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FE2STRAC

At the reouest of - Posre, Gardner & Assoc1aues, Inc.} Asheéoro,
No;th Cgrollna, an archaeologlcal survey of approx1mately 60 acres
.6F 1énd waé corpleted., The area, a proposed wastemater dispceal
plant site for the City of Hamlet.;worih-Cafoliha; is located
approximately 17CC feet WSW of the SR1812 fiarks Creek Bri¢ge.

From the point 1700 feet wsuw of Sriége_ﬁordered on mgst by ﬁarks
Cresk to = point 1000 feet WSw; thence Z5E Z200 feet; therce
aie 1300 feet; then¢é_wmw to starting point on Farks Cree#_

An interceptor route Fram.ﬁhe wasﬁé@ater.disposal site left
this area ep proxlnately 500 fest E3E uF farks Creek on the NE
perimeter of the site, proceeding NNE approximately 17C0 Feet to
SR1812; thence I across Narké Creek parallelina 5H1812 ZpPprox-
imately 500 feet; thence wRE JDlnlﬂg 11ne previously . wu;veyed by 
Dr. David A. Fclean. and reported in Archzeglogicel Survey of Richmond
Caunty 201 #estewater fecilities: <tllerbe, Rockingham, and hamlet,
tay 22, 1977.

wWwith 2 crew of two, the survey becan in the NE cormer of said
lancd and wes carried ocut by using a modified 50' by 5C' Technigus
{see Bloséary). The modification wees to uncover an arsa 4! by &',
and then test soil to 4 inchés in:depth over entire 16 sauers foot
area.

Site 1 (see NMap) corteined 1 rhyolite chip. Site 2_(555 hap)
contzined 8 fracment of early colonial pottery, identifiecd as blus

pearlware with motif painted in underglezed blue.
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Site 3 {see fap, conteainsed 2 fragrente of colonial potlery icsmtifize

i\l

n
[EH
W]

ac white =tonewzre, encd white guverclezed with blue. Site & (cze lezp)
contained 1 laTge rhyolite scraper. Site S (see ifap) contaimec &
3 . . : . .

rhyoli;e'and 5 milky quartz chips, and 1 broken screper.

A1l sites are considered INSIGWIFICANT, anc it is recommanced

[

that construction may gproceecd.
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A reqbeet'wéé'maCE'Fcr an archaeoleogical survey of'ééﬁrékimeteiy
60 acres of land for a praposed“mastewater Dispecsal Flant for tre
City of Hamiet,-ﬁcrth Carclina, fr., Gwen W, Bluycau of.&uoré,
sardmer & Assnciates,llnc., Eeheboro, Nm;fh Carolina, canueyeﬁ_this
request to 3t. Andrews College =and Dr. DaQid A. fcbLean, Serior

Arcrzeclogist, The survey was to be conductec following Techrnical

Specificetions (see T-135, attached). .
frea tu be surveyed

Beginning at a poiht approximaﬁely 1760 Faet_wsw of Bridge on
Farks Creek, on 3R 181Z. From this point to';_pcint 1ooo'féet'gsﬁ;
tHence SSE 2200 feet; thence NNE'1DDG_feet; thence Wi to starting
point on fitrrks Cfeek. Also surveyed &as the interceptor route |
which left this zrea approxi#ately 500 feet ESE_@F marks'Creek.mn
the NE perimeter of the site, proceeding NKE approximately 1700

nzrks Creek peraileling SR 1812

n

fect to SR 1B1Z; ithences NW acros

approximately 5CC feet; thence NWNE, :rﬁ;sing SR 1812 joining 2 line

previously surveyed by Dr. Cavid A. Fclean anc reperted in Archeeologi-

cal Survey of Richmond County 201 sastewater Facilities: Ellerbe,

Rockingheam, =snd Hazmlet, FMay 22, 1977.

Contracting Agenciss

5t. Andrews Fresbyterian Cellege, Or. David A. ficLean, Senior

Archeeoloopist and Mocre, Gardner & Associates, Asheboro, North

Caroline,



Ferepnnnel

. DI‘. . Da\fid ,Cl. rl.‘CLFaﬂ, . Seni ot "_"rch aeologist E
. ] .

Ficheael R. Sellon, Associate Archaeologist ' .

Dates of Survey

Yarch 2% and 27, 1578

Caontract Spescifications
See Technmical Snecificetions 7-135, ettachecd

Scepe of ucrk

A cultural assessment, from the prehistoric and historic artiracts

found curing survey.

Summary of Fimdincs

Four sites were icdentified on the 60 acre wastewater dispossal
plant sites while a fifth site was located on the perimeter of. the
interceptor line route {sez Iep for the location of all sites).

S5ite 1 contained 1 rhyeplite chip. 5Site deemec insignificant.

Site 2 contained 1 fragment of early cclonial pottery, identified
as blue pearlwesre, witn motif psinted in underglazed blus. Site

onificant. Site 3 contained 2 fragsents of coloniel

]

[urs

gdeered ins

¥

pottery: one fracment was white stoneware, while the other wes
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Site 4 conteined 1 lsrge rhycolile scrager. 5Site cdeermed

CYRETBATT I East . TSite STeeRteEined B I‘hyDllt-E chipsy 5 “mi lky quartz

;hips, and broken scraper; Site deemecd insioni?icaﬂﬁ.

| Evidence'Fouhd.ét.all S sites would tenc ta:iﬁcicate Archaic
Uccuﬁetion. No pottery was found, .steuer, typolbgicel:wateriel
_waé sparse and open to question; All cites are classified aé

insiagnificant.

Lulturel cnvironment

The earliest colcnial occupation im this area detes from ithe
latter half of the 1Bth Century. By tree-rinc count, it wss ascerisined
that the a2rea nes not been cultivetecd for acproximately 40 te 34

‘'years., Frior to this time, it had been usecd as farmlend.

ftcoleoical tnvirenment

The €0il in the nﬁrthern half of the area was licht and sandy.
The scuthern half was light and sencdy with gravel ant scme conalem-
erate materizl. Ncst of the scil wee coverec by bine straw.aﬁd
humus to é'd;pth of 4 inches; in many areess, however, the scil
wzs exposed.

The 2rea was reavily wocded with leongleaf, shortleef, and loblolly
pine. ‘The swampy area near inarks Creck contained gum, maple, poplar,
o2k, and hickory. | |

Site 1 was zpproximately 1560 feel from water. Site 2 was
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approximately 7C0 feget from welter, Site I w=s apgoroxirztely 2200
feet from water. Site 4 was z2pproximately 1100 fest from water. .

u}
ot
~

Site 5 was. . acproximat 120 feet from watar.
: : . .

Sampling Frocerurs

The area weas surveyed by usine = modified 50" by 5G' Technique.
Under the modificaticn, 2 4% by 4' area was uncoverad; and the =oil

depth of £ inches pver the entire 16 scuare foot

Pl

tested tc =

[
A
n

arez. In ~any pleces, the tcpsoil w2s expoced, so testing wes

2 expcocsed srezas, the =alkover reconnaissance

£1]

unnzceésszary. in the

techinigue was used (see Glessary for cefinitions).

Location of Paterial

All materisl recovered by Si. Ancdrews archaeologists (unless
ctherwise reguested by owner of land) is placec in the Indian fMyuseum

of the Carolinas, Laurinburg, horth Carclina.

Fvaluation and Recommendations

-

The location of 5 sites during the survey incdicates the
presence of colonial znd prehistoric cccupation in this area,

the reletive paucity of artifacts causes this aree to he

classified =s insignificznt, archaeclcocaically,.

bur fincdings indicete that construction activities would do

little or no damege to useful archaeclogicsl sites. e recommend

that work prbceed as planned.

A i
ﬁJQh(C//V‘:%7KgP“~L

Dr. Bavid A, liclean
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TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS

No, T.'\S'} 3:‘)‘

RS s

; .COI\.TRACT mm:. . HAMIET 201 WESTEWATOR FLOILITIS

- PURPOSE;:

SCOPE :

This survey and the resulting report is to obtain an inventory .
and evaluation of archaeolegical or historical resources
of cultural value on the land specified under contract title.

This survey will be made along the proposed lines as presentad

in__ Presented in mans furnished by Moore Gardner & ‘sane,

Asheborec, X,C,.

to ascertain the existence of archaeolegical data (including relics
and specimens) which should be preserved in the public interest.

OBJECTIVES:

1, Determine if zany sites, structures, objects, and districts
significant in history, architecture, archaeolgy, or culture
exists within the area specified. '

2. If resources are found, record, 1de1t1fy, and appralse the

significance of each resource.
3. Evaluate the impact of project installation on each resource.

4, Provide recommendations for mltlgatlon of adverse impacts

anticipated.
5. Provide estimate of costs required for mltlgatlon {salvage,

protection, etc. [ .

METHODS OF SURVEY :

1. A walk-over reccnnaissance survey will be made on land not
convered by undergrowth, grass or planted crops.

2. On terrain covered by undergrowth etc., a 12 quart sample
will be taken at intervals of 50 feet. :

3. Where sites are 1nd1cated the dog-leash methcd will be

employed.

REPORTS &

Phase'I. A field report will consist of a narrative report
setting forth techniques of field work as appropriate and
the maps as necessary, to show location and type of signif-
icant responses found by field survey techniques. . An original
and one copy of this report will be submitted when completed.
Phase IT.

Phase Il. 1If significant sites are found, this Phase will
consist of all work necessary to identify, appraise, and
evaluate the significance of resources found or located by
work in Phase I. Impacts of proposed project installation on
each resource will be evaluated. Recommendations for mitigation
of adverse impacts will be set forth and an estimate of costs
required for salvage or protection, etc. A study report will
be prepared in sufficent scope and detail to fully appraise
potential projects impacts on historical and archaeological

resources as required by the Natlonal Environmental Protection
Act,



GLOSSARY OF TERMS USED

FEhkAdAh kiR

Diagnostic Sites
Site: Where one or more artifacts are found
Ingignificant Site: Where surface collection is adegquate to document

previous occupation or activities. DNo reascn to impede construction
or destruction of site.

Important Site: ‘Where surface collection is inadequate to JIocument previous
occupation and indicate that there is more to be found underground, but
not enough to be nominated to the National Registry, but enough to
recommend salvage archaeology,

Significant Site: Site or sites with important artifacts that would
indicate the need for careful excsvation and preservation. Such a
site would be recommended for nomination to the National Registry.

Methods of Surface Examination

Dogleash Technique: Where one end of a ten metre string is tied to the
searcher and the other to a post in the center of the site. The
- searcher rotates in the site until string is wound up, This insures
careful survey of site.

50" by 50' Technique: Where visibility of the ground is poor and recovery
of artifacts by the walkover technique is poor or impossible, then
samples of earth (12 qts.) are removed at 50 sq. intervals, sifted
to recover artifacts. ' '

Walkover reconnaissance technique: Where visibility of the ground or
earth is good and artifact recovery is good, searcher covers the
ground in approximately 10 ft. intervals collecting artifacts lying

~on top of ground.

EET T T

Salvage Archaeclogy: When survey indicates that mitigating action is necessary
and a delay in construction is requested while rapid excavation is made
to ascertain and recover as much information as possible before site is
destroyed. ' :
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ABERDEEN
SOUTHERN PINES

201

WASTEWATER
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ABSIRACT

Archaeological Recornaissance of the 201 Faciligies-Aberdeen-
Southern Pines Alternate Plan was conducted by Archaeologist

from S5t. Andrews College assisted by four advanced Archaeology
Students. Survey began at the ocutflow of Powell's pond on

SR 2053-following surveyed line south of Rays Mill Creek in

an S-5-W direction £o proposed connection te County regional
interceptor approximately 75 yards south of the Aberdeen Lake
dam. Where land was not covered with water or marsh, 50' x 50!
technique was usaed. This method produced one pottery sherd

at Site I. FEeturning to Powell's Pond outflow survey followed
SR 2042 to SR 2074, thence up 2074 to begimning of SR 2075.

One broken projectile point tip (milky quartz) and several

{3) chips of milky quaftz. Both sides of the road were inspected.
507 x 50' technique used where ground was covered. Both Site I
amd F'te II (as designated on map 201 Facilities) were considered

INSTIGNIFICANT.




INTRODUCTION

Project Descyiption:

Archaeological Reconnaissance of Foullierd Pines-Aberdeen

201 Wastewater Facilities located in Moore County and more
specifically in the towns of Aberdeen and Southern Pines, N. C.
ag deseribed in 201 Facilities Map prepared by Henningson,

Durham & Richardson, Bngineers, Charlotte, N. C. (Fig. V-3
Alternate II1). Area surveyed circle& in black in, as follows:
Beginning at ocutflow of Powell's Pond on SR 2053 and following
Rays Mill Creek on the southern side on survey line in an S SW
directlion to proposed connection to County regional Interceptor
approzimately 75 yards south of the Aberdeen lake dam. Returnieg
to Powell's Pond and following both sides of SR 2042 to junctionm
of SR 2074, following SR 2074 {(both sides) to junctioﬁ of SR 2075.

Contracting Agencies:

Board of Commissioners of Moore County and St. Andrews College—

Pr. David A. McLean, Archaeclogist.

Clearinghouge No.

Pergonnels

Dr. David A. McLean, Senior Archaeologist
Helle Dodson, Assistant

Liza Hamill, Assistant

Melanie Coats, Assistant

Holly Carastro, Assistant

Dates: Dec. 1, 1976 and Dec. 6, 1976



Contract Specifications:
(See Techniéai”3§ecifiéétiﬂhé No. 121 attached)

Scope of Work:

Cultural assessment, prehistoric and historic

Archaeological survey.

Svmmary of Findings:
No historic archaeological evidence wae found in either

area A or B. Prehistoric finds as designated by Site I (Area A)
and Site II contained the following.
Site Iz

L broken fragment of pottery. Grit tempered, smooth

exterior, poorly fired.
Site IT

1 broken tip of projectile point, milky quartz

5 chips of milky quartz.
One interesting agenda should be mentionmed here. In Area B
approximately two hundred yards from starting point near junction
of SR 2042 and SR 2070 there was 2 rather extensive deposit of
irom pyrite geodes of exceptionally brilliant color. Bright red,
purple and browmish red. Very little grir im the geodes. Area could
have been a soutce of Indlan coemetics as well as tubular--pipes.
This area was divided when the present road was built. T suggest
that when this area is dug, samples shcild be taken to be sent to
the Indian Mugeum of the Carolina and the Natural Science Muéeum
in Raleigh.

Area B contained three to four feet of sandy soil with
a clay hardpan. Arvea B also contained Kaolin of a rather gritty

nature.

Area A alternated between sand and nud or marshy ground.



Cultural Envirouments

- Histexies
Area A follows along a creek that was cnce
ﬁnown.aé Devil's Gut.which was once applied to the
present town cf Aberdeen. Early settlements of Scots
were foundaround the Bethesda community.

Prehisgoric:

Within a ten mile radius prehistoric evidence such as
projectile points, scrapers, pottery sherds, ete., indleate
that the land was once heavily occupied. 10 miles east e
crystal quartz Clovis point (predates Hardaway pointw--gsece

projectile polnt chart) The evidence indicates continuous occupa-

tion from before 9,000 B.C. to approximately eaxly 1700 A.D. Pottery

and stone chips are found in most open fields today. Site surveys
in this area have been made by Amateur Archaeologist Reid Voss,

of Whispering Pines, H. C.

Sampling Procedure:

In Area A one senlor szrchaeologist and four assistants Surveyed
the line saking samples (12 qts.) every 50' where land was not covered
by marsh or water. This however was rare as most of the line was
marshy. Occasionally whea hillocks came down near the area being
surveyed we would ezxamine these for possible evidence. Both sides of
the surveyed (25' on each side) lire were examined.

Area B was pavallel to the roads mentioned in description and for
the most pari were clear of covering. Road cuts and ditch banks
were carefully examined. Where aréa was covered with grass and weed

samples were taken at 50' intervals.



Analysiss

‘Loeation of Magerial:

Indian Museum of the Carclinas, Laurinburg
Ea e‘s

Site Descriptions:

. Site I Avea A was located on a small island
{100" % 21") between Popular St. and Chestnut
St. Twelve samples were taken on the Island but
no other artifacis were recovered.

Site I1 Ares B was on the side of a hill

on the Scuthern side of SR 2042 approximately

33 vds. § & ¥ of junction of SR 2074. Sandy

goil. Six adéditlonal samples taken within a

$0" area revealsd no additional artifacts.
Analysis: |

Pottery cheyd was examined under wmicroscope

in 8¢. Andrews College Lab.

Sipee the artifacts found were negligible
further investigation iz not dndicated. Project impact on
gites found and on the entire line surveyed will not, im ny

estimation, do dammage to elther Histrorical or Prehistozical

neritage.

_RECCUMENDATION :

I vecommeud that the siltes He eclaspified as
LUSTGHIFICANT and should not impede construction. However, 1 would
sugzzest that the iren pyrite gendes be collected (15 or 20) and retained

for the museums previously mentioned.



GLOSSARY OF TERMS USED

Tl

Diagnostic Sites

Site: Where one or more artifacts are found

Insignificant Site: Where surface collection is adequate to
document previous occupation or activities. No reason to
impede construction or destruction of siie.

Important Site: Where surface collection is inadequate to document
previous occupation and indicate that there is more to be
found underground, but not enough to be nominated to the
Mational Registry, but enough to recommend salvage archaeology.

Significant Site: Site or sites with important artifacts that
would indicate the need for careful excavation and preservation.
Such a site would be recommended for nomination to the National
Registry,

Methods of Surface Examination

Dogleash Technique: Where one end of s ten metre stying is tied to
the searcher and the other to a post in the center of the
site. The searcher rotates in the site until string is wound
up. This insures careful survey of site.

50" by 50" Technigue: Where visibility of the ground is pcor and
recovery of artifacts by the walkover technique is poor or
impoussible, then samples of esrth (12 gts.) are removed at
50' sq. intervals, sifted to recover artifacts.

Walkover reconnaissance technique: Where visibility of the ground
or earth is pood and artifact recovery is good, searcher
covers the ground in appreoximately 10 ft. Interwvals collecting
artifacts lying on top of ground.

LT LR T

Salvage Archaeclogy: VWhen survey indicates that mitigating action is
necessary and a delay in construction is requested while rapid
excavation is made to ascertaln and recover as much information
as possible before site is destroyed.
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TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS

Mo, 124

NN T M

| CONTRACT'TITLE: . ARCHAEQLOGICAL RECOMVATSSANCT OF OAKSORO 201
S s STEWATER, FAGILITIES
~PURPOSE

T This survey and the resulting report is to obtain an 1nventory
and evaluation of archaeological or historical resources
of cultural value on the land specified under contract title,

 SCOPE:
) This survey will be made along the proposed lines as presented
"in laps prepared by lioore Gardner & Associates,

Asheboro, N,C,

to ascertain the existence of archaeological data (including rellcs
and specimens) which should be preserved in the public interest.

OBJECTIVES: : _ o
1, Determine if any sites, structures, objects, and districts
significant in history, architecture, archaeolgy, or culture
exists within the area specified.
2,  If resources are found, record, identify, and appraise the
51gn1f1cance of each resource.
Evaluate the impact of project 1nstallat10n on each resource,
Provide recommendatlons for mitigation of adverse impacts
anticipated.
5. Provide estimate of costs requlred for mltlgatlon (salvage,

protection, etc. I .

METHODS OF SURVEY:
: 1. A walk~over reconnaissance survey will be made on land not
convered by undergrowth, grass or planted crops.
2, On terrain covered by undergrowth etc., a 12 quart sample:
will be taken at intervals of 50 feet.
3. Where sites are indicated the dog-leash method will be

employed.

REPORTS :

Phase I. A field report will consist of a narrative report
setting forth techniques of field work as appropriate and
the maps as necessary, to show location and type of signif-
icant responses found by field survey techniques. An original
and one copy of this report will be submitted when completed.
Phase II,

Phase TI., 1If significant sites are found, this Phase will
consist of all work necessary to identify, appraise, and
evaluate the significance of resources found or located by
work in Phase I. Impacts of proposed project installation on
each resource will be evaluated. Reccommendations for mitigation
of adverse impacts will be set forth and an estimate of costs
required for salvage or protection, etc. A study report will
be prepared in sufficent scope and detail to fully appraise
potential projects impacts on historical and archaeological

resources as required by the National Envirommental Protection
Act, ' -



ARCHAEOLOGICAL FIELD WORK AND
FINAL REPORT

~ Applicant: Oakbore Town Council

froject Name: ARCHAEOLOGICAL RECONNAISSANCE OF OAKBORO 201
WASTEWATER FACILITIES

Location: Oakboro N. C. 1s located in Stanley County on N. C.
742 where the Norfolk & Southern RR bisects N. C.
742. The project nnder investigation is located
North, South and East of the center of Oakboro
as desipnated on USGS wmap Oakboro Quadrange 1971,
and 201 facilities map prepared by Moore, Gardnmer
and Associates, Inc., of &sheboro, N. C.

bLrea of Project: The following Field and Final report covers
area designated in Oakboro, N. C. 201 Wastewater
facilities map (planning study) prepared by Moore,
Gardner & Associates, Inc., of Ashebore, N. C.

CIeariEghouse: Moore, Gardner & Assoclates, Inc. Asheboro, N. C.

Dates of Inspection: Novgds, 11, 12, 1976

inspection made by: Dr. David A. McLean, Archaeologist representing
St. Andrews College

Contract Between!: St. Andrews College ~ Dr, David A. McLean and
Moore, Gardner & Associates, Inc,

Contract No.: 124

FRFAEREIAS

YROCEDURE: _
Sewer system was divided Into eight areas desigpated on .
201 Facilities Map as A,3B,C,D,E,F,G,H, to facilitate
inspection and vecomnailsance, and to distinguish site
areas. Surveyor's transit-level, aerial photos, USGS
and DOT maps were used in locating exact lines as drawn
on 201 Facilities Map. Walkover technique was used when
surface of ground was visible, where surface of ground
was covered, the 50' x 50' technique was used. '

DESCRIPTION:

Area A containing 50 acres, more or less, and beginning
on SR 1953 (Barbee Church Rd.) at approximately halfway
between Barbee Church property and land owned by

Mr. G. Smith-then following SR 1953 to bridge over Long
Creek-then thence N.E. followlng the run of Long Creeck

to junction of Bear Creek and Long Creek ~ thence N.W.
following run of Bear Creek apprammately 600 ft.-—thence ’
back %o starting point on SR 1953.
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Walkover recoanaicsanée used on plowed aress. .
Site 3 {ail sites indicated in black on 201 map) )
produced five rhyslite chips ‘and one unidentifiable
tip of projectile point. fits 2 produced three
rhyolite chips (between pond and Lomg Creeik).

Site 1 was thickly covered with grass and weeds,

50" x 50 technique was used, thirty rhyolite chips,
one Guilford Point (rhyolite), two Savannah River
points. Site 1 is located on a ridge terminating
near juneticon of Bear Creek and Long Creek and West
by man-made poud. Avea covers approximately 150 meters by
50 meters.

Aevea B: Leaving bottom land indicated as Site 1 and proceeding
W13S as indicated on azttached map 10,000 f£eet. Area
covered by crevs was 50° on each side of sewc: line.
Where terrain was visible walkover technique was used-
where terrain was covered 50" x 50' techniquzs was used.
No sites were located on this siretch. At the end of the
10,000' line (edge of field) where Sewere line runs West,
Site 4 produced four rhyolite chips.  Where line emerges
from woods approximately 1000 yards from SR 1974 produced
three rhyolite chips. Where line follows SR 1974 W29S5 no sites
were found. Walkover techmique adequate for this last stretch
except for fwo wooded areas. '

Area C: Leaving SR 1974 WA7YN proceeding to SR 1975 no sites
were located. Crossing SR 1975 approximately 50 meters on
Line N28W, 5ite 6 produced four rhyolite chips, one broken
stem of Savannah River point. 50" x 50' used on this stretch.

Area D: Beginning at end of area C and continudng South on both
sides of creek (serving us sewage drainage at present time)
Area recently bulldozed and surface visible. No sites were
found. Contiruing same line from Ist Street to z point SSW
of Oakboro {where two limes from Area meet) Ground covered,
50" = 50' technique used. Wo sites found in Area D.

Arxea E: Beginning at junction of E & D with two teams covered
both drainage branches as designated on map.
Brarich line that ends n=ar 3rd Street produced no sites.
Line Following branch cn western side and crossing ¥. C.
205 produced Site 10 containing three rhyolite chips and
ove puilford point at approximately 60 meters from N. C. 205.

Axea F: Beginning at junction £ areas C, D & F and following line
' F. 8 and W, Ground visible to SR 1976. Walkover technlgue
used. Crossing SR 1976 and following sewer line 50 meters

Site 7 produced one broken Savannah River point.
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Area G: Beginning where creek and swampy area {near Big Lick)
eross No €. 742 and following creek on both sides to
junction G, F,H. Site § produced 3 rhyolite ehips and
one Guilford point. Site 9 contained one rhyolite chip.
Avea alternating between heavy udnerbrush and open areas,
gardens and pastures. Both techniques were used.

Area H: Beginning where creek crosses NC742, 100 meters NW of
~ 10th Street, following both sides of creek to junction
B, F, H. Site 11 produ ed one broken Savannah River
point, two rhyolite chips and one Guilford point. This
site was in the back yvaxd of one of the residents, but
in an areaz heavily buldozead.

Time Consumed: 7 man days @ 8 hours.

EVALUATION OF AREAS:
Area A
Site 1: It was impossible to evaluate site adequately,
however, artifacts found would indicate that
further survey should be made before site is
destroyed. Grass cover should be removed.

Site 2: Insignificant
22¢e 3: Insignificant

Area B -
Site 4: Insignificant

Site 5: Insignificant

Area C:
Site 6: Insignificant

Area D:
No sites found

Area E:
Site 10: Insignificant

Area F:
Site 7: Imsignificant

Area G:
Site 8: Insignificant
Site 9: Insignificant
Area H:
Site 11: Imsignificant

CCHCLUSTONS AND RECCGMMENDATIONS

With the exception of Site 1, other sites produced a minimal
smounat of artifacts and do not indicate further investigation
he made. To the best of my ubillity to determine, azll gites
{except Site 1} are to be considered insigniflcant and do not
gontain significant historical or archaeclogileal sites.



SITE ¥, Areca A

I do mot believe there ls-enough evidence to recommend Site I

to the National Registry, however, I would suggest that it be
thoroughly investigated ‘before destruction. I recommend one
of the following actions:. -

When the land is secured for di5§dsél piaht that:

1. That thz loud be plowed in-orﬂer to gi#e a Walkover Crew
adequate exposure of the scil.

or ..

2. That the land be bulldozed to rewave the thick grass
covering to ‘give adequate exposure of the soil.

1f, after one of the above is déné‘aﬁd;there.is.adequate.evidence
(ax~ifactual) then mitigatiom or salvage archacology
he carried out.

FINAL PEPORT

Due to the small amount of art ifacts found and thﬁ ab ence of
pottery fragments, I hesitate to give a definitive culture
reconstruction, Hewever, the clues would indicate that the

area was occupied by Indiang of the Archaic period. {See enclosed
projectile chart for typological and hypothetical dates)

St. Andrews College
Laurioburg, North Carolina

Wovember 22, 1976 David A. Mclean, Archaeologist



GLOSSARY OF TERMS USED
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Diagnostic Sites

Site: Where one or more artifacts are found

Insignificant Site: Where surface coilection is adequate to
document previous occupation or activities. MNo reason to
impede construction or destruction of site.

Important Site: Where sucface collection is inadequate to document
previous occupation and indicate that there is more to be
found underground, but not emough to be nominated to the
National Registry, but enough to recommend salvage archaeology.

Sigpificant Site: Site or sites with important artifacts that
would indicate the need for careful excavation and preservation.
Such a2 site would be recommended for nomination to the National
Registry.

Methods of Surface Examination

Dogleash Technique: Where one end of a3 ten metre string is tied to
the searcher and the other to a post in the center of the
gite. The searcher rotates in the slte until string is wound
up. This insures careful survey of site,

50' by 50' Technique: Where visibility of the ground is poor and
recovery of artifacts by the wallover technique is poor cr
impossible, then samples of ezrth (12 qts.) are removed at
50! sq. intervals, sifted to recover artifacts. :

Walkover reconnaissance technique: Where visibility of the ground
or earth i8 good and artifact recovery 1is good, searcher
covers the ground in approximately 10 ft. intervals collecting
artifacts lying on top of ground.

Fkddihidnkk

Salvage Archaeology: When survey indicates that mitigating action is
necessary and a delay in construction is requested while rapid
excavation 1s made to ascertain and recover as much information
as nossible before site is destroyed.
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ABSTRACT

The 201 Wastewater Facilities of Asheboro-Randleman
{Disposal-Treatment Plant Areas) were surveyed by a

two man crew using the 50" x 50" technique as most
ground was covered. Evidence uncovered im all sites
{except Area A, sites V, Vi & Vil) indicated only a
casual occupation by prehistoric Indians. Sites V,

VI and VII as indicated on Area Map A, are rocks

piled neatly, two feet high, four feef wide and six ~
feet lczg. These could have been cairns or burial sites,
on the other hand they.maﬁ be Jjust piles of rocks

placed there to be hauled away. However, I would
recommend that these sites not be destroyed untll care-
ful investigation has been made. Other than these three
sites, all other sites in Areas A & B are classified as
INSIGNIFICANT and destruction of these sites would not
be congsidered a loss to archaeolagical research., As
Indicated on Historical Site Map, Areas A & B do not

contain any known historical sites of significance.



THTRuDUCTION

Project Descriprdon.. . ... ..

Archaeologlcal reconnaissance: for the Asheboro-Randleman

201 Wasetwater Facilities, Disposal and Triatment Areas

as Indicated on maps furnished by Moore, Gardner & Asspciates
Inc., of Asheboro, N. C.

AREA A

The Asheboro treatmenp and disposal plant is located N. V.

of Asheboro, M. C. on Hasketts Creek approximately 3500 feet
- from its Junction with Deep River. The area contains approxi-
mately 45 acres of very hilly, rocky terrain, falling off

to Hasketts Creek on the east with very littlie flood plain
area (except for approximately 3 acres H. of Treatment plant)
Survey began N. of Treatment plant vhere Hasketts Creek bends
sharply eastward, approzimately 700 feet from plant. Topd stakes
from previcus survey were visible. Following topo stzkes samples
were taken at or very near each stake for whole of the area
surveved.

AREA B

Randleman Disposal and Treatment plant is located &. W. of

Randleman, N; C..on the.east siﬁe.of Deep River. Area su:?eyed
containéd'é@?faximateiy.lﬁ acras. .Survéy'gegan on.weét.éide

of treatment plant on steep slope that falls off to fioodwater
plain of Deep River. Plain was marshy and unsultable for human
occupation, and was approximately 25 yards wide., Survey

continued around south end of treatment plant and then north
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into freshet ﬁtr@aﬁ'beds and:up.steebnslope o avea. ... . ..
used Hr borrow £ill. Area steep, rocky and unsuitable for

human cccupation. Gullies cut in sides of hills were investigated.

Contracting Agencies:

Moore, Cardner & Associates, Inc. Ashebero, N. C. and

St. Andrews College-Dr. David Mclean, Archaeologist,
Contract No. 126

Clearinghouse No.

Personnel

Dec. 21-1976
Dr. David A. Mchean, Ay, -Archasologist
2ee. Miss Sue _Havdee, Assiastant
Dec. 22, 23, 1976
Dr. David A. McLean, 8r. Archaeclogist
Dr. Stuart Marks, Agsistant '

Dates:

December 21, 22, & 23 1976

Contract Specificatioms:

See Technical Specificatibns No. 126-attached

Scope of Work:

Archaeological Survey of a prehistoric and historic

nature.



SUMMARY OF FIRDINGS

ARFA A

Site I _
Polighed stone scraper (knife for cutting small
objects and géraping hides).. shale

Site 1T
Archaic hafted axe~chipped; rough finisghed
shale.

Site TII
Chipped stone scraper..shale
3 milky quartz chips

Site IV
Projectile point..Morrow Mt. type
See chart.
Broken hoe blade....ghale
Chipped scraper.....shale

Bite ¥
Rock calrn or pile 6% x 4" x 2!

Site VI

Sane as V
Site VII
Same as V
_ﬁRE& B

Site I
3 milky quartez chips

Site II
2 milky quartz chipe
seyaper polished--shale

Site II1I
6 milky quartz chips
i " hoe

fUYEURAL ENVIRONMENT

Historic:
Randolph County has been the home of Europeans since

the latter part of the 16th century A.D. The first County
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Seat was Johnsonville {circa 1775). Industries over
- thedr history have been diverse. - Pottery was made around.

1730 at the M. Shepherd Site.

Prehistoric:

Randolph County is a veritable resevolf of ééfc_l.enc.é
of Indian occupatian-eéyaaially'in'thejﬁarawayiﬁreékubééiﬁ.4
The Indian Museum of the Carciinas in Laurinburg, N. C., the
Research Lab of Anthropelogy at UNC Chapel Hill, and the
Pembroke State University Museum have tremendous collections
from this area. Numexius amateur cellectors have many large
collections with stone implements typologically dating from
7,000 B.C. to late Colonlal times.

SAMPLING PROCEDURE

AREA A

Following topo markers left by previous survey, sampling
was taken at each 50' marker. Where sites were identified,
the dogleash technique was used. Ditch banks and wash cuts
were examined wherever possible.

On Dec. 21, 50° samples were taken, ditch banks were
obsexved, and upgooted trees were investigated. On Dec. 23
'Dogleash techniques were used in sites I, II, and IIT and

50! gamples elsewhere.

ANALYSIS

Location of Materials

Indian Museum of the Carolimae, Laurinburg, H¥. C.



Site Degeriptions

AREA A

Site I
Right bank on floodwater plain of Hasketts Creek
Sandy area.

Site II
Steep slope, area very rocky

Site IIX
Steep slope, area very rocky

Site TV
Hill-top, outcrop of granitic rock nearby

Site V
50' outside wire fence west of second filter
on slope of hill. Rock pile 6' x 4' x 2'

Site VI and VII

Approzimately 50' from creek that enters
Hasketts creek near entrance of Treatment plant.
Area flat--Just above floodwster plain. Rock piles
6' x 4' x 2'
AREA B

Site I
Steep slope, red clay, few tocks

Site II
Floodwater plain approximately 25° from
Deep River
Sire IIT
Roots of uprooted tree covered with earth.
EVALUATION
Since artifacts were limited and widely scattered, regilons
evidently were not used as occupation sites. Pezhaps a hunting

area. Sites V, VI, and VII may contain grave sites and should be

thoroughly investigated.



RECOMMENDATIONS:

To the best of ﬁy aBiiityo T woulé'classify all
gites in both Areas A & B (with the exception of Sites V, VI and
VIIi~Area A) be classified as iNsIGNIFICANT. Sites V, VI and VII
in Area A should be mitigared. An Archaeclogist with a crew of
four should be able to complete these sites’ investigation in
one day at a cost of approximately $200.00. With the exceptions
noted, construction could begin whesever feasible without destroy-

ing either historic or prehistoric sites of significance.

Fias1e g e 1= ¢ © bt syt —
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 GLOSSARY OF TERMS USED
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Diagnostic Sites

Site: Where one or more artifacts are found

Insignificant Site: Where surface collection is adequate to
document previous occcupation or activities. No reason to
impede construction or destruction of site.

Important Site: Where surface collection is inadequate to document
previous cccupation and indicate that there is more to be
found underground, but not enough to be nominated to the
National Registry, but enough to recommend salvage archaeology.

Significant Site: Site or sites with important artifacts that
would indicate the need for careful excavation and preservation.

Such 2 site would be recommended for nomination te the National
Registry,

Methods of Surface Examination

Dogleash Technique: Where one end of a ten metre string is tied to
the searcher and the other to a post in the center of the
gite. The searcher rotates in the site until string is wound
up, This insures careful survey of site.

50' by 50' Technique: Where visibility of the ground is poor and
recovery of artifacts by the walkover technique is poor or
impossible, then samples of earth (12 gqts.) are removed at
50' sq. intervals, sifted to recover artifacts.

Walkover reconnaissance technique: Where visibility of the ground
or earth id good and artifact recovery is good, searcher
covers the ground in approximately 10 ft. Intervals collecting
artifacts lying on top of ground.

fekdrkdhdhddhy

8alvage Archaeology: When survey indicates that mitigating action is
necessary and a delay in construction is requested while rapid
excavation is made to ascertain and recover as much information
as possible before site is destroyed.




TECHNICAL SPECIFICATIONS
l\l!A‘. :
No.%lz

o

. CONTRACT :mLE- . “ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSESSMTHT OF ASHEBORO-RANDIZMAN

'\PURPOSE-

N30 steithR facTLiTs

" This survey and the resulting report is ‘to obtain an 1nventory
and evaluation of archaeological or historical resources
of cultural value on the land specified under contract title,

SCOPE:
This survey will be made along the proposed lines as presented

in Mapsg prepared by r_oore Gardner &% Associates

. to ascertain the existence of archaeological data (including relics
~and specimens) which should be preserved in the public interest.

OBJECTIVES ;

'l., Determine if any sites, structures, objects, and districts
significant in history, architecture, archaeolgy, or culture
exists within the area specified.

2. If resources are found, recerd, identify, and appralse the
significance of each resource.

3. Evaluate the impact of project 1nstallat10n ‘on each resource.

4, Provide recommendations for mitigation of adverse impacts
anticipated. '

5. Provide estimate of costs required for mitigation (salvage
protection, etc. ¥ .

METHODS OF SURVEY:
1. A walk-over reconnaissance survey will be made on land not
convered by undergrowth, grass or planted crops.
2. On terrain covered by undergrowth etc., a 12 quart sample
will be taken at intervals of 50 feet.
3. Where sites are indicated the dog-leash method will be

employed.

REPORTS :

Phase I. A field report will consist of a narrative report
setting forth techniques of field work as appropriate and
the maps as necessary, to show location and type of signif-
icant responses found by field survey techniques, An original
and one copy of this report will be submitted when completed.
Phase II.

Phase TI, If significant sites are found, this Phase will
consist of all work necessary to identify, appraise, and
evaluate the significance of resources found or located by
work in Phase I. Impacts of proposed project installation on
each resource will be evaluated. Recommendations for mitigation
of adverse impacts will be set forth and an estimate of costs
required for salvage or protection, etc. 'A study report will
be prepared in sufficent scope and detail to fully appraise
‘potential projects impacts on historical and archaeological

- resources as required by the National Envxronmental Protection
_Act, -
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Archaeological Investigations at the GF~104 (P. Gilmore) Site

by
Joseph B. Mountjoy

(1974)




Preface

Thié report is based on research coﬁducted during the summer of 1973,
supportéd by the Departmenf’of‘AnthrOPOlbgy and the Summer School of the Uni-
ulﬁérsity of North Caroiihé"at Greeﬁsbéfb. It.ﬁaélféen prepé?ed:bedausé”it.is
believed that the results of archaeological investigations conducted in the
State should be documented and deposited in appropriate archives whefe the
information can be preserved and consulted by professional colleagues. It is
in that spirit that the manuscript has been preparéd, and therefore it is
primarily a description of the research conducted and {the data collected.
Analysis continues at present, and it is hoped that resulis can be presented
more fully at some future date.

We are grateful 1o the University of North Carolina at Greenéboro for
suppdrting this research and teaching endeavor, and want to especially thank
Prof. Herbert Wells (Director of the Summer School), Prof. Robert Miller
(Dean of thé Gollege of Arts and Sciences), and Prof. Harriet Kupferer (Head
of the Department of Anthr0pqlogy). We also wish to acknowledge the helpfui
council of Prof. Joffre Coe_(Director of the Research Laboratories of Anthro-
pology at UNC-Chapel Hill) and thank Mr. and Mrs Paul Gilmore for allowing us
1o excavate on their land.

The students who took part in the summer work were: CGayle Hill, Janis
Johnston, Rebecca Mears, Roberf Padgett, Ruby Rufty, and Hal Hright, They
condudtedrindividual research projecis resﬁectively on soil chemistny, cera—
..' hics,.f1oré;.ge§loéy éﬁdTStone toﬁi.ééchndlogy; é£hnographj, and fauna. .Much

of the following report is due to their efforts.



INTRODUCTION

Guf investigations during the summer of 1973 tock place in a period of
nine weeks, from May 14th through July 15th. However, prior to that time, in
the spring, we took several trips to investigate sites which were called to
our attention by students or local landowners. We took every occasion avail-
able to visit any site without regard to geographical ﬁroximity, in order to
learn as much as possible about sites in North Carolina_prior to the commence-—
ment of our summer work. During the summer, we continued to visit sitaé which
were brought to our attention, and inspected certain areas in which we antici-
pated that sites might{ be located. This resulted in the location and siudy of
eighteen sites, of which the GF-104 (P. Gilmore) site was one. All siies
inspected were reported on State Survey forms and seni to the Reéearch Labora-
tories of Anthropology in Chapel Hill. Reievant information included a sketch
map of the site iocation and a summaxry of the artifacts found. All artifacts
recovered have been washed, labeled,catalogued, and classified, and are stored
in the archaeology laboratory at UNC-Greensboro,

The reas;ns for selecting GF-104 for more intensive investigation through
systematic surface sampling and excavation were various. Not the least of
these was convenience, the site being 16.5 miles from the University. This
allowed us to live in Greensboro and make use of the laboratory facilities
‘there while commuting out-to-the site daily. On the other hand, we were in-
trigued bj the sample of artifacts which we had recovered in a general surface
collection from ihe:éite on April 14th, and the artifacts in the private coll-

- ection of Mr. Paul Gilmore. Projectile points included Palmer Corner-Notched,
Kirk Serrated, Morrow Mountain I Stemmed, Guilford Lanceolate, Savannah River

Stemmed, and Réndolph Stemmed (Table 2), whereas pottery sherds included



Yadkin Fabric Marked, Pee Dee Complicated Stamped, and Caraway Simple Stamped
(Table 2). Such a variety of cultural phases represented in the collections
seemed to indicate 8,000 or“m§re years of utilization of this site area by
‘diverse cultural groups. This was especially interésting due {0 the rather =
unimpressive location of the site-—near the headwatefs of the Northern Prong
Stinking'Quarter Creek. HNothing about this location seemed to suggest why it
should be. an attraction for different groups of people over such a long period
of time. This basic question, then, became the focus for our investigatibns
at the GF-104 site.-

A few words must be said here about the process of cataloging and classi-
fying the artifacts recovered. At the outset of tﬁe work, We purchased several

copies of The Formative Culiures of the Carolina'Piedmont (Coe 1964) which we

" cut up and reasgembled into two classification "key" books which could be used
in the laboratory or taken into the field. Thus we used that basic reference
for all of our classification. Likewise, we perused the Coe monograph to
assemble a list of all the different sorts of artifacts which we were likeiy
to find, and added a few items to the list to comp1ete cur catalog sheets.
Both the catalog and classification are presented in following tables. Such
utilization of a basic reference work has many potential pitfallé, but we hope

we have not done to great an injusfice to Coe's system.



DESCRIPTION OF THE GF-104 SITE

The GF=104 site is located near the town of Julian in the southeastern
corner of Guilford County, juét north‘éf the Guilford County-Randolph County
iiﬁe;”;bﬁﬁt“i,iod féet east of the juncfure of rout;§ 4éi aﬁa ééx(ﬁié.:ij.

The habitation area is found primarily on a terrace and hillside within the
725t to 750' contour interval {Figs. 2-4), on the north side of the North
Prong Stinking Quarter Creek, about 45' from the creek at the nearest point.
The habitation area encompasses approximately four acres (16,125 square
meters), situated within four cultivated fields. The southernmost éf these
fields is owned by the Gilmore Plant and Bulb Company and farmed by Paul D.
Gilmore, and the other three are owned by Andrew L. Blackard. A fifth field,
farmed by Noah Hester, was sampled btut appears to fall oﬁtside thé effective
site area. The fields were mumbered 1 through 5 (Fig. 3).

Fiela #2 was cleared from what was considered to be virgin timber, abﬁut
25 years ago, using a bulldozer. Field #1 was cleared by hand out of pine.
When field #5 was cleared, Mr. Hester is supposed to have found pottery there,
but neither Mr. Gilmore or Mr. Blackard have found sherds or projectile points
there. Mr. Gilmore and his son have collected artifacts from this site for the
last 15 years, and Mr. Blackard and his son have collected artifacts here for
the past five years or so. The Gilmores have a collection_of 689 projectile
points from the site; mostly Randolph Ste@med and Savannah River Stemmed, but
also including Guilford Lanceclate, Morrow Mountain II Stemmed, Balifax Side-~
ﬁo£§h§d,.Yaﬁgin.Léfée Triangular, CGaraway Triangular, Palmer Corner-Notched,
Kirk Stemmed, Kirk Corner-Notched, Morrow Mounfain I Stemmed, Badin Crude
Triangular, Pee Dee Pentagonal, and Stanley Stémmed. Other stoneﬁork includes

quarry blades, drills, fragmenis of steatite bowls, a2 hafted broad end-scraper,
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Fig. 2. Panoramic view of the GF-104 site.
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a chipped stone axe, and a large flat steatite bead (?). Their collection of
artifacté contains, in addition, 451 pottery Sherds. Most ;f those classifiable
afe apparently Yadkin Fabri;4ﬁarked, with some'Vincént Fabric-Marked or Cord-
VMafked;.ﬁédiﬁuééfa;ﬁarked or Fabric;ﬁafkéé; éﬁ& 6iémenfs Cord—Mafkéd.- Tﬁe
Blackards have about 100 projectile points from the site, plus some sherds,
fragments of lug-handled sieatite vessels, and part of what seems to be a
 steatite pipe stem or tubular bead. They alsc have what is aﬁparently a flat
disk-shaped two-hole silver pendant. Both Mr. Gilmore and Mr, Blackard offered
the observation that the larger projectile points tend to be found up £OWard the
top of the hill in field #1, and the small points down close to the creek on
the small knoll of field #3. The steatite is found, according to them, mostly
in the southeastern part of field #2.
| In some places down near the creek, small washed ocut cuts show yellow
subsoil, Upslope, the land is tan-whitish in color, with a distinct browning
(to orangish) in the southwasterﬁ corner of field #2 and extending along the
western and southern sides of field #1. The trees to the east of this field -
are sitting on earth aﬁout 10 cm. higher than the tilled field area to the
weét, probably attesting to rather marked sheei erosion soufhward down the
~hillside.
When first visited, in April, field #2 had been plowed and rain-washed,

“and the other fields were in corn stubble. Subsequently, fields #2 and #4
were planted in milo, and fields #1, #3, and #5 in corn. All these fields
border on or are surrounded by-woodéd ;;eés. Alfhgugh the study of.thé &ege-
tation will be presented in greater detaii later, it can be néted here that
within the three major topographical varianfs at tharsite-abottomlands, slopes,

and ridges——the main species of trees were Sweetgum, Tulip Poplar, and several




species of Oak. For undercover treeé, Horﬁbeam and Dogwood were the moét
prevalent, with some Hawthorne being found in the bottomlands. Short-leaf
Pine was noted in places but showed sigms of'dying ouf.in the normal process
of development toward a climax forest vegetation.

Bedrock in the area of the site consists of sheared biotite granite
that is lighit-pink to gray in color and is mostly coarse grained. This
rock is cut by a large number of greenish schist dikeé which have been meta-
‘morphosed into slate.in some cases. The s0il is derived from this bedrock and
is a reddish, acidic soil (averaging below a pH of 5.6), with considerable
guartz content. The piedmont plateau scils of Guilford Sounty tend to be low
in organic matter because the region was originally forested and the type of
farming used has not been conducive to the accumulation of organic matter. The
soils generally lack free carbonates such as lime, due.to the leaching which
results from heavy rainfall and extensive drainage networks. The =o0il at GF;
104 can probably be c¢lassified as‘Cecil Sandy Loam, which in virgin areas is
gray to a depth of one io two inches, then ﬁasses into brown which extends down
to eight or ten inches depth. The subsoil is red, stiff, cochesive, smooth clay,
which reaches a depth of three feet or more. In culfivated areas, like GF-lOﬁ,
the surface soil often has a light brown or reddish brown coler which resulis
from mixing some of the red subsoil with the surface material.

Climate of this area, according fo the National Weather Service Office in
Greensboro, inclﬁdes a mean annﬁal {emperature of 58.1 degrees Fahrenheit, with
a mean of 76.1 degrees in'the.summer. Mean annual rainfall is 43.05 inéhes;
heaviest in the summer, averaging 12.87 inches, and lightesi in the fall, with

an average of 9.0 inches. The growing season is approximately 192 days.



SURFACE STUDIES AT GP-104

Yegetation

As has been noted previously, GF-104 is situated on the northernlside of
tﬁé.ﬁ§ffh.Proﬁé Stiﬁking Quarier Creek, about 45' from the creek;and in the
‘area between the 725' to 750' contour intervals. The site area Studiéd was in
cultivated fields which are surrouﬁded by woods. The trees in the woods were
studied according to three main areas: bottomlands, slopes, and tops of ridges.
In general it was noted that all species varietieé found were present in all
three areas, but there did seem to be some variation as to the relative abun-
dance of individual species by area.

Short-leaf Pine (Pinus echinata Miller) was found in three main places:

on the ridge out to the south of field #4, to the east of field #1, and to the
east of field #3 (Pig. 3). The pines associated with field #4 covered only the
small high poriion of the ridge there. Once the slope began, the number of
pines declined, énd in general these pines showed evidence of dying out. All
around them, young irees of.Shagbark Hickory (QEEEé 23332) wére cropping ups.
Small White Oaks (GQuercus) were also found growing in these spots. The pines

located near field #1 also appeared 10 be dying out. These pines, however,

were surrounded by Tulip Poplar {Liriodendron tulipfera L.) and Sweetgum

(Liquidambar stryaciflua L.)}. No concentration of young trees was noticed in

this area,.as.was the case near field #4. On the other hand, the pines near
field #3 did not seem'to be.iying out; It éppears thai the disappearance of
pines is a good'indicator of the area moving from once cleared land to more
métufe foreSf cover. Why the pines seemed so healthy near field #3 is not
knéwn. |

The area across North Prong Stinking Quarter Creek to the south from

10
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field #2 was inspected carefully because it appeared to have older, perhaps
virgin, vegetation. This area included the slope up from the creek and the
‘top of the ridge overlooking the creek from thé south. Some of the iargest
i;éeé iﬁ”thé si¥e-énvirons were found here. rThe agﬁiﬁéﬁf gpééieé.;éré Tulié
‘Poplar and, collectively, several species of (Gak—Black, Red, and White. Next

came Sweetgum. Several trees of White Ash (Fraxinus americana) and of Sourwood

(0xydendrum arboreum) were also seen, as well as a small seedling of Winged

Elm (QEEEE g&gﬁg) which was found in the lower portion of the slope and fairly
close to the creek. Only one Pignut Hickory (Cary glabra) was recorded for the
enﬁire site zone. 11 was located in this area near the top of the rise, and

- was quite large and old,

A low wet area was inspected on the west side éf field #2. Here, mainly
Tulip Poplar and Sweetgum were found, along with a number of Beech (Egggﬁ
grandiflora) trees. The trees in this area were generally large.

Only two Red Maple (éggz EEEEEE) trees were noted .in the bottomlandé.
They were located right next to the creek near the éouth Bide of field #2. In
the same area a number of Beech irees were noted. Another Red Maple was seen
up on the ridge by field #1, but the dominant trees in this area were Tulip
Poplar and Sweetgum. Pine was also present, as mentioned before,-élong with

Black and White Oak species, Dogwood (Cormus florida L.), and Hornbeam (Carpinus

caroliniana Walt.). A% the’sbuthern edge of this wooded area, two Copal

(Ailanthus altissima) trees were found. These are fast growing and short lived

trees which are not native to the New World, and presumably were recently
planted here.
The most different of all ithe areas invesiigated was that lying in between

field #1 and field #4. One of the land drainage gullies which empties into the
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creek passés through this low wet area. There are so many different species
within this small area that no one can really be called dominant. The trees
identified were: Waite Ash, White Oak, Copal, Beech, Dogwood, Shagbark Hickory,

Willow Oak (Quercus phellos), Black Ozk (Quercus velutina), and Sweetgum.

Three other species of irees were recorded for the site area in generals;

Swamp Chestnut Oak (Quercus michauxii Nuttall), Black Willow (Salix nigra

Marsh), and Sourwocod {Sassafras albidum Nuttall).

There was some attempt to systematically study the other ground cover
around the site. Plants noted in the bottomlands include Jewelweed (Impatiens

capensis), May Apple (Podophyllum peltatuon}, and Green Briar (Similax). Green

Briar was also found on the slopes and ridges, slong with Wild Ginger (Hexastxles

virginica), Pipsissewa (Chimaphilia maculata), Rattlesnake Plaintain (Goodyera

pubescens), Solomon's Seal (Polygonatum biflora), and False Solomon's Seal

(Smilacina racemosa). Plants seen in an open, field-type, habitat include

Passion Flower (Passiflora incarnata), Queen Anne's Lace (Daucus carota),

Blackberry (Rubus argutus), Trumpet Creeper (Campsis radicans), Wolly Mullein

(Verbascum thapsis), Horse Nettle (Solenium carolinecse), Morning Glory (Ipomoea

purprea), Poke (Phytolacca americana), and English Plantain (Plantage lanceolata).

Local informantis were asked {to list edible plants which are found in this
general area. The common names of these plants are: acorns, hickory nuts, wild
.Bweet potatoés, wild-cherriés; wild strawberries, blackberries, dewberries,
~mlberries, biueberrieé, cattéil roots, sassafras roots, sassafras twigs, moss,
milkweed leaves, pokeweed leaves, aéndéliéﬁ 1éaﬁes,'stingipg ﬁettle leaves,
persimmons, pawpaw pods, locust beans, muscadines, foxgrapes, catgrgpeé, ground
cherries, and wild carrots. Somé of these, of course, are duplicated in cur.

systematic classification of the vegetation arcund the site area.
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Several sources noie that the climax forest for this area is composed of
Hickory, Poplar; and Ozk trees. Based on this, it would seem thatfthe-area
~around GF_-104_i$_eit§¢r_in or achieving a climax forest state, According to
Pinchot and Ashe {(1897), this vegetation would be part of a lowland piedmont
forest.- There are two types of piedmont lowland: loamy alluvial lands (around
small streams) which support Beech, Red Oak, White Qak, Maple, and Tulip
Poplar trees; and silty lands ﬁith more Sweetgum,.Blackgum, Bitternui, Overcup
Oak, and Swamp Chestnut. Tﬁe area around GF-104 would seem to be somewhere in
between the two. Beech and Red Maple are few, and only located on the banks
of the streams. There is some Swamp Chestnut and a lot of Sweetgum, but the

Tulip Poplar shows no sign of being pushed out.

Artifact Sampling

As was meniioned previously, when we firsi inspected the GF-104 site,
in'April, we obtained a generai artifact Sample, primarily from field #2. This
collection and a few subsequent finds have been grouped as the general "range"
collection (designated RC, see Tables 1 & 2) for the entire site. Hhén we
.decided to spend a majar portion of the summer research efforf on the GF-104
site, we began to discuss various ways of sampling artifacts from the surface
of the area. It was our intent to recover some information about the horizontal
-extent of the sitey the density of artifacts in-various,parts of the site, and
.it_inspeét the,possibility of there bheing functionally or temporally'distinct
| pbrtions of the site area. Tbﬁard'fhése'eh&s,fwé'séttiéd on a SySfem of ten-

" meter squares (100 sq. m.) designated "intensive collections" ("IC"), evenly
distributed over each of the fields (Pig. 3); from which all artifacts pius

~unworked stone and soil samples were collected. The number of sample équares



14

per field was calculated to cover a minimum of 196 of the total field area.
Once those collections had been obtained from a field area +the field was
divided into quadrants and é "range" collection obtained from each (Fig. 3).
Although in theory we had intended to collect only "key" or “mérker" artifaéts
from'the-qﬁadrants, we actually collected most of the artifacts Which were
observed. All of the sampling was done aff{er the fields had been tilled and
rain had washed the surface. Of course, after initial sampling, subsequent
rains revealed somé additional artifacts which wefe added to the appropriate
quadrant range cocllection. The resulis of the surface sampling are presented
in Tables 1-8, and some of the artifact counts are also shown on visual over-
lays of the site sampling squares (Figs. 5-11). |

There are, of course, many reasons why one should be cautious when
attempiing to infer such things as cultural phase distribution and activity
areas at a site such as GF—104 based on surface sampling. Gultivated for many
Years and grtifacts collected from the surface by varions people during this
time, much of the cultural debris originally there has been femoved, and that
which remains lies jumbled up in the plow zune. Also of concern iz the matter
of human error in sampling. OSome individuals are more intent and thorough in
cﬁllecting artifacts than others. However, the method we used seemed to provide
the most potential for salvaging the maximum of informaticn from the site.

‘Judging from the surface sampling data (Fig. 5), all of the fields sampled
_ énd mést of théir.respective areas have evidence of aboriginal occupation, but
the soﬁfﬁéaéte?ﬁ:corner of field #1 and all of field.#s.f;liiné oﬁ%éidé.fﬁe
effective site area. Also, the northern end of field #4 shows scant evidence
.of occupation. The greatest concentration of cultural material is locatéd in

the southweétern corner-¢f the site (field.#2)and on along the terrace area



. TABLE 1A
GF-104 SURFACE SAMPLES

POTTERY

Sherds

=t

Plainware

Decorated

=—IRTH PO

Vessel Forws

Jars {flare rim)

Jars (straight rim)

..Jars. {conical base)

Jars {rounded base)

Bowis (open)

e et TIED S

Bowls (constricted)

Uther forms

Smoking Pipes

S IV GEVEY S Sy

reads

Uther

S TONEWORK

Projectile Points

Quarry Blades

Chipped Stone Hoes

.Lhipped Sione Axes

Chipped Steone Drills

End Scrapers

“---3ide Scrapers

Gvai Scrapers

Pointed Jerapers

- Uther Scrapers

Other Bifacial

ceemmiiick Flakes Plain

Thick Flakes Use Chipping

Thin Flakes Plain

26

ot

42

Thin flakes Use Chinping

k o

Hammerstones :

o L3 et Pt FOTN Bt

Mortars

Pestles

Manos

Metates

Steatite Vessels

Smoxing Pipes

Pitted Stone

Atlatl Welghts

Polished 3tone Celts

Polished Stone Axes

- Polished Stone Gorgels

Hough Rock

69

T

20

Cracked Rock

2'17' 

12

[ 1303 Na]

- ko

Other

BONE

Unworked

Needles

AWls

Fish hooks

peamers

Other




TABLE 1B
G¥-104 SURFACE SAMPLES

16

RC

o O

IC

SHELL

Unworked Fragments

Unworked Hinges

.”Scrapersm._”wmm .

Beads

Other

METAL

..

W00D

OTHER

Tile

" China

Glass

Modern Pottery

Brick .




TABLE 2
GF-104 SURFACE SAMPLES

17

RC

POTTERY

Hadin Cord-Marked -

Badin Fabric~Marked

© . Badin Net Impressed

“Badin-Piain

Vincent Cord-Marked

Vincent Fabric-Marked

Yadkin Cord-Marked

Yadkin Fabric-Marked

Yadkin Linear Check Stamped

Clements Cord-Marked

‘Clements Fabric-Marked

Uwharrie Net Impressed

Uwharrie Brushed

Dan River Net lmpressed

Pee Dee Simple Stamped

Pee Dee Plain

Pee.Dee Complicated Stamped. .

Caraway Plain’

‘Caraway Complicated Stamped

Caraway Simple Stamped

Caraway Brushed

Caraway Corn-cob Impressed

- Caraway Net Impressed

‘Gaston Simple Stamped

Other

" PROJECTILE POINTS

Hardaway Blades .

Hardaway Dalton

Hardaway 5ide-Notched.

Palmer Corner-Notched

Kirk Corner-Notched

Kirk Stemmed

Kirk Serrated

Staniy Stemmed

Morrow Mountain I Siemmed

Morrow Mountain II Stemmed

Guilford lanceclate

Halifax Side-Noteched

-Savannah- River Stemmed

“Badin Crude TrlangUIar

Vincent

Yadkin Lérge Trlangular

Wwharrie .

Clements

Hoanoke Large Iriangular

Pee Dee Pentagonal

Caraway Triangular

Clarksville Small Triangular

Handolph 3temmed

Other




TABLE 3A

GF-104 SURFACE SAMPLES

&

18

Ic
10

IC
11

ic
12

bt ool

o

Ic
18

IC

19

POTTERY

i

.

Sherds

67

31

Flainware

53

22

T hno

Pl

“ Decorated

14

A Lo N

o

Vessel Forms

Jars (fiare rim)

Jars (straight rim)

Jars (conical base)

Jars (roundec base)

T

Bowls (open)

Bowls (constricted)

Other forms

Smoxing Pipes

Heads

Uther

S TONEHORK

Projectile Points

Quarry Blades

Chipped Stone Hoes

Chipped Stone Axes

Chipped Stone Drills

End Scrapers

S1ide Serapers

Uval Scrapers

Peinted Scrapers

Uther Scrapers

Other bBifacial

Thick Flakes FPlain

Thick Flakes Use Chipping

Thin Flakes Pliain

13

155

Lot
i

Thin [lakes Use Chippin

=

e

AP S, SR S

Hammerstones .

Mortars

Pestles

Manos

Metates

Steatite Vessels

Smoking Pipes

Pitted Stone

Atlati Welghts

SN JUE T SUy S SR S

Polished Stone Celis

Polished Stone Axes

Polished Stone Gorgets

itough nock

25

Cracked Rock

11

23:

Cther

_ BONE

Unworked

Needles

Awls

Fish hooks

Deamers

Other

-




TABLE 3B
GP-104 SURFACE SAMPLES

19°

IC
10

IC
11

I¢
12

IC
13

IC
14

IC
15

IC
16

1c
17

I¢
18

ic
19

SHiELL

unworked Fragments

Unworked Hinges

LG TERETS

Beads

Other.

METAL

WOOL

OTHER

Tile

China

Glass

Modern Pottery

Briclk




TABLE 4
GF-104 SURFACE SAMPLES

20

IC

10

ic
11

“IC

12

IC
13

I¢
14

IC! 1IC
151 16

11c

17

Ic
18

Ic
19

POTTERY

Badin Cord-Marked

Badin Fabric-Marxed

Badin Net Impressed

Badin Plain

Vincent Cord-Marked

Vincent Faoric-Marked

Yadkin Cord~Marked

Yadkin Fabric-Marked

Yadkin Linear Check Stamped

Clements Cord-iMarked

Clements Faopric-Marked

Uwharrie Net Impressed

Uwharrie Brushed

Dan Hiver Net lmpressed

Yee Dee Simple 3tamped

Pee Lee Piain

Pee Dee Complicated 5tamped

Caraway Plain

Caraway Complicated Stamped

Caraway Simple 3tamped

Caraway Brushed

" Caraway Corn-cob Impressed

Caraway Nel Impressed

Gaston Simple Stamped

Other

PROJECTILE POINTS

Hardaway Blades

Hardaway Dzlton

Hardaway 3ide-Notched .

Palmer Corner-Noitchad

Kirk Corner-Notched

Kirk & temmed

Kirk Serrated

Stanly Stemmed

Morrow Mountain I Stemmed

Morrow Mountain 11 Stemmed

Guilferd Lanceolate

Pl

Halifax Side-Notched

Savarinah River Stemmed -

Badin Crude Triangular

Vincent .

Yadkin Largé.ffiaﬁguiar

thwharrie

Clements

Hoanoke Large Triangular

Pee Dee Pentagonal

Caraway Triangular

Clarksville Small Triangular

handolph 5 temmed '

Uther -

[ e s e T B




TABLE 54

GF-104 SURFACE SAMPLES

2l

IC
20

IC
21

PUTTRRY

Sherds

43

Piainware

23

" Degorated

~TET

Vessel Forms

Jars (fiare rim)

Jars (straight rim)

Jers (conical base)

Jars {rounded base)

Bowis (open)

Bowis {constricted)

SN U W

Uther forms

Smoking Pipes

Beads

Other

S TONEWORK

Projectile Pointe

Quarry Blades

Chipped Stone Hoes

Chipped 3tone Axes

Chipped Stone Drills

knd Scrapers

Side Scrapers

Oval Scraners

1

Pointed Scrapers

Uther Scrapers

Uther fifacial

Thick Flakes Plain

o b

inick Flakes Use Chipving

Thin Fizkes Plain

128

105

Tnin Fizlkes Use Chipding

O
HIS Py AR N

16

o I0n

Hammerstiones

Mortars

Pestles

Manos

Metates

Steatite Vessels

Smoking Pipes

Pitted Stone

Atlatl Weights

Polished Stone Celts

Polished Stone Axes

Pclished Stone Gorgels

ltough Rock

47

Cracked Rock

= 1

15

-]

Uther

BONE

Unworked

Needles

AWls

Fish ncoks

Eeamers

CLher




TABLE 5B
GF-104 SURFACE SAMPLES

22

Ic
20

I¢
21

SHELL

Unworked Frégments

Unworked Hinges

S.crapers....-

Beads

Other

METAL

WOOD

-

QTHER

Tile

China

Glass

Modern Pottery

Brick




TABLE 6
GF-104 SURFACE SAMPLES

IC
20

IC
21

POTTERY

Badin Cord-marked

Badin Fabric-Marked

Badin Net Impressed

Bagin Plain

“Vincent Cord-Marked

-

Vincent Fabric-Marked

Yadkin Cord-Marked

Yadkin Fabric-Marked

il

Yadkin Linear Check Siamped

Clements Cord-Marked

Clements Fabric-Marked

Uwharrie Net Impressed

Uwharrie Brushed

Dan Hiver Net Impressed

Pee Dee Simple Stamped

Pee Dee Plain

Pee Dee Complicated Stamped

Caraway Plain

Caraway Complicated Stamped

Caraway Simple 5tamped

Caraway Brushed

Caraway Corn-cob Impressed

Caraway Net Impressed

-Gaston Simple Stamped

Other

s =

PROJECTILE POINIS

Hardaway Blades

Hardaway Dalton

Hardaway Side-Notched

Paimer Corner-Notched

[}

Kirk Corner-Notched

Kirk Stemmed

Kirk Serrated

Stanly Stemmed

Morrow Mountain I Stemmed

Morrow Mountain IY 3temmed

Guilford Lanceolate

Halifax Side-Notched

4%

SJavannah Hiver Stemmed

~‘Badin Crude Triangular

Vincent

Yadkin Large Triangulsr
Uwharrie . .

Clements

hoanoke Large Triangular

‘Pee Dee Pentagonal

Caraway Triangular

Clarksville Small Triangular

handoiph Stemmed

Uther




TABLE TA
Gr-104 SURFACE SAMPLES

TOTAL

POTTaRrY

Snerds

355

Plainware

235

Decoratea

120

Vessel Forus

Jars (Iflare rim)

Jars (straight rim)

Jars (conical base)

Jars (rounded base)

_—

Bowls {open)

Bowls (constricted)

Other forms

Smoking Plpes

Peads

Other

S TONEWORY

Projectile Points

10 |

Quarry Blades

Chipped Stone Hoes

Chipped 5tone Axes

Chipped Stone Drills

knd Scrapers

. S5ide Scrapers

Uval Scrapers

AR | oad

Al

Pointed 3crapers

Uther Scrapers

Uther sifacial

25

Thick Flakes Plain

20

Thick Flakes Use Chipping

Thin Flskes Plaln

59

1219

Thin Flakes Use Chipping

11

138

Hammerstones

Mortars

Pestiles

Manos

Metates

Steatite Vessels

Smoking Pipes

Pitted Stone

Atlatl Weights

Polished Stone Celts

Polished Stone Axes

Folished Stone Gorgets

ilough rock

100 |

142

Cracked Rock

80,

Uther

: oy
P‘\NPJ

F S JE S

31

BONE

Unworked

Needles

_u_i -

AWls

Fish hooks

Beamers

Other




TABLE TB
GF-104 SURFACK SAMPLES

.25

=)
O

RC

- M

TOTAL

SHELL

-Unworked Fragments

Unworked Hinges

scrapers

Beads

Other
METAL IR
WOOD !

. OTHER

Tile 2 1 3
China 15 15
Glass 1G 1z
Modern Poltery 1
Brick 1




TABLE 8

RC | REC | RC ' | j
GF-104 SURFACE SAMPLES 7 RC | RC| RO TOTA%

POTTERY ' !

Badin Cord-dMarxed

foed
IeNTS

Badin Favric-Marked 1 1

Badin Net Impressed
-Badin Plain

Vincent Cord-Marked 1

Vincent Fabric-Marked ' 3

Yadkin Cord-Marked

Yadkin Fabric-Marked 2 1 6

He 1 1O NS

Yadkin Linear Check Stamped 1

Clements Cord-Marked 2

Clements Fabric-Marked '

Uwharrie Net Impressed I

Uwharrie Brushed

Dan River Net lImpressed

Pee Dee Simple Stamped

Pee Dee Plain

Pee Dee Complicated Stamped _ 1

Caraway Piain

Caraway Complicated Stamped _ !

Caraway Simpie §tamped _ 3

Caraway Rrushed

Garaway Corn-cob Impressed

g =

- Caraway Nel Ilmpressed

Gaston Slmple Stamped

Uther - T B

PROJECTILE POINZ3

Hardaway Blades

Hardaway Dalton

Hardaway Side-Noteched

Palmer Corner-Notched 2
Kirk Corner-Notched '

-

Kirk Stemmed

Kirk Serrated

Stanly 3iemmed

Morrow Mountain I Stemmed

Morrow Mountain I1 Stemmed

Guilford Lanceolate . 1

Halifax Side-Notched

Savannah Hiver Stemmed

Badin Crude Triangular T ' ' i.

3]

Vincent

H— O JONA [~ o 10 - B

Yadkin Large Trlangular

Uwharrie - = - : P I _ : - i ;

Clements

Roanoke Large lriangular ' T % T
Pee Dee Pentagonal - :

Caraway Triangular

Clarksville Small Triangular ] 2

kandolph Stemmed
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1
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Fig. 5. Distribution of the total artifacts collected from the surface
of the GF-104 site. .
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Fig. 6. Distribution of the number of cultural phases represented
in the artifacts of each surface sample unit of the GF-104
site. . :
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Fig. 7. Distribution of Archaic points collected from the surface
of the GF-104 site.
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Fig. 8. Distribution of Woodland points collected from the surface
of the GF-104 site.
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Fig. 9. Distribution of pottery sherds collected from the surface
of the GF-104 site. .
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Fig. 10, Distribution of unworked stone flakes collected from the
surface of the GF-104 site.
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Fig. 11. Distribvuticn of use-chipped stone flakes collected from
the surface of the GF-104 site.
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which extends east-west through the center of field #2. Part of the concen-
tration extends inio the southern and scuthwestern parts of field #1 on an
exténsion of the terrace area. The density of artifacis drops off somewhat
in the Southeastern part of field #2, where the land is lower, aﬂd then in-
creases on the higher-ground of field #3. PFigure 6 shows the distribution
of all cultural phasgs (Palmer, Kirk, Lake Mojave, Stanley, Morrow Mountain I,
Morrow Mountain II, Guilford, Halifax, Savannah River, Badin, Yadkin, Vincént,
VCaraway, Clarksville, Clements, and Randolph) repfesented at the site, based ‘
on the projectile points and potiery recovered in the surface sampling. In
Figufe 1, the presence of each phase is represenied by a value §f one,
Although these could ha&e been split or lumped further, the information sought
was intended to give a general idea of cultural diversity in different areas
of the site. It should also be noted that many of the pottery sherds and
some of the projectile points were not classifiable as to cultural phase.
But given these limitations, cultural diversity, which might be taken as an
indication of site focus, seesm to be highest on the terrace area in the
central and southwestern portions of field #2, and on fhe hummoék of ground in
the southern part of fieid #3. There is also fair diversiiy of the artifacts
recovered in the southeastern quadrant of field #l. This probably reflects
the distribution in field #2, since ﬁost of the artifacts from thgt quadrant
.came from the southwestern pari.

.. By comparing the disiribution éf Archaic versus Woodland points (Figs.
T, 8), it appéaré that there is é.rﬁther close_oveﬁlap of-fhe two, excepf'for
the northeastern part of field #1, which is the highest area of thé field,
where the Archaic is represented and the Woodlénd ig not. The frequency'of

Woodland pottery in that area (Fig. 9) is almost negligable. In terms of
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percentage, 145 of Archaic points were found in RC-A and IC-4, whereas only
&% of pottery (Woodland) was found there. Pottery as a whole (Fig. 9),
reflects the general concentration of cultural debris in the areas of high
ground down close to the creek. -

It was believed that the opposition betﬁeen unworked stone flakes and
use-chipped stone flakes (those with chipping along the edge from utilization)
(Figs. 10, 11) might reveal a distinction between tool manufacturing afeas
and scraping or cutting aciivities. In general, éhipping of tools seems {o
have been done over all of the site area. It may be noteworthy that the
distribution of both unworked and worked stone flakes is more extensive than
Woodland pottery and projectile points. This is particularly true of the
northern part of field #1, and may cérrelate.witﬁ the possibility that the
higher portions of the siie area wére more important during Archaic times,
with the Archaic occupation more diffuse oﬁer the site and the Woodland more
concentrated. An alternative hypothesis could be fhat many of the unworked
and worked sione flakes in the northern part of the site pertain to the Wood-
lapd period and indicate some sort of different aciivity by the Woodland
inhabitanis in the higher and more northerly portion of the site. Analysis
of patina on stone flakes, both utilized and non-utilized, might yield some

valuable information along these lines, but has not yet been done.



EXCAVATION AT GF-104

Once the surface sampling had been completed, all the couvllections were
washed, 1abeled,.cataloged, and preliminarily classified as to cultural
phase.. Then, certain data were plotted on overlay maps of the site area in
the hOpe that this might generate.some potentially fruitful lines of investi-
gation which could bé pursaed thrdugh excavation. We settled on the selegticn
of the area with the greateét concentration of artifacts and.diversity of |
‘oultural phases—ihe northwestern portion of fiel& #2, and began the first
two-meter square of the excavation in the center of Ib—lO (Fig. 3).

We had hoped that there might be some undisturbed cultural deposit down
below the culiivation zone, but excavation at the first square (N1-El) ended
at a depth of 15 cm., on top of sterile red clay subsoil withk no aiscernable-
cultu:al features (Fig. 12). We proceeded to extend the trench to the east
four more squares, looking fér subsbil features such as post molds, tr;sh pits,
or burials. When this strategy proved unproductive, we decided to extend the
trench frdm square N1-E5 four squares south to square S4-E5 (Fig. 13}. We had
noticed in excavating the east-west trench that the artiifact count seemed to
increase as the irench was extended eastward (Tables 9, 10). But when we
excavated the trench.southﬁard, the artifact density decreased (Tables 9, 10).
Therefore, the lasi séuare excavated at GP-104 was an extension of fhe east-
west trench out farther to the east (N1-E6) %o see if the artifact density
would continue to increase in that direction. It did not (Tables 9, 10).

" In all the are# excavated (Fig; 14), the depth of fﬁe cultural &eposit was
consistently close to 15 cm.;.occasionally reaching a depth of 20 cm. where soil
héd been piled up somewhat during tilling, notably on the southern end Qf the

north-south trench. The artifact tabulations are given in Figure 15 according
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ig. 12. The east-west trench at GF-104, with
N1l-E2 at 10 cm. depih.
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Fig. 1.3. Laying ou} the southern extension of the
trench at GF-104.
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IC-10

| N1-E1

N1-E2

N1-E3

N1-E4

N1-E5

N1-E6

0 i
.

S1-E5

| S2-E5S

S3-E5

S4-E5

3 ‘meters

™ i

Fig. l4. BExcavated squares at the GF-104 site.
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0 i 2 3 4 meters

Fige 15. Artifact density according to excavated square.




TABLE 9A
GF-104 EXCAVATED SAMPLES
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K1

N1
B2

Nl
E3

N1
E4

Nl'!

ES

N
E

S1.52

54
ES

POTTERY

Kl

|
{
!
|

E5 E5

Sherds

%6

98

168

132}

124

100

70. 50

61

Plainware

26

58

91

841

52,

75 |

351 27

34

Decorated

40

Vessel Formg. .

40

11

48!

12

251

39

23

27

Jars (flare r1m7

Jars (straight rim)

Jars (conical base)

Jars (rounded base)

Bowls {open)

Bowls {constricted)

Other forms

Smoking Pipes

Beads

Other

S TONEWARE

Projectile Points

'._I

Quarry Blades

Chipped Stone Hoes

Chipped Sione Axes

Chipped Stone Drills

#nd Scrapers

Side Scrapers

Oval Scrapers

Pointed Scrapers

~ Uther Scrapers

QOther Bifacial

Thick Fiakes Plain

Thick Fiakes Use Chipping

Thin Flakes Plain

88

146

200

226

263

142

153! 123

Thin Flakes Use Chipping '

13

11

16

18

11

111 10

Hammerstones.

Mortars

[ SO NI N I T B

Pestles

Manos

Metates

Steatite Vessels

Smoking Pipes

Pittea Stone

Atlatl Weights

Folished Stone Celts

Polished Stone Axes

Polished Stone Gorgets

Rough rHock

71

57 ]

99

..cracked Rock

11

21 .

18 .

Uther

"BONE

Unworked

Needles

Awls -

Fish hooks

peamers

Other
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TABLE 9B

GF-104 EXCAVATED SAMPLES N1 | Nl | N1 N1 NI {N1| S1} S2| S3{54
' Bl | B2 | E3| B41E5 | 86| BS | ES| ES| H5

SHELL
Unworked Fragments
Unworked Hinges
Scrapers
Beads ]
Qther B : |

METAL S N S O S N MU IO N IO

WOOD S O A IR A R D O S

OTHER

Tile

China -

Glass

Modern Pottery
Brick




TABLE 10

GF-104 EXCAVATED SAMPLES
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- N1

N1
E2

KNl
E3

N1
E4

N1
E5

Nl

E6

53
B5

POTTERY

Badin Cord-Marked

Badin Fabric-Marked

i

Badin Net Impressed

Badin Plain

Vincent Cord—harked

o}

bR

Vincent Fabric-Marked

o

Yadkin Cord-Marked

Y

Yadkin Fabric-Marked

29

37

39

31

29

15

28

16

Yadkin Linear Check Stamped

~2ro b ]

61

Ciements Cord-Marked

Clements Fabric-Marked

Uwharrie Net Impressed

Uwharrie Brushed

Dan River Net Impressed

N U

Pee Dee Simple Stamped

Yee Dee Plain

Pee Dee Complicated Stamped

Caraway Plain

Caraway Complicated Stamped

Caraway Simple Stamped

Caraway Brushed

Caraway Corn-cob lmpressed .

—

" Caraway Net Impressed

Gaston Simple Stamped

Other

24

41

PROJECTILE POINTS

Hardaway Blades

Hardaway Dalton

Hardaway 3Side-Notched

Palmer Corner-Notched

Kirk Corner-Notched -

Kirk Stemmed

Kirk Serrated

Stanly Stemmed

Morrow Mountain I Stemmed

Morrow Mountain 1L Stemmed

Guilford Lanceolate

Halifax Side-Notched

Savannah River Stemnmed

Badin Crude Trlangular

Vincent

Yzdkin Large. Tr1angular
Uwharrie L

Clements

Ricanoke Large Irianguiar

Pee Dee Pentagonal

-Caraway Triangular

Clarksville Small Triangular

handolph Stemmed

Other
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to excavated square, and the amount of artifact bearing s0il assumed to be

- approximately the same in each. As can be seen in Figure 15, the general field

- observations about changing artifact density from square io square in the trench
.were rather acgcurate. 1t is noteworihy that this seems generally true of artlfact
density but deviates somewhat when one con31ders pottery aherds, projectile points,

or stone flakes individually (Tables 9, 10).

Soil Analysis

Soil samples were collected from various parts of the GF-104 site and sur-—
rounding vicinity, including the center of each surface sample Intensive Collec-
tion square, four of the excavated irench squares, and places in the woods
surrounding ithe site (Figs. 16-20); The soil at each of these locations was
described as to color, texture, and mechanical composition. It wés also sub-
Jected 1o cﬁemical analysis for pH, nitrogen, pﬁOSphorous,and_potassium, using
a LaMotte (model STH-5) soil testing kit.

Mlcroscoplc examlnatlon of the partlcles of s0il in the samples from the
‘2] Intensive Collection squares revealed that the mineral composition of the
s0il is predominantly white quariz, often as much as 80% of the sample. Yéllow,
purple, pink, and clear quartz were consistently present in lesser quantities.
The quartz particles are worn and glossy, caused by abrasion with other grains.

The soil acidity readings are recorded for the surface samples and the
excavated area in Figures 16 and 20. Tﬁree samples ffom the bottom to the top
| of.the slépe.on fhe.sbuthefn'éide'bf thé.créek which are nét illustrated ;n'

-the Figures were respectively 4.8, 5.0, and 5.0. All of the SOi}_tested within
the GF-104 site can be classified as acidic, varying from moderately acid through
strongly acid to ver}'acid. Such acidity normally can ﬁe traced to the fact that

alkaline materials, chiefly calcium and magnesium, are lost from soil through
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o 3 w0
-7 .00

SCALE IN METERS

Fig. 16. Soil acidity readings from the surface sampling squares
at the GP-104 site. Values range from moderately acid
(5.6) to very acid {4.4). .
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Fig. 17. Phosphorus readings from the surface sampling squares at

the GF-104 site. Values indicate pounds per acrey ranging
from medium low {50 1bs.) to very high (200 lbs.).
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Fig. 18. Nitrate nitrogen readings from the surface sampling squares

at the GF-104 site. Values indicate pounds per acre, ranging
from medium (60 1bs.) to high {150 1lbs.).
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Fig. 9. Pd*t-assi-um readings from the suriacé sampling squares at the
GF-104 site. Values indicate pounds per acre, ranging from
low (95 1bs.) to high (400 lbs.).
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N1-El

4.6
o7
100
100

4- 8
160
100 S1-E5
~-100

N1-E1 sample
S1-E5 sample
53-E5 sample
$4-E5 sample

6.0

57
oT | s3m5

120

4.8
100
150 | S4-E5

100

is from red clay at 20 cm. depth
is from tan sandy soil at 20 cm. depth
is from Feature #1 '
ig from red clay at 20 cm. depth

2 4 -meters

o1 g
gy oy
E‘”)"- i oy i

So0il chemistry readings from the GF-104 excavations. Values
from top to botiom are acidity, phosphorus, nitrate nitrogen,
and potassium. '
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-E5 at GF-104.

53

+ in square

Feature #1

21.
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cultivation and leaching. The pH influences ihe preservation of phosphates in
- the soil, éspecially calcium phosphate—the primary material in bone. Also,
phosphorus -(Figse-17; 20); which is-often~amgeodwin¢icaxor of human - occupation -
becausg it rgsults.from the concentration of animal mattef, is leached out and
drained away when soil acidity is strongef than a p of 5.6. The soils at
GF-104 average below the crudial 5.6. pH value and therefore conditions for the
preservation of aboriginal bone are quite poor and phosphorous would not be
reliable for locating remnants of burials. It may be significant that lower
aéidity seems t0 generally correspond with the area of site concentration,
although there are some highly acidic readings {rom. that area,.such as IC-1l0
: (fig. 1 ). It is notable that the least acid sample from the éite came from
Feature #1 in square S3-E5 (Fig. 20). This small shallow kidney-shaped feature
(ﬁig. 20) contained only two minute-stone flakes. Perhaps it was once a trash
pit which contained mussel shells. The 1ow_phosphorus‘reading of a sample
{aken from the featgre makes it uﬁlikely that éhe pit represents a burial.

 In contrast to phosphates, nitrogenous materials break down less easily
in acidic conditions. Nitrogen tests which show local concentrations of nitro-
genous matter which is not merely due to humus, can sometimes afford evidence
of the former presence of a burial. However,'nitrogen is often intfoduced
through modern agricultural practices. The areas of high nitrate nitrogen
‘concentration at GF-104 mre fields #2, #3, and #5, and IC squares 1, 2, 4, 5,
and 7 (Figs.~18,.20)1  But this could well be due to mﬁdern-fertilization_Of the
fieids. The same is prob#biy true of the differences.in the pﬁtaséium readings

(Figs. 19, 20).

(ieology and Sione Tool Analysis

Several techniques were attempted in the analysis of the stone artifacts
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from the GF-104 site, including classification of artifacts by type of rock,
geologic sampling of the site environs, examination of artifacts for wear char-
acteristics, and measurement of projectile points (Fig. 22). Virtually all of
ihe artifacts could be cateéqrized into. a limited number of rock types eaéily
.distinguishable_without thg aid of peirologic prdcessing. The éatégories of
slate, flint, basalt, steatite, quartz, guariz crysfal, granife, and hornblende
were used for sorting the artifacté.- Analysis was aided by Pfofessor Carl Dinga,
, geologist'at UNC-Greensboro,

Slates of.the Carclina Slate Belt ocour ahéut one mile north of Stinking
Quarter Creek, and parallel the creek. Man& of the slates in this deposit are
highly_silicifiéd, grayish-~white to blue;gray in color, with fine.gfain and
great density. They are derived from.volcanic asﬂ,-and closely resemble cherts
The physical prOperiies of the-slafes, including conchoi&al fracturé, make them
an excellent_raw_materiél for the manﬁfacture of dhippéd stone artifacts. Many
of tﬁe GF—iO4 artifacts wefe made from'this1slaté. Other'aftifacts were made
from quartz, which oédurs in the area as an accessory mineral to the slate and
granite deposifs. There are also some artifacts of true flint which_probably _
.occurs in the form of stream cobbles. Several quartz cr&stals were.found at the
* gite and were récorded in the "other stoneﬁork" category.

Some Stﬁné howl fragments of steatite were found at CF-104., Steatite occurs
.1§cally iﬁ small cquantities, although it is not known if thé local supply is of
- the qualif¥'°rnq“¢3tiiy ¥¢°¢S$#r¥ for stone bowl manufactures Sizeable deposits
" of steatite ocour in talc beds near Deep River, and these deposits may have been |
the source for the GF;104 steatite veséels; |
Many thin stone flakés'were recovered in the surface sampling and éxcavation
at the GFr-104 site; In fact,_the.flakés constitute approximately 5Q£.of the

total artifacts recovered. These flakes can be divided into two main groups;

ex
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Fig. 22. Selected projectile points from GP-104
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large flakes, usually of highly patiﬁated flint or Carolina Slate, and small
black flint chips, many pf_whiph érg percussion flakes. The small flint flakes
_ere particularly interesting in that so many of them exist at the site, while
projectile poinfs or other chipped tools of .:e same material are rare. Almost
 a11'eiam§1es of pfojectile points produced from the'&ark.fliht'are ﬁandolph
Stemmed. In the category of used thin flakes, it should be noted that most of

7 thesé flakes diSplay acute edge angles, and were possibly used as cutting blades
. in butchering or.related activitiea. - Very few utilized thick flakes are present.
_They have less acute edge angles, which may be asscciated with the processing of

vegetdable material or represent woodworking (wilmsen 1970; Binford 1968).

Pottery Analysis

' Study of the pottery sherds from GF-104 (Fig. 23) included their classifica-
tion, thin section analysis, refiring shefds, and firing'briqueifésihédé from
clay obtained-in the area of the GF-104ASite. The classification of the sherds
is presen{éd in Tables 2, 4,.6, 8, and 10. Not much progress was ﬁade with the -
thin_séction analysis because we lacked a petrogréphip microscope. However, some
observations may be of value. There were many large igneous inclusions in the
. paste of the Yadkin and Vincent sherds, especially amphibole. This might be
fempering material which was obtained.by crushing old decayed granitic rock.
which is found in small quantities arOuﬁd the site area.

Results from the_refiring of the sherds wére somewhat_ﬁisappointing, but -
'thisldppéréhtl&'fégultéd_as'huéﬁ from'tha_SOrﬁ“bf'kiln'uéea:asianything'else;

It was a top-loading kiln_without a window.or”a peep hole to observe ﬁhe sherds
during refiring. It was necessary to open the.lid periodically to inspect the
sherds, thus creating.severe difficulties with.temperature control. There were

. . o
nine sample sherds used for refiring. They were fired to a temperature of 300
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Selected pottery

sherds from GF-104.
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centigrade, and some color change was noted in six of them. These were all
light tan to medium gfay before-refiring, and turned pale orange. These six
“included one Badin Fabric Marked, one Vincént.?abric'ma?kedg'two'Ya&kEn”FéBfic'.
Marked, and two undecorafed sherds, one of which was gray and the other brown.
Two of ihe three sherds which did not change color were undecorated but ﬁere
well made and héd smooth surfaces, so were poésibly férily late ih.the culiural
sequence. rThe third was reddish in color and impressed with a relafively fine
fabric. _It also may have been quife late.temPoraliy.'

Firing of the clay briqueties produced some notable color changes (Table 11).
If is interesﬁing'to note_that-the clay from field.#j_and from the creek_hoth
fired to an.orangey tan coior,.whereas tﬁe two ciay‘samples,frOm fieid #2 fired
browvn, It is also worthy éf note that tempering the samples with sand did not
" visibly alter the firing results. Both the creek clay and the yellow olay from
field #3 are:simiiar to0 that used in the éarly sherds which.furned pale orange

by 900° centigrade.

Faunal Analysis

From the surface séﬁpling_at GF~104, a total of seven bones were reobvered,
They were soaked with a preservative_solution.and then taken to ?rofessor Ho T,
Hehdrickson of the UNC-(Greensboro Biology Department for identificafion.' Hé
'nbted fhat two of them.ﬁere_from some large mammal,'probabLy a. COoW or.a horse.

We alao questloned local 1nformants ‘about fauna of the area, and complled a
llst of these animals, as well as a list of those anlmals mentxoned by Lawson in

his Hlstony of‘North Carolina (1860), and by other authors wr1t1ng about North |

Carolina fauné {Barber, Hamnett, and Raver 1959; Hamnett and’Thorhton 1953,
Hamilton 1943). Certainly’thére would have been'a_wide vafiety of game available

for the Indian inhabitants of G¥-104, including cpossums, rabbits, racoons, deer,
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N1-E1 Red
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Field #3 Yellow
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quail, turkeys, ducks, turtles, frogs, and crayfish. One mussel shell was

. found in'Stinking Quarter Creek near the site, and was identified_by Dr.
_Hendrickson as sp. Unio which is common in North Carolina streams. There may
have been more mussels here in the past, but the stréam is now rather_polluted.
Hoﬁever, the.channel is Quite narrow and the wéter shallow;-not-an ideal place

10 find mussel shell beds or significant populations of sizeable fish.



CONCLUSIUNS

We remain unsure of the reason why through some 8,000 years Indians of
_the Archaic, then Woodland, and finally Historic period, selected the area of
CGF-104 to'inhabit. Not only does this creek, as.creeks go, seem rather un—
éttréc{ive from the point.of view of any Specially available resources, but
based on our local site survey, this spot seems the only place along North
Prong Stinkiné Quarter Creek for quite some distance showing‘a sizeable utili-
zation through time.

We were surprised to find only one small feature in the subsocil of the
site which might have resulted from Indian activities on the site. There
were no post molds, no trash pits (other than perhaps feature #1), no burials,
-etc. _Perhéps this is due'to the area of the site sampled through excavation,
.conditions of the subsoii; or cultural practices of the aboriginal inhabitants.
However, it might lend some support to the idea that the site was used as a
temﬁorary camping ground, perhapé by wandering groups not even engaged in a
stable séasonal round. This area would have provided'them with spring-fed
creek wéter, vegetable and animal foqutuffs,.and close access to part of
.the Carolina Slate Belt. Also of potential importance is the location of the
site right along the'hisforically known Trading Path extending northeast to
southwest across the North Carolina piedmont from the Roancke River to #he
Catawba country southwest of present-day Charlotte, Nor%h'Carolina. This
might.help-éxplain.the iatest occﬁpations on the site, but not the earlier
ones,.unlesé.fhé ffading Path hés considerable antiéuity.(see Rights 1971:
Plate 29 and pp. 101-102). Whatevér.the reason, the site, like many others
in the piedmont of North Carelina, shows an interesfing cultural c§ntinuity

of traditional utilization from Archaic times {through Woodland and into

28
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Historic times.

We began our investigations at GF-104 with the hope of recovering certain

~ sorts of information about the Indian inhabitants of the area, but finding all .
of the culiural debris jumbled up in the culiivated soil zone fogced us to
éhange somewhat our orientation. This has led us fo the question of how one
deals systematically with such disturbed sites——sites which are usually passed
over by archaeclogisis in the search for undisturbed deposits. This problem
would seem particuiarly imﬁortant in an areas such as the North Carclina
piedmont where so many sites appear to be of this sort. Realizing that all
archaeologicél deposits represent imperféct preservation of data regarding.

the fotality of a past cuitural gystem anyway, this seems best viewed ag just
an extreme case in the contimuum.

50 now we.ére becﬁming interested in how to best recover the information
from such sites through sysiematic surface sampling and test excavation, as
'well as looking_into'ﬁow our sampléé compare to the_sampling represented in
other collections, such as the collections of the farmefs who cultivate the
land. Much remains to be dene along these lines, and it is in such a directién'

that work regarding the GF-104 site continues.
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