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ABSTRACT
Two stages of cultural resource investigations were
conducted . at the Lowesville Tract (Lincoln County,  North
Carolina) for Duke Power Company. The first stage (conducted
during November and December 1988) involved Historical American
Building Survey level documentation (photography, measured

drawings, and verbal descriptions) of the J. Graham Morrison
House and associated outbuildings, and archaeological testing in

the immediate house area. This stage also included preliminary
historical research, focusing on determining the age of the
structures and general property history. The second stage was

conducted during September 1989, and consisted of archaeological
survey of the surrounding 712 acre tract, evaluation of recorded
sites, and historical (i.e., archival and oral history) research.

Stage one resulted in the complete documentation of the J.
Graham Morrison House {built ca. 1911} and associated extant
outbuildings, and recovery of a sample of historic period
artifacts. Stage two resulted in the location and evaluation of
34 archaeological sites and 23 isolated finds of prehistoric and
historic artifacts. All but one of the recorded sites are
considered to lack significant research potential and are
recommended ineligible for the National Register of Historic
Places; no additional work is required at these sites. Based on
integrity and clarity of archaeological and architectural
remains, site 31LN78 & 78**% is considered to possess significant
. research potential to provide data on rural postbellum lifeways
in the Piedmont of North Carolina, and is recommended eligible
for the National Register of Historic Places. While preservation
is recommended, data recovery should be undertaken if
preservation is not feasible.
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I. INTRODUCTION

This - report documents the cultural resource investigations
undertaken by Brockington and Associates, Inc., at the Lowesville
. Tract {(Lincoln County, North Carolina) for Duke Power Company

“‘during 1988 and 1989. This research included archaeological

. [HABS] quality photography and recording, and historiecal
o research. The work was undertaken in anticipation of tract
development and was completed without federal or state mandate.

: On 6 and 7 July 1988, Mr. Christopher T. Espenshade
{Brockington and Associates, 1Inc.) met with Mr. David Anderson
- (Duke Power Company) to discuss areas of concern related to
“Larchitectural and archaeological resources within a 712 acre
tract (located approximately two miles west of Lowesville,
‘Lincoln County, North Carolina) under consideration for purchase
-{Figure 1). These meetings resulted in formulation of a
two-stage plan for addressing management of cultural resources
“{letter, Espenshade to Anderson, 8 July 1988). The first stage
.involved development of a plan for dealing with what was
~purported to be an historically significant standing structure
{iye., the Robert H. Morrison House), and its assoclated
outbuildings. The second stage consisted of development of a
plan for archaeological survey and testing of the remainder” of
the Lincoln County tract to locate and define archaeological
sites. within tract boundaries, to evaluate these sites with
regard to eligibility to the National Register of Historic Places
[NRHP], and to recommend management options.

: On 26 August,' Brockington and Associates, Inc., submitted
.detalled degcriptions of the cultural resource management plan to
Duke Power Company (Espenshade to Anderson, 26 August 1988},
This plan 1included results of a search of the North Carolina
-‘Archaeological Site Files and NRHP listings; general description
and management options for the purported R.H. Morrison House;
evaluation of the cultural resources potential for the tract
{based on relevant archaeological literature, historic land use,
and erosion); and description of survey and testing methods.

.« Concerns over the construction date of the extant Morrison
House (based on inconsistencies in the historical records and
guestions of architectural style, materials, and methods of
coRstruction) resulted in <consultation with Mr. Michael T,
Southern (Survey and Planning Branch, North Carolina Division of
Archives and History). On 10 November 1988, Mr. Southern and Mr.
‘Espenshade visited the house, and examined Kkey construction
details, including the foundation, interior and exterior wall

“survey, archaeoclogical testing, Historic American Building Survey
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construction, and roof support sy stem. Based on these
observations and the discovery of older rock foundation remnants
in the house crawl space, Mr. Southern concluded that, although
“constructed on the site of an earlier structure (possibly the
' R.H. Morrison house, ca. 1848), the extant Morrison house was
“probably built during the period 1915-1925 [additional research
yerified this assessment, indicating that the extant house had

“Morrison]. Mr. Southern indicated that the house probably did
- not exhibit sufficient architectural or historical wvalue to be
eligible to the NRHP, and suggested appropriate documentation
procedures (4 by 5 inch photos, plan drawings, and statement of
“-history, ownership, and occupancy) to be undertaken prior to
”razing of the structure (letter, Southern to Espenshade, 21
i In consultation with Mr, Stephen R, Claggett
{North’ Carollna Office of State Archaeologist), Mr. Espenshade
incorporated these recommendations and a plan for archaeological
~testing around the extant house and outbuildings into the
previously submitted cultural resource management plan (letter,
Espenshade to Anderson, 14 Novenber 1988).

: Cultural resource investigations within the Lowesville tract
'were conducted in two stages. In November, 1988, Duke Power
“Company was authorized to purchase the former Morﬁison tract,
~Archaeological and architectural documentation of the J. Graham
Morrison House was directed by Ms. Ruthanne L. Mitchell =and
undertaken between 28 November and 1 December 1988; at the same
3 - Mr. Richard Bryant conducted the photographic
documentatlon. Descriptions of this work are included in this
report as Appendix A. The J. Graham Morrison House and existing
outbuildings were razed during the period December 1988~January
1989; Duke Power  Company purchased the tract ia January 1989,
“Archaeological survey and testing of the Lowesville tract was
conducted between 5 and 14 September 1989 and directed by Mr.
Jeffrey W. Gardner. . Additional archival and informant research
~was conducted by Mr. Gardner during September and October 1989.

_ Regsults of survey, testing, archival, and  informant
investigations of the Lowesville tract are presented in this
report. Chapter II consists of a brief discussion of the
~environmental setting of the project area. Chapter III outlines
the prehistoric and historic culture history of the area,
including a property-specific discussion. Chapter IV describes
nmethods utilized during field work, archival research, and
dboratory processing and analysis. Results are discussed in
Chapter V, and conclusions and recommendations are presented in
Chapter VI. As noted above, Appendix A contains results of the
archaeological and architectural documentation of the J. Graham
Morrison house (ca., 1912-1989). Appendix B presents the artifact
data from the tract survey and testing phase, and Appendix C
includes the resumes of key project personnel.

<.béen constructed ca. 1912 by R.¥. Morrison's grandson, J. Graham,
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II. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

g The Lowesville project area is located in west central North
Carolina, in the southwest portion of the Piedmont Province., The
Piedmont is classified as a highly dissected plateau, part of the
metamorphic region of the Appalachian Highlands, The Lincoln
‘County portion is described by Burke and Brinkley (1914:559) as

rolling to hilly, erosion and stream dissection having
reached an advanced stage. The surface now presents a
‘succession of ridges with deep intervening valleys.

: Elevations within the county vary from 650 feet above mean
gea level [AMSL] (on the Catawba River at the Gaston County 1line}
to 1,500 feet AMSL  (at Buffalo Knob, in: northwestern Lincoln
County} . Within the project area, e€levations range from
approximately 658 feet AMSL on the flood plain near the
confluence of Forney and Killian Creeks, to approximately 78¢
feet AMSYL. on the ridge top near the former location of the
Morrison House. .

- Although the general drainage pattern of Lincoln County 1is
o the south and southeast (toward the Catawba River}, the survey
tract consists generally of ridge top, slope, and flood plain
lands draining north and east into Anderson and Killian Creeks
{(Figure 1). Drainage patterns are distinctively dendritic; Ward
1983:54) suggests that these patterns "would have encouraged the
north-south movements of people while inhibiting east-west
travel." :

The Piedmont is underlain by  a range of parent materials,
neluding igneocus, sedimentary, and metamorphic bedrock. Ward
1983:54) suggests ' that breccia, ash, tuff, and slate derived
from surface or near-surface deposits from the Carolina Slate
Belt would have "provided the prehistoric inhabitants of the
iedmont with an abundant supply of raw materials from which to
make their tools and implements."

Upland Piedmont soils originate primarily from the
eathering of a number of rock formations. Burke and Brinkley
1914:569) indicate that fine textured rock contributes to the
ormation of heavier soils {e.g., clay and clay loams) while
oarse grained rock forms the basis for coarser textured soils
e.g.; sand and silt  leoams). Lincoln County soils are derived
rom granites and gneisses (including quartz, feldspar, mica, and
horneblende), with schists, c¢rystalline slates, and diorites
represented as minority types (Burke and Brinkley 1914:569).

 Depths of surface soils vary dramatically based on degree of
tosion and redeposition; in many cases, particularly on ridge
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tops.and slopes in areas undergolng intensive agricultural use,
ground surfaces are exposed  to underlying red clay subsoil.
Colluvial redeposition of sandy upland soils is apparent on
terrace and upland surfaces (Burke and Brlnkley 1914:569) .,

. The prxmary upland. {ridge top and upper slopes) soils found
;n the Lowesville tract are defined as Cecil sandy loams and
Cecil clay loams (Burke and Brinkley 1914:571-577). The former

gquartz throughout. This soil 1is found on ridge tops (varying
with color from 6 to 15 inches) and slopes, and 1is highly
susceptible to erosion. The latter {(often found mixed with or
underlying Cecil sandy lcoam) is a brown or red, shallow, compact
¢lay loam, and is found primarily along gentle to steep slopes
above watercourses at depths of 5 to 8 inches. Burke and
prinkley (1914:575) state that "more damage is done on this soil
by wash than on any other in the .county, with the exception of
Cecil clay. Some fields have been abandoned on account of wash."

o It should be noted that while a recent soil survey of
Lincoln County {1988 copy provided by the District
Conservationist of the USDA Soil Conservation Service); poses
ifferent names for soil types occurring in this area (for
xample, Cecil clay loam and Cecil sandy loam are subsumed under
he Gaston sandy clay loam type), few differences were noted in
current woodland types, drainage, and productivity. For the
purposes of this study, the soil typology utilized during "the
914 soil survey {Burke and Brinkley 1914) will be followed.

: Cecil sandy and clay loams vary somewhat in supporting
egetatlon, productivity, and drainage. Cecil sandy loams are
1sily cultivated but lack organic matter; cultivated lands
roduce cotton, corn, a variety of other grains and grasses, and
fruit trees. Forested areas support white, red, and post oak,
sone hickory, and small amounts of pine and cedar. Cecil clay
loams are less well drained but are also primarily cultivated,
producing cotton, corn, wheat, oats, hay, and small gqguantities of
ruck and fruit crops. Pine 1is most common on rugged
ncultivated lands, but 1is accompanied by varieties of oak,
hickory and cedar (Burke and Brinkley 1914}.

_ Current fair +to poor condition of ridge top soils is
generally attributable to poor agricultural practices during the
st 158 years. These practices, which in many cases have led to
ere erosion of upland soils, include shallow plowing, lack of
ter cover crops, overgrazing, limited crop rotation, and
ssion of fertilization (Burke and Brinkley 1914:566).

-Minor drainages and upper terraces exhibit Cecil clay loam
_liy phase) and Louisa clay soils. The hilly phase is similar
o.Cecil clay loam in composition but is generally found on

is ‘described as well-drained, gray loamy sand with scattered
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hillsides or slopes adjacent to stream bottoms. These soils are
not--often cultivated, but  have been found to be good grazing
Land. Red micaceous Louisa clay is found on a range of surfaces,
varyving from level or wundulating to steep and broken, and
exhibits severe washing and noticeable gullying; fertility is
mbderate (Burke and Brinkley 1914:576-77; 582-83). ’

Iredell clay loam and Congaree silt loam are the major soil

and Brinkley 1914:584~-586). Brown/grey Iredell clay loams vary
-depth from 2. to 1@ inches and occur primarily on stream
slopes. Red/brown micaceous Congaree silt loams are derived from
“olluvial deposits and are generally poorly drained, occurring on
flood plains and first terraces at depths of 6 to 18 inches.

. - The Lowesville project tract is located within a temperate
Limatic band experiencing damp (misty rains; some light snows)
derately cold winters (mean winter temperature is 43 degrees F)
and dry warm summers (mean summer temperature is 77 degrees F)
‘Burke and Brinkley 1914:561). The mean annual precipitation for
this area 1is approximately 49 inches (combined snow and rain
averages}) distributed evenly throughout the year. The last
illing frost occurs at the end of March with the earliest frost
eported in early November; the average growing season of 218
days (Burke and Brinkley 1914:562). :

. During the last 16,0600 years, a modern somewhat xeric fofest
probably covered much of the Piedmont (Braun 195¢; Kuchler 1964;
Wharton 1978). As warming continued, increased moisture
ugmented the northward advance of the oak-hickory forest (H.
lcourt 1979). In a study by Sheehan, Whitehead, and Jackson
(n.d.), for the Richard B. Russell multiple use area in Piedmont
sorgia and South Carolina, palynological evidence suggests that
pruce, fir, pine, and hemlock rapidly decreased in importance
between 9,066 to 4,08¢ vyears before present [BP]. By the
mld Holocene, the 6oak-hickory forest was gradually being replaced
y;a pine dominated woodland (Sheehan et al. n.d.:3).

8 From 4,008 yrs BP to the present, the upland vegetation of
e . Piedmont 1is characterized by "fluctuations in population
tes of pine, oak, and chestnut" (Sheehan et al. n.d.). Hickory
d gum are generally less important, with alder and ragweed
icreasing in representation in the palynological record (H.
>lcourt 1979; Sheehan et al. n.d.). This suggests a thinning of
‘boreal vegetation, possibly resulting from human intervention.
imilarly, the importance and overall increase of pine species in
the forest at this time would have depended on several factors,
ncluding soil, fire, and human land clearing efforts (Sheldon
983; Sheehan et al. n.d.).

types found on flood plains of Anderson and Killian Creeks (Burke:
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: Utilizing this example from Georgia, upland hardwood
communities across the Piedmont would seem to have exhibited the
most change since Afro-European settlement (Trimble 1969:15-23),
Prior to this time, river and stream channels were distinctly
defined, usually rocky and exhibiting minimal overflow. Trimble
{1969:22-23) indicates that "bottomland along valley floors was
reasonably dry and-tillable, ... with infrequent wet places, and
‘well developed soil horizons." This cultivable bottomland was of

settlers, however  their activities often resulted in sgevere
alteration of flood plains and terraces along major river and
¢reek drainages.

Currently the Lowesville project area is dominated by an
oak hickory~pine forest characterigtic of the central Piedmont
(Braun 1956:213). Upland vegetational 'communities typically
include such species as white, post, and red oak, hickory,
dogwood, pine, and cedar. Large sections of the formerly
cultivated uplands have been planted in loblolly(?) pine. Flood
:plain flora are elm, ash, oak, poplar, sycamore, willow, and
semiaquatic undergrowth {Burke and Brinkley 1914)}. '

e Modern stream and flood plain fauna of the Piedmont have
been summarized by Shelford (1963) and include most species of
eastern fishes, mammals, birds, amphibians, and reptiles.
Mammals exploiting riverine resources directly are otter, mink,
raccoon, shrews, deer, and rabbit. *

great agricultural and timbering importance to the early
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S

IT1I. CULTURAL BACKGROUND

 PREHISTORIC OVERVIEW

jeo-Indian and Transitional Periods (12,008 to 7,58@¢ BC)

time in which small, highly mobile bands made their living
rough the hunting of now extinct megafauna (Griffin 1967).
ile the distinctive tool kit of the period -~ fluted projectile
oints and a well developed blade technology -~ has been found in
ssociation with the remains of megafauna commonly in the West
d occasionally in the East (see Webb et al. 1984), current
nterpretations suggest that a more generalized subsistence
ygram was in effect, Ward (1983:64-65) argues:

“The seasonal round of resocurce utilization within a

o tightly scheduled procurement sy stem cannot be

" substantiated and neither can the exploitation of late
Pleistocene megafauna. Although it is difficult to

. tell what was hunted by the shape of the projectile

- point, the general typological continuity between the

" Hardaway, Palmer, and Kirk horizons appears to suggest

" less specialized activity than the exploitation of

“megafauna. ' =

e material culture of the Paleo~Indian period is dominated by
uted or semi-fluted projectile points, most commonly produced
“high quality crytocrystalline material. Although some fluted
ints have been found in surface contexts across the North
rolina Piedmont, the Paleo~Indian (i.e., Clovis) period is
rly represented (Ward 1983).

Artifacts and sites of the Transitional period (14,088 to
@0 BC) are much more common in the region. It should be noted
hat there is some disagreement regarding the placement of the
ardaway and Palmer phases, with the Palmer phase sometimes
ed 'in the Early Archaic period and the Hardaway phase
times placed in the Paleo-Indian period (e.g., Ward 1983;
rrington 1983; Claggett and Cable 1982). The interpretations
Ward (1983) are followed in this report. '

" The Hardaway complex includes semi-fluted/side-notched
bjectile points and a wide variety of formal scrapers (Coe
64). It is best known from the Hardaway {(type) site in Stanley
ounty (Coe 1964), but other excavations have also yielded
rdaway and Hardawav-Dalton material (e.g., Claggett and Cable
82).- The following Palmer phase retains many of the same
rmal tool types, while the Palmer projectile point 1is a

- The Paleo-Indian Period has classically been interpreted as
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ideunotghed variety generally lacking basal thinning or fluting
CQeﬁ1964).

In terms of settlement, there appears to have been a
ramatic increase in site frequency from, Clovis to Hardaway
phases, and again from Hardaway to Palmer phases. The later
sites (Hardaway and Palmer) appear to have been present in a wide

"plled to the North Carolina Piedmont, then major sites would be
pected near large rivers, particularly around areas of shoals
r.Narrows.

" No Paleo~Indian or Transitional period sites were previously
‘orded for the project tract, It was anticipated that the only
‘deérice of this period would be small upland sites on the clay
ges, and possibly deeply buried deposits in the flood plains
f Anderson or Killian Creeks.

Eaxiy”Archaic Period (7,500 to 6,080 BC)

“The Early Archaic was a time of response to the end of the
lacial climate and the extinction of numerous large animals,
erial culture of this period includes Kirk (Coe 1964) and
ys8ibly bifurcate projectile points (Ward 1983, Oliver 1985).
uring the Kirk phase, there may have been an emphasis . on
te-tailed deer and nuts (Ward 1983), and a collector strategy
15 been suggested by regional researchers {(Chapman 1975; OfSteen
983; Claggett and Cable 1982 Anderson and Hanson 1985).

dle Archaic Period (6,000 to 3,688 BC)

.Thig period is divided intoc the Stanly, Morrow Mountain, and
‘1ford phases, as defined by Coe (1964). Oliver {(1985) views
..8tanly projectile point type as technologically transitional
een the earlier Kirk points and the Savannah River points of
Late Archaic. The Morrow Mountain and Guilford technologies
"'seen as po=91b1y intrusive developments (Oliver 1985).
ardless of origin and relationships, all the traditions of the
dlé Archaic were marked by a high site frequency and a
matic increase in the use of locally available lithic
ources (Claggett and Cable 1982; Blanton 1983). Ward (1983)
serves:

An increase in population occurred from the Early to
. Late Archiac period, and more and more diverse and

specialized ecological niches were exploited as
. adaptive efficiency increased through time. This
- "forest efficiency” is generally believed to have been

ariety of environmental zones. 1f O'Steen's (1983) model of
ransitional Period settlement in the Georgia Piedmont can be’
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enhanced by scheduling resource procurement in a
tightly structured seasonal round (Caldwell 1958).

T The North Carolina Piedmont has a very high density of
medium to small lithic scatters dating to the Middle Archidc
seriod. While some larger sites are occasionally encountered, it

debitage and diagnostic projectile points.

Late Archaic Period (3,080 to 508 BC)

The Late Archaic witnessed still increasing Jlocalization and
ipecialization, augmented by incipient horticulture (Ward 1983).
The most prevalent diagnostic tool of the Late Archaic is the
road, square-stemmed Savannah River projectile point and its
rivatives (Coe 1964; Oliver 1985). While the coastal zone saw
‘dramatic increase in site size and complexity im the Late
haic, the Piedmont witnessed a basic continuation of Middle
chaic adaptations. The Late Archaic did begin to see a
akdown in the localization of the Middle Archalc, as steatite
a’ llthlc resources were traded interregionally.

rly Woodland Period (508 BC to AD 8d4¢)

; The Woodland Period is marked by the first production of
ttery in the North Carolina Piedmont, and by the first use of
all triangular projectile points, assumed to indicate the
srésence of the bow and arrow. ' The Early . Woodland sequence
ined by Coe (1964) has been only minimally revised in the past
years, and is represented by the Badin and Yadkin complexes.
~earlier Badin complex is characterized by fabric impressed or
d marked pottery, decorative modes of apparently northern
gin (Caldwell 1958)., In the subsequent Yadkin complex, check
mpi (a southern tradition) is added to the decorative modes
aldwell 1958). While horticulture was probably practiced in
e Early Woodland, it apparently was not emphasized. The Early
edland is intérpreted as a time of increased cultural dynamics
.populations and ideas moved spread through the greater
theast, ' '

ddle Woodland Period (AD 86¢ to 1260)

- During the Middle Woodland Period in the Piedmont of North
“arolina, the Uwharrie ceramic series is prevalent. Uwharrie
tery includes net-impressed decorations, and is produced on a
arse tempered body (Coe 1952). Sites apparently became larger,

19

was anticipated that the =~ Middle Archaic presence on the,
Lowesville tract would be limited to small scatters of quartz

OFFICIAL COPY

Jun 12 2017



Landseidel Exhibit 2, Appendix B-1
Docket No. E-7, Sub 1134

d-dense middens, refuse/storage pits, permanent structures, and
211fish debris become more common. - Villages of this period
ms to have been focused on major river floodplains, but. the
-mportance of maize horticulture is uncertain. =~ Ward (1983:73)

To summarize, maize agriculture was not important
~-during the. Early and Middle Woodland pericods in the
-North Carolina Piedmont. In fact, corn does not appeat
to have had much importance before A.D. 16808 (Coe
1964:51). Although people were growing corn by Late
 Woodland times, they were still relying heavily on
. ~hunting and gathering. '

e Woodland (AD 120¢ to Contact)

- As the above quotation indicates, the people of the Late
dland of the North Carolina Piedmont apparently did not
smphasize malze horticulture, 1in contrast to the Mississippian
ltures. of surrounding areas. The project area was apparently
interface between the Dan River/Caraway manifestations to the
yeho - (a continuation of Middle Woodland adaptations) and
uthern Appalachian traditions to the south (Coe  1964; Reid
673 Ferguson 1971).

_HISTORICAL OVERVIEW OF LINCOLN COUNTY

" The following overview of the history of Lincoln County is
ken primarily from Qur Enduring Past: A Survey of 235 Years of
e and Architecture in Lincoln County, North Carolina, by Brown
~York {1986). The goal of this overview is to place the
elopment of the Lowesville house site against a background of
ly 'and contemporary settlement and economic patterns within
e..county.

~Lincoln County is located in the southwestern North Carolina
dmont, east of the Catawba River, The earliest known
abitants of the area, the Catawba Indians, were living there
en-the first Europeans explored the interior of North Carolina.
nando de Soto and Juan Pardo led expeditions which- traveled
ough the Piedmont between 1528 and 1568, and Pardo recorded
dian . villages in the Lincoln County area. Diseases introduced
~these explorers brought about dramatic changes in the
opulation and culture of the Native Americans, causing entire
lages to disappear before 17¢6.

SIn 1669 and 1679, an expedltlon under the leadership of John
derer traveled throgéh the Appalachian Mountains, and down the
ccaneechi trail through what is now western North Carolina.

11
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Addoréing to Swanton (1979), Lederer may have gone as far as the
tawba country. Several years later, - in 17§61, Jcohn Lawson
»xplored the Piedmont. His party visited the Catawba YKing's”
house where they found a Scottish trader, John Stewart, walting
for them to arrive. The Indians had told him almost three weeks
pféviously that Lawson was coming that way. Stewart wanted “*to
travel along with them for safety because the Senecas were on the

_presumably exchanged for pelts {(Lawson 1967).

. By the 174@s and 1758s, white settlers had begun moving into
he Piedmont. Many of these settlers came down the Great Wagon
Joad, from the Mid-Atlantic states (Pennsylvania, Maryland, UNew
rsey, and Virginia). Land in these areas had become infertile
d expensive, = and population densities were increasing, The
1marlly Scots=-Irish and German emigrants were seeking rich,
lnexpen51ve farmland in sparsely settled areas where land would
‘available for their sons when they came of age. Many of the
Qts Irish settlers followed John Beattie, settling along the
5t side of the Catawba River near Beattie's Ford; prominent
mily names among this group include Alexander, Bell, Kincaid,
d McCorkle, The Germans settled mainly in the valley of the
uth fork of the Catawba River, avoiding close contact with the
ts-Irish, Killian Creek was named for one of the early German
milies. Others settlers came from England and coastal ©North
nd South . Carolina, also looking for farmland in sparsely settled

- The Catawba Indians were still living in the area when the
ttlers began moving in. These early settlers were harassed by
¢ Catawba and Cherokee Indians, -until the army defeated the
heérokees in 1761, driving them further west into the Blue Ridge
untains . The Catawbas finally made peace with the British in

Lincoln County was created in 1779 and named for General
lenjamin Lincoln who had just taken command of a section of the
ofitinental Army. It was origlnally a fairly large county,
slstlng of more than 18080 square miles (Figure. 2). . Large
nties were soon divided. into smaller units as the population
the Piedmont increased, and Lincoln County lost much of its
ritory; by 185@, it had .decreased to only 385 gquare miles

S . S : B

. .In 1790 there were few large slaveowners in the county, as
iost. of the farms were small. The residents of the new county
ere mainly subsistence farmers who raised corn, potatoes, beans,
nd peas for their own use. They usually also owned a few
'rses, cows, cattle, hogs, and chickens. Wheat became important
onomically late in the eighteenth century, and flour and

12

rpath in the Piedmont. Stewart had brought seven pack horses
1oaded with English trade goods into the Catawba territory, which”
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Segment of 1885 Map of North Carolina, Showing Lincoln
County (reproduced in Brown and York 1986:245).

13
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ornmeal were shipped £rom Lincoln County down the Catawba and
tle Catawba Rivers to  South = Carolina. Before the
evolutionary War, shipment of produce out of the county was very
ifficult due to the lack of good roads or easily jnav1gable
terways. : : :

At the time of the American Revolution, the residents of

sttlers in Lincoln County supported the English, feeling
-atitude toward the Crown for allowing them to emigrate to the
ylonies. The Scots-Irish, many of whom had taken loyalty oaths

hé Crown following the Regulator uprising, also supported
and. British forces came into the county in 178¢ and were
ed by many of the Tories in a fight against the Whig militia
amsour's Mill, The combatants, who were neighbors and even
tives of each other, engaged in a fierce battle for more than
our; - resulting in at least 200 casualties about evenly
ded between the two factions. The rebel Whigs finally
alled,_and the Lincoln County Tories were never a threat
ey that time. At the Battle of Kings Mountain a force of Tory
lists, led by British Captain Patrick Ferguson, was defeated
ebel militia . units including a force from Lincoln County,
nded by Frederick Hambright. '

After the Revolutionary War, many improvements were made s in
sportation, leading to increased wealth as cash crops for
pment to other - areas, along with manufactured items, became
ortant economically. New roads were built conneg¢ting Lincoln
nty-to markets in nearby counties, Charlotte and the. northern
mont, and cities in South Carolina. The MacRae-Brazier map
33 (Figure 4) - shows the major roads in the county at that
In the early nineteenth century, cotton production
eased in the county, and the number of gslaves increased
't1cally, Erom-935 in 1790 to 5,502 by 184¢. The number of
_ however, remained nearly the same, The new roads
o made travel easier. In 1831 passengers and mail were taken
tagecoach once a week from Lincolnton to  Asheville,
engers could leave Lincolnton at four o'clock Saturday
: Asheville by Sunday night, a distance of 11¢
5., The two-horse . stagecoaches could carry eight passengers
de, and a few others could ride on top (Blackmun 1977:225).

In 1851, a plank road was built from Lincolnton tc the
awba River on the eastern edge of the county, and by 1856 the
h- Carolina Railroad between Goldsboro and Charlotte could be
‘easily reached. This enabled small farmers to produce more
hcrops since they could more easily get them to a market.

With the new roads, goods could be taken to Charleston by
on. . Cotton, skins, cattle, hams, and butter were taken to

15

Lnéoln County were divided in their loyalties. Some . supported.
je 'rebel Americans, and others, the British. The German
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Segment of MacRae-Brazier
Roads in Lincoln County.
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rket and the wagons returned laden with goods which could not
‘produced on family. farms, such as coffee, tea, salt, sugar,
1oth, and manufactured items. Charleston became the main market
yr- produce from Lincoln County because there were still no good
yads from Lincoln County leading into eastern North Carolina.

Most of the industries in Lincoln County in the late

9209 there were 71 grist mills, 39 sawmills, and 26 tanneries.
71840 the number of grist mills had increased to 98, and there
were 56 flour mills, 75 sawmills and 20 tanneries. Cloth was
ven at home on most of the farms, and any excess was probably
old locally, but it wasn't long before cotton mills made their
ppearance. The first cotton mill south of the Potomac River was
i1t in Lincoln County in 1813 (Powell 1989%9:4), and more were
It in the next forty to fifty years. For a time, gold was
ned in large amounts, but deposits were depleted before the
jdle of the nineteenth century.

o Beginning around 1776, iron manufacturing Dbecame an
mportant industry in Lincoln County. As an incentive to
pective founders, the state offered 3,080 acres of free land
nsidered unfit for cultivation to any person who produced 5,800
unds of iron within three years. In 1789, Peter Forney and
rs acquired the "Big Ore Bank," a large iron-ore rich tract,
onstructed furnaces, and produced tools and implements, pots,
¥r. 8killets, hinges, lock, and nails, and bars of iron to be
4 to blacksmiths. In the early 1790s, Major John Davidson and
‘sons-in~law, Joseph Graham and Alexander Brevard, began
chasing large tracts and constructing forges along Leeper's
‘and Anderson Creeks. Many other men constructed furnaces,
d many fortunes were made before the Civil War. Before 1808
t of the county's residents lived in 1log houses, but the
'1thy iron merchants were able to build large brick houses, and
itribute funds to upgrade the older log churches, and build new
0o0ls. The new iron industry created jobs and increased trade
of and into the area, The major markets for goods produced
the ironworks were the North Carolina towns of Salisbury,
-1sborough, Greensboro, Wadesboro, Camden, and Cheraw; and
rléston, downriver in coastal South Carolina. Merchants and
'éers from the west brought cloth, leather and food to -the
naces to trade for iron products and iron bars. 5

" Blaves were the labor force for the furnaces, which were
¥ly fired during the winter when the slaves were not busy
ing crops. The integration of iron manufacturing into the
‘eady productive agricultural economic base, was actually
ficial to the slaveowners, as their slaves were kept busy
wround Once the furnaces and molds for the molten iron were

17

ghteenth and early nineteenth centuries were small, such as
grist mills, flour mills, sawmills, potteries, ‘and tanneries, In"
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'i;for, there was 1little additional expense incurred in
ducing goods, and profits were high. '

_ In 1840, the Lincoln County ironworks were leading the
ustry in North Carolina; however, Jjust before the Civil War,
e ‘industry declined, as no improvements - had been madeé +in
duction and transportation methods, and wood for fuel was
owing scarce. For a time, Lincoln County's ironworks were no

on: products and food, since the Confederate government had to
rchase everything locally. One new iron furnace was built in
e]éounty, and a Confederate facility for manufacturing drugs
s-biilt near Lincolnton, During the final weeks of the. war
re was an influx of refugees from South Carolina, who had been
piaced by Sherman's march through the state. Thege refugees
yught some money into the county as they had to pay for . food
a4 place to stay in most instances,. There was some
‘teering at the expense of those people, causing
defstandable bitterness among them. K\

After the Civil War, the size of individual farms decreased
e slave system gave way to tenancy. There was a period of
cegsion following the war, but by 1880 prosperity had returned
-he .area and major cash crops such as cotton, ocats, corn, and
acco were being grown in large amounts. Major industries in
rea were textile mills and tobacco and furniture factories,
‘here was an increase in the number of grist and flour mllls.
nsportation improvements included the development of the
ilroads, and better roads within the county. The first
Iroad built through Lincoln County was the Chester and Lenoir
oW gauge track, built in 1881, This railroad ran north from
ster, South Carolina, and through Lincoln County to Lenoir in
well County, North Carolina. By 1896, other tracks connected
yInton with Shelby in adjacent Cleveland County, and with
otte, in Mecklenburg County (Figure 5),

'FQr many years, Lincoln County had a reputation as a resort
ter. The Catawba Springs resort attracted patrons as early as

»lina coast stayed there during the summer to escape the hot
-her and the debilitating diseases common in the coastal area
hat time. In 1887, a new enterprise, the Lincoln Lithia
teriCompany, was organized to bottle and ship mineral water,
two years later the company built a hotel near Lincolnton.
soon developed into a popular resort, serving patrons from
ughout the Carolinas. :

The iron industry, which had played such a large part in the
omy of the region, declined again after the C(Civil War.
ver, the advent of the railroads offset the general economic
-11ne to some degree, and by the early twentieth century,

- 18

nger competitive, but the Civil War increased the demand for

19¥s, when wealthy planters and. their families from the-
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Carolina, Showing the Railroads Which Passed Through
Lincoln County {reproduced in Brown and York 1986:245).
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ncoln County. was prosperous again. Textile factories were
established in the 188#s, providing more Jjobs, and many former
m laborers became factory workers by 1904d. Although
counting for only about one-~third of the county's economic base
»192¢, agriculture was still important; cotton was the major
‘op prior to 192¢, and tobacco was the main cash crop after that
LSA

 Industry became much more diversified in the twentieth
ntury. New industries in the county included brick
salerships, a casket factory and other woodworking plants, and
in.mining. Falling cotton prices after 193¢ caused a reduction
1 the planted acreage of that crop, and a number of the textile
11ls were closed. After World War II,  the textile industry
ontinued to decline, but new furniture. and food processing
nts were built which offset the loss of jobs somewhat. Many
idents now.commute to nearby cities to work, but continue to
¢ their homes in Lincoln County.

Tract Specific History

- According to Lincoln County historical records, initial
tlement in the project area appears to have been related to
rapid growth of the iron industry during the late eighteenth
ury. In 1788, the  WNorth Carolina state assembly passed "An
0 Encourage the Building of Iron Works in this State,”
mising 3,068 acres of non—agricultural land to  anyone.
blishing an ironworks. In 1789, Peter and Abram Forney,
m: Earhardt, and Turner Abernathy purchased the "Big Ore
* a large deposit of iron ore to the northeast of
b L from the State of North Carolina (Graham 19¢4:136);
the early 1796s, Peter Forney was operating an iron furnace at
“Welcome. 1In 1791, Major John Davidson and his sons-in-law,
eph Graham and Alexanéet Brevard, purchased an interest in the
:bank and furnace from Peter Forney, and by 1795 the
nership had acquired nearly 3,008 acres along Leeper's Creek,
onstructed Mount Tirzah Forge. That same year, Davidson,
am, and Brevard purchased an interest in a tract along
son Creek from Forney and constructed Vesuvius Furnace
wn and York 1986:258). Soon thereafter Graham built a house
esuvius Furnace and moved his famlly there from Mecklenberg
vy (Graham 1964:137).

ice in the Revolutionary War, but had begun .purchasing
erty in adjoining Lincoln County, in partnership with
dson and Brevard, as early as 1791 {Lincoln County Deed Books
Bl 17-21). The gpecific record of his purchase of the
esville study tract could not be determined. A survey of deed
rds suggests that if purchased prior to 1894 (Davidson sold

28

_ Graham had settled in nearby Mecklenberg County after
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s share of the iron business, including nearly 9,000 acres and
two furnaces, to his sons-in—~law, October 14, 1804; LCDB

Dav&dson, Brevard, and Graham as "Joseph Graham & Company."
fter 1864, the company was known as "Alexander Brevard &

ompany.
The earliest property reference attributable to the

the current tract (listed as 400 acres on Killian Creek) to his
gon-in-law, R. H. Morrison (LCDB 36:182-183; Table 1). While
adition holds that ¢this tract was a gift from Graham to his
jaughter, Mary {(Graham) Morrison, the deed records a selling
ice of $3,800.

Robert Hall Morrison was born in the Rocky River éthion of

Iniversity of North Carolina in 1816, graduating with honors in
818 before ordination into the ministry (Concord Presbytery) in
82¢. In 1824, while serving as pastor of the First Presbyterian

.General Joseph ‘Graham, at her home at Vesuvius Furnace.. After

15 elected its first president, serving in this position from
37 to 1840. Retiring from this post due to poor health which
pt him from teaching, Morrison and his family (including by

ore, Lore, and Morrison 1958:281). No specific records could
-found concerning construction of the house on this property
alled "Cottage Home"), but it is suggested that it was built
metime between Morrison's purchase of the tract (1834) and his
tirement (1844). An unknown writer indicates that the house

ottage Home n.d.)
aching again; after first accepting the pastorate of Unity

rch, he then organized two additional congregations, Castanea
aston County) and Machpelah, where it was said that "he so

~Mmost popular ministers in the State" (Lore et al. 195¢:282),

. Durlng the middle nineteenth century, Cottage Home was
crlbed as "a popular and hospitable place, the scene of many
mances and prominent marriages" (Cottage Home n.d.). The house

figon to Confederate officers. Their eldest daughter, Mary

na Morrison, married then-Captain Thomas "Stonewall' Jackson at
ttage Home in 1857 (Lore et al. 1950:281).

21

91:323-324), property records would probably reflect purchase by

wesville study tract is Joseph Graham's sale of a portion ofy

_abatrus County, North Carolina in 1798, He entered the.

urch in Fayetteville, he met and married Mary Graham, daughter

fart1c1pat1ng in the establishment of Davidson College, Morrison .

is time seven children) moved to their farm in Lincoln County,

8 small at first, but was enlarged as the family grew in size

By 1842, Morrison had recovered sufficiently to begin’

illed his audiences everywhere he spoke that he became one of

s the location of the marriages of all six daughters of Dr.
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Date of

Record

Grantor Grantee

B e e e e N e e e e e e e e

11/23/1834
5/18/1889

4/26/1506
7/3/1911

8/5/1968

9/16/1974

7/17/1987

?

?/2/1989

Joseph Graham R.H. Morrison
J.G. Morrison and

R.H. Morriscn
' R.H. Morrison heirs

- J.G. Morrison[Jr.] Heirs of J.G. Morrison

Mary M. and C.E.

Rynall, Anna M.

and R.B. Wilson,

Jennie D. Morrison, :
and R.H. Morrison J.Graham Morrison

J.G. Morrison Jr.,
Junius D. Morrison,
Margaret Guillett,
John N, Morrison, and
Anna M. Whiddon

Joseph G. and
Pearl Morrison

Joseph G.

Morrison heirs William T. Griffin

Hash Howard Sherrill
- & Associates

W.T. and Pearl
Griffin

? _ Graham Mullen

Graham Mullen buke Power Company

636 A

12 tracts

778.4 A

712.82 A

712.82 A

712.82 A

712.82 A

D36:102

Wi:399

W5:347

D199: 364

D4E63:349

D51G:920
D6E7L:510

not found

L

not found
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o As a prominent citizen, plantation owner, and land holder,
'jH Morrison was able to amass a comfortable estate for himself
rd -his family. In 185¢, Morrison's real estate was valued at
4888 (185¢ Lincoln County Population Census); by . 1868, his
comblned real and personal estate was valued at over $70,900,
cluding 28 slaves (186§ Lincoln - County ‘Population  Censug).
Wartlme depredation and devaluation of currency after the Civil

jousand Dollars.” (R.H. Morrison Family Book n.d.).

~ Robert Hall Morrison died on May 13, 1889, and was buried at
- Machpelah cemetery. The Cottage Home tract (containing 4¢§&
eg) was left to his eldest living son, Joseph Graham Morrison
itncoln County Will Book [LCWB] 4:399-481). J.G. Morrison was
born at Cottage Home in 1842, where he lived until his acceptance
- Virginia Military Institute. He served during the Civil War
an aide—~de~Camp to his brother-in-law, General Thomas Jackson,
d. rose to the rank of Captain. After the war, J.G. Morrison
turned to Cottage Home where he raised a large family, served
the state legislature (1881) and became one of the largest
tton manufacturers in the county, owning a number of mills,
cluding Mariposa Mill on Leeper's Creek (Lore et al. 1956:3@9).
. Morrison was the only member of his family to remain in
coln County; he died in 1966 and is buried at Machpelah
smetery (Cottage Home n.d.}.

J.G. Morrison's Will (dated 1964) originally stated that
h: of his property holdings, including his "homeplace®
ttage Home; now said to contain 635 acres), were to be
nsferred to his son, J.G. Morrison, Jr. (LCDB 5:347-353);
ever, a codicil added in 1985, divided interest in the
iposa Cotton Mill and the homeplace egually among his
ldren. Five years later (1911), his surviving children sold
their interest in the Cottage Home tract to J.G. Morrison,
(LCDB 1¢9:364-365).

- An exact date for the burning of Cottage Home has not been
iblished, but it appears to have occurred between 1968 and
9. An unnamed writer suggests that the house burned in 1988
~was replaced by the recently razed J.G. Morrison house in
2 {Cottage Home n.d.). Mrs. Margaret Guillett, a Morrison
céndant residing in Charlotte, was born in the "new" house and
alls stories of men on horseback riding to the Mariposa Mill
inform her grandfather {(J.G. Morrison, Sr.) that his house was
fire. The suggested cause o©f the blaze which totally
troyed the house was a yard clearing fire set too near the
mhey by Morrison's daughters, anxious to tidy the yard after a
ter trip to Charlotte {Margaret Guillett personal
munication 1989). Mrs. Guillett indicated that this incident
K place prior to her parent's marriage in 1914.

23

war took a heavy toll on Morrison's estate. By his accounts, he
ost by the War which ended in 1865 from Thirty-five to - Forty’
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For some time after the fire, the Morrisons lived in one of
he mlll houses at Mariposa. According to Mrs. Guillett, her
ther s aunt in Shelby donated architectural plans from her
ECently completed houseée for a new house. Mrs, Guillett recalls
hat this large wood-gsided house was constructed between the
irths of her brothers (1911 and 1912). Brick veneer. was added
o the exterior after a tornado damaged the house in 1938

conomy ruled the construction and decoration of the new house.
w Morrison 1is said to have sawn the ash for the panelling

mself, and the wainscotting and floors were never finished.

‘g. Guillett stated that her mother had to be taken away from

he house for a period of time so that the original wood exterior
uld be painted. :

- J.G. Morrison, Jr, was born in 1885 at Cottage Home, After
dduating from North Carolina State College with a degree in
iculture, he returned to Lincoln County, where he later became
unty Agent and Agricultural Demonstrator. After construction
~the new house, the Morrisons moved back to the property,
maining there through the late 1960s.

In 1968, J.G., and Pearl Morrison transferred 12 tracts
otalling nearly 780 acres) including the study tract, to their
e children (LCDB 463:349), but continued to 1live on the
operty. According to Mrs. Guillett, by 197¢ her parents (J.G.
“Pearl) were unable to run the house and farm themselves. In
t'year they moved out; six months later, her father died. 1In
74, their heirs sold the property (now listed as 712.82 acres)
William T. Griffin (LCDB 510:92¢). Griffin planted pines in
e 6ld cotton fields and sold timber from the tract, but 1lived
the house for a only a short time. In 1987, Griffin and his
e gold the tract to the firm of Hash Howard Sherrill &
ociates (LCDB 671:51¢).  Subsequent transactions are unclear,
t- by 1988 the property belonged to Graham Mullen. The J.
aham Morrison House, apparently unoccupied for several vyears,
razed during December 1988 and January 1989, prior to
¢chase by Duke Power Company (Tom Yocum, Duke Power Company,
sonal communication 1999).
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IV. METHODS OF INVESTIGATION
1vai Research

- Archival research concerning the Lowesville tract was
‘socted toward three gpecific goals: documentation of previously
irded sites  or National Register of  Historic Places [NRHP]
yperties within the study area; development of appropriate

story. Examination of the North Carolina state site files
.leigh) indicated that no archaeological sites had been
wiously recorded within the tract boundaries, It was also
rmined that no properties in or around the Lowesville tract
ncluded in listings of sites either on the National Register
Tigible for inclusion.

: A general review of relevant. local and regionail
‘haeological literature 'was conducted to provide background
a for development of a prehistoric overview, This review
“luded examination of archaeological reports, papers, and
iscripts concerning previous investigations in this area;
ussions with knowledgeable professionals; and review of
ional prehistoric syntheses.

- Archival research was undertaken at a number of local and
e. facilities to develop an historic context for these
stigations: Books, maps, unpublished pamphlets  and
scripts, and personal paper collections were examined for
general and specific references. Collected family histories
property records also provided specific references, and
tviews with informants aided in clarifyving written records.

~As noted. above, selected property records were utilized in
loping an historic overview for this study. Property records
¢ - deeds, bills of sale, rental agreements) related
ifically to the Lowesville tract were also examined to
svide a basis for documenting tract ownership, family history,
‘socioeconomic trends through time.

4 Methods

Jnitial survey methodology involved pedestrian traverse and
nsive shovel testing of the entire tract at a 30 meter
rval. In most cases, parallel transects (30 meters apart)
“begun along defined linear landmarks (i.e., paved and. dirt
ways, tree lines, power 1line right-of-ways, previocusly
ned transects). Shovel test locations were established
ugh compass orientation and paced distances. Slopes greater
n.2¢ degrees were not shovel tested; however, all eroded slope
und surfaces (and other areas of gurface visibility) were
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amined for artifacts. Shovel tests measured approximately 30
3 cm and were excavated into sterile subsoil. All fill was
ened through #.25 inch hardware cloth and any cultural
rials present were collected. Distinct transect/shovel test
bers were assigned to each shovel test; surface artifacts were

he_content and context ({(i.e., soils data) of each shovel test
jtaining cultural material (positive test) were recorded in
d notebooks, and all positive tests were flagged and labeled”
¢ relocation.

: Conditions encountered and survey methods utilized in
cific sections within the project tract require further
ussion. In general, narrow side drainages separating ridge
ments were not investigated due to perceived degree of slope
the presence of nearly impenetrable second growth vegetation,
estrian traverse of animal trails through some of these areas
gest that these landforms represent areas of low probability
he presence of prehistoric or historic sites. '

. The potential for the presence of deeply buried sites on
ek flood plains was investigated through excavation of deep
to 110 cm) shovel tests across these landforms. Particular
ntion was placed on slight rises noted in the generally flat
d zone. Despite difficulty in access to these areas posed by
y impassable vegetation, all such areas, whether noted o

ographic maps or observed in the field, were examined. '

2 In general, site boundaries were determined through a
bination of short interval shovel testing, surface collection,
landform definition. Short interval (15 meter) shovel tests
- placed around each positive initial (3¢ meter) test (or
p.of positive tests), oriented with either the original
ect or in the cardinal directions. Exposed ground surfaces
und. positive tests were also examined for cultural material.
> additional shovel tests and surface collections served to
rmine whether initial @positive tests represented isolated
s of cultural material or more extensive archaeological
s. Sites were defined as occurrences of four or more
atively contemporaneous artifacts within a given area.

heral shovel  tests lacking cultural material and
ontinuation of  surface finds served to define site
aries. Field sketch maps of sites were drawn during shovel
ng to illustrate initial transect locations, positive and
ive shovel tests, perceived surface and subsurface
ntrations, and feature/structure locations. ~Black and
-photographs were taken of each site, field site numbers
assigned, and site locations were plotted on project plan
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On a majority of the sites encountered on the Lowesville
tract, shovel test and surface collection data were sufficient to
determing low artifact density and poor context. Shovel tests
and surface examination at many of these sites revealed severe
erosion of plowzone sgoils, exposing sterile subsocil at  the
surface. 1In these areas, no further work was conducted. o

for the NRHP, several evaluation methods were utilized. Field
site testing and evaluation consisted of the excavation of 58 by
5¢ cm, and 1 by 1 meter formal units 1in areas of high artifact
concentration or potential for intact structural remains. All
formal units were excavated in natural levels (when possible),
£ill was screened through #.25 inch hardware cloth, and all
cultural materials encountered were collected and labeled by
vertical and horizontal provenience. Measured drawings were made
and photographs taken of wunit floors, features, and significant
profiles, All units were backfilled upon completion of the field
hase.

In several cases, additional site-specific documentary
research was conducted to supplement archaeological evaluation
data. Historical documents (land records, maps, accounts) were

with long-term knowledge of the tract were interviewed 1in= an
effort to determine use/occupation type and temporal range.

Laboratory Analysis

All recovered materials were washed and accessioned
according to their unique site number and surface collection,
ransect/shovel test, or formal unit/level number. Analysis of
artifacts focused on determining the cultural/tempordl
ffiliation of - the sites and their various components.
Non-diagnostic artifacts were described by raw (or manufactured)
material and morphology. Diagnostic prehistoric (i.e., lithics
nd ceramics) and historic artifacts were compared with published
Ype descriptions (e.g., Coe 1964; Chapman 1977; Justice 1987;
cel Hume 1969; South 1977). Delineation of historic artifacts
nto defined artifact groups (for pattern definition; see South
877), and calculations of Terminus Post and Ante Quem, and Mean
eramic Date were attempted for historic artifacts when possible.

Aitifact Curation
All project artifacts have been stored in plastic bags and

re currently curated at the offices of Brockington and
ssociates, Inc., 2853 Henderson Mill Road, Atlanta, Georgia,
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_ In order to evaluate the research potential of recorded,
archaeological sites and to determine eligibility of these sites

reexamined for information concerning historic sites. Informants-
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“3¢341. After final approval of project reports, the artifacts
will be transferred to the storage facility at the North Carolina
office of State Archaeology, Raleigh. g
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V. RESULTS

’

v The Lowesville survey resulted in the location of 34
~archaeological sites within and adjacent to Duke Power Company's
©.712 acre Killian Creek tract (Figure 6). Fourteen of these Sites
“represent primarily prehistoric land use, while nineteen

“historic and prehistoric components. In addition, 23 isolated
finds of prehistoric and historic artifacts were recorded (Table
2) . While these results indicate widespread prehistoric and
historic use of much of the tract, the majority of the
‘archaeological deposits have been severely disturbed by erosion.
Discovered cultural remains are described in this chapter. Only
one.of the sites encountered (31LN78 & 78%*) has research
potential beyond the present project, and is -recommended as
eligible for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).
The remaining sites ‘are recommended ineligible for the NRHP,

JILNT78 & 78** {ridge end; 730 ft AMSL)
Site 31LN78 & 78** 1is located near the east end of a ridge

approximately 4¢ m east-northeast of 31LN89 (Figure 6). Thisg
site was first recognized during the survey by a light scatker of
historic ceramics and prehistoric lithics in a heavily eroded
roadway passing along the south side of the ridge crest. Shovel
tests placed along the south side of the road encountered a
single tuff flake in highly disturbed (i.e., graded and eroded)
s6ils; however, further investigation upslope from the road
encountered other surface indications of historic occupation,
including periwinkle grass and the ruins of a stone chimney
{(Figure 7). A single initial shovel test in this area recovered
prehistoric artifacts (a translucent  guartz stemmed PP/K
[nondiagnostic], and rhyolite flakes), a sherd of whiteware, a
fragment of olive green Dbottle glass, and an indeterminate
historic. sherd, 1indicating the need for a more detailed
xamination of the historic component of this site.

: The site was evaluated through the excavation of 14 shovel
tests, a 50 by 5¢ cm unit, and one 1 by 1 m unit. In addition,

measur ing approximately 2 meters square) and other remains,
including a possible field stone foundation remnant, were sketch
' Five of the fourteen shovel tests yielded cultural
indicating a well defined site measuring approximately
; _ m {Figure 7). Test Unit 1 {1 by )l m) was placed
betweéen Shovel Tests 2 and 3, approximately one meter southwest
of the chimney base. Test Unit 2 {58 by 58 cm) was excavated
near Shovel Test 5 to examine an area of apparent yard midden.

Test Unit 1 was excavated to elght cm below surface [bs],
where an intact brick surface was encountered over most of the

29

“(designated by "**" appended to the site number) contain both

overlooking the confluence of Anderson and Killian creeks,.

the chimney (made of large, cut stones in broken courses; base
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“TABLE 2, ISOLATED FINDS (IF) -~ LOWESVILLE SURVEY.

IF ¥ Description Location

1 translucent quartz scraper TR 1; ST 11
-2 translucent quartz flake TR 28; ST 2

3 tuff flake TR 32; ST 1

4 translucent quartz flakes TR 33; ST 5

5 translucent quartz flake TR 33; ST 8
6 plain whiteware sherd TR 48; ST 14

7 plain whiteware sherd TR 41; ST 8

'8 translucent quartz flake TR 49; ST 2

9 alkaline stoneware sherd TR 52 {surface)

plain ironstone sherd (surface) TR 61; sT 7
11 translu. quartz core (surface) TR 94; ST 7
12 chert Morrow Mtn.PP/K (surface} TR 156; ST 12
L3 alkaline stoneware
plain whiteware frag.
translucent quartz flake TR 156; 8T 13
4 translucent quartz flake TR 157; 8T 7
15 translucent quartz flakes TR 157; ST 18
16 translucent guartz shatter TR 158; ST 14 o
17 plain ironstone sherd
rhyolite tertiary flakes
chert flake (surface} TR 163; ST 3 & 4
chert flake (surface) . TR 163; TR end
ruff flake (surface) ' : TR 166; TR east
rhyolite flake (surface) . TR.175; TR beg.
crystal quartz flakes | : TR 175; ST 10

util. rhyolite flake (surface). T™R 176; ST 16*
translucent quartz flakes
util. rhyolite flake ({(surface) TR 178

B b DD e b b et B B et N R b b b e e B e b e e et R e et

- = artifact found 15 meters east of shovel test
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nit floor (Figure 8). At least two courses of brick were in
place, with minimal mortar between bricks. The assemblage
ecovered above the brick surface was dominated by nails (n=86)
and melted glass (283.9 grams); the condition of these artifacts
uggests that a structure fire may have . occurred. Good floral
and faunal preservation was indicated by the presence of a peach
pit, walnuts, and bone,. The  artifacts suggest a general
postbellum occupation span. The orientation of the brick surface
to the chimney {(and to the overall structure} could not be
etermined, although it -may have functioned as a hearth base. A
possible post feature was also noted (but not excavated) in the
northwestern corner of Test Unit 1.

Test * Unit 2 was excavated in two 10 cm-. levels. The
t:atlgraphy was characterized by reddish brown clay loam to 18
cm bs, overlying red  clay (culturally sterile) subsoil.

tifacts from Test Unit 2 included: square {n=18) and wire (n=2)
ails; undecorated  whiteware; alkaline - glazed stoneware; clear
bottle glass; punched leather; and miscellaneous metal fragments.
‘late nineteenth/early  twentieth century occupation is
ndicated. : o

Archival research and informant interviews were conducted to
scertain the occupation -span of 31LN78 & 78%*%, While
nverified, deed records appear to indicate that this site was
ncluded in a 168 acre tract sold by R.H. Morrison to Barstlett
ton in 1873 (Warranty Deed Book 49:143). No additional records
‘transfer involving this property were found during the late
80#s or early 1900s, suggesting that Nixon and his heir(s)
ntained ownership during this period. A single Sstructure is
ustrated at 31LLN78 & 78%% on the 1914 USGS 15 minute
adrangle sheet, along with several other structures dispersed
long the ridges of the area (see Sites 1, 14, and 19). Longtime
eg . residents recall travelling the road passing by the site (to
ford across Killian Creek) as early as the 192#¢s, and seeing
nly ruins (Lewis Anderson, Margaret [Morrison] Guillett, and
~ald Rankin personal communlcatlon 1989). Rankin described the
ructure as the ruins of a "sharecropper house in a snakey
a." Site 31LN78 & 78** did not become a part of the Morrison
'ily holdings again until after 1947. 1In that year, Kemp B.
on sold 35 acres on the west side of Killian Creek ({which
Tuded 31LN78 & 78**), retaining the 140 acre Bart Nixon home
ge on the east side of the creek (Kemp B. Nixon to J.G,
‘rison, Warranty Deed Book 251:528).

‘In evaluating the potential significance of 31LN78 & 78%%,
> following attributes from Glassow (1977) were considered:
rity; integrity; artifact frequency; and artifact diversity.
€31LN78 & 78** has high clarity. The site was occupled for a
tively short span in the postbellum period, and repeated
‘upation (and mixing of refuse} does not appear to have
urred.
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Site integrity is considered good. The site has intact
architectural features, as well as preserved bone and
ethnobotanical remains in its midden. The refuse from tHe
household has not been displaced by erosion or plowing.

The artifact frequency and variability are both high. In
contrast to the expectations of current models of tenant site
archaeology, 3LLN78 & 78** has a moderately dense artifact
midden; Level 1 of Unit 1 {1 by 1 m}) vyielded 134 items, in
addition to brick, bone, and melted glass. The suspected house
fire may be responsible for the primary deposition of a
significant assemblage, and the lack of post-occupation plowing
or clearing favors the preservation of the house midden. The
artifact diversity 1is as high as can be expected within a
postbellum home site.

_ Based on this assessment, 31LN78 & 78%** igs considered to
possess good potential to provide significant data on postbellum
lifeways in the Piedmont of North Carolina. It ig recommended as
eligible for the National Register of Historic Places at the
local level of significance. Planned development may not affect
this site; preservation is recommended, but data recovery should
be undertaken if preservation is not feasible.

31LN79 & 79%*% (ridge top and slope; 758 ft AMSL) -

Site 31LN79 & 79** is a large light density surface scatter
of prehistoric and historic artifacts above a small tributary of
Anderson Creek. The site was initially encountered as a surface
scatter in the dirt field road running along a low ridge top and
slope at the western boundary of the tract (Figure 6).
Additional artifacts were recovered on the surface (visibility

= ranging from 75 - 1@06%) near shovel tests excavated among planted

pines downslope (southeast) from this road. No artifacts were
recovered from shovel tests, due apparently to the heavily eroded
condition of the site area. Red clay subsoil is exposed across
much of the site area. The site measures approximately 409 m NS
by 18¢d m EW as defined by surface artifacts (Figure 9).

Prehistoric artifacts recovered include: banded and
poxphyrltlc rhyolite, tuff, quartz, argillite, and metavolcanic
debitage; a possible ground granitic cobble; quartz and felcite
biface fragments {nondiagnostic); a triangular tuff projectile
point/knife [PP/K] fragment {(undifferentiated Woodland); and a
translucent quartz Savannah River PP/K (Late Archaic).

. Historic artifacts appear to date from the late nineteenth
. through the middle twentieth centuries and  were clustered near
the site's center, at the top of the slope and approximately 45
-meters southeast from the dirt road. Glass container fragments

are the predominant artifact type represented, and include
. canning jars and 1id liners; medicinal (pansl) bottles; aqua
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(soda) and amber ({(beer) bottles. A small amount of ceramics were

‘also collected, consisting of unglazed red earthenware;
undecorated, green transfer print and red glazed whiteware; plain
-porcelain; and alkaline glazed stoneware.

The historic artifact cluster (31ILN79%*) may be associated
with a structure shown in this vicinity on the 1914 Lincoln
County soil.survey map (USDA 1914). This building appears to
have been located upslope {(nerthwest) from the cluster and on the
opposite side of the dirt road. As the building site appears to
be located outside the present project boundary, no attempt was
made to locate structural remains.

Artifacts recovered suggest both prehistoric and historic
occupation/utilization of this site area. Identifiable
prehistoric components include Late Archaic and undifferentiated
Woodland, and historic artifacts indicate a late
-nlneteenth middle twentieth century deposition date range. The
historic artifact cluster may represent a former structure
location or a dump site associated with the structure noted
above. :

Contexts in the site area have been destroyed by erosion of
surface soils, exposing artifacts at the subsoil level. Due to
“this disturbance, artifacts exhibit widespread dispersion; it 1is
unlikely that subsurface features have survived., The locatien of
this site and its relevance to local prehistoric and historic
S settlement patterns are  the most significant research
contribution, Based on these assessments, 31LN79 & 79*%% s
~recommended ineligible for the NRHP, and no further work 1is
. deemed necessary. '

- '31LN8G & 80** (ridge terrace; 715 ft AMSL)

- Site 31LN89 & 8@** 1is a moderate density surface 1lithic
- gcatter located northeast of 31LN79 & 79%* on a gently sloping
ridge terrace overlooking a tributary of Anderson Creek (Figure
6). The site was initially encountered in the surface of a dirt
road along the west edge of the project tract, and was defined by
~surface finds near shovel tests excavated southeast from the
~road; no artifacts were recovered from subsurface contexts. The
. site area 1s generally heavily eroded (to red clay subsoil), and
~portions are covered in planted pines and secondary undergrowth.
Based on surface finds, 31LN86 & 8@** (measuring approximately
©27¢ m NS by 68 m EW) appears to be a more concentrated, linear
‘artifact cluster than 31LN79 & 79** (Figure 14).

o As was the case at 31LN79 & 79%*, prehistoric artifacts
'recovered from 31LN8@ & 80** represent a wide variety of lithic
‘resources. Lithic debitage consists of translucent and milky
quartz, banded rhyolite, chert, and weathered tuff, Potentially
~diagnostic tools include two hafted endscrapers; two small guartz
~Savannah River-like PP/Ks (Late Archaic); one quartz Otarre or

37

OFFICIAL COPY

Jun 12 2017



Landseidel Exhibit 2, Appendix B-1
' Docket No. E-7, Sub 1134

PROJECT : DIRT

D’RAiNAGE BOUNDARY _ ROADR prAINAGE

Ksn,._m?s\ :
BILN7O%N

BILN8O*¥¥

3ILN8O
3ILN8O ¥ %

O 150 300feet
| ]
i 1

H

Figure'lﬁ.. Plan Map of 31LN8# & 80**,

- 38

OFFICIAL COPY

Jun 12 2017



Landseidel Exhibit 2, Appendix B-1
Docket No. E-7, Sub 1134

. Gary-like PP/K (Late Archaic/Early Woodland), and a small chert
_triangular PP/K (Woodland/Mississippian). The site also included
‘one isolated historic (sponge decorated whiteware) artifact. !

: Site 31LN8H & 8** represents a poorly preserved prehistoric
‘multicomponent (possible Late Archaic-Mississippian,
. noninclusive) occupation locus. An historic component is
-represented by a single ceramic sherd. Disturbance to context
~due to heavy sheet erosion severely limits the research potential
"gf this site to site location and 1ts relevance to local
~settlement patterning. Site 31LN8# & 8¢** is recommended
“ineligible for the NRHP, and no further work is recommended.

31LNBL (ridge top; 738 ft AMSL)

s Site 31LN81 is a very light density surface lithic scatter
~Yocated on a narrow ridge between two intermittent tributaries

“(Figure 6). All artifacts were recovered from the surface of a
“dirt road following the crest of the ridge; subsequent shovel
“tests along the road edges encountered totally eroded soils and
“no additional artifacts. As defined by the road scatter, 31LNS81L

- Measures approximately 60 m NS by 20 m EW (Figure 11).

; As noted, artifacts recovered from 31LNS8L consist wholly of
a variety of lithic debitage and tools. These consist of
translucent quartz {predominate}, crystal quartz, rhyolite, tuff,
~and chert flakes; three quartz biface fragments (nondiagnostic);
“and a quartzite Savannah River PP/K stem (Late Archaic).

, Based on the low artifact density and the heavily eroded
‘nature of this site area, 31LN81 is considered to have extremely
.poor research potential and 1is recommended ineligible for the
“NRHP; no further work is recommended.

31LN82 (ridge top; 738 ft AMSL)

) Site 31LN82 is a very light density surface lithic scatter,
located on a narrow ridge between two intermittent tributaries
north of 31LN81 (Figure 6). As at 31LN81, all artifacts were
recovered from the ridge top dirt road surface. Shovel tests
along the road edges were negative and encountered totally eroded
soils, Site 31LN82, as defined by the road scatter, measures
approximately 164 m NS by 3¢ m EW (Figure 12),

L artifacts recovered from Site 31LN82 are somewhat similar to
~those from 31LN81; however, rhyolite is the predominate lithic
type. The collection also includes a rhyolite stemmed PP/K base
(type indeterminate); a few translucent quartz flakes; a
translucent quartz bifacial core; and a milky quartz PP/K
fragment (nondiagnostic).
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B Based on the low artifact density and the heavily eroded
nature of this site area, Site 31LNB82 1is considered to have
extremely poor research potential and is recommended ineligible
“for the NRHP; no further work is recommended.

‘31LN83 & 83*%* (ridge terrace; 685 ft AMSL)
Site 31LN83 & 83** is a very light density surface lithic

.Scatter, and is located downslope from 31LN82, on a small cleared
ridge terrace {Figure 6)}. All of the recovered artifacts were

‘collected in and around a gully wash at the edge of the dirt road

passing downslope through 31LN82. Some evidence of past
‘cultivation of this area was noted. As was the case with similar
‘sites, shovel tests excavated near the road contained no
tartifacts and encountered totally eroded soils. Site 31LN83 &
"B3**, as defined by the roadside scatter, measures approximately
‘3 m NS by 25 m EW (Figure 13).

- Artifacts recovered from Site 31LN83 & 83** consist
primarily of lithic debitage. Flakes are predominately
“translucent quartz, but quartzite and rhyolite flakes were also
.recovered., Tools are nondiagnostic and consist of rhyolite and
“translucent quartz biface fragments and a translucent quartz PP/K
SEip. Isolated historic artifacts found within the site area
‘consist of a green bottle glass fragment and a sherd of ghell
“edged pearlware.

i Based on poor context and low artifact density, 31LNB83 &
83** is considered to have extremely poor research potential and
~is recommended ineligible for the NRHP; no further work is
‘recommended. :

31LN84 (ridge top; 730 ft AMSL)

5 Site 31LN84 is a light density surface and subsurface lithic
gcatter located near the end of a narrow ridge, overlooking a
‘terrace of Anderson Creek (Figure 6). The site was first
encountered in a snovelrtest in the woods along the ridge crest
‘and was followed in both shovel tests and surface artifacts into
sa clearing at the northernmost end of the land form. As
determined by two positive shovel tests and two surface £find
spots, 31LN84 measures approximately 60 m NS by 34 m EW (Figure

: Artifacts recovered from 31LN84 consist of both lithic
‘debitage and tools. Flakes are rhyolite, chert, and tuff, and
tools consist of a translucent quartz PP/K tip and a translucent
‘quartz point base (possible Savannah -River-~ Late Archaic; no
-mend) . Shovel test artifacts were recovered in the upper 5 cm of
‘highly mixed, heavily eroded fill.
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Low artifact density and the heavily eroded nature of this
gite area limits the research potential of this site to site
-location and its relevance to local settlement patterning. As
‘these criteria have been met by the present survey, 31LN84 is
recommended ineligible for the NRHP, and no further work. is
“recommended.

'31LN85 & 85** (ridge top; 740 ft AMSL)

: Site 31LNB85 & 85%%* is a light density surface and subsurface
lithic and ceramic scatter, located on a narrow ridge near the
head of an intermittent drainage (Figure 6)}. This site was
initially encountered at the surface of an intersection of two
dirt roads, approximately Ll@¢ meters north of the large ridge top
‘clearing. A single shallow shovel test at the road edge also
.vielded additional lithic and ceramic artifacts; however, visual
.examination of the soil matrix indicated that this material was
redeposited road fill. Based on the maximum extent of the
-surface artifact scatter, 31LN85 & 85** measures approximately 40
m NS by 25 m EW (Figure 15).

o Artifacts recovered from 31LN85 & 85** consist of
.prehistoric ceramics and 1lithics and a single historic ceramic
sherd (annular whiteware; recovered from the surface). Sand
tempered plain sherds (recovered from approximately 7 cm Below
surface in the shovel test) could not be assigned to a known
“type. Lithic materials (flakes only) consist of chert, rhyolite,
and translucent and crystal quartz.

Site 31LN85 & 85%* exhibits low artifact density and has
‘been heavily disturbed by road grading and erosion. While some
‘research potential exists related to site location and settlement
patterning, these factors have been met through the current
‘survey., Site 31LN8S & 85** is considered to have limited
~additional research potential and 1is recommended ineligible for
the NRHP; no further work is recommended.

"31LNB6 (ridge top; 735 Ft AMSL)

Site 31LNB86 is located approximately 5¢ m north of 31LNBS &
"8B5**% . along the crest of the same ridge, and consists of a 1light
dengity surface lithic scatter (Figure 6)., Shovel tests in
‘highly eroded soils along the road failed to encounter additional
-subsurface remains. Based on the extent of the road surface
scatter, 31LN86 measures approximately 5¢ m NS by 20 m EW (Figure
16) .

- Artifacts recovered from 31LNB86 consist of lithic flakes;
unfortunately, the artifact bag was lost prior to analysis and
specific lithic material types were not determined. Based on
field note entries, it can be determined that artifacts numbered
less than ten in an area of excellent surface vigibility.
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- As in previous sites, low artifact density and the heavily
oded nature of this site area limits the research potential of
is site to site location and its relevance to local settlement
atterning., As these c¢riteria have been met by the present
urvey, 31LN86 is recommended ineligible for the NREP, and no
urther work is recommended.

JLN87 & 87**% (creek terrace; 685 ft AMSL)

Site 31LN87 & 87*%* is a large 1light density surface and
ubsurface ceramic and lithic scatter, located on a broad creek
rrace segment of Anderson Creek (Figure 6). The site area has
en cleared recently and is currently in planted pines and
ssociated underbrush. While some artifacts were collected from
oded surfaces among the pines, most of the cultural material
5 recovered from shovel tests. Sc0ils encountered were mixed
andy clay loams, appearing primarily as recent colluvium (i.e.,
lopewash) . Based on the maximum extent of surface and
besurface artifacts, and following the land form, 31LN87 & 87**
casures approximately 9¢ m NS by 168 m EW (Figure 17).

Artifacts recovered from 31LN87 & 87*%* are primarily
ehlstorlc ceramics and lithics., Fine and coarse sand tempered
ain sherds (recovered from 5 to 18 cm below surface in shovgl
sts) could not be assigned to a known type. Lithic materials
lakes only) consist of chert, rhyolite, and translucent and
vstal gquartz, No evidence of subsurface cultural features was
countered. A single historic ceramic sherd {(annular whiteware)
5 also recovered from the surface.

Site 31LN87 & 87#%* appears to represent colluvial
edeposition of prehistoric cultural materials to this location,
s a result of this assessment, integrity of these artifacts |is
onsidered to be poor, negating research potential related to
te location and settlement patterning. Based on examination of
tifacts and context, 31LN87 & 87%* is considered to have no
dditional research potential and is recommended ineligible for
& NRHP; no further work is recommended.

LNB88 & 88** (creek flood plain; 655 £t AMSL)

_ Site 31LNB8 & 88** is a very small surface and subsurface
thic and ceramic scatter, located on an eroded levee segment on
he' Anderson Creek flood plain (Figure 6). The site was
itially encountered as a relatively concentrated surface
Catter in an eroded dirt road, approximately 25 meters south of
nold creek ford. Thirty meter interval shovel tests along and
way from the road (in portions of fallow field and thick
oadgide vegetation) failed to recover additional subsurface
1ltural materials; however, a subsequent test unit (L m by 1 m)
aced near the center of the surface scatter encountered
tifacts in plowzone extending to 26 cm below present ground
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?face. Based on the maximum extent of surface artifacts,
IN88 measures approximately 15 m NS by 1¢ m EW (Figure 18).

Surface artifacts recovered from 31LNE88 & 88** consist of
ghistoric lithics and ceramics, and historic ceramics and
ass. Lithic artifact types include rhyolite, translucent and
rystal quartz, tuff, and chert flakes; a rhyolite PP/K (Kirk or
¢Corkle-like; Early Archaic) and PP /K fragments
ondiagnostic); quartz biface fragments; and a guartzite cobble-
agment. A single fine sand tempered plain prehistoric sherd
und on the surface appears to be burnished (exterior).
storic artifacts recovered suggest a middle nineteenth through
rly twentieth century period of deposition, Artifact types
nly Kitchen Group artifacts were found; South 1977) consist of
kaline glazed and albany slipped stoneware; undecorated
iteware {one sherd with East Liverpool, 0Ohio maker's mark dated
9¢4-1960); and olive green and clear bottle glass.

© Test Unit 1 at 31LN88 & 88%* was excavated in arbitrary 146
~levels. Level 1 consisted of compacted fine sandy loam (plow
e} and contained several grit (e.g., quartz) and sand tempered
erds, a number of lithic flakes (primarily chert, but also
yolite, quartz, tuff and quartzite), a ‘quartzite cobble
estle?), and a chert triangular PP/K (Middle/Late Woodland).
vel 2 (same soil type, but more compacted; also considered to
"plow zone) contains higher densities of both ceramics gand
thics; ceramics vary from fine to coarse sand temper and
clude examples of plain, cordmarked, and fabric impressed
corations (probable Woodland association). Lithic artifacts
nclude primarily chert flakes {guartz and rhyolite also
presented), and two rhyolite triangular PP/Ks (Middle/Late
odland). Level 3 began at the base of the plow =zone and

agments, While several very small heavily eroded sherds and a
W flakes were recovered near the TLevel 2/Level 3 transition,
vel 3 was considered to be sterile.

.~ Site"31LN88 & 88** contains evidence of at least three
Ltural components. The PP/K found on the surface indicates a
ssible Early Archaic presence. Prehistoric ceramics and lithic
ols appear tO represent a Middle and/or Late Woodland
cupation of this site. All prehistoric artifacts were
covered in surface and plowzone contexts, and there was no
idence of preserved subsurface features. As noted, historic
ramics and glass collected from the surface imply a middle
heteenth through early twentieth century utilization of 31LN88
88**, but the lack of architectural artifacts (i.e., nails,
ndow glass etc.) and the entirely surficial context suggest
at.the site area was not permanently occupied. It is suggested
at these artifacts may have been redeposited through natural
+d., erosional slopewash) or cultural (e.g., part of road fill)
ang, or represent evidence of intermittent visitation to this
ea,
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Research potential of 31LN88 & 88%* ig considered limited
o the general surface/plow zone nature of deposits and the
ing of Archaic, Woodland, and late Historic contexts. While
ywered artifacts indicate broad temporal utilization of this
‘on of the Anderson Creek flood plain, recording of site
svion  {(supporting its re levance to local settlement
rning) as accomplished during this survey adequately

yamination of artifacts and context, 31LN88 & 88** is
sidered to have no additional research potential and is
ommended ineligible for the NRHP; no further work is
smmended .

9 (ridge top; 738 £t AMSL)

.8ite 31LN89 is located on a narrow trail running at the
- of a ridge, approximately 45 m east of 31LN86 (Figure 6),
onsists of a very light density surface 1lithic scatter.
ace visibility along the eroded ridge top was excellent.
el tests placed along the trail encountered highly eroded
8. and no additional subsurface remains. 31LN89 (based on the
nt.of the road surface scatter) measures approximately 16 m
y 4@ m EW (Figure 19).

Artifacts collected at 31LN89 «consist entirely of a small
mber of lithic flakes. Translucent guartz is the predominant
'xc type, but tuff and crystal gquartz flakes are also
sented. No significant spatial or temporal patterning could
igcerned from this small sample of artifacts.

As in previous sites, low artifact density and the Theavily
'ed nature of this site area limits the research potential of
site to site location and its relevance to local settlement
érning. As these criteria have been met by the present
¥y, 31LN89 is recommended ineligible for the NRHP, and no
her work is recommended.

190 & 90** (ridge end; 728 ft AMSL)

~Site 31LN9¢ & 98** is a small very light density historic
ce scatter. The site is located in a heavily eroded former
‘landing approximately 44 meters east of 31LN78 & 78%*%, and is
ned within a small clearing (Figure 6). While a clear glass
le fragment was recovered from a single shovel test, the
ext appeared to be severely disturbed. Based on the extent
urface artifacts, 31LN90 & 90%* measures approximately 16 m
y 3¢ m EW (Figure 20).

. The manufacture/use date range of historic artifacts
_vered at 31LN9G & 90**% gpang the Jlate nineteenth and early
‘tieth centuries., Ceramics include alkaline glazed stoneware,
blue shell-edged and plain whiteware. As noted above, a
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ar molded glass bottle base was recovered from a shovel test.
her artifacts include an impacted bullet fragment, a fragment
fire brick, and a metal button back.

. Site 31LN96 & 90%* is a small locus of historic artifacts in
highly disturbed context. Based on proximity and comparable
gjected occupation date ranges, 3LLN90 & 90** may be related to
LN78 & 78**%, either as the location of another house, an
tbuilding of the same time period, or as a dump site. As noted
r other sites encountered on this tract, low artifact density
1 the heavily eroded nature of this site area 1limits the
sarch potential of this site to site 1location and its
levance to local settlement patterning. As these criteria have
snmet by the present survey, 31LN9@ & 98** is recommended
Iigible for the NRHP, and no further work is recommended.

N9l & 91%* (knoll top; 785 ft AMSL)

. Site 31LNO91 & 91** is a moderate density surface and
basurface scatter of historic artifacts located on the top and
‘thwest slope of a knoll, approximately 19¢ meters north of
te. Route 1511 {(Figure 6). The site area is planted in small
es, affording poor to fair surface visibility; however, very
tle topsoil remains. Based on the extent of the surface
tter and positive shovel tests, 31LN91 & 91*%* measures
proximately 176m NS by 128 m EW (Figure 21).

=

Historic artifacts from this site are primarily from the
*hen and Architecture Groups (South 1977), and indicate a
bable late nineteenth-middle twentieth century occupation.
mics are predominantly undecorated whiteware, with several
jments of late porcelain and alkaline glazed stoneware; more
ht food serving vessels are represented by Bakelite and
imine. Container glass is primarily clear, although 1light
in, amber, blue, and milkglass fragments were also collected.
yitectural artifacts are represented by a few wire nails and
2ral fragments of window glass. Additional historic period
facts collected include various ~iron machine parts,
entified sheet metal (roofing?), c¢oal and slag. A small
ber of prehistoric artifacts were also scattered across this
l form, including flakes of translucent and crystal quartz, a
z biface, and a quartz core.

Historical references to occupation of this site were
hed from informant interviews and examination of area maps.
rerty records indicate that the site area has been.a part of
~‘Morrison property since its original purchase (1834).
rding to a lifetime resident, an "old two story house" stood
his location as early as sixty years ago (Lewis Anderson
sonal communication 1989). A structure 1ig shown at this
‘tion on the 1914 soil survey map (USDA 1914). Anderson
calls that this building was torn down "around 1968" after
1sing a succession of tenants; the presence of a structure at
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is location on the 1970 Lowesville quad sheet (USGS 1970)
ports a sllghtly later date of removal.

o Site 31LN91 & 91** represents a late nineteenth through
ddle twentieth century tenant occupation on the Morrison
operty. Archaeological survey provided dateable artifacts and
neral definition of site boundaries, but found poor site
tegrity {(i.e., plowed and eroded surfaces; poor potential for
act features). Informant and map data provided a general
StOflC occupation and site abandonment profile. Based on this
ormation, research potential of this site is limited to site
ation and relevance to local settlement patterning. As these
iteria have been met by the present survey, 31LN%l & 91** isg
commended ineligible for the NRHP, and no further work is
commended,

LN92 & 92** (knoll top; 778 ft AMSL)

8ite 31LNSZ & 92%* is a light density surface and subsurface
atter of historic artifacts located on the top of a small
okl, approximately 180 meters north of State Route 1511 and 60
ters east of Site 14 (Figure 6). As:in Site 14, the gite area
in an overgrown field and is planted in small pines; surface
bility is poor to fair overall. Shovel tests encountered
ry little topsoil. Based on the extent of the surface scatter
‘positive shovel tests, 31LN92 & 92** measures approx1mately
NS by 60 m EW (Figure 22),

: Historic artifacts from this site are 'similar to those
covered from 31LN91 & 91**, attributable oprimarily to the
chen and Architecture artifact groups (South 1977). Analysis
“diagnostic types indicates a probable early~-middle twentieth
ntury occupation., Ceramics consist of undecorated and transfer
int and ironstone. Container glass is primarily light green,
llowed by clear dnd amber fragments. Architectural artifacts
e represented by a wire nail and several fragments of window
ass. The site collection also includes a fragment of wire, and

.. As with 31LN91 & 91#%*%, inclusion of this site area within
original Morrison tract limited historical data sources to
formant interviews and examination of area maps. Lewis
leyson recalled construction of a small house here in the late
fs for a Morrison tenant, Lee Jones. Several other tenants
sUpied the house until its razing in the middle 197¢s (Lewis
ierson personal communication 1989). Anderson's recollection
construction date for the house is supported by the 1914
1 map, where no structure is shown at this location (USDA
4} The presence of a structure at this:location on the
‘rent Lowesville guad sheet (USGS 1978) supports a post—1970
woval.
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"gite 31LN92 & 92** represents a tenant occupation on the
ison property, this one dating to the early to middle

entieth century. While archaeological survey provided dateable

tifacts and general definition of site boundaries, poor site -
egrity (i.e., plowed and eroded surfaces; poor potential  for -
act features) affects the ability of this site to provide

earch potential beyond the site's general relevance to local -
tlement patterning. Based on this information, Site 31LN9Z &,
* 'igs considered ineligible for the NRHP, and no further work'
ecommended.

OFFICIAL COPY

N93 & 93** (ridge top; 785 ft AMSL)

“rBite 31LN93 & 93*%* is an extensive surface and subsurface-
tteér of predominately historic artifacts located on a ridge
p and adjacent slopes, ‘approximately 360 meters north of State
te* 1511 (Figure 6}). The site encompasses the area formerly
upied by the Morrison House and associated outbuildings,
face visibility varied from poor (thick grass and trees in the
ediate area 'of the razed house and outbuildings) to fair
anted pines and low undergrowth; eroded fields and dirt-
dways) . Topsoil 1is sparse to nonexistent in formerly -
ivated fields and developed but variably disturbed around the
mer structure locations. Based on informant and map data.
érning structure and building placement, the extent of +4he
face scatter, and positive shovel - tests, 31LN93 & 93*%
ures approximately 150m NS by 368 m EW (Figure 23).

Jun 12 2017

. The central portion of this site (i.e., specified areas’
d the Morrison house and surrounding outbuildings) underwent
aeological testing in November 1988, during graphic and
graphic documentation of the Morrison house. These studies
s completed prior to the razing of the house and outbuildings,
uments pertaining to this work, including recommendations for
ientation from the North Carolina Department of Cultural:
Jurces; a mahagement summary describing this work; photographs
£loor plans of the house; a site map and discussions of-
wvation results; and an artifact list are included in Appendix

" Historic artifacts recovered from 3LLN93 & 93** resemble
e 'recovered from 31LN91 and 91%*, and are attributable
marily to the Kitchen and Architecture artifact groups (South
Iy Analysis of diagnostic types indicates a probable
-middle twentieth century occupation. Ceramics consist of
, transfer print, and sponge decorated whiteware; plain,

and blue glazed ironstone whiteware; alkaline glazed
ware; and plain, blue glazed, and underglaze decorated
lain. Container glass is primarily c¢lear Dbottle and

ragments were also recovered, Enamelled cookware was also

erved. Architectural artifacts are represented by a quantity
1 {sampled}, an iron spike, and a few fragments of window
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glass. The site collection also includes a battery core, a metal
c¢hain link, a plastic button, several quartz flakes, and two
stemmed rhyolite PP/Ks (nondiagnostic).

According to property history, this portion of the Morrison
roperty probably included the manor house and associated
outbuildings from the time of original construction on this tract
{ca. 1840). In addition to the main house, Lewis Anderson
ecalls the presence of a second two story house in this area
{southwest of the barn). This house appears on the 1914 soil

survey map and 1is said to have been destroyed by a tornado in

'1938.

- Site 31LN93 & 93** represents the manor house occupation on
he Morrison property, dating (from historical records) to the
middle nineteenth. -  through middle + twentieth century.
rchaeological survey failed to recover ‘evidence of occupation
rior to the early twentieth century; this may be attributed, in
art, to debris clearing activities undertaken after the original
orrison house burned and before the new house was constructed.
While archaeological survey provided dateable artifacts and
eneral definition of site boundaries, poor site integrity (l.e.,
tsturbed and ercoded  surfaces; poor potential for intact
eatures) affects the ability of this site to provide research
otential beyond the site's general relevance to local settlement
patterning. Based on this information, and in concurrence with
revious testing in this area, 31LN%3 & 93** is considered
neligible for the NRHP, and no further work is recommended.

ILN94 & 94*%* (ridge top; 775 ft AMSL)

Site 31ILN94 & 94** is a light density surface and subsurface
catter of prehistoric and historic artifacts on a gently sloping
idge top adjacent to Highway 1511 {(Figure 6). The site was
nitially encountered as a surface scatter in the dirt exit road
uhning between the highway and the Morrison house. Additional
rtifacts were collected in systematic shovel tests east and west
~the road. Surface conditions varied from fair (planted pines
- low undergrowth) to good (eroded dirt road surface). Topsoil
sparse to nonexistent in formerly cultivated fields. The site
sures approximately 135 m NS by 105 m EW as defined by surface
subsurface artifacts (Figure 24).

Lithic artifacts represent the minority prehistoric
mponents at  31LN94 & 94%%, Recovered artifacts include;:
insparent, translucent, and milky quartz flakes; rhyolite
yitage; a gquartzite cobble; a transparent gquartz biface
gment; a transparent quartz PP/K (Palmer; Early Archaic); and
hyolite PP/K {Morrow Mountain; Middle Archaic).

v Historic artifacts from 31LN%4 & 94** date from the 1late

éteenth through the middle twentieth centuries and are
marily attributable to the XKitchen and Architecture artifact
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oups (South 1977). Glass container fragments are the
edominant artifact type represented, and include c¢lear, green,
balt, and amber bottles; canning jars; and milk glass 1id
ners. Collected ceramics include plain, blue glazed, and
lecalled whiteware; ironstone whiteware; alkaline glazed and
bany slip stonewares; and plain porcelain. Pale green window
lass was the predominate architectural artifact type; however,
vails (unidentified and wire), tacks, linoleum, and a lock plate
vere also recovered. Additional Personal and Activity Group
irtifacts include metal buttons, a pocket watch stem, a 1925
enny, a skeet fragment, and a piece of auto tire.

Archival ryesearch was unable to provide historical
ferences for the 31LN94 & 94%* artifact cluster. No structures
ppear in this area on either the 1914 soil survey map (USDA
914) or . the «current. Lowesville quad: sheet (USGS 197¢) .
formants did not recall buildings in this area during the past
@ years {(Lewis Anderson and Margaret Guillett, personal
‘ommunication 1989}, suggesting possible secondary deposition of
mestic debris from one or more of the other nearby house sites.

Artifacts recovered suggest both prehistoric and historic
ccupation/utilization of  31LN94 &  94%%, Identifiable
fehistoric components include Farly and Late Archaic. As noted
ove,  historic artifacts indicate a late nineteenth-middle
entieth century deposition date range. The historic artifact
uster may represent a former structure location or, more
kely, a dump site associated with another domestic site.

Contexts in the site area have been destroyed by plowing and
osion of surface soils, exposing artifacts to the subsoil
evel. Due to this disturbance, widespread artifact dispersion
s occurred and any subsurface features previously present have
kely not survived. The mapped location of 31LN94 & 94%* and
s relevance to local prehistoric and historic settlement
tterns are the most significant research contributions the site
an make, . Based on these assessments, 31LN%4 & 94** |g
commended ineligible for the NRHP, and no further work is
emed necessary.

LN95 & 95*% (ridge end; 740 ft AMSL)

Site 31LNG95 & 95** is a light density surface and subsurface
tifact scatter on a small ridge end overlocking a minor
rainage feeding into Forney Creek {(Figure 6. The site was
nitially recorded as a surface scatter of historic and
stehistoric artifacts, Six shovel tests recovered “subsurface
rtifacts. Surface visgibility in an overgrown field was fair to
ood and the surrounding area was planted in pines with moderate
nderbrush. Site dimensions are approximately 60 m NS by 38m EW
Figure 25). '
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“" All non-surface artifacts were recovered from the upper 5 to
wocm of a mixed {apparently eroded and redeposited) brown silty
poam/red brown silty clay. Prehistoric artifacts recovered
nclude schist, rhyolite, tuff, and transparent quartz flakes,
iface fragments, and associated shatter. Four stemmed bifaces
re. identified as two Savannah River and one Little Bear Creek
Late Archaic) PP/Ks, and one MacCorkle/LeCroy bifurcated (Early
rchaic) PP/K.

Historic artifacts include undecorated whiteware and
ronstone, milk glass, and clear and light green bottle glass,
n early to mid-twentieth century component is suggested by these
rtifacts. Based on artifact context, this component appears to
e non-occupational, i.e., a dump site,

On-site observations of landform and surface -area indicate
hat 31LNS5 & 95** has been subject to severe erosional
rocesses, making artifact context questionable. As noted above,
11 artifacts were recovered from exposed surface areas or from
hallow disturbed deposits. Based on these site conditions, the
gscription and mapped location of 31LN95 & 95**% g its most
ignificant research contribution. Additional research potential
s severely limited and the site is recommended ineligible for
e NRHP. WNo further work is recommended at 31LN95 & 95%%,

LLNS6 & 96** (ridge top and slope: 755 ft AMSL)

: Site 31LN96 & 96** is a moderate density surface and
ubsurface artifact scatter located along both sides of a ridge
op farm road (Figure 6). A major portion of the site is in a
eavily overgrown field; peripheral areas are in planted pines
1th thick underbrush. Surface visibility was generally poor
with the exception of the dirt road surface and eroded gide
lopes) and artifacts are restricted to the top 15 em (P2%).
ased on artifact presence in shovel tests and at the surface,
ite dimensions are approximately 180 m NS by 70 m EW (Figure
6} .

. While a small amount of prehistoric material was recovered,
ttifacts from 31LNS6 & 96** are primarily from the recent
istoric period, dating generally from the late nineteenth
arough early twentieth century. Prehistoric 1lithics include
gdartz, metavolcanic, and tuff £flakes; despite a lack of
iagnostic artifacts, this site appears Lo represent an
ndifferentiated Archaic 1lithic workshop area. A typical
istoric domestic assemblage is represented, including South's
1977} Kitchen group (whiteware, ironstone, alkaline glazed and
lbany slip stonewares, and porcelain; clear, amethyst, cobalt,
reen, amber, and aqua container glass), Architecture group
brick, mortar, and wire nails), and Clothing group {buttons,
hoe parts). Other artifacts 1indicating special activities
n¢lude machine parts and fence staples, and faunal/botanical
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méins {mammal bones, whelk fragment, peach pits, nut

In addition to shovel tests and surface collections at
ILN96 & 96**%, a single 1 m by 1 m formal test unit was excavated
fnan area of high artifact density. Test Unit 1 encountered a
oderate density of historic artifacts in plowzone soils (to 18
m below surface); these artifacts date generally to the turn of
he century. The site has been severely impacted by erosion;
low scars were apparent across the floor of the formal unit, and
here was no indication of features.

The historic artifact cluster within 31LN96 & 96** appears
~be associated with a structure shown in this vicinity on the
)14 Lincoln County soil survey map (USDA 1914). The structure
s located on the eastern portion of the site and is remembered
Lewis Anderson as a four room house. Results of a 1 mby 1 m
rmal test unit excavation -suggest that artifact context 1is
estionable, and the potential for features is doubtful. Based
‘these assessments, the mapped location of 31LN96 & 96** and
ts relevance to local prehistoric and historic settlement
atterns are its most  significant research contributions.
ditional research potential is severely limited and this site
recommended ineligible for the NRHP, No further work is
ecommended at 31LNJ96 & 96%%, o

LLN97 & 97*%* (ridge top: 755 ft AMSL)

g Site 31LN97 & 97** is a very light density surface lithic
catter located along a small trail running along the ridge top
Figure 6). Ground surface visibility is fair to good, but the
rface is severely eroded. Shovel tests recovered no additional
tifacts. Site dimensions based on the surface scatter are 10 m
by 18 m EW (Figure 27).

~ Artifacts from 31LN97 & 97** are predominately prehistoric
n.origin. Nine prehistoric artifacts were recovered from the
urface, including chert, tuff, and rhyolite flakes. While no
agnostic artifacts were recovered, it is suggested that this
te probably represents the remains of an Archaic period 1lithic
kshop. A single clear glass fragment was recovered, but 1is
ot considered related to occupation of the area. It is more
obable that the glass fragment represents a product of
osional processes moving artifacts away from 31LN96 & 96%*%,

- Site 31LN97 & 97** is another small, disturbed upland lithic
catter. As noted previously, archaeological research potential
- ‘these sites 1is very low. As a result, this site 1is
rcommended ineligible for the NRHP and no further work is
ecommended here.
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LLN98 & 98** (ridge top; 755 ft AMSL)

: Site 31LN98 & 98%% is another very light density artifact
gcatter found in a farm road running along a ridge top (Figure
6). Site dimensions are approximately 14 m by 18 m (Figure 28).

Of the total of three artifacts recovered from this site,
two are recent {twentieth <century) whiteware sherds, and the
third is a prehistoric (translucent quartz) flake. All artifacts
were found on the surface; shovel tests in the vicinity recovered
no additional artifacts. Surface conditions indicate that this
gite represents secondary deposition of artifacts rather than
primary occupational debris. Site 31LN98 & 98** is recommended
neligible for the NRHP and no further work is required.

31LN99 (ridge top; 735 ft AMSL)

Site 31LN99 is a very light density surface lithic scatter
along a dirt trail near the end of a ridge top (Figure 6).
surface visibility was poor to fair, with a total of three flakes
recovered from the trail surface and a small push pile. Shovel
ests in the immediate vicinity recovered no additional «cultural
material. Size of the site, based on the surface scatter, 1is
pproximately 16 m NS by 15 m EW (Figure 29},

: The context of this site is extremely questionable. While
this may represent the remnants of a lithic work station, it 1is
also possible that 31LN99 represents a secondary depositional
episode due to erosional processes or machinery displacement.
Site 31LN29 is recommended ineligible for the NRHP and no further
work is required.

3ILN1GO & 100** (ridge top; 750 ft AMSL)

Site 31LN1@@ & 1g¢** is a moderate density prehistoric
ithic scatter. The site 1is primarily a surface scatter of
artifacts initially encountered during walkover of an old farm
road running along the ridge landform (Figure 6). Extreme
erosional processes and the exposed road surface provided good to
excellent surface visibility. Only a single artifact was
‘ecovered from shovel tests in the site area. Site dimensions
are approximately 66 m NS by 6¢ m EW (Figure 38).

Prehistoric artifacts recovered include rhyolite, tuff, and
gquartz flakes, two PP/Ks, and two biface fragments. An Early
Archaic occupation 1is suggested by the presence of a single
diagnostic side-notched PP/K (Taylor). A nminor historic
component is represented by plain whiteware and ironstone and a
fragment of green bottle glass. These artifacts probably
represent dispersion from 31LN96 & S6%*, a turn of the century
tenant occupation.
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Due to extreme erosion in the site area, the presence of
features and other intact deposits 1is doubtful. It is also
robable that the extensive site area of 31LN1g@ & 10g** is a
esult of displacement of artifacts from a wmore concentrated
one. Site 31LN108 & 160** is recommended ineligible for the
RHP; no further work is required.

31LN1¢1 & 161%* (ridge top; 755 ft AMSL)

: Site 31LN1@L & 1@91** is a very 1light density surface and
‘subsur face scatter of late nineteenth through middle twentieth
entury artifacts, The site is located near the head of a small
rainage (Figure 6). Most of the artifacts were found on the
round surface, with only a single stoneware sherd from shovel
ests in the site area. The site boundaries are approximately 20
m NS by 36 m EW (Figure 31).

Historic artifacts recovered consist primarily of clear,
rown, light .green, and cobalt glass <fragments. Ceramics
collected are alkaline glazed and salt glazed (ginger beer
bottle) stonewares, and plain whiteware sherds., Other artifacts
‘include metal and bone fragments.

A single prehistoric artifact, a tuff flake, was also
ollected from the surface area. This represents an isolated
ind of guestionable nature, and probably does not represent an
ccupational episode. Erosional processes and/or cultivation
ractices could easily account for its presence.

Site 31LN1G1 & 101** may be the remains of a structure shown
n-a 1914 Lincoln County soil survey map (USDA 1914), on the west
ide of a farm road just north of 31LN93 & 93** (the Morrison
ouse). While no structural remains were noted, Lewis Anderson
ecalls that this was the location of a small house built around
906 and occupied by a succession of Morrison tenants. Among
hese tenants was Mr. Anderson's brother, Russell, who was burned
o death in a kerosene explosion at this house. Several vyears
later (1965), the house itself burned down (Lewis Anderson
personal communication 1989). This site appears to exhibit no
additional research potential and 1is recommended ineligible for
the NRHP; no further work is required.

1LN1@g2 & Llg2** (ridge top; 71¢ ft AMSL)

Site 31LN1@2 & 102*%* is a light scatter of prehistoric
rtifacts located along a farm road running along a ridge top
Figure 6}. Artifacts were recovered primarily from shallow
shovel tests in the roadway. No diagnostic lithic material was
Present, but a single - prehistoric sherd  suggests a Late
Woodland/Protohistoric association. Site dimensions are
dpproximately 5 m NS by 36 m EW. {(Figure 32).
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i ‘Prehistoric artifacts vrecovered include gquartz and
meta-volcanic flakes and a single fine incised sand tempered
gherd. A single clear glass fragment represents an isolated
occurrence of questionable context. Its presence is believed to
be due to erosional processes or cultivation practices rather
than an historic occupation. '

= This site represents one of the few prehistoric sites with
- ceramic components; unfortunately, the roadbed location and
~disturbed nature of the site suggest that research potential for
‘the gsite is extremely limited. Based on these observations,
F1ILN1IGZ & 1@2** is recommended ineligible for the NRHP and no
additional work is required at this site.

31LN1G3 & 1@3** (ridge slope; 685 ft AMSL) .

: Site 31LNi#3 & 143** is a light density prehistoric 1lithic
scatter located in a farm road running along a ridge slope
{Figure 6). All artifacts were collected from the ground surface
along the farm road. Shovel tests in the site area provided no
indication of sub-surface deposits. Surface finds define the
site boundary as approximately 1¢ m NS by 14 m EW (Figure 33).

1 The prehistoric component is indicated by the presence of
guartz and rhyolite flakes. No diagnostic materials were
‘recovered. Specific component and site function could not ‘be
~determined from this limited artifact sample, but an Archaic
‘occupation/use is suspected, A single historic whiteware sherd
was also collected from the 4ground surface, but this represents
an isolated occurrence rather than an occupational episode.

Previous farming practices and subsequent erosional
processes affecting 31EN1I@3 & 103** limit the amount of useful
information that is available from this site. While located on a
broad, relatively level ridge slope, disturbance of surface
~deposits in this site area is extensive. The resulting low
research potential supports an assessment of ineligibility to the
NRHP. No further work is recommended.

LN1¢4 (ridge slope; 758 ft AMSL)

Site 31LN104 is a light density lithic scatter located on an
oded slope among planted pines (Figure 6}. The site was
initially recorded as surface finds while covering pedestrian
transects. No additiconal subsurface artifacts were recovered
from shovel tests in the site area. Surface finds define site
boundar ies as approximately 3¢ m NS by 60 m EW (Figure 34).

Prehistoric artifacts are limited to quartz, quartzite, and
~rhyolite flakes; no diagnostic artifacts were recovered.
Contexts in the site area have been destroyed by erosion of
surface soils, exposing artifacts at the subscil level, Due to

76

OFFICIAL COPY

Jun 12 2017



PROJECT
BOUNDARY

3ILNIOB 8 3ILNIO3 ¥ ¥
] 150 300 feet

b

Figure 33. Plan Map of 31LN1@3 & 103%*.

_ Landseidel Exhibit 2, Appendix B-1

Docket No. E-7, Sub 1134

OFFICIAL COPY

Jun 12 2017



PRCGJECT
BOUNDARY

SU.NIO4

O 180 300 feet

N

DRAINAGE
{.

o

Landseidel Exhibit 2, Appendix B-1
] Docket No. E-7. Sub 1134

OFFICIAL COPY

Jun 12 2017



Landseidel Exhibit 2, Appendix B-1
Docket No. E-7, Sub 1134

‘this disturbance, artifacts exhibit widespread dispersion and it
is unlikely that subsurface features have survived. The location
of thig site and its relevance o0 local prehistoric settlement
‘patterns are its most significant research contribution. Based
~on these assessments, 31LN1#4 is recommended ineligible for the
"NRHP, and no further work is deemed necessary.

31LN165 & 1@5%* (ridge slope; 74¢ ft AMSL)

Site 31LNL1@5 & 1@5%* is another light density lithic scatter
-located along the transmission line forming the southeastern
boundary of the project area (Figure 6). The site is located
.near a small drainage head which feeds into Killian Creek, but
‘all artifacts were recovered from a graded area at the base of a
‘transmission tower. Vegetation in the aréa is planted pine and
~moderately dense undergrowth. Surface visibility was generally
.poor except in the area disturbed by tower construction. Shovel
tests in the site area recovered no additional artifacts and
suggest the absence of intact sub-surface deposits. Site
dimensions as indicated by the surface scatter are approximately
5 m NS by 5 m EW (Figure 35).

Artifacts recovered include two early stage biface fragments
rand gquartz and rhyolite flakes. No diagnostic lithic artifacts
were recovered. This lithic scatter probably represents a small
+lithic workshop area, possibly in the wvicinity of a quarry
{suggested by the presence of early stage biface fragments). Two
~whiteware sherds (plain and blue sponged) were also recovered,
probably representing an isolated occurrence rather than an
‘occupational episode.

_ Site 31LN1¢5 & 105** does not appear to exhibit any
cadditional research potential beyond the location of this site
rand its relevance to local prehistoric and historic settlement
‘patterns, Based on this assessments, 31LN165 & and 165%%* is
‘recommended ineligible for the NRHP, and no further work 1is
deemed necessary.

“31LN106 & 166%* (ridge top and slope; 755 ft AMSL)

v Site 31LN1¢6 & 1loé6** is a large light density prehistoric
lithic gscatter on a ridgetop and adjacent (east) slope (Figure
.6). Surface visibility during survey varied from fair to good,

ith several erosional gullies present, Both sgurface and
sub-surface (plowzone) contexts yielded artifacts. Site
‘dimensions are 18¢ m NS by 60 m EW (Figure 36).

w9 Prehistoric artifacts recovered include both metavolcanic
and gquartz artifacts. A quartz biface and metavolcanic and
quartz biface fragments were recovered, but no diagnostic
rartifacts were encountered; an Archaic affiliation is suspected,
‘Other prehistoric artifacts collected are flakes, a core
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5fiagment, and shatter, Three plain whiteware sherds and one
spongeware sherd were collected, but no evidence remains
suggesting preservation of architectural features.

Site contexts have been severely impacted by soil erosion,
exposing artifacts at the subsoil level. Tt is 1likely that
artifact distribution exhibits significant dispersal associated
with cultivation practices, erosional processes, and machinery
traffic. The location of this site and its relevance to local
prehistoric and historic settlement patterns are the primary
contributions to research. Based on these asséssments, 31LN1g6 &
166** is recommended ineligible for the NRHP and no additional
work is suggested.

Site 31LNW107 (ridge end and slope; 695 ft'AMSL)_'

: Site 31LN107 is a light density surface lithic scatter on a
ridgetop and adjacent southeastern slope (Figure 6). An  old
eroded farm road provides an area of good surface visibility. No
diagnostic artifacts were. recovered, and site boundaries, as
determlned by the surface scatter, are 29 m NS by 60 m EW (Figure

Seven translucent quartz flakes were the only artifacts
collected Shovel tests in the site area yielded no positive
Iesults, however, contexts have been severely impacted by soil
erosion, exposing artifacts at the subsoil level. It is likely
that artifact distribution exhibits significant dispersal
associated with cultivation practices, erosional processes, and
machinery traffic. The location of this site and its relevance
to 1local prehistoric sgettlement patterns are the primary
contributions to research. Based on these assessments, Site
31ILN1g7 is recommended ineligible for the NRHP and no additional
work is suggested.

31LN168 (ridge top; 690 ft AMSL)

: Site 31LN1g¢8 is a llght density surface lithic scatter on a
rldgetop {Figure 6). An old eroded road provides the only area
of moderate ground surface visibility. Diagnostic artifacts
indicate an Early Archaic cultural component. Site dimensions
are 39 m NS by 1¢ m EW (Figure 38}.

Artifacts recovered include a metavolcanic Early Archaic
corner~notched PP/K (Kirk). The only other artifacts are two
metavolcanic flakes, and a single quartz flake, suggesting a
limited use 1lithie workshop area. Site «contexts have been
severely impacted by soil erosion, exposing artifacts at the
subsoil level., It is likely that artifact distribution exhibits
significant dispersal associated with cultivation practices,
erosional processes, and machinery traffic. The location of this
site and its relevance to local prehistoric settlement patterns
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are the primary ‘contributions to research. Based on these
assessments, 31LN108 is recommended 1ineligible for the NRHP and
no additional work is suggested.

31LN149 (ridge top; 685 ft AMSL)

Site 31LN10@Y% is a moderate density surface lithic scatter on
a ridge top (Figure 6). An old eroded farm road provides an area
of good surface visibility. No diagnostic artifacts were
recovered, and site dimensions are approximately 20 m NS by 1¢ m
EW (FPigure 39). ' .

One each quartz, quartzite, and possibly chert flakes were
collected, as well as six metavolcanic flakes, Site «contexts
have been severely impacted by soil erosibn, exposing artifacts
dat the subsoil level., . It.is 1likely that artifact distribution
exhibits significant dispersal associated with cultivation
practices, erosional processes, and machinery traffic, The
Location of this site and its relevance to local prehistoric
settlement patterns are the primary contributions to research.
Based on these agsessments, 31LN1¢9 is recommended ineligible for
the NRHP and no additional work is suggested.

31LN110 (ridge top:; 638 ft AMSL) .
Site 31LN11g is a moderate density surface lithic scatter on
a ridge top (Figure 6}, An old farm road provides areas of fair
to good ground surface visibility. No diagnostic artifacts were
collected from the site. BSite boundaries measure 9¢ m NS by 15 m
EW (Figure 48).

Although a total of 51 lithic artifacts were recovered from
31LN11¢, no potentially diagnostic artifacts were collected. It
is interesting to note that with the large number of artifacts
collected not a single biface or biface fragment is present, A
single utilized quartz flake is the only tool form noted.
Another 16 quartz flakes, and 34 metavolcanic flakes complete the
artifact inventory.

Site contexts have been severely impacted by soil erosion,
exposing artifacts at the subsoil level,. It is 1likely that
artifact distribution exhibits significant dispersal associated
with cultivation practices, erosional processes, and machinery
traffic. The Iocation of this site and 1its relevance to local
prehistoric settlement patterns are the primary contributions to
research. Based on these assessments, 31LN11¢ is recommended
ineligible for the NRHP and no additional work is suggested.
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LLNLLL (ridge top; 710 ft AMSL)

Site 31LN11ll is a very light density surface and subsurface
lithic scatter on a narrow ridge top (Figure 6). This is an area
" severe soil erosion and poor surface visibility. No
diagnostic artifacts were  recovered. Site  dimensions are
pproximately 15 m NS by 3¢ m EW (Figure 41).

: Five metavolcanic flakes were recovered from 31LN11l1l, A
gingle flake was recovered from a shovel test in the plowzone,.
gite contexts have been severely impacted by soil erosion,
wgposing artifacts. at the subsoil level, It is likely that
artifact distribution exhibits significant dispersal associated
+th cultivation practices, erosional processes, and machinery
rraffic. The location of this site and its relevance to local
rehistoric settlement patterns are the primary contributions to
research. Based on  these assessments, 31LN111 is recommended
ineligible for the NRHP and no additional work is suggested.
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VI. RECOMMENDATIONS

Archaeological survey and testing of the 712 acre Lowesville
tract resulted in  the location and evaluation of 34
archaeological sites and 23 isolated finds of prehistoric and
historic artifacts. As indicated in Chapter V, all of the
‘isolated finds and all but one o©of the recorded sites are
~considered to lack significant research potential and are
recommended ineligible for the National Register o¢f Historic
Places (Table 3). No additional archaeoleogical investigations or
recording procedures are required at these sites and the site
areas are cleared for development.

: A single’ site (31LN78 & 78%*%*) is considered to exhibit
gignificarnt research potential beyond the scope of the present
project; this site is recommended- as eligible to the National
Register of Historic Places. Based on Duke Power Company's
wishes to follow compliance procedures regardless of the lack of
FERC mandate, on 23 March 1998, a Management Summary and Data
Recovery plan was formulated and submitted to the North Carolina
Environmental Review Coordinator for review., The site assessment
and plan for additional work (as .necessary) were approved on
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o
_ _ 0.
. Table 3. Lowesville Tract Archaeclogical Survey: Site o
Descriptions and NRHP Recommendations. &l
O
- N _ o e
site _ - . NRHP : o
Number Site Type _ Recommendation*
31LN78/78%* hist. house site/prehist. scatter E
JILNT79/79%% prehist./hist artifact scatter T i
31LNB@/8O** prehist./hist artifact scatter I -
31LN81 prehistoric lithic scatter I puf
v 31LN82 prehistoric lithic scatter o 1. o™
. 31LN83/83%* prehist./hist. artifact scatter I o
- 31LN84  prehistoric lithic scatter I i
31LN85/85%%* prehist./hist. artifact scatter I g-
- 31LNS86 prehistoric lithic scatter I =
31LN87/87%% ~prehist./hist.artifact scatter 1
. 31LN88/88** prehist./hist.artifact scatter. I
. 31LN89 prehistoric lithic scatter I
3LLNG@/9p** historic artifact scatter I
31LN9L/9L** hist. houge site/artifact scatter I
31LN92/92%% hist. house site/artifact scatter I .
31LNS3/93%%* Morrison House artifact scatter o I
31LNG4/94%* prehist./historic artifact scatter 1
31ILN95/95%* prehist./historic artifact scatter I
31LN96 /96#%* hist. house site/artifact scatter I
31LN97/97%* prehist./hist, artifact scatter I
31LN98/98** prehist./hist. artifact scatter I
31LNS9 prehistoric lithic scatter I
31LN160/106** prehistoric lithic scatter I
31LN1Igl/1g1l** hist. house site/artifact scatter I
31LN192/1¢2*%% prehist./hist. artifact scatter I
31LN1@3/143** prehist,/hist. artifact scatter 1
JILN1G4 . prehistoric lithic scatter I
31LN1G5/185%* prehist./hist.artifact scatter I
© 31LN196/166** prehist./hist. artifact scatter I
. 31LNl@7 . prehistoric lithic scatter 1
31LLN1g8 prehistoric lithic scatter I
31LN1g9 prehistoric lithic scatter I
31LN118 prehistoric lithic scatter I
JILN11L prehistoric lithic scatter. I
* I = Ineligible; no further work recommended
E = Eligible; preserve in place
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North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources

tames G. Martin, Governor Division of Archives and History
Patric Dorsey, Secretary

William S. Price, Jr., Director

November 21, 1988

Chris Espenshade

Brockington and Assoclates

3781 Presidential Parkway, Suite 104
Atlanta, Georgia 30340

Re: House on SR 1400, Lincoln County, N.C.

Dear Chris:

At your request, I am submlttlng recommendations for the documentation of the
brick house on SR 1400 in Lincoln County. A good documentation package would
consist of the following:

1. Large format black and white photographs (4 X 5 negatives) of the
following views:

a. A distant view of the house in its setting.

b. Straight-on exterior views of all four elevatlons (vegetation
allowingy.

c. Oblique views from the southeast and rortheast.

d. Interior views of the front parlor, stair hall, and one or two
representative interior rooms showing mantels and woodwork.

e. An oblique view, from whatever angle is most appropriate, of each
of the outbuildings.

2. Measured floor plans of the first and second floors. Complete measured
drawings of the whole house are not necessary.

3. A brief statement of its history, ownership, and occoupancy. As we
discussed, I did not see anything about the house that appeared to date
before the early twentieth century. It is possible that the house sits
on the site of the earlier Morrison House, and it is possible that it was
intended to replicate the general form and "spirit" of the older house.
To my eye, it has an unfinished quality that makes me think it was never
used as originally intended.

If 1 can be of further assistance, please let me know.

f\;}ncerely, EME;Z%

Michael T. Southern, Head

Survey and Planning Branch

State Historic Preservation office

MTS/1mm

109 East Jones Street ® Raleigh, North Carolina 27611
{(919) 733-7305
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ATLANTA. GEORGIA 30340 r

{4Q4) 457-6323

{404) 458-2835
December 2, 1988

':P.m.il E. Brocmngron, Ja. PrD Ruyracns L, Mirchele, MA,

Cancs f. Portan, BA.

wsTOPHE# T EgPinsHane, M A . . . Eme C. Paruin. Pr.D.

pipt e W Ganning . M A EE - - o Mantats 3. Roaeats, M55

S0t el A Ganner s, BA; : : . Boaar G. SourHeruwn. B A

Mr. David Anderson

Duke Power Company

422 South Church Street
Charleston, Noerth Carolina 28242

Dear Mr. Anderson:

Brockington and Associates has completed the field
documentation of the standing structure area of the Lincoln
County Tract. Please consider this letter a Management Summary
of our archaeological, photographic, and cartographic efforts.

As a result of the field work, the standing structures (large
house and five outbuildings) have been documented, and the area
to be impacted by structure removal has been archaeologically
investigated. The recording procedures recommended by the State
have been followed, and Brockington and Associates now recommends
clearance to remove the standing structures from the site. .

The field methods included archival photography of the
structures and their setting; detalled mapping of the structures
and yard vegetation; and archaeological investigation of a 60 ft
wide strip arcound the main house and a 20 ft strip around the
other skructures. Due to time limitations, the site specific
archival research -- as requested by the State -~ has not yet
been undertaken. The archival research will best be pursued in
copnjunction with the planned survey of the remainder of the 78¢

-acre tract.

The photography was done by Mr. Richard Bryant, utilizing a 4
X 5 inch negative camera with bellows and lenses to minimize
"distortion. Three exposures were made of each image, as well as
‘a polaroid 4 X 5 to check . composition and lighting. The
following views were photographed:

1. the south facade of the house;

2. the eastern facade of the house;

3.  the northern facade of the house;

4. an oblique view of the northwestern corner of the
house; ’ ‘

5. an oblique view of the northeastern corner of the
house: : : :

6. - a view of the front porch of the house;
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;éus:? oblique view of the southeastern co;né?‘%ﬁbﬁﬁ%oEg%mﬂ1M
8. a view of the top of the interior staircase and
landing;
9. a view of the first floor landing of the staircase;
18. a view of the main mantel in the living room;
11. a view of a corner/angled mantel in the first
floor, northwestern interior room; » o
12. - a view out the second story, north-central window
showing rear tower and backyard;
13. a view of the house kitcheny
14. detail of molding and baseboard in southwestern,
upstairs bedroom;
15. detail of sliding. door construction, eastern front
hall of house; _ .
16. the front (eastern) facade of the backyard shed;
17. a distant view, facing northeast, of the general
setting of the standing structures; " '
18. .a view of the original Morrison House foundation
in the cellar of the present house;

19. the fromt (southern} facade of the two-car garage;
2. the front (southern) facade of the four pen pole
barn;

21. the front (southern) facade of the hay barn;

22. the front (eastern) facade of the well house/smoke
house;

Phe negatives of all views are being developed on 2 and 3 .
December 1988, to assure that professional documentation has been
-gompleted before removal of the structures.

A site plan was produced for the study area. The plan
-records the location and dimensions of the house and other
‘standing buildings. 1In addition, significant yard trees, the
-hedgerow, and the bamboo patch were plotted. The site plan was
utilized to record the location of the archaeological shovel
‘tests and formal units.

" A measured exterior floor plan of the main house was also
:produced The location of exterior walls, chimneys, doors,
porch, steps, and carport were recorded. In addition, the
position of the originmal foundation (discovered in the basement)
was recorded relative to the present structure.

LR 4 measured floor plan of the interior of the structure was
‘also produced. The interior dimensions of each room were
-recorded, as well as the Yocation of doors, windows, halls, and
'stairwaysg The floor plan, site plan, and photographs will be
.elements of the North Carolina Historic Structure Data Sheet to
:be completed.

The archaeological investigations were designed to assure
‘that significant cultural deposits were not disturbed during the
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‘removal of the standing structures. The study area was limited
‘to a 66 ft wide strip around the main- house, and strips :
-encompassing 2¢ ft on all sides of the outbuildings. The entire
study area was examined through screened (0.25 inch mesh) shovel
testing on a 15 £t interval (a field version of the site plan
‘showing shovel test and unit location is enclosed; a final
version will be drafted for you next week). Approximately 136
shovel tests were excavated. The artifact content and 5011
istratlgraphy were recorded for each shovel test. -

The areas which shovel testing revealed to have possibly
‘valuable deposits were investigated through the excavation of
formal units. The units were excavated in 6 inch arbitrary
"levels, and all fill was screened. At least one profile of each
.completed unit was photographed and drawn to scale. A total of
"seven formal units was excavated, as follows:

UNIT SIZE COuUNT
3 by 3 €2 . s
5 by 3 ft 1
2 by 2 ft 1

i

The shovel testing and formal units recovered numerous
~higtoric artifacts, but almost all dated to the occupation of the
‘presently standing structure (191¢ and later). The only evidence
of the earlier structure was the bottom two courses of the
.probable rock foundation, encountered in a unit east/northeast of
the standing house. Two historic, square post stains were
rencountered west/northwest of the standing structure, but these
apparently date to the twentieth century. No intact midden
.deposits were encountered, and the evidence suggests that the:
‘remains of the original house (which burned circa 189¢) were
‘scraped away from the house site prior to construction of the
present structure,

_ It should be noted that the well house/smoke house
outbuilding did contain a stone lined well. This may represent
the original, nineteenth century well, but its archaeological
value is limited. Because the well was used through the
‘twentieth century occupation of the house, it is likely that very
‘few or no earlier artifacts are present in the well.

: Overall, the standing, structures and the areas to be
impacted through their remvval have been thoroughly documented.
‘Minimal historic, archaeological, or architectural research value
‘remains, and it is recommended that the removal of the standing
‘structures be permitted. Please note that a full reporting of
the documentation effort will be included in the survey report
for the entire 760 acre tract. If the survey is not undertaken
_,as anticipated, it will be necessary to complete archival
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. research and analysis, and produce a report for the present

- project. The recommendations of the State have been fulfilled by
- the field work, with the exception of archival research to be

- conducted at a later date. The architectural and archaeolagical
~remains present in the standing structures area do not warrant
further work prlor to the removal of the structures

: Brocklngton and Assoczates was pleased to conduct th;s
documentatlon cstudy,  and we ‘look forward to the upcomzng survey.
Please do not hesitate to call if you have any questxons
rega:dlng thls Management Summary.ﬁ,”, : .

Slncerely,-n

| %r_

' Christopher T. Espenshade
< Principal Investigator

3 3:§ﬁEBahne L. Mltchell
.q-Fleld Dxrector

EncloSuré@ *Eie1dgCOpy;of_Site_Pién '
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Photo 2. East Facade of Morrison House.




Photo 3.

North Facade of Morrison Ho&se,
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Photo 4. Oblique View, Northwest
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Corner of Morrison House.
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‘Photo 5. Obligue View, Northeast Corner of Morrison House.




Photo 6. View of Front Porch, HMorrison Houss.

Landseidel Exhibit 2, Appendix B-1
Docket No. E-7, Sub 1134

OFFICIAL COPY

Jun 12 2017



Léndseidel Exhibit 2, Appendix B-1
Docket No. E-7, Sub 1134

OFFICIAL COPY

Jun 12 2017

Photo 7, Oblique View, Southeast Corner of Morrison iicjuse.
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Photo 8. View of Top of Tntérior Staircase and TLanding,
Morrison House.
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Photo 9. View of First Floor Landing of the Staircase,
Morrison House.




Landseidel Exhibit 2, Appendix B-1
Docket No. E-7, Sub 1134

OFFICIAL COPY

Jun 12 2017

Photo 18. View of the Main Mantle in the Living Room,
Morrison House.
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Photo 11, View of a Corner/Angled Mantle in the First Floor

Northwestern Interior Room,

Morrison House.
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Photo 12.
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Photo 13,
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View_of the House Kitchen, Morrison House.,
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-

Photo 14. Detail of Molding and Baseboard in Southwestern
Upstairs Bedroom, Morrison House.
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Photo 15. Detail of 5liding Door Construction, Eastern Front
Hall of House, Morrison House.
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Photo 16.

Front {(Eastern) Fécade of
House.

Backyard Shed, Morrison
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Distant View, Facing Northeast, of the General Setting:

Photo 17.-
- of- the Standing Structures, Morrison House.
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Photo 18. View of the Original Morrison House Foundation in the
Cellar of the Present House, Morrison House.
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Photo 19. Front {Southern) Facade of Two-Car Garage, Morrison
"House.
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Fron? {Southern) Facade of Four Pen Pole Barn,
Morrison House.
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Facade:of Hay Barn,

Morrison House.

OFFICIAL COPY

Jun 12 2017



Landseidel Exhibit 2, Appendix B-1

AdQOD TYIDI4d40

Docket No. E-7, Sub 1134

LL0¢ ¢l unp

Geindindylel
mwwwmmmmw_u

i umﬁﬁ

moke House,

use/Ss

acade of Well Ho

P

(Eaétérn}

Front

Photo 22.

ison House,.

. Morrx



dix B-1 -

DOWNSLOPE

PEGAN
: ; POLE BARN
P4 Qe m ’ : .
o @ ® ) .
’ _MDDERN TiN SIDED i . '
GPENM FRONT POLE BARN ; 3 i
[ STORY |
£
H
J

ot
- ¥ lemis
]

TU-N M
DKAUA |SHERS
az 72 .

F'jl‘f st P
L3

PRTRSN
&

LMD STONE
FOUNDATION WALL

PETR/2
Q

SCRAFED /

ois‘runa:n} :
e . CLEARED

THICRORY

! Tcsonn

b, v BuULES
Jaul

PBYRSD
[+

rz
Q

HOLLY

1G METERS

Figure‘l. Morrison House Site and Exterior Floor Plan.

z

OFFICIAL COPY

Jun 12 2017



el Exhibit 2, AppendixB-1

_ Landseid

FIRST FLOOR PLAN
© “ 8 FEET
]

(I}

" OFFICIAL COPY

58" x ja' 2t

i r
n'xIg'e"™ ;

!

i8' x 16" 10"

6.

Jun 12 2017

- 16°0" % 4’6"

16" x 1a'g"

PORTE

COCHERE

Figure 2. Morrison House, First Floor Plan.




Landseidel Exhibit 2, Appendix B-1
Docket No. E-7, Sub 1134

SECOND FLOOR
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_______ VIR L AWRCUE § AT SRR YIWLE

ARCHITECTURAL DATA FORM ~ -neseiig Dbl 2 Avpendi 51

ATE COUNTY ' ] TOWN OR VICINITY
orth Carolina Lincoln Lowesville

STORIC NAME OF STRUCTURE (INCLUDE SOURCE FOR NAME] HABS NO,
°°Graham_ﬂorrison House (Margaret ngrisgﬁ Guillett)

CONDARY OR COMMON NAMES OF STRUCTURE
orrison House '

FMPLETE ADDRESS (ﬂESCRiBE LOGQTIGN FOR RURAL S! TES}
orth Side of County Road 1511, Between Machpelah and Lowesv111e :

'\TE OF C{)NSTRUCT?ON {INCLUDE SOURCE} ARCHITECTI(S) (INCLUDE SOURCE]
. 1912 (Maragret Morrison Guilett)] unknown

SNIFICANCE (ARCHITECTURAL AND HISTORICAL, INCLUDE ORIGINAL U§E OF STRUCTURE) -After his
ather's house burned ¢. 1909, J.G. Morrison built the present structure

. 1912 on the site of the c. 1840 Georgian plan house (Cottage Home).

he newer house bears strong resemblance to the original 4 over &4 structure,

YLE (IF APPROPRIATE]
Colonial Rev1va1

TERIAL OF CONS'I‘RUCT{ON{iNCLUDESTRUCTURALSYSTEMSJ balloon frame construction on
rick plers, brlck facade over weather hoard; wood joist and floors; replace-
' netal shingle roof,

APE AND QIMENSIONS OFSTRUCTURE (sKETCHED FLOOR PLAN onN SEPARATE PAGESAREACCEPTABLE)
see photo- coples of draw1ngs)

TERKN%FEATURESQFNQT& Red brick common bond exterlor walls (1ater addltlon),
0/1 deuble~hung: W1ndows, replacement asphalt shingle roof; east .end porte

schere; two story tower at north end rear extentlon. Orlglnal metal shingle
oof is visible on north extention. . : . L

ERIOR FEATURES OF NOTE (BESCﬁfBE FLOOR PLANS iF NOTSKETCHED} P ocket doors I, ocat ed at

st floor staircase, and between SW (26' 6"x 16') room and NW (I6'x 16' 10")
oom. - Tongue & groove wood floors; unfinished wainscoting on bottom half 1st
loor walls. Upper half 1st floor and other interior walls are plaster.

.JORALTERATiGNSANDADDITIONSW(TPIDATES - Structure was extensively damaged by a
>rnado in 1938. - Exterior was bricked to discourage further damage the Ssame
sar. Original tearme-plated, stamped metal shingle roof was replaced with
sphalt shingles at an undetermined date (c. 19707).

ZSENT CONDITIONAND USE - Structure was domestic residence until its sale in 1970}

fter that time, the new owner maintained residence there occasionally until
1975, after which it was abandoned. Structure was demolished in 1989,

HER INFORMATION AS APPROPRIATE ~ The property was demolished because it was

ifety hazard. Duke Power purchased the property and sponsored HABS drawlngs
id arcaheological investigations of the site,.

JRCES OF INFORMATION (INCLUDING LISTING ON NATIONAL REGISTER, STATE REGISTERS, ETC.)

iterview with Margaret Morrison Guillett, October 11, 1989,
rttage Home. Article located in vertical files, Lincoln Co. Public Library.

APILER, AFFILIATION OATE

ffrey W. Gardner, Brockington and Associates Septemdber 10, 1990

“‘“dun"1‘2‘26‘1MFF'I€1#mP*f‘m
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Morrison House
Page 1.
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Morrison House
Page 2.

Chai tl

bate Grantor . Grantee Acreage Ref.

-23-1834  Joseph Graham Robert H. Morrison 400 acres db 36/102-3

R.H. Morrison Joseph G. Morrison 400 acres wh 4/399-4
4%26—1906 J.G. Morrison _ heirs of J.G. 635 acres wb 5/347-5
03-1911 Mary M. & . J. Graham Morrison 636 acres db 104/364-5
. C.B. Roynall, ' .
Annie M. &

R.B., Wilson,
Jeannie D. &
R.H. Morrison

_~1968 'J. Graham Morrison J.G. Morrlson Jr. 12 Tracts db 463/349
Pearl G. Morrison Junius Morrison 778.4 ac.

Margaret Guillett

John N. Moxrison

Anna M. Whidden

0=-1974 J.G. Morrison Jr., William T. Griffin 712.82 ac. db 510/920
E Martha M. Wallace

John N. Morrison

Anna M. Whidden

Margaret M. Guillet

»17-1987 W.T. Griffin Hash Howard 712.82 ac. db 671/510
: Pearl T. Griffin Sherrill & Assoc.

hat
*J

Howard Gastonia? Graham Mullen

o)

989 Graham Mullen Duke Power 711.28

will probate date
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Morrison House
Page 5.

_ COTTAGE HOME
(original ¢. 1840 structure that burned c. 1909)

Lincoln County, North Carclina

OFFICIAL COPY

Jun 12 2017



Site No.:31LN93/93*%*

Provenience: 1 - General Surface; west orchard

Catalog Quan.

Description

Landseidel Exhibit 2, Appendix B-1
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mason jar 1lid liner, milk glass
leathr shoe heel

General Surface; road to silo

Description

QO ~1 Oy Ul > o

half of horse shoe

light green bottle glass

annular underglazed porcelain
undecorated porcelain

alkaline glazed earthenware

undecorated whiteware

white slipped stoneware; Albany slipped
crystal quartz biface

interior

Provenience: 3 -

Sample West; stone wall foundation

Description

light green bottle glass
patinated flat glass
wire nail fragment

brick and mortar

Sample East; stone wall foundation

Description

brick and mortae

wire nails

charcoal

undecorated porcelain
flat metal fragment
rock

Transect A, shovel test 2

Description

1 127.69
2 1
3 1

mortar
brown bottle glass base
clear bottle glass
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rovenience: 6 - General Surface, transect A, shovel test 3

talog Quan. Description

38.99 brick

3 green glass
1 undecorated whiteware
1 clear bottle glass
1 quartz flake
2 undecorated pearlware
1 green slate
ovenience: 7 - Transect A, shovel test 3.

talog Quan. Description

6 clear glass

ovenience: 8 - Transect A, shovel test 4

aitalog Quan. Description

clear glass

green bottle glass

wire nail

unidentifiable square nails
.5g wood

copper tubing

nut shell
.89 charcoal
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‘ovenience: 9 - Transect B, shovel test 2

italog Quan. Description

1 unidentifiable square nail

‘'ovenience: 10 - Transect B, shovel test 3

italog Quan. Description

1 square cut nail
1 burnt whiteware
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Provenience: 11 - Transect E, shovel test 3

Catalog Quan. Description

______________________ e —
1 1 sheet of plastic

2 1 rubber gasket

Provenience: 12 - Transect F, shovel test 2

Catalog Quan. Description

1 2 wire nails .
2 1 unidentifiable metal fragment
Provenience: 13 - Transect G, shovel test 2

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 wire nail
2 1 square cut nail

Provenience: 14 - Transect HG, shovel test 5

Catalog Quan., Description

1 2 wire nails

Provenience: 15 - Transect H, shovel test 3

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 clear flat glass
2 2 light green flat glass
3 1 biface/knife

Provenience: 16 - Transect I, shovel test 1

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 undecorated whiteware
2 1 rock
Provenience: 17 - Transect I, shovel test 2

Catalog Quan. Description

1 no artifacts
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Provenience: 18 - Transect I, shovel test 3

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 unidentifiable metal fragment
2 1 shale fragment
Provenience: 19 - Transect I, shovel test 4

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 flat clear glass :

2 1 flat very light green glass
3 1 undecorated porcelain

4 1 unidentifiable square nail
5 1 unidentifiable metal

6 1 whiteware

Provenience: 20 - Transect J, shovel test 1

Catalog Quan. Description

1 clear flat glass

2 light green glass

2 unidentifiable square nails
1 square cut nail

Provenience: 21 - Transect J, shovel test 3

(atalog Quan. Description

1 1 undecorated porcelain

2 1 decaled whiteware

] 1 ironstone fragment

4 1 burnt whiteware

5 1 unidentifiable square nail fragment
b 2 square cut nails

1 2.2g shell

Provenience: 22 - Transect J, shovel test 4

(atalog Quan. Description

1 square cut nail

4 clear bottle glass

1 clear flat glass

1 milk glass scre type bottle fragment
1 light blue bottle top fragment

#.8g charcoal
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Provenience: 23 - Transect K, shovel test 3

Catalog Quan. Description

brown bottle glass
green bottle glass
light blue bottle glass
clear flat glass

clear bottle glass
square cut nail

flat metal piece
undecorated whiteware

DO~ U N
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Provenience: 24 - Transect K, shovel test 4

Catalog Quan. Description
1 square cut nail
3 clear bottle glass
6 green bottle glass
3 ironstone
1 unglazed stoneware
146.5g brick

Provenience: 25 - Transect L, shovel test 3

Catalog Quan. Description

1 clear flat glass

1 green bottle glass
1 sponged whiteware
1 ironstone

Provenience: 26 - Transect L, shovel test 4

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 clear flat glass
2 1 green bottle glass
Provenience: 27 - Transect M, shovel test 1

Catalog Quan. Description

1 3 unidentifiable square nails
2 1 unidentifiable metal fragment
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Provenience: 28 - Transect M, shovel test 3

Catalog Quan. Description
1 clear bottle glass
2 1 decaled whiteware
1 alkaline glazed stoneware

Provenience: 29 - Transect M, shovel test 4

Catalog Quan., Description

1 1 green bottle glass

Provenience: 30 - Transect N, shovel test 1

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 flat clear glass

2 2 sgaure cut nails

3 2 unidentifiable square nails
Provenience: 31 - Transect N, shovel test 2

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 wire nail

2 3 unidentifiable square nails
3 1 square cut nail

4 2.2g bone

Provenience: 32 - Transect N, shovel test 3

Catalog Quan. Description

1 wire nail

1 square cut nail
1 clear flat glass
1 unglazed redware
6.79 brick
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Provenience: 33 - Transect N, shovel test 4

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 clear bottle glass

2 1 green bottle glass

3 1 light blue bottle glass

4 4 unidentifiable square nails
5 1 square cut nail

Provenience: 34 - Transect N, shovel test 5

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 clear flat glass

2 1 clear bottle glass
3 1 square cut nail

4 2 white porcelain

Provenience: 35 - General Surface, transect N shovel test 6

Catalog Quan. Description

1 3 undecorated porcelain

Provenience: 36 ~ Transect N, shovel test 6

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 clear bottle glass

2 1 light green bottle glass

3 1 milk glass mason jar liner marked "ON"
4 1 Albany slipped stoneware

Provenience: 37 - General Surface; transect N, shovel test 7

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 alkaline glazed stoneware
2 1 decaled whiteware

OFFICIAL COPY

Jun 12 2017



Landseidel Exhibit 2, Appendix B-1
Docket No. E-7, Sub 1134

Provenience: 38 - Transect N, shovel test 7

Catalog Quan. Description

1 peach pit

2 wire nails

2 unidentifiable nails

1 undecorated whiteware

1 hand painted ironstone

1 alkaline glazed stoneware

Provenience: 39 ~ Transect 0, shovel test 1

Catalog Quan., Description

1 2 wire nails

2 1 unidentifiable square nail

3 1 unidentifiable metal fragment
Provenience: 40 - Transect 0O, shovel test 2

Catalog Quan. Description

1 6 wire nails
2 38.4g coal
Provenience: 41 - Transect O, shovel test 3

Catalog Quan. Description

1 2 clear bottle glass

2 1 light green bottle glass
3 1 metal ring/washer

4 1 rubber wheel

Provenience: 42 - Transect O, shovel test 4

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 wire nail

2 1 clear bottle glass
3 1 ironstone

4 1 unglazed redware

5 4.5g coal
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Provenience: 43 - Transect P, shovel test 1

Catalog Quan. Description

2 clear bottle glass

1 green bottle glass

@.99 bone

1 gun shell casing

5 wire nails

1 large wire spike

6 unidentifiable square nails
1 tar fragment

O ~J O Ul o -
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Provenience: 44 - Transect P, shovel test 2

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 green bottle glass

2 1 light brown bottle glass

3 1 light blue bottle glass

4 2 molten clear glass

5 6 clear bottle glass

6 2 patinated clear glass

7 1 metal name plate "Hydrator"
8 2 unidentifiable flat metal
9 7 wire nails

10 2 ironstone

11 1 nut shell fragment
Provenience: 45 - Transect P, shovel test 3

Catalog Quan., Description

1 7 wire nails

2 2 unidentifiable square nails

3 1 flat metal triangle

4 2 clear chinmey glass

5 17.5g brick

6 6.3g9 coal

8 3 brown bottle glass

9 1 alkaline glazed stoneware

10 10 clear bottle glass

11 1 hand painted overglazed porcelain
12 1 undecorated whiteware

13 1 clear bottle glass marked "N"
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Provenience: 46 - Transect P, shovel test 4

Catalog Quan. Description

1 2 clear flat glass

2 1 wrought nail

3 1 wire nail

4 1 flat metal

5 2 undecorated whiteware

Provenience: 47 - Transect Q, shovel test 1

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 patinated flat glass

2 4 wire nails

3 2 unidentifiable nail fragments
4 1 alkaline glazed stoneware

5 1 green outdoor carpet

Provenience: 48 - Transect Q, shovel test 2

Catalog Quan. Description

1 2 wire nails

2 2 clear bottle glass

3 1 brown bottle glass

4 2.7g mortar

5 1 molded hand painted overglazed porcelain
6 1 rock

Provenience: 49 - Transect Q, shovel test 3

. Catalog Quan. Description

1 #.89 mortar
2 3 clear bottle glass
3 1 nut shell fragment

Provenience: 50 - Transect Q, shovel test 4

" Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 uniedntifiable metal
2 1 bakelite fragment
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Provenience: 51 - Transect R, shovel test 1

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 clear bottle glass

2 1 alkaline glazed stoneware
3 2.6g mortar

Provenience: 52 - Transect R, shovel test 2

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 light green bottle glass

2 1 clear bottle glass

3 1 mirror glass

4 1 burnt whiteware
Provenience: 53 - Transect R, shovel test 3

Catalog Quan. Description
1 2 clear bottle glass
1 brown bottle glass

Provenience: 54 - Transect R, shovel test 4

Catalog Quan. Description

1 brown bottle glass base
2 light green glass

1 clear bottle glass

1 clear bottle glass

1 green bottle glass

1 undecorated whiteware

Provenience: 55 - Transect 5, shovel test 4

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 wire nail
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Provenience: 56 - Transect S, shovel test 5

Catalog Quan. Description

1 3 clear glass

2 3 clear glass

3 1 green "oatmeal" pressed glass
4 1 alkaline glazed stoneware

5 1 wire nail

6 1 nut shell

Landseidel Exhibit 2, Appendix B-1

Docket No. E-7, Sub 1134

Provenience: 57 - Transect S, shovel test 6,

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 light green flat glass
2 2 clear flat glass

3 1 unidentifiable nail

4 1 undecorated pearlware

Provenience: 58 - Transect General Surface

Catalog Quan. Description

square cut nail
green bottle glass

clear window glass
clear bottle glass

1 1
2 1
P 3 1 light green bottle glass
4 2
5 2
6 1

quartz flake

Provenience: 59 - Transect T, shovel test 1

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 clear bottle glass

Provenience: 68 - Transect T, shovel test 2

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 brown bottle glass

Provenience: 61 - Transect T, shovel test 3

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 square cut nail
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Provenience: 62 - Transect U, shovel test 1

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 wire nail
2 1 square cut nail

Docket No. E-7, Sub 1134

Provenience: 63 - Transect V, shovel test 1

Catalog Quan. Description

1 20 clear bottle glass
2 1 metal bolt tap

Provenience: 64 - Transect V, shovel test 3

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 clear bottle glass

Provenience: 65 - Transect W, shovel test 1

Catalog Quan. Description

1 18 clear bottle glass

Provenience: 66 - Transect W, shovel test 4

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 moulded green bottle glass
2 1 pressed light blue bottle glass marked "BY"

Provenience: 67 - Transect X, shovel test 1

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 brown bottle glass
2 28.4g asphalt

Provenience: 68 - Transect X, shovel test 2

clatalog Quan. Description

L 36.7g asphalt
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Provenience: 69 - Transect X, shovel test 3

Catalog Quan. Description

1 4 undecorated whiteware

Provenience: 780 - Transect X, shovel test 4

Catalog Quan. Description

2 hard plastic
1 alkaline glazed stoneware |

Provenience: 71 - General surface; pole barn transect

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 undecorated whiteware
1 unglazed stoneware

Provenience: 72 - Pole barn transect, shovel test 1

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 undecorated whiteware
2 1 unidentifiable metal piece
Provenience: 73 - Red barn transect, general surface

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 salt glazed stoneware
2 1 ironstone

3 5 undecorated whiteware
4 1 clear flat glass

5 1 moulded clear glass

6 1 clear glass

7 1 lithic flake

Provenience: 74 - Red barn transect, shovel test 1

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 undecorated whiteware
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Provenience: 75 - Test Unit North 1, level 1

Catalog Quan. Description

11.5g mortar
wrought nail
square cut nails
wire nails
unidentifiable square nails
unidentifiable metal piece
screw on Coke cap

.49 coal
shell cap marked "Us" )
green bottle glass, screw- type
light green flat glas
clear bottle glass
moulded clear glass
brown bottle glass
heavily patinated glass
stippled glass
milk glass Mason jar liner "MASON JA"
whiteware
ironstone
unidentified bottle glass, heavily patinated
quartz flakes
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Provenience: 76 - Test Unit North 1, level 2

Catalog Quan, Description
large bolt
metal washer
wire nails
square cut nails
unidenitifiable square nails
unidentifiable nails
unidentifiable metal fragments
aluminum foil scrap
roofing slate

.29 coal slag
clear bottle glass
stippled glass base
patinated flat glass
clear bottle glass; decaled "lott"
blue bottle glass
light green bottle glass
black glass
brown bottle glass
moulded clear glass
melted glass
clear glass rim
alkaline glazed stoneware
undecorated pearlware
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25
26
27
28
29

uknown overglazed design whiteware
burnt white-bodied ceramic
undecorated porcelain
bone handle, etched "armac"

.79 mortar
quartz rock
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Landseidel Exhibit 2, Appendix B-1
Docket No. E-7, Sub 1134

Provenience: 77 - Test Unit North 2, level 1

Quan. Description
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136 wire nails .
unidentifiable square nails
square cut nails
unidentifiable nail fragments
unidentifiable flat metal
unidentifiable metal fragments
metal buckle
metal bolt
metal hook
metal fencing wire
aluminum foil
shell casings "WRA Co. 45-79" "g"
clear bottle glass
light green flat glass
light green glass
light green bottle glass
brown bottle glass
Jackfield-like redware
annular whiteware
unglazed redware
burnt whiteware
decaled whiteware
porcelain
alkaline glazed stoneware
clay marble
pink melmac cup fragments
melted orange plastic
plastic comb tooth
linoleum
235.29 mortar and brick
34.8g bone

7 rocks

d.1lg charcoal
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Provenience: 78 - Test Unit North 2, level 2

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 wire nail

2 4 square cut nails

3 5 unidentifiable square nails
4 1 unidentifiable nails

5 3 clear bottle glass

6 1 green bottle glass

7 1 badly worn whiteware

Provenience: 79 - Test Unit North 3, level-l

Catalog Quan. Description
wire nails
unidentifiable square nails
unidentifiable nail
vinyl coated wire
metal wire
unidentifiable flat metal
unidentifiable metal cap
very light green flat glass
clear flat glass
green bottle glass
brown bottle glass

.89 brick and mortar
linoleum fragment
burnt wood

.1lg coal
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Provenience: 88 - Test Unit North 3, level 2

Catalog Quan. Description
unidentified metal machine part
wire nails
tack
unidentifiable square nails
whiteware
clear glass
quartz rock
.59 shell
alkaline glazed stoneware
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amethyst bottle glass
porcelain

££onstone

annular whiteware

alkaline glazed stoneware
unedcorated whiteware
transfer printed whiteware
rocks

flakes

Landseidel Exhibit 2, Appendix B-1
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Provenience:

84 -~ Test Unit West 1, level 2

Description

clear bottle glass

Provenience:

85 - Test Unit West 2, 3X3 extension

Description
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wire fragments

wire nail and attached metal
wire nails

unidentifiable metal

large metal coupler

screw

spark plug

wrought nail

square cut nails
unidentifiable square nails
unidentifiable nail

very light green flat glass
light green bottle glass
green bottle glass

aqua flat glass

burnt clear bottle glass
clear bottle glass

clear flat glass

burnt white-bodied ceramic
undecorated whiteware
ironstone

plastic fragments
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Site No.: 31LN78 & 78%*%*

4
Provenience: 1 - Shovel test 2 A
Catalog Quan. Description
1 2 wire nails
2 4 wire fragments
3 14 molten glass fragments
4 65.0g brick
Provenience: 2 - Shovel test 5
Catalog Quan. Description
1 1 alkaline glazed stoneware
2 1 translucent quartz tertiary flake
Provenience: 3 - Shovel test 6
Catalog Quan. Description
1 1 undecorated whiteware
2 1 undecorated porcelain
Provenience: 4 - Shovel test 8
Catalog Quan. Description
1 1 undecorated whiteware

Provenience: 5 Transect 106, shovel test 10

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 translucent quartz stemmed point
2 2 rhyolite tertiary flakes

3 1 undecorated whiteware

4 1 unidentifiable historic ceramic
5 1 olive green bottle glass

Provenience: 6 - Shovel test 11

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 tuff thinning flake
2 1 undecorated whiteware
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Provenience:

Landseidel Exhibit 2, Appendix B-1
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7 - Test unit 1, level 1

Description

’_l
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unidentifiable square nails
square nails

wire nails

unidentifiable nails

screw

unidentifiable metal machine parts
unidentifiable metal fragments
flat metal fragments

metal staples

scissors fragment

metal cake knife

green bottle glass fragment
clear bottle glass

molten glass

grey salt glazed stoneware
glass 4 holes button

brick

bone

Provenience:

Test unit 2 near shovel test 5, level 1

Description

O~ U W

unidentifiable square nails

wire nails

alkaline glazed stoneware
undecorated whiteware

glass button

rhyolite tertiary flake
translucent quartz tertiary flake
brick

Provenience:

Test unit 2, level 2

Description

NHEHNWYO
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unidentifiable square nails
unidentifiable flat metal fragments
clear bottle glass

clesr melted glass

undecorated whiteware

overglazed hand painted porcelain handle
fragment

alkaline glazed stoneware

small punched leather fragment

heavily rusted unidentifiable metal fragment
tuff tertiary flake

translucent quartz tertiary flakes
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13

translucent quartz thinning flakes
Ccrystal quartz tertiary flake
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Site No.: 31LN79 & 79%*%*
Provenience: 1 - Transect 59/66/61/62, shovel test 1, surface

Catalog Quan, Description

7 banded rhyolite tertiary flakes

3 banded rhyolite thinning flakes

1 porphyritic rhyolite tertiary flake
2 tuff tertiary flakes

3 translucent quartz tertiary flakes
1 banded rhyolite lanceolate biface

1 felcite biface fragment

Provenience: 2 - Transect 60 surface between shovel test 1 & 2

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 banded rhyolite tertiary flake

Provenience: 3 Transect 61, shovel test 3 surface

Catalog Quan, Description
1 1 translucent quartz projectile point;
Savannah River

Provenience: 4 Transect 61, shovel test 1, surface

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 possible ground granitic rock

Provenience: 5 - Transect 64, shovel test 3 surface

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 fine grained tuff projectile point fragment

2 1 banded rhyolite secondary flake
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Provenience: 6 - Transect 64, shovel test 5 surface

Catalog Quan. Description

1 7 banded rhyolite tertiary flakes

2 2 unidentifiable meta-volcanic flakes
3 1 banded rhyolotee utilized flake

4 1 porphyritic rhyolite tertiary flake
5 2 banded rhyolite thinning £flakes

Provenience: 7 - Transect 65, shovel test 6 surface

Catalog Quan. Description

1 13 banded rhyolite tertiary flakes

2 2 unidentifiable meta-volcanic tertiary flakes
3 1 argillite tertiary flake

Provenience: 8 - Transect 66, shovel test 6 surface

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 banded rhyolite core fragment

2 2 unidentifiable weathered meta-volcanic
tertiary flakes

3 1 banded rhyolite tertiary flake

Provenience: 9 - Transect 67, shovel test 3 surface

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 banded rhyolite tertiary flake

Provenience: 1@ - Transect 167, shovel test 3 @ 16 meters

Catalog Quan. Description

clear bottle glass fragments

clear bottle neck fragments

clear panel glass fragment

clear moulded conatiner glass fragment
clear glass bottle base (Owens Illinois)
clear glass bottle base fragment, embossed
glass bottle base fragment

amber bottle glass

Aqua blue glass container neck

aqua blue glass container 1id fragment
aqua blue glass conatiner fragment

light green bottle glass

light green flat glass
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dark green patinated bottle glass
milk glass bottle base fragment
milk glass bottle fragment

plain porcelain

unglazed red earthenware

red glazed whiteware

undecorated whiteware

alkaline glazed stoneware

green transfer printed whiteware
rubber shoe sole

Provenience: 11

Catalog Quan.
1 3
2 1
3 1
4 1

- Transect 67, shovel test 6-7 surface

Description
banded rhyolite tertiary flakes
translucent quartz projectile point fragment
translucent quartz biface fragment
white plastic button

Provenience: 12

Catalog Quan.

- Transect 68, shovel test 2, surface

Description

chert tertiary flake

Provenience: 13

Catalog Quan.
1 1
2 2

- Transect 69, shovel test 3 surface

Description

rhyolite tertiary flake
translucent quartz tertiary flake

Provenience: 14

Catalog Quan.
1 4
2 1
3 1

- Transect 70, shovel test 6, surface

Description
translucent quartz tertiary flakes
milky quartz tertiary flake
banded rhyolite tertiary flake

Provenience: 15

Catalog Quan.

- Transect 71, shovel test 2, surface

Description

milky quartz projectile point tip
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Site No.: 31LN8@ & 8@**

Provenience:

Catalog Quan,

Transect 74, surface near shovel test 3

Description

hydrated chert thinning flake

Transect 75, shovel test 3 surface

Description

translucent quartz hafted end scraper

Transect 76, shovel test 3 surface

Description

translucent quartz unifacial end scraper
residual sherd

translucent quartz utilized flake
translucent quartz tertiary flakes

milky quartz tertiary flake

rhyolite bifacial tool

Transect 77, shovel test 3 surface

Description

hand painted whiteware fragment

rhyolite thinning flake

translucent quartz stemmed projectile point
translucent quartz bifacial tool
translucent quartz tertiary flake

banded rhyolite tertiary flake

Surface near transect 78, shovel test 2

Description

translucent quartz biface fragment
translucent quartz tertiary flakes
weathered rhyolite tertiary flakes
rhyolite biface
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Provenience: 6 - Transect 79, shovel test 1-2 surface

Catalog Quan. Description

1 2 translucent quartz tertiary flakes
2 1 weathered tuff tertiary flake

3 1 rhyolite thinning flake

4 3 banded rhyolite tertiary flakes

5 1 banded rhyolite secondary flake

Provenience: 7 - Transect 880, shovel test 2 surface

Catalog Quan. Description
1 1 translucent quartz tertiary flake
2 1 sponge decorated whiteware

Provenience: 8 - Transect 88, shovel test 3 surface

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 chert triangular projectile point
2 1 rhyolite stemmed biface

3 1 unifacial tuff tool fragment

4 1 milky quartz projectile point

5 3 translucent quartz tertiary flakes

Provenience: 9 - Transect 81, shovel test 2 surface

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 translucent quartz biface fragment
2 1 translucent quartz biface

3 1 translucent quartz tertiary flake
4 1 rhyolite tertiary flake

Provenience: 10 - Transect 82, shovel test 2 surface

Catalog Quan, Description

1 1 rhyolite tertiary flake
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Site No.: 31LNS81

Provenience: 1 - Surface between transect 85/86, shovel test 2-5

Catalog Quan, Description

1 3 translucent quartz tertiary flakes
2 1 translucent quartz thinning flake

3 1 translucent quartz rectangular bifacial
tool

translucent quartz biface fragment
translucent quartz utilized flake
translucent quartz point stem
crystal quartz tertiary flake
quartzite Savannah River point stem
rhyolite tertiary flakes

rhyolite thinning flakes

tuff tertiary flakes

grey chert tertiary flake
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Site No.: 31LNS82

Provenience: 1 - Surface between transect 85/86, shovel ~test
12-15

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 translucent quartz bifacial core fragment
2 2 translucent quartz tertiary flakes

3 1 translucent quartz retouched flake

4 1 milky quartz projectile point

5 23 rhyolite tertiary flakes

6 1 rhyolite thinning flake

7 1 rhyolite stemmed point fragment

8 1 rhyolite point fragment

9 1 weathered unknown lithic
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Site No.: 31LN83 & 83**
Provenience: 1 - Transect 92, shovel test 1, surface

Catalog Quan. Description

translucent quartz tertiary flakes
rhyolite biface fragment

translucent quartz biface fragment
translcuent quartz projectile point tip
translucent quartz biface

quartzite tertiary flakes

green bottle glass fragment

shell-edged pearlware fragment

rhyolite tertiary flakes

WO OJO U W -
N N NS

Site No.:31LN84
Provenience: 1 - Transect 87, shovel test 4
Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 tuff tertiary flake

Provenience: 2 Transect 88, shovel test 5

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 grey chert thinning flake

Provenience: 3 - Transect 89, shovel test 1, surface

Catalog Quan. Description
1 1 rhyolite tertiary flake
2 1 translucent quartz point tip

Provenience: 4 - Transect 59, shovel test 5, surface

Catalog Quan, Description

1 1 translucent quartz point stem
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Site No.: 31LN85 & 85
Provenience: 1 - Transect 97, shovel test 1, surface

Catalog Quan. Description

3 translucent quartz tertiary flakes
1 crystal quartz thinning flake

2 quartzite tertiary flakes

1 grey chert secondary flake

2 grey chert tertiary flakes

1 rhyolite primary flake

1 rhyolite tertiary flake

1 annular whiteware

OO W

Docket No. E-7, Sub 1134

Provenience: 2 - Transect 97, shovel test 1

Catalog Quan, Description

1 1 plain body sherd, fine sand temper
2 10 residual sherds

3 1 grey chert flake fragment

4 1 unknown lithic flake

Site No.: 31LNS87

Provenience: 1 - Transect 100, shovel test 3, surface

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 plain body sherd, fine sand temper

2 1 unidentifiable surface body sherd, sand
temper

3 1 rhyolite tertiary flake

4 1 rhyolite biface mid-section

Provenience: 2 - Transect 10@, shovel test 3
Catalog Quan. Description
1 1 translucent quartz tertiary flakes

Provenience: 3 - Transect 100, shovel test 4

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 rhyolite tertiary flake
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Provenience: 4 - Transect 161, shovel test 1

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 plain body sherd, coarse sand temper

Provenience: 5 - Transect 181, shovel test 2

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 residual sherd

Provenience: 6 - Transect 181, shovel test 4

Catalog Quan. Description

1 2 plain body sherd, coarse sand temper

Provenience: 7 - Transect 161, shovel test 7

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 plain body sherd, fine sand temper
Provenience: 8 - Transect 161, shovel test 1, surface
Catalog Quan. Description

1 2 plain body sherd, fine sand temper

Provenience: 9 - Transect 102, shovel test 4

Catalog Quan. Description

1 4 residual sherds

Provenience: 10 - Transect 183, shovel test 4

Catalog Quan, Description

1 1 translucent quartz triangular point
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Provenience:

- Transect 143,

Description

shovel test 5,

Landseidel Exhibit 2, Appendix B-1

surface

Docket No. E-7, Sub 1134

Catalog Quan.
1 2
2 1
3 1

plain body sherds,

fine sand temper

translucent quartz tertiary flake

quartzite terti

ary flake

Provenience:

- Transect 163,

Description

shovel test 5

plain body sherd, fine sand temper

1 - Transect 97,

Description

shovel test 23-25,

surface

translucent quartz tertiary flakes

Catalog Quan.
1 1
Site No.: 31LNS8S8
Provenience:
Catalog Quan.
1 8

2 1

3 1

4 5

5 2

6 2

7 10

8 1

9 1
19 1
11 1
12 1
13 1

translucent quartz point stem
crystal quartz thinning flake

tuff tertiary £
grey chert tert

lakes
iary flake

porphyritic rhyolite tertiary flake

rhyolite tertia

ry flake

banded rhyolite retouched flake

rhyolite point
rhyolite point

stem
fragment

quartzite cobble fragment

undecorated whi
alkaline glazed

teware

stoneware

Provenience:

2 - Transect 97,

Description

shovel test 26-27,

surface

translucent quartz tertiary flakes
translucent quartz biface fragment
translucent quartz point fragment

Catalog Quan.
1 6
2 2
3 1
4 6
5 1
6 6
7 1
8 4
9 1
19 1
11 1

tuff tertiary £

lakes

tuff primary flake

rhyolite tertia
rhyolite Mc Cor
undecorated whi

ry flakes
kle point
teware

undecorated whiteware, maker's mark; Potter's

Coop
olive green bot

tle glass

clear flat glass
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Provenience:

- Transect 143,

Description

shovel test 5,

Landseidel Exhibit 2, Appendix B-1

surface

Docket No. E-7, Sub 1134

Catalog Quan.
1 2
2 1
3 1

plain body sherds,

fine sand temper

translucent quartz tertiary flake

quartzite terti

ary flake

Provenience:

- Transect 163,

Description

shovel test 5

plain body sherd, fine sand temper

1 - Transect 97,

Description

shovel test 23-25,

surface

translucent quartz tertiary flakes

Catalog Quan.
1 1
Site No.: 31LNS8S8
Provenience:
Catalog Quan.
1 8

2 1

3 1

4 5

5 2

6 2

7 10

8 1

9 1
19 1
11 1
12 1
13 1

translucent quartz point stem
crystal quartz thinning flake

tuff tertiary £
grey chert tert

lakes
iary flake

porphyritic rhyolite tertiary flake

rhyolite tertia

ry flake

banded rhyolite retouched flake

rhyolite point
rhyolite point

stem
fragment

quartzite cobble fragment

undecorated whi
alkaline glazed

teware

stoneware

Provenience:

2 - Transect 97,

Description

shovel test 26-27,

surface

translucent quartz tertiary flakes
translucent quartz biface fragment
translucent quartz point fragment

Catalog Quan.
1 6
2 2
3 1
4 6
5 1
6 6
7 1
8 4
9 1
19 1
11 1

tuff tertiary £

lakes

tuff primary flake

rhyolite tertia
rhyolite Mc Cor
undecorated whi

ry flakes
kle point
teware

undecorated whiteware, maker's mark; Potter's

Coop
olive green bot

tle glass

clear flat glass
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clear bottle glass
albany slipped stoneware
plain burnished body sherd, fine sand temper

Provenience: 3 -

1 1
2 1
3 1
4 2
5 1
6 1
7 1
8 1
9 3
19 1
11 1
12 1
13 1

Test unit 1, level 1

Description
plain rim sherd, grit temper
plain rim sherd, grit temper
plain body sherd, sand temper
residual sherds
translucent quartz tertiary flake
quartzite primary flake
chert primary flake
chert seondary flake
chert tertiary flakes
rhyolite thinning flake
tuff thinning flake
chert triangular point fragment
quartzite cobble pestle

Test unit 1, level 2

Description
cord marked body sherd, fine sand temper
fabric impressed body sherd, grit temper
eroded body and rim sherds, coarse sand temper
plain rim sherd, fine sand temper
plain body sherd, coarse sand temper
residual sherds
translucent quartz tertiary flakes
crystal quartz shatter
rhyolite tertiary flakes
green chert tertiary flakes
grey chert thinning flake
black chert thinning flake
rhyolite triangular point
rhyolite triangular point fragment

1 1
2 2
3 10

Test unit 1, level 3

Description
quartzite thinning flake
rhyolite tertiary flakes
badly eroded residual sherds
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Site No.: 31LN89

Provenience: 1 - Transect 196, shovel test 6/7 surface

Catalog Quan. Description

1 6 translucent quartz tertiary core reduction
flakes

2 1 crystal quartz tertiary flakes

3 2 tuff tertiary flakes

Site No.: 31LN78 & 78**

Provenience: 1 - Shovel test 2

Catalog Quan. Description

1 2 wire nails

2 4 wire fragments

3 14 molten glass fragments
4 65.08g brick

Provenience: 2 - Shovel test 5

Catalog Quan. Description
1 1 alkaline glazed stoneware
2 1 translucent quartz tertiary flake

Provenience: 3 - Shovel test 6

Catalog Quan. Description
1 1 undecorated whiteware
2 1 undecorated porcelain

Provenience: 4 -~ Shovel test 8

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 undecorated whiteware
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5 - Transect 106, shovel test 10

Description

Landseidel Exhibit 2, Appendix B-1
Docket No. E-7, Sub 1134

Provenience:
Catalog Quan.
1 1

2 2

3 1

4 1

5 1

translucent quartz stemmed point
rhyolite tertiary flakes
undecorated whiteware
unidentifiable historic ceramic
olive green bottle glass

Shovel test 11

Description

tuff thinning flake
undecorated whiteware

7 -

Test unit 1, level 1

Description

'_l

HFNWUWHRFWONDHF O

28

unidentifiable square nails
square nails

wire nails

unidentifiable nails

screw

unidentifiable metal machine parts
unidentifiable metal fragments
flat metal fragments

metal staples

scissors fragment

metal cake knife

green bottle glass fragment
clear bottle glass

.99 molten glass

grey salt glazed stoneware
glass 4 holes button

2327.7g brick
15.3g bone
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Provenience: 8 - Test unit 2 near shovel test 5, level 1

OO bW
N

17.1q

Description
unidentifiable square nails
wire nails
alkaline glazed stoneware
undecorated whiteware
glass button
rhyolite tertiary flake
translucent quartz tertiary flake
brick

Provenience: 9 -

1 9
2 9
3 3
4 2
5 1
6 2
7 6
8 1
9 4
10 1
11 3
12 2
13 1

Test unit 2, level 2

Description
unidentifiable square nails
unidentifiable flat metal fragments
clear bottle glass
clesr melted glass
undecorated whiteware
overglazed hand painted porcelain handle
fragment
alkaline glazed stoneware
small punched leather fragment
heavily rusted unidentifiable metal fragment
tuff tertiary flake
translucent quartz tertiary flakes
translucent quartz thinning flakes
crystal quartz tertiary flake

Site No.: 31LN90@
Provenience: 1 -

Catalog Quan.

& 9g**
Shovel test 2
Description

molded clear glass bottle base
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Provenience:

Landseidel Exhibit 2, Appendix B-1

2 - Transect 106, shovel test 12-13

Description

Docket No. E-7, Sub 1134
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eroded stoneware fragment

alkaline glazed stoneware fragment
blue shell-edged white-bodied ceramic
impacted lead bullet

brick

metal button back

undecorated whiteware

Site No.: 31LNO91

Provenience:

Catalog Quan.

& 91*%*
Transect 4, shovel test 3

Description

crystal quartz shatter

Provenience:

Catalog Quan.

Transect 4, shovel test 6

Description

1 1 alkaline glazed stoneware
2 1 unidentifiable metal fragment
Provenience: Transect 4, shovel test 7 surface

Description

whiteware fragment

Transect 5, shovel test 5

Description

unidentifiable metal/nail fragment
clear bottle glass

clear flat glass

translucent quartz tertiary flake
metal wire fragment

green bottle glass

quartzite tertiary flake
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Provenience: 5

Transect 5, shovel test 6, surface

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 decal decorated whiteware

Provenience: 6 - Transect 6, shovel test 3

Catalog Quan. Description

1 3 whiteware

Provenience: 7 Transect 6, surface between shovel test 3-4

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 light green bottle glass fragment

Provenience: 8 - Transect 6, shovel test 4

Catalog Quan. Description

1 milk glass fragment

1 molded light green container glass
1 metal cog wheel

1 whiteware fragment

2 clear flat glass

1 clear bottle glass

1 coal slag fragment

2 unidentifiable flat metal fragment
1 translucent quartz tertiary flake

WoO~Jo U & W

Provenience: 9 - Transect 6, shovel test 5

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 blue bottle glass fragment

2 1 light blue bottle glass fragment
3 1 amber bottle glass

4 2 clear flat glass fragment
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Provenience: 10 - Transect 7, shovel test 2 and 7 surface

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 translucent quartz core fragment

2 1 translucent quartz biface fragment
3 1 annular porcelain fragment

4 1 procelain fragment

Provenience: 11 - Transect 3, shovel test 3

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 light blue bottle glass

2 1 undecorated whiteware

3 1 milk glass canning jar 1lid

Provenience: 12 - Transect 7, surface between St 3 § 4

Catalog Quan. Description

translucent quartz tertiary flake
clear stippled flat glass

light blue glass bottle base

coal fragment

slag fragment

clear bottle glass fragment

clear flat glass fragment
undecorated whiteware

0wV WN -
NN e el

Provenience: 13 - Transect 7, shovel test 4

Catalog Quan. Description

cobalt bottle glass

light green flat glass

melmac fragment

unidentifiable clear glass fragments
blue decorated whiteware

undecorated whiteware

unidentifiable square nail

wire nail

OO U B W
H RN F
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Provenience: 14 - Transect 5, shovel test 7

Description

alkaline glazed stoneware
bakelite

light blue bottle glass
clear flat glass

Landseidel Exhibit 2, Appendix B-1
Docket No. E-7, Sub 1134

Provenience: 15 - Transect 7, shovel test 6

Description

clear bottle glass

Provenience: 16 - Transect 8, shovel test 3

Description

clear bottle glass

molded clear bottle glass 1lid
clear flat glass

clear glass bottle base

blue bottle glass

unidentifiable flat metal
translucent quartz primary flake
banded rhyolite primary flake

0~ O W
e e el e )

Site No.: 31LN92 & 92*%*
Provenience: 1 - Transect 12, shovel test 4

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 wire nail
2 1.3g charcoal

Provenience: 2 - Transect 13, shovel test 5

Description

1 brown bottle glass
light green bottle glass
1 translucent quartz thinning flake
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Provenience: 3 - Transect 15, shovel test 5

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 undecorated whiteware

Provenience: 4 - Transect 16, shovel test 4

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 hand painted transfer printed whiteware

Provenience: 5 Transect 16, shovel test 6

Catalog Quan. Description
1 1 clear flat glass
2 1 metal wire fragment

Provenience: 6 Transect 16, shovel test 8

Catalog Quan. Description

4 ironstone fragment

2 clear flat glass

1 clear bottle glass

1 light green bottle glass

2 light green flat glass

1 crystal quartz tertiary flake

Site No.: 31LN93 & 93*%*

Provenience: 1 - Surface
Catalog Quan. Description
1 1 rhyolite stemmed point

Provenience: 2 - Transect 13, shovel test 9

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 unidentifiable metal fragment
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Provenience: 3 - Transect 13, shovel test 10

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 alkaline glazed stoneware

Provenience: 4 - Transect 14, shovel test 9

Catalog Quan. Description
1 1 blue glazed porcelain
2 1 unidentifiable metal fragment

Provenience: 5 - Surface near transect 14, shovel test 16

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 undecorated whiteware

Provenience: 6 Transect 15, shovel test 10

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 black plastic shank type button

Provenience: 7 - Transect 17, shovel test 13, surface

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 undecorated whiteware

Provenience: 8 - Transect 18, shovel test 7

Catalog Quan. Description

1 2 clear bottle glass

Provenience: 9

Transect 19, shovel test 8

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 clear bottle glass
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Provenience: 100 - Transect 19, shovel test 10

Description

1 1 clear flat glass

2 1 undecorated whiteware

3 1 translucent quartz tertiary flake

Docket No. E-7, Sub 1134

Provenience: 11 - Transect 19, shovel test 14 on surface

Catalog Quan. Description

sponge decorated hand painted underglazed
whiteware

Provenience: 12 - Transect 20, shovel test 4, surface

Catalog Quan. Description

1 69.0g brick

Provenience: 13 - Transect 20, shovel test 8

Description

translucent quartz thinning flake

Provenience: 14 - Transect 28, shovel test 9, surface

Description

light green bottle glass
light green flat glass
blue flat glass

red molded bottle glass
molded whiteware
undecorated whiteware
porcelain

green glazed whiteware
carbon battery core
metal chain fragment
metal spike
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Provenience: 15 - Transect 20, shovel test 9

Catalog Quan. Description

1 2.4 brick

2 4.5g coal slag

3 1 light green bottle glass

Provenience: 16 - Transect 21, shovel test 4

Catalog Quan. Description
1 3 undecorated ironstone
2 1 clear bottle glass

Provenience: 17 - Transect 21, shovel test 5

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 milk glass fragment

2 1 clear flat glass

3 1 clear bottle glass

4 1 translucent quartz tertiary flake

Provenience: 18 - Transect 21 near shovel test 8, surface

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 banded rhyolite stemmed point

Provenience: 19 - Transect 22, surface near shovel test 12

Catalog Quan. Description
1 2 undecorated porcelain
2 8 blue glazed ironstone

Provenience: 20 - Transect 22, shovel test 13

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 quartzite tertiary flake
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Provenience: 21 - Transect 23, shovel test 18

Catalog Quan. Description

1 2 translucent quartz tertiary flake

Provenience: 22 - Transect 38, shovel test 5, surface

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 molded clear coaster fragment
2 2 milk glass canning jar liner
3 2 undecorated porcelain

4 2 hand painted whiteware

5 1 undecorated whiteware

6 1 crystal quartz shatter

7 1 translucent quartz tertiary

Provenience: 23 - Transect 38, shovel test 10

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 translucent quartz secondary flake
Provenience: 24 - Transect 39, shovel test 4

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 light green bottle glass

Provenience: 25 - Surface in wash near transect 40, shovel test 7
Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 hand painted overglazed porcelain

2 2 undecorated porcelain

3 2 undecorated whiteware

4 1 hand painted underglazed porcelain

5 1 molded clear bottle glass

6 1 clear molded panel bottle marked "oline"
7 1 clear molded bottle glass

8 1 clear bottle glass base fragment

9 1 brown bottle glass

109 1 opaque green bottle glass

11 1 ename led metal fragment
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Provenience:
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26 - Transect 40, shovel test 9

Description

undecorated whiteware

Site No.: 31LN94

Provenience:

& 94 **

Road surface near transect 21, shovel test 5

Description

1 1
2 1
3 2
4 4
5 1
6 1
7 3
8 1
9 7
19 6
11 2
12 1
13 1
14 20
15 2
16 1

metallic bar fragment

metal eyelet

tacks

unidentifiable nails

rubber tire fragment

milk glass bottle fragment

clear bottle glass

cheerwine bottle fragment

light green bottle glass

light green flat glass

blue glazed whiteware

alkaline glazed stoneware o
albany slipped exterior, white glazed
interior stoneware

undecorated whitewar

ironstone

white glazed stoneware

Provenience:

Transect 21, shovel test 6

Description

ironstone
whiteware

Transect 22, shovel test 2, surface in road cut

Description

metal iron bar

porcelain base

amethyst jar rim
quartzite cobble fragment
rhyolite tertiary flake
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Provenience: 4 - Transect 22, shovel test 4, surface in road wash

Catalog Quan. Description

2 unidentifiable square nails
1 staple

1 lock plate

1 metal button

1 2 piece metal button

1 winder knob/stem of pocket watch
1 1925 one cent coin (wheat penny)
1 unidentifiable wrought metal
1 lead (decorative) fragment
1 cobalt blue glass

1 green tinted bottle base
1 aqua bottle glass

2 clear bottle glass

1 alkaline glazed stoneware

1 undecorated whiteware

1 ironstone

1 blue glazed late ironstone

1 translucent quartz biface fragment

1 translucent quartz Palmer point

1 rhyolite tertiary core reduction flake
1 rhyolite Morrow Mountain point

1 skeet fragment
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Provenience: 5 - Transect 22, shovel test 7

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 unidentifiable square nail
2 1 clear bottle glass

3 1 lead canning jar 1lid

4 1 unidentifiable vinyl

5 1 undecorated whiteware

6 1 black glazed stoneware

7 1 decaled whiteware

Provenience: 6 - Transect 23, shovel test 5

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 wing nut

2 1 unidentifiable nail

3 1l.2g unidentifiable flat metal
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Provenience: 7 - Transect 23, shovel test 6 ::'
Catalog Quan. Description E
____________________________________________________________ ™
1 4 translucent quartz shatter O
Provenience: 8 - Transect 25, shovel test 7
Catalog Quan. Description i
———————————————————————————————————————————————————————————— c
1 1 clear bottle glass x
el
. c
Provenience: 9 - Transect 26, shovel test 4 _g
Catalog Quan. Description
1 1 translucent quartz thinning flakes

Provenience: 10 - Transect 26, shovel test 6

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 translucent quartz thinning flakes

Provenience: 11 - Transect 26, shovel test 8

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 translucent quartz thinning flake

Provenience: 12 - Transect 26/27, shovel test 8/9, surface

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 milky quartz biface fragment

2 1 milky quartz tertiary flake

3 1 translucent quartz biface fragment
4 1 translcuent quartz biface

5 1 translucent quartz flake fragment
6 1 translucent quartz shatter

7 1 rhyolite tertiary flake

8 1 tertiary flake
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Provenience: 13 - Transect 27, shovel test 6

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 crystal quartz thinning flake

Provenience: 14 - Transect 27, shovel test 7

Catalog Quan. Description

No artifacts

Site No.: 31LN95 & 95%*%*
Provenience: 1 - Transect 36, shovel test 5, surface

Catalog Quan. Description

1 3 undecorated ironstone

2 1 undecorated whiteware

3 1 milk glass bottle fragment
4 3 clear bottle glass

5 1 light green bottle glass

Provenience: 2 - Transect 36, shovel test 5

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 tuff stemmed projectile point

2 2 translucent quartz tertiary flakes

Provenience: 3 - Transect 36, shovel test 6, surface

Catalog Quan. Description

translucent quartz tertiary flakes
translucent quartz stemmed point
schist early stage biface fragment,
schist biface tip

schist tertiary flake

rhyolite tertiary flakes

rhyolite point tip

rhyolite thinning flakes

tuff stemmed point

tuff stemmed point or knife
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Provenience: 4 -~ Transect 36, shovel test 7

Catalog Quan. Description

5 translucent quartz tertiary flakes
2 1 translucent quartz shatter

2 translucent quartz thinning flakes

Provenience: 5 - Transect 36, shovel test 10

Catalog Quan. Description
1 1 translucent quartz secondary flake
2 5 translucent quartz tertiary flakes

Provenience: 6 - Transect 37, shovel test 6

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 quartzite flake fragment

Provenience: 7 - Transect 37, shovel test 7

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 translucent quartz shatter

Site No.: 31LN96 & 96**
Provenience: 1 - General Surface
Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 2-holed plastic button

Provenience: 2 - Transect 46, shovel test 16

Catalog Quan. Description

1 2 clear bottle glass

Provenience: 3 - Transect 46, shovel test 16

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 clear bottle glass
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Provenience: 4 - Transect 47, shovel test 15 O
T
Catalog Quan. Description B
1 1 blue tinted bottle glass
2 2 clear bottle glass
3 1 clear bottle glass base
4 1 unidentifiable nail s
Ll
~
Provenience: 5 - Transect 47, shovel test 16 o
Catalog Quan. Description E
____________________________________________________________ 3
1 1 green tinted flat glass
2 1 unidentifiable nail
3 354.1g brick
Provenience: 6 - Surface of road North of Tr. 47, st 16
Catalog Quan. Description
1 6.3g9 whelk shell
2 1 metal bottle cap
3 4 clear bottle glass
4 1 milk glass bottle glass
5 1 amber bottle glass
6 3 undecorated whiteware
Provenience: 7 - Transect 167, shovel test 7
Catalog Quan. Description
1 1 green tinted bottle glass
2 2 clear flat glass
Provenience: 8 - Transect 167, shovel test 3
Catalog Quan. Description
1 1 whiteware
2 19.3g unidentifiable metal object
Provenience: 9 -~ Transect 167, shovel test 4
Catalog Quan. Description
1 1 clear bottle glass
2 1 green tinted bottle glass
e eeeeeeeeeeeee——— s
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Provenience: 10 - Transect 168,shovel test 3 at 21lm

Catalog Quan. Description

1 rubber fragment

1 brown bottle glass

3 clear bottle glass

1 ename led tin fragment

1 translucent quartz tertiary flake
1 tuff tertiary flake

Provenience: 11 - Transect 168, road surface

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 whiteware

2 1 albany slipped stoneware
Provenience: 12 - Test unit 1

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 rubber shoe plate

2 8 large mammalian long bone fragment
3 8 clear bottle glass

4 1 clear bottle base

5 1.59 brick

6 9 undecorated whiteware

7 1 vyellow glazed whiteware

Provenience: 13 - Test Unit 1, level 1

Catalog Quan., Description

1 25 undecorated whiteware

2 1 transfer printed whiteware

3 1 ironstone

4 1 yellow glazed whiteware

5 3 alkaline glazed stoneware

6 1 clear glazed red-bodied ware
7 5 unidentifiable bone fragments
8 1 mammalian tooth fragment

9 1 peach pit

10 1 walnut shell

11 1 unidentifiable nut fragment
12 11 unidentifiable nails

13 2 unidentifiable square nails
14 1 fence staple

15 7.79 metal wire

16 1 metal spring

17 1 metal clothes rivet
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18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
49
41
42

Landseidel Exhibit 2, Appendix B-1

unidentifiable metal object
lead fragment

.89 unidentifiable flat metal

.99 rubber fragments
tuff tertiary flake
translucent quartz thinning flakes
meta-volcanic tertiary flake
skeet fragment

28.8g brick and mortar

.79 unidentifiable plastic

NFWHFSWH -

16 clear flat glass
179 clear bottle glass
9 clear molded glass

1 clear panel bottle glass

3 clear bottle necks

2 clear burned glass

2 blue glass

4 amber bottle glass

2 green bottle glass

1 molded green glass

6 aqua bottle glass

1 manganese bottle glass

1 dolls hand (bisque)

1 porcelain doll/ornament part
1 unidentifiable metallic tube

Docket No. E-7, Sub 1134

Provenience: 14 - Test Unit 1, level 1

Quan. Description

22.69 brick
skeet fragment
roofing material
rubber fragment
bullet cartridge
metal rivet
unidentifiable metal strip
metal machine part
unidentifiable nail

lg foil wrapper

4g unidentifiable flat metal

1g unidentifiable bone fragment
butchered mammalian long bone fragment
walnut shell
ironstone mug/cup
ironstone fragments
whiteware
decal decorated whiteware
purple decorated whiteware
clear glazed red-bodied ware
alkaline glazed stoneware
green stippled bottle glass
amber bottle glass

OHHENHFONFWHREQU S W
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24
25
26
27
28
29
30

2 blue bottle glass

1 aqua bottle glass

2 light green flat glass

2 milk glass canning jar liners

11 clear flat glass
105 clear bottle glass
7 clear molded glass

Landseidel Exhibit 2, Appendix B-1
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Provenience: 15 - Test Unit 1, level 1

Quan. Description

VoOo~goUbdwN -

o
~Nouks bW S

undecorated whiteware
unglazed red-bodied ware
walnut fragments

.3g charcoal
green bottle glass
amber bottle glass
blue bottle glass
light green flat glass
clear flat glass
clear bottle glass
plough part
unidentifiable nails
metal stud '
piece of slate

.2g blob of blue paint
rhyolite tertiary flakes
translucent quartz shatter

(%41
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Site No.: 31LN97 & 97**

Provenience: 1 - Surface near 20m E of transect 172 shovel
test 2

Catalog Quan. Description

1 clear bottle glass

1 rhyolite tertiary flake

1 tuff tertiary flake

1 grey chert thinning flake

Site No.: 31LN98 & 98*%*

Provenience: 1 - Transect 173, surface

Catalog Quan. Description

1 2 undecorated whiteware

2 1 translucent quartz tertiary flake

Site No.: 31LN99

Provenience: 1 - Surface south of transect 173, shovel test 3

Catalog Quan., Description
1 2 translucent quartz tertiary flakes
2 1 quartzite tertiary flake

Site No.: 31LN1g@ & 1@g**

Provenience: 1 - Surface along transect 43, shovel test 16

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 stemmed tuff point

2 1 translucent quartz tertiary flake
3 1 green bottle glass

4 1 undecorated whiteware
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>rovenience: 2
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Surface @ end of transect 43 beyond shovel
test 17

Description

rhyolite biface fragment

rovenience: 3

Surface near transect 44, shovel test 14

Description

translucent quartz tertiary flake
rhyolite tertiary flake

‘)rovenience: 4

latalog Quan.

Transect 44, shovel test 14

Description

rhyolite tertiary flake

‘rovenience: 5

General surface near transect 44

Description

rhyolite secondary flake

‘rovenience: 6

ratalog Quan.

Surface find near transect 45, shovel test 14

Description

tuff point tip

'rovenience: 7

‘atalog Quan.

Surface 10-20m N @ transect 45, shovel test 14

Description

undecorated ironstone
rhyolite tertiary flake
translucent quartz tertiary flake

Surface find on transect 45, shovel test 15

Description

tuff tertiary flake
tuff side notched point
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3ite No.: 31LN101 & 1@1**

>rovenience:

1l - Transect 41, shovel test 10

latalog Quan. Description

alkaline glazed stoneware

latalog Quan. Description

L 1 molded clear glass

2 7 undecorated whiteware

3 1 mustard glazed stoneware

1 1 brown bottle glass

5 1 light green bottle glass

b 1 blue bottle glass

7 1 unidentifiable metal fragment
8 1 tuff tertiary flake

9 2.2g unidentifiable bone

2 - Surface @ transect 42, shovel test 14 & 11

Site No.: 31LN1l@2 & 1@2*+*

Provenience:

1 - General Surface

Catalog Quan, Description

rhyolite tertiary flake

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 tuff tertiary flake

2 1 milky quartz tertiary flake
3 1 milky quartz thinning flake

2 - Transect 175, shovel test 5

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 incised body sherd, sand temper
2 1 tuff tertiary flake

3 1 rhyolite tertiary flake

3 - Transect 175, shovel test 6

Docket No. E-7, Sub 1134
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ovenience: 4 -
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Transect 176, shovel test 1
Description
clear glass

translucent quartz thinning flakes
rhyolite tertiary flake

te No.: 31LN1@G3 & 1@Q3**

ovenience: 1 -

S e e e e i e e e s e e = e S G L B s e e S T T —— > — D . D D = —— > — - " — o —

te No.: 31LN1g4

venience: 1 - Surface between transects 7&8, shovel test 14

talog Quan.

translucent quartz biface fragment
whiteware

rhyolite tertiary flakes
Surface near shovel test 13
Description

rhyolite tertiary flake
translucent quartz tertiary flake

Description

translucent quartz tertiary flake
quartzite tertiary flake

oolitic quartzite tertiary flake
banded rhyolite tertiary flakes

i Docket No. E-7, Sub 1134
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ite No.: 31LN1g5 & 1@5%%*

|
|
i
ovenience: 1 - Surface at 2nd power line tower

talog Quan. Description

--—_———_———_————__-_—__———_____——___——__.——.—_—_——.——————_———

2 translucent quartz biface fragment
4 translucent quartz tertiary flakes
2 translucent quartz shatter

1 rhyolite thinning flake

1 undecorated whiteware

ite No.: 31LN1g6 & 1@6**

ovenience: 1 - Transect 115, shovel test 1

talog Quan. Description

1 tuff flake fragment

venience: 2 - Transect 162, shovel test 19

talog Quan. Description
1 translucent quartz core fragment
1 milky quartz biface fragment
1 Crystal quartz biface

venience: 3 - Transect 162, shovel test 13

talog Quan. Description

1 whiteware

venience: 4 - Transect 163, shovel test 5

talog Quan. Description

1 rhyolite point tip

8 rhyolite tertiary flakes

2 tuff tertiary flakes
1
1

tuff shatter
translucent quartz thinning flake

OFFICIAL COPY

Jun 12 2017



Landseidel Exhibit 2, Appendix B-1

Provenience: 5 - Transect 164, surface between St 4 & 5

Catalog Quan. Description

1 6 rhyolite tertiary flake

2 4 tuff tertiary flakes

3 2 tuff thinning flakes

4 1 tuff point base

5 4 welded tuff tertiary flakes
6 1 blue sponged whiteware

7 2 undecorated whiteware

Docket No. E-7, Sub 1134

Site No.: 31LN1g7

Provenience: 1 - Transect 178, shovel test 1

Catalog Quan, Description
1 7 translucent quartz third core reduction
flake

Site No.: 31LN1g@S8

Provenience: 1 - Transect 178, locus 2, surface

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 rhyolite Kirk corner notched point
2 1 rhyolite retouched flake

3 1 rhyolite tertiary flake

4 2 translucent quartz tertiary flakes

Site No.: 31LN1@9
Provenience: 1 - Transect 178, locus 3, surface

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 translucent quartz tertiary flake
2 1 welded tuff tertiary flake

3 1 quartzite tertiary flake

4 1 chert tertiary flake

5 5 rhyolite tertiary flakes
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Site No.: 31LN1l1lg
Provenience: 1 - Locus 4, surface

Catalog Quan. Description

5 milky quartz tertiary flakes

3 translucent quartz thinning flakes

8 translucent quartz tertiary flakes

1 translucent quartz utilized flake
1 tuff tertiary flake
8 rhyolite thinning flakes
5 rhyolite tertiary flakes

Site No.: 31LN11ll

Provenience: 1 - Translucent quartz 176, shovel test 5

Catalog Quan. Description
1 1 rhyolite thinning flake
Isolates

Provenience: Isolate 1, transect 1, shovel test 11

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 translucent quartz uniface tool/scraper

Provenience: Isolate 2, transect 28, shovel test 2

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 translucent quartz tertiary flake

Provenience: Isolate 3, transect 32, shovel test 1

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 tuff tertiary flake
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Provenience: Isolate 4, transect 33, shovel test 5

Catalog Quan. Description
1 1 translucent quartz tertiary flake
2 1 translucent quartz utilized flake

Provenience: Isolate 5, transect 33, shovel test 8

Catalog Quan. Description

_...___._________—_—_—-___-—_—_—_—_——_—_——.—_—_—___—_—______—_—_.—_

1 1 translucent quartz tertiary flake

Provenience: Isolate 6, transect 49, shovel test 14

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 undecorated whiteware

Provenience: Isolate 7, transect 41, shovel test 8

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 undecorated whiteware

Provenience: Isolate 8, transect 49, shovel test 2

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 translucent quartz thinning flake

Provenience: Isolate 9, transect 52, surface

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 alkaline glazed stoneware

Provenience: Isolate 10, Surface near transect 61, shovel test 7

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 ironstone fragment
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-
0o
O
&)
—
Provenience: Isolate 11, transect 94, shovel test 7, surface "‘_‘
O
Catalog Quan. Description E
1 1 translucent quartz core fragment o
Provenience: Isolate 12, transect 156 near shovel test 12
I~
Catalog Quan. Description =
____________________________________________________________ o
1 1 chert point fragment, Morrow Mountain (o]
el
5
Provenience: Isolate 13, transect 156 near shovel test 13 =
Catalog Quan. Description
1 1 alkaline glazed stoneware
2 1 undecorated whiteware
3 1 translucent quartz tertiary flake

Provenience: Isolate 14, transect 157, shovel test 7

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 translucent quartz thinning flake

Provenience: Isolate 15, transect 157, shovel test 10

Catalog Quan. Description

1 2 translucent quartz tertiary flakes

Provenience: Isolate 16, transect 158, shovel test 10

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 translucent quartz shatter

Provenience: Isolate 17, transect 163, shovel test 3&4

Catalog Quan. Description
1 1 ironstone fragment
2 2 rhyolite tertiary flakes

3 1 chert secondary flake
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Provenience: Isolate 18, surface at end of transect 163

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 chert tertiary flake

Provenience: Isolate 19, surface east of transect 166

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 tuff tertiary flake

Provenience: Isolate 20, transect 175, beginning of road surface

Catalog Quan. Description

1 1 rhyolite tertiary flake

Provenience: Isolate 21, transect 176, shovel test 10

Catalog Quan. Description

1 2 crystal quartz thinning flake

Provenience: Isolate 22, transect 176, 15m east of shovel test
19

1 1 rhyolite utilized £flake

Provenience: Isolate 23, transect 178, surface at road

Catalog Quan. Description
1 3 translucent quartz tertiary flake
2 1 rhyolite utilized flake
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CHRISTOPHER T. ESPENSHADE
Brockington and Associates, Inc.
2853 Henderson Mill Road
Atlanta, Georgia 309341
(404) 491-7171
EDUCATION
B.A. in Anthropology, Wake Forest University, May 21, 1979.
M.A. in Anthropology, University of Florida, December 17, 1983.
FIELD SCHOOL
Wake Forest University Field School at the Pettit Site, a
Pueblo-III ruin, Ramah, New Mexico; July 6 to August 16, 1976;
under Dr. J. Ned Woodall.

AREAS OF SPECIALIZATION

Ceramic Technology, Southeastern Prehistory.

PROFESSIONAL SOCIETIES

Member, Society for American Archaeology

Member, Southeastern Archaeological Conference
Certified, Society of Professional Archeologists

EMPLOYMENT HISTORY: ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY

December 1989; Principal Investigator; Archaeological Survey and
HABS Documentation, Oak Island NC Coast Guard Station, B and A.

November 1989; Principal Investigator, Oconee-McGuire to Jocassee
Transmission Corridors Survey, Pickens County, SC, with B and A.

August 1989; Principal Investigator, Oak Grove Survey, Charleston
County, SC, with B and A.

August 1989; Principal Investigator, Terrapin Island Survey,
Charleston County, SC, with B and A.

April-May 1989; Principal Investigator, 778 acre Palmetto
Headlands Survey and Testing, Hilton Head, SC, B and A.
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April 1989; Principal Investigator, 517 acre Brickyard Plantation
Survey, Charleston County, SC, B and A.

February 1989; Principal Investigator, Resource Inventory 1II,
SCS/DOE Experiment Project, Plant Yates, Coweta County, GA.

August 1988; Principal Investigator, Baker Creek State Park Road
Survey, McCormick County, SC, B and A.

March 1988; Project Archaeologist, survey of the
Jocassee-Tuckaseegee Corridor, NC-SC Mountains, for Duke Power
Company, B and A.

January-February 1988; Principal Investigator, survey of a-1
Recreation Area, for Georgia Power Company, B and A.

October 1987; Principal Investigator, survey of C-5 Recreation
Area, for Georgia Power Company, B and A.

September 1987; Principal Investigator, survey of Dewees 1Island,
South Carolina, for Newkirk Environmental Consultants, B and A.

August, November 1987; Project Archaeologist, survey and testing
of the proposed Little River Neck Golf Course, SC. B and A.

August 1987; Principal Investigator, survey of the proposed
Prestwicke Development, Myrtle Beach, SC. B and A.

June-July 1987; Project Archaeologist, survey of proposed Coley
Creek Facility, NC/SC Mountains, for Duke Power Company, B and A.

June 1987; Principal Investigator, survey of 3@2 acre proposed
reservoir, Henry County, Georgia, for Clayton County, B and A.

May 1987; Principal Investigator, survey of 160 acre Palmetto
Fort Tract, Coastal South Carolina, for Newkirk Environmental
Consultants, B and A.

April 1987; Project Archaeologist, survey of 2,000 acre Arcadia
Tract, Coastal South Carolina, for North Inlet Corp., B and A.

July-August 1985; Project Archaeologist, survey of the Vogtle -
South Carolina Transimission Line, for Georgia Power Company,
with Garrow & Associates, Inc. (G & A).

December 1984; Principal Investigator, survey of the Canton
Cherokee County Business and Industrial Park (Georgia), G & A.

October 1984; survey work on the Laona-Goodman (Wisconsin)
Pipeline Project for American Natural Resources, G & A.
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June-August 1980 ; survey chief on surface survey for the U.S.A.F.
M.X. Missile Project (Nevada) , with Gilbert-Commonwealth
Associates, Inc. and Basin Research Associates.

May 1979; survey work for the Greater Alamance Creek (N.C.)
Project, with Wake Forest.

May-August 1978; survey and excavation for the Shenandoah
National Park Cultural Resource Survey, with the University of
Virginia.

May-June 1977; survey work on the vVarina Farms (Va.) Project, for
Virginia Commonwealth University.

EMPLOYMENT HISTORY: TESTING AND DATA RECOVERY EXCAVATION

March 1990; Principal Investigator, Evaluation of Three Sites in
the Witherbee District, Francis Marion Forest, for the Forest
Service, B and A.

February 1990; Principal Investigator, Testing of Two Lots in the
New Bern NC Historic District, for Peterson Architects, B and A.

November-December 1989; Prinicpal Investigator; Archaeological
Evaluation of 12 Sites, MCB Camp Lejeune NC, for the
USCOE-Wilmington, B and A.

October-November 1989 and January 199¢; Principal Investigator,
Data Recovery Excavations at Camp Baird, Mitchelville, and
38BU967, Hilton Head, SC, B and A.

July 1989; Principal 1Investigator, Testing of Four Sites in
Francis Marion National Forest, SC, for the USFS, B and A.

June 1989; Principal Investigator, Archaeological Testing of the
Dorn Mill NRHP Site, for the McCormick Business League, B and A.

October 1988-June 1989; Principal Investigator, Documentation of
Young's Mill, Troup Co,. GA., for USCOE-Mobile, B and A.

August 1988; Principal Investigator, Site Specific Survey and
Evaluation of Four Sites at MCB Camp Lejeune, NC, for the
USCOE-Wilmington District, B and A.

April-May 1988; Project Archaeologist, Data Recovery at Minim
Island, SC, for the USCOE-Charleston District, B and A.

February-March 1987; Field Director on the data recovery
controlled stripping of two sites, for ANR Pipeline, 1Inc.,
Northeastern Louisiana, B and A.
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January 1987; Field Director on the testing of seven prehistoric
sites, for ANR Pipeline, Inc., Northeastern Louisiana, B and A.

December 1986; Principal Investigator on the controlled stripping
of Area II, 8Da4ll, Dade County Florida, for Capeletti Bros.,
Inc., G & A.

August-September 1986; Field Director on the data recovery
excavations of an early Ostionoid village site, Cerrillos River,
Puerto Rico, for the USCOE, G & A.

June-July 1986; Principal Investigator on the archaeological
survey of six sites in the Voice of America Radio Relay Station
Tract, Cabo Rojo, Puerto Rico, for the USCOE, G & A.

September 1985; project archaeologist for preliminary survey and
testing at the Oxon Hill Site, Maryland, for the PortAmerica
Development, G & A.

April 1985; project archaeologist on the survey and testing of
the Honey Hill Archaeological Zone, Dade County, Florida, for the
Miami Dolphins, G & A.

January 1985; field director on the testing of Ri 4 and Ri 3,
Richmond County, Georgia, for the Vogtle-Goshen Transmission Line
(Georgia Power), G & A.

November 1984; field director on the testing of GP-LI-@1, Liberty
County, Georgia, for the Thalman-Liberty-Bryant Transmission Line
(Georgia Power), G & A,

August-December 1979; excavation on a stratified terrace site,
for the B. Everett Jordan Reservoir (N.C.) Project, with
Gilber t-Commonwealth Associates, Inc..

July-August 1979; £field assistant and osteologist on the
excavation of a Miller III burial site, for the
Tennessee-Tombigbee Waterway Project, with the University of
Southern Mississippi.

December 1977; phase 1II survey work for the Greensboro (N.C.)
Airport Project, with Wake Forest University.

July-August 1977; survey and salvage excavation for the 1Illinois
Department of Transportation, with Western Illinois University.

EMPLOYMENT HISTORY: LABORATORY

June-December 1988; ceramicist for the Minim Island (S.C.) Data
Recovery for the USCOE Charleston District, B and A.
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January-February 1986; ceramicist for the Sumter (S.C.) Project,
for the S.C. Dept. of Highways and Public Trans., G & A.

December 1982 to July 1983; ceramicist for the Jacksonville
(Fla.) Electrical Authority Mitigation Project, with the
University of West Florida.

June 1981 to September 1982; ceramicist for the Kings Bay Naval
Support Base (Ga.) Mitigation Project, with the University of
Florida.

January-March 198@; lab analysis of the lithics and ceramics from
the B. Everett Jordan Reservoir Project, with
Gilbert-Commonwealth Associates, Inc., Jackson, Michigan.

PUBLICATIONS AND PAPERS

1989 Christopher T. Espenshade
Archaeological Survey of the Oconee-McGuire to Jocassee
Transmission Corridors, Pickens County, SC. B and A.

1989 Christopher T. Espenshade

Archaeological Survey of Terrapin Island, Charleston County,
South Carolina. B and A.

1989 Christopher T. Espenshade

Archaeological Survey of the Oak Grove Tract, Charleston County,
South Carolina. B and A.

1989 Christopher T. Espenshade

Archaeological Evaluation of 38CH146, 38CH426, 38CH1647, and
38CH1048, Francis Marion Forest, Charleston County, South
Carolina. B and A.

1989 Christopher T. Espenshade
Archaeological Evaluation of the Dorn Mill National Register
Site, McCormick, South Carolina. B and A.

1989 Christopher T. Espenshade and Ramona Grunden
Archaeological Survey and Testing of the Palmetto Headlands
Tract, Hilton Head Island, South Carolina. B and A.

1989 Christopher T. Espenshade and Ramona Grunden
Archaeological Survey of the Brickyard Plantation Tract,
Charleston County, South Carolina. B and A.

1989 Christopher T. Espenshade and Jeffrey W. Gardner
The Meal Tastes Sweeter: Documentation of Young's Grist and Saw
Mills, West Point Lake, Troup County, Georgia. B and A.
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989 Christopher T. Espenshade, Jeffrey Gardner, and Marian
oberts

RM:Resource Inventory 1II: SCS/DOE Experiment Project, Plant
ates, Coweta County, Georgia. B and A.

989 Christopher T. Espenshade and Paul E. Brockington, Jr.
compilers)

Archaeological Study of the Minim Island Site: Early Woodland
ynamics in Coastal South Carolina. B and A.

988 Christopher T. Espenshade
Archaeological Survey of the Proposed 329/43 Connector,
Cormick County, South Carolina. B and A.

988 Christopher T. Espenshade
ite Specific Survey of 310N3¢8, 310N3¢9, 310N386, and 310N391,
amp LeJeune, North Carolina. B and A.

988 Christopher T. Espenshade, B. G. Southerlin, and Ruthanne
itchell

rchaeological Survey of the North Carolina Portion of the
ocasee to Tuckaseegee Transmission Corridor, Transylvania and
ackson Counties, North Carolina. B and A.

988 B. G. Southerlin and Christopher T. Espenshade

rchaeological Survey of Parker Island, Charleston County, South
arolina. B and A.

988 James B. Legg, Christopher T. Espenshade, and Paul E.
rockington, Jr.

istorical Background for Georgia Pacific's Wando Tract,
harleston County, South Carolina. B and A.

988 Christopher T. Espenshade and B. G. Southerlin
imited Data Recovery Excavations at 16M0Ol1¢3 and 16MO60,
rehouse Parish, Louisiana. B and A.

988 Christopher T. Espenshade, B. G. Southerlin, and Ruthanne
itchell

rchaeological Survey of the South Carolina Portion of the
ocassee to Tuckaseegee Transmission Corridor, Pickens and Oconee
unties, South Carolina. B and A.

988 Christopher T. Espenshade and Ruthanne L. Mitchell
M Wallace Dam Project, Greene County, Georgia: Recreation Area
1, Resource Inventory II: Final Report. B and A.

1
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1988 Christopher T. Espenshade, Ruthanne L. Mitchell, and Bobby
G. Southerlin

Archaeological Survey and Testing, Coley Creek Project, Oconee
County, South Carolina and Transylvania County, North Carolina. B
and A.

1987 Christopher T. Espenshade and Ruthanne L. Mitchell
CRM Wallace Dam Project, Greene County, Georgia: Recreation Area
C-5, Resource Inventory II: Final Report. B and A.

1987 Christopher T. Espenshade, Paul E. Brockington, Jr., Joseph
L. Tippett, and B. G. Southerlin

Archaeological Survey of Dewees Island, Charleston County, South
Carolina. B and A.

1987 Christopher T. Espenshade and Ruthanne Mitchell
Archaeological Survey of the Proposed Prestwicke Development,
Horry County, South Carolina. B and A.

1987 Paul E. Brockington, Bobby G. Southerlin, and Christopher
T. Espenshade

Archaeological Reconnaissance of Proposed Borrow Areas in Horry
County, South Carolina. B and A.

1987 Paul E. Brockington, Christopher T. Espenshade, Linda F.
Stine, and Roy S. Stine

Archaeological Survey of the Morgan's Pointe Tract, Charleston
County, South Carolina. B and A.

1987 Christopher T. Espenshade and Ruthanne L. Mitchell
Archaeological Survey of a Proposed Reservoir, Henry County,
Georgia. B and A.

1987 Christopher T. Espenshade
Archaeological Survey of the Palmetto Fort Tract, Charleston
County, South Carolina. B and A.

1987 Christopher T. Espenshade and Paul Brockington
Archaeological Survey of the Arcadia Tract, Georgetown County,
South Carolina. B and A.

1987 Christopher T. Espenshade and Paul Brockington
Archaeological Survey and Testing of the Proposed ANR Pipeline:
Ouachita, Morehouse, and Richland Parishes, Louisiana. B and A.

1987 Blanton, Dennis, Chris Espenshade, and Mary Beth Reed
Archaeological and Historical Investigations of Sligh Pottery:
Stoneware Production in a Rural Industrial Complex. 2@th Annual
Meeting, Society for Historical Archaeology, Savannah, Georgia.
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1986 Chrsitopher T. Espenshade

Archaeologically Controlled Stripping of Area II, 8Da4ll, Honey
Hill Archaeological Zone, Dade County, Florida. Garrow &
Associates, Inc (G & A).

1986 Christopher Espenshade

Data Recovery Excavations at Site PO-21, Cerrillos River Valley,
Puerto Rico. G & A.

1986 Dennis B. Blanton and Christopher T. Espenshade
CRM: Vogtle-Effingham-Thalmann 566 KV Electric Transmission Line,
GP-SN-05 Data Recovery. G & A.

1986 Christopher Espenshade, Dennis Blanton, David Lorne
McWatters, and J.W. Joseph

Site-Specific Archaeological Survey and Additional Reconnaissance
of Selected Portions of the Proposed Voice of America Relay
Station, Cabo Rojo, Puerto Rico. G & A.

1986 Christopher Espenshade
Climbing on the Macro Band Wagon. Twelfth Annual Conference on
South Carolina Archaeology, Columbia.

1986 Christopher Espenshade

CRM: Vogtle-Effingham-Thalmann 5008 KV Electric Transmission Line,
GP-SN-13 Data Recovery. G & A.

1986 Christopher T. Espenshade

Chapter 5: The Late Formative Stage, and Chapter 16: Ceramic
Analysis; Typology and Classification. 1In Aboriginal Subsistence
and Settlement Archaeology of the Kings Bay Locale, edited by
William H. Adams. University of Florida.

1986 Dennis B. Blanton, Chris Espenshade, and Paul E. Brockington
An Archaeological Study of 38SU83: A Yadkin Phase Site in the
Upper Coastal Plain of South Carolina. G & A.

1985 Christopher T. Espenshade
Archaeological Survey of a Portion of the Oxon Hill Site, Oxon
Hill, Maryland. G & A.

1985 Christopher T. Espenshade

Test Excavations at the Mausoleum, Oxon Hill Manor Site, Oxon
Hill, Maryland. G & A.

1985 Christopher T. Espenshade

Cultural Resource Management: Resource Inventory I and II: Vogtle
- South Carolina Transmission Line, Burke County, Georgia. G &
A'
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1985 Christopher T. Espenshade
Preliminary Investigations at the Site of the Addison Fami y
Cemetery, Oxon Hill, Maryland. G & A.

1985 Lisa O'Steen and Christopher Espenshade

Archaeological Testing of Two Cultural Properties, GP-SN-@3 and
GP~-SN-0§5, Screven County, Georgia, within the Proposed Vogtle -
Effingham - Thalmann Electric Transmission Line. G & A.

1985 Christopher T. Espenshade

Archaeological Survey and Testing in the Honey Hill
Archaeological Zone, Dade County, Florida. G & A.

1985 Christopher T. Espenshade
Archaeological Survey of the Proposed Canton Cherokee County
Business and Industrial Park, Etowah River, Georgia. G & A.

1985 Christopher Espenshade and Ruthanne Mitchell

Archaeological Testing of Three Cultural Properties, (T) 9 Ri
C.P.#3, (T) 9 Ri C.P.#4, and (T) 9 Bur C.P.#29, in Richmond and
Burke Counties, Georgia, within the Proposed Vogtle to Goshen
Electric Transmission Line. G & A.

1984 Christopher T. Espenshade and Daniel T. Elliott
Archaeological Survey of the Proposed Laona-Goodman Lateral
Pipeline in Forest and Marinette Counties, Wisconsin. G & A.

1984 Christopher T. Espenshade and Paul E. Brockington, Jr.
Archaeological Testing of GP-LI-@l, Liberty County, GA. G & A.

1984 Christopher T. Espenshade

Aboriginal Household Pottery Production at the Gauthier Site,
Florida. 4lst Annual Meeting of the Southeastern Archaeological
Conference, Pensacola.

1984 Chung Ho Lee, Christopher Espenshade, 1Irvy Quitmyer, and
Robert Johnson

Estuarine Adaptations During the Late Prehistoric Period:
Archaeoclogy of Two Shell Midden Sites on the §St. Johns River.
The University of West Florida.

1983 Christopher T. Espenshade

Savannah Problems and Alachuan Interpretations: Ceramic Evidence
from the Northeast Florida Coast. 49th Annual Meeting of the
Southeastern Archaeological Conference, Columbia.

1983 Christopher T. Espenshade

Ceramic Ecology and Aboriginal Household Pottery Production at
the Gauthier Site, Florida. Unpublished Masters Thesis,
University of Florida.
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1983 Christopher T. Espenshade

Book Review: Archaeological Ceramics. The Florida Journal of
Anthropology 8(1): 54-58.

1982 Teresia R. Lamb, Christopher T. Espenshade, and Robert cC.
Wilson

Ceramic Technology and the Typing of Undecorated Pottery from

Southern Louisiana. 39th Annual Meeting of the Southeastern
Archaeological Conference, Memphis.

1981 Christopher Espenshade

The Lack of a Wilmington/Savannah Distinction at Kings Bay,
Georgia. Early Georgia 9:25-32.

1977 Charles Troup, Christopher Espenshade, Christopher Hays, and
Marcie Bergman

An Evaluation of the Cultural Resources of Tracts I, II, and III,

Madison and Green Counties, Shenandoah National Park, Virginia.
University of Virginia.
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JEFFREY W. GARDNER ;

Brockington and Associates, Inc.
2853 Henderson Mill Road
Atlanta, Georgia 30341
404 491-7171

EDUCATION

M.A. in Anthropology. University of Tennessee, Knoxville, 1987.
Areas of Concentration - Historic Period Settlement, Primary
Historical Records Research.

B.A. in Anthropology. Ohio State University, 1978.

PROFESSIONAL POSITIONS AND EXPERIENCE

November 1987-Present
Archaeologist, Brockington and Associates, Inc., Atlanta,
Georgia.

July-November 1987
Archaeologist, Ladies Hermitage Association, Hermitage,
Tennessee.

May-June 1987
Archaeologist, BARCON 1Inc., Environmental Services, LaVergne,
Tennessee.

February-April 1987
Archaeologist, Brockington and Associates, Inc., Atlanta,
Georgia.

April-September 1986
Archaeologist I, Tennessee Division of Archaeology, Depar ment of
Conservation.

March 1985-March 1986
Planning Technician I, Tennessee Historic Commission and
Knoxville/Knox County Metropolitan Planning Commission.

September-December 1984
Archaeologist I, Tennessee Division of Archaeology, Department of
Conservation.
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ictober 1981-June 1984
'ield Supervisor/Historic Sites Supervisor, Anthropology
lepartment, University of Tennessee, Knoxville.

ictober 1981

roject Director, Anthropology Department, University of
'‘ennessee.

ovember 1979-September 1981

rchaeological Field and Lab Technician, Anthropology Department,
niversity of Tennessee.

arch-August 1979
ield Assistant, Ohio Historical Center, Columbus, Ohio.

une-September 1978

rchaeological Field Technician, Western Illinois University,
acomb, Illinois.

pril-June 1978

rchaeological Field Technician, Ohio Historical Center,
olumbus.

eptember 1977
rchaeological Field Technician, University of Mississippi,

une-August 1977
ield School, Ohio State University, Columbus, Ohio.

ROJECTS DIRECTED

989/90; Resource Inventory I/II: North Georgia Hydroelectric

roject, Georgia, for Georgia Power Company. Brockington and
ssociates, Inc.

989; Resource Inventory II: Lloyd Shoals Hydroelectric Project,

eorgia, for Georgia Power Company. Brockington and Associates,
nc.

988; Resource Inventory I: Lloyd Shoals Hydroelectric Project,

eorgia, for Georgia Power Company. Brockington and Associates,
nc.

988; Jocassee to Bad Creek to Coley Creek Transmission Corridor
urvey, for Duke Power Company. Brockington and Associates, Inc.

988; Resource Inventory II: Riverview and Langdale Hydroelectric
rojects, Georgia and Alabama, for Georgia Power Company.
rockington and Associates, 1Inc.
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1987; Resource Inventory I: Riverview and Langdale Hydroelectric
Projects, Georgia and Alabama, for Georgia Power Company.
Brockington and Associates, Inc.

1987; Hunter's Hill Survey and Testing Project, for the Ladies
Hermitage Association. Hermitage, Tennessee.

1987; Proffitt House Site (40Bt46) Testing Project, for The City
of Alcoa, Tennessee. BARCON Inc., Environmental Services.

1983-1984; Bandy Creek Testing/Mitigation Project, Scott County,
Tennessee, for the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Nashville
District. The University of Tennessee.

1981; James White Second Home Site Testing, Knoxville, Tennessee,
for the Tennessee Department of Transportation. The University
of Tennessee.

OTHER PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE

1989; Project Co-Director, Architectural and Historical
Documentation of Young's Mill. West Point Lake, Troup County,
Georgia. Brockington and Associates, Inc.

1987; Field Assistant, Data Recovery at an Early Mississippian
Village in Northeast Louisiana. Brockington and Associates, Inc.

1987; Field Assistant, Cultural Resource Surveys in Horry,
Georgetown, and Charleston Counties, South Carolina. Brockington
and Associates, Inc.

1985-1986; Architectural Surveyor, 1Identification and Recording
of Historic Buildings, Structures, and Sites in Rural and Urban
Areas. Tennessee Historic Commission and Knoxville/Knox County
Metropolitan Planning Commission.

1984; 