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ABSTRACT

.An_archeoiogical survey of twelve (12) Community Development project areas
in Winston-Salem, North Carolina, recorded fourteen (14).ﬁfEhist0ric.sites.
Artifact collections were obtained from each of these siteé, and all relevant
ecological .and topographic field data reéorded. fEE_EEEEE_Sﬁ_iEEEEElEEiEaj
fj&gﬁggf, designated 31 Fy 374 and 31 Fy 410, were located in the Cascade Heights

[

Community DeVeTopment area. 31 Fy 374 refers to a single flake; 31 Fy 410
| MR SRALL-LE

yielded unusual lithic material. Preliminary -analysis of material from these two

sites indicates no further archeological investigation is necessary.



An Archeological Survey of the
Cascade Heights Community Development Area,
Winston-Salem, North Carolina

A continuing.progkam of urban redevelopment by the City of anston—sa1ém.
involves in several instances, gqnstructioh activities.Which would detrimenta11y
affect any archeological resoufceﬁ encountéred. In order to ascertain the pre-
sence and.significance of any such prehistoric sites and material in the project
areas, an archeological survey.was conducted during portions of June and July,
1975. The tield reconnaissance, preliminary data analysis, and subsequent rec-
ommendations of this survey were formulated with the explicit goal of minimizing
the negative impact of urban development upon the data_expressed by these resources.

The atreage involved in'this survey totalled just over 2600 acres, with approx-
imate}y 215 acres in the Cascade Heights project area. The general environmen-
tal characteristics of this land, which is located in the North Carolina Piedmont,
nave been détai}ed elsewhere (e.g.; Land Potentials: Forsyth County Physiography,
1968), and need not be repeated here. |

Significant from the perspective of field methodoiogy was'that most of this
acreage was heavily developed. The extent of high-dénsity housing, and commer-
cial and industrial development, in fact raised an initial question about the
merits and necessity of conducting an archeological survey; This gquestion was
answeréd, however, by two considerétions. The first was that any ciearance
statement involving archeological resources would effectively discodragé any
future 1nvest€gations of this area. If a clearance statement was made based
upon the assﬁmption that archeological sites had already been destroyed by
development, any sites or material that had manéged to survive w0u1d be unnec-
essarily jebpardized. Secondly, aréheo?ogica] survey conducted in Forsyth'

Canty during 1972 (Snavely and Gorin 1972) demonstrated that sites could be
identified in small residential garden plots and vacént lots. Whereas much of

the data once contained in these sites has admittedly been destroyed, data



relevant to settlement pattern studies and other analyses can sti]T be recovered.
These considerations therefore dictated that a survey be implemented, although _
the cost-benefit ratio remained in question.

The.field_survey methods incorporated for the survey determjned to a large

”egtent its effectiveness and efficiency. The large.perqéntage of concrete and

asphalt "ground cover" in the area to be surveyed Ted to adoption of the fol-

Towing field strategy. Using detailed street maps, the project area was first

'1nveétigated by slowly driving and walking through, and recording on the maps

ali open areas. These open areas, which defined the "real" survey acreage, weré
genéra]1y few and small, and were then investigated on foot; It should be noted
that this substantial reductiqn of surﬁéy acreage meant a corresponding reduc-
fioh in manpower investment. This fact is signiffcant in the context of attempt-
ing to answer the question raised earlier dealing with the cost-benefit ratio of.
conducting archeological survey in areas where the probability of encountering
prehistoric materials isladmitted]y ]owf_ The eventual disco?ery of ?ourteen
(14) areas of archeologféa] interest during survey of the twelve Community
Developmént areas even more fully addresses. this issue of.archeo1ogica? investiga-~
tions in urban environments. Careful, methodic&] foot survey has proven fkom
experience? to be the most viable technique for discovering the small inland
sites characteristic of the Carolina Piedmont. The typica]]y impoverished
artifact inventory from these sites, as well as the postuiated disturbed con-
text resulting from urban development, further dictated foot survey_forthis
study. |

~ Another ﬁethodo?ogical consideration important'for any survey, deals
wiih the criteria used to define an archeclogical site. Archeological survey
in Piedmont environments more amenable to site identification consider variables
such as soil characteristicg, hydro]ogy, topography, and natura?.]ithic méteria]s,

when defining a site. However, the disturbed environmental context of the sites



encountered during this survey suggested thaf'some modification of site.defini—
tion was necessary. Therefore, when any material that was déscerned to be of pre-
historic cultural origin was located ih the field, that location was designated

an aréheologica]rsite.‘ This procedure.obvious]y yielded sites of debatable status:
'_however; péténtié] data has not been disregarded. Wﬁeh future studies formulate
';,more detailed statements about site 1oca£10ns, sett1ehent systems;_etc., this

data can be reassessed and more accurate probabilistic conclusions reached regard-
ing its status and significance.

hen a site such as 31 Fy 285 was defined in the field, a sample of the
cultural materiaij was coilected. If the sites.were small, and would be completely
destroyed by construction activity, attempts were made to obtain a 100% samp1e.
(of surface artifacts). Every site was assigned a unique designation of the
foilowing format: .31 Fy 285. This-standardizéd.trinOmia] system indicates that
the site is located in North Carolina {31), in Forsyth County (Fy}, and is the
285th-site recorded in that county. The exact Tocation of each site was plotted
Gﬁ ]arge-scéTe road,maps of Forsyth Counfy, and on a 1" = 400’ topographic map
series of the county. In addition, site survey forms were completed fdr each

site, to be filed at the Museum of Man, wéke Forest Univefsity,,with copies
sent to the Archeology Section, Djvisioh of Archives and History, in_Ra]éiéh.

The cuituré? material recovered from the sites has been preliminarily
analyzed in order to provide some information regarding the cultural significance
of the sites. Analysis of the lithic artifacts proceeded along two lines.

The first was a.study of the gross functional and/or morphological aftributés
of the artifacts, in order to identify distinct tool types and to yield data
on the tempo%a] and functional dimensidns of the sites. The second Tine of
1ithic analysis was concerned with the classification of the different raw
materials utilized by the local prehistoric populations. For the purpose

of this initial artifact analysis, the broadest lithic categories that still

meaningfully differentiated the materials were chosen. These categories



probably satisfactorily deal with attributes sueh as fracture.qua]ity, edge
strength, and hardness, i.e., those variables assumed significant in aboriginal
cognitiqn and perception of 1lithic materials._ Projeetile points, which are
especialiy va]uab1e in'defining the chroee]qgieai.parameters_of a site, were
assigned to the types described by Coe (1964).
‘The cultural materials recovered by this survey. are stored at the Museum of
Man, Wake Forest University, Winston-Salem, North Caroiina. All recorded field
data is also on file at the Museum. | | |
A synopsis of the two s?tes_31 fy 374 and 31 Fy 410 recorded by this survey
in the Cascade Heights Communfty.Deve]opment area is presented‘beTow.
31 Fy 374 | o
Location:
Northeast quadrant of intersection of Acadia St. and Freeman St.
immediately east of church. N.C. State Grid Coordinates: N 847, 060 -
E 1,631,600
Material Coilected:
Felsite: .] flake
Remarks:
This.iso3ated flake was recovered from a smail field with minimal
ground cover. Careful survey of this and adjacent areas did not yield
other artifacts. Heavy residential development probab1y destroyed any
site that was once present.

Preliminary Classification:

It is impossible to assign th1s single flake to any preh1stor1c cultural
period. _

Recommendations:
It is unlikely that additional artifacts would be recovered from the.

area designated 31 Fy 374; therefore, no further archeo]og1ca1 1nvest1-
gat1on is recommended.

31 Fy 410
Location:

In northwest corner of 1ntersect1on of Cascade Avenue and Doune St.
N.C. State Grid Coordinates: N 848,100 - E 1,633,G00.



Material Collected:

Remarks:

Felsic tuff: 8 bhlade-shaped specimens averdq1nq 4.5 cm in length;
66 flakes ranging in length from 1 cm. to 6.5 cm.; 28 unmodified
"chunks"/debitage

Steatite: 3 nodules, 3-7 cm. long

Ceramics: 4 historic.earthenware sherds (1 unglazed, 1 salt glazed,
1 lead glazed, and 1 un1aent1f1ed ‘grey-brown sherc)

This material was recovered from a small garden plot in the northern
portion of a large vacant lot. The Tithic material is a hard, coarse-
grained, blue-grey, felsic tuff with a high silica content. WNative to

the N.C. midstate region arcund Alamance and Albermarie Counties, few
speciments have been recorded in Forsyth County. The fracture quality

of this material makes it difficult to determine the degree of intentional
modification. No "classic" artifact types were recovered; however, con-

'sensus 1S .that these specimens are artifacts. The irregularity of their

size and other morpho]og1ca1 attrwbutes indicate that they are not finished
gravel products.

Pretiminary C]assification:

No chronoiogically diagnostic artifacts were recovered; however, the
lack of prehistoric pottern and/or ground stone implements suggests
an Early to Middle Archaic occupation.

Recommendations:

‘Although this site is of some interest, intensive surface collection
during this survey eliminates the need for further archeclogical inves-
tigation of 31 Fy 410.

Discussion of sites 31 Fy 374 and 31 Fy 410 need not extend beyond the

synopsis presented above.

It is probably inevitable that eventuaily an archeoiogical site unobserved

during survey wili be exposed by the clearance and demolition of abandoned, deter-

iorating structures, or by the grading of heavy grbdnd cover. Howevér, the iden-

tification of minimal artifact concentrations during field survey of this and other

Community Deve]opmént areas suggests that very few major areas of archeological

interest have been overlooked.
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INTRODUCTION
On 12 Deéember 1975 thé'Arbheologj Laboratofies of the Museum
'”Of”MangmwakéTFOPestnUhivéréityg~wéfémCbntactédﬂhﬁth;'JOE'MatfhEWS'”““
of7thé~ﬁorthwestﬁEconomic'Dévelopﬁent Commiséion”in”réga?ﬁ to an
-aréﬁéﬁiééical survey of a proposed park site in Stokes County, North
Carolina, Subsequent conversation with Mr. Aaron Tilley of the Stokes
County Historical Soclety, Ine. confirmed the need for development of
the park. The survey area, which includes the total park, is slightly
over three acfes in extent. The major attraction will be an eighteenth
century stone house, now in ruins, that was built bf Colonel Martin.
Plans.céll fof stabilization of the ruins, landscaping the area
around the house, and possibly the erection of picnic tables and other
facilities fér visitors.

On 16 December the survey was carried out by William Rasch and
Lindy Freeman. One aboriginal site Waé recorded and is reported below.
The: cooperation of the personnel in the Soil Conservation Service
~office in Walnut Cove is gratefully acknowledged for soil maps

they provided.

_ William G. Rasch
J. Ned Woodall

Museum of Man - .
 Wake Forest University ..



ABSTRACT

- In December of 1975 an archeological reconnaissance of the Rock -
House property was carried out by the Archeology Leborstories, Wake
Forééflﬁﬁivefsiﬁjf'Lfﬁe SurVé§:£éam recb?dédmoﬁe éiﬁé.ﬁﬂich will be
destroyed by the restoration of the Rock Houée and the development
of the surrounding pfoperty. Analysis of the cultural remains recovered
from thié gite indicates that it was 2 small, temporary camp_of the
Wocdland pericd. It is felt thaﬁ the méterial recovered represents an
accurate sample of the Sité. Due to the paucity of cultural debris
and the severe deflation ?f the soil in this area no further work is

‘warranted.



The Aresa

Stokes_County_lies entirely.in_the.Piedmont Plateau,.amphysiographic-
Vnnrov1nce con51st1ng of undulatlng terrain developed largely by the streams
Jand rivers flowing across 1t. ‘The reglon.ls underlaln by older mefamorphlc
and igneous formations which trend northeasst-southwest. The major streams
flow to the southeast ascross these rock formatiohs and are largely unaffected
by them. The Dan River is s major exception to this flowing northeast from
Walnut Cove to the Virginia line. It lies in softer sedimentary rocks of the
Triassic period. It is from this area that some of the felsific raw materials
used in the manufacture of tools might have been obtained.

The goils in the area are formed from the decomposition and weathering
of the quartzite, mica schist and quartz-mica schist rocks which are the main
types in the area. In particular the soils arcund the Rock House are of the
Pacolet-Wilkes series which are defined as "moderately permeable clay sub-
gsoils, on strongly sloping, short, very narrow ridges.with moderately steep
to steep side slopee". Water runoff in this asrea has reduced the surface
to a thin léyer and in some places exposed the red clay subscil. This sub-
soil lies no deeper than 87.5cm below the surface where it is underlain by =
friable.mica-schist materiagl which is largely decomposed.

Elevatlons in the county range from 180 meters in the southeeSuern part’

L of uhe county to approx1mately 390 meters 1n.tbe.ﬁorthern part | Sauratown._..:
.Mountaln at a hezght of TSO meters domlnates the Bock House area whlch.lles
due north.

The climate of Stokes County is continental. .Thezwinters are generally’
.mlld and short with a mean Wlnter temperature of 38 T°F. The ﬁeae eummer
teﬁéerature is 73.6°F., The annusl snowfall is_slight with rainfall being.wel#~

distributed throughout the year. The mean rainfall is 109.25cm. The heaviest



rainfall comes in the spring and summer with the lightest in the fall.
The climatie conditions and soils of Stokes Cqunty-supported numerous
types of plants and.animals,”a.ﬂum@g{ Qf!whiqpmygréucggﬁainiy-egp;gitédiby”the

aborigines. Prior to extensive cultivation and the cutting of timber accom=..

paﬁjiﬂé“ Whité”ééftlemenfnghe laﬁd %és covered with hardwoods and some piﬁéé:
The hardwoods consisted of poplar, hickory, sourwood, aﬁd oaks. This forest
‘_no longer remains., In its place stand second growth hardwoods and white pine.
The undergrowth in forested areas consists of smaller versions of the pre-
viously mentioned trees, huckleberry bushes, laurel, briers, aand other scrub
brush. Many disturbed areas and abandoned fields have reverted to forests
of scrub pine. The fauns associated with this envivonment is common fo the
Piedmont as a whole and consists of white-tailed deer, racccon, opossum,
rabbit, squirrels, turkey, quail, and a variely of smeller wild birds, lizards,
snakes, and turtlies!. Several specles of fish are available in the larger streams.
The above environment was wéll suited to aboriginal exploitation as was
the Carolina Piedmont generally. The upland areas of Stokes County probably.
saw many cempsites of Indians living by hunting and gathering. This site

probably represents a short term Woodland camp of this type.



Survey Method

The approximately three acre area to be included in the Rock House park.
was -surveyed on foot“by_a”tgqm;of-two arQh¢Q;Qgists"from'Wake.Foresthniversity..
Since the mejority of the ground surface was obscured by a grass.groundcover
.éna Bﬁ.é-moderate biaﬁkéf 6f”pine needléé;. é #iéual survey-sfufhé ground,
except along ercsion cuts, was fruitless. Accordingly, the survey team covered
the area in tweniy-five meter fTransects, so that a gird was formed over the area.
Every twenty-five meﬁers a one meter square area was cleared and tested to a
deéth of ten centimeters below the surface. Since the soll was very friable 1t
was not necessary to screen it. At intervalis lying approximately in the center
of each twenty-five meter square grid a small tgst was made with a post-hole
digger. This gave us an additional check on soil depths and the presence of
a site small enough to fall within our grid, as this site did. In fact the
site was initially discovered by the aforementioned technique.

In approximately the center of the site a control sample was taken, control
referring to the.spatial dimension of the collected area. At this site only
the brick fragments and the lone felsite flake were recovered from within our
controlled test. The freguency of material recovered seemed representative of
the site as a whole. It should be noted that the controlled sample inscribed
a two meter diameter cirecle in the site.

The site was asgignéd_a_unique designation_qf the following format: 318k96.
This standardized trinomial sy.'S-J.Se_m.-'_:'L_ndicates that the site is Located in Nortiz-_'
Carollna (31), -in St”okeg .Cc.nunt'y'(Sk).;'-and”i.s“t.he.”ninety—é,ixth site recorded in
that county..

The locaticr was then plotied on the county map and on the United States
Ggologic Survey, North Carclina Series, Hanging Rock quadrangle. Field notes
were tzken on the natural environment; soil. type, erosion damage, arnd any other
rertinent data. This information, along with the artifacts, was returned to the

Archeology Laboratories at Wake Forest University for processing, analysis, and



storage.
The Site

Oniy one site, 315k%96, was lccated within the area 4o be af fected oy the
:restoratlon and development of the Rock.House ard 1ts grounds._ It was. locate@_.
Von the south s1de of the property on the flrst terrace below the ridgetop -
Vand“has an elsvation of 297 meters. The ares is now in second growth nlne;'””
and the ground surface is severely deflated. The site measures Tifteen meters
east—west.by approximately nine meters north—éouth. A total of sixteen

artifacts were recovered,

The ArtifTacts

Ceramics: Five sherds were recovered from the site. O0Of these, three are
fragments of plain, white lead-glazed easrthenware vessels. The fourth sherd,
alsc lead-glazed eartﬁenware,is a rim fragment of a sma&ll bowl or cup with a
light blue line encirecling the inner edge of the rim. These sherds are probably
debris from the period when the house was cccupled. The fifth sherd, however,
is not from this period. It 1s a fabric impressed sherd, well-fired and oxidized
on bqth sides. It is grit tempered with large pieces of quartz. The presence of
this sherd would seem to indicate that the Indian occupation component was
of.thé Woodland period.

Brick: Two fragments of brick were recovered from within the two meter
control sample taken by the survey team Thé brick.waé fed—orangé in golor and
'.:ﬁeorly -1red Wzth some grlt temperlng in 1t;  o - B
'_ Glass;  One'iragment of olzve—green bottle gléééjﬁéé fééévéféa:..fhe;giééén
" was heavily patinated.

Lithics: The stone debris at this éite COnSiStéd.Of seven pleces of quartz
and one fTake of a small gralned l ght—gray fels1te. .The felsité.flake hés-

" no retauch; Three of the quartz flakes are_unrgtouched.” One piece is & core

fragment. Of the remaining three artifacts oné is a burin made of a Very pure



milky quartz. The second tool is an ovoid with unifacial retouch on alternating
sides along one—hélf of ifs edge. The last artifact is the distal tip of &
bifacial tool which is serrated along ite entive BUter sdgs. Tt {s made 6f
“an-atmost cleer quartz.

~Recommendations’

As regards future work at 318k96, the analysis of the artifacts recovered
from this site indicate that no additional work is necessary to mitigate the

adverse affects of the restoration and development of the Rock House.
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AN _ARCHEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF THE

TAYLORTOWN APARTMENT PROJECT

Introductioﬁnmm

The Archeology Léboratories of the Museﬁm.qf Man, Wake Foresf_University
were coﬁtactéd during tﬁé second week in Qctober 1976 by the W.H. Weaver .
Cémpany of Gréensbo&orconcerning aﬁrarcheblogical survey of the eight
.acré Taylortown Aparﬁmént Project site ia Taylorsville, Nerth Cgrolina.
A tudget was agreéd upon and- final approval given the project the same
week, with the field work carried out by Kareﬁ Barnette and Judith A. Newkirk
on 15 Qctober 1976, All phases of the survey project were under the general
.supervision.of the ﬁrincipal investigator, J. Ned Woodall.

Cne prehistoric site was recorded by the survey. A deseription
of this site and recommendations fbr-mitigation_are ineluded in the followiﬁg

report.

The Survey Ares

Alexander County is%locafed aloﬁg the ﬁorthwestern boundary of the
phyéiographic region knOWn_as the North Carolina Piedmont Plateaun. The
county'ls characterlzed by gently rolllng hllls w1th elevatlons_*anglng
”up to 5?5 meters above sea 1evel.; The trans1t10nal nature of thlS env1rop-
”:mental.zone 1s eV1dent in hlgher elevatlcns and cééier temperatures uhan

'&cross the'Pledmont as a whole; the Brushy Mountain Range forms a part .
-.of ‘Alexsnder County's northern boundary._ | |

' The Catamba Rlver forms the southern boundary of the county.; Varlous

smaller water courses), such as Middle and Lower thtle River and Elk




/ LINE

HARDEE'S
' RESTAURANT

—
\

FIRST AVENUE \ |

- ; DRIVE SE |

/ STIREWALT 7
- CREEK / DUKE -POWER €O. |
/ 4—5 POWER LINE R/W \

// /

‘ o 0 62'

FIG.l: TAYLORTOWN APARTMENT PROJECT SITE




Shoals Creek, form parts of the drainage system emptied by the Catawba.

The Piedmont region is underiain by a complex series of igneous

and metamorphic rocks, folded faulted and metamorphosed by pressure
“"ﬂand“heat It is¢omposed- Drlmarlly af llght -and- dark colored gnelsses,

: porphyrltlc granlte, and small amounts of sanﬁstone and shale.."It'was'igi

Alexander County that the very rare gem stone hiddenite was first dis-
covered and mined; emeralds and gem—quality rutilated gquartz also have
been feccfered from several localifies. It is unlikely, however, that
eboriginal inhabitanfs had'aceess to these ﬁinerals.

The eight-gere tract comprising the apartment compiex site is bounded

in part by First Avenue Drive S.E. on the south and by Hardee's Restaurant

and NC 90 slong the northern boundary; the entire eastern site terminus

is formed by Stirewalt Creek, a smsll tributary of the Lower Little River.
The western half of the tract is a high, level exPense supporting a variety
of weeds and high grasses, but with many bald areas created by removal

of the ground cover and subsequent ercsion. The remainder of the site

' slopes steeply toward the creek along most of the eastern boundary. Soils:

here are of the Cecil series. Stands of mixed young pines and older hard-
woods are present, .and the ground cover often is a dense tangle of vines

and weeds. At the southern.edge of the sifte the slope is much more gradual.

 This seetion of the'project'area as well.as the platesu formiiig the western
- portion of “the site are considered more suitable for habitation than the

o éteeper”elhpeeg and ou:]effoftsewere-cbneentreted'geeofdinglye;' .

Methods

The survey crew carried out a thorough foot survey of the project

'site.“’AneExceptidn t6 this procedure was the steeply sloped sections near



the eastern boundary These areas received a more cursory examination

as prev1ous research has ‘shown such top0graph1c features to he ‘almost

-Egdevold cf_cultural matevlals. - Thé Aormal- procedure Was to ‘make- traverses

25 meters apart across the progect sitey beglnnlng at varlous p01nts along
the boundarzes and walklng %o the opp051te houndary 11ne. Where vegetation
obscgred the grcund surface, areas epproximately 50 centimeters.square
were cleared at 20 meter infervals and the soil troweled down to 10 centi-
metérs or more below surface in an effort fo éxpose any cultural materials
presenﬁ. When the ground surface was visible an exhaustive search of the
entire cleared SUIface'was undértaken.

The goal of the survey was to loczbte any ev1dence of ahorlgznal ogcCu~

pation such as chipped stone or potiery, collect such materials, map the

site and record pertinent information on local natural rescurces and topo-

graphic.features, These data were returned to the Archeology Laboratories

of the Museum of Man for processing and analysis.
3146

‘Two small artifacts were recovered from an area approximately 170
mgters northwest of_Hardee*s Restaurant, 227 meters due north of Stirewalt

Creek,which.crossestC 90 L0 meters south of Hardees, and 25 meters east-

.- northeast of First Avenue Dfi#E'S Eﬁ”'Both'sﬁéc1méﬁé"are ﬁﬁélteréd:felsiféf"'

'J_flékes;ffouﬁd 25'me£érs”apar£ Due to.the prev1cus gradlng of the site:

"'area 1t is &ifflcult to determlne if these artlfacts were in 51tu or 1f -

they had been dlsturbed.. The total lack of other cultu*al materlals in

 the aresa and the severe erosion: at the site 1nd1cate that Ax6 is of little

X archeologlcal_value;'nO'further work is deemed necessary.



Comments and Recommendations

4 steeply sloped terrain ususlly is mot productive of sborigizal
habitation sites, so the lack of artifscts along the eastern boundary of
tﬁéféur?éfléfeaZEﬁﬁe asvggisuréfige. .éiﬁéé pféﬁioué'iéééarcﬁ.ﬁ;s sﬁdﬁﬁ
an aboriginal preference for uplapd and floodplain regiops, the absence of
.aétifactS“along the high, level séuthwestern edge'of-the'prcject aresa is
ﬁore difficult.to explain. Some possible hypotheses for this discrepancy
couid be correlatedrwith the area's topography as a whole. The project
ares is situated on a ridge crest approximately-SGO:meters above sea level
with its nesrest permanent waﬁe: éouiée; the Lower iiftle Rivéf, h.éS kilo-
meters due east. The headwaters of Stirewalt Creek are located along the
project area’s eastern boundary but the intermittancy of the creek woﬁid
be inadequate as a water source. The ecology of the immediate area is
relatively lacking in desirable natural resources which would have supported
aboriginal habitation.

In SUmmary, the area to be impacted by construction of tﬁe Taylortown
Apartment Project contains.ﬁo archeological sites reqﬁiring further mitigatiOn
efforts. if is recommended therefore that clearance be given foi the

construction activities.
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ABSTRACT

. In May 1976 =an arbheological reconnaissance was carried out in the
- area.to.be affected by construction-of-the Waynesville Water Facilities . =

Improvements Impoundment. The survey located three;archeclogicalisités
thaf”ﬁiéht be affééféd.ﬁy this pféjééf; none of.which were deemed worthy
of additional work. Of the five prehistoric components found at the sites,

sll Eut one is Archaic, These represent occupations from the Middle

Archaic through the Early Woodland, a period of approximately 5000 years.
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INTRODUCTION

In May 1976 the Archeology Laboratorles of the Museum of Man were

._;contacted by Mr. Blll G Gibsen,. Co-Dlrecﬁor of -the-Southwestern: Vortht“

'Carollna Planning and Economic Development Comm1581on, concevnlng an
archeologlcal.survey of thé Waynesv1lle Watev Fa0111t1es Improvements
Impoundﬁent on Allen Creek in Eaywood County, North Carolina. In accordance
with federal law, such a.survey is reguired to provide an assessmeﬁf of
thé projectts impact on archeological sites if federal funding is desired.

A.budéeted,prOPOSal was prepared and its acceptance confirmed 1T May
1976. The field work was carried out on 25 May 1976 by Judith A. Newklrk
and Karen Barnet£e5.undé? the dlrectlon of Dr. J. Ned WCOdall A total
of three gboriginal sites was recorded, and & description of those sites
along with suggestions for their mitigafion fpllows.

Tﬁe impoundment area is an 86 acre (34.8 hectares) tract éouthwastr
of the town of Waynesville. -Allen Creek flows through the*center of the
section to be floocded and seferal small feeders {including Bgérpen Branch)
flow into Allen Crgek within the survey area, While the maximum high
water level is 980 meters, parts of the surrounding hillé are potential
borrow pits for elay to be used in seﬁling the reservoir floor and may
#hu%.be impgcted, _It_is_important_to nofe_that the major portion. of the
-"-iméoﬁndmeﬁt:éreé_haé be§ﬁ disfurﬁéd ByfQuaffjiﬁg3aCﬁifitiés*éf fﬁé Wééférn.
' Nbrth Cafbiina Paving’ccmpaﬁf Gravel m1n1ng began ln the early 1950 s.
'and contlnued mtil the early 1970'3,'and several sectlons now have a strlp-
mined appearance. " o

Qulnland a settlement occupled from the early twentleth century -




until the departure of the last resident around 1953, was located partially

within the impdundment area near the southern btoundary. Stone steps

. reportéﬁ_tb'béﬂtHOSe of an 0l1d schoolhouse and sevefal'housé'depréssibﬁs
_and it isgknown—thatrthercabihs~at“Quinland*ﬁere'burﬁed after being abandoned.
It seems unlikely that any historic significance could be attached to

these foundations.

i e r—— L e




TEE AREA

Haywood.County is in the southwestern portlon of North Carollna,

: borderlng Tennessee on the northwest Waynesv1lle (1ts;county seat).lsriJ-

located in the southeast sectlon of the county only a Tew kilometers from

Thé county is within the Blue Ridge physiographic .and geologic pro-
viﬁées, a méturely dissected landscape of deep valleys surrouﬁded by
mountains rising 600-900 meters asbove the valley floors. Elevations range
from h27—2018 meters above sea level. The county is drained by the Pigeon
River, a moderate to rapid stream which flows west to Join the French Brdad
River before it enters the Tennessee River. An extensive éysféﬁ of tribu-
taries, including Allen Creek, provides the uplands with complete surface
drainage.

Well-drained floodplains are confined to the larger sﬁreams, but many
valleys, like that of Allen Creek, have been paftially filled with cobbly
alluvium and colluvium and hﬁge_a small floodplain. This material consists
of cobbles andurouﬁ&ed boulders surraunded by fine; sand, clay and pebbles,
Mining of this fill in near-by areas is still going on. Along the edge of
the Allen Creek floodplain and on the upper slopes of the valley residual
sdils are present They range from clayey to 51lty or sandy dependlng on
thelr bedrock derlvatlve (Hatcher lQTh S)

The survey area is underlaln by muscOV1te and b10£1ﬁe schlsts and
 b1ot1te or granltlc gnelsses whlch have been intruded by velns and dlkes"
of pegmatite and quartz (Hatcher 197&) These geologic formations are

roughly 31m11ar throughout the southern portlon of the county, while in the




northeast Max Patch and Cranberry granites are predominant. The northwest

sector is 2 conglomerate of unnamed granlte gnelsses, Snowblrd formatlon

and Great Smoky conglomerate (Graywacke sandstone and conglomerate 1n

mi“thlck graded beds with 1nterbeds of slate) ' Notlceablyflacklng are llme—,
stone formations in which chert is formed, althoﬁgh this rgw material was
.ueed for an appfeciaﬁle amount of the artifeote found duriog the eurvey;
the remainder were made of quartz, quartzite, or various felsic rocks.

The high altitudes influence Haywood's humid ano temperate climate.
Waynesville has a mean winter and summer temperature of 3.6°C. (38.5°F.)
and 20;9°C.e(69.T°F;) respectively. Average snowfall each winter is 24 em.
with rainfall distributed evenly throughout the.year.

Before the plight of the miﬁ—twenties (1925-32) the chestnut tree
eonstituted almost 50% of the original tree growth in Haywoocd County, with
lesser numbers of oszk, hemlock, balsam, ﬁickory, black walnut, dogwocd,
bleck_cherryfobuokeye, red spruce, locust and a few pine., In the higher
altitudes (above 1200 meters) beech, bifoh and sugar maple thrived. Today
most of this deciduous forest has been cut for timber, but io aboriginal
times it proﬁided abundant food resources as well as habitat for a variety

of fauna.

'SURVEY METHOD -

The dlsturbed nature of a major portlon of the Waynesv1lle Water
“Fac1llt1es Improvements Impoundment 51te made some varlatlon from ouwr usual
"survey methods-necessary. No archeologlcal 31tes oould surv1ve_the act1v1t1es

~ accompanying gravel quarrying. In fact, it seemed unlikely that any data




would be recovered from the quarry proper. Thus, our efforts were concen-
trated on the few areas within the impoundment site that remained relatively

.undlsturbed - the Dotentlal borrow plts and Wooded sectlons._m;

Cur 1n1t1a1 look at the area to be survejed was from the back oﬁ a

t trock - Mr. Albvert: Mull transported the survey crew, accompanled by ‘the

proaect manager, Gary Broome, over the site; boundaries were pointed out

and speczflc areas thought to be undisturbed were given cursory atiention.

Notes were made on the terrain and several sections were designated to be

revisited for = comprehensive foot survey. Of special interest was a

section along the southwestern boundary of the impoundment where coilectors

" were reported to have made repeated artifact discoveries. While this area

is sbove the maximum high water level of the reservoir, it is within an

area where one borrow prt is certain to bhe located and ancther is a possibility.

- A comprehensive foot survey of the undisturbea areas was ma&e,.searchi;g

for evidence of prehistoric occupation such as charcoal, stone flakes or |

pottery. In wooded areas where ground_risibility_wae poor thie_wes accomplished
by walking transects 25 meters apart and testing at intervals of approximately
25 meters. This has the effect of establishing a sguare grid; Testing in

this manner involves clearing an area approximately 50 cm. square and troweling
the soil down to lO‘cm. below the humus l&yer. Near the potentlal borrow

ttplts Where some clearlng had occurred prev1ously a cereful surface collectlon
‘and a controlled collectzon were made when fea51ble.- The controlled collect-

h:ion was taken by the two*meter "dog leash" ﬁethod Thls 1nvolves attachlng

a string tyo meters long to a stake and a surveyor and col;ectlng ell the
materiel'Within‘thé'circle'descrioed'by.thet.etring;: Sﬁce:e'controllea

collection produces an index to the amount of cultural material present at a site.



When a site was located, established procedures were followed for

gathering potentially useful data. Fach site was located in the field on

a iarge scale progect map of the 1mpoundment ares provlded by LBC&W Herwood

""Beebe, subsequently locatlons also were plotted on the North Carolina State

M'nghway Map of Haywood County and on the USGS T. 5 Minute Topograph1C"

Series, Hazelwood, North Carclina, Quadrangle., Field notes were made on

natural environment, erosion damage, soil type and other pertinent data.

These were returned to the Archeology Laboratories of the Museum of Man

along with the artifaets for processing, znalysis and stofage.
THE SITES

Three archeclogical sites were recorded by the survey, all of which
had been disturbed by the activities of the Western Carolina Paving Company.
Consequently no statements can be made as to the original nature of these

sites in terms of true provenience or site size, and none are recommended

for further work. Projectile point names used in the artifact deseriptioms

are according to Coe (196k). Lithic materials are categorized by the general

geologlce classifications gquartz, quartzite, chert and felsite.

31Hwl

LOCATION AND:DESCRIPTION :

Thls 51te covers 2 roughly trlangular area. adjacent to and west -of Old

”ﬁBald Road. . A small dlrt road cuts dlagonally east»west through the southern

portion of the 51te which extends 80 meters north and has g total w1dth of

’

approxlmately 70 meters at the southern boundary, narrow1ng to 30 meters at

:1ts northern,boundary Elevatlons range from 982 to 991 meters above sea



level, well azbove the high water level. 014 Bald Creek is approximately

64 meters west-northwest of the southern edge of the site. Previously the
siﬁe.éféa.had beeﬁ.¢lééfed for éﬁéﬁfyiég_but n@;miﬁiﬁg was ever_pgggq:mmm;_,
Béé;;;; ;éréﬁiérfgéméigéﬂié”i;éging.in topspil_apq“hgsrsufferednéeve%e

erosion.  The original soil is of the Tusquitee series, eroded hilly phase.

THE ARTIFACTS

BIFACIAL TOQOLS

Projectile Points (9 specimens)

_ The_variety_qf projectile points found on this site shows intermittant
occﬁpafioﬁ beginningrin the Middle Archaic period and continuing through the
Early Woodland, a2 time span of approximately-hSOO yvears. Raw materials used
for these polints were quartz or quartzite in all cases. The poinﬁs were
claésified as follows:

Guilford (6 specimens. Figs. la,e,h)

Savannah River (1 specimen. Fig. lg)

This-ppint was broken and reworked along the present distal edge.
.§§§iﬁ.(l specimen )
This is a crudely made point of white quarté, charaéteristically
thick and triangular. It measures 5 cm. in length, 3 cm. in width and is
1.6 cm. thick. |

. Unidentified (1 specimen. Fig. 1i) -

Ovate Biface (1 specimen)

This specimen is large'and thick;:with spdradi;lpressure“fetouch:élong”

- one side. The raw material is gquartzite.



Miscellaneous Bifaces (2 specimens)

The first 5peéimen is a quartzite blade, thin and exhibiting pressure
retough on all edges. The second is a thick ovate chunk of.quartz,'and.may.
| 5e”%”§£ojectiié.ﬁéint gi;ﬁk. -

Biface Fragments (6 specimens)

Four of these fragments appear %o be proximal and distal portions of
Archaic dart points, and two others also could represent the distal sectiocons
of large dart points or knives, Five specimens are of white quartz and cne

of gquartzite..

UNIFACIAL TOQLS

Scraper (1 specimen)
This specimen is classified as a scraper -- it exhibits steep, regular

unifacial retouch. It is made on a thick, irregular flake of white quartz.

Retouched Flakes (7 specimens)

Two quartzite and three quartz flakes show small amounts of retouch
along one edge. A chert flake and one quartzite flake show more regular

retouch on all sides.
DEBITAGE

Flakes (37 specimens)
Fifteen unaltered flazkes of guartz, 11 of quartzite and 11 of chert

-were recovered,

Core Fragments {2 specimens)

Two core fragments of white quartz were found, one with opposed
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striking platforms.

CONTROL SAMPLE

A two-meter dog leash, taken near the northern end of the site;.fe—

sulted in the 0011ecti6n.of five filskes and 20 miscelianeous stones.

COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Intermittant occupation of this site extended from the Middle Archaic
through the Early Woodland, spanning approximately 4500 years. All the
toois found except for one retouched chert flzke were made of quartz or
quartzite. Based on the large tool assemblage recovered and‘its cleose
proximity to two creeks, 31Hwl probably served as a base camp for varicus

asboriginal groups. Although this site is above the maximum high water

level there is potential impact from its use as a borrow pit. Since an

extensive artifact coilection-was obtained from the site and due to its

location on or near the disturbed surface, no further mitigation is necessary.
318w2

LOCATICN AND DESCRIPTTON

This site.is located at the eastern terminus of 2 long east/west ridge,
immediately gdjacent on the east to an area where quarrying activity has
created a vertical escarpment. The site is 275 meters southwest of Allen
Creek and T5 meters west of a smeller tributary of that creek, 014 Bald
Creek. FElevations at the site range from 985-991 meters above ses level,
well above the potential high water mark; any impact upon this site would
be from its use as a borrow pit. The site extends 80 meters along an east/

west axis from its western boundary to the escarpment and is approximately
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24 meters in width. The ground drops off sharply scuth of the site,

and material did not extend into the woods along the northern boundary.
Presently the ground cover is low weeds and grasses; the area was strlpped
of trees and topsozl durlng the quarrylngrnerlod and subééquent erosicn
has been severe. Soil type at this site is Tusqultee stony loam, eroded
‘hilly phase. Due to the thoroughly disturbed conditions, a controlled

collection was not considered useful.
BIFACIAT TOQLS

Projectile Points (8 specimens)

The projectile points found indicate occupation at this site over a
period roughly 5000 years, beginning in the Middle Archaic and terminating
with the Savannah Riverrcomponent priof to 0 B.C. A variety of raw materials
was used, ranging from distinet types of quartz to quartzite and felsite.

The points are jidentified as fellows:

Morrow Mountain I (2 specimens)

These are small points of white quartz, €imilar in size and shape with
the contracting stems typical of this type; The first is 2.9 cm. long,
2.1 cm, wide and .6 cm. thick. The second is broken at the distal tip -- its
width is 2.% cm. and thickness is .7 cm.
Helifax (1 specimen. Fig. 1f)

Savannah River (2 specimens. Fig. 1b,k)

The first of these specimens (Fig. 1b) shows evidence of reworking
after a break at about the midpoint.

. Unidentified {3 specimens. Fig. lc,d)
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Bifasce Fragments (L specimens)

All of these are small and probably are portions of projectile points.
Three specimens, two of white gquartz and %”Qf_gray felsite, represent

basal fragments while the fourth is the distal tip of a white quartz point.
UNTFACIAT, TOCLS

Scrapers (2 specimens. Fig. 1j)

The raw materiazl used for making these tools is chert. The first
(Fig. 1j) is an end scraper made on a primary flake and exhibiting steep
unifacial retouch along two edges. The second specimen appears to have
been a multipurpose tool. The steep, regular retouch characteristic of
a scraper is present on one edge, but there is also irregular pressure
flaking present on a second edge and signs of use retouch on the dorsal

side of that edge.

Retouched Flakes (3 specimens)

One flake each of gqguartz, guartzite and chert was recovered; these

exhibited small amounts of pressure retouch.
DEBITAGE

Flakes (23 specimens)
Unaltered flakes were collected as follows: ten of quartz, eight of

quartzite, three of chert and two of felsite.

MISCELLANEOQUS ,

One hiétbric marble was found.



COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

31Hw2 is a2 multicomponent site cccupled repeatedly from the end of
thg_ﬁiddle.ﬂ;chaic.perio@_throughmtbe LatemArqhaic tefminatinguwith the
Savannah River occupation -~ a period of roughly 5000 years. The variety
of tools of‘differing raw ﬁaterialé found here and the cOmparaﬁle amount |
of debitage indicate a base camp Where tool production was carried on.
However, there is no way'ﬁo determine the original extent of the site
due to the gquarrying activity on the eastern boundary; this, as well as
the generally disturbed condition of the site, preclude any additional

investigation.

LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION

While no surveying was attempted in the disturbed areas of the quarry,
one artifact was located during our trek across tﬁat section. A projectile
point wes recpvered from piled up £ill dirt on the floodplain of Allen Creek,
approximately 105 mefers southwest of Allen Creek and 215 meters north-northeast

of 31HwZ2.

THE ARTIFACT (1 specimen. Fig. 11)

A small teardrop-shaped point of white quartz was found. The pressure
retouch along all edges is fine and regular, especially notable because of
the raw material. The point measures as follows: length, 3.1 cm.; width, 2.1 cm.;

.and .9 cm. thick.

COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The disturbed context of this site makes further work unnecessary.'



FIG. 1: 31Hwi, a,e,g,h,iy 31Hw2, b,c,4,].
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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Therarcheological survey of the Waymesville Water Pacilities Improve-
menﬁs Impoundment located three aréhéGZOgical'sites”that potentially could
be impacted by the reservoir's construction. The sites have suffered
from varying degrees of quarrying activity; however, the survey team was
able to obtain adequate artifaci collections from at least two of the sites,
31Hwl and Hw2, to allow some determination of temporsl houndaries. The
scattering of materials at both sites and possible destruction of & portion
of 31Hw2 prevent any -attempt at ascertaining true spatial boundaries. It

is felt that additional work at these sites would not contribute to present

"knowledge of the prehiétoric inha®itants.

Excavation and publication of materials regarding the Archaic period
in the western North Carolina mountains has been extremely limited. It
is thus difficult to place the sites located by this survey within the
context of a total cultufal systeﬁ. . 31Hwl and Hw2 appear to represent at
least temporary base camps; this could prove important since Archaic
base camps in other areas of the state are at beét poorly understood.
Further survey and excavation in this area should make the significance of

these sites clearer.
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House 1n Surry County, North Carolina was. carried ocub- by Wake Forest Un1verszty
“Thls testlng was done in an atﬁempt to answer some twenty—flve architectural
questions pésed to provide a framework for the proposed restoration of the
north, south, and east porches and steps of that house.

Befdre testing was initiated it was anticipated that little posifive
evidence such as piers or foundaticns wﬁuld be found due to the severe deflgtion’
of.the s0il by ercsion and to the continued occupation and remodéling of
the exterior of the house until its puréhase by the Surry County Hiétorical
Scciety a few years.ago. Surprisingly. preservation on both the south aﬁd
east.sides was sufficient to provide answers tc many of the questions..-

Unfortunately only 1imited inferences could be drawn from the negative return

produced by testing on the north side of the house.

ind
s
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On 2 Nbvember 1976 the Archeology Laboratorles.of the Museum of M;ﬁ,_  
:wake Forest Unlver81ty3 were contacted by John W‘ Clauser, Jr. of the North-
Carolina Department of Cultural Resources, Divigion of Archives and History,
Archaeolqu Sectibn regarding investigation of the three areas'bf the Frankilin
House Where:poréh and/or step réstoration was required. Subsequent conver-
sation with Stanley M. Rogge, President of the Surry Countj Historiecal
Society, Inc. confirmed the need for restoration of the 18th century late
Georglan/Federal style housgse. A bu&get was submitted to the Division of
Archives and History on 9 November 1976 and later rev1sed on 18 November
when certain requirements were added to the format of the final report..
Acceptance of the budget by both the Surry County Eistorical Society, Inc.
and the Division of Archives and'History was received on 29 November 1976.

' Clearanée.to begin.the field ﬁork was received éﬁ f December and field work
was initiated on 12 Déecember, Thé test excavatioﬁé'ﬁere completed in two
days and fhé acéumulated artifacfs, field ﬁotes, photographs and other
data were returned to the Archeoiogy Laboratories for cleaning, cataloging
and analysis, whére they remain oﬁ file. The following report represents

- the results of those-test'eXCaVations}T
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to Jack 0. Boyte, architect for the Franklin House project, for the ex;eilent
field map he provided for us. | |

Two pepplé must be acknowledged for their assistance in preparing the
final report. Ms. Newkirk pfepafed the excellent ?hotographs of the hoﬁse
and field work. $She also typéd the manusecript and was assisted by Ms. Cassandra
Hill.in its proofreading. The.line.érawings and processing of thé artifacts
were don¢~by myself. - For the myriad services unselfishly given by all of
the above I am sincerely grateful.
| :Wiliiam' G. Réséﬁ

' Weke Forest University -
8 Makch 1977 - .
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ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

LOCATTON AND PHYSICGRAPHY

Surry County lies in the northwestern part of North Carolina, its
northern boundary formed by the Virginia state line and the southern
boundary by the Yadkin River. Thé Franklin House, the ares cf archeological
investigation, is located in the central portion of the county approximately
seven miles (11 kilometers) northwest of Dobson, the county seat, and
forty-two miles (68 kilometers) northwest of Winston-Szlem. The house
is bordered on the west side by SR 1338, or the south side by SR 1331,
and lies 630 feet (198 meters) from Fisher River, its east-northeastern
boundary. The nofthern boundary of the property runs from the edge of -
the right-of-way of SR 1_338 for a distance of 208.78 feet (63.7 meters)
at which point it crosses to the south bank of the unnamed tributary
located to the northwest of the Franklin House. From this point it follows,
approximately, the scuth bank of the unnamed tributary to the junction of
that tributary with Scary Branch. Continuing across Scary Branch for a
distance of approximately 16 feet (4.9 meters), the boundary angles east-
northeast for a distance of 559.36 feet (170.5 meters) on an axis of
I 76° 58' E tc Fisher River.

Due to its loecation in the Western'portion of Nerth Carclina, Surry
County is éomprised of parts of two physiographic provinces, the Piedmont
Plateau ané the Blue Ridge Mountains. Roughly fifteen percent of the county
lies in the mountains and eighty-five percent in the Piedmont Plgteau. At
the edge of the Blue Ridge escarpment, a section.locally known as the
foothills, the topography is characterized by hills, nérrow ridges and low

knobs and is generally rougher terrain than most of the Piedmont. The



slope is steep, Broken and occasicnally bedly gullied. Tke broad inter-
‘stream areas represent a peneplain maturely dissected by streams while

the larger streams and rivers have cut narrow valleys to depths ranging
from fifty to three hundred feet (15-95 meters) below the general level

of the uplands (Stuckey 1965). This results in areas that are smooth,
gently rolling to undulating, with elongated ridges and iow, rounded knobs.
The area surrounding Dobson, which includes the Franklin House, is one of

the largest areas exhibiting this type of terrain (Goldston 1937).
CLIMATE

The climate of Surry County is continental with the Appalachian Mountains
acting to moderate cold air intrusions flowing from the north and west
across the Piedmont. This buffering action is amply illustrated in the
striking differences between the rainfall and temperature fluctuations of
the Piedmont Plateau and those of the mountainocus regicns. In the Piedmont
section rainfall 1s well distributed throughout the year with a great
emount falling during the summer (14.95 in.; 38 cm.) and the least during
the fall (9.59 in.; 24.% cm.). The annual mean rainfali is 46.45 in.

(118 cm.). The climate is moderate with the temperature averaging 56.3° F
{13.5° ¢} for the year. The frost-free season 1ésts for 175 days from

- April 23, the average dafe.of the last killing frost, to October 15, the
average date of the earliest. The winters generally are mild with the annual
snowfall averaging 10.1 inches (25.7 cm.) (Goldston 1937).

In contrast to these statistics are those from the mountainous regions

of Surry County, for which records from the weather statlion st Boone, in



Watauga County are probably representative.. Thefe the average frost-free
season lasts for 153 days from May 5 to October 5. Réinfall is heaviest

in the spring (16.15 in.; 41.0 cm.) and.lightest in the winter (11.63 in.;
29.5 cm.), with an annﬁal rainfall of 57.0 inches {14L.8 cm.). The average
temperature is 51.5° ¥ (10;8° ¢) but fluctuates between highs of 67.7° F
(19.9° C) in the summer and lowsof 36.1° F (2.3° C) in the winter months
(Sharpe 19h5). Below is 2 chart showing monthly climatic means from Mount
Airy, North Carolina (Goldston 1937). This city is located approximately
12 miies (19.3 kilometers) east-northeast of the Franklin House, so that

the climate is basically similar.

MONTHLY AND ANNUAL MEANS FOR.TEMPERATURE,

PRECIPITATION AND SNOWFALL (1900-1935)

Month Terperature Precipitation Snowrall
daily mean mean mean

January 37.7° F 3.17° ¢ 3.L4" 8.7k cm. 3.1".7.87 cm.

February 39.5 §.17 3.50 8.89 2.9 |7.37

March LE.T 8.17 ' 3.93] 9.98 1.5 [3.81

April 55.4 1 13.12 3.36 | 8.53 0.1 ]0.25

May 63.9 | 17.7k 3.92] 9.96 0

June 71.8 | 22.13 L.55011.56 0

July T5.2 | 2k.02 5.33|13.5k 0

fugust - 73.8 | 23,2k 5.07 |12.88 0

September 68.9 | 20.52 3.59] 9.12 0

October 57.1 | 13.96 3.%0] 8.6} trace

November L6.5 8.06 2.60| 6.60 o.b |1.02

December 38.8 3.78 3.76| 9.55 2.1 (5.33

Annual Mean 56.3 | 13.51 h6.L5 117.98 . 10.1 [ 25.65




GEOLOGIC SETITING

The upland section of the southern Piedmont Is a sub-maturely to
maturely disseéted platéau lying betweer the Blue Ridge Mountains to the
west and the Atlantic Ccastal Plain to the east (Trimblé lQTh). Elevations
renge from T00-1500 feet {213-457 meters) above sea level. Near the Blue
Ridge,_as topographic relief increases, the ridges become narrower and the
proportion of land in gentle slopes decreases. Therefore, the ercsion
hazard due to surface configuration tends to increase with greater proximity
to the Blue Ridge (Thornbury 1965). Accordingly these sections of the
Piedmont ére éome'of the most éeverely eroded agricultural areas in the
United States, losing between five to nine inches (12.7-22.9 cm.) of topsoil
since Buropean settlement {Trimble 19T4).

Piedmwont soils are largely residual having been formed by the decompo-
sition of underlying bedrock, primarily gneisses, granites, schists and
gquertzites. The s0ils developed under & forest cover pricr to Européan
settlement., Soils on the Blue Ridge escarpment tend to have greater
orga%}c content than Piedmont soils due to differences in the climatic
conditions which prevail In. each area. The leaching of organic materials
and alkaline earths is greater in the Piedmont soils due to the warmer
climate. Therefore, the remaining soils have a high silica content and
tend to be acidic. . In the mountainous sections the soils are frozen much
of the winter so that the leaching and erosicn of minerals and spils is
slowed. Mountain solls slso absorb more water since less illuviatipn of
the subscils and eluviation or.erosicn of the surface soils have taken

place (Goldston 1937). In Surry County there are twoe distinct types of



scils, éach depending upon the location of its formation for its character-
istics, In the mountains; gails are broﬁn in cqlor and very_friable.
Contrasted to this are fhe Piedmont soils which are orange to reddish-brown,
heavy, brittle clays. While the soils in the two regions have developed
from similar parent materials, soils.in the Piedmont vary zccording to
the underlying rbck formation. Cecll soils are formed frqm underlying
gneisses and schists, Surry soils from schists, and Appling scils from
granites.

Finally the geologic background of modern.riveriﬁe toﬁography must
be noted. At the end cf the.Cretaceous periocd the mountains occupying the
present Mountain and Piedmont areas were again uplifted as part of a world-
wide mountain building disturbance. After this period the Piedmont under~
went no further tectonic deformafion_but was uplifted varying amounts.
During the Paleogene pericd this uplifted region was eroded to a surface
known as the Schooley peneplain. In time this peneplain was covered with
a thick layef of residual soils and clays due to the long term.weathefing
and erosion of the metamorphic and igneous formationé underlying it.
Although these formaticns trend northeast-southwest, this residuum allowed
streams to meander ai will largely unaffected by the parent rock structure.
During the Miocene epcoch the Piedmont was again uplifted as much as
2,500 feet (762.20 meters). This uplift renewed streams and caused the
rabid efosion of.areas.of sofﬁer rocks while.the ma.jor streams continued
to flow across resistant Formations (Stuckey 1965:199-201). As a result
the major streams and rivers have become entrenched. The Yadkin, Mitchell,
Ararat and Fisher rivers are all examples df riverine entrenchment due to

resgistant bedrock.



FLORA AND FAUNA

-Burry County is located at the edge of the Carolina Biotie Province.
Due to thﬁ moderating effect of the mountains, the climate is mild.and the
arez supports numercus varieties bf planty and animals. Throughout most
of the county none of thé original timber remains, largely because of
erosive land-use practices that reached a peak in the period from 1860-1920
(Trimble 197L4:69). These original stands of timber consisted of hardwoods
~and some pines. The hardwoods consigted of peplar, sourwood, hickory,
maple, and white, red, post and chestnut ocsks and the scfiwoods of white
and shortleaf pines. In place of this forest stand second growth hardwobds
and pines cof the same species., This second growth forest covers approximately
sixty percent of the county (Goldston 1937). The Piedmont forest is open
and its soils are well drained. Undergrowtﬁ,in this forest consists of
smaliler versions of the previously mentioned trees, laurel, briers,
huckleberry bushes and other scrub brush. Many of the disturbed areas
and abandoned fields have reverted to pine forests or a mixed hardwcod-
conifer community. On the Blue Ridge escarpment some dead chestnut trees
of the originel itimber remain. The second growth here is composed of post
and white oaks, chestnut, maple, poplar, socurwood, white pine and spruce.
The fauna associated with thié_type of enviromment are common to the ?iedmont
as & whole and consist of white-tailed deer, beaver, raccoén, opossum,
rabbit, éqﬁirrel, turkey, quail and a.variety of smaller wild birds, lizards,
snakes, and turtles. Several spécies of fish are available in the larger

streams of the region.



HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

The first Furopean settlers began to move into the northeastern
portions of North Carolina.between 1638-1640. Cirea 1719-1723, the south-
éastern section of the colony was opened to permanent settlement. These
early c_olonists settled along streams, mo%ring into the uplands only after
the bottoms were occupied. By 1770 northwestern North Carolina weas
beginning to i1l with the Bevolutionary War acting as a catalyst for some
of the population shift (Hall 1948). Land grants were issued by Loréd
Granvilie's agent In the present.Surry County area as early as ca. 1T51
(Cashion, personal communication). By 1770 the Tryon Line had been
established confirming county lines within currént state boundaries {Cross,
personal éommunication). It was at this time (1770} that Surry County |
wag formed., Initially it inecluded the present Forsyth, Stokes, Yadkin,
Wilkes, Alleghany and.Ashe countieg. In 1777, Wilkes County was formed.

In 1789, parf of the iand Was‘taken to form Stokes County and in 1799
present Ashe County was formed . Torsyth County was created from land taken
from -Surry County in 1849. In 1850 Yadkin Cbunty was formed and the Surry
county seat moved to Dobson, its present location (Goldston 1937:3).

The first owner of the land on which the Franklin House stands was
Colonel Martin Armstrong who entered a claim for 640 acres on 13 May lTBﬁ.
The tract was located on Fisher River and subéequent deeds an_d a topographical
ma,p made in 1975 (Gilissen) clearly established this as the property under
consideration, Aécording to the census records of 1790 and 1800, Armstrong
never lived on his Fisher River property a5 he is lisfted as a fesident of.

Stokes County at these times. He.sold the property in 1795 to Gideon Edwards.
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There is no specific mention of the héuse in the property transfer so that
it seems likely that the house was built ﬁ@g:eafter by_E@wgrds. He moved
his féﬁii& to the Fisher River location sometime after purchasing the
property in 1795. Circa 1799, Edwards apparently constructed what is
known today as the Franklin House to be his plantation house. In his will,
dated 15 April 1810, the property including the Franklin House was deéded
to the first son of 'his daughter Milly. Milly Edwards had married Meshéck
Frankiin in 1802, They had a son, Gideon E. Franklin, for whom Mesh#ck
acted as executor after Gideon Edwards death in 1813 or 181L4. Tax recofds
indicate that Meshack Frankiin moved into the Edwards home from Mitchell
River in 1814, He claimed the property, passing it on to Jesse D. Franklin,

another son, instead of Gideon E. Franklin the lawful heir (Cross 1976:6,7).
COMMENTS

In lieu of repeating point by point research related to the Frénklin
House, donre by derry L. Cross, it was deemed prefefable to include his
report as an appendix and only touch briefly cn the early history of the
house in this report. However, it is obvious upon review of that.report
that Bernard Franklin neither owned nor built the Franklin House. Oral
tradition claims that Jesse Fraﬁklin assisted in the construction of the
house, but existing property records fail to substantiate this., At the
same time there.is also doubt that Meshack Frankiin; whe did live in the
house, ever had legitimate claim to tﬁe property. In view of these facts
the Bernard Franklin House is instead referred to as simply the Franklin

Houge.
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- METHODS

The archeological testing initiated at the Franklin House was not a
response to the rglative frequency of surface remains arcund the house,
but instead, a tool to aid the architect in restoration of the house to
its structural configuration. from 1799 to the 1847, 1In the 1830's the
house underwent alteration to both its interior and exterior and its present
appearanée is largely thé resuli of this remodeling.

On two sides of the house, the south and east sides, similar approaches
were taken in the archeolegical testing. Test pits, .92 py 8.2 feet (1.5
by 2.5 meters) were placed opposite the doorways on the aforementioned
sides. A vertical datum of 118.54 feet (36.1L meters) was established
by the east porch and bhoth éxcavation unitis were mapped using hori;ontal
and vertical controls. Notes om soil types were taken but no scil profiles
could he_drawn due to the extreme deflation bf the soils around the house.
Photographs pertinent to the requiremenis of {the contract were taken for |
inclusion in the final report. Since there was no apparent stratigraphy
ecach test pit was dug as one unit from surface to bedrock. All soil removed
was screened through qﬁérter-inch mesh, and artifacts were bagged by pit.
number énd'level, washed and labeled. The floors and walls of the test
pits were troweled and examinéd for evidence of foundations, plers, roofing
material, nailg and pottery. Eﬁcavation at the south porch, EU 2, produced
eﬁidenCe of éteé foundations.while EU 1 on the east side of the house
revealed remnants of piers.

Or the north side of the house a different approach was taken té the

problem of finding structural remains. The north side of the house sits



12

on bedrock cverlaid by only the barest amounts of soil. Excavation, in
this gituation would not have begﬁ.gqst effgqtive. Accordingly, it was
decided to clear = h.92 by 9.84 foot (1.5 by 3 meter) area of ground iﬁ
the area with the highest probability of structural remains. This cleared.
area was then examined for evidence of bfick or fieldstone foundation or
piers; neither was found.

The Franklin House is already located on topographic maps of the
ares, in particular on the United States Geoleogical Survey maps; Bottom,
North Caroline quadrangle; 7.5 minute series. In addition, the_housé is
located on a small scale area map confined to its modern bouﬁda:ies (Fig. 3).
Noted on this map are all nearest water sources. Notes on vegetation and
fauna are included in the report. All artifacts recovered from the tes%ing
are curated and stored at the Museum of'Man, Wake Forest University, along

with all data recovered from these investigations.
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THE TESTING AREA

3WF;ThémFrankiinmeuéemismsifuatedwon'a”kndli“ovériéckiﬁg;fﬁé“FiéhérWRiﬁéf“'
floodplain. Undoubfgdly, it was thé.floodplain sqils.thét promp?ed;settle—
ment in this location. These seiis, Congdree silt loams, are described as
being rich in organic matter and minerél plant.nutrients, well drained, and
low in sufface réiief. This serles is brown to dark brown in cclor and due
to iﬁs fine texture, more compact than Congaree fine sandy loams. The soil
is particulafly Weil suited to corn and hay. The house itself is bunilt -
updn Surry loam, steep phase. This séries is unsuitable fpf cultivation
due té the stéepness of surface relief. It is degcribed as.z thin surface
soil, grayish~brown when in existance, with parent (schists) underiyingr
the surface and often oﬁtcroPping through it (Goldston 1937);-

This, then, is the problem in testing for structural remains at the
Franklin House., The hoﬁSe is built virtually upon bedrock, thus markedly
reducing the chahces of buried remains. After preliminary evaluation it
was decided tc begin testing on tﬁe east side of the house where the soil

seemed to have greater depth.

EAST SIDE, EU 1

. Wbrk_was begun_on EU I by clearing the surface of weéds"aﬁi.débris
to atotalarea oij__'__.9f.§h_-_-_by'."6".'56‘ feet (3 vy 2 neters). This enabled the
”'ﬁlécing of:é”8;2.$y.h}92.f§§£.(Q;SIby l.s'ﬁéfé?)_test piﬁ'invéﬁch a maﬁﬁe;
that the doorﬁéy was bracketed. In the.initial plan thé testing was to -
‘have been done in 5.91.inchf(15'cm.) lefels-or'by-stratigraphic-unitsiif.

possible, Unfortunately,'ét the deepest point there wag_qnly_h;33'inches"
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(11 em.) of soil overlying a friable decomposing bedfock. Acecordingly,
the test pit was dug as one level to bedrock. Iu the course of troweling
off the surface soils, two fieldstone slabs were found set in the bedrock
(Fig. 1). There was some evidence of a dripline extending across the edge
of the slabs dway from the house. A line drawn through the center Qf the
slabs would parallel the edge of the house, on approximately a north-northwest
by south-southeasgt strike.

A number of small fragments of badly weathered bricks were found on
both of the fieldstones: +the largest of these was 1 1/4" by 1 5/8" by
2 1/2" (3.18 cm. by 4.13 em. by 6.35 cm.). There was nc bonding material
evident on any of the fragments.

It is postulated that the slabs are fieldstone footings (Fié- T) £0
support two plers of either brick or fieldstone. In turn the evidence of
a single dripline only 35.43 inches (90 cm.) from the house argues for
the existanée of a short porch and the greater runoff such a structure
would have rather than steps alone. While not conclusive, the brick frag-
ments found clustered arcund the fieldstone slabs tend to indicate that
the piers were of brick. The piers, if reéonstructed of brick, should
be of bricks in a size range comparable to those in the chimneys. The
bricks used in erecting the chimney range from 3" (7.62 em.) (width) by
2 1/2" (6.35 cem.) (depth) by 7 1/2" (19.05 cm.) {(length) to 3 3/10"
(8.38 em.) (width).by 2 1/2" (6:35 cm;) (depth) by 8”1/5" (20.83_cm.) (length).
The brick mortar is a light sard mixed with some larger pieces of gravel
and crushed quartz. |

There was no reoofing material of any kind in EU 1, nor was there any

evidence of a roof or hood over the porch and steps. It is possible that |
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evidence of a roof or hood was congealed by the siding now covering the
~house but 1t seems more likely thet there was neither o roof nor a hood
over this porch.  Although a hocd would have produced a dripline gimilar
to that observed in EU 1, there is no evidence to support speculaﬁion
concerning the existance of such a structure on the house in its present
architecturnl QOnfignration. An absolute determiniation of the existence
of a roof or hood pfior to the addition of the siding requires that the
siding be removed to facilitate observation of the original wall.
Additional clearing of the aréa beyond the initial test pit failed
to produce any evidence of step foundations such as those found associated

" with the south porch.

THE ARTIFACTS

CERAMT.CS (8 specimens)

Fonr of these are fragments of a creamware chamber pot of a style
common in the eanly_l9th century. Two fragments are portions_of a white
pbrcelain cup, the larger fragment includes the handle. One specimen is
a fragment of a transfer print porcelain bhowl, with black rather than
cobalt blue transfer printing. The last fragment is a piéce of. white

porcelain plate, with no manufacturers mark.

GLASS (13 specimens)

Thrée of these specimens are of a thin window glass of recent viatzge,
with nco apparent imperfections. Three more specimenn are fragments of a
glass vase with a beaded rim, two are nim.sherds and the third is a body

sherd. One sherd is a plece of a milk bottle with the letters "lo"
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appearing on tﬁe right margin of the fragment. The glass has numerous
imperfections and the_@q}q_mark_?qgs_tq the rim,.

Only one fragment of & creamer or handled tumbler Vas found. While
there is not enough of the vessel to be ceftain5 the characteristics of
this piece are vefy'similar to those of pressed glass of the pericd from
1827-18L0. Whereas blown and molded glass usualiy have a smooth texture
and élmost polished appearance, pressed glass has an almost granular texture
giving é mat appearance and, since the process involved no hand finishing,
edges of rims and base incline to roughness. The pattern, Which.is rough
to touch and ﬁsually has sharp edges,'is oﬁ the exterior of the piece.

The inner or top surface is unpatferned and comparatively smooth (McKearin
1941:336). The pattern on the exterior is that of a tree branch in leaf.

Both of the remaining glass objects are medicine bottles. The firgt
bottle was made in a two-piece hinged mold which became common in America
after 1800. The neck and lip of the bottle are hand-finished and somewhat
irregular. The glass has numerous imperfections.in it. On the base of
the bottle is a raised, trianguler meker's mark. The bottle is 5.9" in
height (1L4.97 em.}, 1" in depth {(2.54 cm.), and 1.9" in width (.83 cm.).

The second bottle congists of two fragments forming over half of the
bottle. The mold marks sﬁop Just short of the rim and there are few imper-
fecfions in the glass. Dimehsions of this piece are 3.5" in height (8.89 em. )

by 1.1" in wigth (2.79 em.)} by .6" in depth (1.52 cm.]).

METAL ARTIFACTS (15 specimens)
The.first of this assortment of artifacts is a tire weight used in

balancing tires. Four of these artifacts are wire nails. Wire nails did
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not come into use until the 1850's and probably much 1ater in most aireas.

Tﬁe first.cut nails were produéed in'the 1790's, apparent;y an
Aﬁé;gééﬁ inventigg;m”fﬁé;;mgé;é several types of cut nails during the
period from 1790~1860, when wire nails became predominant. One example
of a later type was found at the Franklin House. This was a nail with
both the head and shank maéhine-made so that there was ﬁo waist as on
types prior to the 1830's. This type lasted from the 1830's onward
(Nelson 1968). It is possible ﬁhat this was deposited below the east
side doorway during the 1830's remodeling.

Aﬁother interesfing artifaét is =z pointless screw. Thig type of
screw was used until 1846 when new machinery méde it possible to manufacture
screws with points. The screw is 1" in length (2.5% cm.) with a .4" head
{1.02 em.). (Wote: All of the hardware examined by the restoration
specialist of the Historic-Preservation Section in the house is fastened
with pointless screws.)

“One of the metal artifacts was a badly corroded expansion clamp.
Alsc recovered was a heavily corroded metal door lock, no longer clesrly
discernable as to specific type. The dimensions of the lock are .7" (depth)
by 3.1" (width) by 3.9" {length) (1.78 em. by 7.87 cm. by 9.92 cm.). One
artifact, a piece of triangular metal one inch in dismeter was found in.
EU 1. |

A series of metal brackets was found in this test pit. The first of
these had a corkscrewed shape and dimensions of 9" (2.29 em.) width by
1" (.25 cm. ) depth by 5" (12.7 cm.) length. The second was trapezoidal

in shape with bolt holes centered to the left and right of the middle of
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the artifact. The bolt holes were for 3/5" {1.52 cm.) shank bolts. The
last of these metal pieces was a "U" bracket '25””{f§h.??ﬂ) thick by 1"
(2.5% em.) in width by 5 3/8" (13.65 cm.) in length. Bolt holes were
centered in each leg of the "U". |

4 "U"-shaped boit threaded on both ends was found along the northern
edge of the test pit lying against the east chimney. It had a 1 3/8"
(3.49 cm.) thread and was threaded for 1.7" (L4.32 cm.) down the shank on
each side. Ttz dimensions were 6.6" (16.76 cm.) in length by L.1" (10.41 em.)
(width across the mouth of the "U").

The final ﬁetal artifact is a piece of angled wire with a diameter of

1" (.25 em.) and a length of 10.5" (26.7 cm.).

MISCELLANEOUS (1 specimen)
On the south wall df the test pit a hard plastic badge with the inscripticn

Gen., U.S.IWES located,

BRICK FRAGMENTS (2 specimens)

Two brick fragments were reccvered othér than the very soft, decompesed
fragments associated with the fieldstone slébs. These were rust red in
color with sand and gravel tempering. The dimensions were as follows: 1"
by 1.1" by 3.7" (2.54 cm. By 2.79 cm. by 9.40 em.) and 2" by 1.9" by 1.2"

(5.08 em. by 4.83 cm. by 3.05 cm.).
NORTH SIDE, EU 3

The Franklin House occupies almost the entire knoll upon which it

is situated. The north cide of the house particularly has little extra
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room, since it is situated at the edge of the steep siope to Scary Branch,
This positioning of the house enabled the crestion of a cellar of sorts.
f;rt of the bedrock was removed and a natural concavity in the knoll
exploited to form a half-cellar. The house foundation was built up to
conform with the level of the higher ground. Accordingly, the first floor
door on the north side of the house opens to a drop of some height since
there are presently no steps extant. The available area for the original
porch or steps was very'confiﬁed by the slope of the ground surface. There-
fore, testing was initiated in those areas most Iikely to produce data.

The test pit was oriented so that the doorway fell in its western half.

The soil was extremely shallow With.bedrbck being visible in numerous
places. The test area was cleared carefully but no remains of any kind-
were found. It is possible thét there was only a porch, without sﬁeps, on
.this gide of the house.

Hovever, it seems more likely that there was a short parch at the
doorway with steps descending at the side of the houée, toward the cellar
door. The reasoning behind the orientation of the steps to the west rather
than to the ezst is twofold. First, the first floor on the north side of
the house has two windows to thé east side of the doorway and only one
window to the west of the doorway. The existance of a porch and steps would
probably account for thelpositioning éf the windows. Second, there were

.already in existanée one or possibly two sets of.steps that would have pro--
vided sufficient access to a kitchen structure separate from the house
and situated on its east side. Even 1f the east steps and doorway were

not added until the house was remodeled in the 1830's there would still
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have been sufficient sccess fo the kitchen from the south porch. it is
possible thgt the north porch had.steps descending in both direcitions
sihée.fﬁié is not.éﬁ.ﬁnéﬁmﬁﬁn ;rchitectuféi.f;afure in iafé éeorgian/Federal
giructures. However, It would seem that twin steps or steps to the east

are the least Likely prospects due tb the window arrangement., In the
absence of additional Information which the removal of some of the siding
might produce it is recommended that reconstruction be initiated with the
alignment of the porch steps to the west. It also seems likely that this
structure was of wood and not roofed, hence the lack of physical remains.
Finally, to conform with the overall construction of the Frankliﬁ House, the

footings for the north porch should be of fieldstone.

THE ARTIFACTS

There were no artifacts recovered from EU 3.
SOUTH SIDE, EU 2

Testing on the south side of the Frarnklin House was initiated in
hopes of finding the remains of the original step foundations. Before a
1,92 by 8.2 foot (1.5 by 2.5 meter) test pit could be 1laid out it was
necessary to dismantle the temporarj cinderblock steps. The area was
covered with a tall, thick grass, similai to Johnson grass and thus
necessitated a prelimiﬁarf.clearing of the test area with rake and sling.
At this point, the test pit (¥U 2) was 1laid out on an east-northeast by
west-scuthwest axis paralieling the front porch. EU 2 was situated so as
to bracket the area between the third and fourth poréh posts, the center

posts. This placed it directly in front of the south door, It seemed
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likely that the original. steps would be found in this location since the
chemfered porch posts, when ?1“_?_5"“*@@ had supported e porch rail enclosing
the éntire porch, except between the third and fourth posts (?ig. 5).

Again, in this area'éﬁrface soil was minimal. Troweling immediateij
revegled the west side of the foundation of the south'steps. The whole
area was cleared and the structure of the step foundations defined (Fig. 6).
Parallel foundation walls extended 43.31" (110 cm.} from the porch foundation
wall and perpendicular to it (Fig. 2}. At the southern edge of the test
pit were two bricks serving as supports for the wooden risers bracing the
middle of the steps. This type of configuration would indicate that the
superstructure of the steps was Wooden. The distance from the porch
foundation to the_southern;most edge of the brick riser supports is 53.1&”
(135 cm.) and the porch is about 31.5" (80 cm.) in height. Since the riser
usually eitends slightly from the edge of the first (bottom) step the

width of each step would be 12.6".(32 om.) wide. Therefore, there would be
.four steps, all but the first descending in 7.87" (20 cm.) increments

and each step approximately 12" (30.5 cm.) wide. At the bottom of the

steps fieldstone slabs had been laid out and probably originally inscribed
an arc around the bottom step (Fig. 6). The restored foundation should be.
of fieldstone, preferably dry laid, although it could be stabilized with

mortar and made to appear dry laid.

THE ARTTFACTS

BRICK (4 specimens)
"Three bricks and one fragment were recovered from the testing of the

gsouth porech. It is unclear whether these had any relation to the sieps,



FIG. 5: JFranklin House front {south) poreh, locking northeast. Note chamfered posts and porch
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FIG. 6: South porch, EU 2, showing foundations and riser supports.
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as they were recovered some distance south of the foundation structure.

The bricks are tempered.with_sand and gravel and contain a great number

of air pockets. They also are rust red in colér. The dimensions are as
folléws: ‘brick "A", glazed on one end 3.3" by 8.4" by 2.5" (8.38 cm. by
21.3& cm. by 6.35 cm. )y brick "B", unglazed, 3" by 7.5" by 2.5" (7.62 cm.

by 19.05 em. by 6.35 cm.); brick "C", glazed on both ends, 3" by 7.6" by

. 2.6" {7.62 cm. By 19.30 cm. by 6.60 cm.}; and brick "D", an unglazed fr_agmént,

2.8" by 5.5" by 3.5" (7.11 cm. by 13.97 cm. by 8.89 cm.).

METAL (1 specimen)
One set of tire chains, badly corroded, was recovered from the area

between the foundations.

GENEFRAT, DISCUSSIOK OF THE HOUSE

The Franklin House is an amalgam of late Gecrgian and Pedersal architectural
styles. TIts construction date, cirea 1799, falls at the end of the time
span for the Georgian style and the beginﬁing of the popularity of the
Pederal style. The baéically Quaker-style floor plan house {Johnston 1947)
was remodeled in the 183C's. At this time there was also some exterior
alteration. It is thié, or the possibility of earlier alteration, that
enjoins this discussion. I question the construction date of the shed
porch oﬁ-the south end of the house. The foundation underlying the south
porch was not at ali.similar to that found elsewhere in.fhe house. Under
the west chimney, for example, the fieldstone footing is tight—léid drywall
(Fig. 8). At either end of the porch the difference in construction between

the house foundation and the porch foundation is marked (Fig. 9). This



FIG. &: Chimney, west e Note fieldstone foundation se
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fact and the nature of consfruction of thg porch structure itself argue
agaiﬁst its conétruction simulfaneously with the house circa.lT99. There
.iéuﬁguﬁénding befﬁééﬁ.éﬁémporchrand ﬁsﬁéémf;;AAaﬁibns anaufﬁé.ééQE£
structure deces not interlock with the house but is only built flush against
it. It is possible that after the hoﬁse was buili, possibily a short time
after construction, the porch was added. Accordingly, it is recommended
fhat when the porch is dismantled for restoration, an archeologist be
present to test for evidence of siteps beneath the present porch.

Due to the possibility of other archeological remains on the Franklin
House property such as the kitchen and privy if is strongly suggested that
as few ground altering activities as possible be carried out until further
testing can be done. Such testing could provide additional information
on the structural éonfiguration of the kitchen as well as. information
on the types of artifacts in use during the EdwardséFrankliﬁ occupation
of the house. |

One final note not included in the main body of the report is a
clearance for construction of an underground electric conduit running ffom
the southwestern corner of the house,'southweét to the cohnéction with

the existing powerline, per contract dated 12 December 1975.
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CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The Archéeology Taboratories WEre'aské&”tb”investigate”three areas
around.the doorways on the north, south and east faces of the Franklin
House.in an attempt to gain informatién_pertaining to the possibdle
presence and hypothesized éonsffuction of entrance structures and/or
porches in these areas. The data recovered indicated that 8 porch.and
steps kad once existéd on the east face of the house and that steps,
located between the center posts, were extant on the south face. HNo concrete
information was recovered from testing on the north side of the house.

Recommendafions.to be made as a result of the field work at the
Franklin House are as follows: First, archeological tésfing should be .
initiated when the south porch is restored to determine if there was a
step structure of some type prior to construction of the porch. Second, if
there prove to be no steps, then reconstruétion of the south porch steps -
should be carried out as suggested in the report. Third, a short porch
and steps should be restofed to the east doorway, with brick piers as
depicted in Fig. L. "Fourth, there should be a short porch and steps
(both of wood) with Wooden'piers on fiseldstone footings, located on the
north side of the house descending toward the cellar. Fifth, in Fig. 8
the header-stretcher arrangement known as Flemish bonding can be seen in
the west chimgey._ Originally, the headers Had a 1iight glaze on.the exposed
ends which made them darker than the stretchers. Now this glaze has
largely worn away althoﬁgh it can still be seén on some of the bricks.
Could the bricks be treated in some manner so as to restore or at least

protect the remaining glaze? Sixth, the area to be affected by burying
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the electric conduit is cleared for work to commence. Finally due to
theupossibility of othér archedlogical remaeins from the period of the
Edwards=Franklin occupation of the house, It "if suggedted that ground
disturbing activities be kept to a minimum until further testing can be
carried out. |

The architectural questions posed in the contract were largely
answered by the testing and a framework for future work at the Franklin
Hougse was establishgd. Certainiy the wvalue of historic archeological
site testing is apparent. Hopefully the insights gained from the
Franklin House p?oject will serve to clarifly procedural and field
techniques for futvre small scale archeclegical projects, either pre-

historie or historic.
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STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA
Department of Cultural Resources

- Memorandum Feleian 27611
' | _Daa"_Navember_29;'1976 P

TO Jerry C Cashlon, Research Suoerviscr . L
: —Janet-Ke Seapkery -Administrator; Historic- Preservation- Section S
Al Honeycutty; Field Services Supervisor
_ Margaret Stephenson, Field Serv1ces Sp=c1allst
- FROM  : -Jerry L. Cross, Researcher

SUBJECT: Bernard Fran_kl'in' House R Surry_. Coﬁn.ty

_ " At a conference on November 17, 1976, with Janet Seapker, Al
Honeycutt, Margaret Stephenson, Jerry Cashion, and myself present, problems
concerning Ed Hendrick?'s research report for the Bermard Franklin House were
.discussed, Following that meebing, Mr., Cashion asked me to prepare a chain
of title for the property to:place in our files. While making & routine search
of the records, it became apparent to me that very.serious questions.could be
raised coneerning the relationship of the Franklin family to the house. Fur-
thermore, I discovered that portions of the research repcrt were incompatible
with the documentary records. An intensive investigation followed using the
records and sources listed in the appended biblicgraphy; the factual data. un—
covered was both unexpected and disturbing. The enclosed. sumary is based on
notes and documents on file in the research branch.

The enclosed swmmary is not intended as an attack upon the previcus re~
searcher nor is it a deliberate effort to destiroy a2 long standing tradition.
It is instead the result of what this researcher believes to be the profes-

sional obligation of the Historic Preservaticn Section and the Division of
Archives and History ito present the history of North Carolina, in all its
aspects, as accurately and impartially as the records will permite

\ .



- SUMMARY NOTES OV THE RELATIONSHIP OF . THE F?ANKLIN FAMILY TO THE BERNARD

FRANKLIN HOUSE

Land grants and deeds show that Bernard Franklln and his son Jesse began

to: acquire exten31ve land holdlngs along Mitchell's Rlver i Wilkes County

B (wthh portlon was annexed to Surry in 1792) as early as. 1784. In- “the- 1790

census Bernard, Jesse, and Shadrack (another son) each had a separate household

~and by 1795 all were 11v1ng in Captaln Oglesby's tax dlstrlct

On November 11, 1795 Jesse Franklln purcnased 411 acres on Flsher s River
frum Henry Kerby. A year_later Kerby assigned to Franklin a grant for 100
acres of adjoining property. dJesse moved from Mitchell's River to Fisher's
River shortly thersafter and began.to add to his new estate., In 1799 he owned

640 acres -along Fisher’srRiver,szax~1ists, however, show that in 1801 Bernard

was still in Captain Oglesby's district and, ﬁherefore, did not move to Fisherfs

River with Jesse. Furﬁhermpre, local tradition and previous research maintein
that Shadrack Franklin never moved from his Mitchell's River home. Since rax
reccrds place Shadrack and Bernmard in the same district until 1814, and since
Berﬁard's'property‘holdings remain reiatively'conetant during'that time, the

loglcal conclusxon is that Bernard remained on his Mitchell's River estate at

least untll 1814,

According'to a date painted en the chimney and an achitectural analysis,
the Bermard Franklin house on Fieher's River wss coﬁstructed_in-the 17903,
Since Bernard was living.on Mitchell's River as late as 1801, and perhaps untiT
181&, serious doubts were ralsed concernlng his roie in the constructlon of ‘the .

house. The doubts were transformed 1nto realltles when a thorough examlnatlon

";Tof Jand grants, wllls, and other modes of prcperty transfers revealed trat Ber—

nard Franklin never owned the prcperty on which the house standse.
The only'known-prcperty bwned Bv Bernard Franklin'on'Fisberfs Qirerecamo-
tkrouch a state grant entered in 181? and 1ssuea in 1819. The tract coqtalned -

CO acres anu was loeated "on Red Hlll Creek wetere of Flsher’s River." 4 plat |

' of the deed,_however,_showed that the acreage did not include the site on which



the house stands. ‘Even if the house were. const“ucted lat er than the evndence

- 1nd1cates, Bernard Franklln s laqd was not involved,

Qulte obv:ously Bernard Franklln did not build the house that bears hlS
name. The question remains as to who did build uhe rather nretentlous struc-
ture. According to local tradltlon Jesse and Meshack lived in the area and
assisted in construction of the houss. The records fail to substantiate the
tradition. |

Jesse Franklin did accumulate 2 large Fisher!s River estate that at one
time totalléd 1,000.acresq- But property.descriptions and available plats show
nearly all of Jesse's laﬁd to be located in the area of Rearing Gap Fofk iﬁ.the
vieinity of present Low Gap where Jesse lived. Preciselj hew far dovm the river
the land extended is undetsrmined, but it is not likely that 1,000 acres'c;uld
cover the 54& miles between Jesse's hqu and the Bernard Franklin house.

Althcugh.Méshack Franklin definitely owned and lived in the house and

W1lled 1t to his son Jesse o, Franklln, it is not clear how he came into pose

session of the property. Avallable rec crds indicate that Meshack did not build

the house. When the 1800 census was compiled, Meshack was a few months short of
his 27£h birthday but still living in his.father's household.on Mitchell's River.
He did not set up his own home until he married Mildred (Milly) Edwards, daughter

of Gldecn and Anna Edwards, 1n 1802° ‘The reéords are sketehy, but those that do - -

' eXlSu suggest that Meshack rranklln alsoe moved to. risher'slﬁiver someﬁimeVafper; _

1814.

3

In conclusion the uocumentary records of;er no proof that Bermard Franklin -

or any of his sons had a role in construction of the Zernard Franklin hcuse.

Meshack Franklin obtained the property scmetime before his death in 1839 but the
manner of acquisition remains a mystery. He did nct purchaSe, inherit, or receive

the property in a déed of gift or through a deed of trust. Meshack may have

~come into the estate through marriage or through settlement of his father-in-

law!s estate for which he was executor. Limits of time prevented the researcher
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from fully examlnlng these p0351ble leads. One-thing”Seems clear, however, If

'”-Jesse Franklln had no role in construct on'of”‘hé hoﬁsé"ahd"‘ﬁe recdrds sug~

-~gest that he -did not, then Meshack rrankiln was the only member of the fam:!y o

L assoclated w1th the structure whlch was already standlng when he took posse331on

qf the'property. Meshack was an important figure and of statewide significance,
though he ﬁa’les in light of his brother Jesse. In any event, .{t is histoz?ically'
inaccurate to retain the appeliatién "The Bernard Franklin Hougel ih view of .
reéent documentary research, Further study surrounding early ownership.of the

house (1790-1830) is nescessary before the full story can be known and an accu-

-rate interpretation developed.



*
180

CHAIN OF TTIIE

Meshack Franklinfs will probated {was wr*tten in 1839)

 Left house and tract to widow durlng her lifetime, To"
- go to son Jesse D. afterwards.

~ Copy of will in research fllee . 

1847

1856

1901

1914

- 1935

1973

'Jesse Franklln to Salnt Clalr Zgincla1r§7' Mchcleﬂ[EcMick¢Q7

1300 acres on Fishert!s River being the estate left him by

his father Meshack Franklin, excepting the graveyard.
Deed Book 5, pe 95.

Wil of Cinclare [Pincla1r§7rMbMickle

Gave wife Mary a life estate in all lands on scuth side
of Fisher's River including mansion house and all outhouses.
To go to youngest son C. C. McMickle upon Mary's death.

Copy of will in research file.

C. C. and R. P, McMickle to Laura E. McMickle, daughter
4 tracts of land on Fishers River.:McMickle. dwelling house
in tract #4. :

Deed Book 39, p. 23.

Laura E. McMickle married James Blev;ns vho was 12 years
younger. lLaura was 38 and Jameés 26, and the union was

- apparently childless. House became community property.

W. M. Jackson, Trustee to James Blevins.

Property had been placed in deed of trust in 1931, but

ILaura Blevins died on March 3, 1935 before obligations

"of trust were satisfied. Title then passed to James

Blevins upon completion of the terms of the deed of trust.
Deed Bocks 117, p. 259 and 122, p. 69

%lsie Lou Blevins, widow, Samuel J. and Joyce M. Blevins,
heirs of James Blevins, to Surry County Historical Society.
‘Samuel John-Blevins was born in 1940 and married Joyce
McCraw in 1961, Elsie Lou Blevins was apparently the
second wife of James Blevins who died July 10, 1962,
. Deed Book 302, p. 314.
NCTE Samuel J, Blevins was James Blevins' son born apparently
by the second wife Elsie Lou Blevins, Yet there is
no rscord of James! second marriage in Surry County.
He may have narrled her outside: of- Surry COunty or

't.1n1t1ated =omet1me after March 7, 1935=_'

This is the earliest documented date of ownership by ‘a member of the . - -

Franklin family.

Obvicusly Meshack had owned the property for ‘some time,

but how long and by what msthod of acquisition he obtained it are unknown.
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STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA
Department of Cultural Resources -
Raleigh 27611

Due: December 8, 1976

"v-Jerry Cashlon

TO. .

“-—AL Honeycutt-—

' SUBJECT:

Janet Seapker

Margaret Stephenson

Jerry L. Cross

Bernard Frankiin House

In the conclusion of the report for which the attached
supplement was written, I suggested that Meshack Franklin may
have obtained his homestead through marriage to Milly Edwards.

I also recommended that the sarly perzcd of .the Franklin house
. be studled more closely.

Cn December 3 Janet Seapker, Jerry Cashion, and I met and
discussed lines of research that pcssibly could solve the remaining
problems. Following that conference a new investigation began -
u31ng the same sources as the original report but placing emphasis
on Gideon BEdwards. .

As a result of this second phase of rasearch a complete chain
of title was made from the time the land left the public domain until
today. Also uncovered was the means by which Meshack Franklin ac-
quired the estate, a series of events that leaves a cloud of suspi-
cion hanging over any legitimate transfer of the propertf since 181&«



. THE EARLY YEARS, 1784~1814

. @ e ©_  Supplement to Summary Notes on the
: o ' 'Relationshlp of the‘Franklin _
Famlly to the Bernard '
" Franklin House

~ The first owner of the land on which'the Bernard Franklin House stands
| _wég'Coidnél Martin A;méfranélwho éntéred-auéléiﬁ.for 6&0.acreéndh'ﬁay'13,'178L-f,'.
-.ArnBtrong paid fifty sﬁllllngs per iOO acres for th° tract "on Fishers R:Lvers
.:known by the Name- of Skull Camp." A comparlson of the 1784 survey plat with
subséqueﬁt deeds and a.topographlcal map made in 1976 clearly establish this
tract as the property under consideration. | | |
The records offered much c1rcumstant1al evidence suggestlng that Martin
‘Armstrong never llved on the Flsher's River property. The 1790 census listed
_him as a resident of Stokes County (cut off'from Surry in 1789). He was still
~living in Stokes County when he sold the tract in 1795 and gontinusd'to'rééide
%ﬁﬁ:_ there acdprding to the.census of 1800. . The Franklin house reflected é lifestyie
sﬁrrounded by afflueﬁce, and ‘even though the 1795 transfer mentioned—house$~and. :
;buildinﬂs, it does not épnaar %Hat the Franklin hcuse was -among fhém. Armstrong
“apparently leased the property to tenants or provided r951dences for overseers,
It is most unllkely that the pretentious and styllsh Franklin house was noqstruc—
" ted by or for a low inccme family, |
Armsffong sold the 540 acres to Gideon Edwards on June 6, 1795. Iittle
"mls known about Edward: except that he was born in or before 1755, married a .
.  woman named Anna, and: proouced uhree childrﬂn, tﬂO boya and a- glrl.: He and;
"],ihls fémlly were in Surry County by 1787 and some tlme around the year 1705
- moved to the Fisher's River location. Edwards was électbd-to the ﬂeneral As— 
Senbly in 1789 and sp=nt a total of ;1fteen Jenrs 1n the 1eg1&lature, fourteen i

' _'o; them as a state scnator. He was-locally prom;nent as a Justlce of the peace

'f aS_wel1 as'a jusﬁice of the_ccﬁntj”éourtt-_sy the time of his death.innié13-érm




1814 Gideon Edwards had nearly 2,000 3cres'of'1and in Surry County and owned

| “flfty slaves.-

- Edwards last will and testament was dated Aprll 15, 1810. of hié thrée'
| chlldren only hls daughter Milly had surv1ved, although one son had left a
widow and young daughter who were also amorng Gldeon's h=1rse Milly had married
Meshack Franklin in 1802 and their flrst chlld was a son named for his grandfather,
Gideon E. Franklin. The quher'= River property was d¢$ ided between the two
gra.ndchildreﬁ (Gideon E. Franklin and Grizzeal A. D. C. Edwards), with Gideon.E.
Franklin receiving-.the lower tract 7. .1..whereon I /Gideon Edwards/ live,®
_ Thé house in which_Gidedn Bdwards was living in 1810 stands today.és the Franklin
~house and was undoubtedly construgted‘by the ﬁealthy Edwards as his plantatioﬁ_
“house about 1799, | o |

Meshack Franklin came into possession of the property through His son's
inheritance, but the details of the.mgﬂter were not'uncdvered. When Gideon Ed~
‘wards died, Gideon Z. Franklin was 2 lad of ﬁé-mqre thaﬁ eleven ;éars; As ex~
écutb:'of the estate and'thé heir's fathéf, Héshac?.héd noﬁiﬁal titie until his-
.son came of age, no earlier than 182&.‘ There is no record of a.t;ansfer from
~.soh to-father-and-just:how Meshack"kept-thé property is uﬁclear.' Gideon E.
Franklin mérried Am Hughes in 1832 and ﬁegan property transactions in his own

'name, thus removing death or incompetency as possible explanations. For a father

-f“to obtaln property through his son‘s 1nner1tance w1thout a dend transfer, and

stadou of doubt over Meshack's legql claim to the property.

The tax records indicate that Méshack Franklin mpved from hls MltChElA'S -
 R1v=r home about 1814 (see orlnlnal report) wnich coincided w1tn the death date
'pk Glaeon BEdwards. The loglcal conc1us1on is that M hack moved his famlly into

the Edﬁarﬁs hﬁmésteé& ébout.thét time. comehcw ovaf the next twnnty years
Gidecon E. Franklin 1ostrhis.inheritaﬁce. |

Meshack claimad titls to the prdperty'and passed it on to his son Jesse



| D. Franklln through hls last w111 and - teatament in *8&0. Meshack‘s will also

. stated that he had made prev1ous arrangements w1th Gldeon whose bequest in

18L0 amounted to twenty—flve dollars.; -
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* SUPPLEMENT TO THE CHAIN CF TITIE
 FCR THE BERNARD FRANKLIN HOUSE

' state of North Carolina-to-Martin'Armstfong

1795

1810

1814~-1840

640 acres on Fisher's River in Sﬁrry County

known by the name of Skull lr‘amp
-Deed Book G, 26-27
Tand Grant Book 53, Pe 327

_Martln Armstran to Gideon mdwards -
. 64C acres on Fisher®s River "called and known
by name of Skull Camp . . . together with all

and singular the houses bu11d_pg= and all othe
improvements. oo :
Consideration was 5100,

Deed Book F, 342

Will ‘of Gideon Edwards. (date of - wrltlng)

Divides estate between grandchildren, Grizzeal A. D.C._

Edwards and Cideon . Franklin. Gideon E, Franklin

received lower tract "whereon I live," Gideon Edwards

died in late 1813 or early 1814. i
Original will in Surry County Wil s, State Archives :;

Meshack Franklin acquired property inherited by son through '
means not yet uncovered {though a thorough search was made).

Only reference is to previous arrangements mentioned vaguely

- .in Meshack's will (probated in 1840) that beqpeathed the
" house and tract to Jesse D, Frankliin,

FOR BAIANCE CF CHAIN OF TITLE SEE ORIGINAL REPCRT.



- ANNOTATED BIBLIOGRAPHY

céfﬁitﬁ; Davi&'féféi} The Formatlon of ‘the North Carolina Count1es 1663-19&3. _

- Raleigh: State Department of Archives and History,.1950.
L " BExtremely helpful 1n clarifying location of Franklin
famlly before 1800 Detalls ‘the annexatlon of part of

Hendrlcks, J. Edw1n. "The Franklin House, " 197#. Research report.
: - Helpful as a guide but not reliable in presentation
: of historical fact, particularly that relating to
- Bernard and Jesse Franklin, Seems to have accepted
loecal tradition and stretched the recorded evidence to
make it compatible, Much of the section on Bernard
Franklin is not true. o '

Historic Preservation Section Research File: "Bernard Franklin {Surry County)"
“Qf limited use. Some copies of documents but also
found elsewhere,. Helps to provide information on -
the local tradition through memories and research
conducted by Franklln descendants,

Hlstorlc Prese"vatlon Section Survey File: "Surry County-Eernard Franklin House."
Helpful in pinpointing exact location of house and
in providing leads for further research
Hollingsworth, J. G. History of Surrv County or Annals of Northwest North Carol*na.
Printed by author, 1935,
Useful only for general background into the tra~
worrme oot ditional history of the-region. Is unlnaexed an dlfflcult
to use, Very little on Franklins.

Maps. 7 | _ |

Mouzon Map, 1775. Shows both Fisher'!s and Mitchell's rivers thereby
reducing possibility that the two rivers were con~
fused or used 1nterchangeably in early deeds.A

'Prlce—strother, 1808. Shows post roads in Surry County in addltlon
: to rivers. Helps in lccating houss. bﬂfore
contemporary road chanves. e

-;'Surry County Townshlps, ?868.~ Hand draun and somewhat 1naccurate. Not
' helpful to’ progect._ ' o
-_Scil Survey Map, 1938- Helpful in locatlon of properties along rivers

and has names of former creeks and streanms,
Enabled resesrcher to eliminate properties that
were prev1ous y unldenulf*able as to locatlon..

nghway Man of orth &arollna Countles, 197&. Surry County. . Useful in
o : -plotting properties in- reoard to exact louatlon :
of Franklin House.- '
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~ Newspapers. Undated clippings w1th no cltatlons. . ‘ T

' _ ' Sent in by Surry County Historical Soclety. Interesting .
“but of no value to prOJect.~ Merely a repitition of old -

: storles and tradltlons. o . - .

"*North Carollna Tand Grants. Secretary of State's GfPlce. o -

: . Extremely valuable for plotting land grants %o Bernard
~and Jesse Franklin, --Positive proof that only known
grant to Bernard on Fisher's River was not the house _

' s;te. Piats attached to warrants and grants invaluable,

- Powell, William S, The North Carolina Gazeuteer. Chapel Hill: The University
of North Carolina Press, 1968,
- Invaluable for lccatlng strezms and creeks mettlcned in gfants
and deeds but not named on available maps. '

Surry County Records (No known losses by catastrophe or otherwise)

Deeds. - _ .Of obvicus and inestimable value, : .

Wills. Bernard, Jesse, and Meshack left wills. Bermard's will

' " " says property given away previously, Jesse bequeathed -
Low Gap properly to sons bui none of it could be placed
near Franklin house. Meshack bequeathed house and estate
to his son Jesse D. after wife's death.

Estates Papers. Cf limited value except to show positively that NeShack
did not get house through settlement of Bermard!s estate,
Only personal property listed exyept for one chunk of land

_ " unrelated to house tract.
Tax Lists. . Incomplete and proves very little for any given year.
© . Collectively .they are valuable in showing approximate dates
people changed locations. Arrangement and missing lists
‘prevent the determination of a possible constructlon date
: for the house.’
 Marriage Bonds. Useful in establishing famlly relationships and p0351ble

leads for acquisiticn of property.

Marrlage Records. Same as for merriage bonds.

Inventories and _ T X : :

Settlements. Helped determine wealth and status of individuals involved

but of no help regarding dispesition of property.

Miscellaneous. Often 2 hiding spot for pertinent data bui not in this case.

Wllkes Counuy Deeds. Used to locate first land holdings of é;;ﬁkiiﬁ féﬁiiy. j' '
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AN ARCHEOLOGICAT SURVEY'OF THE

TOWN OF COATS RECREATION PARK SITH

by

J. Ned Woodall

- Joan M. Bleacher-

Archeology Laboratories, Museum of Man

Wake Forest University
11 August 1977



ABSTRACT

In the third week of July 1977, an archeclogical survey was conducted
Wi_‘_chin a 12.11 hectare (30 ac_res) tract of land and associ.ated park access
r_oaé. to'_be. impagtéd_by the construction of & recreation park by the Town of
- Coats. Five small prehistoric si’qes were found', none of which promises to
" .yield significant 'archeological. information. No further mitigation is re-

. commended for the archeclegical resources of the impact grea.
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INTRODUCTION

In July éf i9TT the Museum of Man, Wake Forest University, was con-
tacted regarding an archeological survey of the'propose& Town of Coats
Recreation Park site. - A proposal wés submitted on July 11, 1977 and ap-

proved at the Coats Town Meeting of the 14 of July. At that meeting,
tﬁe plahs were appfovéd.both for tﬁelpark and the required'archeological
éurvey. | _

Field work was begun the 15°" of July and completed by July 17,
within the five man-days allotted-fof_the field survey. The recreation
park sité,-an additional 122 meter by 152 metef tracﬁ immédiatély

northeast of the park site, and the proposed park access road route

{(approximately 610 meters long and 15 meters wide) all were surveyed.

| The results of ‘this survey, the Summary of the analysis and the resulting '

. _conclusions and recommendations follow. 'Included are two line drawings—=-

oﬁe_of_thegsurféyqarea"and;located-sites_andqillustratiqns~of;selected L

arﬁifacts-ffbmmfﬁesé Siﬁéé; 
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THE PHYSICAL SETTING

The tract of land surveyed is located southeast of the Town.of Coats,

in Harnett County, Horih Caroiina, At present the site is reached by a

' dirt accésé road -leading southwest from state rosd 1700, begihning_just
northwéét'of'intersecting roads'iTOO and 1702.

_Harﬁett County ‘lies near the borderibetween the Piedmont and Coastal
" Plain of North Carolina. The éurvey area is within the Cosstal Plain
phsyiographic provinece which, along its western edge, is typified by
gently sloping hills. The elevation of the impacted area ranges from 218
feet to 280 feet above sea level.

e The  geology of'ﬁérnett County is somewhat complex and to date 1no
.'complete sbil surveys or topographic maps.of the county have been- published.
Qn the basis of information obtained:from the Geological Map of North Caro-

_ iina, fhe surfey a&ea soil is a sediﬁentary formafién-whicﬁ lies difectly
- on older formations, similar tp'those found in the piedmont and mountain.
 aress. (Stuckey:1965). This formation of the Cosstal Plain is classified
as.Tus;aloosa, characterized by tan, réd énd gray sands and interhedded
clays. The.Tuscalooéa_formation, at least in the western part'of the Coastal
Plain, is believed to be continental in origin and dates to the Upper Creta-

ceous geological period., The litholegic character of the material of the

" Tuscaloosa formation indicates that most of the sediments were derived from

. .¢?ystélliﬁé;j§é$s éf tﬂe:PiedmdntxfléteauxWégtJof.thg;édaStél'pigiﬁ.fj'
| W were informed that the Recrestion Park site lies on a deep gravel
'déposit'whiéhiwas at Oné'time'bbnsideféd for pﬁrchaSe'by'thé'State'Déﬁart—'
. ment of.Roads:to_secure the gravels contained. therein. . Tt would appear. that .
.tﬁésé gfévélsiafe:rivefiﬁérdefoéi£s of the Mésaéoié.é£a. fﬁé m;rétréééﬁﬁ.”m
 geclogical phenomens effecting the strvey ares is limited o moderate srosicn
of'the'slopés aﬁd deposition éf.ofganic detritus in.the low4lying, swaﬁpy

area.



The survey area lies within the Cape Fear River Basin, with the Cape
Fear River located less than 25 kilometers to the west. Tributaries of

-~ Juniper Creeek drain the impact“area and are féd”bY”ldééI”épriﬁgs.

The overalL 1mpres31on of tﬂe survej S7eE TE of gently rolllng;.sandy.
~ hilils, but part of the Recreat1on Park 51te is located in-a- low—lylng,_-
swampy area. The present-vegetatlon is varied, W1th plne appearlng rre—
ddmiﬁantly-on the we1l—drainédfup§ér.slopes,-miXe@ ﬁardwoodé aﬁd'piﬁes.on
the lower siopes, and har&woods.along.with brush, briars and marsh grass |
in the 1owest.elevations. Of the survey are@ that is cleared, part ié_now
used as pasture and part for corn production. The_roéd survey tranéected
. a soybean field 'Woods an& pasture.__The llght brow1 to gray sandy loam has
“been dlsturbed_by cultivation and the slopes of the hills artificially
terraced to impede. ercsion.
The survey grea would not havé been #ery differént'dﬁring prehistoric
- times when Indians occupied the area.  Native vegetation ¢f North Cérolina
'inclﬁdes'a mixed férést,nmostly oak%hickory ahdrloﬁlolly piﬁe..,The wild-
Tlife @opulation inclddea'deer, bear, wild turkey, Qﬁail;'rabbits% raccoon -
and Waferfowl; The climate Wﬁuid have been mich as it is teday: mild, with
.long, hot Summérs and.only cccasional snow in the winter4(Hamnett and Thornton:1953)
It woﬁld'seem that the.survef area would have had considefable appeal

td.prehistoric-Indian'groups, Several econiches were availsble for exploi-

— tation by~Indians'known*to*ﬁavé"bcéupied~the'Piedmbnt and coasfél”Pwaiﬁs.'

'.meall streams that draln the 1mpacted area. and several sprlng heads would

: have attracted these eafly 1nhab1tants, as well as the w1ld game upon which

_ they fed A var1ety cf plant resources were avallable through exp101tat10n
.:nﬁf.ﬁhe.swampy.area.and the-tlmber-stands.on_theuupperfslopeSa -The~flat,
”r-well—draingd-uﬁpérwéloPeg pou;d héye.been-uséd'by-fhe late?‘pobﬁlatioﬁs when :

Iimited horticultire was practiséd.'“Neéfby,fﬁhé Ca?e“Feér”RiVér added to
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the diversity of environmental resources available for subsistence activities

. 'as Well as providing a means of transport.

SURVEY METHODS

As menﬁioned.above, the impactéd-area is preéently_in woods., pasture
:'aﬁd'cultivated fields. Survey methods varied according to the typs of
vegetative cover eﬁcountered-on the land surface.

In the areas under cuwltivation or in pasturée where the grass was gparse,
.the fieid.party visually inspected the surface for artifacts such as pottery,
stona_toglé or debitage,_ In cultivated fields, the surveyors wefe spaced
from four to ten meters apart, depending on viéibility of the surface;
in pasture, the surveyors walked twenty metefs.apart excavating smail test
pits in those few areas where visibility was severely restricted.

‘When an artifact was found, the surréuﬁéing area was thorougﬁly Searched.
for additonal artifaéfs énd the-eiéct:diﬁénsions of the artifact scatfer
determined. The site.ﬁéé'theﬁ”fécofaga 6ﬂ.é.léfgé Scaié'contour map of the
gurvey area, plotted in relation to tree lines; outbuildings, roads, ste. ,
using the Brunton pocket transit and pacing the distance. The artifacts
were .collected and placed in a labeled bag later teken to the Museum of Man

for washing and analysis. Notes were recorded as to the soil, environment,

" proximity to water, etc.. Buch information was added to site files at the

\..Museum, where a data bank on-sites-is meintained. - Unless arbifacts are ... ...

especially scerce at a given site (the case for all sites in the Recreation

" Park survey area) a control sample is teken. Usually the control sample

- -uses the "dog leash" techniques, wherein a two meter length of string is = =

fattached'to'a'St&ké'aﬁd,fo'a surveyor-- the foﬁréméter"&iameter cirele thus .

'iﬁécribéd”ié'hléaﬁéd of all surface debris and the'loﬁafiéﬁ.df.fﬁe.circle”...



plotted on the site map. This sample, bagged separately from other site
__material rémainSg controlled for the area collected and'for individual '_

bias in What was collected and prov1des ap 1ndex to the frequency and

:tyoes o? cultural materlal on the 51te..
...... Zn the Wooded areas or when vegetation Was too dense ta ailow

edequate'visibility of the surface,.a somewhat modified procedure was

followed. ' In this case, the eurveyors walked 20 meters apart, &igging

" 50 cemtimeter by 50 centimeter test.pits.every 20 meters. The Jeaf or.

grass COVEr Was cleared eway and the soil trowelled or removed with en~

trenching tools, inspecting the dirt for.artifacts. The test pits were

© dug to;a_&epth_ranging_from“ten to. thirty ceantimeters beiow surface, de-

" pending on the deptﬁ of the top soil., Every 100 meters +he soil removed

from the tesi pift was passed througﬁ a one-quarter ineh mesh screen. When

'r.ahy artifact was found by these.processes, edditional test pifs'ﬁefe'dug

_at five meter intervals along the four cardinal dlrectlons. ‘These pit lines

T were contlnued until two consecutlve plts in the given direction falled to -

yleld addltlonal artlfacts. In.thls mannar 31te.d1men51ons were estlmated.
Again the site location ﬁas recorded on the field map, notes taken, and the
.artifacts placed in e labeled hag.

| The proPosed park-access roﬁte Was-scrveyed with the surveyors on

either side of the center stake lines, about fifteen meters_apart. -When

" the route passed through a wooded sectlon and v151b111ty was poor leaves

'o~.were cleared away and test pzts dug every 20 meters, screenlng the- 5011

. every 100 meters. Alluthe bare patchesrin_the.woods ané erosion gullies_

'wererinSpected:fOr3artifects._ The_eection closest tocétate rdad_lTOoc-
'.passed'through'a'pasture,eﬁd.a:eojoeec fiel&;e.Hefeithe"visibility wael .ﬁ_".

. a&equaté for Suﬁfaéé'inSP95tiQhw; Occe_an_artifecﬁ_ﬁee”foundg'the Same'pro—

cedures outlined above were followed.



THE SITES

Before the sites located are discussed, it seems appropriste to dis= "~

-_cuss_the areas in which no- sites were located. The low-lying, swampy area

- tis generallyzconsidered'a iow' prdBability location'fo:-prehistoric_zndian 
sifés. ”Aﬁj-éétivifj in this region Would.héve beeﬁ.of éﬁofﬁ dﬁraﬁioﬁ.guéh
as the capiture of smail game or the gathering-of wild plant food étuffs, but
the absence of known éite also may be a result of the dense vegetative

cover and the sampling précedureé.

_The upper slopes are z more probable location for finding Indian sites.
Here groups could have camped for the night,'during.seaSonal_visits to the
.region, or for year;rbuﬁa.dcéuﬁafidn. .Such a ?feference'for the higher,
level.ground is supported by the results of this and other surveys.

The paucity of artifacts from the high probability areas cdn Be aﬁ-
tributsd to several factors._ First of all, lithic and pottery are selectively
- preserved in the climastic and soil-conditons:of-thié regicen. Bone, wood or
charcoal Would.have.lang since decomﬁosed, leaving no traces for-the arche~ .
ologist to discover.

Secondly, the amount of artifacts and the types of artifacts recovered
by the archeologist depend on the behavigurial patterﬁs of the prehisioric
. peoples. What the surveyor generslly recovers 1s trash; broken projectile
points, waste flakes from the manufacturs of stone tools, ceramic vessels

ete.. So'at Ieast in part, the archeological finds -

‘that héve_beép;brokeﬁ;
" are the result of what kinds of materials the people leave behind, Such a
facﬁqr as the availaﬁiiiﬁf.ﬁf felSité wﬁﬁla effecf the degree tq'which broken
tools are'ré;wake&'o;isimp1y~discardéd;'-An u@fiﬁishéd'bfajéctiié péiﬁt'médé  |
on a felsic #aﬁerial;of der quality.is more likely}to_bé;abanddnedLif fheré
: is a feady.supply;of-éﬁﬁéfiéf.féﬁ ﬁétéfi§i;'”éiﬁéﬁ the'reiétivé ?foximify.of ;_
rtﬁe:CaTOlina Slate Belt to thé survey érea, this factor would have been of

little importance.'



Another factor involved is the lenglth of ceccupaticn ef the site,
”One would expect varylng amounts of debrls dependlng cn Whether the group

stayed for one. nlght for a’ few Weeks or a’ few years. The amount of ar-

.tlfacts also would be 1nfluenced if the same group made.feguler er eeeeoﬁei
;q~vieite;to:a.perticuiar site,
-A fourth factor concerns the type of activity performed at the site.
.Simpiy stated, different kieds-of joﬁs fequire different_fypes of “tools.
The eontent of the artifact'&sseﬁbiage would vary, for exsmple, if the eite
activity was the capture and butchering of deer or the colleection and pro-
cessing of_hickory nuts., Oﬁe Would expect.to find different material
remains if the_object.of_the Qccupation_was_the”manufecture of ‘a eteatite
'vessel-or the finishing of a projectile point, Some sites probably were
multi-purpose activity centers, end this too wouié be reflected in the
type and ampunt'of'artifacts found by the.ercheologis%.

_.Natural forces such as erosion and deposition play further rolee'iﬁ'

effecting the type andiemeuﬁt”of aftifee£s at a.sife. .The netural_sedimen-
‘tation of the swampy area would have resulted in sites being buried under
'the steé&y accumilation ef_dead organic material. On the slopes,-eresion——
now impeded by artificial terracing--would have weshed artifacts down.slope.
Moere recent phenomena such as plowing,.diécing, and cultivation have played
e part ipjdisturbance of-prehistoric eites in the survey area, spreading
1artifacfs'dver*greatef“ﬁféféﬁcés”éﬁ&”dBEddfiﬁé“ihferpretatién of their*cdn—__ 
_,Iiéxt In addltlon, types ‘and- amounts of artlfacts are. affected by the
collection of DTOJectlle p01nts and tools by local relic hunters.

- In the Coats Recreatlon Park survye area it would Seem that the ac-
.t1v1ty of Drehlstorlc.greuﬁs.was of short duratlon, glven the small size -
'of the sztes and the pauelty of material remalne.” Furthermore » the two
'progectlle p01nts recovered from the 1mnact area manlfest characterlstlcs"

of p01nts associated with Archalc Indian groups, people who had a somewhat



romadic lifestyWe and practised a subsisﬁenée'based'on,hunting and gathering.
_No artlfacts such.as pottery or farmlng 1mplements aSSOClated Wlth,the later

“hortlcultural Woodland groups were ?ound The dearth.of Woodlan& type

-artlfacts in the survey .area supports the hypothe51s that. these populatlons
.preferred the. broad rlver bottoms for- settlement -using- the ooportunltles
afforded by the hills for'limited hunting and gathering.

In summary, the resﬁlts'of'this su%vey are influenced by vegetetfve_
cover 1imiting visibility, the limitations of fhe sampling_procedures. dis-
turbances’by erosion and artificial terracing ef the slopes, modefn practices
_of_eultivation, the aboriginai preference for the npper slopes, and the short
term neture ef the:oceupations?_ Efem the finds in_the:survey afea gn@-the
_absence_of_pottery and_triangular'projeetile'points often associsted With
Woodland groups, it could be-suggested that -the high eoncentration-of gravels
'in'the'level; well-drained upper slepes'acted as a deferrent'to'settlement

by Woodland populations.

STTE SUMMARY
Site Number - ' . Qlassification Recommendations
"31 Ht 1 . _ unknown' ' - no farther work
3rEeg 2 0 0 unknown _' " no further work
--31-thh S f :' o Archalc:" "_ ”...2::: ’no.furthernWofk R

”.31”H£ 5. : - unknown S . ”ne.fnrﬁher work
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31 EHE 1

'L.Slte Descrlptlon

(=3

'_of-the;end of the'dirt“accessfroad'along*the.eastern fence of the 'impacted

area and three meters due Weet.of this same fenee. The site is on the u?pef
slopes of a terraeed-hill between the 260 and 262'f06t centeur lines. .This
area is presently in pasture, 2 sparse grass only partly obscuring growid |
visibility. The tan to light-brown sandy soil has a high-concentfation of
gravels. Erosion has reduced the t®p soil to a thickness of about five
centimeters.
The Artifact:

Only one artifact ﬁas found, the bﬁlbar'portion of a flake bearing

evidence of recent breakage. 'Cross-seetion at the brezk reveals a dark

-gray Telsic stone with s tan-yeilow patina. 014 flake scars are observed

ot the dorsal surface of the flake, but there is no evidence of retouch or

S uUse-~wear.

Recommendations:
‘Bince this flske appears toc be an isolated find and the pasture has
been  disturbed by terracing and cultivation in the past, this site is of

little archeeleogical value and no further Work.is deemed necessary.

'Site Description' .

Thls 51te ig 1ocated wlthlp thé same terraced pasture as ‘31 Bt 1.

:'The locatlon of 31 Ht% 2 is 75 meters from the southwestern corner of the -
B pasture and 33 meters due west of the eastéern bcurdary A sprlnghead
‘since altered by terrac1ng, is 62 meters northwest and the swamp is ap-

: proximately lSO-meters to the west, 31 Ht 2 is situated on a knoll top
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between the 250 and the 252 contour lines. This knoll top was previously

T the site of a historic sturcture, now marked by the presence of brick zub-. ... . .

‘ble, fragments of window glass, and hiétoriq ceramic sherds. Piles of . =

- rotting timber and additionel brick were observed in the pine stand to the
west. | |
The Artifact: _

N The single'artifacf is the.distal segment of a felsiﬁe flake, heavily
patinated. The felsite is of a tan color with some brown-orange impurities;
The edges are very friable and seem to have been crushed and broken, probably
by fﬁrming machinery,‘ The specimen is a waste flake with no evidence of
use-wear or retouch along the margins. The fleke is about four centimeters
long ﬁith a maxjmm width of three centimeters. .The pafina covers all sur-
~ faces, indicating that the bresk is not recent.

Reﬁommendatidns: |

Despite the areazbéing_a'high.probability location for a prehistdric
site, only the sbove Gescribed artifsct was found. Terracing and plowing
have disturbgd the context of the specimen, and it is recommendéd that no

further work be required.
31 Bt 3
Site Deseription:

. This site is located atop a knoll presently planted in corp in the 122
_meter by 152 meter tract northeast of the Recreation Park site.. The site. .. . .
extends U8 meters west of the western fence marking the edge of the cul-
tivated field. The eastern énd of the.site is 6l meters due south of the
dirt a¢cess road off of state roéd-lTOO-and the Weétérn end of the site 37
" meters’ dile south Of the samé dirt road. 'THe artifacts were found scattered

over an area 15 meters north-south and 18 meters east-west. Only the_Westérn-
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end of the site is within the survey area. The highest point on the knell
is 270.8 feet above sea level.

fhe Artifacts:

The affifactsﬁcollected”include.fwb quartz flakes, one dark gréy fei—.
site flake; twenty=four green to iight brown'feisite flakes, One.utiliZEdt.”.
felsite flake and one felsite projectile ﬁoint. |
The utilized flske has lighf, unifacial retouch on the dorsal surface
opposed by a-natﬁral notch with some use-wear. The specimen is of a green
to light-brown felsic material, with a patina on all surfaces. The lisse
striking platform is intact. The flake is about four centimeters long with
_a width of.one'centimeter at the bulbar end increasing to a maximum width
of fhree.centiméters at the distal end. It would appear that this tool is
some Sorf of light-duty cutiing or scraping implement. [Figure 2¢€].
The_prbjectile point is of a tan, light brown felsic material with some
patination. The point éomewhat_resembles Coe's Guilford type with its
.réﬁnded base aﬁd.the tﬁiék.cross~section.' The preéénée §f flake.scérs.on
the base would suggést that the original point may havéihad "ears" that
. were broken, but not recently since a patina covers all surfaces. The
point is about 11 centimetérs_long and 2.5 centimeters wide at the base.
: Collateral_preésure flake.scarsrarezpresent on both surfaces of the specimen.
The Guilford type point is associated with the Middle Archaic period.
'"f?igure“QB]. | .
Recomﬁénd§£16555 ; ; 
. ..The small numbef of aftifécts:from this site sugges£S~tﬁat.£he oecupa~
_ ﬁion was of short duration.l The single projectile point begr.affinities
: ﬁitﬁtCoe's-Guilfofd”t&pe, assééiéted with the Middle Aféhaic ﬁefiod. It“is‘
,_Of_inferégt.tq_note th§ small_rétio of tools to debitage ( l/lﬁ);__this:wquld
.seeﬁ to indicaténfhat fhé acﬁivify.af.thié site.ﬁéé.cné §f tool fiﬁiéhihg 

~and refurbishing. -Attempts have been made to compare this ratio with other
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sites. Of twenty Archaic sites recorded during the Great Alamance Creek
Water Supply Project, alsc dene by the Museum. of. Man, the ratio of tools.

te debitagé:féhéé&mfrom'1/25 ﬁbul/éuf'fhe median i§ 175;88}; When such.” o

féctdfé ﬁésﬂmethods;éf.co;iection, grouﬁd visibiiﬁty and cultursal affinity-
“are taken into considerationg:the-sample.siZé'islreduced significantly
and prohibits any meaningful comparisons. Until further research is done
in the area of Archaic site classification criteria, it can only.be sug-
gested that 31 HEt 3 is an Archaic campsite where tool finishing and refur-
bishing was the primary activity.

- The ares is obviously disturbed by cultivation and the coliection and
__recording done by the field party is sufficient mitigation in this case.’
31 Ht 3 is of litfle additional archeological value and no further ﬁork.is

recommended.
31 Ht &

Site Déscription:

This.sife is ioéated along fhe'dift access roéd apﬁfdﬁim&tely 298._..
meters south of the intersectlon with étate road 1700. A pond, fed by a
épring, is 50 meters south-southeast. The single artifact that makes up
this site was found lyiné.in-the road bed; test pits at five meters and ten
meters from the original.findspot tb the east and to the west falled to
" yield any additional artifscts. The road bed ves inspected north and south
Q$ﬁ£ égéih hé adéiﬁiéﬁélnértifécté'ﬁeré fqﬁnd;”-The*sité.ié'betﬁeenkthe é6b |
and 262'f§bf cénﬁour lines on_é.Ofn%_érade, and lies aufside.the road éﬁfféy
route. _

ThE'Artifact:;'

The single artifact recovered is the basal ségménﬁ'of.a-milkfwhite'3

Quarté'ébfﬁér—notcﬂéd.ﬁféjeétiie.point.- The.Bdse.and thé ndtéheé”hévérﬁeen :

: grdund and the base'thinned; attributes found commonly on certain Farly
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Archaic type points. The segment is approximately three centimeters 1ong,
less than one centimeter thick and about two céntimgters wide at its con-

G&ve base. The specimen is carefully retouched on both sides by pressure

fié%ing..fFique QA].
'Reédmmendations:gy;*

Since the site is locaﬁe& outsi&e'the survey area.and its context has
'been disturbed by the road béd and moderaste erosion, no further work is

recommended .
31 Bt 5

_Site Description:

31_Ht-5'is'1ogated jsut 36 meters north-northeast from 31 Ht b, in
the bed of the same dirt access road. The road at i1his point crosses s
low wooded knoll (262.1 feet above seé level), just outside the proposed
. park access route. The vegetation include both pines and mixed hardwoods.
: Tést pits were excavaféd.éf'fifé énd ten meter interféis.noffh.aﬁd éoﬁth
into the Woéds and toﬁ"fééﬁuﬁifé.ﬁere dug on the kﬁdii.f6§;. These'pits
found no prehistoric artifacts thoﬁgh screening of %the soil did produce
gome glass fragments. The soil is -~thin humus underlain by a gray-brown
sandy lcam with gravels to a depth of five centiﬁeters, in turn underlain
byfa yellow to light—brown sand with gravels. The artifacts were confined
%6 & twelve meter siretch along the road.
The Arhifaches e e
o The six artifacfé.wer¢ 6f é.dark gréy félsite Wifﬁ.a}§ell§ﬁ—tan
Pétination on the ddrsal ﬁnd ventral surfacés,- Cross—sections-reVéaled:”
'.£he uﬁderlying”gray-cbiér of’thé”ﬁatefiai“andisﬁggésfzreéeﬁt”biéékage'Of'
“the felsite flakes, not sufp:ising:cqnsidering their loéation in a road

‘bed. Nome show evidence of retouch or use-wear. The largest is the
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diétal segment of a recently broken felsic flake two centimeters by two
centimeters; one of the smaller bits of felsite articulates with this
specimen. Classificétion of this site was nc possible due to the lack
of any diagnostic artifacts.
Recommendations:

31 Ht 5 is located outside of the surveﬁ ares and obviously within a
disturbed cgntext (the road bed). It is concliuded that this site is of
no @ garther archeological value since artifacts are scarce and no assigmment
with any period in prehistory is possible. ¥o further work is deemed

necessary.

SUMMARY AND CORCLUSIONS

Five sites were located in the course of this swrvey. The last two
sites, 31 Ht L and 31 Ht 5, are located oﬁtside the proposed park access
"road route. No sites were found along the proposed route.
Cne site 31 Ht 3, Was.found in the 122 meter by 152 meter tract north-
east of the park site. It has been classified as an Archaic campsite, but
due to the disturbance by cultivation, 31 Ht 3 is not recommended for
furtﬁer study.
31 Ht 1 and 31 Ht 2 consist of one waste flake each and were found in
a pasture thal has been disturbed by plowing and terracing. Nec classification
of these:sites is possible and no further work is recommended for these
two sites.
- In conclusion; five sites were located, none of which have been recom—
mended for additional-stuéy. Two of these sites have been_classified as
being associated with the Archaic stage in prehistory. No pottery or Woodland
artifacts were found in the survey area. Préhistoric activity in the impact

area would appear to have been of short duration, perhaps invoiving limited
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activities, i.e. tool manufacture and finishing. It is our recommendation,
based on this survey and the analysis of its resuits, that the construction
of the proposed Recreation Park and the park access road, as surveyed,'be

permitted to begin.
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GLOSESARY

Archaic—— A cultural stage with an economy based on hunting and gathering

of modern wild plants. and animals.

Barly Archaic- 8000 te 5000 B.C.
Middle Avchaic- 5000 to 3500 B.C.
Late Archaic- 3500 to 500 B.C.

Buib of Percussion--4 protrusion on the ventral side of a flake, created

"by the blow which removed the flake from the core.

Debitage--The waste accumulated during the menufacture of stone tools (flakes,

core fragments, blades, ete. ).

Lisse-- A type of striking platform created by a single flake scar or the

splitting of the nodule.
Patina~-The galteration of exposed surface of rock due 1o weathering.

Retouch--The shaping of a tool {from a flake or blade) by removing small
secondary flakes either by percussion or by preséure; also the trace of

- the small flakes taken off in this fashion.

Uniface-~ (adj. unifacial) The retouch applied to one face of a tool,

~Use~Retouch--The removal of secondary flakes through continues use of the

- artifact rather than by inftenticnal retouch.

Utilized Flake--A flake used as a tool without preliminary retouech or

other preparation.

Woodland Tradition--A series of archeological assemblages in the Eastern

United States characterized by cord or fabric-marked pottery, incipient

horticuiture and (in some areas) burial mound construction.
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ABSTRACT
In July of 1977 the Archeology Laboratories of Wake -
_Fdrest University cafried out angaréheological_su?vey of
approximately.eight ﬁectares.of land near Burlington, North
'Carolina. Qome papﬁs of.this_land wili be impacted by the
exéansion cf sewer facilities serving the Glen Ra?en.
_Community,- The éufvey located two small arCheongical
gites, neither OE which promises_to yiéld significant-

scientific information.
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Project Background

In June of 1977 the Archeology Laborétoriés of Wake
Forest University Were'contacted b? Mr. Laurence A. Alley
of Alley, Williams;-Carmen, and King, Inc.,_regérding an
archeological survey near Burlington, North Carolina. Alley,
- Carmen, Williams, and King, Inc. is the gngineering firm
responsible for'constructing.SOme éod'meters of additional
sewer line -in and aroun&:the-community oerlen'gavén, norﬁh—
S wést of.the city of Bgrlingtoh, in Alamaqce Cou#ty;.:éinée
féderal-fuﬁds-a¥e ihvolved'in the projec£,'thrdugh-the'
Economic-Develbpmént Adﬁinistratibn,'ﬁhe National Ehviron¥
3.mental_Policy-ﬁét 6f:l969_réqﬁires'aﬁ-assessmenﬁjdf:£he-
 cons£ructi§ﬁ?siiméact;bn the archeolégiéal resources.- Hénce,
iﬁ_responSe téra_tequeéﬁiby.Mrf:Alley,'the-Archedlogy -
Léﬁoratéfies_érépa:ed and éubﬁitted é prbposal to'thé.firm,
and thiS'proposél.wasiaccepted on 5 July 1977;..The'field 

work-was done: during the second week of July.

"The Area

The commﬁhity.of Glén-Raven and.the heérby citj of
'Burlington afe i§cétéd in}£hé.ﬁoﬁth-ceﬁﬁféi”poffioh'6f Nb:th
Céﬁolina; ithhe centrél'portidn of;the_Carblina piedmont; |
Alémance Coﬁﬁty.is.divided_by;the.Haw'Rivér, thezéxincipél
'watérway of the éréa,_wﬁidﬁ_flows in a ébutheastérly'directioh-

and receives numerous tributaries draining the surrounding uplands.



Most of the survey area lay along cme of these minor tributaries,
a stream_now issuing from a suburban neighborhood in Glen
‘Raﬁen, between Lakeview-Avenue and New York Avenue.

The survey involved three separate areas south and west
of'Gant-Lake{ This ie an established neighborhood uﬁdergoing
some new construotion, hence the need for additiohal_sewer
lines. The firstjareeﬁwas'a_strip 105 meters in length,

;froﬁ the'western end of-Aaron_Street southwest to join an
unﬁamed street iotersecting.Feucett Avenue 90 meters south of
the_Aaron-Street—Faucett Avenue intersection. This line
followe an.existingoroad;,recently built, hence a.cursory
~lock revealed no foot survey ﬁés necessery due-to.thorougﬁ.
-prior disturbance. | |
.The seoond tractﬂbegan at the.western.end-of'Peﬁnsylvania
5.1A§enﬁe and c0nt1nues west about 80 meters, uotil it reeohes.'.
a.dirt road parallellng Faucett Avenue. The route of the
'.sewer llne could ea51ly be seen,ISane the dlstance is short
' and=the_l1ne.straLght,-end:a'40—meter w1de.strlp was.examlned.
Much of_the_impact'area was in ‘the backyards.0£ twOehooees.on
Faucett'Avenue,twhile'the‘remainder.lay_in a large,-ﬁostly_ |
-ecleared_lot. 'Becaose.of the excelléht-ﬁisibility of'the ground
'sﬁrfece} it'waé'neoéseery to excavate test plts in only one
small (ca. 15 meter) sectlon of the survey route.

The thlrd area, ead the;only one to: yleld ev1dence.of

prehlstorlc occupatlon,'is a roughly-rectangular'area west of
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Lakeview and Roekwood Avenuee, and east of a sﬁali'etream
flowing through-the-heavily wooded terrain west of those
“streets. The survey began on Rockwood. Avenue, 140 meters
.north of the lntersectlon of Rockwood and Hawthorne Lane.

.Tae study area lies to the north and west of thls p01nt,
‘ending where the stream.passes under Lakeview Avenue (Fig. 1).
Since the precise toute of the sewer line had not been
determined at the time of the survey, the entite tract was

examined.

Geology, Flora and Fauna

The_sufvey'areapnew'is dotted'with houses and partially
dietutbed by roads, ‘and many of the small. streams have been
daﬁmed'to'ereate.lakee..-Priorxtplthese reéent_alterations,:
-towever; the.Glen-Rateatarea'was eimilar-tetundisturbea'pefé
'_tions of.the Careliha.Piedmont : Thls topography is charactetlzed
by gently rolllng hllls dralned by a mature dendrltlc pattern
of water courses. 'Alliof Alamance Countytlles'w1th1n the
uplaﬁd.section_of the Piedmontgphysiographic province, which-
represents an aﬁeient'ero&ed_plain which has-been uplifted
and again_eroded.to form'the.narrow, steep—walied valleys and
rounded hills (Raster '1960-83) |
'p In the survey area the 5011 is ldentlfled as Heleaa coarse
'sandy loam, eroded gently sloplng phase (Kaster 1960 40) . ThlS
1dent1flcataon-was conflrmed by the survey party. .Helena soils
| arefformedfby the diSihtegration of the,aplitic=granitejbedroek,

“cut by dikes rich in iron and magnesium (Kaster 1960:39).



- The eroded gently sloping phase has from one-fourth to three-
fourths'of_the original'surface soii removed-by'erosioné this,
coupled with the.abeence of aeolean'or.alluvialleoi}mbnilding
dprooeSSes in the region, may parfially account for the dearth
-of. substantlal archeologlcal remains. |
Prior to extens;ve floral changes induced by modern land-

use policies, the survey area and the Piedmont generally were
‘cloaked by a mixed'oakfhickory.foreet. Hardwoods suoh as oak,
' hickory,_black Walnut;'yellow poplar_and_sweefgum were inter-
._aspersed with=pines*and&oecasionally-Virginia—cedar.' The
~clearing of this cllmax forest in recent times has produced
jforests made up - predomlnantly of rapldly growing spec1es of
_-plne, often with a dense understory of brush and brlars In
| the wooded areas encountered in the survey, plnes were most

' frequent, with - some oaks and ‘hickories stlll present in
small isolates. | |

In prehiStoric times the mast-producing trees were attractiVe

to.various-game animals inoluding deer, bear, turkey and.
| smaller.animals.such as raccoon, squirrel and rabbit.  The
nuts also could be consumed'by the-aborigines,.along with
fleshy fruits and berries in season.- The proximity of several

streans to the survey area would prov1de a ready water supply,

. these llttle creeks are. too ‘small to have ylelded flSh of

appreciable size, but they would attract animals of the neigh-

borhood, including turtles and snakes.



Previous Archeoclogy

.ArcheolOgists-usﬁaily-classify prehistoric remains-in
hNorth Amerlca using: a three fold “taxonomy based on the lnferred'
economlc system Whlch produced those remalns Thus a 51te

'may be classified as Paleo-Indian (oriented toward the hunting
.of now—extinot Pleistocene megafauna), Archaic (a varied
edonomy based;on.hunting,and collecting of modern wild plants
and:animals)=or Formative (a CUltural.system'dependant on |
domesticated plants);'_hin North Caroiina the'Archaic.stage

. was initiated at,about-SOOOIB C., and ended about 0 A.D. when

'-the first settled communltles appear (along w1th ceramlcs)

_ 1mply1ng the presence ofacorn productlon; -The_subd1v1slon
'.of each: of thesefstagesfhas been_ﬁade.possible by the study
.of stratified”aroheoiogical sites,:wherein eachtstratuﬁ has
produced a set of artlfact forms, more or less dlstlngulshable
from 51mrlarlyddeflned sets, and the appllcatlon of varlous-
-dating technigues such aSpCarbon~l4 to-the var;ous sets; Iin
_'NOrttharolina:such'efforts were Pioneeredhby Joffre L. Coe,
hand his_artifact sequenoes continue.to:bedused as -an invaluable_-
tool:for“assighing age estimates to.partiCUlar tool forms}
-espeoially'projeotile.points (Coe 1964) . |
_In.theuvicinity_of thefGlen'RavenICOmmunity no stratified
sites have been excavated, but there is no reason to believe
Coe's sequence*~based on Yadkin Valley 31tes some 100 kllometers
:.to the southeast~~cannot be applled effectlvely to the Alamance

County area.--Two-1arge.archeologlcal surveys*recently-were



conducted near Burlington (Woodall 1976a; Woodall 1976b).
-one of these surveys was coufined largely to the upland areas
.-and small stream valleys, recordlng 45 sites of Whlch only
two ylelded ceramics. The second survey concentrated on the.
lower elevations along Alamance.Creek, and discovered SOH
sites of which lS'produced ceramics{_ Various implications
of these data-are discussed more fully in the respective re-
ports, but one feature'of the redion is'the-abundance-of
Archaic remainsaand the_paucity of Formative.(or “Woodiand")
sites. The moSt'obvious'eXplanatioa lies'in-the.scarcity'of
-broad sandy bottomlands in the hllls around Burllngton--such'-
eas1ly tllled floodplains were exp101ted by horticultural
groups whereas_Archa;o s;tes abound.ln the uplands where game -
‘and nut trees-couldebe'obtaiuedrreadily.-‘This-general'pattern'
-~ is upheldrbyfthe'éresenu_surveY}'Wherein.nofevidenoefof Formatived

”sites.was-found.

Field Methods

Techniques for loCaﬁing archeoloéidal-sites.varied in
accordance w1th factors determlnlng surface VlSlblllty © In
those. areas where brush and grasses did not obscure the ground,
the survey team slowly'walked;the area, 20 meters apart; studying
the surface'for-ouluural debris. More commonly the ground
:oouldvnot'bedseeu,-and in thls case- the team spaced themselves

-20.meter3fapart-and“moved;across the'area, stopplng every 20

T meters” to excavate small (50 cm square) test: pltS. 'Thewspoil'

from these plts was troweled for artlfacts .and SOll from every



_ fifth pit was screened'through quarter-inch ﬁesh. ‘When a site
was located a surface-collection'was made, photographs were
taken,jand field notes were compiled on local conditions-such
‘as soil types, vegetation, water sources, etc. Each site was
plotted'on project ﬁaps; USGA topographic maps, and- a large-
scale aerial photograph

If a site was dlscovered in an overgrown area,_small test
pits were dug at fiye*meter_intervals along cardinal lines to
determine the exteht of thelsite and to obtain an artifact
sample. 4No»slteshwere found_to:contain.sufficieht,materlals_'
to warrant a cohtrolled'Surface-collectiOn,rife.,ga-lOO-per
cent sample-of materials from a defined areal unit.' All data'
were returned to the Archeology Laboratorles at’ Wake Forest
eUnlverSLty, Where the- spec1mens were catalogued and - the data.
readled ﬁor.aualy81sf- Thesehdata remalh on ﬁlle'at the Archeology

Laboratories,:and'are'available for further-study.

The Sites and Artifacts

31Ami32

Locatlon and Descrlptlon

The center of thrs srte is 25 meters southeast. of the
corner formed by Amlck Street and Lakevrew Drlve .A cleared
_area carrylng a power llne contalns the eastern one thlrd of
'the.51te, whlle_the-remalnder.ls in thehwoods-borderlng the
clearlng |

A 51hgle flake on the surface dlsclosed the presence of

- the site; ten test pits then defined its size, approxrmately'



15 meters east-west and 25 meters north-south. Although the
soil is a brown or brown;gray sand -and'fairly looae, artifacts
"appeared to be confined to the upper 15 to: 30 cm. Thls zone
-has been dlsturbed flrst by the power. llne cut and also by
cpnstructlon of_Amlck_Street.: Modern.trash litters the

surfaee of the site, and also is found associated with aborig-
fihal materiale in the soil. The pine.trees that_cever much

of the site are about 15 years old, so it would appear that

~ logging may have damaged the site also.

-The Artlfacts (1L Spec1mens)

| The artifact collectlon consists of unworked felsite and
-quartz flakes.- Two felsite specimens are rather large and
thick, whlle the remalnder {(two fe131te and seven quartz chlps)

are small and thln, probably the result of tool retouch.

" Comments and Recommendations

Theesewer line probably'will:follow the.annamed”stream
aboutelbo'meters east of Aml32,:sb'it is unlikeiy that the
site_will-be'directly impacted by-the project. It lS probable,
'however, that the 51te ultlmately Wlll be destroyed by con- |
~tinuing suburban growth -in the area.. No further work is:

: deeﬁedlneceesary, ﬁoweﬁer; siace the.materiaiﬁremaias a:e:few,
'7a5dethese ai;eaay have,been'severely-disturbedt” |
31Ami33

Location- and Descrlptlon

~ This site is almost due north of Am132, in the power line

clearing and a small cultivated plot alongside an abandoned



i

cinderblock building. The first specimens were discovered

in the power line cut; test pits probed:the surrounding area,
.producing little, but additional artifacts. appeared in the.
little garden north of the ofiginal findspot. Hence; the

site measures 21 meters north-south, with east-west
measurements varying between 10 and 22 meters. It occupies
the last piece of high, flat ground béfore the terrain slopes
down to the east toward the.little stream bordering the survey
'traét.

As was the case with Aml32, this_sité has been badly
disturbed. The power line has dontributéd to this,.nét only
by its construction but also the erosion which followed.
._The“éardeﬁ has beeﬁ plowed, én@ the_building alongside |
probably affected the site as well. The -sandy topsoil is only

six cm. ﬁhick,-with_heavy sterile red'claY'appearing below.




The Artifacts

Retouched Flake (1 specimen})
" A side-struck flake of pinkish~gray felsite exhibits
a small amount of unifacial nibbled retouch on thé side 
opposite the étriking~platform'(Fig. 2).
Flakes (7 spedimens)
All seven flakes are small and thin, made of a coarse

felsite. None ‘show cdrtex; these probably are a result of

tool production or retouch.

Comments énd:ﬁeCOmmendatipns.

| ThiS'sméil_éite-érobably reéreéents-a short-term camp,
| although its bédly-disturbéd-cbﬁdition makes ahy.goﬁclusion
suspect. It is unlikely_to'be.éffected;byﬂthe'sewér;line project, .
.bUt'if aoes hot'warrantifurtheffconSidexaﬁion in”any.éaSe..4
'Thé area has bééﬁ-cléaréd; pldWed,_ﬁsed as a_consﬁruction.Site,

“and has suffered moderate_erosioﬁal damage.
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Summary and Conclusions

An archeologiéal-Survey was carried out in the areés to
be impacted by'seﬁérlliﬁé.expansion in the Glén Raveﬁ_Community,
 ;ﬁd £§§i;fe£eOlogical_éites_were discovered. Neither of
‘these contained diagnoétic artifacts Whi¢h would allow_éstimates
of the ages or cultural sfages represented. Judgipg.byr
cher'surveys-in”the'aiea, and the absence of pqtéherds'on
the sites, iﬁ ié likely that both belong to the Archaic stage.
The.sités-have_béen-disﬁurbéd,'éhd neither waﬁranﬁs fuﬁther
invesﬁigation;_.It_ié.recommended,-therefore} that archeological

clearance be granted for this project.
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