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Chapter 1

An Introduction to Siouan Archaeology

As with any research project of this scope, it is hard
to pinpoint exactly when it began. In 1938, Joffre Coe
received a grant from the Indiana Historical Society to
investigate archaeological sites of the piedmont Siouan
tribes. His investigations built upon the earlier work of
the Reverend Douglas Rights, who first tied John
Lawson’s journal to the locations of known archaeolog-
ical sites in the Piedmont (Rights 1931). Even before
Rights, James Mooney (1894) studied the Piedmont
tribes and gave them their Siouan affiliation. And no
doubt before Mooney, many relic collectors wondered
about the people who left their silent traces scattered
across the fields of central North Carolina.

But, as with most origins, the origin of this project
soon fades into a murky realm where the past has little
or no bearing on the present. Realistically speaking,
the modern era of Siouan research began in 1972 when
Bennie Keel and Keith Egloff—archaeologists with the
Research Laboratories of Anthropology (RLA) at The
University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill—visited
Upper Saratown on the Dan River and salvaged a
burial that was being looted by pothunters (Figure 1.1).
From that cold January day in 1972, until August
1981, staff and students from the Research Laborato-
ries carried out excavations at this important late
seventeenth-century Siouan site. Though conducted
without a research design or overall plan, the results of
this effort whetted the curiosities of all of us who were
associated with the excavations during those years.

Both authors spent many long, hot days working
among the tall, thick cornstalks that usually covered
Upper Saratown during the summers; however, it was
Jack Wilson who spilled the most sweat, and even a
little blood, at Upper Saratown. Jack supervised the
excavations from 1975 until their end in 1981. Using
data from Upper Saratown and other Siouan sites,
Jack’s dissertation, A Study of Late Prehistoric, Proto-
historic, and Historic Indians of the Carolina and
Virginia Piedmont: Structure, Process, and Ecology
(1983), provided a firm foundation for the most recent
phase of Siouan research which began in 1983 with
excavations at the Wall site (Dickens et al. 1987).

During the latter years at Upper Saratown, those of
us who were involved with the excavations began to
think about Coe and Robert Wauchope’s 1938-1941
investigations at the Wall site near Hillsborough, North
Carolina, which they interpreted to be the Occaneechi
village visited by John Lawson in 1701 (Lefler 1967).
We felt that by comparing the Sara and Occaneechi
data, important insights could be gained regarding
change and acculturation during this critical time of
contact between natives and Europeans. Coe, how-

ever, had other interests at the time, and it was not
until his retirement in 1982 that the subject was resur-
rected. Roy Dickens replaced Coe as director of the
Research Laboratories and was easily sold on the idea
of formally organizing a program of Siouan research
around the theme of culture contact and change.

Soon after Roy arrived, we began to look at Coe
and Wauchope’s "Occaneechi” materials from the Wall
site and recognized a need to re-evaluate their connec-
tion to the village that Lawson visited. Most peculiar
was the fact that there were very few Historic period
artifacts, and almost all of the ones that had been
recovered came from the plowzone. In addition, the
historic materials seemed to date to the late eighteenth
and early nineteenth centuries. During the winter of
1983, we decided to return to the Wall site and use
fine-grained recovery techniques to see if things such
as small glass trade beads had fallen through Coe and
Wauchope’s screens.

The return to the Wall site was not an easy one.
Except for a small-scale map of the site area, none of
the original field notes were available, and no perma-
nent reference points for the excavation grid had been
established during the earlier work. To exacerbate our
problems, the site was covered by a carpet of thick
Johnson grass that prevented any assessment of surface
artifact distributions. We groped in the dark for the
first four weeks of the field season, but finally man-
aged to relocate a corner of one of the earlier excava-
tion units. At about the same time, the original site
plan materialized, making it possible to articulate our
excavations with those done in 1938, 1940, and 1941.

When waterscreening failed to turn up any traces of
historic materials, we became confident that the Wall
site predated the Contact period. This conclusion was
subsequently corroborated by radiocarbon dating.
However, after reviewing Lawson’s journal, it seemed
likely that Rights (1931:417) was correct in locating the
Occaneechi village in the general vicinity of the Wall
site. About halfway through the field season, we began
to investigate a small garden plot a few hundred feet
west of the Wall site. On the plowed surface, a few
kaolin pipe stems and aboriginal potsherds were
observed. Informal shovel testing in the grassy area
adjacent to the garden eventually detected evidence of
intact cultural features. These turned out to be ceme-
tery burials associated with an historic Indian village.
Between 1983 and 1986, this small palisaded vil-
lage—designated the Fredricks site—was excavated in
its entirety (Dickens et al. 1987; Ward and Davis
1988). The trade goods recovered, along with its
location, left little doubt that this was the Occaneechi
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town that Lawson had visited almost 300 years earlier.

The Fredricks and Wall site excavations, in conjunc-
tion with the earlier work, laid the foundation for
expanding our investigations into the Haw and Dan

An Introduction to Siouan Archaeology 3

river drainages, as well as continuing research on the
Eno River. These subsequent investigations, undertak-
en at 12 separate archaeological sites between 1986 and
1990, are reported in the chapters that follow.

Investigations in the Haw River Drainage

The Haw River drainage was extensively surveyed
by archaeologists from the Research Laboratories of
Anthropology during the fall and winter of 1984-1985
as part of a National Park Service project administered
by the North Carolina Department of Archives and
History (Simpkins and Petherick 1985). Additional
surveys were carried out during the winter and spring
of 1986 along the Haw River and its tributaries in
Alamance County. These surveys also were sponsored
by the National Park Service under a grant adminis-
tered by the Department of Archives and History
(McManus and Long 1986).

Two goals of these surveys were to identify the sites
of towns mentioned in the historical literature and to
record other sites that dated to the Late Prehistoric and
Contact periods. These formal survey projects fol-
lowed numerous informal surveys that had been
conducted in the area since the early 1930s. By the
time the Siouan project excavations began, many
potentially significant sites were known and numerous
surface collections from these sites had been studied.
This background work provided a firm basis for
identifying sites that appeared to offer the greatest
potential for containing buried, intact archaeological
remains. During 1986 and 1987, seven sites containing
late prehistoric and historic archaeological components
were excavated along the Haw River and its tributaries.

Ethnohistorical research and limited excavations
conducted in 1983 indicated that the Mitchum site
(31Ch452) represented the best known example of a
Contact period Indian village within the Haw River
drainage (see Dickens et al. 1987). The Webster site
(31Ch463), located directly across the Haw River from
Mitchum, also appeared to contain an historic compo-
nent, based on informant interviews (Figure 1.2).
Fieldwork began at the Mitchum site in September
1986, and extensive auger testing and excavations were
completed at both sites by the time weather conditions
forced a halt to fieldwork in late November. During
the remainder of the fall and the following winter,
artifacts from these sites were processed and analyzed.

During April and May 1987, auger testing resumed
at several other sites within the Haw River drainage.
After the results of these tests were evaluated, excava-
tions were planned at five additional sites, all located
in Alamance County on tributaries of the Haw River
(Figures 1.3 and 1.4). These excavations were begun
at the Guthrie site (RLA-Am145) on Cane Creek and
continued at the Holt site (RLA-Am163) and the Holt
#2 site (RLA-Am172), located on Stinking Quarter

Creek near its confluence with Alamance Creek.
Excavations were then conducted at the Edgar Rodgers
site (RLA-Am162), located on Cane Creek upstream
from the Guthrie site. The final site to be investigat-
ed—the George Rogers site (RLA-Am236)—was
located on Alamance Creek, immediately downstream
from the Holt sites. These investigations were com-
pleted by the end of July 1987, and the artifacts were
cleaned, cataloged, and analyzed during the remainder
of the summer and fall of 1987.

Our initial impression of the sites within the Haw
River drainage, based on survey data, was that they
mostly represented small hamlets rather than large,
nucleated villages, and that the entire drainage basin
probably was largely abandoned shortly after the initial
period of European contact. The results of our excava-
tions did not change this view. With the exception of
the Mitchum site, which appears to have been
palisaded, all the sites seem to represent dispersed
occupations, thinly scattered along the Haw River and
its major tributaries. Most were occupied between
A.D. 1300 and A.D. 1600. Only the Mitchum site
produced definite evidence of European contact, and
this consisted of only a sparse assortment of trade
artifacts. By the latter half of the seventeenth century,
the Haw River basin apparently was occupied by a very
small native population.

The archaeology of the Haw drainage suggests that
the aboriginal population may have been too small to
attract the interest of English traders. The absence of
sites—except for Mitchum—directly linking Natives and
Europeans certainly suggests a lack of interaction
between the two cultures. Perhaps the loosely aligned
family networks that formed the basic hamlet-like
residential units prior to the Contact period dissolved
into smaller social groups that were invisible to the
intruders, much as their remains are invisible today to
archaeologists. Some of the sites lacking direct evi-
dence of European contact may have been occupied at
the same time the larger tribes to the north and south
were actively engaged in a lively exchange with the
English.

John Lawson, crossing the Haw River in the winter
of 1701, showed little interest in the Indians living
there, simply noting that the "Sissipahau" dwelled (or
had dwelled) along the river bearing their name. In
contrast, Lawson visited and described in detail over a
dozen other towns and villages during his epic "thou-
sand-mile" voyage from Charleston to the Pamlico
River in North Carolina (Lefler 1967). The Haw River
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area is unique in that only the "Sissipahau” are men-
tioned in connection with it.

The environment John Lawson observed, the same
one that had supported native populations for at least a
half dozen millennia, offered a rich cornucopia of
natural resources. In fact, Lawson was much im-
pressed with the Haw River area and remarked that:

This River is much such another as Sapona; both
seeming to run a vast way up the Country. Here
is plenty of good Timber, and especially, of
Scaly-bark’d Oak; And as there is Stone enough
in both Rivers, and the Land is extraordinary
Rich, no Man that will be content within Bounds
of Reason, can have any grounds to dislike it.
And they that are otherwise, are the best Neigh-
bours, when farthest off [Lefler 1967:60].

One major shortcoming of the Haw River environ-
ment, however, is a general lack of broad, well-devel-
oped floodplains due to the youthful age of the drainage
system. Along the Haw River itself, late prehistoric
sites tend to be restricted to natural levees where small
expanses of fertile, well-drained soils can be found.
Most of these levees and their favorable soils are
located along the lower reaches of the river and are
generally absent in the upper and middle courses.
Upstream, the majority of the later sites are situated
along terraces and ridges that overlook the narrow
floodplain of the Haw and its tributaries (cf. Simpkins
and Petherick 1985:87). This lack of abundant flood-
plain soils may have been a major factor contributing
to the relatively small, dispersed nature of the native
settlements during the Late Prehistoric and Contact
periods.

Investigations in the Dan River Drainage

The Dan River valley had been the focus of some of
the earliest investigations by the Research Laboratories
of Anthropology. During the late 1930s, Joffre Coe set
out to locate historic Siouan villages located along the
Dan and Roanoke rivers. Earlier, Douglas Rights had
realized the importance of the Dan River valley in
understanding the piedmont Siouans. Responding in
November 1936, to Coe’s request for information on

the location of possible Siouan sites, the Reverend
Rights wrote:

Probably the best Siouan fields are on the Dan
River. There the river has not washed out above
the high banks with so much damage. Pottery is
plentiful in fragments. This is the region of the
last settlements of the Saura. Something could
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be done there [letter on file, RLA].

In a subsequent letter to Coe, also dated November
1936, Rights described what he thought to be the
locations of Upper Saratown, Lower Saratown, and the
Occaneechi village on Occaneechi Island near Clarks-
ville, Virginia. Coe used Rights’ information to
identify sites that were subsequently excavated during
the 1938 Siouan research program sponsored by Eli
Lilly and the Indiana Historical Society.

Unsatisfied with the results of his initial 1938
excavations at the Wall site on the Eno River, Coe
soon moved his operation north into southern Virginia
near Clarksville, where he sought evidence for the
historic Occaneechi, Saponi, and Tutelo. Fifteen sites
on or near Harris, Oak Hill, Occaneechi, Lewis, and
Fields islands were identified by survey; test excava-
tions were conducted at four of these sites. Although
features were found at two sites, the overall results of
the investigations were not particularly informative.

During the fall of 1938, Coe requested additional
funds from the Indiana Historical Society, which were
granted. He moved upstream on the Dan River to
investigate the purported site of Lower Saratown in
Rockingham County, North Carolina, and he also
investigated the Trading Ford site on the Yadkin River
in Rowan County, North Carolina. In the end, Coe
continued to be dissatisfied with the results, which to
him were "entirely too skimpy" or "not what we are
looking for" (letter on file from Joffre Coe to Glenn
Black, August 1938, RLA). Except for general
summaries of piedmont Siouan archaeology by James
Griffin (1945) and Joffre Coe (1952), and a Master’s
thesis by Ernest Lewis (1951) that focused on the
Lower Saratown excavation, the overall results of this
early Siouan research were never published.

Although formal excavations on the Dan River
ceased in the fall of 1938, informal looting quickly
took its place, and by the late 1960s most of the larger
sites on the Virginia and North Carolina sides had
suffered some damage. As a consequence of this
looting, excavations by the Research Laboratories were
initiated during the summer of 1972 at the site of
seventeenth-century Upper Saratown in Stokes County,
North Carolina. Here, numerous burials and rich pit
features were being destroyed by relic collectors, and
it was felt that if something was not done, the entire
site would be destroyed. These excavations continued
for 10 years, exposing a large section of the village as
well as a portion of an earlier occupation—Early Upper
Saratown—situated a few hundred feet to the north.
Certain aspects of these investigations have been
reported in dissertations by Hogue (1988), Ward
(1980), and Wilson (1983), and in theses by Navey
(1982) and Wilson (1977).

When the decision was made to expand the Siouan
project beyond the Eno River basin, the Dan River

drainage was the obvious choice for additional, com-
parative research. Here, we could build upon an
extensive foundation of excavations and surveys; and
there was also a large corpus of extant data that needed
analysis and reassessment.

Background research in the Dan River drainage
began in 1984 with the development of an inventory of
Late Prehistoric and suspected Contact period sites (see
Simpkins and Petherick 1985, 1986). Because of
previous surveys by amateurs as well as professional
archaeologists, it was felt that most, if not all, of the
major village sites probably were known. The historic
villages occupied by the Sara—Upper Saratown, Lower
Saratown, Madison Cemetery, and the William Kluttz
sitte—had been known for a number of years, and the
locations of numerous late prehistoric sites also were
known. As a consequence, extensive surveys were not
necessary to locate potential sites for excavation.

Instead of field surveys, preliminary efforts were
directed toward examining extant artifact collections at
the Research Laboratories of Anthropology, private
collections, and collections curated at other institutions
that had done research along the Dan River. Many
sites were revisited to assess their condition and
excavation potential. From this background study, a
dozen sites were considered for excavation. During the
fall of 1987 and the spring of 1988, the list of sites was
shortened to four. Because of wet weather, the discov-
ery of an historic component at Lower Saratown, and
the sampling of an extremely rich deposit of late
Contact period materials at the William Kluttz site,
expanded excavations were ultimately carried out at
only three sites.

The first site excavated during the summer of 1988
was the William Kluttz site (31Sk6), located on the
Dan River in the vicinity of Upper Saratown (Figure
1.5). Although this site had been collected for many
years and looted extensively during the late 1960s,
relatively little was known about it. Local collectors
had reported European trade artifacts that, in kind and
quantity, suggested that the William Kluttz site post-
dated Upper Saratown; however, pottery from surface
collections also indicated the possibility of a late
prehistoric Dan River phase occupation. Our 1988
excavations verified the presence of both these compo-
nents and uncovered perhaps the richest single deposit
of late Contact period ceramics yet found in piedmont
North Carolina.

Additional excavations originally were planned at
nearby Early Upper Saratown (31Sk1), which had been
previously excavated in 1981. Because of the richness
of the William Kluttz site, wet weather, and the fact
that a sizable body of data had already been obtained
from Early Upper Saratown, we decided to spend more
time at the William Kluttz site and, if possible, return
to Early Upper Saratown toward the end of the field
season.
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After completing the work at William Kluttz, the
project was moved some 25 mi downstream to the
vicinity of historic Lower Saratown (Figure 1.6). The
first site excavated was the Powerplant site (31RkS),
located on the opposite side of the Dan River from a
large Duke Power Company generating station. Here,
severe erosion had destroyed approximately two-thirds
of the site. Pottery and other artifacts collected from
the surface and from pits that had eroded out of the
bank suggested a small, late prehistoric, Dan River
phase settlement.

The final site to be investigated was Lower Saratown
(31Rk1), the site that Coe had initially explored in
1938. After reviewing the materials collected by Coe,

we concluded that he had not sampled a Contact period
village but rather an earlier archaeological component
dating to the latter half of the Dan River phase.
Despite this, we felt, based on William Byrd II's
description in 1733 of the area surrounding Lower
Saratown, that Rights and Coe were essentially correct
in identifying this site as the probable location of the
historic village. Further, based on experience gained
from our earlier excavations at Occaneechi, we were
confident that if a Contact period occupation was
nearby, it probably would exhibit low "visibility"
compared to the earlier, more densely occupied village
sampled by Coe.

The Dan River valley stands in sharp contrast to the
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Eno and Haw river valleys. Along both sides of the
Dan, broad expanses of well-drained floodplain pre-
dominate. Contiguous cultivated fields often comprise
several hundred acres, and some of the largest expans-
es of fertile bottoms can be found around the Upper
and Lower Saratown vicinities. Only along the lower
reaches of the Haw River are comparably-sized bottom-
lands encountered, and swampy conditions often prevail
there behind the narrow levees that parallel the river.
From an agricultural standpoint, the potential of the
Dan River valley far exceeds that of the central Pied-
mont drainages to the south. This is true today as it no
doubt was in the past. It is no accident that the Late
Prehistoric and early Contact period Siouan populations
along the Dan River were more numerous and lived in
larger, more densely settled communities than their
southern cousins.

After completing a survey of the dividing line
between Virginia and North Carolina in 1728, William
Byrd II was so impressed with the Dan River valley
that he purchased 20,000 acres in what is today Rock-
ingham County, North Carolina. In 1733, Byrd con-
ducted a survey of his newly acquired tract which he
called the "Land of Eden." In both The History of the
Dividing Line betwixt Virginia and North Carolina, Run
in the Year of Our Lord 1728 and A Journey to the

Land of Eden in the Year 1733, Byrd painted a glowing
picture of the richness of the land and the bounty of its
natural resources. Upon approaching the abandoned
fields at Lower Saratown, Byrd (Wright 1966:398)
sympathetically declared that:

It must have been a great misfortune to them to
be obliged to abandon so beautiful a dwelling,
where the air is wholesome and the soil equal in
fertility to any in the world. The river is about
eighty yards wide, always confined within its
lofty banks and rolling down its waters, as sweet
as mild and as clear as crystal. There runs a
charming level of more than a mile square that
will bring forth like the lands of Egypt, without
being overflowed once a year. There is scarce
a shrub in view to intercept your prospect but
grass as high as a man on horseback. Toward
the woods there is a gentle ascent till your sight
is intercepted by an eminence that overlooks the
whole landscape. This sweet place is bounded to
the east by a fine stream called Sauro Creek,
which running out of the Dan and tending west-
erly, makes the whole a peninsula.

Even taking into consideration Byrd’s penchant for
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hyperbole, he was clearly impressed with his "Land of
Eden," and today, the area around Lower Saratown and

many other stretches along the Dan River still look
much as Byrd described them.

Investigations in the Eno River Drainage

As stated earlier, the archaeological investigations
reported in this monograph developed out of a research
program begun in 1983 at the Wall site (Figure 1.7).
This research followed Coe’s earlier 1938 test excava-
tion at the site and more extensive excavations by
Robert Wauchope in 1940 and 1941. Coe’s initial
excavations were neither extensive nor conclusive in
verifying the Wall site as the historic Occaneechi
village. Nevertheless, when Works Progress Adminis-
tration funds were made available to The University of
North Carolina in 1940 for a statewide archaeological
program, excavations were resumed at the Wall site
under Wauchope’s direction. By 1941, Wauchope had
uncovered a large portion (12,000 sq ft) of the western
half of the palisaded village. Unfortunately, neither
Coe’s nor Wauchope's research was ever published.

In 1983, after a hiatus of 42 years, excavations were
resumed at the Wall site to determine whether or not it
did, indeed, represent the 1701 Occaneechi village.
Although Coe and others (i.e., Lewis 1951) continued
to believe that Rights’ (1931) identification was correct,
the original excavated materials were never analyzed,
and what had been speculation in 1938 grew into

unsubstantiated fact during the succeeding years.
When Wauchope and Coe’s data were examined in
1983, it was clear that very little hard evidence existed
to support the interpretation that the Wall site was
Lawson’s Occaneechi Town of 1701.

During the course of the 1983 excavations, it soon
became apparent that although Rights was correct in
looking for Occaneechi in the vicinity of the Wall site,
subsequent researchers were incorrect in assuming that
the site dated to the Contact period. Midway through
the 1983 field season, a small palisaded settlement with
an accompanying cemetery was discovered a few
hundred feet west of the Wall site and named the
Fredricks site (310r231). Burials at the site contained
a variety of European trade artifacts dating to the last
decade of the seventeenth and early eighteenth centu-
ries. Occaneechi Town had finally been discovered
(Dickens et al. 1987; Ward and Davis 1988).

By the end of the 1986 field season, the Fredricks
site had been excavated in its entirety, and an early
Haw River phase occupation (i.e., the Hogue site) had
been discovered a few hundred feet northwest of the
Occaneechi village. The number of temporally and
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spatially discrete Indian villages in the 25-acre bend on
the Eno River was now three, spanning a period from
about A.D. 1000 to 1710.

In order to explore the possibility that contemporary
households resided outside the palisaded Occaneechi
settlement, a large area adjacent to the site was auger
tested during the spring of 1989. These tests identified
a large number of rich subsurface features just north-
west of the Occaneechi palisade and cemetery. Be-
cause information from these features would be ex-
tremely important in understanding the community
structure and overall size of the 1701 Occaneechi
population, excavations were resumed in the Eno River
bend during the summer of 1989.

Much to our surprise, we quickly realized that the
pits detected by augering were not dug by Occaneechis,
but by the inhabitants of an earlier town, perhaps the
Shakori village of Shakor mentioned by John Lederer
in 1670 (Cumming 1958). The 1989 excavations
revealed numerous pit features, a rectangular wall-
trench house, and a single shaft-and-chamber burial.
Excavations at this site, named the Jenrette site, were
continued in 1990.

During 1989, the early Haw River phase Hogue site
also was investigated. Because artifact concentrations
defining the Hogue site were separated by a large
wooded gully—perhaps the remnant of an old wagon
road—the two halves of the site were investigated sepa-
rately. Except for a single large pit feature partially
excavated in 1984 and completed in 1989, the western
portion of the Hogue site produced only scant evidence
of in situ cultural disturbances. Excavations in the
eastern Hogue site area, however, uncovered several
burial pits and postholes. When combined with evi-
dence from other sites investigated within the Haw
drainage, the Hogue site data permit some insights into
early Haw River phase community structure.

The 25-acre floodplain within the U-shaped bend at
Hillsborough represents one of the largest expanses of
bottomland along the entire Eno River. Unlike the Dan
River valley, the Eno is closely flanked by rounded
ridges and bluffs. The relatively large acreage of well-
drained, friable agricultural land at Hillsborough
undoubtedly contributed greatly to its popularity among
native populations over the millennia.

Summary

The most recent phase of archaeological study on the
North Carolina Piedmont is now completed. In the
chapters that follow, we will present detailed analyses
of data covering such basic categories of research as
settlement, subsistence, mortuary behavior, ceramics,
lithics, and trade assemblages. The unifying theme
throughout this volume is culture change precipitated
by the interaction between Indians and English traders.
Before the Siouan project began, we knew from the
ethnohistorical records that new tools and trinkets from
the traders’ packs had a profound influence on the
piedmont tribes. We also knew that alien diseases had
an even more profound and dramatic effect on native
populations.

What we did not know was how new technologies
and foreign exchange networks were organized within
traditional subsistence and economic systems. We also
did not know what new ideas accompanied the guns,
cloth, and "edged tools" of the English. For example,
how did culture contact influence sociopolitical organi-
zation and to what extent did the native peoples incor-
porate European belief systems into their own? Al-

though it is well known that the indigenous American
population had little natural immunity to a variety of
Old World diseases, it was not clear when the epidem-
ics first struck the Virginia and North Carolina Pied-
mont. Nor did we fully understand the mechanisms of
their transmission. Moreover, we knew very little of
the social, political, and ideological consequences of
massive depopulation and tribal amalgamation.

We do not presume now to know the answers to all
these questions; however, this study has gleaned a
considerable corpus of information from the archaeo-
logical record that allows us to reconstruct a picture of
the past that is much more focused and detailed than
was heretofore possible. The analysis and re-analysis
of these data will, no doubt, continue for years to come
as new ideas and questions are formulated by future
generations of scholars.

In many ways, this research is a continuation of
John Lawson’s "thousand-mile journey" and, although
we are unable to speak to the native people as Lawson
did, we can still hear their voices through the buried
remains they left behind.
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The Guthrie Site

The Guthrie site (RLA-Am145; 31Am148) is located
in a fairly large bottom, approximately 25 acres in
extent, on the north side of Cane Creek near the NC 87
bridge in southern Alamance County, North Carolina
(Figure 2.1). Here, Cane Creek makes a wide U-
shaped bend to the south and encircles the site on three
sides. A high-water channel cuts across the mouth of
the "U" and, when filled during floods, the site area is
surrounded by water. During one such flood several
years ago, the landowner remembered a human burial
having been washed out of the banks of the flood
channel.

On the north side of the high-water channel, the
terrain slopes upward forming the flank of a low ridge
that runs parallel to the creek. In the recent past, but
before UNC archaeologists learned of the site, pot-
hunters looted three burials and several trash pits
eroding out of the ridge flank. One of the graves was
that of a child with a projectile point embedded in the
maxilla. Another grave was represented by two skulls
that had been plowed out. Shell beads and projectile
points were found with the skulls, and one exhibited an
area of green (copper?) stain. No information could be
obtained concerning the third burial except that it did
not contain any grave associations. Apparently, at the
request of the landowner, all or most of the skeletal
remains were re-buried in the potholes.

Archaeological reconnaissance in the suspected area
of the earlier pothunting activities revealed only a
sparse scatter of surface artifacts and no evidence of pit
features. However, the ridge flank has been plowed
for many years, and erosion has exposed the red clay
subsoil. Given these conditions, there is a good chance
that any subsurface cultural features that existed in this
area of the site are now destroyed.

The field that the Guthrie site excavations were
located in has been under cultivation for at least a
hundred years and had just been planted in corn at the
time of our excavations. Prior to planting, a surface
survey was conducted over the entire bottom which had
been recently plowed and rained on. The survey
revealed a moderate surface concentration of artifacts
at the west end of the field. This area was extensively
auger tested. Over 3,900 borings were placed at 2.5-ft
intervals, covering an area of 23,750 sq ft (Figure 2.1).
Twelve positive tests (i.e., providing evidence of
buried cultural deposits) were recorded. Based on an
assessment of the testing results, three individual 10-ft
by 10-ft excavation units and a block of nine contigu-
ous 10-ft by 10-ft squares were laid out to encompass
what appeared to be the most productive subsurface
features (Figure 2.2). The block excavation was
planned in the hope that architectural remains might be
associated with the pit features (Figures 2.3 and 2.4).

Stratigraphy

The stratigraphy at the Guthrie site is typical of sites
in the central Piedmont of North Carolina. A brown,
sandy loam plowzone overlay a tan, sandy clay subsoil.
The plowzone ranged from 0.7 ft to 1.0 ft in thickness
and contained artifacts that date from the Early Archaic
(ca. 8,000 B.C.) to the Late Prehistoric (after A.D.
1000) periods. Beneath the plowzone, the subsoil was
sterile except for cultural materials contained in the fill
of intrusive pits (Figure 2.5). These pit features were
dug during the late prehistoric Haw River phase (A.D.

1000-1400) when the most substantial occupation of the
site occurred. Earlier Woodland and Archaic cultural
components were represented only by artifacts found on
the surface and in the plowzone. There was no strati-
graphic evidence that a midden formed during the late
prehistoric site occupation, and the sparse distribution
of artifacts contained in the plowzone indicates that it
is highly unlikely that site utilization was ever suffi-
ciently intense to permit a noticeable accumulation of
refuse.

Features and Burials

Excavations at the Guthrie site revealed nine pit
features beneath the base of plowzone (Table 2.1).
One of these was a burial pit that contained human
bone; two other features are interpreted as burials
based upon pit morphology, although no bone was
preserved. The remaining features included three pit
hearths, a large shallow basin, a tree disturbance, and
an area of dark-stained subsoil. With the exception of

the latter two features, which are of indeterminate age,
all of these pits are attributed to the Haw River phase
occupation of the site.

Feature 1

This large, basin-shaped pit was located at the
southeast corner of the excavation area in Sq. 590-
R580. At the top of the subsoil, two fill zones were
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GUTHRIE SITE

Figure 2.1. Map of the Guthrie site showing areas of auger testing and excavation.
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Figure 2.3. Beginning excavations at the Guthrie site.

Figure 2.4. Cleaning the excavation floor and taking elevations.
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Figure 2.5. Stratigraphic profiles.

Table 2.1. Summary of features identified at the Guthrie site.

Center Dimensions (ft) Phase
Feature No. Type Location L w D Association Comment
Fea. 1 Large Basin 593.3R573.5 60 538 0.3 Haw River Excavated
Fea. 2 Hearth 619.5R562.9 38 3.8 0.9 Haw River ? Excavated
Fea. 3 Burial 632.7R506.2 41 3.1 1.8 Haw River Excavated
Fea. 4 Stained Soil 612.0R568.0 30 18 <0.2 Indeterminate Trowelled
Fea. 5 Burial 630.1R459.2 34 29 1.1 Haw River Excavated
Fea. 6 Hearth 624.4R446.2 38 38 1:1 Haw River ? Excavated
Fea. 7 Tree Disturbance ? 626.0R467.0 04 04 >1.0 - Excavated
Fea. 8 (Bu. 1) Burial 644.5R433.5 4.7 3.7 1.4 Haw River ? Excavated
Fea. 9 Hearth 644.0R436.4 38 38 1.0 Indeterminate Mapped & Augered

obvious: Zone 1, a dark grayish brown (Munsell:
10YR 3/2) loam that contained bits of charcoal and
fired clay; and Zone 2, a dark brown (10YR 4/3) loam
with charcoal and ash (Figure 2.6). Zone 1 fill was
restricted to a small oval-shaped area along the south-
eastern edge of the pit. This material was deposited in
the basin first, then the remainder was filled with Zone
2 soil.

Overall, the feature measured 5.8 ft by 6.0 ft but
was only 0.3 ft deep. Although both fill zones con-
tained numerous quartz pebbles, artifacts included only
a few small sherds and flakes, charcoal, and small
fragments of burned clay. It is not possible to deter-
mine the original function of this large basin, but the
sparse artifact content of the fill suggests a low intensi-
ty of cultural activity in the immediate vicinity.

Feature 2
This facility was located northwest of Feature 1 in

Sq. 610R560, also placing it along the eastern edge of
the excavation area. At the base of the plowzone, the
pit was circular in outline and measured 3.8 ft in
diameter (Figure 2.7). Three concentric fill zones
were observed at this point. Zone 1 was a dark
yellowish brown (10YR 4/4), mottled loam with small
fragments of charcoal and fired clay, and filled the
central portion of the feature surface. This soil was
very similar to Zone 2 of Feature 1. A thin band of
darker brown (7.5YR 4/6), mottled loam with fired
clay fragments encircled Zone 1. The final zone (Zone
3) consisted of an outer band of baked red (2.5YR 4/6)
clay.

The bottom and sides of the basin were lined with
the baked clay which decreased in hardness toward the
bottom of the basin. The other fill zones formed
layered deposits above Zone 2. At its deepest point,
the pit extended 0.9 ft beneath the subsoil surface.
Except for a few fired clay fragments, the fill from
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Figure 2.7. Feature 2, plan view and profile drawings.

Feature 2 was sterile. This facility probably originally
functioned as a hearth, as suggested by the outer lining
of fired clay and the presence of charcoal and fired
clay in Zone 1. The absence of artifacts in the fill

further suggests that cultural activities in the immediate
area were limited.

Feature 3

This feature was located in the central portion of the
excavation area in Sq. 630R510. In plan view, it was
defined by a roughly circular patch of dark brown
(10YR 3/3) loam with flecks of charcoal and ash (Zone
1) (Figure 2.8). This fill was almost identical to Zone
2 in Feature 1 and Zone 1 in Feature 2. Excavation
revealed a homogeneous fill contained in a shallow
shaft-and-chamber pit (Figure 2.9). This pit type is
similar in form to late prehistoric burial pits that occur
elsewhere in the Piedmont. No human bone was
present; however, a dark gray stain was observed on
the floor of the chamber which undercut the southern
wall of the shaft. Along the north-south axis, including
the undercut portion of the chamber, the pit measured
4.1 ft (Figure 2.10). The top of the shaft was 3.1 ft in
diameter. The fill contained only a few small pot-
sherds and flakes, and these were restricted primarily
to the upper portion of the shaft. Despite the absence
of human skeletal remains, this feature no doubt
represents a burial facility. The pit conformation and
the stained area on the floor of the chamber substanti-
ate this interpretation.

A sample of wood charcoal, recovered from Zone
1 deposits within the shaft area of Feature 3, yielded a
radiocarbon age of 620 + 70 years: A.D. 1330 (Beta-
23507). This was the only radiocarbon date obtained
for the Guthrie site and appears to be a reasonable
assessment, given the kinds of artifacts found at the site
and comparisons with other dated artifact samples
within the Haw drainage.

Feature 4

This designation was assigned to a rectangular stain
in the southeast corner of Sq. 610R570. The feature
area was defined by a dark stain at the base of plow-
zone that measured approximately 3.0 ft by 1.8 ft.
The stained soil was very thin, and after re-troweling,
lost all definition. Given its ephemeral nature, the
original function of this facility cannot be determined.

Feature 5

This shaft-and-chamber pit was centered at coor-
dinates 640.1R459.2, in the eastern section of the block
excavation. At the base of plowzone, it was observed
as an oval area of dark brown (7.5YR 4/4) loam
mottled with fragments of orange clay and charcoal
(Zone 1). The fill in the northwestern half of the
feature contained more clay than the southwestern half.
After removing 0.1-0.2 ft from the top of Zone 1, two
ashy lenses were exposed: one in the northwestern
portion, and the other along the southern wall of the
pit. The northwestern lens was comprised almost
entirely of ash, whereas the southern pocket was less



Figure 2.8. Feature 3, before excavation.
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Figure 2.9. Feature 3, excavated.

well defined and contained ash mixed with the mottled
loam from Zone 1. Complete excavation revealed a
boat-shaped pit with in-sloping walls and a flat bottom
except in the southern area where a shallow chamber
had been dug. Feature 5 measured 3.4 ft by 2.9 ft and
the shaft was 0.8 ft deep. The chamber area extended
0.2 ft below the shaft floor (Figure 2.11).

Only a few sherds and flakes and one triangular
projectile point were recovered from the fill. Because
of the size and shaft-and-chamber configuration of the
feature, it probably was used as a burial facility,
perhaps for a child or infant. The ashy lenses in the
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Figure 2.10. Feature 3, plan view and profile drawings.

upper portion of the fill may be indicative of ritual
cleaning or feasting associated with the mortuary
complex (cf. Ward 1987).

Feature 6

This circular basin, located in the center of Sq.
640R450, contained four fill zones which appeared as
concentric circles at the top of subsoil (Figure 2.12).
Zone 1, located in the center of the feature, consisted
of a dark brown (7.5YR 4/2) mottled fill with ash.
This deposit was nearly encircled by a narrow band of
dark brown (7.5YR 4/4) mottled loam without ash
(Zone 2). Zone 3 was defined by a ring of dark yel-
lowish brown (10YR 4/4), mottled soil with charcoal
that surrounded Zones 1 and 2. The perimeter of the
pit was defined by a band of yellowish red (SYR 4/6)
fired clay fill (Zone 4).

In profile, each zone defined a basin-shaped layer
with Zone 1 on top and Zone 4 on the bottom. After
excavation, the pit measured 3.8 ft in diameter and was
a little over a foot deep (Figures 2.13 and 2.14). Only
a few flakes and several lumps of fired clay were
recovered from the pit. In terms of size and fill
characteristics, this feature was almost identical to
Feature 2, located along the eastern edge of the excava-
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Figure 2.11. Feature 5, plan view and profile drawings.

tion area. The fired clay layer that lined the pit, and
the ash and charcoal contained in Zones 1 and 3,
suggest that it was used as a hearth. The lack of
cultural material in the fill indicates a low level of
activity in the vicinity of the feature.

Feature 7

This designation was assigned to a small, conical pit
located at coordinates 630R467. It was approximately
0.4 ft in diameter and extended to a depth of a little
over a foot. The dark brown (7.5YR 3/2) mottled fill
contained no artifacts. The size and shape of the
feature suggest that it was a tree root.

Feature 8 (Burial 1)

This was the only pit at the Guthrie site that con-
tained human skeletal remains. It was located in Sq.
640R440 and intruded Feature 9. At the top of the
subsoil, it was roughly oval in outline and revealed
three distinct fill zones. Zone 1 was an irregularly
shaped lens of dark yellowish brown (10YR4/4) fill
with charcoal that spread across the center of the pit,
separating Zones 2 and 3. Zone 2 was located in the
northern half of the pit and consisted of a dark brown
(7.5YR 4/6) loam mottled with orange and gray clay.
This zone appeared to represent typical burial fill.
Zone 3 occupied the southern half of the pit and was

Figure 2.12. Feature 6, before excavation.

Figure 2.13. Feature 6, excavated.

comprised of a tan sandy loam.

Zone 1 was excavated first and probably represents
a thin layer of humus that slumped into the burial as
the original fill settled. Zone 2 continued to the bottom
of the northern half of the pit which stepped down
from 0.4 ft to 1.4 ft below the subsoil surface. This
portion of the feature represents the grave shaft. Zone
3 filled the southern half—the mortuary cham-
ber—where the skeletal remains rested on the bottom at
a depth of 1.4 ft (Figure 2.15). A large stone was
placed near the skull.

The overall preservation of the skeletal material was
poor, making cleaning and the identification of various
elements difficult. It was also impossible to take
accurate measurements of most of the bones. Although
sex and age could not be determined with any degree
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Figure 2.14. Feature 6, plan view and profile drawings.

of specificity, the individual appeared to be a subadult.
Respecting the wishes of the landowner, the skeletal
material was left in situ and carefully reburied after
being photographed and drawn.

Feature 9

Feature 9 was located in Sq. 640R440 and was
intruded by Feature 8 (Burial 1). Due to time con-
straints, it was not excavated; however, auger tests
indicated two fill zones. Zone 1 consisted of a mottled
sandy clay fill about 0.7 ft thick which lay atop a thin
band of fired clay (Zone 2) 0.3 ft in thickness. At the
top of the subsoil, the feature was almost 4.0 ft in
diameter. This facility is very similar to Features 2
and 6, and probably also functioned as a fire pit or
hearth.

A’ Fea.8/Bu. 1

’F PLAN

A  Zone 1

1ft.

PROFILE

Figure 2.15. Feature 8 (Burial 1), plan view and profile
drawings.

Summary

All of the features excavated at the Guthrie site were
similar in that they contained very few artifacts or
other cultural remains. Except for the two shaft-and-
chamber pits that contained no human bones, the only
features with an identifiable function were the two pit
hearths. These, too, failed to produce any appreciable
quantity of cultural materials, indicating that overall
activity on the site was not intense. This general
absence of artifacts within the feature fill corresponds
well with the results of auger testing at the site, and
indicates a dispersed, short-term site occupation.

Postholes

Postholes were not frequently encountered at the
Guthrie site, and no structural or architectural patterns
were discerned. As a consequence, postholes were not
excavated. A total of 12 were mapped at the top of
subsoil. These averaged roughly 0.4 ft in diameter and
contained brown loamy fill which, in some cases, was

surrounded by a collar of yellow clay. A similar
collared configuration has been noted at other sites in
the area, including the historic Fredricks site near
Hillsborough. The overall sparsity of postholes again
points to a dispersed and short-term occupation.

Pottery

Archaeological excavations at the Guthrie site pro-
duced only limited ceramic data. Although 1,124

aboriginal potsherds were recovered, only 239 could be
classified by surface treatment and only 19 of those
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sherds came from undisturbed feature contexts (Table
2.2). Over 60% of all identifiable potsherds have net
impressed exterior surfaces; the remainder have plain,
simple stamped, cord marked, check stamped, compli-
cated stamped, or cob impressed exteriors.

The general paucity of ceramic artifacts attests to the
diffuse, dispersed, and probably brief character of the
settlement at the Guthrie site. Given overall similari-
ties between the plowzone and feature pottery, as well
as the close correspondence in frequency distribution to
a sherd sample surface collected in 1985 by Simpkins
and Petherick from the larger site area, there appears
to be no sound basis for recognizing more than a single
Late Prehistoric component at this site. This compo-
nent most likely can be attributed to the late Haw River
phase (ca. A.D. 1300-1400) and represents a period
during which pottery (i.e., Hillsboro series) of the
subsequent Hillsboro phase either developed or was
introduced into the Haw River drainage.

Haw River Net Impressed (Figure 2.16a-j)

Net impressed pottery, comprising 61.9% (n=148)
of all identifiable sherds, was the most common type
found at the Guthrie site and generally conforms to the
Haw River Net Impressed type defined at the Holt site
(see Chapter 4). Just over 40% (n=61) of all sherds
are tempered with crushed feldspar. The remaining
sherds are tempered with either medium-to-fine crushed
quartz (n=52) or coarse sand (n=35). However,
unlike net impressed pottery found at the Holt site,
over 70% of these sherds have smoothed interiors.
Given Coe and Lewis’ (1952) observation for the Dan
River series that interior scraping was gradually
replaced by smoothing during the Late Prehistoric
period, the pattern observed at the Guthrie site may
reflect a relatively late chronological placement for this
assemblage. This certainly would seem to be supported
by the single radiocarbon date that was obtained from
Feature 3.

The 11 rimsherds in the sample indicate that the
predominant vessel form was a jar with an everted rim
and a rounded lip. Vessel wall thickness ranged from
6-8 mm. The eight decorated net impressed sherds
indicate that several of these vessels were modified as
follows: V-shaped notches placed along the lip edge
(n=1), lip/rim edge (n=1), or neck (n=3); oblique
incisions placed along the lip edge (n=1); finger
punctations around the vessel neck (n=1); and parallel
incisions placed along the vessel neck (n=1). These
types of decoration are also reflected in the Holt site
pottery sample.

Haw River Cord Marked

Ten cord marked potsherds were recovered. One
was from Feature 3; the remainder were from dis-
turbed contexts. These sherds were tempered primarily
with medium-to-fine crushed quartz (n=>5), followed by

sand (n=3) and crushed feldspar (n=2). All but one
sherd have smoothed interiors. These sherds are of
variable thickness and range from 4 mm to >10 mm
thick. No rim or decorated sherds were found. These
sherds are generally similar to the Haw River Cord
Marked type recognized at the Holt site.

Hillsboro Plain

Forty-nine plain potsherds, comprising 20.5 % of the
identifiable sherd sample, were recovered. Only three
of these came from excavated features. All but one
have smoothed interiors and are tempered with crushed
feldspar (n=21), medium-to-fine crushed quartz
(n=14), or sand (n=14). Over half are 6 mm to 8
mm thick.

Of the nine rimsherds in the sample, most are from
jars with rounded lips and everted rims. Four rim-
sherds are decorated as follows: V-shaped notches
along the lip, circular punctations along the lip, V-
shaped notches along the rim edge, and miscellaneous
incising of the rim. One other sherd was from a jar
that had circular punctations along the shoulder. All
plain sherds from the Guthrie site are generally refer-
able to the Hillsboro Plain type (Coe 1952; Davis
1987).

Hillsboro Simple Stamped (Figure 2.161-m,p)

All of the 19 simple stamped sherds found at the
Guthrie site conform to the Hillsboro Simple Stamped
type (Coe 1952; Davis 1987). Significantly, three of
these came from Features 3, 5, and 8, and two were
found in association with Haw River Net Impressed
sherds. Temper preference, as with other pottery
found at the site, was to use crushed feldspar (n=9),
sand (n=7), or medium-to-fine crushed quartz (n=3).
All but one sherd have smoothed interiors. Of the five
rimsherds found, all represent jar forms with everted
rims and rounded (n=4) or thickened-and-flattened
(n=1) lips. Vessel decoration, observed on two rim-
sherds, consisted of notching the lip/rim edge.

Hillsboro Check Stamped (Figure 2.16n-0,9)

Seven check stamped sherds were recovered from
plowzone excavations and the surface. These sherds
mostly have smoothed interiors (n=6) and are tem-
pered with crushed feldspar (n=3), sand (n=2), or fine
crushed quartz (n=2). Three of the four rimsherds
found have everted profiles and rounded lips; the fourth
sherd has a folded rim and a flattened lip. These
sherds are all referable to the Hillsboro Check Stamped
type (Coe 1952; Davis 1987).

Hillsboro Corncob Impressed

Three cob impressed sherds were recovered from
the plowzone. All three are tempered with medium-to-
fine crushed quartz and have smoothed interiors.
These sherds are referable to the Hillsboro Corncob
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Table 2.2. Distribution of pottery from the Guthrie site.

-— Haw River —  ———————— Hillsboro ~————————  Complicated
Net Cord Simple Check  Corncob Stamped

Context Impressed Marked Plain Stamped Stamped Impressed Sherds Indet. Total
Haw River Phase
Feature 1 5 - 1 - - - - 3 9
Feature 3 5 1 2 1 - - - 11 20
Feature 5§ 2 - - 1 - - - 6
Feature 8 (Burial 1) - - 1 - - - - 1

Sub-total 12 1 3 3 0 0 0 17 36
Indeterminate Phase
Plowzone 105 8 43 9 3 3 840 1013
Surface 31 1 3 7 4 - 1 28 75

Sub-total 136 9 46 16 7 3 3 868 1088
Total 148 10 49 19 7 3 3 885 1124

p

Figure 2.16. Potsherds from the Guthrie site.

Impressed type (Coe 1952; Wilson 1983). This type phase association.

was defined at the early Hillsboro phase Wall site

(310rl11) based on the occurrence of a single corncob Complicated Stamped Sherds (Figure 2.16k)
impressed jar from Burial 4. Again, the occurrence of Two complicated stamped body sherds and one
this type at the Guthrie site suggests a late Haw River rimsherd were recovered from the plowzone and
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surface. These sherds had crushed feldspar and sand
temper, and smoothed interiors. The rimsherd has an
unidentifiable rectilinear stamp design, an everted rim
profile with a rounded lip, and oblique incisions along
the lip edge. These sherds do not conform to any
established pottery types.

Indeterminate Sherds

Over 78% (n=2885) of all sherds were classified as
indeterminate because of an inability to determine the
specific type of surface treatment. The majority of
these sherds probably are from net impressed vessels.

Summary
Although the pottery sample from the Guthrie site is

comparatively meager (particularly the portion of the
sample recovered from features), it is nonetheless
interesting in that it appears to represent an early stage
in the development of the Hillsboro ceramic series
within the Haw drainage. This series, represented by
the plain, simple stamped, and check stamped pottery,
comprised just over 30% of the identifiable sherd
sample. In contrast, similar pottery found at the Holt
and Webster sites comprises only about 5% of their
ceramic assemblages. At a slightly later point in time,
as represented at the Edgar Rogers and George Rogers
sites, the Hillsboro series becomes the dominant
ceramic series within the region.

Lithic Artifacts

Archaeological investigations at the Guthrie site
produced a sample of 1,247 lithic artifacts (Table 2.3).
Less than 15% of the sample was recovered from
feature contexts; the remainder came from plowzone
excavations and the surface. The lithic artifact sample
is comprised of debitage and exhausted cores (n=982),
chipped stone tools and tool fragments (n=255),
ground stone tool fragments (n=2), and large cobble
tools (n=8). Unfortunately, most of the artifacts in
this sample appear to be associated with earlier Archaic
components at the site. This assessment is based upon
the number of Archaic projectile points recovered,
types of raw material represented, artifact size (for
debitage categories), and degree of surface patination.
Major artifact categories are described below.

Debitage

Decortication Flakes. Sample Size: 136. Form:
This category includes both primary (n=25) and secon-
dary (n=111) decortication flakes.  Decortication
flakes exhibit a striking platform and bulb of percus-
sion on the ventral surface, and have cortex (primary
- >75% cortex; secondary - <75 % cortex) remaining
on the dorsal surface. Material: Felsic tuff-78, Vitric
tuff-25, Other metavolcanic rock-15, Rhyolite-9,
Basalt-4, Quartz-3, Slate-2. Comment: These flakes
represent initial stages of lithic core reduction and tool
manufacture. A majority of these flakes probably are
associated with Archaic components at the site.

Interior/Bifacial Thinning Flakes. Sample Size:
717. Form: Interior flakes (n=540) are flat flakes that
lack cortex, exhibit flake removal scars on the dorsal
surface, and lack a steep platform angle. Bifacial
thinning flakes (n=177) are similar to interior flakes
but have a steep platform angle that evidences detach-
ment from a biface. Material: Felsic tuff-372, Quartz-
148, Vitric tuff-102, Other metavolcanic rock-48,
Rhyolite-40, Slate-3, Basalt-3, Chert-1. Comment:
Both interior and bifacial thinning flakes are byproducts

of intermediate and final stages of bifacial tool produc-
tion. As with decortication flakes, a majority of
interior flakes and most all bifacial thinning flakes are
Archaic in origin.

Shatter Fragments. Sample Size: 21. Form:
Shatter fragments are angular flakes that, based on
morphological characteristics, cannot be specifically
classified. Material: Quartz—10, Other metavolcanic
rock-5, Felsic tuff-2, Slate-2, Rhyolite-2. Comment:
These artifacts result from all stages of stone tool
manufacture.

Archaic Flakes. Sample Size: 47. Form: This
category includes large, heavily patinated flakes from
disturbed contexts. Material: Not classified. Com-
ment: Further classification of these artifacts was not
done in order to speed up analysis.

Other Flakes. Sample Size: 2. Form: One of these
specimens, a blade, has parallel sides and a length that
is twice its width. The other specimen is classified as
a core rejuvenation flake and was detached from a core
in order to facilitate subsequent flake removals.
Material: Felsic tuff-1, Other metavolcanic rock-1.
Comment: Both flake types are rare within lithic
samples from the Haw drainage.

Cores. Sample Size: 58. Form: All artifacts in this
category are amorphous chunks of raw material from
which two or more flakes have been detached. Materi-
al: Quartz-34, Felsic tuff-8, Rhyolite-5, Vitric tuff-4,
Other metavolcanic rock-4, Slate-3. Comment: As
with other debitage, most cores appear to be associated
with Archaic components.

Raw Material. Sample Size: 1. Form: This speci-
men is an unmodified piece of utilizable slate. Com-
ment: None.

Projectile Points

Palmer Corner-Notched Projectile Point. Sample
Size: 1. Form: Coe (1964:67) describes the Palmer
Corner-Notched projectile point type as having "a small
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Table 2.3. Distribution of lithic artifacts from the Guthrie site.

Category PZ Fea. 1

Fea. 3

Context

Fea.5 Fea.6 Fea.8 Surface Total

Debitage
Decortication Flakes 109 -
Interior/Bif. Thin. Flakes 531 13
Shatter Fragments 19 -
Flakes (Archaic) 35 -
Other Flakes 2 -
Cores 56 1
Raw Material

Projectile Points

Palmer Corner-Notched

Kirk Corner-Notched

Stanly Stemmed

Morrow Mountain II Stemmed
Guilford Lanceolate

Savannah River Stemmed
Randolph Stemmed

Small Triangular Points
Unidentified Points

—
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Other Chipped Stone Artifacts
Preforms

Bifaces

Drills

Chipped Axes

Pieces Esquillées

Side Scrapers

End Scrapers
Denticulates
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Utilized/Retouched Flakes
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Ground Stone Artifacts
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corner-notched blade with a straight, ground base and
pronounced serrations.” The specimen from the
Guthrie site is unbroken and fits this description
exactly. Material: Vitric tuff-1. Comment: This
type projectile point type was recovered stratigraph-
ically above late Paleo-Indian Hardaway material and
below an Early Archaic Kirk zone at the Hardaway site
(Coe 1964).

Kirk Corner-Notched Projectile Point. Sample
Size: 1. Form: The Kirk Corner-Notched projectile
point type is defined by a large triangular blade, a
straight to slightly concave base, and corner notches

(Coe 1964:69-70). This specimen, although unbroken,
has been extensively reworked.  Material: Felsic
tuff-1. Comment: This is an Early Archaic projectile
point type that has been radiocarbon dated to 8,000-
6,800 B.C. in the Little Tennessee River valley (Chap-
man 1977).

Stanly Stemmed Projectile Points. Sample Size: 2.
Form: Coe (1964:35) describes the Stanly Stemmed
projectile point type as having "a broad triangular blade
with a small squared stem and a shallow notched
base." Both specimens are basal fragments of points
that broke above the haft. Material: Felsic tuff-1,
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Rhyolite-1. Comment: This is a Middle Archaic
period point type that has been radiocarbon-dated to
5,800-5,500 B.C. in the lower Little Tennessee River
valley (Chapman 1979).

Morrow Mountain Il Stemmed Projectile Points.
Sample Size: 2. Form: The Morrow Mountain II
Stemmed projectile point type is defined by "a long
narrow blade with a long tapered stem" (Coe 1964:37).
One specimen is complete except for a broken tip; the
other is the basal half of a point that snapped above the
haft. Material: Vitric tuff-1, Other metavolcanic
rock-1. Comment: This Middle Archaic projectile
point type has been radiocarbon-dated to 5,500-5,000
B.C. in the lower Little Tennnessee River valley
(Chapman 1977, 1979).

Guilford Lanceolate Projectile Points. SampleSize:
2. Form: According to Coe (1964:43-44), the Guil-
ford Lanceolate projectile point type is defined by a
long, thick, slender, blade with concave edges and a
straight, rounded or convex base. One specimen is a
small, complete point whereas the other is a mid-
section fragment. Material: Vitric tuff-2. Comment:
This point type dates to the Middle Archaic period (ca.
4,500-4,000 B.C.).

Savannah River Stemmed Projectile Points. Sample
Size: 4. Form: The Savannah River Stemmed projec-
tile point type is defined by a large, heavy triangular
blade and a broad stem with a straight or indented base
(Coe 1964:44-45). Three of these specimens are bases
of points that broke at mid-section; the fourth specimen
is complete except for a broken tip. Material: Rhyo-
lite-2, Felsic tuff-1, Other metavolcanic rock-1.
Comment: This point type dates to the Late Archaic
period (ca. 2,000 B.C.).

Randolph Stemmed Projectile Points (Figure 2.17
t-v). Sample Size: 3. Form: The Randolph Stemmed
projectile point type is defined by a small, narrow, and
thick blade, and a roughly tapered stem (Coe 1964:49-
50). One of these projectile points is unbroken; the
other two are basal halves of broken points. Material:
Felsic tuff-2, Vitric tuff-1. Comment: Coe (1964) has
attributed this point type to the Historic period (ca.
A.D. 1720-1800); however, this association has never
been verified archaeologically. It is possible that these
artifacts are associated with the Haw River phase
component at the Guthrie site.

Small Triangular Projectile Points (Figure 2.17a-
5). Sample Size: 23. Form: All small triangular
projectile points in the sample are generally referable
to the Caraway Triangular type (Coe 1964:49). Five
point fragments are too small to determine edge
configuration; the remainder have either incurvate sides
and base
(n=6), incurvate sides and a straight base (n=2),
incurvate sides and an excurvate base (n=3), straight
sides and an excurvate base (n=1), straight sides and
base (n=1), or straight sides and an incurvate base

(n=4). These points range from 19 mm to 47 mm
(mean=26.5, sd=7.3, n=11) in length, 14 mm to 27
mm (mean=18.5, sd=3.1, n=20) in width, and 3 mm
to 9 mm (mean=4.6, sd=1.6, n=21) in thickness.
Material: Vitric tuff-16, Felsic tuff-4, Other metavol-
canic rock-1, Chert-1, Unidentified-1. Comment: All
of these specimens probably are associated with the
Haw River phase occupation of the site.

Projectile Point Fragments. Sample Size: 9.
Form: These are fragments of projectile points that
cannot be assigned to a specific point type or category.
Eight of these specimens are tips or mid-section frag-
ments from large projectile points. The other specimen
is a stem fragment with an indented base. Material:
Felsic tuff-4, Vitric tuff-4, Other metavolcanic rock-1.
Comment: All of these artifacts probably date to the
Middle Archaic or Late Archaic periods.

Other Chipped Stone Artifacts

Preforms. Sample Size: 10. Form: Preforms are
bifaces that exhibit final stages of reduction and shap-
ing but lack modification of the haft area. Material:
Vitric tuff-6, Felsic tuff-3, Other metavolcanic rock-1.
Comment: Eight of these specimens are small flakes
that have been retouched into a triangular shape, and
are interpreted as Late Prehistoric triangular projectile
point preforms. The two remaining specimens are
large, patinated bifaces that appear to represent unfin-
ished Archaic stemmed projectile points.

Bifaces. Sample Size: 17. Form: Bifaces are
blanks that exhibit flake removal scars, resulting from
either percussion or pressure flaking, on both surfaces.
Material: Vitric tuff-9, Felsic tuff-6, Rhyolite-1,
Quartz-1. Comment: Seven artifacts, including the
specimen from Feature 3, are small unpatinated bifaces
and biface fragments that apparently represent an early
stage of triangular point manufacture. The remaining
specimens are large, often patinated bifaces and biface
fragments, and probably reflect early stages of Archaic
projectile point manufacture.

Drills (Figure 2.17w). Sample Size: 2. Form: One
specimen is a small flake, modified into a triangle, that
has a bifacially reworked, pointed end. The other
specimen is a small triangular biface that has a long,
parallel-sided, rod-like projection produced by bifacial
retouch. Material: Vitric tuff-2. Comment: Both
drills, given their small size and triangular form,
apparently are associated with the Late Prehistoric
occupation of the site. These tools probably were
hafted and used on dense materials such as wood,
bone, antler, or soft stone.

Chipped Axes. Sample Size: 2. Form: Both
specimens are large bifaces with opposing, shallow,
chipped notches for hafting along the lateral edge.
This type of artifact usually is classified as a Guilford
Axe (Coe 1952). Material: Rhyolite-1, Other metavol-
canic rock-1. Comment: This axe type is associated
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Figure 2.17. Chipped stone projectile points and drills from the Guthrie site.

with Guilford Lanceolate projectile points and dates to
the Middle Archaic period (ca. 4,500-4,000 B.C.).

Pieces Esquillées. Sample Size: 2. Form: Pieces
esquillées are flakes, bifaces, or exhausted cores that
exhibit one or more sharp, straight, crushed working
edges, produced by repeated blows using a bipolar
percussion technique. One of these tools was produced
on a decortication flake; the other may actually be an
exhausted bipolar core.  Material: Vitric tuff-1,
Quartz-1. Comment: These are interpreted as slotting
or wedging tools.

Side Scrapers. Sample Size: 2. Form: One of these
artifacts is a small decortication flake that exhibits
continuous retouch along both lateral edges. The other

is a large, thick, quartz flake with continuous retouch
along both lateral edges and the distal end. Material:
Quartz-1, Vitric tuff-1. Comment: The quartz speci-
men probably represents an Archaic tool while the
other scraper may date to the Late Prehistoric period.
Side scrapers are interpreted as hide-scraping and
cutting tools.

End Scrapers. Sample Size: 6. Form: Four of
these artifacts are flakes that exhibit retouch along the
distal end. The other two are triangular bifaces that
exhibit use-wear along the basal edge. Material: Felsic
tuff-2, Vitric tuff-3, Quartz-1. Comment: Most of
these artifacts may be associated with the Haw River
phase occupation.
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Denticulates. Sample Size: 3. Form: Two of these
artifacts are large, patinated flakes with retouched,
denticulate edges. The third specimen is a small quartz
flake with a serrated lateral edge. Material: Felsic
tuff-1, Vitric tuff-1, Quartz-1. Comment: Both pat-
inated specimens probably are Archaic whereas the
quartz tool may be associated with the Haw River
phase component. Denticulates are interpreted as
cutting tools.

Perforators. Sample Size: 2. Form: Both artifacts
are small flakes with projections that exhibit edge
damage resulting from use. Material: Vitric tuff-1,
Felsic tuff-1. Comment: Both specimens probably are
Late Prehistoric tools.

Graver. Sample Size: 1. Form: This specimen is
a small, patinated decortication flake that exhibits
recent (Late Prehistoric ?) retouch along one edge to
produce a small, sharp, triangular projection. Materi-
al: Vitric tuff-1. Comment: Artifacts with graver
edges are interpreted as engraving or scoring tools.

Utilized and Retouched Flakes. Sample Size: 160.
Form: This category includes flakes that exhibit
marginal retouch (n=76) or edge damage (n=84)
presumably resulting from use. Material: Felsic tuff-
79, Vitric tuff-42, Quartz-25, Other metavolcanic
rock-7, Rhyolite-3, Slate-2, Basalt-1, Schist-1. Com-
ment: Utilized and retouched flakes are interpreted as
ad hoc cutting tools. Both Archaic and Late Prehistor-
ic tools appear to be present.

Ground Stone Artifacts

Ground Stone Fragments. Sample Size: 2. Form:
Both are small fragments of stone that show evidence
of grinding or polishing. Material: Slate-1, Other
metavolcanic rock-1. Comment: None.

Large Cobble Tools

Cobble Choppers. Sample Size: 4. Form: These
specimens are large cobbles that have been bifacially
worked along one or more edges. Material: Schist-3,
Felsic tuff-1. Comment: These implements may have
been used for heavy chopping tasks. Their cultural
affiliation is uncertain.

Hammerstones/Manos. Sample Size: 4. Form:
Hammerstones and manos are cobbles that show signs
of grinding or battering along one or more surfaces.
Material: Quartzite-2, Quartz-1, Other metavolcanic
rock-1. Comment: These artifacts are interpreted as
hand-held hammers or grinding tools. Their cultural
association is uncertain.

Summary

Culturally diagnostic lithic artifacts from the Guthrie
site indicate that it was occupied several times. It is
argued, based on the predominance of large, patinated
flakes within the debitage sample, that a majority of the
lithic artifacts are associated with Archaic rather than
Late Prehistoric cultural components at the site. These
Archaic components are represented by Palmer, Kirk,
Stanly, Morrow Mountain II, Guilford, and Savannah
River projectile points, Guilford axes, a side scraper,
two denticulates and some of the preforms, bifaces, and
utilized and retouched flakes. The Haw River phase
component is represented by small triangular projectile
points, possibly the three Randolph Stemmed projectile
points, and preforms, bifaces, both drills, both pieces
esquillées, a side scraper, end scrapers, a denticulate,
a graver, and both perforators. These Late Prehistoric
tools indicate a range of activities, including chipped
stone tool manufacture, weapon repair, non-lithic tool
manufacture, butchering, and hideworking.

Clay Artifacts

One clay pipe fragment was recovered from the
plowzone. This specimen is a thick (13-14 mm) stem

fragment from a crushed feldspar tempered pipe of
indeterminate morphology.

Historic Artifacts

Thirty-five Euroamerican artifacts were recovered
from the surface and plowzone at the Guthrie site, and
include: 17 potsherds, four glass fragments, seven iron
nails, one iron knife blade, one horseshoe, and five

cinders. All of these artifacts date to the nineteenth
and twentieth centuries, and are not associated with the
aboriginal occupation of the site.

Botanical Remains

Kristen J. Gremillion

Carbonized plant remains from the Guthrie site were
recovered from 17 flotation samples comprising 162
liters of feature fill (Tables 2.4, 2.5, and 2.6). Other
plant remains from waterscreened fill were not ana-

lyzed. A total of 9.35 grams of wood charcoal,
charred seeds, and nutshell was recovered from Fea-
tures 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, and 8.

In general, plant food remains are less abundant and



less diverse than collections from the other sites inves-
tigated in the Haw River drainage. Hickory is the most
abundant nut type at the site while only minor quan-
tities of walnut and acorn shell were recovered. The
only identified seeds were two black gum seeds and
one possible grass caryopsis. The most interesting fact
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about this paleoethnobotanical assemblage is the
absence of maize. However, considering the low
overall density of plant food remains at the site, no
inferences about subsistence should be drawn from this
piece of evidence.

Summary

The Guthrie site informs on the later end of the Haw
River phase (ca. A.D. 1300-1400) and provides some
interesting contrasts to other Haw River phase sites.
The most notable difference between Guthrie and sites
such as Holt, Webster, and the Hogue site near Hills-
borough is the scarcity of remains, both from the
plowzone and from feature contexts. Although a high
density of pit features is not characteristic of any Haw
River phase site, the features that do occur usually
contain rich deposits of potsherds, food remains, and
other cultural debris. The Guthrie site also contrasts
sharply with the late (?) Haw River phase component
at the Mitchum site, where a thin midden and numer-
ous artifacts suggest a larger and longer occupation.

The presence of a few rich pit features scattered
across the Guthrie site cannot be ruled out entirely,

however. Pothunters’ reports of pits and burials along
the flanks of the ridge north of the excavation area may
reflect an area of more intense activity, but features
here have been lost to erosion. However, the fact
remains that the pits excavated in 1987, in an area of
the site with the greatest concentration of surface
artifacts, contained very little cultural material and no
evidence of maize or other cultigens. The excavated
data, in conjunction with extensive auger tests, also
support the interpretation of a small, scattered, and
comparatively brief settlement. The resident population
of the Guthrie site appears to have been considerably
smaller and less dense than most contemporary settle-
ments in the Haw drainage, and certainly does not
compare with the contemporary Dan River phase
settlements to the north.

Table 2.4. Carbonized plant remains from the Guthrie site (weight in grams).

Soil Volume Wood Unknown Plant Food

Context (liters) Charcoal Plant Remains Total
Feature 1

Zone 1 10 0.90 0.06 0.08 1.04

Zone 2 10 2.55 0.03 0.86 3.44

Sub-total 20 3.45 0.09 0.94 4.48
Feature 2

Zone 1 10 0.02 <0.005 - 0.02

Zone 2 10 0.09 <0.005 - 0.09

Zone 3 10 0.01 0.01 <0.005 0.02

Sub-total 30 0.12 0.01 <0.005 0.13
Feature 3

Zone 1 10 0.45 0.03 0.53 1.01
Feature 5

Zone 1 20 1.26 0.05 0.40 1.71
Feature 6

Zone 1 10 0.06 - - 0.06

Zone 2 22 0.02 <0.005 - 0.02

Zone 3 10 0.07 0.01 - 0.08

Zone 4 10 0.04 0.01 - 0.05

Zone 5 10 0.02 - 0.01 0.03

Sub-total 62 0.21 0.02 0.01 0.24
Feature 8

Zone 1 10 0.59 0.05 0.19 0.83

Zone 2 10 0.28 0.02 0.10 0.40

Zone 3 10 0.54 - 0.01 0.55

Sub-total 30 1.41 0.07 0.30 1.78
Total 172 6.90 0.27 2.18 9.35
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Table 2.5. Summary of plant food remains from the Guthrie site (weight in grams).

Hickory Acorn Walnut

Sample Shell Shell Shell Seeds Total
Feature 1

Zone 1 0.02 <0.005 - 0.06 0.08

Zone 2 0.86 <0.005 - - 0.86

Sub-total 0.88 <0.005 - 0.06 0.94
Feature 2

Zone 3 <0.005 - - - <0.005
Feature 3

Zone 1 0.51 <0.005 0.02 <0.005 0.53
Feature 5

Zone 1 0.18 <0.005 - <0.005 0.18

Zone 1 (Ash Lens) 0.21 0.01 - - 0.22

Sub-total 0.39 0.01 - <0.005 0.40
Feature 6

Zone 5 0.01 - - - 0.01
Feature 8

Zone 1 0.18 0.01 - <0.005 0.19

Zone 2 0.10 - - - 0.10

Zone 3 0.01 - - - 0.01

Sub-total 0.29 0.01 - <0.005 0.30
Total 2.08 0.02 0.02 0.06 2.18

Table 2.6. Seed and fruit counts from the Guthrie site.

Sample Black Gum Unknown Poaceae ? Total
Feature 1

Zone 1 2 - 1 3
Feature 3

Zone 1 - 1 - 1
Feature 5

Zone 1 - 3 - 3
Feature 8

Zone 1 - 1 - 1

Total 2 5 1 8
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The Edgar Rogers Site

The Edgar Rodgers site (RLA-Am162; 31Am167) is
located on Cane Creek in Alamance County, North
Carolina, approximately three miles upstream from the
Guthrie site. The site lies along a terrace at the foot of
a steep ridge and overlooks a narrow floodplain paral-
leling the creek (Figure 3.1). Site information was
given to the Research Laboratories of Anthropology by
an amateur collector who thought an intact midden
might be present. In April 1987, a 50-ft by 100-ft grid
was superimposed over the suspected midden area, and
auger tests were placed at 2.5-ft intervals. A dark
brown zone of buried soil was encountered; however,
the auger cores, supplemented by several shovel tests,
revealed that this soil was colluvium washed in from
the slope of the steep ridge that borders the site to the
southwest.

While the initial testing was being carried out, a
second area containing scattered mussel shell and
aboriginal pottery on the ground surface was observed.
Here, a 50-ft by 50-ft block also was auger tested and

12 of the 440 auger tests yielded evidence of buried,
sub-plowzone features. Given the clustered distribution
of these tests and a general lack of artifacts on the
surface in the surrounding area, it was feit that an iso-
lated house might be present. The pottery collected
from the site surface, along with a piece of rum-bottle
glass, further suggested that the occupation might date
to the Contact period (i.e., after the mid-seventeenth
century).

A total of nine contiguous 10-ft by 10-ft squares
were excavated in the area of the positive auger tests
(Figures 3.2 and 3.3). An additional 10-ft by 10-ft unit
was taken out 50 ft east of the main excavation, in an
area where surface material indicated a possible buried
feature. Nine large, shallow features and numerous
postholes were uncovered in the block excavation,
while a burial was recovered from the isolated excava-
tion unit (Figure 3.4). All of these remains are associ-
ated with a late Hillsboro phase (ca. A.D. 1500-1600)
occupation of the site.

Stratigraphy

The location of the Edgar Rogers site on a terrace
above the floodplain resulted in heavy soil erosion,
exacerbated by years of plowing. As a consequence,
the features were unusually shallow, seldom more than
a few tenths of a foot in depth, and any trace of an old
humus or midden zone was completely lacking. The
plowzone was less than a foot thick in the southern half

of the excavation but increased to almost 1.5 ft in the
northern half. Apparently, the soil at the site is being
moved down the slope of the terrace by plowing
practices and sheet erosion. In all areas of the excava-
tion, a stiff red clay subsoil lay directly beneath the
plowzone (Figure 3.5).

Features and Burials

Eleven features, including one human burial, were
excavated at the Edgar Rogers site. One feature
(Feature 11) represents a cluster of artifacts found at
the top of subsoil, probably the remnant of a plowed-
out pit. All of the other features and burials were less
than 1.0 ft deep and represent the bottoms of pits
truncated by the plow and erosion. A summary of
these features is presented in Table 3.1.

Although badly eroded, some of these features
appear to be very similar to large food preparation
facilities identified at other late Hillsboro phase sites
and later Contact period sites in the Haw, Eno, and
Dan River drainages. These large, shallow features are
very different from earlier Haw River and Dan River
phase storage pits, as well as later storage facilities that
continued to be used until the end of the Contact
period. The introduction of this new feature type may
reflect important and fundamental changes in domestic

and ceremonial behaviors that evolved during the
decades just prior to European contact and intensified
after sustained interaction between Whites and Indians.
However, by the end of the seventeenth century, large
food preparation facilities ceased to be used, perhaps
indicating a breakdown in some aspects of communal
life.

Feature 1

This large, oval-shaped feature was located in the
north-central portion of the block excavation at the
Edgar Rogers site. Its top revealed two fill zones:
Zone 1, a dark brown (7.5YR 4/4) loam with charcoal
and fired clay particles located in the center; and Zone
2, a yellowish red (SYR 4/6) loam with charcoal
appearing around the perimeter of the feature (Figure
3.6). Due to its large size (i.e., 8.8 ft by 6.5 ft), the
pit was excavated in quadrants aligned with its long
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Figure 3.3. Excavating and screening plowed soil at the Edgar Rogers site.

Figure 3.4. Excavating features at the Edgar Rogers site.
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Table 3.1. Summary of features identified at the Edgar Rogers site.

. Center Dimensions (ft) Phase

Feature No. Type Location L w D Association Comment
Fea. 1 Roasting Facility 535.0R477.0 88 6.5 0.8 Hillsboro Excavated
Fea. 2 Basin 538.2R482.5 1.8 13 0.1 Hillsboro Excavated
Fea. 3 Roasting Facility 540.5R488.5 42 37 04 Hillsboro Excavated
Fea. 4 Basin 540.0R476.5 19 19 0.4 Hillsboro ? Excavated
Fea. 5 Roasting Facility =~ 528.4R485.8 51 43 03 Hillsboro Excavated
Fea. 6 (Bu. 1) Burial 557.8R545.3 2.0 24 0.6 Hillsboro Excavated
Fea. 7 Roasting Facility 544.0R468.8 57 5.1 0.1 Hillsboro Excavated
Fea. 8 Basin 527.5R473.8 30 3.0 03 Hillsboro Excavated
Fea. 9 Basin 424.7R478.4 30 28 0.6 Hillsboro Excavated
Fea. 10 Burial ? 534.3R476.2 39 3.0 09 Hillsboro Excavated
Fea. 11 Artifact Cluster 525.7R476.6 1.1 08 0.2 Hillsboro Excavated

axis. Excavation revealed a relatively shallow (0.8 ft),
basin-shaped profile, where Zone 1 lay atop Zone 2
which appeared to line the facility. Feature 10 was
defined at the bottom of Feature 1, the latter apparently
intruding the former (Figures 3.7 and 3.8).

A wide range of cultural materials was recovered
from both zones of the feature. Most prevalent were
animal bones, pottery sherds, mussel shells, daub, and
charcoal. Its size and fill characteristics suggest the
feature was used in food preparation activities, perhaps
as a large communal roasting facility. Wood charcoal
recovered from Zone 1 yielded a radiocarbon age of
350 + 50 years: A.D. 1600 (Beta-23509). This
assessment is consistent with the predominance of
Hillsboro series pottery within Feature 1 and indicates

a late Hillsboro phase (A.D. 1500-1600) chronological
position for the Edgar Rogers site.

Feature 2

This was a very shallow, almost circular stain,
measuring 1.8 ft by 1.3 ft. The dark yellowish brown
(10YR 3/4) fill was only 0.1 ft deep and contained a
simple stamped sherd, lithic debitage, and a few animal
bones and mussel shells. This feature probably repre-
sents the bottom of a once deeper facility worn down
by plowing and erosion. It was located adjacent to the
northern edge of Feature 1 and approximately 5 ft east
of Feature 4, a shallow feature almost identical to
Feature 2.
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Figure 3.7. Features 1 and 10 (in center), excavated.
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Figure 3.8. Features 1 and 10, plan view and profile drawings.

Feature 3

Feature 3 was uncovered near the northeast corner
of the excavation block. At the subsoil surface, a
nearly circular stain of dark brown (10YR 3/3) loam
containing charcoal and mussel shells contrasted
sharply with the surrounding red clay matrix. Al-
though not considered a separate zone, the pit was
almost completely surrounded by a narrow band of
Zone 1 fill that was mottled with orange clay. In
addition, small pockets of orange clay and ash were

encountered throughout. A small posthole intruded the
eastern edge of the feature (Figure 3.9).

The fill was rich in cultural material, including
potsherds, animal bones, serrated and unserrated
mussel shells, and debitage. Of particular interest were
several large pottery sherds in the upper portion of the
fill. Different vessels were represented, and in some
cases, the sherds seemed to be layered. After excava-
tion, the basin-shaped pit measured 3.7 ft by 4.2 ft and
was 0.4 ft deep. The fill characteristics point to refuse
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Figure 3.9. Feature 3, plan view and profile drawings.

generated by food preparation and consumption. The
pit itself was probably used during the course of these
activities.

Feature 4

In terms of size, shape, and fill attributes, this
facility was almost identical to Feature 2. It was,
however, a little deeper, extending 0.4 ft beneath the
subsoil surface. The feature first appeared as a circu-
lar patch of dark brown (10YR 4/4) loam containing
small fragments of charcoal and fired clay. This fill
also produced a few animal bones, mussel shells, and
flakes. After excavation, the basin-shaped pit mea-
sured 1.9 ft in diameter (Figure 3.10).

Feature §

This large, slightly irregular feature measured 5.1 ft
by 4.3 ft and was located just southeast of Feature 1.
The fill consisted of a single zone of dark yellowish
brown (10YR 3/4) loam with flecks of charcoal and
shell particles. A few pottery sherds, animal bones,
flakes, and daub fragments also were recovered. The
facility was very shallow, measuring only 0.3 ft at its
deepest point. It may have functioned in food prepara-
tion activities similar to Feature 1.

Feature 6 (Burial 1)

This feature designation was assigned to a burial
(Burial 1) in Sq. 550R550, located SO ft east of the
main excavation block. At the subsoil surface, the
burial was defined by a dark brown (10YR 3/2) loam
with flecks of charcoal that contained mussel shells,
animal bones, and a few pottery sherds. Although
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Figure 3.10. Feature 4, plan view and profile drawings.

Zone 1 fill extended across the top of the pit, it rapidly
reduced to a small pocket near its center. This small
deposit continued to the bottom of the burial. Sur-
rounding the pocket of dark brown loam was Zone 2,
an orange clay mottled with brown loam. This fill
resembled typical burial fill, whereas the upper fill was
more like that from the other shallow, basin-shaped
pits.

The burial pit was rectangular in plan, measuring
2.7 ft east-west by 2.1 ft north-south (Figure 3.11).
Like the other features, it was shallow and only extend-
ed to a depth of 0.6 ft below the subsoil. The poorly
preserved remains of a child, about nine years old,
rested on the floor of the grave. The body was appar-
ently flexed with the head pointing to the east. No
grave goods were present, although pieces of charred
wood lay along the southern wall, in the northwest
corner of the pit, and behind the skull. After the burial
was photographed and drawn, the pit was carefully
refilled without removing any skeletal remains.

The upper fill zone of relatively rich organic soil
suggests a pattern of mortuary behavior similar to that
described at the Fredricks site where feasting appears
to have been an important component of the burial
ritual (Ward 1987). The shallow burial pit further
illustrates the impact of plowing and erosion on the
site.

Feature 7

Feature 7 was located approximately 10 ft northwest
of Feature 1. In terms of size and fill characteristics,
Feature 7 was almost identical to Feature 5. This
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Figure 3.11. Feature 6 (Burial 1), plan view and profile
drawings.

shallow, roughly circular, basin contained a thin zone
of dark, yellowish brown (10YR 3/3) loam with flecks
of charcoal and shell. Numerous pottery sherds,
animal bones, mussel shells, lithic debris, and daub
also were recovered from the fill. After excavation,
Feature 7 measured 5.1 ft by 5.7 ft and was only 0.1
ft thick (Figure 3.12). It resembled a lens or smear of
culturally rich soil rather than the remnant of a subter-
ranean pit facility. The behavior responsible for this
feature was very similar to that which created Feature
5 and probably Feature 1 as well.

Feature 8

After the removal of the plowzone, this feature was
defined by an irregularly-shaped circular deposit of
dark, grayish brown (10YR 3/6) loam mottled with
fragments of orange clay. Two small concentrations of
charcoal and a small ash pocket were observed at the
top of the pit. Except for a few mussel shells, flakes,
and bone fragments, cultural remains were sparse.
After excavation, the basin-shaped pit measured 3 ft in
diameter and was 0.3 ft deep. Although not as rich,
Feature 8 is similar to the other shallow basins sur-
rounding Feature 1.

Feature 9

This facility was located just southeast of Feature 8
and was similar in size and fill attributes. It contained
a single zone of brown loam mottled with orange clay.
A pocket of ash was observed on the surface of the
feature. Pottery, animal bone, and mussel shell were
the dominant artifacts contained in the organically rich
fill. Several large, complicated stamped potsherds
from the same vessel were recovered in the northeast
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Figure 3.12. Feature 7, plan view and profile drawings.

quadrant. After excavation, the pit measured approxi-
mately 3 ft in diameter and was deeper than the other
pits, measuring a little over 0.6 ft at its deepest point
(Figure 3.13). The fill represents soil collected in the
process of cleaning up domestic refuse resulting from
food preparation and consumption activities.

Feature 10

Feature 10 was identified at the bottom of Feature
1, which intruded upon it. It consisted of an oval stain
of reddish brown (SYR 4/4) mottled loam located in
the southern portion of Feature 1. The northern half of
the pit was 0.6 ft deep, whereas the southern half
extended to a depth of 0.9 ft. A moderate number of
potsherds and mussel shells were contained in the fill.
The feature measured 3.9 ft by 3.0 ft. It had a stepped
profile and resembled a shaft-and-chamber burial pit;
however, no human skeletal remains were present
(Figures 3.7 and 3.8).

Feature 11

This designation was assigned to a cluster of 60
potsherds found at the base of the plowzone between
Features 8 and 9. Two chipped stone hoes, seven
projectile points, four cores, and two hammerstones
were located in the same area. These artifacts most
likely indicate the presence of a plowed-out feature.
The lithic artifacts suggest a flintknapper’s cache,
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Figure 3.13. Feature 9, plan view and profile drawings.

perhaps concealed in a shallow pit feature.

Summary
It is difficult to determine with certainty the primary

functions of all the Edgar Rogers site features. Feature
1 is easily the most striking facility excavated and,
given its large areal extent, relatively shallow depth,
and rich deposits of food and other domestic refuse,
probably served as a food preparation facility similar to
the earth ovens or "barbecue" pits described at Upper
Saratown and the Warren Wilson site (Ward 1980).
Similar features also have been found throughout the
Piedmont during the course of the Siouan project.
They made their first appearance just prior to the
Contact period and persisted until the late 1600s. At
the George Rogers, Jenrette, Lower Saratown, and
Upper Saratown sites, these large basins are common
and often are located near palisades. They are conspic-
uously absent at late Contact period sites such as
Fredricks and the William Kluttz site. More will be
said regarding the interpretation and distribution of
these facilities after the presentation of all the site-
specific data (see Chapter 14).

In addition to Feature 1, at least three other pits
(Features 3, 5, and 7) at the Edgar Rogers site can also
be interpreted as food preparation facilities. The
smaller, circular basins around Feature 1 (Features 2,
4, 8, and 9) may represent eroded basal remnants of
larger basins similar to Feature 1. The generally rich
fill in these features, laden with domestic refuse and
food remains, was derived from the same or similar
source(s) that contributed fill for the larger facilities.
Feature 11, the cluster of potsherds and lithic artifacts,
probably represents the only remaining in situ contents
of a pit feature eradicated by plowing and erosion.

Postholes

One hundred and forty-seven postholes were mapped
at the base of the plowzone. Most of these were small,
measuring less than 0.4 ft in diameter, and occurred as
circular, dark midden-like stains. No structural
configurations were discerned, but the majority of the

postholes were restricted to the southern half of the
excavation block. The features appeared to lie just
outside the area of heaviest posthole concentration.
Architectural patterns may have emerged if time had
permitted the excavation of a larger area.

Pottery

One thousand and fifty-one aboriginal potsherds,
including reconstructed portions of six vessels, were
recovered from the Edgar Rogers site (Table 3.2).
Because only a portion of the plowzone was screened,
most of these sherds (n=726) are from feature contexts
(particularly Features 1, 3, 7, and 11). Similarities in
sherd samples from these features indicate that they are
all associated with a single late Hillsboro phase (ca.
A.D. 1500-1600) component at this site. Of the 609
sherds that could be classified by exterior surface
treatment, approximately 40% were classified as
Hillsboro Check Stamped. Hillsboro Simple Stamped
and Haw River Net Impressed, each represented by

about 20% of the sample, also were common pottery
types. Other types represented at the site, in descend-
ing order of frequency, include: Hillsboro Plain (11%),
Caraway Complicated Stamped (5 %), Haw River Cord
Marked (2%), Hillsboro Corncob Impressed (<1%),
and Haw River Brushed (<1%).

Haw River Net Impressed

The 124 net impressed sherds in the sample were
classified as Haw River Net Impressed. Most of the
sherds from undisturbed deposits came from Features
1 and 7. Approximately 63% of the Haw River Net
Impressed sherds have smoothed interiors, a ceramic
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Table 3.2. Distribution of pottery from the Edgar Rogers site.

Haw River Hillsboro Caraway
Net Cord Simple Check  Corncob Complicated

Context Impressed Marked Brushed Plain Stamped Stamped Impressed Stamped Indet. Total
Hillsboro Phase
Feature 1 36 2 - 11 98 14 1 - 126 288
Feature 2 1 - - - - 0 - - - 8
Feature 3 7 - - 20 S 94 - - 60 186
Feature 5 1 - - - 1 - | 5 8
Feature 6 1 - - - - - - - - 1
Feature 7 24 8 - 7 3 4 - 3 48 97
Feature 8 - - - - 2 1 - 1 13 17
Feature 9 2 - - 1 - 9 - 22 4 38
Feature 10 1 - - - B - - - 2 3
Feature 11 - - - - - 69 - - 11 80

Sub-total 73 10 0 39 108 199 1 27 269 726
Indeterminate Phase
Plowzone 30 2 1 20 13 45 1 1 146 259
Surface 21 2 - 6 5 2 - 3 27 66

Sub-total 51 4 1 26 18 47 1 4 173 325
Total 124 14 1 65 126 246 2 31 442 1051
trait thought to be associated with a late chronological Haw River Brushed

context within the North Carolina Piedmont (see Coe
and Lewis 1952). These sherds are tempered predomi-
nantly with sand (50.0%), followed by fine-to-coarse
crushed feldspar (27.5%), medium-to-fine crushed
quartz (13.7 %), mixed quartz and feldspar (7.3 %), and
grit (1.5%). Over 90% of all net impressed sherds are
6 mm to 10 mm thick. Of the eight rimsherds in the
sample, most have everted profiles (including one with
a folded rim) and rounded lips. Only two rimsherds
are decorated and have V-shaped notches along the lip.

Although some of the Haw River Net Impressed
sherds found at the Edgar Rogers site may be associat-
ed with an earlier, minor Haw River phase component,
most are thought to be attributable to the Hillsboro
phase occupation. In this respect, the ceramic assem-
blage composition at Edgar Rogers is similar to that
observed at the roughly contemporaneous George
Rogers site (see Chapter 6).

Haw River Cord Marked

Fourteen cord marked potsherds were recovered and
have been classified as Haw River Cord Marked. Eight
of these came from Feature 7 and two came from
Feature 1. Most (n=11) have smoothed interiors and
are tempered with mixed crushed quartz and feldspar
(n=9), sand (n=4), and fine crushed quartz (n=1).
The two rimsherds have everted rim profiles, rounded
lips, and are notched along the lip edge.

One Haw River Brushed potsherd was recovered
from the plowzone. It has a smoothed interior, is
tempered with coarse sand, and is 6 mm to 8 mm
thick.

Hillsboro Plain (Figure 3.14b-g)

Sixty-five potsherds have smoothed exterior surfaces
and were classified as Hillsboro Plain (Coe 1952;
Davis 1987). Most plain sherds from undisturbed
contexts came from Features 1 and 3. All but one
have smoothed interiors and are tempered predominant-
ly with fine crushed feldspar (n=38), followed by sand
(n=18), mixed crushed quartz and feldspar (n=7), and
fine crushed quartz (n=2). Over 60% of these sherds
are 6 mm to 8 mm thick.

The eight rimsherds in the sample have everted
(n=4), everted and folded (n=1), inverted (n=2), or
straight (n=1) profiles. Flattened and rounded lip
forms are equally represented. All of these sherds
apparently represent small jars or bowls. Another
body sherd, from the shoulder area of a cazuela-form
bowl, is also present within the sample. Five of the
eight rimsherds are decorated. Three display V-shaped
notches along the lip (Figure 3.14b,g); one has small
circular punctations along the lip (Figure 3.14c¢); and
one has a band of circular punctations along the neck.
The cazuela bowl represented in the sample was
decorated with a single band of circular reed punc-
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Figure 3.14. Hillsboro Plain and decorated sherds from the Edgar Rogers site.

tations along the shoulder (Figure 3.14/).

Hillsboro Simple Stamped (Figure 3.15)

One hundred and twenty-six Hillsboro Simple
Stamped (Coe 1952; Davis 1987) sherds were recov-
ered. A majority of these sherds (n=98) came from
Feature 1, and most are from a single large (approxi-
mately 34 cm in diameter), undecorated storage jar
with a folded, everted rim and a rounded lip (Figure
3.15). A second simple stamped vessel—a small
(10-12 cm in diameter) hand-modeled and undecorated
jar—is represented by a comparatively large rim
fragment found in the plowzone.

In the following summary of sherd attributes, it
should be kept in mind that only a few simple stamped
vessels appear to be represented in the sample. With
a single exception, all simple stamped sherds have
smoothed interiors, and most sherds are tempered with
sand (82.5%), followed by crushed feldspar (11.1%)
and fine crushed quartz (6.3%). Over 80% of all
sherds are 6 mm to 8 mm thick. Of the six rimsherds
found, most have flattened lips and everted rim pro-
files. A single rimsherd was decorated with V-shaped
notches along the lip.

Although the simple stamped pottery from the Edgar
Rogers site conforms reasonably well to the Hillshoro

Simple Stamped type, some apparent differences should
be noted. First, the stamping itself is not as bold, nor
as deeply applied, as is usually found on Hillshoro
Simple Stamped pottery at the type site (i.e., Wall site).
Second, there appears to be less rim folding and
notching at the Edgar Rogers site. Finally, the Edgar
Rogers vessels display significantly less neck constric-
tion. Given these characteristics, the simple stamped
pottery from Edgar Rogers can be regarded as repre-
senting an intermediate stage in the development of
Hillsboro series pottery into the mid-seventeenth
century Jenrette series and late seventeenth-early
eighteenth century Fredricks series (see Davis 1987,
1988). The developmental position, particularly as it
relates to the Fredricks series, is seen even more
clearly in the Hillsboro Check Stamped pottery from
the Edgar Rogers site.

Hillsboro Check Stamped (Figures 3.14a and 3.16)
Hillsboro Check Stamped (Coe 1952; Davis 1987),
represented by 40.4% (n=246) of all identifiable
sherds, was the predominant ceramic type at the Edgar
Rogers site. Check stamped sherds were found in all
but two features and were especially abundant in
Features 3 and 11. Moreover, of the six vessels
represented by large rimsherds or reconstructed vessel
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Figure 3.15. Partially reconstructed Hillsboro Simple Stamped vessel from the Edgar Rogers

site.

sections, three were check stamped. The predominance
of check stamping, when compared with the ceramic
assemblages documented for the late seventeenth-early
eighteenth century Fredricks site (see Davis 1987,
1988), suggests a late chronological position for the
cultural component at the Edgar Rogers site.

All Hillsboro Check Stamped potsherds have
smoothed interiors and are tempered primarily with
fine crushed feldspar (n=122) or sand (n=106). A
few sherds contain inclusions of mixed crushed quartz
and feldspar (n=16) and fine crushed quartz (n=2).
Only two sherds were less than 6 mm thick. All of the
20 rimsherds in the sample, including nine folded rims,
have everted profiles and most have flattened rather
than rounded lips. Fifteen rimsherds were decorated
by V-shaped notches along the lip/rim edge (n=14)

(Figures 3.14a and 3.16) or by circular punctations
along the lip (n=1). A reconstructed rim section from
Feature 1 has both a notched lip/rim edge and a neck
decoration comprised of two adjacent incised triangles
(Figure 3.14a). This vessel section represents a large
storage or cooking jar approximately 20-24 cm in
diameter.

Two other reconstructed sections of large Hillsboro
Check Stamped jars were recovered from Feature 3.
One of these has large, broad V-shaped notches along
the lip/rim edge and is from a probable storage vessel
that was about 22 cm in diameter. The other section is
from a cooking pot, as evidenced by extensive soot
deposits along the outside shoulder and neck, that was
30-35 cm in diameter (Figure 3.16a-b). This vessel
had a small, notched rim fold.
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Figure 3.16. Hillshoro Check Stamped rimsherds from the Edgar Rogers site.

As with the Hillsboro Simple Stamped pottery found
at the Edgar Rogers site, the Hillsboro Check Stamped
potsherds also possess certain attributes that more
closely resemble later pottery types recognized within
the Haw and Eno drainages, particularly the Fredricks
Check Stamped type (Davis 1988) associated with the
late seventeenth-early eighteenth century Occaneechi.
Traits which conform to the Hillsboro series include
the typically bold paddle impressions on the exterior
surface, the kinds of decoration used, the presence of
folded rims, temper, and the general thickness of the
vessel walls. Ceramic traits which more closely
resemble Fredricks Check Stamped include overall
vessel shape (with slightly everted rather than strongly
everted rims), the presence of very light paddle stamp-
ing on a few vessels (Figure 3.16c¢), and the general
dominance of check stamping within the overall ceram-
ic assemblage.

Hillsboro Corncob Impressed

Two sherds, from Feature 1 and the plowzone, were
classified as Hillsboro Corncob Impressed. Both
contain sand temper and have smoothed interiors. One
of these is an everted rimsherd with a rounded lip.

Caraway Complicated Stamped (Figure 3.17)
Thirty-one curvilinear complicated stamped sherds
were recovered from the Edgar Rogers site and are
classified as Caraway Complicated Stamped, based
upon similarities to sherds within the Caraway series
type collections at the Research Laboratories of An-
thropology. Most (n=22) of these sherds came from
Feature 9 and represent a single vessel. This vessel
was a large (34 cm diameter), lightly stamped, undeco-
rated storage jar tempered with mixed sand and crushed
feldspar. It had an everted, folded rim and a rounded
lip. The remaining nine sherds in the sample also are
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Figure 3.17. Partially reconstructed Caraway Complicated Stamped vessel from the Edgar Rogers site.

tempered either with sand (n=S5) or fine crushed
feldspar (n=4). All sherds, including those from the
reconstructed vessel section, have smoothed interiors
and most are 6 mm to 8 mm thick. Complicated
stamped pottery only rarely occurs within the Haw
drainage.

Indeterminate Sherds

Over 40% (n=442) of all sherds from the Edgar
Rogers site are too small or too eroded to be classified
by exterior surface treatment. Most of these sherds
probably are from check stamped, simple stamped, net
impressed, or plain vessels.

Summary
Although relatively few vessels appear to be repre-
sented by the sherd sample from the Edgar Rogers site,

the ceramic data are significant in that they suggest an
assemblage dominated by large, check stamped jars.
This assemblage characteristic, coupled with the
presence of complicated stamped vessels, make the
Edgar Rogers site somewhat unique within the Haw
River drainage from a ceramic perspective. Pottery
from the George Rogers site is generally similar both
in terms of surface treatments represented and specific
sherd attributes; however, the frequency distribution of
sherd types varies considerably. Without a larger
sample from Edgar Rogers, this difference is not easily
explained; however, it probably is simply a result of
sample skewing due to the small number of vessels
represented. Ceramically, both the Edgar Rogers and
George Rogers sites are regarded as late Hillsboro
phase manifestations.

Lithic Artifacts

Archaeological investigations at the Edgar Rogers
site produced a sample of 1,235 lithic artifacts (Table
3:3). Almost 87 % of these artifacts came from Hills-
boro phase features and most were recovered from
Feature 1. Only Features 2 and 11 did not contain
lithic artifacts. With the exception of two Archaic

point fragments surface collected in the general site
vicinity and a few identifiable Archaic flakes and flake
tools from the plowzone and Feature 1, all lithic
artifacts appear to be associated with the Hillsboro
phase occupation of the site. These artifacts include:
debitage and exhausted cores (n=999), chipped stone
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Table 3.3. Distribution of lithic artifacts from the Edgar Rogers site.

Context

Fea Fea Fea Fea Fea Fea Fea Fea Fea
Category PZ 1 3 4 9 6 7 8 9 10  Surface Total
Debitage
Decortication Flakes -4 12 5 - 1 - 1 - - - 2 25
Interior/Bif. Thin. Flakes 51 609 96 1 8 - 103 8 5 2 18 901
Shatter Fragments - 6 - - - - - - - - - 6
Flakes (Archaic) 32 - - - - - - - - - - 32
Other Flakes - 1 - - - - - - - = - 1
Cores 12 13 1 2 1 - - - - - 3 32
Raw Material 2 - - - - - = - - = % 2
Projectile Points
Small Triangular Points -+ 35 9 - 2 - 4 3 - 2 3 62
Unidentified Points - - - - - - = = = - 2 2
Other Chipped Stone Artifacts
Preforms 1 - - - - - - - - = 1 2
Bifaces 1 6 3 1 - - 4 - 1 - 1 17
Drills 1 1 - 1 - - - - - - - 3
Chipped Hoes 1 - - B - - = < = = 2 3
Side Scraper - 1 - - - - < = = “ & 1
Perforator - 1 - - - - - - - - - 1
Gravers 5 - - 2 - - - - - = - i
Utilized/Retouched Flakes 25 44 11 7 7 3 14 - 3 - 12 126
Ground Stone Artifacts
Ground Stone Fragments 1 4 - - - - - - - - - 5
Ground Hematite - - - = = = = 2 5 = = 9
Large Cobble Tools
Cobble Choppers - 2 - - - - - - - - - 2
Hammerstones/Manos 1 - - - - - - - = = 5 3
Total 141 735 125 14 19 3 126 13 9 4 46 1235

tools and tool fragments (n=224), ground stone tool
fragments (n=7), and large cobble tools (n=>5). Major
artifact categories are described below.

Debitage

Decortication Flakes. Sample Size: 25. Form: This
category includes both primary (n=3) and secondary
(n=22) decortication flakes. Decortication flakes
exhibit a striking platform and bulb of percussion on
the ventral surface, and have cortex (primary - >75%
cortex; secondary - <75% cortex) remaining on the
dorsal surface. Material: Vitric tuff-18, Felsic tuff-4,
Other metavolcanic rock-3. Comment: These flakes
are produced by initial stages of core reduction and tool
manufacture. The extremely low ratio of decortication
flakes to interior and bifacial thinning flakes (1:36)
suggests that initial stages of stone tool manufacture
may have taken place elsewhere.

Interior/Bifacial Thinning Flakes. Sample Size:

901. Form: Interior flakes (n=775) are flat flakes that
lack cortex, exhibit flake removal scars on the dorsal
surface, and lack a steep platform angle. Bifacial
thinning flakes (n=126), while similar to interior
flakes, have a steep platform angle that evidences
detachment from a biface. Material: Vitric tuff-404,
Quartz-356, Felsic tuff-66, Other metavolcanic
rock-57, Rhyolite-8, Slate-5, Schist-2, Basalt-1, Tuff
breccia-1, Jasper-1. Comment: Both interior and
bifacial thinning flakes are produced by intermediate
and final stages of bifacial tool manufacture and flake
blank production. The distribution of raw materials
indicates that vitric tuffs and quartz were the predomi-
nant types of rock used to manufacture stone tools.

Shatter Fragments. Sample Size: 6. Form: Shatter
fragments are angular flakes that, based on morpholog-
ical characteristics, cannot be specifically classified.
Material: Quartz-5, Slate-1. Comment: These artifacts
result from all stages of stone tool manufacture.



Archaic Flakes. Sample Size: 32. Form: This
category includes large, heavily patinated flakes from
disturbed contexts. Material: Not classified. Com-
ment: Further classification of these artifacts was not
done in order to speed up analysis.

Other Flake. Sample Size: 1. Form: This speci-
men is a core rejuvenation flake, removed from a core
to eliminate step fractures or to produce a new striking
platform. Material: Quartz-1. Comment: None.

Cores. Sample Size: 32. Form: Cores are masses
of lithic raw material from which two or more flakes
have been deliberately detached. All of these speci-
mens have amorphous shapes. Material: Quartz-30,
Vitric tuff-1, Felsic tuff-1. Comment: The predomi-
nance of quartz cores suggests that this raw material
probably was locally available.

Raw Material. Sample Size: 2. Form: Both
specimens are tabular chunks of knappable stone that
apparently were transported to the site but not used.
Material: Felsic tuff-1, Other metavolcanic rock-1.
Comment: None.

Projectile Points

Small Triangular Projectile Points (Figure 3.18a-
v). Sample Size: 62. Form: Triangular projectile
points within this category are generally referable to
Coe’s (1964:49) Caraway Triangular type. Forty-three
point fragments were too small to determine edge
configuration; the remainder have either incurvate sides
and base (n=9), incurvate sides and a straight base
(n=2), incurvate sides and an excurvate base (n=3),
straight sides and base (n=3), or straight sides and an
excurvate base (n=2). These triangular points range
from 16 mm to 32 mm (mean=23.7, sd=6.2, n=21)
in length, 13 mm to 26 mm (mean=15.5, sd=6.2,
n=36) in width, and 2 mm to 8 mm (mean=4.0,
sd=1.8, n=41) in thickness. Material: Vitric tuff-47,
Quartz-8, Felsic tuff-3, Other metavolcanic rock-4.
Comment: All of these specimens probably are associ-
ated with the Hillsboro phase component at the site.

Projectile Point Fragments. Sample Size: 2. Form:
One specimen is a crudely-stemmed Archaic projectile
point that does not conform to an established type.
The other is a mid-section fragment from a serrated-
edged point that may be referable to the Early Archaic
Kirk Serrated type (Coe 1964:70). Material: Vitric
tuff-1, Felsic tuff-1. Comment: Both artifacts were
surface collected from the general site vicinity.

Other Chipped Stone Artifacts

Preforms. Sample Size: 2. Form: One specimen is
a thin, medium-sized, triangular biface that apparently
was discarded because of raw material flaws. The
other specimen is a basal fragment from a large
lanceolate biface. Material: Felsic tuff-2. Comment:
The latter specimen, recovered from plowzone, appears
to be an Archaic projectile point preform.
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Bifaces. Sample Size: 17. Form: Bifaces are
blanks that exhibit flake removal scars, resulting from
either percussion or pressure flaking, on both surfaces.
Six of these artifacts are small biface fragments that
may be from projectile points; the remainder are
amorphous in shape and apparently represent aborted
attempts to manufacture projectile points and other
bifacial tools. Material: Vitric tuff-8, Quartz-5, Felsic
tuff-2, Other metavolcanic rock-1, Not classified-1.
Comment: All but two heavily patinated specimens
probably are associated with the Hillsboro phase
component.

Drills (Figure 3.18w-x). Sample Size: 3. Form:
Drills are hafted bifacial tools that possess a long,
parallel-sided, rod-like bit. Two of these specimens
were manufactured on elongate flakes; the other is a
reworked triangular projectile point. Material: Vitric
tuff-3. Comment: All three specimens exhibit polish
along the bit edge, probably resulting from use on
dense materials such as wood, bone, antler, or soft
stone.

Chipped Hoes (Figure 3.19). Sample Size: 3.
Form: Chipped hoes are large, hafted tools that have a
bifacial convex working edge transverse to the long
axis. Two specimens are large (11 cm to 14 cm long
and 6.5 cm to 9.0 cm wide), triangular bifaces with
evidence of battering along the bit edge. The other
specimen is a large (12.5 cm long and 6.5 cm wide),
rectangular biface with little evidence of edge wear.
Material: Vitric tuff-2, Schist-1. Comment: All three
artifacts were recovered from either the plowzone or
surface, and are probably attributable to the Hillsboro
phase occupation.

Side Scraper. Sample Size: 1. Form: This speci-
men is a blade-like flake that has been finely retouched
along one lateral edge. Material: Other metavolcanic
rock-1. Comment: Although recovered from Feature
1, this tool is heavily patinated and probably dates to
the Archaic period.

Perforator. Sample Size: 1. Form: This specimen
is a large, unifacially retouched, flake fragment with a
pointed bit that exhibits heavy edge wear. Material:
Felsic tuff-1. Comment: Morphological and use-wear
characteristics suggest that this was a hand-held tool
used to cut, punch, or bore holes.

Gravers. Sample Size: 7. Form: All of these
specimens are amorphous flakes that possess fine
retouch along the margin, producing a small, sharp,
triangular projection.  Material: Quartz-5, Felsic
tuff-2. Comment: These artifacts are interpreted as
engraving or scoring tools.

Utilized and Retouched Flakes. Sample Size: 126.
Form: This category includes marginally-retouched
(n=83) and edge-damaged (n=43) flakes. Material:
Quartz-66, Vitric tuff-36, Felsic tuff-14, Other meta-
volcanic rock-4, Rhyolite-1, Unidentified-1, Not
classified-4. Comment: Thirteen of these flakes are
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Figure 3.18. Chipped stone projectile points and drills from the Edgar Rogers site.

heavily patinated and probably date to the Archaic
period. Utilized and retouched flakes are interpreted as
ad hoc cutting implements.

Ground Stone Artifacts

Ground Stone Fragments. Sample Size: 5. Form:
Four of these specimens are fragments of unidentifiable
ground or polished tools. The remaining specimen
appears to be from a polished celt. Material: Other
metavolcanic rock-3, Basalt-2. Comment: None.

Ground Hematite. Sample Size: 2. Form: Both
specimens are fist-sized chunks of burned meteoric iron
with multiple V-shaped grooves ground into the surface

to produce red paint pigment. Material: Meteoric
iron-2. Comment: Both specimens were recovered
from Feature 8.

Large Cobble Tools

Cobble Choppers. Sample Size: 2. Form: Both
tools are large cobbles that have been flaked along one
edge. Material: Other metavolcanic rock-1, Quartz-1.
Comment: These specimens are thought to represent
hand-held chopping tools.

Hammerstones/Manos. Sample Size: 3. Form:
These artifacts are spherical cobbles that exhibit
grinding, crushing, or battering along one or more
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Figure 3.19. Chipped stone hoes from the Edgar Rogers site.
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Figure 3.20. Clay pipes and pipe fragments from the Edgar Rogers site.
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edges.  Material: Quartz-2, Other metavolcanic
rock-1. Comment: These specimens are interpreted as
hand-held hammers or percussors.

Summary

Most of the lithic artifacts recovered from the Edgar
Rogers site can be attributed to a single Hillsboro phase
component. Although an overwhelming majority of
these artifacts are the by-product of lithic tool manufac-

ture, several other activities also are represented, and
include weapon repair, butchering, non-lithic tool
manufacture, hideworking, woodworking, digging or
gardening, and the production of paint pigments.
Overall, the composition of the Edgar Rogers lithic
assemblage compares very favorably with Hillsboro
phase assemblages from both the George Rogers and
Wall sites.

Clay Artifacts

One whole pipe and four pipe fragments were
recovered from the Edgar Rogers site. The whole
specimen (Figure 3.20b) is a small (i.e., 63 mm long
and 22 mm wide at the bowl), crudely made, conical
pipe that was recovered from plowed soil overlying
Feature 1. Three of the pipe fragments (Figure
3.20a,c-d) are from Feature 7 and include: a basal
stem and bowl segment of a finely-made elbow pipe,

and two fragments from a pipe that had a squared bowl
and fine incisions along the outside of a thickened lip.
The pipes from Feature 7 are generally similar in both
style and workmanship to aboriginal pipes that were
found at the Fredricks site. The fourth pipe fragment,
from Feature 1, is an unidentifiable fragment of a
large, coarse sand tempered pipe.

Bone and Shell Artifacts

Eleven bone artifacts were recovered from the Edgar
Rogers site (Figure 3.21, bottom row). These include:
four small (2.5 mm to 4.0 mm in diameter) bone disk
beads, seven bone-splinter awls, and the tip of an antler
tine that had been grooved and snapped. With the
exception of two awls from Features 3 and 5, all of
these artifacts came from Feature 1.

The most common shell artifacts found at the Edgar
Rogers site were serrated mussel shells, and include 16
whole shells and 20 serrated edge fragments (Figure

3.21, top three rows). Most (n=28) of these speci-
mens were recovered from Feature 1. The remainder
came from Features 2 (n=1), 3 (n=4), 7 (n=2), and
8 (n=1). Although the specific function of these
artifacts is uncertain, they probably were used as
scrapers to thin clay vessel interiors prior to firing.
The only other shell artifacts found at this site were 20
small disk beads (Figure 3.21, third row). Nineteen of
these came from Feature 1; the other was from Feature
10.

Historic Artifacts

Seven artifacts of Euroamerican manufacture were
found at the Edgar Rogers site. Four of these may be
associated with the aboriginal occupation and include:
a piece of green wine or rum bottle glass found on the
surface in the vicinity of Burial 1; two small, unidenti-

fiable iron fragments from Zone 2 of Feature 1; and a
piece of square-cut nail from Feature 7. The other
three historic artifacts appear to post-date the aboriginal
occupation of the site and include a potsherd, brick
fragment, and cinder.

Faunal Remains

Mary Ann Holm

The faunal sample from the Edgar Rogers site
consists of 1,916 bone fragments (Table 3.4). Most
(n=1,214) of these remains came from Feature 1;
however, all other features contained some bone.
Numerous animal bone fragments also were recovered
from Feature 3 (n=215) and Feature 7 (n=169).
Approximately 21% of the animal bone was identified
beyond the level of class. A minimum of 22 individu-
als, representing 15 species, was identified. Of these,
50% are mammals, 14% are birds, 23 % are reptiles,

4% are amphibians, and 9% are fish.

Mammals

With the exception of white-tailed deer (MNI=35),
none of the mammalian species identified from the
Edgar Rogers site are represented by more than a
single individual. Other identified mammals include
rabbit, squirrel, beaver, a member of the Cricetidae
family (mice and rats), raccoon, and striped skunk. No
domesticated mammals are represented in the sample.
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Scale

Figure 3.21. Bone and shell artifacts from the Edgar Rogers site.

Birds

Birds, represented by only 23 bone fragments,
comprise a very small portion of the faunal sample.
The only identified species are passenger pigeon
(MNI=1) and turkey (MNI=2).

Reptiles and Amphibians

Box turtle (MNI=3) is second only to white-tailed
deer in terms of the number of individuals represented
in the sample. Other identified reptiles include a single
member of the Colubridae family (non-poisonous
snakes) and a single member of the Crotalidae family
(poisonous snakes).

Only 11 bone fragments are identified as amphibian.
At least one frog of indeterminate species is represent-
ed by these fragments.

Fish

Of the 220 fragments identified as fish, only seven
can be identified to the level of family. The identified
fish are gar (MNI=1) and sunfish (MNI=1).

Modified Bone

Approximately 22% of the fragments recovered
from the Edgar Rogers site are burned, and four white-
tailed deer bones exhibit cut marks. The placement of
these marks is consistent with cut marks made during
skinning and butchering. Eight bone fragments, mostly
from white-tailed deer, also show evidence of gnawing
by dogs or wolves.

Shell

Numerous freshwater mussel and snail shells were
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Table 3.4. Faunal remains from the Edgar Rogers site.
Count Weight MNI

Species N % Grams % N %
Mammals
Unidentified 952 49.69 719.10 43.51 - -
Sylvilagus sp., Rabbit kS 0.21 0.71 0.04 1 4.55
Sciurus sp., Squirrel 10 0.52 1.69 0.10 1 4.55
Castor canadensis, Beaver 1 0.05 4.20 0.25 1 4.55
Cricetidae, Mice & Rats 4 0.21 0.13 0.01 1 4.55
Procyon lotor, Raccoon 1 0.05 4.90 0.30 1 4.55
Mephitis mephitis, Striped Skunk 1 0.05 0.80 0.05 1 4.55
Odocoileus virginianus, White-tailed Deer 153 7.99 717.36 43.40 5 22.73

Sub-Total 1126 58.77 1448.89 87.66 11 50.00
Birds
Unidentified 19 0.99 37.18 2.25 - -
Ectopistes migratorius, Passenger Pigeon 1 0.05 0.40 0.02 1 4.55
Meleagris gallapavo, Turkey 0.16 13.10 0.79 2 9.09

Sub-Total 23 1.20 50.68 3.07 3 13.64
Reptiles
Turtle, Unidentified 98 5.11 30.47 1.84 - -
Terrapene carolina, Box Turtle 73 3.81 63.40 3.84 3 13.64
Snake, Unidentified 28 1.46 1.69 0.10 - -
Colubridae, Non-poisonous Snakes 5 0.26 0.76 0.05 1 4.55
Crotalidae, Poisonous Snakes 11 0.57 2.50 0.15 1 4.55

Sub-Total 215 11.22 98.82 5.98 5 22.73
Amphibians
Rana/Bufo sp., Frog or Toad 8 0.42 0.35 0.02 - -
Rana sp., Frog 3 0.16 0.40 0.02 1 4.55

Sub-Total 11 0.57 0.75 0.05 1 4.55
Fish
Unidentified 220 11.48 3.13 0.19 - -
Lepisosteus sp., Gar 4 0.21 0.90 0.05 1 4.55
Lepomis sp., Sunfish 3 0.16 0.03 <0.01 1 4.55

Sub-Total 227 11.85 4.06 0.25 2 9.09
Unidentified 314 16.39 49.61 3.00 - -
Total 1916 100.00 1652.81 100.00 22 100.00

recovered from all features except Features 5 and 11.
Mussel shell was particularly abundant within Feature
1. None of these remains have been analyzed beyond
preliminary sorting and quantification.

Summary
Although the minimum number of individuals
represented by the sample of animal bone from the

Edgar Rogers site is small, several species are repre-
sented and suggest a diverse range of procurement
strategies, including hunting, trapping or snaring, and
fishing. White-tailed deer probably was the most
important meat source; however, several other mam-
mals as well as birds and fish contributed to the overall
diet.

Botanical Remains

Kristen J. Gremillion

Carbonized plant remains from the Edgar Rogers
site were recovered from 26 flotation samples repre-
senting 228 liters of feature fill (Tables 3.5 to 3.10).
Other plant remains from waterscreened fill were not
analyzed. A total of 301.60 grams of wood charcoal,

nutshell, seeds, and other charred plant remains was
recovered from all features except Feature 11.

Nutshell
Although hickory shell is the most abundant nutshell
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Table 3.5. Carbonized plant remains from the Edgar Rogers site (weight in grams).

Soil Plant
Volume Wood Unknown Root or Twigs w/ Pedicel or Food

Sample (liters) Charcoal Plant Tuber Buds Peduncle Remains Total
Feature 1

Zone 1 76 133.16 6.83 0.16 0.94 0.02 97.32 238.43

Zone 2 20 8.33 0.59 0.11 0.00 0.00 1.32 10.35

Zone 3 10 6.69 0.19 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.47 7.35

Sub-total 106 148.18 7.61 0.27 0.94 0.02 99.11 256.13
Feature 2

Zone 1 10 6.02 0.47 0.03 - - 0.81 7.33
Feature 3

Zone 1 20 3.43 0.42 - - - 0.85 4.70
Feature 4

Zone 1 10 4.92 0.23 0.06 - - 1.7 6.98
Feature 5

Zone 1 10 1.45 0.06 - - - 0.03 1.54
Feature 6

Zone 1 10 4.52 0.48 0.02 - - 0.99 6.01

Zone 2 10 2.05 0.22 - - - 0.93 3.20

Sub-total 20 6.57 0.70 0.02 - - 1.92 9.21
Feature 7

Zone 1 10 7.19 0.21 - - - 0.40 7.80
Feature 8

Zone 1 12 3.68 0.24 - - <0.005 0.89 4.81
Feature 9

Zone 1 10 1.06 0.05 - - - 0.30 1.41
Feature 10

Zone 1 20 1.55 0.03 - - - 0.11 1.69
Total 228 184.05 10.02 0.38 0.94 0.04 106.19 301.60

type by weight at the Edgar Rogers site, its overall
percentage is relatively low in part because the quantity
of maize remains at the site is so great. Walnut shell
makes up only a small percentage of plant food remains
by weight, but was found in six separate 10-liter
flotation samples. Acorn shell also is relatively well
represented. Although acorn shell amounts to less than
half the quantity of hickory shell, acorn shell is thinner
and represents more food than an equivalent quantity of
hickory shell. Ubiquity values are high for both acorn
and hickory. Acorn shell was recovered from 86.4 %
of all 10-liter flotation samples, while hickory shell was
present in 95.5% of those samples. Acorn meat also
was found in one feature.

Cultigens
Maize, common bean, and pepo squash are all

represented at the Edgar Rogers site. Maize remains,
present in 77.3 % of all 10-liter flotation samples, have
high ubiquity and make up a percentage (23.4%) of
plant food remains that is very similar to the historic
Fredricks site (28.4%). Starchy grains are represented
by only one specimen each of chenopod and maygrass.

Seeds

Of the fleshy fruit seeds found at the Edgar Rogers
site (i.e., persimmon, grape, and plum), only plum was
not recovered from historic Occaneechi features at the
Fredricks site. Black gum seeds were unusually
abundant at Edgar Rogers (82.1% of total identified
seeds, occurring in 50.0% of 10-liter flotation sam-
ples), especially in Feature 1 which included a small
pocket of the charred seeds.

Summary

The excavation results, coupled with the small
number and tightly clustered distribution of positive
auger tests, suggest that a social unit not much larger

than a single household occupied the Edgar Rogers site
during the late Hillsboro phase (ca. A.D. 1500-1600).
Survey data as well as excavations at another late
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Table 3.6. Plant food remains from the Edgar Rogers site (weight in grams).

Hickory Acorn Acorn Walnut  Unid. Maize Maize Common Grape

Sample Shell  Shell Meat  Shell Nutmeat Kernels Cupules Bean Pedicel Seeds  Total
Feature 1

Zone 1 41.65 21.10 0.48 0.32 1.02 0.11 23.89 0.10 0.01 9.63 9831

Zone 2 0.19 0.01 - B - - 0.12 - - 0.01 033

Zone 3 0.17 0.02 - - - - 0.25 - - 0.03 047

Sub-total 42.01 21.13 0.48 0.32 1.02 0.11 24.26 0.10 0.01 9.67 99.11
Feature 2

Zone 1 0.53 0.01 - - - - 0.26 0.01 - - 0381
Feature 3

Zone 1 0.05 0.03 - 0.02 - 0.01 0.01 - - 0.73 085
Feature 4

Zone 1 1.68 0.09 - - - - - - - <0.005 177
Feature 5

Zone 1 0.02 0.01 - - - - - - - <0.005 003
Feature 6

Zone 1 0.89 0.03 - - - - 0.03 0.01 - 0.03 099

Zone 2 0.84 0.02 - 0.07 - - <0.005 - - - 093

Sub-total 1.73 0.05 B 0.07 - - 0.03 0.01 - 0.03 192
Feature 7

Zone 1 0.38 0.02 - - - - <0.005 - - <0.005 040
Feature 8

Zone 1 0.23 B - - - 0.01 0.14 - 0.25 0.26 0.89
Feature 9

Zone 1 0.17 E - 0.11 - - <0.005 - - 0.02 030
Feature 10

Zone 1 0.07 <0.005 - - - <0.005 0.01 - - 0.03 0.11
Total 46.87 21.34 0.48 0.52 1.02 0.13 24.71 0.12 0.26 10.74 106.19

Table 3.7. Percentages of plant food remains from the Edgar Rogers site.

Context

Seed Type Fea.1 Fea.?2 Fea.3 Fea. 4 Fea.5 Fea. 6 Fea. 7 Fea. 8 Fea. 9 Fea. 10
Hickory Shell 42.4 65.4 5.9 94.9 66.7 90.1 95.0 25.8 56.7 63.6
Acorn Shell 21.3 1.2 3.3 5.1 33.3 2.6 5.0 - - <0.05
Acorn Meat 0.5 - - - - - - - - -
Walnut Shell 0.3 - 2.4 - E 3.6 - - 36.7 -
Unknown Nutmeat 1.0 - - - - - - - - B
Maize 24.6 32.0 2.4 - - 1.6 <0.05 16.9 <0.05 9.1
Common Bean 0.1 12 - - - 0.5 - - - -
Seeds 9.8 - 85.9 <0.05 - 1.6 <0.05 57.3 6.7 27.3
Total Percent 100.0 99.8 100.1 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.1 100.0

Weight (grams) 99.11 0.81 0.85 1.77 0.03 1.92 0.40 25.80 0.30 0.11
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Table 3.8. Seed and fruit counts from the Edgar Rogers site.

Cheno- May- Persim- Black Bears- Horse Common Maize Fab-  Un-
Sample pod grass mon Gum Grape Plum foot Gentian Pepo Bean Kernels Poaceae aceae known Total

Feature 1

Zone 1 1 - 22 218 5 1 - - 1 5 4 2 8 41 308

Zone 2 1 - 4 2 - - - - - - - 11

Sub-total 2 - 26 220 5 1 - - 1 5 4 2 8 45 319
Feature 2

Zone 1 - - - - - - - - B 1 - - - - 1
Feature 3

Zone 1 - - 4 1 1 - - - - - 1 - - 11 21
Feature 4

Zone 1 - B - - - - - - - - - - - 1 1
Feature §

Zone 1 - - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 1
Feature 6

Zone 1 - 1 1 - - - - - - 1 - - - 1 4
Feature 7

Zone 1 - - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 1
Feature 8

Zone 1 - - - 3 25 - 1 - - - 2 - 1 - 32
Feature 9

Zone 1 - - 1 - - - - 1 - - - - - - 2
Feature 10

Zone 1 - - - 1 - - - - - - 1 - - 1 3

[
'
E

Total 2 1 35 225 31 1 1 1 1 7 8 2 9 61 385

Table 3.9. Percentages of seeds recovered from the Edgar Rogers site.

Context
Seed Type Fea. 1 Fea. 2 Fea. 3 Fea. 6 Fea. 8 Fea. 9 Fea. 10

Chenopod 0.7 - - -
Maygrass - - - 33.3 - -
Persimmon 9.5 - 70.0 33.3 - 50.0 -
Black Gum 80.3 - 10.0 - 9.4 - 50.0
Grape 1.8 B 10.0 - 78.1 - -
Plum 0.4 - - - - - -
Bearsfoot - - - - 3.1 -
Horse Gentian - - - - - 50.0 -
Pepo 0.4 - -
Common Bean 1.8 100.0 - -
Maize Kernels 1.5 - 10.0 - 6.3 - 50.0
Poaceae 0.7 - - - - - -
Fabaceae 2.9 - - - 3.1 - -

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.9 100.0 100.0 100.0
N 274 1 10 3 32 2 2
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Table 3.10. Ubiquity of plant food remains from the Edgar Rogers site.

Features 10-Liter Samples

Plant Food N % N %

Hickory 10 100.0 21 95.5
Acorn 8 80.0 19 86.4
Walnut 4 40.0 6 27.3
Maize 8 80.0 17 7713
Common Bean 3 30.0 5 22.9
Pepo 1 10.0 1 4.5
Persimmon 4 40.0 13 59.1
Black Gum 4 40.0 11 50.0
Grape 3 30.0 6 27.3
Plum 1 10.0 1 4.5
Chenopod 1 10.0 2 9.1
Maygrass 1 10.0 1 4.5
Bearsfoot 1 10.0 1 4.5
Horse Gentian 1 10.0 1 4.5
Poaceae 1 10.0 2 9.1
Fabaceae 1 10.0 3 13.6
Total 10 100.0 22 100.0

Hillsboro phase site—the George Rogers site—further
suggest that such settlement units did not exist alone
but were components of hamlet-like communities
scattered along the valley margins of tributaries of the
Haw River. These small farming communities also
exploited a wide variety of wild plant and animal
foods, reflecting a mixed subsistence economy that
persisted with little change well into the Contact

period. Given that earlier Hillsboro phase sites such as
Wall and possibly RLA-Am16 (located on Stinking
Quarter Creek) represent substantially larger, nucleated
and palisaded settlements, both the Edgar Rogers and
George Rogers sites can be viewed as products of a
process of population dispersion that immediately
preceded the period of sustained White-Indian contact
within the Haw drainage.
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The Holt Site

The Holt site (RLA-Am163; 31Am168) is located in
a small, upland field or garden plot adjacent to the Roy
B. Holt residence, just south of Big Alamance Creek in
central Alamance County, North Carolina (Figure 4.1).
It was discovered in 1985 by UNC archaeologists
conducting surveys within the Alamance Creek drain-
age (Simpkins and Petherick 1986). Topographically,
it sits atop a narrow ridge overlooking the confluence
of Stinking Quarter and Big Alamance creeks. The
confluence is approximately 600 ft north of the Holt
site, down a moderately steep slope. The nearest
source of water, however, is not the creeks but a small
spring adjacent to the site near the top of the ridge.

There is very little floodplain along the south side of
Stinking Quarter or Big Alamance creeks, and given
the ridge top location of the site, a permanent or at
least semi-permanent Late Prehistoric settlement was
unexpected. Experience in the North Carolina Pied-
mont has shown such areas to be favorite loci for
Archaic camps, particularly during the Middle and Late
Archaic periods. In fact, a sizeable collection of
Archaic lithic remains was collected from the surface
of the Holt site. Experience also has shown that sites
located in similar topographic settings usually are badly
eroded with little chance of containing buried, intact
cultural deposits.

It was with some surprise, and not a little skepti-
cism, that the authors listened to the survey team’s
report of a relatively intact storage-refuse pit that had
recently been exposed by plowing. However, a field
inspection quickly verified their observations, and a
very rich storage facility that had been refilled with
refuse (Feature 1) was salvaged on March 14 198S.
The potsherds from the feature suggested a Haw River
phase occupation. The unique environmental setting of

the site, the period of site occupation, and the presence
of intact, sub-plowzone features made the Holt site a
prime candidate for excavations in 1987.

During the spring of 1987, the site was re-collected
after it had been plowed and rained on to determine the
extent of the occupation. It was found that the artifacts
(Late Prehistoric and Archaic) were restricted to the
small garden plot along the crest of the ridge. The pot-
sherds were small and thinly scattered among numerous
large, mostly Archaic flakes. Systematic auger tests
were then conducted over an area measuring 150 ft by
50 ft, which encompassed all but the eastern end of the
garden plot (Figure 4.1). Because of extremely dry
and hard soil conditions, it was not possible to auger
the eastern area. A total of 1,281 auger probes re-
vealed the probable presence of seven additional pit
features. Two of these later turned out to be postholes.
The site probably extends southward beneath the Holt’s
house and lawn; however, we did not attempt to
evaluate this possibility.

The excavation units at the Holt site consisted of
three 5-ft by S-ft squares and three 10-ft by 10-ft
squares laid out over the areas where positive auger
tests indicated intact features (Figures 4.2, 4.3, and
4.4). None of the squares were contiguous except for
two 10-ft by 10-ft units at the eastern edge of the
augered area. These contiguous squares were excavat-
ed first, and the original intent was to continue using
10-ft by 10-ft squares. However, it became virtually
impossible to screen the dry, hard clay loam that
comprised the plowzone. Because of these soil condi-
tions, smaller 5-ft by 5-ft units centered directly over
the suspected locations of pit features were subsequent-
ly used. Furthermore, it became counterproductive to
continue trying to screen the plowed soil.

Stratigraphy

The Holt site lacked any significant stratigraphy. A
foot of rocky clay loam, stirred by the plow for at least
100 years, overlay a bright orange to red clay subsoil
(Figure 4.5). As expected, the Archaic remains
consisted only of lithic artifacts swirled together in the
plowzone. The 6,000 or more years of periodic camp-

ing on the site by Archaic peoples left no preserved
"living floors," midden deposits, or other traces
discernible in the soil itself. The relatively deep
storage facilities laboriously dug into the stiff orange
clay subsoil by their Woodland successors, however,
did survive the farmer’s plow and nature’s scouring.

Features

Six features, including the one found when the site
was discovered, were excavated at the Holt site. All
represent cylindrical storage pits dug to varying depths
into the subsoil clay. These features are summarized

in Table 4.1 and are described below.

Two things are striking about the Holt site features:
1) their similarity to one another, and 2) the fact that
they were dug into a very stiff, almost impenetrable,
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Figure 4.4. Troweling Sq. 540R500 at the Holt site.
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Figure 4.5. Stratigraphic profiles.

Table 4.1. Summary of features identified at the Holt site.

Center Dimensions (ft) Phase

Feature No. Type Location L w D Association Comment

Fea. 1 Storage Pit 523.5R351.5 3.0 3.0 1.4 Haw River Excavated in 1985
Fea. 2 Storage Pit 534.4R495.7 24 23 2.0 Haw River Excavated

Fea. 3 Storage Pit 540.7R491.8 29 29 1.4 Haw River Excavated

Fea. 4 Shallow Storage Pit  544.0R409.5 30 30 05 Haw River Excavated

Fea. 5 Shallow Storage Pit  547.3R351.9 1.7 1.4 0.2 Haw River Excavated

Fea. 6 Storage Pit 548.6R351.8 1.7 1.7 08 Haw River Excavated

clay subsoil without the aid of metal tools. In addition Feature 1

to similarities in size and shape, the pits also shared fill
matrices that appear to reflect analogous behaviors.
The first two characteristics are indicative of the prima-
ry function of the features, whereas the filling episodes
indirectly express activities not related to the pits
themselves.

The field crew experienced extreme difficulty
excavating the site with steel shovels and mattocks, and
upon discovering the relatively large, deep, symmetri-
cal pits created with the more primitive tools of the
natives, we could not help but be impressed. The
difficult task of digging these facilities with implements
of wood, stone, or bone attests to their importance to
the Holt site inhabitants.

This rich pit was excavated in 1985 when the Holt
site was first discovered by UNC archaeologists. It
had been exposed by a deep plow furrow and was
located at the western edge of a garden plot adjacent to
an old fence row. The gray-brown ashy loam fill
containing numerous sherds, animal bones, charcoal,
and mussel shell contrasted markedly with the sur-
rounding red clay subsoil. Once the exposed pit
surface was cleaned, a circular stain 3.0 ft in diameter
was clearly defined (Figure 4.6). The upper fill was
labeled Zone 1. Excavation revealed this lens to be
basin-shaped in profile and relatively shallow, 0.4 ft at
its thickest point near the center of the feature. Be-
neath Zone 1 lay a thick stratum of homogeneous tan
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Figure 4.7. Feature 1, excavated.

clay loam (Zone 2). This soil was very wet and
contained fewer artifacts and less organic material than
the upper fill zone. After the pit was excavated, it
measured 1.4 ft deep and had straight sides that curved
inward near their intersection with a flat bottom
(Figures 4.7 and 4.8).

The size and shape of the feature suggest that it
originally was dug to serve as a storage facility.
Subsequently, it was filled first with surrounding
topsoil and then with organically rich soil that may
have been collected from around a hearth or other
domestic area where food preparation took place.

A A’
Ami63
Fea. 1
| | PLAN
1 ft.
A Zone 1 A'
Zone 2
PROFILE

Figure 4.8. Feature 1, plan view and profile drawings.

A radiocarbon age of 900 + 100 years: A.D. 1050
(Beta-20379) was obtained from charred plant remains
from Zone 1. This charcoal sample was small (0.3
gram of carbon) and required an extended counting
time.

Feature 2

This facility was located approximately 145 ft east
of Feature 1 at eastern edge of the Holt site excava-
tions. At the top of subsoil it appeared circular in
shape and contained a dark gray to black loam (2.5YR
3/2) with pieces of charcoal and small fragments of
clay and bone (Zone 1) (Figure 4.9). At a depth of 0.4
ft below the surface, several large rocks extended
northeast-to-southwest across the pit. A large net-
impressed sherd lay along the northeast edge of the pit,
adjacent to the rocks.

Beneath the rocks at a depth of 0.8 ft, a gray ash
lens or pocket was encountered. It did not extend
across the feature and appears to represent a single
dumping episode. A large basal sherd and a bone awl
were recovered from the ash. The soil surrounding the
ash was more mottled to a depth of 1.2 ft, and the
overall artifact content decreased. However, beneath
the mottled ashy layer, typical Zone 1 fill (designated




Figure 4.10. Feature 2, excavated.

Zone la) again was encountered, and the amount of
cultural remains increased to the concentration earlier
noted in the upper portion of Zone 1. The bottom of
the feature was reached at a depth of 2.0 ft beneath the
top of subsoil (Figure 4.10). Morphologically, the pit
was bell-shaped in profile and had a slightly depressed
bottom (Figure 4.11).

No doubt this facility originally functioned as a
storage container. After it was no longer suited for
this purpose, it was refilled with domestic refuse. The
ash pocket apparently represents a single dumping
episode when debris from a hearth or similar facility

The Holt Site 61

Am163
Fea. 2 A’
LT?T_J PLAN

mottied ash

T e — - — — o p— — —

Zone 1a

PROFILE

Figure 4.11. Feature 2, plan view and profile drawings.

was deposited during the middle of the refilling pro-
cess.

A second radiocarbon date was obtained from wood
charcoal collected within Zone 1a fill. This sample
produced a radiocarbon age of 480 + 50 years: A.D.
1470 (Beta-23508), which differs significantly from the
A.D. 1050 + 100 date obtained from Feature 1
charcoal.  Calibration of these two assessments,
following Stuiver and Becker (1986), does not resolve
this difference. The Feature 1 assessment, when
calibrated, yields multiple intercepts of A.D. 1133,
A.D. 1136, and A.D. 1156 and a one-sigma range of
A.D. 1003 to A.D. 1256. The calibrated Feature 2
assessment gives an intercept of A.D. 1429 and a one-
sigma range of A.D. 1411 to A.D. 1442. Given
similarities in fill, pit morphology, and artifact content
between these two features, it is unlikely that they
resulted from separate occupations two centuries apart.
Instead, the Feature 2 radiocarbon date is regarded as
the probable correct age estimate for the Holt site.
This conclusion is based on three factors. First, the



62 Chapter 4

BRI GRS i A )]

AM 183
FEA. 3
TOP ¢

AM' 163
FEA.3
_ EXCAvV, {

Figure 4.13. Feature 3, excavated.

artifact assemblage (particularly pottery) from the Holt
site is very similar to that obtained from the Webster
site. which also has been radiocarbon dated to the
fifteenth century. Second, the Holt ceramic assemblage
is dissimilar to the Uwharrie series pottery found at the
Hogue site, occupied sometime between A.D. 1000 and
A.D. 1200. Third, the charcoal sample from Feature
1 was very small and thus may be regarded as prob-
lematic.

Feature 3
This feature appeared at the base of the subsoil as a

Figure 4.14. Feature 3, close-up of celts.

circular area of dark brown loam (10YR 4/3) with
fragments of charcoal and fired clay (Zone 1) (Figure
4.12). The perimeter of this zone was somewhat
darker than the central area, and the southern third of
the feature’s surface was covered by a thin lens of gray
ash. Zone 1 contained numerous potsherds, animal
bones, and over 300 fractured quartz fragments. Near
the bottom of the pit, Zone 1 graded into a dark
yellowish brown loam (10YR 3/4) with charcoal and
clay inclusions, designated Zone 2. This layer also
was rich in cultural material. After excavation, the
feature measured 2.9 ft in diameter and was 1.4 ft deep
(Figures 4.13 and 4.14). Its profile presented a barrel-
shaped outline with a slightly uneven bottom. The
most interesting aspect of Feature 3 was the presence
of four stone celts, in various stages of manufacture,
and a chipped chisel neatly stacked at the bottom of the
pit against the southern wall (Figure 4.15).

Ordinarily, this facility would be interpreted as
another storage unit that was eventually refilled with
domestic refuse. And this no doubt was the case.
However, the presence of the stone tools adds another
dimension to this interpretation. The tools certainly
were not intentionally discarded as refuse, and it is
hard to imagine how they could have unintentionally
found their way into the pit. The fact that they were
bundled together suggests that they were originally
placed in a bag or some other container.

Do they represent ritual behavior surrounding the
activities responsible for filling the pit? Were they
"cached” or hidden in the garbage—or did their owner
throw them away in frustration when they failed to
meet his expectations? Obviously we can never know
with certainty how or why the celts were placed in the
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Figure 4.15. Feature 3, plan view and profile drawings.

bottom of Feature 3; however, they seem to reflect a
more general disposal pattern where serviceable
artifacts are placed or discarded with obvious refuse.
More will be said concerning this pattern in subsequent
chapters.

Feature 4

This shallow pit was located at 544R409.5, in the
center of the investigated area of the site. At the top
of subsoil it appeared as a circular patch of dark brown
(10YR 3/3) mottled loam that contained charcoal,
animal bones, mussel shells, and sherds. Several rocks
also were scattered throughout the fill. The soil around
the perimeter of the pit was somewhat darker than that
in the center. After excavation the feature measured
3.0 ft in diameter but was only 0.5 ft deep. The
profile was basin-shaped and looked very much like the
lower portions of Features 1, 2, and 3 (Figure 4.16).
This configuration and the similarities in fill and
diameter between these facilities suggest they all may
have served a similar function as storage or cache pits

PLAN
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Figure 4.16. Feature 4, plan view and profile drawings.

refilled with refuse. Plowing and erosion undoubtedly
had drastically reduced the original depth and volume
of Feature 4.

Feature 5

This feature was located in the northwest corner of
the site and was intruded by Feature 6. The fill
consisted of a dark brown (7.5YR 3/2) loam containing
numerous potsherds, animal bones, and charcoal
fragments. A few rocks also were present, and small
pockets of ash were intermixed with the fill. The pit
measured almost 2.0 ft in diameter but was only 0.2 ft
deep. Like Feature 4, it was probably considerable
deeper before plowing and erosion erased the upper
portion.

Feature 6

The soil in this feature was identical to that of
Feature 5, indicating that both facilities probably were
refilled at the same time. The two pits also were very
similar in terms of surface diameter. Feature 6 mea-
sured almost 2.0 ft in diameter but was deeper, extend-
ing 0.8 ft beneath the subsoil surface (Figure 4.17).
Although deeper than Feature 5, the upper portion of
this facility likewise had probably been destroyed by
plowing and erosion.
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Summary

Given the shared characteristics of the features at the
Holt site, we conclude that these facilities served a
similar primary purpose (storage or caching) and were
refilled at about the same time. The fill seems to
represent soil and refuse collected from areas where
food preparation and consumption took place; however,
the precise behavioral context in which refilling oc-
curred is unknown. The rapid, episodic refilling of the
pits suggests something other than their being recycled
as everyday garbage receptacles. Perhaps storage
facilities were inspected on a cyclical basis as part of
renewal ceremonies, and those found to be in poor
repair were taken out of service and filled with refuse
generated by feasting or general domestic cleaning
activities that also were components of the renewal
ritual. This explanation of the final configuration of
the Holt site pits must, of course, be presented only as
an hypothesis. Nevertheless, it is obvious that they
were not left open for any appreciable length of time as
would be expected if the pits were casually filled with
daily deposits of household refuse.
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Figure 4.17. Feature 6, plan view and profile drawings.

Postholes

Because of the dispersed nature of the Holt site
excavation units, no structural patterns could be
discerned. However, in the vicinity of Features 2 and
3 several distinct posthole stains were recognized and
may indicate the presence of a structure associated with
these features. The postholes measured between 0.3 ft

and 0.4 ft in diameter and contained a dark brown fill
similar to that of the features. A square posthole
surrounding a charred circular postmold, located
immediately north of Feature 2, probably represents the
remains of a modern fence. None of the postholes
were excavated.

Pottery

The sample of aboriginal pottery recovered from the
1987 excavations at the Holt site consists of 2,579
potsherds and includes reconstructed portions of at least
six separate vessels (Table 4.2). Potsherds recovered
in 1985 from Feature 1 excavations were not included
in the analysis. With the exception of Features 5 and
6 which yielded only 55 sherds, most features con-
tained abundant ceramic remains. In all, about 40% of
the ceramic sample from the Holt site came from
undisturbed feature contexts. The comparatively small
amount of plowzone pottery reflects the fact that
plowed soil was only partially screened. Similarities
between sherd samples from both feature and plowzone
contexts indicate that only a single Late Prehistoric
cultural component, attributed to the Haw River phase,
is represented by these artifacts. Of the 885 sherds in
the sample that could be classified by exterior surface
treatment, almost 92% are net impressed. Other

surface treatments represented, in descending order of
frequency, include: plain, brushed, cord marked, and
simple stamped.

With the exception of a single simple stamped sherd
and four shell tempered, net impressed sherds, all of
the pottery from the Holt site is attributable to a single
ceramic series, defined here as the Haw River series.
This series consists primarily of net impressed pottery
with scraped interior surfaces and crushed quartz,
crushed feldspar, or coarse sand temper (often mixed).
The most common vessel form is a medium-sized (10
cm to 20 cm in diameter ?) jar with a slightly constrict-
ed neck and a conoidal or sub-conoidal base. Most
vessels were simply decorated by notching the lip with
a sharp stick or fingernail. Some vessels also were
decorated with a broad incised band or band of finger-
nail notches around the neck. The Haw River series is
closely related to the preceding Uwharrie series and
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Table 4.2. Distribution of pottery from the Holt site.

Haw River New River Hillsboro
Net Cord Net Simple

Context Impressed Marked Brushed Plain Impressed Stamped Indet. Total
Haw River Phase
Feature 2 160 2 14 8 4 - 191 379
Feature 3 140 1 - 10 - - 224 375
Feature 4 90 - 1 3 - - 136 230
Feature 5 4 - - - - - - 4
Feature 6 16 - - 3 - 1 31 51

Sub-total 410 3 15 24 4 1 582 1039
Indeterminate Phase
Plowzone 372 1 11 16 - - 1058 1458
Surface 27 - - 1 - - 54 82

Sub-total 399 1 11 17 0 0 1112 1540
Total 809 4 26 41 4 1 1694 2579

shows greatest similarity in terms of temper and overall
vessel morphology. The kinds of decorations seen on
Haw River pottery, as well as the predominance of net
impressing, also indicate a close similarity to the Dan
River series. This series occupies a similar chronologi-
cal position within the Dan River drainage to the north
and undoubtedly had some influence upon Haw River
potters. Haw River series pottery is ubiquitous on late
prehistoric Haw River phase (ca. A.D. 1000-1400)
sites in Alamance, Orange, and northern Chatham
counties.

Haw River Net Impressed (Figure 4.18)

Sample Size: N=2813.

Paste: Vessels were built by applying annular clay
coils to a cup-shaped basal plate. Adjacent coils were
then welded together by pinching and stamping the
exterior with a net-wrapped malleating paddle. Vessel
walls apparently were thinned by scraping the interior
with a serrated mussel shell. Temper added to the
potter’s clay consists of crushed quartz, crushed
feldspar, coarse sand, or a mixture of these three
materials. Within the Haw River Net Impressed sample
from the Holt site, 52.1% of the sherds contained
medium-to-fine crushed quartz, followed by mixed
quartz and feldspar (23.4%), fine crushed feldspar
(15.3%), and coarse sand (9.2%). The amount of
temper added to the clay varies considerably within the
sample. Exterior sherd color ranges from brown
(7.5YR 5/4) to dark reddish brown (5YR 3/4) to very
dark gray (7.5N 3/0). Sherd interiors exhibit a similar
range of colors.

Surface Finish (Exterior): The exterior surface has
been stamped with a net-wrapped paddle. Coarse,
knotted net impressions predominate.

Surface Finish (Interior): Almost 90% of the

potsherds in the sample had heavily scraped interiors;
the remainder were smoothed.

Decoration: The relatively high frequency of deco-
rated sherds (i.e., 60% of all rimsherds and 41 % of all
neck/shoulder sherds) indicates that most net impressed
jars at the Holt site were decorated in some manner.
Rim decorations consist of: V-shaped notches along the
lip (n=6) (Figure 4.18¢-d f-g), oblique incisions along
the lip (n=6) (Figure 4.18a,k), V-shaped notches along
the lip/rim edge (n=22) (Figure 4.18b,h-i,l), oblique
incisions along the lip/rim edge (n=3) (Figure 4.18e¢,j),
parallel brushed bands around the rim (n=3), and a
band of perpendicular-to-oblique incised lines around
the rim (n=1). Neck and shoulder decorations consist
of: smoothed or brushed bands around the neck (n=19)
(Figure 4.18i,k,0-p), a band of perpendicular-to-
oblique incised lines around the neck or shoulder
(n=5) (Figure 4.18q), and U-shaped, fingertip or
circular (n=7) punctations around the neck (Figure
4.18c¢,e,j,m-0).

Form: All of the rimsherds in the sample (n=46)
represent jars with straight or slightly everted rim
profiles and most have rounded lips. Interestingly, five
of the six reconstructed vessel sections represent lower
body portions or bases. The sixth net impressed vessel
is comprised of several non-conjoining body sections
and three non-conjoining rim sections. The apparent
bias against preserved rim sections within the feature
sherd sample, whether due to depositional factors, post-
depositional factors (e.g., plowing away of feature
tops), or simply random chance, is unexplained at
present.

Comments: Haw River Net Impressed is the pre-
dominant type within the Haw River series and there-
fore the primary pottery type used during the Haw
River phase. Given general similarities in paste and
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Figure 4.18. Haw River series pottery from the Holt site.

vessel form, it clearly is derived from Uwharrie Net
Impressed (Coe 1952). Many vessels have either
straight or very slightly constricted necks, and crushed
quartz continues to be a principal temper type. The
frequency and variety of decoration, however, distin-
guish this type from Uwharrie series pottery which
only rarely was decorated. Instead, the types of
decoration seen at the Holt site (as well as other Haw
River phase sites) are much more similar to those
found within the Dan River series (Coe and Lewis
1952). Decoration was restricted to the lip and neck
areas of a vessel and involved the use of a stick,
fingernail, or fingertip to produce notches or simple
linear-incised designs.

Haw River Net Impressed sherds were recovered

from all excavated features, as well as from the plow-
zone and surface.

Haw River Plain

Sample Size: N=41.

Paste: The paste is the same as that described for
Haw River Net Impressed except for the frequency
distribution of temper types. Temper consisted of
coarse sand (n=14), crushed quartz (n=14), mixed
quartz and feldspar (n=9), and fine crushed feldspar
(n=4).

Surface Finish (Exterior): The exterior surface has
been roughly smoothed. It is possible that some of
these sherds are from net impressed vessels that were
partially smoothed.



Surface Finish (Interior): Almost two thirds of
these sherds have smoothed interiors; the remainder
have heavily scraped interiors.

Decoration: Decorations were observed on only two
sherds and consisted of U-shaped punctations along the
rim and a band of finger punctations placed around the
vessel neck.

Form: Of the nine rimsherds recovered, most have
everted profiles and rounded lips. Over half (n=21) of
these sherds are 6 mm to 8 mm thick, a pattern that
was also observed for Haw River Net Impressed pottery
from the site.

Comments: This type is a minor constituent of the
Haw River series. At present, it is unclear whether
these sherds are derived largely from smoothed-over
portions of other (particularly net impressed) vessels or
constitute a distinct vessel type. Haw River Plain

sherds were recovered from all features except Feature
S:

Haw River Brushed

Sample Size: N=26.

Paste: Paste and temper is similar to that observed
for Haw River Net Impressed.

Surface Finish (Exterior): The exterior surface has
been brushed or scraped with a twig brush or other
rough-edged tool.

Surface Finish (Interior): All of these sherds have
scraped interiors.

Decoration: None observed.

Form: No rimsherds were recovered. All sherds
probably are from jars.

Comments: Given that several large net impressed
sherds and reconstructed vessel sections displayed some
exterior scraping, particularly near the base, many of
the sherds classified as Haw River Brushed may be
from brushed areas of vessels with other surface
treatments. Haw River Brushed sherds were recovered
from Features 2 and 4, and from the plowzone.

Haw River Cord Marked

Sample Size: N=4.

Paste: Two sherds contained crushed quartz; the
others contained coarse sand.

Surface Finish (Exterior): The exterior surface has
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been stamped with a cord-wrapped paddle.

Surface Finish (Interior): All four sherds had
scraped interiors.

Decoration: None observed.

Form: No rimsherds were recovered.

Comments: The four Haw River Cord Marked body
sherds were recovered from Feature 2, Feature 3, and
the plowzone.

New River Knot Roughened and Net Impressed

The four conjoining, shell tempered basal sherds
were recovered from Zone 1 of Feature 2. These
sherds conform to the type New River Knot Roughened
and Net Impressed (Evans 1955; Holland 1970), a Late
Woodland type recognized in southwest Virginia.

Hillsboro Simple Stamped

One simple stamped body sherd was recovered from
Feature 6. It has a scraped interior and is tempered
with mixed quartz and feldspar. This sherd is probably
referable to the Hillsboro Simple Stamped type (Coe
1952).

Indeterminate Sherds

Over 65% (n=1,694) of all sherds recovered could
not be classified by surface treatment because of either
small sherd size or eroded surface. Most of these
sherds probably are from Haw River Net Impressed
vessels.

Summary

Aside from certain differences in temper preference
and specific types of vessel decoration, the Holt
ceramic assemblage is very similar to Haw River phase
assemblages at the Guthrie, Webster, and Mitchum
sites. The predominance of medium-to-fine crushed
quartz temper, in contrast to the dominance of crushed
feldspar and coarse sand temper at the other three sites,
probably reflects chronological or spatial variability
within the Haw River series. Other ceramic attributes,
particularly types of surface treatment, methods of
decoration, and vessel form, are sufficiently similar to
warrant the inclusion of all of these assemblages within
the same ceramic series.

Lithic Artifacts

The sample (n=1,572) of lithic artifacts recovered
during 1986 archaeological testing at the Holt site
consists of debitage and exhausted cores (n=1,264),
chipped stone tools and fragments (n=289), ground
stone tools and fragments (n=7), and large cobble tools
(n=12) (Table 4.3). Included within this sample are
331 flakes and at least 60 projectile points and chipped
stone tools which, based on degree of patination and
morphological characteristics, can be attributed to late

Paleo-Indian, Archaic, and Early-Middle Woodland
occupations of the site. This indicates that at least
25%, and possibly as much as 50%, of the lithic
artifact sample is not associated with the Late Prehis-
toric Haw River phase component, and thus severely
limits the degree of interpretation that is possible for
this artifact class. Although approximately 56 % of the
artifact sample is derived from Haw River phase
features (due to limited screening of plowed soil), it is
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Table 4.3. Distribution of lithic artifacts from the Holt site.

Context
Category PZ Fea.2 Fea.3 Fea.4 Fea.5 Fea.6 Surface Total
Debitage
Decortication Flakes 21 18 15 1 - - 3 58
Interior/Bif. Thin. Flakes 137 233 351 53 1 54 9 838
Shatter Fragments 1 4 5 - - 1 - 11
Flakes (Archaic) 310 10 - - - - 11 331
Other Flakes 3 - - - - - - 3
Cores 4 8 3 - - - 22
Raw Material - - 1 & = = 1
Projectile Points
Hardaway Side-Notched 1 - - - - - - 1
Hardaway-Dalton 1 - e = - = 5 1
Kirk Corner-Notched 4 = - = - = 1 5
Guilford Lanceolate 1 - - - - = = 1
Savannah River Stemmed - 1 1 1 - - - 3
Small Triangular Points 29 7 2 1 - 1 6 46
Unidentified Points 8 1 - )| = = 10
Other Chipped Stone Artifacts
Preforms 1 - = = = 1 1 3
Bifaces 18 - 3 - - - 4 25
Drill = = 1 = 5 - - 1
Chipped Chisel - - 1 - s - - 1
Pieces Esquillées - 2 - - - - = 2
Side Scrapers 8 1 - = = = 1 10
End Scrapers 9 - 4 1 - - - 14
Spokeshave 1 - = - = - 1
Perforators 4 - - - - 1 = 5
Gravers 6 1 = = - - 2 9
Utilized/Retouched Flakes 61 32 35 7 - 5 10 150
Ground Stone Artifacts
Ground Celts - - 4 - = - = 4
Ground Stone Fragments 2 2 - - - = - 4
Large Cobble Tools
Cobble Choppers 5 = = - = = 5
Hammerstones/Manos 3 s = = = = 6
Anvil/Milling Stone - 1 - = = = = 1
Total 638 324 430 68 1 63 48 1572

likely that these features contain several lithic artifacts
produced by earlier site occupants. Major artifact
categories are described below.

Debitage

Decortication Flakes. Sample Size: 58. Form: This
category includes flakes classified as primary and
secondary decortication flakes. Primary decortication
flakes (n=9) exhibit a striking platform and bulb of
percussion on the ventral surface, and have more than
75% of cortex remaining on the dorsal surface.

Secondary decortication flakes (n=49) are similar but
have cortex on less than 75% of the dorsal surface.
Material: Vitric tuff-45, Felsic tuff-10, Other metavol-
canic rock-3. Comment: These flakes represent initial
stages of lithic reduction and tool manufacture. The
low ratio (1:14.4) of decortication flakes to interi-
or/bifacial thinning flakes suggests either the presence
of specialized tool production (e.g., final tool modifica-
tion and resharpening) at the site or, more likely, a
general absence of raw materials (particularly metavol-
canic rock) in the immediate site vicinity. Given the



high frequency of quartz interior flakes and cores, it is
likely that this material type was locally available.

Interior/Bifacial Thinning Flakes. Sample Size:
838. Form: Interior flakes (n=750) are flat flakes that
have no remaining cortex, have flake removal scars on
the dorsal surface, and lack a steep platform angle.
Bifacial thinning flakes (n=88) are similar to interior
flakes but possess a steep platform angle that evidences
detachment from a biface. Material: Quartz-535,
Vitric tuff-164, Felsic tuff-81, Rhyolite-38, Other
metavolcanic rock-17, Slate-2, Granite-1. Comment:
Both interior and bifacial thinning flakes result from
intermediate and final stages of bifacial tool production.

Shatter Fragments. Sample Size: 11. Form: These
are angular flakes that, based on morphological charac-
teristics, cannot be specifically classified. Material:
Quartz-8, Vitric tuff-1, Felsic tuff-1, Other metavol-
canic rock-1. Comment: None.

Archaic Flakes. Sample Size: 331. Form: This
category includes large, heavily patinated flakes that,
in all likelihood, date to the Archaic or late Paleo-
Indian periods. Material: Not classified. Comment:
Specimens placed into this category received only
minimal analytical treatment.

Other Flakes. Sample Size: 3. Form: These three
specimens are core rejuvenation flakes—flakes removed
from a core to remove step fractures or to produce a
new striking platform. Material: Vitric tuff-2, Slate-1.
Comment: None.

Cores. Sample Size: 22. Form: These artifacts are
amorphous chunks of raw material from which two or
more flakes have been detached. Many are exhausted.
Material: Quartz-17, Vitric tuff-3, Felsic tuff-2.
Comment: None.

Raw Material. Sample Size: 1. Form: This speci-
men is a nodule that was "tested" by removing a single
flake. Material: Felsic tuff-1. Comment: None.

Projectile Points

Hardaway-Dalton Projectile Point. Sample Size: 1.
Form: The Hardaway-Dalton projectile point type is
described by Coe (1964:64) as having "a broad, thin
blade with deeply concave bases and shallow side-
notches. Bases and side-notches were ground and
edges were frequently serrated.” This specimen is a
basal fragment from a point that broke just above the
haft. Material: Welded tuff-1. Comment: This point
type occurred in the lower zones at the Hardaway site
in North Carolina and is attributed to the late Paleo-
Indian period (before 8,000 B.C.) (Coe 1964; Ward
1983).

Hardaway Side Notched Projectile Point. Sample
Size: 1. Form: The Hardaway Side-Notched projectile
point type is defined by "a small, broad, thin blade
with narrow side-notches and a recurved, concave
base" (Coe 1964:67). This specimen is the basal
portion of a well-made projectile point that broke just

The Holt Site 69

above the notches. Material: Other metavolcanic
rock-1. Comment: This point type also occurred in the
lower zones at the Hardaway site, in association with
Hardaway-Dalton points, and is attributed to the late
Paleo-Indian period (Coe 1964; Ward 1983).

Kirk Corner Notched Projectile Points.  Sample
Size: 5. Form: The Kirk Corner-Notched projectile
point type is defined by a large triangular blade, a
straight to slightly concave base, and corner notches
(Coe 1964:69-70). Four specimens are basal frag-
ments from heavily reworked points; the fifth point has
a reworked tip. Material: Other metavolcanic rock-4,
Vitric tuff-1. Comment: This point type is associated
with the Early Archaic period and has been radiocarbon
dated to 8,000-6,800 B.C. in the Little Tennessee
River valley (Chapman 1977).

Guilford Lanceolate Projectile Point. Sample Size:
1. Form: Coe (1964:43) describes the Guilford Lance-
olate projectile point type as having "a long, slender,
but thick blade with straight, rounded or convex
base.” The one specimen in the sample is a thick basal
fragment. Material: Vitric tuff-1. Comment: This
point type dates to the Middle Archaic period
(ca. 4,500-4,000 B.C.).

Savannah River Stemmed Projectile Point.Sample
Size: 3. Form: The Savannah River Stemmed projec-
tile point type is defined by a large, heavy triangular
blade and a broad stem with a straight or indented base
(Coe 1964:44-45). All specimens are basal fragments.
Material: Rhyolite-1, Felsic tuff-1, Quartz-1. Com-
ment: This point type dates to the Late Archaic period
(ca. 2,000 B.C.).

Small Triangular Projectile Points (Figure 4.19).
Sample Size: 46. Form: These specimens are general-
ly referable to the Caraway Triangular type (Coe
1964:49). Twenty-six point fragments could not be
classified by lateral and basal edge configuration. The
remainder have either incurvate sides and base (n=11),
incurvate sides and a straight base (n=1), incurvate
sides and an excurvate base (n=3), or straight sides
and incurvate base (n=5). These points range from 19
mm to 37 mm (mean=26.4, sd=6.6, n=24) in length,
13 mm to 27 mm (mean=18.6, sd=4.7, n=36) in
width, and 4 mm to 8 mm (mean=35.5, sd=1.5, n=40)
in thickness. Material: Vitric tuff-33, Felsic tuff-7,
Other metavolcanic rock-5, Welded tuff-1. Comment:
All of these projectile points probably are associated
with the Haw River phase occupation of the site and
are remarkably similar in size and edge configuration
to small triangular points from the Webster site.

Projectile Point Fragments.  Sample Size: 10.
Form: This category includes fragments of projectile
points that cannot be assigned to a specific category.
Material: Vitric tuff-7, Felsic tuff-2, Welded tuff-1.
Comment: Eight of these specimens are from stemmed
Archaic points. The other two are from Woodland
triangular points.
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Figure 4.19. Chipped stone projectile points from the Holt site.

Other Chipped Stone Artifacts

Preforms. Sample Size: 3. Form: All three speci-
mens are triangular in form and appear to represent
unfinished triangular projectile points. Material: Vitric
tuff-2, Felsic tuff-1. Comment: These specimens
probably are associated with the Haw River phase
occupation of the site.

Bifaces. Sample Size: 25. Form: This category
includes specimens exhibiting flake removal scars on
both surfaces, excluding preforms and projectile points.
Material: Felsic tuff-6, Vitric tuff-4, Other metavol-
canic rock-2, Quartz-1, Not classified-12. Comment:
Twelve bifaces and biface fragments, not classified by
raw material, are heavily patinated and predate the
Woodland occupation at the site. Eleven specimens are
small triangular bifaces that probably represent unfin-

ished Woodland projectile points. The remaining two
large biface fragments may be from broken bifacial
knives.

Drill. Sample Size: 1. Form: This specimen is a
small tip fragment from a bifacially worked drill.
Material: Vitric tuff-1. Comment: The lack of pati-
nation suggests that this is probably a Woodland
artifact.

Chipped Chisel (Figure 4.20f). Sample Size: 1.
Form: This specimen is a small (85 mm long x 37 mm
wide x 18 mm thick), roughly chipped biface with a
subrectangular shape, a tapered poll, and a flaked,
plano-convex working edge. Both faces exhibit polish-
ing, presumably from hafting. Material: Vitric tuff-1.
Comment: This artifact is one of five woodworking
tools that were apparently cached in Feature 3.
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Figure 4.20. Celts and large chipped stone tools from the Holt site.

Pieces Esquillées. Sample Size: 2. Form: Both
specimens are small flakes that exhibit sharp, straight
working edges on opposing ends, produced by a bipolar
percussion technique. Material: Vitric tuff-1,
Quartz-1. Comment: These are interpreted as slotting
or wedging tools (see Chapman 1975; Keeley 1980;
MacDonald 1968).

Side Scrapers. Sample Size: 10. Form: These
specimens are flakes that exhibit continuous unifacial
retouch along one or both lateral margins. Material:
Quartz-5, Vitric tuff-4, Felsic tuff-1. Comment: Most
of these tools are made on amorphous flakes and
exhibit retouch along a single edge. Side scrapers are
interpreted as cutting or hide scraping tools.

End Scrapers. Sample Size: 14. Form: These
specimens are flakes that exhibit steep, continuous
retouch along the distal margin. Material: Quartz-6,
Vitric tuff-4, Felsic tuff-3, Jasper-1. Comment: End
scrapers are interpreted as hide scraping tools.

Spokeshave. Sample Size: 1. Form: This specimen
is a heavily patinated decortication flake that exhibits
recent (i.e., unpatinated) flake scars, forming a shallow
concavity, along one edge. Material: Vitric tuff-1.
Comment: Spokeshaves are interpreted as woodworking
tools.

Perforators. Sample Size: 5. Form: These speci-

mens are amorphous flakes that have been finely
retouched along one edge to produce a pointed tool bit.
Material: Quartz-3, Vitric tuff-1, Granite-1. Com-
ment: Morphological characteristics of these tools
suggest that they were used to cut or punch holes, and
are interpreted as probable hideworking tools.

Gravers. Sample Size: 9. Form: These specimens
are amorphous flakes that possess fine retouch along
the margin, producing a small, sharp, triangular
projection. Material: Felsic tuff-6, Quartz-2, Vitric
tuff-1. Comment: Morphological characteristics of
gravers indicate that they may have been used for
engraving or scoring dense materials such as soft stone,
bone, or antler.

Utilized and Retouched Flakes. Sample Size: 150.
Form: This category includes flakes that exhibit
marginal retouch (n=81) or edge damage (n=69)
presumably resulting from use. Material: Quartz-76,
Vitric tuff-33, Felsic tuff-25, Other metavolcanic
rock-4, Chalcedony-1, Not classified-11. Comment:
These specimens are interpreted as ad hoc cutting
implements.

Ground Stone Artifacts
Ground Celts (Figure 4.20a-d). Sample Size: 4.
Form: These specimens are large, heavily ground tools
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that are sub-triangular in form and have a tapered poll
end. Two of these artifacts are completely ground with
polished, bi-convex bits. A third artifact is completely
ground but has a plano-convex working edge resulting
from re-sharpening. The fourth artifact has a polished,
bi-convex working edge but shows evidence of chip-
ping along the lateral margins and poll end. Summary
size measurements are as follows: length (mean=103.0
mm, sd=12.3 mm, range=88-122 mm), width
(mean=58.8 mm, sd=5.6 mm, range=51-65 mm),
and thickness (mean=22.8 mm, sd=6.8 mm,
range=16-34 mm). Material: Vitric tuff-2, Felsic
tuff-1, Other metavolcanic rock-1. Comment: These
tools, along with a chipped chisel, apparently were
cached in Feature 3.

Ground Stone Fragments. Sample Size: 4. Form:
These specimens are small fragments of stone that
show evidence of grinding or polishing. Material:
Other metavolcanic rock-3, Unidentified-1. Comment:
Most of these artifacts probably are broken pieces of
ground stone celts.

Large Cobble Tools

Cobble Choppers (Figure 4.20¢). Sample Size: 5.
Form: This category includes both cobbles (n=2) and
tabular pieces of raw material (n=3) that exhibit rough
flaking along one or more edges. Material: Quartz-3,
Other metavolcanic rock-2. Comment: These artifacts
are interpreted as heavy butchering implements.

Hammerstones/Manos. Sample Size: 6. Form:
This category includes cobbles that exhibit crushing,
battering, or abrasion along one or more edges.
Material: Other metavolcanic rock-4, Quartz-1,
Quartzite-1. Comment: These artifacts are interpreted
as hand-held hammers or percussors used for flint-
knapping and other tasks.

Anvil/Milling Stone. Sample Size: 1. Form: This
artifact is a tabular slab that shows signs of abrasion
and wear along one surface. Material: Other metavol-
canic rock-1. Comment: This implement may have
been used for processing plant materials.

Summary

With few exceptions, most artifacts discussed above
cannot be attributed with certainty to the Haw River
phase occupation of the Holt site. However, given the
predominance of small triangular points within the
overall projectile point sample, it seems reasonable to
conclude that at least half of the total lithic sample is a
product of this occupation. The types of lithic artifacts
recovered from the Holt site indicate a variety of
activities involving stone tools, ranging from cutting
tasks employing ad hoc flake tools to working wood
with heavily curated ground stone axes and chipped
chisels. Most other maintenance tasks expected at a
residential site, such as weapon repair, hideworking,
and non-lithic tool manufacture, are well represented in
the stone tool sample.

Clay Artifacts

Three aboriginal clay pipe fragments were recovered
from the Holt site. Two of these specimens, from the
plowzone and Feature 2, are pieces of thick stemmed
(21 mm to 23 mm in diameter), feldspar tempered
pipes. The third specimen is a bowl section of a pipe

that is triangular in cross-section and has only a slight
curvature from the stem to the bowl. This pipe ap-
pears to be stylistically identical to one found at the
Webster site.

Bone Artifacts

Ten bone artifacts were recovered from the Holt site
and include: two bone-splinter awls from Feature 2
(Figure 4.21, middle row, right side), a broken deer
ulna awl from Feature 2 (Figure 4.21, middle row,
second from left), a probable deer-ulna awl tip from
Feature 4 (Figure 4.21, bottom right), a turkey tarso-

metatarsus awl from Feature 4 (Figure 4.21, middle
row, left), three grooved-and-snapped antler tine
fragments from Features 4 and 6 (Figure 4.21, bottom
row), a probable bone pin fragment from Feature 2,
and a polished long-bone fragment from Feature 3
(Figure 4.21, top).

Historic Artifacts

Numerous artifacts of Euroamerican manufacture
were recovered at the Holt site; however, none are
related to the site’s aboriginal occupation. Instead,
they are associated with the Holt house, a nineteenth
century structure located immediately adjacent to the
site. All historic artifacts were recovered from either
the surface, plowzone, or while cleaning the tops of

features prior to excavation, and include: 207 pot-
sherds, 99 glass fragments, 86 unidentifiable metal
fragments, 79 brick fragments, 53 cinders, six iron
nails, two molded earthenware pipe fragments, one
small medicine bottle, one marble, and one brass
button.
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Figure 4.21. Bone artifacts from the Holt site.

Faunal Remains

by

Mary Ann Holm

A total of 3,701 animal bone fragments was recov-
ered from Features 2, 3, 4, and 6 at the Holt site
(Table 4.4). Faunal remains from Feature 1 were not
analyzed. Almost half (n=1,830) of the sample came
from Feature 2. Approximately 34 % of the fragments
could be identified beyond the level of class and
represent a minimum of 51 individuals belonging to at
least 20 species. About 39% of these individuals are
mammals, 10% are birds, 8% are reptiles, 22% are
amphibians, and 22% are fish.

Mammals

White-tailed deer (MNI=7) is the most numerous
mammalian species represented in the faunal sample.
The only other taxa represented by more than a single
individual are gray squirrel (MNI=2) and members of
the family Cricetidae (mice and rats, MNI=3).
Rabbit, fox squirrel, white-footed mouse, black bear,
raccoon, long-tailed weasel, and striped skunk are each
represented by a single individual.
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Table 4.4. Faunal remains from the Holt site.

Count Weight MNI

Species N % Grams % N %
Mammals
Unidentified 1215 32.83 910.70 29.40 - -
Sylvilagus sp., Rabbit 3 0.08 0.90 0.03 1 1.96
Sciurus sp., Squirrel 32 0.86 4.23 0.14 1 1.96
Sciurus carolinensis, Gray Squirrel 6 0.16 3.60 0.12 2 3.92
Sciurus niger, Fox Squirrel 2 0.05 0.74 0.02 1 1.96
Cricetidae, Mice & Rats 33 0.89 0.39 0.01 3 5.88
Peromycus leucopus, White-footed Mouse 2 0.05 0.05 <0.01 1 1.96
Ursus americanus, Black Bear 1 0.03 1.40 0.05 1 1.96
Procyon lotor, Raccoon 15 0.41 16.27 0.53 1 1.96
Mustela frenata, Long-tailed Weasel 1 0.03 0.40 0.01 1 1.96
Mephitis mephitis, Striped Skunk 7 0.19 0.60 0.02 1 1.96
Artiodactyla, Even-toed Ungulates 8 0.22 3.05 0.10 - -
Odocoileus virginianus, White-tailed Deer 176 4.76 1428.55 46.11 T 13.73

Sub-Total 1501 40.56 2370.88 76.53 20 39.22
Birds
Unidentified 265 7.16 135.43 4.37 - -
Ectopistes migratorius, Passenger Pigeon 8 0.22 1.00 0.03 2 3.92
Meleagris gallapavo, T