothingon theflatter but still convex surface. This
stone was not used enough to completely smooth the
used surface, which retains shallow pitting and
unevennessof the original surface.

Perhapsthe most significant artifactsfrom the tested
portion of 41CP229 are the two stonesfound together in
GT 28. Thelarger of thetwo isablock of ferruginous



sandstonethat has minor smoothing on a mildly concave
surface, apparently the wear fiom use as a metate and/or
anvil stone. Itsdimensionsare: L- 170 mm; W- 120 mm; T-
90 mm; itsweightis3397gm.

The stone found with the metate/anvil isafine-
grained quartzitecobble of generally oblongtoirregular
shape(Fig. 5, D), with dimensionsof 100 mm length, 74 mm
width, and 45 mm thickness; itsweight is442 gm. It has
extremebattering and somespallingfiom thethicker, wider
end that was used most. A small, rounded point at the
oppositeend haslight battering from minimal use. Overall,
this damageis consistent with use as a hammerstonein
flintknapping, the stone having the toughness of certain
quartzitesthat is ideal for that purpose.

The fact that these two stones were found side-by-
side (20 cm deep) suggeststhat they were cached, and
possibly used in tandem. If so, thiswould be a unusual
find of both kinds of stones needed for hammer/anvil
(previously called bipolar) reductionof siliceousmaterials,
which is knownto have been practicedin the region.
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However, the wear on the anvil stone is not consistent
with wear expectedfiom such rough useage. The wear is
light and discontinuoussmoothing with no signs of pitting
or scarring fiom heavy impact.

The pitted stoneis alarge, rough block of ferruginous
sandstone. A fairly soft, reddish brown sandstone, this
specimenis 133 mmlong, 115 mmwide, and 73 mmthick.
The flatter of itstwo faces has some natural pitting, but
somesmall pitsare the result of use. There arethree of the
latter, whichareroughly circular, 15-20mm indiameter, and
about 7 or 8 mmdeep. The surface of these pitsis not
smooth. A larger pitted area appearsto be mostly natural,
but might have been used minimally.

The reverse face of the pitted stone isvery irregular,
but there is a concave area through the central portion that
issmooth from use as a grinding stone. The wear overlaps
over one edge which is rounded, and, on the other end,
over both edges created by a comer of the stone. This
wear is consistent with use as a metate, although the use
area, gpproximately 70 X 120 mm, iscomparativelysmall.

Table 3: Distribution of tools from shovel testsat 41CP229

DETH 874 574 §T-6 ST-7
D-10em
10-20em Cary Point
20-30cm Sherd Flake Tool
30-40cm Hiface Frag, Biface
40-30cm
Si-tdem
60-T0em 2 Biface Frags.
Table4: Artifact distribution in Gradall trenchesat 41 CP229
DEFIH Gl {712 {ar3 GT-17 GT-19 28
Uindetermingd Pot Sherd Pitted Stone

i-1{em

10-2i3cm Mang

Metate
Hammerstione

2-30cm

2 Fakes

4lom

40-50um Mano

S0-60cm

G60-70cm Flake
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The assessment of site 41CP228 appears to have been
done somewhat beyond the site's margins. Due to the
small size of the area, thiswork consisted of only three
Gradall trenchesand one shovel test (Fig. 6). These
excavations(Table5) were at the foot of the low hill upon
whichthe sitelies, and in the samearea where previous
negative shovel tests had been dug.

No cultural material wasobserved in the excavations
or backdirt, but the surface could not be checked very well

because of athick growth of tall weedsand grass. There

ExcavaTions AT 41CP228

did occur in GT 3 alens of sandy matrix containing
abundant charcoa and a partialy burned stump, but there
were no artifacts. This may have been an areawherea
largeamount of brush was burned, perhapsin the earlier
part of this century. Whatever the case, the charcoal-rich
lens had been covered by 30 to 40 cm of colluvia slope
wash. Thesmall hill had beenin cultivationcontinuously
for many years until recently, and much sand and
sandstone pebbles had washed from it.

Table 5. Dimendgons o Gradall trenchesand test pit.

SITE #41CP228

PIT # ENGTH | WIDTH{ DEPTH REMARKS
Gl 6. T m|3.7Tm] 0.9 m
G2 4,6 mj|l.8 mj 0.6 m
G3 3.7Tm|1.8 m . m
S 0.7 m[O0.7Tm}| 0.9 m
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Figure6: Location of Gradall trenchesand shovel testsat 41CP229.
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ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Site41CP229isalargeareacf prehistoric activity, only
aportion (160 X 800 ft. strip) of which occurswithinthe
proposed right-of-way. Accordingto local informants, the
most productivepart (in termsof collectableartifacts) lies
to the east of the project. Thisarealies nearer to the
confluenceof Walkers Creek and itstributary to the north,
which runsbeside41CP228. Therefore, it would be
reasonableto expect a more abundant artifact assemblage
(amongother cultural materials) in thedescribed area.

The part of the site within the proposed right-of-way,
which was probed with agoodly number of excavations,
was productiveneither in termsof artifactsnor features.
Only one of several anomaliesfound isthought to
possibly be a prehistoricfeature, and it apparently is an
isolated find lacking meaningful context. No artifactsor
other clueswere found which could immediately placeit in
time. It did contain charcoal, but, without context,

radiocarbon dating would be a useless exercise.

After acloselook at thesite, it is determined that the
part of 41CP229withinthe proposed right-of-way is
insignificantand does not merit further work.

The area of the proposed project that runs near site
41CP228wasmuchsmaller and much essier to access. I
the western margin of thissite does extend into the project
area, it isso sparsely represented that no cultural material
hasyet been found. From viewing the condition of site
41CP228, it isunlikely that whatever part of it lieswithin
the old field retainsany significance, and there is certainly
no evidencethat anything of significancelieswithin the
projectarea.

The proposed project, then, appearsto only skirt site
41CP228, containsno significantcultural material,and
doesnot merit further work.
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