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In March 2000 Chicrora Faundation 

cted an intensive archaeological 

posed Macon County airport 

expansion. That work revealed &at viauslly aU of the 
&el$ to the west ol t L  small Iotla Branch contained 

remains attr$utAe to 3BMA-27. TLie site, based on 
the range of materials recovered, site size, depth of the 
+plowzone ( A i c h  may provide protection to underlying 
ieatures), inability to identi6 the subsoil in multiple 

tests, and associated Lis tor ic  comections, was 

recommended potentially eligible ior inclusion on tLe 

National Register o$ 

The N.C. O&ce of State Archaeology (NC 
SHPO) concurred with tbis Anding and recommended 

a program ol mechanical site stripping in order to 
evaluate the density and distribution ol leatures at 
3HMA71. The site was divided into two broad zones 

?his study reports on that testing program. A 
series oi 80 trenches, incorporating 52,6 
were opned  during the lour weeks oi keld investigation. 

This included 6,197 square ieet in 

site identiked as low probability, r 
46,483 square ieet in what was identike 

ability, reflecting an 8.21 % sample. 

In the low prob&ility area this work iderrtilied 

71 postholes and one ieature. Over a third oi these 

and the single Lateature were Iound in Trench 
10, situated at the toe of tbe slop, in an area which 
might better be considered intermediate or higL 
probabiiity. Nweriheless, this suggests that 

as many as 34.9 and 4 ieaimres exist in tLe 

low probability area. 

In the high p r o b & & ~  area tLs work identiked 

1,498 psthoies and 162 ieatures. The mean number 

ol per trench is 20, although the standard 

deviation oi: 16 reflects the sonsi$ex&ie variation 

between the trenches (the number oi ranges 

horn 2 to 16). Regardless, it is that as many as 

18.246 and 2,034 features are present in the 
high probabdi~ portion of the site. 

Of tke 168 ieatxres identiked in tLis wonk, 

to represent burials with in situ human 

r were identrhed in the high probability 
site area and were accidentally uncovered during 
stripping operations. The idedication oi these iour 

burials suggests that at least 48 bluials are present at 

31MAZ%. Since there are at least an aJditionai 28 
1 burials, the n u d e r  of total inhmations at 

may be considerably higher, ptentialiy 

numbering 390. 

h i f a d s  identiked during the stripping 

operations suggest that signikcant Connestee (A.D. 
) and QuaUa (ca. A.D. 1450-1838) 

components are present, witL ithscldier (and 
insignificant) Archaic, Swnanoa ,  and Pisg& 

components. 

This investigation revealed a wi 

data sets, including a large number ol  
features (including human burials). the presence oi 

stholes ( A c h  are &eIY 10 reveal house patterns), and 
cukural remains including pottery, cut mica, stone 

tools, and at least one historic ar+iiaet. Moremr, the 
worl reveals that these data sets are well pserved and 

distinct. There is limited evidence of faunal remains, 

but very preservation oi ethnabotanicai remains. 

me sealed deposits may be especially important lor the 
recovery ol and phytolith evidence. 

As  a result, we recommend the entire site as 

eligible for inclusion on the National Register of 



Historic Places under Criteria D (ability to yield 
important inlomation) at the state level of sign&cance. 

In addition, the linbage etween t i s  site and tRe 

historic Cherokee vlilage of Joree suggests that the site 

is also eligible under Criterion A (association with 
historic events or activities). It is woah noting that even 
if tLe site did not meet these clearly deiined criteria, the 
property might still be eligible br inclusion on the 
National Register for its t 
cujtural importance to Native 

If the project is o l  such signiiicance that it 
must be conducted, then data recovery is the only 

compliance with the Nationd Historic Preservation 
Act, but also  nth North Car a's 'TJmmarLed H m m  
BuriaI and Human Skeletal Remains Protection Act" 
(NC Article 3, Section 70-29). 

This repod contains a recommended data 

recovery Ior the site. 
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Pisg& and Connestee remains. 

North Caroha (Figure 1). T h e  airport is reported to be 
one of the few landing strip capable ol handling mid- 

promoting t j le need for expansion. The airport Iacility 
is situated in the mi 

sunom&cJ, by steep topography to the north and south 

(Figure 2). 

X H Z  2800 Chicora Foundation wms 

y W.K. Dickson LO conduct a cultural 

resources study necessary for the expansion o$ t 
ounty airport. The projed 

this survey r~as conducted to assist 

d Macon County comply with the 

provisions 04 the National Historic Presemtion Act. 
The work w d d  invohe extending the existing concrete 

runway and taxiway Lorn t 
to tLe west, along with relocation of utilities and other 

associated coxastmction issues (such zs the filling in oi: 

also include grading and preparing oi a safety area 
extencling west oK the runway dlor an a 

Let. The entire survey area, therelore, included 

approximately 26.6 acres. The investigation included 
examining the end oi the existing runway at the western 

edge ol the airport, as weU aa the a&c 

arest, on the opposite si 

B,S,C~. 

The study found that the runway expansion 

d any cultural resources on the east side 

oi the branch. On the west side, however, site 31M.,A71 
was found to be very large and p t e n t i J Y  Pigpikcant. 

The site was recornmen 

incLusion on the Nztt-ional 

a Jeteminration with which the State Historic 

Preservation O&ce concurred. 

A h t h e r  testing plan was dewloped by Dr. 
stem Field Okce  Archaeologist with 

the No& Carolina OIhce of State Archaeology in 

Ashedle. This discussed in greater detail in a 

IoUowing section, specilied th the steep slops of 

the site a 2% sample should b cted to mechanical 

stripping, wMe in the more Ievei site areas an 8% 
sample should be stripped. The goal of this work was to 

identliy Ieature density and types. With a&tional input 

Lorn W.K. Dickson on the actual limits ol anticipated 

disturbance resulting lrom the expansion project were 

20 acres arere expected to be involved in 

tLe project. 

I ' a] testing wzs cornpieked 

to Chicara on July 20. 
our testing to 

pn JI& 24 arid an agreement was 

approved by W.K. Dicbon on September 8, 2000. A 
I copy of the testing scope ol work and our proposar was 

re completed on November 9, with a total ol 
rson hours being devoted to the held 
ns. h additional 42 person hours were 

field notes and associated management 

activities. 







management summary aras submitted by Chicora 

. Dicbon on N o v e d e r  14,2000. 
This letter was iomrded  

ead agency ofhcial lor this 
project. In addition, copies of thi 
surrmary were provi&d to the State Ar 
Steve Ciaggett; the Chero e Tribal Historic 

Presemtion ~ l h c e r ,  Mr. James ; as well as Macon 

County and other interested pariies. 

The primary goal ol this study was to identiiy 

density and distribution of archaeological Ieatures 

7. This idomat ion  is intended 

to resolve the site's eiig&&ty £or inclusion on the 
National Register ol Historic Placer. OI course, 

Chicora Foundation provides only an opinion oi 

National Register eligibiliiy and the hnal 
is made by the lead agency (in is case the NC DOT, 
Division 04 Aviation) in cons ation with the State 

Historic ]Preservation 8 

TLis inlomation 

requirements 36 CFR Part 
properties to be identified and permitting a more 

he historic 

ow the lead agency and 

on O&ce, in consultation 

to apply the criteria oi 

ocess to resolve those 

efteds, assuming that the project is nci abandoned or 

that an alternative is not dentikecl wLich allows the 
identihed site to be green spaced resenred in pL.ce). In 
addition, the resulting inbrmatioll allom the 
development of a data recovery should such a 

be mcessary througb a &ding of advene effect. 

m more simple terns, tb study h 
the sigoiiicance of archaeological site 31 
pro=vides a clearly dehned basis ior additional work that 

will be rnir.irn& necessary at the site. 

tbe reburial oi any identihed human skeletal remains 

whicL are removed horn the site. 

iie the of this investigation were 

clearly dehned to needed management 

assistance, the large area of the site exposed and plotted 

does address a variety of more scholarly research 

interests. For example, t!ae distsrrlbutio~ og remains on 

the site -provides a speculative glimpse o l  intra-site 

patterning. The small collection of adiiacts gathered 

during the mechanical stripping helps to better identi& 

the cultural assemblages identilied witlrr the site. Even 

the very generalized inIomation collected on the range 

information on the types of structures present at the 
. - 

site. In other words, while the of the project were 

largely h u s e d  on helping W.K. Dickson and Macon 

County comply with iederal historic preservation laws, 

the current project does make a small cont&ution Jco 

our understkding of Cherokee archaeology. 

The collections horn this project have been 

transierred to tLe North Carolina B&ce of State 

kchaeology lor permanent curation, along aith held 

notes and ar&t catalogs resuiting from this 

investigation. These materiais are curate4 under the 
previously assigned accession number ior 31MAll. 
200281. 

This study also provides inIormation on the 

site beyond the immediate construction footprint. This 
is importat in terms of establish~ng construction 

staging areas and areas which might be appropriate lor 



The project area, at the extreme southwestern 

edge oi North Carolina, is located in Macon County. it 
is situated in the mountains west of the East 

Continental Divide (which separates water drainage west 

to the Mississippi IZiver and east to the Atlantic Ocean). 

IE the Appalachian Mountains the topography varies 

dramatically, irom nearly level in the floodplains to 
nearly vertical on sheer rock ciifls. While there are over 

forty peaks exceeding an elevation of 6,000 ieet above 

mean sea level (AMSL), the bulb of the Appalachian 

region has elevations ranging from about 2,000 to 

5,000 feet A-MSL. 

Macon County exhibits this same range, with 

mountains, low rolling hills, Roodplains, and low stream 

terraces. In Macon County the elevations range irom 

about 1,800 feet AMSL where the Little Tennessee 

flows into Swain County in the north to 5,500 feet 

AiISL at the top oI Standing Indian Mountain. 

Macon County is bordered to the north by 
Swain and Graham counties, to the east by Jackson 

county, and to the west by Clay and Cherokee counties. 

To the south it is bordered by Rabon County, Georgia. 

Although a portion oI the county's boundaries follow 

the Chattooga River to the southeast (a small part cl 

the county west of the town of Highlands is in ihc 

Chattooga River watershed) and the Nantahala River to 

the west (arhich is part o l  the Little Tennessee River 

drainage), most o l  the borders consist oi divides and 

other features. 

The Blue Ridge Province consists of 

mountains that are the remnants of former hi&lands 

that antedate the lower peneplains on either side 

(Fenneman 1938). In terms they are 

cjassikd as "subdued," indicating that their height and 

steepness are so far lost that only a relatively thin 

mantle of decayed 

rock remains over 

the underlying 

bedrock. Talus 

siopes and bare 

cliKs, while present, 
are rare. Summits 

are commonly 

rounded and true 

mountain paLs  are 

p r e d  to ranges such 

as t he  R& 
Mountains, the 

Blue Ridge is not 

high. Moreover, the  

climate in the area 

is far more Lurnid 

and this Inas aIso 

helped to  round the 



Site 31hL411 is situated in an area called the 

lotla Valley, a rcbrence to the broad open floodplain ol 

the lotla Crech (into which Iotla Branch flows). Many 

also refer to areas such as this as coves - broad, 

generally oval-ahaped valleys with smooth floors (see 

Keel 197634). 

In the project area the elevations range irom 

about 2,013 ieet AMSL in the Iotla Branch floodplain 

to 2,062 feet M S L  in the northwest corner oi  the 

traci on top of the hill overlooking the floodplain. The 

topography remains relatively ievei through the central 

portion of the site area, but begins to slope to 

the west and north in the northern third ol the site. At 
the southern edge the topography begins to slope La& 

up and this slight rise has been bisected by the 

construction of SR-1834. As a result, the vicinity of 

31MA17 is almost b o d  shaped, although the "rim" is 

tar more ponounced on the north and west than it is to 

south. 

Figure 3 provides an impression o l  the roiling 

topograpLy in this area. Site 31MA11 is not situated in 

the Iloodplain, but on the hrst terrace above. if the 

surveys thus tar conducted are accurate, it appears that 

virtually no settlements occur in the floodplain - they 

are a 1  bund  on the upper terraces, just below the upper 

slopes of the mountains which deline the valley or cove. 

This feature was briefly noted by Bartram, arho oberved 

that: 

These swelling hills the proiiiic beds 

on which the towering mountains 

repose, seem to have been the 

common situations ol the towns a{ 

the ancients, as amears from the 
b A 

remaining ruins of them yet to be 

seen, and, the level rich vale and 

The rocks that make up the province include 

Precambrian granite and gneiss, while to the south 

there is also a thich layer o l  late Precambrian 

sedimentary rocks, consisting of -poorly sorted sdtstones, 

sandstones, and conglomerates (Hunt 1961). Elsewhere 

there are crystalline schists - metamorphic rocks 

created during the process of the mountain building. 

Much of the area is characterized by the presence o i  

steep mountains cut by rivers and creeks with 

narrow valleys that are subject to flooding. 

TLe geology of the region provides s wealth oi 

raw materiJs' useful to Native Americans. QU&)TOZ is 

common, either as iow-quality weakhered materials or 

higher-quality materials Lound in small outcrops. Chert 

is Iound to  the west in the Ridge and Valley area of 

eastern Tennessee. This was recognized years ago as one 

ol the lavorite sources oL raw materials for the Cherokee 

and other native groups in the area (see Keei 1976:s). 

The immediate area is characterized by three 

broad sod associations. The Roseman-Reddies-Toxarvay 

Association consists of nearly level, well drained to very 

poorly drained soils that are iormed in alluvium and 

Loand on the flood&ins. The  Hayesdle-Braddocl, 

Association, iound on gently sloping to moderately steep 

areas, consists of predominately clayey soiis d i c h  have 

formed Irom weathered metamorphic rock. This 
association is typically iound on the low, rolling hills 

above the floodplains. Surrounding the area is the 

Evard-Cowee-Saunook Association. This association 

consists of loamy soils which brmed in material 

weathered from metamorphic rocb or from coliuvium. 

The soiis are Iound most commonly in the low 

mountains (Thomas I996:T- 10). 

Thomas (1996) identiiied three soils in the 
project area west oi iotla Branch. There is a narrow 

band o i  Toxaway loam, a soil commonly noted 3s 

Oooded, along the floodplain of the creelz. The suriace 

layer, typically up to  1.2 foot in depth, consists of darb 

brown (?.5YR3/2) ioam overlying an additional 1 .S Lei  

oi black (7.5YRZ.MI) loam. Below this is a dark gray 

(1.5YR4/1) ioam. Much of this profile exhibits the 

reduction +pica1 of wet. or hequently flooded, soils 

(Thomas 1996:59, 122). 

Away from the Iloodplain there is a broad 

expanse of Dillsboro loam. These soiis are iound on 

gently sloping, very deep, well drained stream terraces. 

The soiis exhibit an Ap horizon oi darb brown 

(7.5YR3/2) loam over a subsoil of strong b r o w  



clay. Included in this mapping class are small areas oI 

CK sods. Genexdv found on s d  

as are Iound in the study tract -- these have an eroded 

sudace layer oi ciay loam and a subsoil that is redder 
&bom Series ('Thomas l996:59). 

Upslope are bund a y e d e  day l m s  with 
an 8 to 15% dop. These sods are found on moderately 

broad ridges and have an Ap horizon 0.5 foot in depth 

HayesviUe clay loam with 15 to 30% slopes. On these 

soils tbe surface -proMe is thinner because o 

but the underlaying subsoil is identical 

3996:86-82). 

In spite oi the exceptional slopes Iound in the 
region, Lee (1934) nates that there is M e  erosion in 

tLe more rugged areas oi Macon County. In the 

z, Lowever, be note 

ion and in tLe IotL 

Valley area, he plotted "severe sheet erosion kequent 

indication that depression-era 

g a terrible toll on the region's land 

resources. Today some evidence can still be seen of this 

- sods on the upper slopes of the trad's northwestern 

it such sewre sLeet erosion that 
osed and cultivation is simply 

As revealed by this study, cultivation on th 
ridge crests has had a signikcant impact on 

arcbaeologicai resources in the area. Not only do some 

hit extensive sod Icsss, but others Lave 

been buried under one or more feet of recent erosional 
deposits. 

Em fact G d e  and Stdm suggest ihat erosion 

continues to  be a signiiicant issue lor the mountains. 

where the erosion rate is higher than the state average 
of 7.58 tons per acre per year. They note that this 

region is at particular risk because ol the steep slopes, 
heavy rainfail, and concentrated ELwiai action (Gade 

and StiDweU 1986:221). This tells only part 06 the 

story since aU oi these conditions have historically been 

present. The it seems, is related to the 

decreased vegetative cover which has come to 

characterize $arming (and development practices) in the 

mid- to iate twentieth century. 

The North Carolina mountains are not only 

cooler than elsewhere in the state, giving tlne region a 

climate sim;Ei=a to coastal ashington and Oregon, but 

(until wry recently) they result in increased precipitation - - 

because oi their orographic influence. In other words, 

the w a r n ,  moist air masses moving in horn the west 

(and Lorn the south) cool and condense water vapor 

as they- rise over the mountains. The resuiting cloud 

cover wudy res&s in either &me rain&&, or snowhall. 

Once over the mountains, the air warms rapidly as it 
and causes drier conditions elsewhere in the 

state. 

This eBct  can be seen locab, as well. For 

example, the average annual rainfall in the FrankLn 

area, with an elevation oi 2,600 Beet AISL, is about 

s. In Highlands, orhere the elevation is 4,100 
SL, the rainfall is about 85 inches a year 

(Thomas 1996:3). Sirndar variations occur in 

temperature, snowMl, Ireeze dates, and d course, the 

length of the growing season. 

The 52 inches of rain&all in the project area 

are spread over the year, with about hall, or 26 inches, 

occurring Lorn April through September, the growing 

season Ior most crops. In  one out oi wery Iive years the 

ops below 22 inches. Since corn requires at 

ches of rainhll distributed throughout the 
n1977':183), the FraYalin area is 

dtivation, particuLriy for Native 

the ptentiai lor reduced 
op 4aaijur-e. The area has recently 

seen a severe droug!nt, with amaticah redzced lweis 
of growing season preci 

In winter the average temperzture is 39" F and 

in ihe summer the average is 85'F. The humidity 
es about 60%, resulting in moderately 

comloaable conditions in the summer, but a geeling of . 

cold damP in the winter. 

8 inches during the winter. It is also daring the winter 

&en the prevailing winds, from the north, are the 
strongest, averaging about 10 miles per hour. 



Watson voices the observa~ion &ibt most 

historians have noticed - hesuently the one 

characteristic &%cL drew the &entian of visitors, 

taders, or explorers, aras the vegetation. He comments 

that these early travelers all agreed on one s 

~ r .  Galahan, Iek him 

Mountains, "I w a s  le£t 
dreary mountaim, not entirely 

present situation entireHY agree 

[I 9923 :358). 

The natural vegetation oi the project area is 

classiked by Braun (1950) as the Southern 

Appalachians of the Oab-Chestnut Forest Region. 

Here, too, there is tremendous variation, d e p n  

elevation. Bxaun notes that because of the 

topography and range in altitude, there "are great 

difIerences in {orest vegetation9' (Braun 1950 : 196). 
She observes that many classify the vegetation into 

three distinct categories: moist slope and cove, dry slope 
and ridge, and spruce forests. Barry (1980) recognizes 

poses a range of vegetative types, 

d alder zones, flwdplain &rests, 

ests - cove segregates, mixed 

rnesophytic Lrests - slope segregates 

upland oak iorests, pine forests, and roc 

frequently replacer the spruce-k brest which is more 

sensitive to wind stress. 

best developed in the !o 
promote large, dense Cow loreats, in contrast, 

contain a variety of including tulip popLr, yeflow 

buckeye, hemlock, A t e  pine, beech, Lirch, and maple. 

On the drier, south-£acing slopes there are oaks, which 

Lave replaced the American chesbuk (t 
to 80% ol the aree prior to the intr 

bii& in the 1920s). 

&looney (189 1 :3%%-321) identified at 

L t s .  Bass (1917) has suggested that it was 

the cove hardwood associations or mixed mesophytic 

forests - cove segregates that oLLreJ the most medicinal 

e arild plants to the Cherokee. 

The flora ol the projed area today bears littie 

resemblance to that wbch might have been present even 

500 years ago. The bottomlands are entirely cleared, 

and much oi the upland has been conmried into 

pasture. As Webb and Keith (1 998: 10) observe. this 

process of alteration began sshortir aker the American 
Revolution, but there is today increased pressure 

ing Lorn economic &veIopment. 

Ior example, shoats the largest number ol recreational 

home lots in the region, and newcomers accounted lor 
he $row& in the late toventietb century (Gade 

oodpiain oi Ioda Branch between the 

airport to the east and tRe cultivated f;el$s to the west 

there is but a fringe vegetation oi trees, with much oi 

the area cowred in brambles and other brush. Upslope 

Lorn tKe cultivated kelds in the western portion of the  
tract there is a large pasture, while to the south, the 

oodplain of iotla Cnek has been cleared and is also 

planted. 

It was out of this exceedingly rich and diverse 

bra that the Cherokee developed a wide variety d 



G e r v i e w  &or Korth Carolina's 

gering lenghs and complexity, a 
wery compliance repori prepared. 

in a&tion, some "eLssic" s m e s  well worth. atkention, 

such as JoKe Coe's Fanotbe Cuhroa (Coe 1964), as 

are1 as same new genera! overviews (such as Mathis and 

Crow 1983 and more recently rd and Davis 1999) 
There are also a n u d e r  of theses an$ dissertations 

ppared  exploring the Cherokee region. Only a jear ol 
the many soumes are included in this study, but they 

r a %eP for the area 
and help establish o context h the various sites 

identihd in the study areas. For those desiring a more 

ArchaeoLyy of the Southeastern United Siotes: 

~ n L o i n L n  to WorU War I. Figure 4 o&Lx-s a 

view of Noah Carolina's cultural 

The Paleainchan Period most commody dated 
hrom about 12,000 to I .P.. is evidenced by 
basally thinned, side-notched points; Quted, 

Licealate points; e scrapers; end scrapers; 
and drills (Coe 1964; Wdi 
1985) has proposed t 
the North Carolina Pie 

accepted as Easfy hchaie,  as representatives of the 
te A n a l  &ase. TL viey verbalY iugjgested by Coe ior 

a number ofr years, has cons; - 
appeal.' Oliver suggests a continuity &om the Hardaaar 

WLile never discussed by Coe at leng&, he did 

where tLe side-notcRes or basal poaions were missing, . . . 

The Paleoindian occupation, while widespread. 

does not appear to have been intensive. Artiiacts are 

most frequently found along major river drainages, 

whch M i c b  interprets to support the concept of an 

economy i'oriented toward the eiploitation oi now 

extinct mega-$aunaw (Michie 1917: 1%). Survey data for 

an took, most notably fluted points, is rather 
rennan 1982; Peck 1988; 

rson 1998). En spite 
r e  by Andenon 

(19Wb:Figure 5.1) reveals a rather %enerd, and 
aidespread, occurrence throughout the region. 

Unlortunatefy, the evidence lor Poleoindians appears 

sparse in the mountains and no well sites have 

rd and Davis 1999:46). 

ectile points indnde lanceolatees 

n, the Hardaway (Coe 

; Oliver 1985). A temporid 

stratigraphic excavations (and such may be an 

unreasonable expectaiion), there is a large body of 





circumstantial evidence. The weight of this evidence 

tends to provide considerable s u p p a .  

Unh-tunatelyp relatively little is known about 
Paleoindian subsistence strategies, settlement systems, 

or social organization (see, however, Anderson 1992.L 
{or an excellent overview and synthesis oi what is 

know). Generaly, archaeologists agree that the 

Paleaindim groups were at a 

Semice 1966), were noma& 
and ioragers. While population density, based on 

isolated link, is thought ta have been law, WJthall 
suggests that toward the end oi t he  pried, "there was an 

increase in population density and in territoriality and 
that a number oi new resource areas were beginning to 

be exploited" ( ~ a i t h a l i  19 

Paleoindian Period, Lut is a slow transition 

characterized by a modern climate and an increase in 

the diversity ol material culture. Associated witL this is 

a reliance on a broad spectrum ol  small mammab, 

The t e - d  point {or &e AfcLaic is no ~ I ~ F B E ~ E .  
&an &at hor &e ~d~orndim md many researchers suggest a 

termina8 date ol4,000 B.P. rather &arn 3,0438 
also the question o l  whether ceramics, sueH as Ae 
tempered Sdiargs ware, will be included as Archaic, or 

be included with the Woodlad. Oliver, lor example, argues 
ebae the in~1usion 0% ceramics witla Late Archaic i&tt&utes 

NcompLcaies and conluses class&cat;on 

needessIy9' ( 8 h r  1981 :26). He c o m e f a  

the origbd &h;nikion oL &e aic, it "'represents a 

precerarnic horizon" and &sf 

provides a convesient marker $0 

and ~oodarad. per;o$s (Oliver 198%:21). O&em w d d  

although the  white tailed deer was &eiy the most 

commonly exploited animal. Archaic 
assemblages, exempliked by corner-notched and broad- 

stemmed -projectile paints, are fairly common, 

because the swamps and drainages oklered especially 

attractive ecotones. 

Many researJlers haw reported data suggestive 

oi a noticeable population increase Lorn the Paleoinhan 

ady Archaic. This has tentatively been 

associated with a greater emphasis on foraging. 

Diagnostic Early Archaic aftifacts include the Kirk 
corner ~ o t c h e d  point. As tihe climate became hotter 

ea tLan the previous PaHeoinclian -period, 

resulting in wgetatiodal changes, it also affected 

settlement patterning as evidenced by a long-term L r k  

&ase midden deposit at the Hardaway site (Coe 

). This is believed to have been the result ol a 

change in subsistence strategies. 

Settlements during the Early Archaic suggest - - 

the presence of a few very large, and apparently 

intensively occupied, sites ich can best be considered 

base Hardavray mi&t be one such site. In 
a&tioxa, there were numerous s m d  sites wLch produce 

only a lew artilads -- these are the "network of tracks" 

mentioned by Ward (1983:65). The base camps 

a wide range of addact types 
which has suggested to many resear 

perLaps seasonal or mdti-seasonal, occupation. IF. 
1 contrast, the smaller sites are thought oi  as special 

purpose or foraging rites (see Ward 19 

initialy introduced. Associated with these technological 

changes there seem to also be some significani cultural 



rnodihcations. Prepre burials begin to more 

commonly occur and storage pits are identified. Tbe 

work at Middle Archaic river valley sites, with their 

evidence of a diverse floral and faunal subsistence base, 
seems to stand in sta contrast to CalcSweH's Midde 

artz Industryq ooi Georgia and the 

~arolinas, where axes, choppers, and and 

stone tools are very rare. 

The availr%le indomation has resdtsd in a 

variety ol competing settlement models. Some argue ior 
increased sedentisrn and a reduction d mobility (see 

Goodyear et al. 1979: 11 1). Ward argues that the most 

appropiate model is one wkcch inciudes relatidy st&L 

the presence oI "inter-riverim" sites, he discounts 

explanations wbch b m s  on seasonal rounds, suggesting 

"alternative expianations . . . [inclubg] a wide range oi 
adaptive responses." Most importantly, be notes that: 

the season4 tramhumance model 

and the se&nta-y model are opposite 

encis ol a cormtinuurn, and in a 

likelihood variations on t 

Others suggest increased mobility during the 

Archaic (see Cable 1982). Sassaman (1983) has 
suggested that the Morrow Mountain &ase people had 

a great deal oi residential mobility, based on the variety 

of environmental zones they a-e 4ounJ in an$ the lac$ 

Recently Abbott e t  

of these modeis, noting that ost certain increase 

in population %weis probably resulted in a contration oi 
loczl territories. With s m d  territories there would have 

been sigsBikoa& greater pressure to success 

the limited resources by more hesuent movement of 

camp.  They discount the idea t ha t  these territories 

could have been exploited horn a sinde base camp 

without horticultural technology. Abbott and his 

colleagues conclude, "increased residential mobility 
under such conchoras may in fact represent a common 

stage in the development ol sedentism" (Abbott e t  al. 

1995:9). 

?he Late Archaic, usu$iy drted horn 6,000 to 

, is eharacterired by the 
e of large, square stemmed Savannah 
oints (Coe 1964). These conti 

intensively e x p i t  the uplands much Lbe earlier Archaic 

groups, with &e hebulk of our data $or this period corning 

e Uwharrie region in North Carolina. 

One of the more debated issues of the Late 
&chic is the typology of the S 
and its various L i t i v e  L m s .  Ohm, refining Coe's 

(1964) original Savannah River Stemmed type and a 

variant horn Gaston (South 1959: 153- 15?), 
developed a complete sequence oi stemmed points that 
decrease uniLmdY in size through time (Oliver 198 1, 
3.985). Specificaily, he sees the progression from 
SavannaL River Stemmed to Small Savannah. Ever 

~ temmed to Gypsy Stemmed to S 
.P. to &out 1,500 B.P. 

latter two 4o-s are associated aith Woodiand pottery. 

This reconstruction is still debated with a 

er og archaeologists expressing concern arith &at 

they see as typological overlap and ambiguity. They 
point to a dearth oi radiocarbon dates and good 

excamtion contexts at the same 

coneem with the amkcation 04 tkis 
North Carolinit Piedmont (see 

hdewors. 1990: 158-162, 1994:35). 

ion to the presence o$ Savannah River 

s wibessed the introduction 

1964: 112- P 13; Sassaman 
pecked stom artifacts, and 

include the introduction 09 liber- 
tempered pottery &out 4000 .P. in the Late Archaic 

cussion see Sassaman and Axdemon 1984:38- 
innovation is oi specid importance along tke 
nd South Carolina coasts, but seems to Lave 

inirna! impact in the uplands of South or 



is evidence tbat during the Late Pircbaic 

the climate began to approximate modem climatic 

conditions. RainIall increased resulting in a more lush 

vegetation pattern. The pllen record indicates an 

increase in pine which reduced the oab-hekary nut 

masts Aich previously were so ari pread. Tbss change 
La.&ected settlement patte ng since nut masts 

were now more isolated an$ concentrate$. From 

research in the Sawnnith 

South Cardim, Sassaman 

diversity in Late Archaic site 

in virtually every upland 

suggests that this more complex settlement pattern 
evolved from an iplcre IY complex socia-economic 

sysiern. While it is iy that this model can be 

simply transierred to the San s of South Carolina 

wrifhout an extensive review 0% site data and micro- 

environmental data, it does demonstrate one approach 
to understanding the transition horn Puchaic to  

Woodland. 

The Woodland period begins, 
with the introduction oi b e d  clay potte 
may have occurred as early as about 2000 B.C. a104 

the Carolina coast, it likely didn't happen until about 
C. in the No& Carolina mountains. 

i the Carolina piedmont, pottery may 

r,ot have made an introcluction until 500 
~ s ~ a r d l e s s ,  the from 
pried oi tremendous cha 

this pried in the Moun 

cultural diversity stimu 

ard and Davis 1999: 139). 

The sdxisteace economy during this period 
was based pimanly on deer hunting and fishing, with 
supplemental inclusions 04 sma 

reptiles, and shelliish. Various 

yield ol deer, fish, and 

iden t i id  horn some coastal sites indicate that 

sedentary Me was not o but probable. 

E u ~ h e r  inland it seem ely that many Native 

American groups continued the previous establish& 

patterns of band mobility. These frequent mwes wuld 
ailow the groups to take advantage of various seasonal 

resources, such as shad and sturgeon in the spring, nut 

masts in the id, and turkeys during the winter. It was 

proba$lY $aidY [ate in <he Woodland beiore horticulture, 

much less agriculture, became a significant means oi 

subsistence. 

Piedmont and Appalachian region consist oi Dunlap 

e 1966:46-42') and Swannanoa (Keel 
-266) ceramics (similar to tLe Keilogg iocus 

o l  Noahem Georgia). The D u d q  series is 

aracterized by a medium to coarse sand paste, iabric 

impressions, and vessels with a simple jar or cup form. 
The Swnnanoa ceramics, with heavy crushed quar tz  

temper, are cord marbed or labric impressed conoidal 

jars and simple Lo&. Other su&e treatments consist 

o I  simple stamping, check stamping, and smoothed 

plain (Keel 1916:UO). Early Woodland 
es consist oI Savannah River Stemmed (and 

its variants), Swnnanoa Stemmed (Keel 1976: 196- 
1981, Plott Stemmed (Keef I996:P26-IZ), and the 

Transyhnia Triangular (Holden 1966 :%-56; Keel 
1916: 130). 

This is ample evidence from both North and 
South Carolina that there was increased mobility and 

the exploitation of a greater var iety ol environmental 

zones, including much greater use of the inter-riverine 

ard and Davis (1999:183-145) also observe 

e both upland seaso 

re permanent, a11uvi 

evicBewce of cJtigens or "encouraged" 

found at North Carolina. Swannlmoa 

avi~ (I 999 : 146) that they 
oe encountered, most likely bur ied floodplain si 

d hearths and straight- 

or bell-shaped storage pits may suggest greater 

exity than has been thus tar determined. The 
odland in the study area is thougLt to extend 

150 B.C. or earlier throuih about 

350 B.C. 

Pottery typical oi the Mi 
area consists 04 the Pigeo 
its strong Carterdie and J associations, as well 



as the Connestee (Keel 1916: 1-255) with its Napier 

(Wauchop 1966:51-60) connection. 

Pigeon is quartz tempered with surface 

treatments of check stamping, simple stamping, and 

brushing. ?his phase is expected to range from about 
350 B.G. to &out A. .300. The Cierim-sviHe 

characterized by sand r grit paste with the primary 
surlace treatment being cord marking, altlrough there 

are also check stamped and simple stamped varieties. 

e series ia thought to be Josely related to 
series on the Coast. Anderson and 

Schuldenrein (1 985 : 220) suggest that Cadersvllle 

continues well into the Late Woo&and period. 

Projectile points typically L m d  in association with 
these wares is the Pigeon Side Notched type (Keel 
1916:127'-129). Also found, and spanning the 

iolloaing Comestee Phase, is the Garden Creeb 

Triangular point (Keel 1916: 1 131). The Copem 

Triangular is a rather vaguely d 
to occur in a broad range of Early t 
contexts throughout the Southeast. They are 

distinguished by recumate, lanceolate blades, and 

straight or excurvate bases. 

Some suggest that the Middle Woodland 

period reflects a new pattern ol settlement, with a move 

riot also been accompanied Ly wry convincing 

ethnobotanical evidence. 

Keel (1976229) a others suggest a strong 
external influence an the eon cdture, witL the 

ceramics suggesting a continuum 6 t h  &e materiab 
iound in the Georgia Piedmont or per 
Te~nessee area. As Purrington (1983: 137) observes, 
<ks is not, however, in agreement wit& Dickms' (1980) 

P analysis ot  ceramic diversity &nil% the Woodland 
Period. Nevertheless, there is mu& about tRe Middle 
WcmdlarPd $0, which we have little evidence and the 
period remains among the least well understood in t he  

mountains. 

Napier hope 1 966~51-60) and 
Connestee (Keel 4. 42-255) Series pottery are 

typical oi the second half of the 
the Mountain area and llkeiy date 

t o  800 or NO0 (cf. Keel P9?'6:221). The Napier series 

is a fine sand tempered ware with line complicated 

stamped designs. The Connestee series is a thin mUed 

sand tempered ware with brushed or simple stamped 

saPH&iBce Jeccwxtions. There are also cord marLeJl check 

r i c  impressedr and &in varieties. Projectile 

late Connestee and early Pis&, as well as the 
Connestee Triangular (Keel 1976 : 13 1 - 132). 

Connestee Phase and include a range ol prismatic 

eel (1 926 : 136) notes as being virtually 

indistinguishable, in metric terms, Lorn those Lurid at 
Ohio HopeweII sites. Not only was there contact with 
the Hopewell, but there seems to  also have been 

considerable internal development. For example, Keel 
(1976:225-226) suggests that the hazy pried of 
transition betareen Connestee and Pisgah may hold 
widence oi increasing dependence on cultigens. 

Keel (1916) reported on the Garden Creeb 

Mound No. 3 which containeil a $ominant: Connestee 

component based on George Heye's 19 15 examination 

of the mound. L t e r  work at Garden Creek Mound No. 

2 examined a portion of a village a i t L  a large quantity 

oi Cannestee remains. A number af postholes were 

scernable square house with 
corners measuring about 19 by 19 Let in 

outline. In addition, there were a number oi refuse pits 

a d  h e a r k .  The hear& included Loth rock gilled an$ 

Connestee sites in the region 

features. 

There are today several other studied 

Connestee sites in the region which are worthy oi 
mention. A large Connestee site aras encountered at tLe 

ottoms site (31CE41) by Ken Robiason 

avations for pipeline construction revealed 

a midden with preserved ethnob 
including a variety of nuts and se 

cup& oI cam. Features were well although 
no human remains were encountered. While postholes 

were common - indicating that struetiires were a!most 

certainly present - the conkfined scope ol the 



excucavations did not allow pafierns to be observed. 

the site was mechanically stripped, wi& the 

identiiication oi: about 210 features (25 features are 

discounted since they represent tree disturbances, 

oe disturbances, snd similar non-cdtural 

were stripped, reveaLng 168 features, yielding a density 

of 140 features per acre. It seems libely that the taro 
sites are very similar. 

T 
I en Connestee structures were 

identihed &om the work by Wetmore. 
measuring horn 21.4 to 21.6 et in Jiametex, with a 
mean oi 24.7 feet md a stan& deviation of 2.4 Let. 

oi posts comprising these structures varied 

horn a low oi 25 to as many as 150. 
uggests that the structures 

(TVetmore 3990: E 63). 

b o r e  et a]. (1996) r e p a  a 

stee component horn the 
Macon County Industrial 

Completion of that study sho 

additiomd information concerning Comestee -phase 
occupation in the Macon County area. 

Ward and Davis (1999:154) suggest &at 
Connatee sites are larger and "reilect greater 

occupational intensity" tban earlier Pigeon sites in the 
region. They are lound in QoodpLin setiinp and oiten 

cover several acres. l%%ere investigatated they seem to 

possess numerous leatures, inchding structures. While 
they don't believe that corn agricdture was present 

counting the corn irom Horshaw 

inclined to believe that tke sedemenis focused on "the 
cultivation of indigenous small-grain seed plants," as 

well as hunting, gathering, and iishing 

The amda$%e research on Connestee sites 

suggests a variety of significant research topics. Ward 
and Davis (1999:155) point out that not only is the 
terminus og the understood, but the phase 

t o  be: broLen into liner 6: 

require the excavation 

sites, L more radio 

additional kne-scale analysis of ceramic assemblages. 

They dlsc suggest that it rvonid be productive io pay 
more attention to the extra-local 

boundsries." They go on to sup 

&e adiiacts and ideas Berived Lorn 

the Hopeareli arer may be more 

al of the krst hi& of: the 
nestee &ase and that the §m& 

CreeL-Napier ceramic s ~ l e s ,  with 

tbeir southemly origins, may be more 

typical of the last ha14 ol the 

Connestee phase 

1999: 156). 

The South Appalachian Mississippian 

Lon;; &out A.D. 1100 PO A.D. 1640 is the 

elaborate level d culture attained by the native 

inhabitants and is Ioliowed by cultural disintegration 



alsease.3 The 
is characterized by complicated stamped pottery, 
complex social organization, agricdture, and the 

construction ag temple moun 

centers. 

examples contain both river sand crushed quartz. 
It is decorated with corqljicated stamping 

(characteristically rectangular - stamped), cLe& 

stamping and ladder- e rectiiinear patterns 
(Dickens 1970; Holden 1956). Other artiiacts 

associated with the Mississippian period include 

triangular points, flake scrapers, 
rnicrotooL, gravers, perioratorsr 

objects (celti, pipes, Ad &mi 

and mica (Keel 1976). 

place in the North Carolina mountains at sites such as 

Tuckmegee, Garden Creek, and 

Tuckaseke a town house was uncovered 
measuring about 23 Let in diameter with a central 

hearth (Keel 1976). At Warren son several roughly 
square structures were uncovered and they all allmeasured 
on the average &out 21 Let square. 

ceramics Lorn the Swannanoa series up through the 
PisgaL series (Dickens 1970; see 

1999: 16 1- 165). More recently 

examined the Pisgah assemblage 0-4 the BNnk Site 
(3lBN\'15L). This site is of special interest since it is 

h n d  in an anomdous setting at the head of a 

moilntain cove, rather than in the more typical Pisgah 
floodplain setting. 

Bu& at Pisgah sites tend to be flexed, to be 

mapped in a ietai position pointing ares 

3 p r e  5.  Types of Pisgah &ase burials (from Dickens 

found in one ol tLee 

straigkt-sided pits, sln 

chamber pits (Figure 5). Burial 

goods were most commonly shell (beads, gorgets, ear 

pins), animal bone (rattles and beads), or mica (cut 

or disk). 

Homes Hogue Wilson (1986) examined 

burials Lorn the Warren &on site in western North 
Carolina and provided some preliminary conclusions 

regarding social structure Lased on location of burials 

g to age and sex. For instance, she found more 

males than £emales were buried under structure Boors. 

TLese males incrilded primar& those under 25 or over 

35 years old. She also iound that individuals buried 

inside CA structures were more &eIy to 

included pit burials, side-chambered burials, and 

central-c k a d e r e d  Luri . Studies such as this can give 

great insight into the social organization oi 

s&rcie'eies. 

isg& Phase that evidence oi 

agriculture is cHez& &easrnernted azd the settlement - 
system seems to include both large villages - 
sdmetimes with rnoun& - and smaller haAets or 

farmsteads located along the va ey margins. Dickens 

uses this to suggest that the Pisgah people were still 
dependent on hunting and gathering. 



While the traditional view ]baas been tkat oof a 

pis& to Q u d a  evolution, some authors are suggesting 

that tLis is unterr&L and an bbax-ki$ad9s sL +he sites 

chosen for early research (see, for example, Moore 1986 
and more recentiy 

Ward md Davis (199 
phase had Lttie irnpae 
west oI the TucBsegee drainage -- such as the area of 

they suggest that, "an as-yet- 
d a  (or Lamar) phase culture was 

thriving in the western mountains at about the same 

time Pis& influence was being blt  in the central 

poltion ol the Appalachian Summit" 

1999 : 180). This view emphasizes th 
Q u a h  phase is best understood in the context oi the 

Lamar culture oi northern Georgia and eastern 
Tennessee. 

Given this belief that an 'Early 
eventualy Le identilild, 

which are decorated aith a notched applique strip 
beneath the lip The sudace treatment included 

complicated stamping using both reddinear and 

examples were also identilied (Keel 1916). 

in size and shape to those at Pis& sites (i.e., square 

with rounded corners about 20 Let on a side) were 

lound. They pssessed vestibule entrances and had 
interior supports. In the center the -t 3 mctures were 

clay hearths. Excavations revealed not only residential 

architecturel but also a mound md a series oi six 
1 superimposes toam houses. but the most recent 

e, about 36 Let on a side, vAa 

ule entrance. The most 

recent town house was r 

ard and Davis suggest t 
larger and more nucleated in the Mi 
but became more cLPersed later in ti 
observe that the continued use ol the Coweeta Greek 

mound and town house, even though there was no 

longer a s m o u n b g  d a g e ,  "indicates a strong sense og 

community even though people may have lived some 

distance apart' (Ward and Davis 1999: 181). 
tively, it may indicate the exce 

or religious attachment to the r 

es are bund in pits sirndar 

ites. The 83 burials horn 

Coweeta Creek (wLich included 87 individuals) were in 

either simpL, straight -sided, oval to rectangular pits or 

in pits with cylindrical shafts. and side chambers. 

Oneni~ ion  was typic& to the southeast. Grave goods. 

when present, included shell beads, gorgets, pins; stone 

ssels; rattles; and ocher. Craves 
ge area, oken associated with 

houses and many times at or below hear&. Ward and 
Davis also note that there were burials within an$ 

to- house - suggesting that these 

especially important 

rJ and Davis 1999: 
ion, they suggest that the cycles oi 

ction and rebuilding were associated 

with the death and burial oh signikcant leaders. '$*hey - 
also suggest that wMe males were dominant in torun 

!eadership, hmaies filled the roles d clan leaders. 

Cdtivation continuad to be the most 

impohnt Nbsistence activityP &Lou& wild were 

collected and a Lroad range of animals were hunted - 
(although deer provided the 

The previously mentioned E L  rite 

y Wetmore (1990) also revealed 

a phase material. At Last seven 



,i Be I o bun& were thought to be 
common burial pit (n=3) was a s 

style, pipnth the pit being oval (averaging &out 2.8 by 2.2 
Let). Two graves were described as "stepped or 

probably pits with centrai chambers. The grave shahs 
were again oval, with the tovo examples measuring 2.6 
by 2.4 and 3.8 by 3.4 feet. The single example oi a 

simple pit was also oval, measuring 4.1 by 2.4 feet. Of 
alla Louses all were rectangular. The 

t h e  wkch were complete had measurements averaging 

25.4 by 28.1 feet. 

The most common 

site rvas plain (45. !% of th 
smoothed (34.8%). Complicated stamped suriace 

treatment is reported on only 6% of the pottery, 

followed by cord marking on 4.5% of the sherds. 

Simple stamping, brushed, and "othern are mi 

iinishes. Other adifacts Woahy of mention k c 1  

hematite which exhibited groove 

I990:I58) and quartz crystals (which Moonv 
[1900:298] noted as having special powers and being 

used by conjurers). 

More recently Scoti Shumate and Larry 
Kirnball (1997) examined a small, ca. A.D. 1650 
Q u a L  settlement (31 SWZ3) in the Nantahala 
National Forest. At this sits they iound two structures 

which were likely related. One appears to Le a mug - - 

circular winter house measuring about 22.5 bet  in 

diameter. TLe structure had a central hearth, as well as 
three shallow basin-shaped interior pit leatures. Just 

outside the structure, they suggest that an elliptical rocb 

contained a nLmber oI which they interpret to 
be interior partitions. ~~fiao present are several sMlom 

hearth.  Nearby were several large pits wkch they 

interpret to be storage pits. 

Aso in 1997 Brett and his colleagues 

reported on a ca. A D .  140 lernent in Jackson 

County (31JKZ91) with she ich "resemble both 
Pisgah &ase or QuaUa &ase materials, hut do not 

conform neatly to eliher d these previous$ deiined late 
Mississippian conkgurations" (Riggs et  al. l9W:vi). 
The ceramics may reflect a transition horn Pisgah to 

uaUa, or they may reflect a Lamar antecedent. The 
reiativei). early date may also suggest that the wares are 

representative of the "Early Qualla9' sought by Ward 

and Davis (1999) 

A single rimcture from the excavations is 

suggestive 04 'a squared house with rounded corners and 

a vestibule entrance (Eggs et  ai. 1.99~68). T h e  site 

also $scurnented a corn economy, supplemented by a 

diverse range og dd lioods. 

Research questions Ior the Q u a L  

include, o4 course, an e&r+ to determine the existence 

overall relations beheen the ~ i s ~ a h ]  Qualla, and Lunar 
ceramics. In addition, Wetmore and her colleages note 

that "information about 18th century Middje Cherokee 

ges and homestead organization9' is critical 

etrnore t~ al. 1996:11). The same can be said for 
earlier Q u d a  assernblades since the changes which 
occur between Early-, Middie, and Late phases - when 

recognized at aU - are based exclusively on the pottery. 

The Cherokee were divided into five distinct 

settlements by the British Colonial government. While 

the rationale for the division itsell was based on the 

needs oi est&lishing and controliing trade. the actual 

&visions reflect not only historical lacton, but also the 
physiography ot the region. 

The kve areas incL 

situated at ttkne Lot  the Blue 
oaing into the Atlantic. Found in South 

Carolina an$ Georgia, cirasterecl around t k e  Savannah 

&verI these include Chauga., Tugalo, and Estatoe. The 
L m d  donk; and at the headwaters 

ie Tennessee Paver and include Cowee, joree 

o spelled Jore), and Nequasee. These towns are about 

04 primarily small mountains. The 
be considered a western subdivision 

and were located along the Valley, 
Notiely, and Hiwasesee rivers in western North Groiina. 

These toms  tended to be more isolated, being separated 
1 from the east by the Nantahala Mountains a m  Lorn 

the noah and west by the Great Smoky Mountains. 



\7iUages here include Pea 

situated to the north of the 
southeastern slops oi tLe 

Upper T o m ,  were situated in the APPaIachian Great 

Valley Province. The toms extend from Grest Tellico 

and Settacco westward along t e Little Tennessee, 
Hiwassee, and Tennessee rivers. 

history of misunderstanding, broben promises, and 

horr ik  sufiering. Because oi the advancement of the 

white frontier, there aras a great deal of intertribal strife 

and boundaV rearrangements gxecipitsated by the 

dislocation of tribes east of the ~Lerokee. With 

contact witL the svhite pioneers war ensued and a 

number od CheroLee ages were destroyed. Both war 

population waS reduced by K i d  in 1138 by disease 
(Wright 1981 :Zl8) .  

HistoricaUy, the Lower Cherobee used the 

western Piedmont ol South Carolina as a hunting 

territory. The eastern limits o l  this 
were defrned by the presence oI the 
According to Logan (1859) there was e common 

hunting .ground between the Lower Ch 
Catawba Indians A i c h  encompassed 

Richland, Fairheld, Chester, and Yorh. Hatley (1993) 
states that the Cherokee hunting grounds had been 

rnodiked by years of purposefu! intervention and some 

of the most pductive hunting a 

and &anting lands. 'These pat 

ridges, canebrabes, and old &el&, maintained in a sere 

oI y m g  by light b - Provided a habitat 
&ere deer could pre be bun& (Hatley 
1993212). 

The settlement patiern lor the 
in$Bvdual house sites was at the &ax 01 
tillable land and sources oi Lesh mite 

was abundant, houses wouId sometime 

the middle oi fields (Fogelson and Kutsche 1961 :90). 
The seasonal planting cycle seems to have strongly 

e d e d  the rhythm ol eighteenth century Cherobee life. 

Small hunting parties went out from late October to 
the early spring, with shorter hunting trips during the 
summer (Gearing 1958: 1 150). Oken, these summer 

Lunting forays took place only aker the corn was 

and beIore it was ready to be harvested 

(Fogelson and Kutsche 1% I). 

es their pattern of settiernent : 

situated, as to Le convenient -for 

procuring game, secure Lorn sudden 

invasion, having a large &strict of 

exceuent arable land adjoinin$ or in 

its vicinity, if pssibie on an isthmus 

betwixt two waters, or wLere the 

. . . At other times however ther; 

wLen e k ~ k c e s  

having both together (Bartram 1980 
[1191]:400-401). 

a+tAacts associated with the historic Cherokee 

include the discussed Qua 
should be noted that E$oR (I962':68-15) argues that 
there is marLed variation in Q d l a  ceramics between 

the Georgia and "c Carolina toms, the North 
Carolina towns, an the Tennessee toms. This 
argument was 1 bolstered by evidence horn 
TucLasegee (Keel 1916). In &&ion to Quaila 

cs, s m d  triangular points are also 

as weU as evidence d European interaction. 

hile the iirst Europeans to make contact 

with the Cherobee were the Spanish, it isn't entirely 

certain whether de Sots's $539- 1540 entmJa into the 
interior managed to find its way to the Cherokee (lor a 

sion ol the various interpretations, see Wilson 
Appendix I). It seems reasonable that the 

mountaim were reached, and that the Cherokee became 

acquainted with the Spanish, although the impact may 

not haw been as great as might be imagined. It is more 

dear the expeditions led by Pardo and Boyam reached 





the Cherokees. Regardless, the krst substantive, and 

continued impact, came Lorn English trading ventures, 

largely originating horn Virginia (Crane 1928; ILghts 

1957). If his enthusiasm lor presenting the Hebraic 
origin ol the Cherokee can be discounted, 

(1930) History qi the Arne n I n A n s  presents 

indu&le infomation on the e during the English 

CoIonial Period. 

Given the oken unscrupulous 

ot  many whites, coupled wit 

encroachment by cutting down the iorests and 
creating plantations, the Yemadsee War (1 71 5- 3.718) 

- - 

should have come as no surprise. 

During the first halI ol the Yemassee War 

there were scattered repods ol Cherokee hostility, 

counterbalanced by iresuerit assurances from the 
western traders that the Cherokee were, at worst, 

neutral. The h a r  that the Cherokee wodd aiign with 
Creek and wipe out the English settlements, however, 

Toms, came to Charleston and promised to join with 
the English against tbe Creeks. 

Heartened by this show oi solidarity, Maurice 

Mathew led troop out of Charleston, intending to 
meet with a large Cherokee farce and wage aar on the 
Creeks. The Cherokee, however, iaiied to appear and 
Mathem instead oi waging arar on the Creeks marched 
to the Lower Toms, arriving at Tugaim. There he 
found a considerable diversity of opinion regarding &e 

wisdom ol going to war against the Cree 

more western ~ i d d e  Towns were somewLat isolated 

frvm the Creeks, many in the Lower Toms feared the 
cost oi such an undertahng. 

The Cherokee also qui 

English mere more interested i 

Toms into a arar &enzy than in going to war 

themselves. Mathew repeatedly avoided promising zny 

"joint undertakinl and war hard pessed to wen make 

promises ol weapons or powder. 

Eventually a Creeh party, under a banner oi 

truce, came to TugaIao to discuss peace. The entire 

Creek delegation was killed Ly the most hostile of the 

Cherokee. Hatley observes that. "sensing that the war 

against the Creeks which they had hoped to incite 

among the Cherokees, but which the coionists wished 
1 ~ 7  to avoid themselves, was about to begin, the 

English troops hurried out oi Tugaioo" (Hatley 
r993:26). The Lower Cherikee Toms would pay a 

high pice ior their "alliance" with the English. The act 

of violence was returned almost immediately an$ 

constituted "the Kginnings oi an episode of inter-tribal 

war &ich would continue over the next thirty parsw 

(Hatley 1993:21). Muslrhogean as iar south as 

ApaLchee joined farces and began raiding the 
Cherabee. The eHeots were so damaging to the 

Cherokee that in 1124 they attempted to make peace 

directly with the Spanish in order to dampen the 

cripPhg slaw raids by the Creeks. The overture to the 

Spanish was largely rejected and the Cherokee 

eontimud to suger for their "aUiancen with Ckarleston. 

e future assumptions ol 

both the English and CLerokee Ior years to come. For 
example, the English seized on the massacre ol the 
Cree125 as prooI of a Cherokee-Endish alliance. The 

Cherokee, however, came away with a very di&erent 

understanding which largely Iocused on the iailure on 

hil the basic obligation ol allies to 

light together. This lack of trust would still be strongly 

blt among the Cherokee Iori-y years later.4 

In I120 ex-Governor Johnson mote to the 

Council oi Trade and Plantations about the mumbscr og 

Indians on the border of South Carolina (see Wilson 

1983: 160- 161). Using data gathered by traders just 

ehre the Yemarsee War in 1715, Johnson reported 

t L t  the Cherobee, divided into "Up 
rqLower9~towns, accounted for 10,2 
were located between 320 mi! 450 miles northwest 0% 

?! -i bovernor Craven the CfieroLees to go to war &;eh 
the Creeks . . . ." 



Charleston. By 1125 the Cherokee were complaining 

bitterly about the influx of white settlers, suggesting - - 
that this b&er between t 

considered to be Cherokee iand. The colonial 

response was limited, at best. The e 

Y ernassee War had crippled South Carolina, nearly 

destroyed her economy, and drove a wedge between the 
coionists and the Proprietors. 

It was during South Caroha Governor James 

Glen's 13 year term - the longest of any colonial 

governor in the state - that he advocated Carolina's 

madest destiny. Harkening Ladl  to such expansionists 

as Naire, Glen realized Chat the Cherokee blocaed 

South Carolinafs prceived right to more Land. While 

Cherobee trade increased (at a time &hen Indian trade 

was beginning to decline in economic value), there aas 

a growing fear ol the Cherobee among South 
Carolinians. In w h t  seems ahost: to be a repeat of 

history, Glen atimnpted to organize a conference aiih 
the CberoLee in 1155 to determine their sumo&. The 

A A 

1 importance of the timing cannot be overstates, since 

this marks the beginning oi &at elsewhere was known 

as the Seven Years War, but is o m  as the FreneL 

an$ Indian War in tLe colonies. 

The Cherokee, tired ol colonial 

gamesmans hip, r e b e  

suggesting a more neutral location midway betareen the 
two seats d government. S a U a  was selected and Glen 
put on a grand show. Rounding up local pioneer settlers 

for show? there was a great deal ot' talk, with the 
Cherahee eventually proposing an alliance. Glen, either 

through ignorance or greed, misinterpreted the 
Cherokee intention 04 good beHievind that tLe 

Cherokee had provided him -with a lee-simple-deed to all 
ol their lands in the region. as the Treaty of 
S&&, mucL od the Indim I. 
+.en "9 by the Cherokee. 

the modern couniies oI Anderson, Rckens, and Ocovnee 
- aad Greenvik County, were resewed ior the 

Cherokee, dong with their ho 

the Indian Boundary by this treaty. Two forts also 

resuited from the treaty - Fort Prince George at 

Keowei: and Fort Loudon on the Tennessee River. 

Oi course the Cherokee had no such, ixtention. 

As mentioned, while this territory was largely 

devoid of settlement, it served as a buffer between tLe 

English and Cnerolee, Letareen the Cherokee and the 
Catawba, and likely between the Cherokee and the 

Creek (Hatley 199382). Hatley observes that not only 

were there txmulatiora shifts in the Lower Towns. wi th  
i. I 

tLe Creek kbing on increased prominence, but there 

also seems to be some evidence 31 Cherokees moving 
om the Lower Towns, coming into contact 

with the emerging colonial settlements of the region. 

&er the 1155 Treaty ol Saluda, settiers &om 

Maryland Pennsylvania, Virginia, and North Carolina 

begam to Rood into the newly opened territory. The - - - 
range of dhnic groups distinguished this migration 

irom many others and Scotch Irish, Germans, Swiss, 

aptists, Quakers, and even French Huguenots 

Six ~ i & d  became associated with the Scotch-Irish 

urg area to the east oi 

Ever in tLe 1760~. With 
setdement came increased tensions - and conflicts. 

In August of 1 759 South Carolina's Governor 

Lyttelton halted arms and ammunition sales to the 
CheroLees. Not satislied that this Ad the desired Aect, 

October he announced that Le would "take cornmad 

of the Iorcer myseli and carry the war into the Enern]:s 

countryB' (quoted in Hatley 1993 : 1 14). Sensing that 
tensions were high, the Cherokee sent a delegation to 
Charleston io make peace with the This e&a 

w m  rebuiied by Leelton who went beyond the realm of 

and took the delegation hostage. This 
a m  u s d Y  c d  the Clberokee War, 

through 1261, although there is no 

the CLerokee called it, or wanted it. in  
actuality, it consists oI three separate campaigns 

launched into the Cherokee temitory, but they are 

ecause no one campaign 
ents that in spite of this: 

t o m  ol Settico and a iew of tire Lower Toms, returned the 
injuries they received at the bands oi Virginia setbiiers 

attacEzing severd western settlements oi South Carolina. 



the three initiatives, 1&e acts in a 

play, were distinct, with each moving 

toward tbe same ending. A krnd of 

public drama lor Carolina society, 

the Che-rsLee War moved horn near 

Iadure in 1159 to bid&-success a year 

h e r ,  to the acLieverneni, at Last on 

paper, ol d i t a r y  objectives under 

T h e  krst campaign was desc 

ridicuious by no less than 

pointed out that Lyttelton has no 

~ n d i a n  He marched to Keowee and camped 

across the river Lorn the the course of many 
weeL he tLeatened and i d e d  to either win 
concessions or show any rneaningM ulorce. Smallpox 
finally drove him out. of Indian country and back to 

to the City aras to introduce 

e, however, had lek his CherojRee 

George and these Indians were 

eventually "butchered . . . in a Manner t 
Relate" by kthe trwps in reprisal ior (the k 
their number (Hatley 1993:126). In response, the 

Cherokee and Creeb began negotiations, an event which 

sent shock waves through Charleston. 

In the early Spring of 1160 the UEing d the 

Indian hostages was revenged by 
swept through tho backcountry. The 

chaos and Sot.& Carolina ccnvineed London that 
British troops were needed. Regulars under the 

command oi Archibald Montgomery began the second 

campaign. The Lower T o m s  oi 
Toraarayp ~uaiatchee, and Conazatc 

.ionp with their food supplier. O 
Middle Toms however, Montgo 
at~acLed $ the Cherobee and rout 
they marched to the 
retreat back to Char1 
Montgomery announced that he would board ships in 
the harbor and set sad out of South Carolina's Indian 

This, as might be imagined, caused a new 
? round o l  panic ana paranoia in Charleston, Aich was 

1 only aeepned by the discovery that the troops of the 

Overhi1 Fort ~ o u d o n  garrison were slaughtered by the 

Cherokee under a flag ol truce. 

The third campaign aas organized and initidly 

lead by Lt. Governor William uU. This campaign 

resulted in 33 days of raising havoc in the Cherokee 
settlements. Enough damage aas done this time to 

TI recognized as an overall leader oi 

peace that LU (Hadey 1993: 153- 
154). 

The campaigns were traumatic, revealing the 
e,jarrassing mdit~ry and financial weabness of the 
South Carolina colony, the inability of its leaders to 

devise military operations, and the lack of enthusiasm 

on  the pad of North Carolina to be brouiht into 

les to the south. The war also challenged the myth 
relationship beheen the Cherokee and 

h sides behaved in reprehensible lashon. 

nnocents and those under flags ol  truce. 

But most of all, it continued to gnaw at the 

pyche  ol South Carolina, emphasizing the discord 

between planter and merchant, upcountry pioneer and 
lowcountry &inter, and white owners and black slave. 

Further, peace did not come cpi2bly or convincingly. 

lations Letween red and white were so strained 

Cherokee did not welcome bacb traders as they 

had in the past. In prticular, the younger members of 

the Cherokee toms expressed an intensive denial of 

A i t e  culture, wanting nothing to do with the &fie 

man, his way9 or his trade goo&. 

The boundary line was re-established and, ior 

the Cherokee, it oIlered an opportunity to re-establish 

their relationship with South Carolina. The Cherokee 

ired what could be called a serni-pemeabL boundari, 

ich might allow trade wLen it was advantageous and 
iornaey to Leep the peace, but which would 

erhaps even prevent, the mreliing L m e r  

settlements. This pro bi 
Superintendent oi Indian 
cautioned tLat a more e 

Lshd than that desire 

ose Lac& Countries are i 

Part ol the People, and 

pcrpetlrai Jealousy and 
rooted Hatred for each other is reciprocdl (quoted in 

Hatley 1993:206) 

dthough  little more than a lootnote in the 
history oi Cherokee-English relations, there are a 





number of documents which outline the eMohs ol 

~ i cha rd  Henderson to acquire vast tracts ol Cherobee 

Hand. Hatley 6199521 7) relers to - .  

representing "a group ol Nolth Carolina land 

speculatorsw and notee that he acsuired the terr i tory 

between the Cumberland ver to the south and the 

Kentucky River to the no& lor 510,000 of trade 

Other documents recount haw the Cherokee 

Chief Lide Carpenter travele 
to select the trade goo to acquire the land 

derson appears to have made at least taro 

it seems clear that much oI Henderson's work was 
speculative, at least: 1.000 settlers arere reported to have 

taben advantage oI these private land cessions. 

&loreover, Henderson was apparently encouraging 

others to individually purchase Cherokee lands - a 

practice Aich the Nolth Carolina government held to 
be illegal ((Andenon and Lewis 1983:221). Ol cause, 

Henderson's private actions were n 

Crown simply because they tended t 
The land called Transylvania. wLc 
horn the Cherokee by Henderson, belonged to Lord 
Grandle -- so the private land deals were seen as 

cutting into the land holdings o4 the Crown and his 

agents. In addition, Henderson deman 

Crown either acLodeJge ihe land cessio 

establish his 3wn gbvemment 
1983:392). Eventually Hendenon was ordered to be 

arrested (.Anderson and Lewis 1983:458). 

can Revolution c 

the colonists and the C 
m s  one of relative c 

e revolution raged on 

primarily in the northern colonies. Ther 
raids in the backcountry by loplists based in East 

Florida, but these were minor compared to what would 

occur later. The greatest raid, in the backcountry, was 

tLe iinal GLerokee solution. 19 seems that whatever 

hopes the Whigs had of continuing peaceid relations 

with the Cherobee were abandoned in the spring oi 

1176. There were occasional Indian raids, w h h  might 
have been priicipted in by the Cherokee (see Millining 

9313-315). ks in the pat, however, anger was 

generated more by w L t  the Cherokee might do, rather 
than by what they, in fact, had done. 

&o in the past suppried the CheroLees, suddenly 

spoL out urging their virtual elimination: 

It is expected yoil mabe smooth worb 
as you go -- that is you cut up every 

Indim corn fieid, and bum every 

In$an t o m  - an$ that every Inkan 
taken shall be the slave and property 

0% the taLer; tLat ithe nation be 

extirpated, and the lands become the 

shall never give my voice &or a peace 
wi& the Cherobee Nation upon any 
other terns tLaE their removal 

beyond the mountains @rayton 

poted in Hatley 1993: 192). 

e old voices of colonial manifest destiny were thereby 

united with the arhig philosophy ol heedom and 

an intercoloniJ campaign with troops horn several - - 

colonies penetrating the tribal territory for the purpose 
oi destroying the Cherokee. As in the past, the 

campaign was marred hy poor planning, poor 

ation, and poor leaderrhip but it did succeed in 

seriously damaging the CheroLee Ian 

participant noting that the Cherokee "were reduced to a 

state ol tLe most deplorable and metched being oken - 
to subsist on insects and reptiles oi every inndu 

Estatoe, Tugaloo, Tamassee, Cheowee, and Eustaste 

Iull o4 crops were destroyed. 

The CLerobees were to {ace at least seven 

major o&nsives belore t h e  evolutionary War was 

For exampie, in  h g u s t  1126, Grifhth 
eriord lead Koirh Carolina troops against the 



towns along the Tuchasegjee, Ocon 
and upper Little Tennessee riwrs. In 
Carolinians attacked the Lower Towns and then aided 

Rutherford in destroying the Middle T 
Samuel Jacb burned toms  at the 
Chattahootchee and Tugaioo rivers, wide the 

Virginians burned the ae rh i i l  toms found on the 

Little Tennessee. 

Each attack was similar to the previous and 
eventually the Cherokee was broken. With only a 

RandM ol settlements and many ol her people 
starving the Cherokees sued lor peace, signing two 

separate treaties. The hrst was signed on May 20, 
1741 at DeVitt's Corners. Mere the Cherokee 

surrendered nearly all their remaieg terr i tory in South 

Carolina. The Indians, howwer, were prmitted to 

remain in the ceded Indian territor)s 'Q 
indulgencen and it is clear that ther began to rebuild a 

ber oi their Lower Towns in O c ~ n e e  County 

ing 196931 9). A second treaty was signed on July 
20, 1177 at the Long 1sL-d of the Holston. Here the 

rything they pssessed east ol the 

the colonial governments' lust for 

land and driving the Cherokees (at least on paper) 

"beyand the mountains." Sporadic raids, however, 

continued until the Treaty ol Paris in 1282. 

By this time there were signs ol political and 

opdation was Jowly .hiking 

ama, northwestern Georgia, 

and the far western podions o l  N o ~ h  Carolina. 

Migration &o began to the Indian Territory west oi the 

Mississippi River. In 1789 the Iederai government 

aith little attention p i d  the 

I988:10). Riggs notes tirat the more traditional 

Cherokee - many in the Middie Toms - resisted 

these e&ris, 

The Middie Towns, su&ering from war, 

depopulation, a decline in the Lr trade, and a lacb 04 
vlBle alternative economic opportunities continued to 

suger. A census ol the Cherokee ir. 1809 recordis a 

population oi about 2054. individuals in the region and 

documents their extraordinary poverty. ILggs observes 

that the census reveals 8.2% horse, 0.68 cattle, an$ 

0.62 hogs per capita, compared to averages 15 ta 20 
times as great in the more mixed-blood Overhill Toms 

The United StatesiCherokee Treaty og 1819 
ceded Ckerohee lands in Tennessee, North Carolina., 

Georgia, and Alabama {or iands in the Western 
Cherokee Nation. A brief clause in this treaty allowed 

Cherokees d o  wished to  stay to become citizens and 

thus be granted a 640 acre " in d ivi d ua 1 reservation" 

(Riggs 1988:23). The response aar far greater than the 
United States Government anticip 

to the west on Totla 

leach). Nor& Carolina, however, refused 

to grant citizenship to these Indians, at the same time 

that the Cherokee Nation pssed a jaw that reiused 

citizenship to those who emigrated to Arkansas or who 

took individual reservations. 

a+ there were not less than 17 
treaties with the Cherokee between L 185 and 1835. In 
more the 75% ol these treaties the Indians ceded land 

and in each case the remainder of their territory was 

"guaranteed forever." He notes that this eternity was, on 

average, about lour years (Milling 1969:334; see also 

cyee 1875). 

During the early nineteenth century there was 

a growing mestizo class which sdopted many ol the 

mestizo iamily jrom the excavation oi their cabin site 

(31CE274) on the south side ol the Hiwassee Ever. He 
at wMe the Ltlstonc documents suggest that the 

%:arndy was "Cherokee in name o ." the archaeological 

evidence reveals a far more bicultural hausehold. For 
example, it appears that traditional 

still in use, carved stcne pipes were present, and the 
gamily maintained something approaching a traditional 

ggs suggests that this blending, or "ambigaityW 

ect an attempt by t h e  Iamiiy "to 'hedge their 

Lets' in a social and aolitisigl climate wLere cultural 
A 

was crucialw or that the mixed assemblage may 

simply represent the transition oi the iarniIy, caught 



midaay betareen taro digererent wodds. No conciusion is 

really poss&le, based on Chis one excavation, but it 

reveals that there is stdl much to learn &out even tAe 

historic Cherokee. 

30 and the 1835 

crisis for the North Carolina C 
exchanged all remaining Chero 

Mississippi {or arestern territory 

removal oI aU CKerokee nationa 

ecaure of the reserwes' pec&ar 

citizenship status (they had 
renourrced Cherokee citiz 

Xorth Carolina 

acknowledge them as ci 

militia to discriminate between 

Cherokees, a d  took reLge in the 

mountains to avoid internment and 

deportation (ILggs 1988: 19) 

The final removal is widely recognized as one of the 
picable events in American history. 

herobees rounded up for forced 

deportationr 4.000 died due the journey. Those 

wLieh were able to Bee and e in the mountains 
formed the nucleus oi what later became legally 

recognized as the Eastern Band ci the Cherokee and 

who continue to live in the 
7 Reservation. 

estem Xo&h CaroLna. egan to be opened to 
limn settlement in years shortly after the 

erican Revolution. For example, the area o l  

Buncombe and Haywood counties were opened to 

setthm-ieni by the Treaty of Hopare in 1185, although 
it wasn't untd the Treaty oi Tekco that at least same oI 
the area 04 modern-& Macon County was officially 

opened lor white settlement. T h e  Meigs-Freeman Line, 

surveyed in 1802, the Cherokee-Anglo border 

along the northeastern shore he Tuckasep River, 

about 20 miles east of Fra in, in central Macon 

Countym VirtuaiLj all of M County came under 

%lo control as a resuit o l  the 18 i 9 treaty. 

Macon County wasn't created until 1828, 
&en it wras broken o horn Hayarood County. By 
1839 Cherokee County was further created horn the 
old Macon County, althou& that lek M a c o n  still 
holding land which would eventually become Jackon 

and Swain counties (CorLitt 1950). 

By 1850 the oi Macon County 

(which stretched as an irregulv rectangle Lorn the 

Tennessee border southward to the Georgia border) had 
grown to 6,389 from only 4,869 in 1840. Of these, 

5,734 were &es a d  

slaves m r e  recorded for 

There were 631 Iarms in the county, holding on average 

225 acres of Lnd, aith an awrage d u e  of $636. In 

contrast, Cherokee County, roughly the same size and 
stretching Lorn Macon's border westward to the 
Tennessee and Georgia lines, reported 459 farms, each 

with only 21 1 acres, but an average value of $884. To 
the east lay Haruood County, slightly smaller but still 

Tennessee to Georgia. This 
arms, averaging 600 acres in 

rage value oi $149. To the 

County, with 1,105 Larms, 

an average o l526  acres and an average value 

As might be imagined u~.con;be County was, 
in the immediate region, the leader in the p d u d i o n  of 

rye (143,095 busheis eornpar 

County), wheat (27,s 
and corn (487,01 

e also produced more Irish potatoes 

(29,342 bushels compared to 23,014.) and hay (3,244 
tons compared to ady  121 tons). Yet surprisingly, 

Macon County did p d u c e  over a third more rye than 

neighboring Cherokee and Haywood counties (each of 



which produced under 47,000 bushels). And Maeon 

County produced more corn and wheat than Cherobw 

County, and more potatoes than Haywood County. But 
iggest d&erence was in the 

the counties farmed horn its land, was to become an 
area where the Burley tobacco would be grown into the 
twentieth century. This tobacco, cured by air and 
heavier-bodied than Bri would become a major 

commodity in the 1860s 

Consequently, while the Macon County's 

farms were smaller and had lower values, they weren't 

necessarily less than those in neighboring 

counties. In L t ,  the tobacco crop suggests that tthe 

Macon farmers were Iinding a special niche and 
exploiting it success while a t i l l  managing to focus 

ecause of the isolation, there tended to be 
economic stagnation in much of the m a 1  mountain 

area ol Noah Carolina. Industrial development was slow 

and few towns were formed. The CivJ War had 

relatively little impact on the area, and many ol the 

region's Iamers were openly sympathetic to the Union 

cause. TLe area also became a sage haven for Union 

deserters. Powel (1 989:3 
was known for its Union deserten and their hecpent 
raids on surrounding farms. Perhaps even more - 
debilitatingr however, were the taxes imposed by the 
Confederate government, amounting to a 10% levy on 

all I a m  

emphasis on agricultural &xused on sell- 
suCIiciency. This region, u 

SoztL, Lad never relied on 

and tKere was not the extent ad either economic or 

social, shock akew the war. Keverthelsss, Macon 
remained isolated, particularly Lo 

nolihern Georgia over contact with western Noah 
Carolina. It waen't until the completion ol the highway 
through the Cowee Mountain Gap in 1926, when 

Franklin became connected to DiIMmro and the 

ester= Nor& Carohm ailroad, that this changed. 

As Macon County moved 

twentieth century the forces ol agriculture began to 
S ~ O W ~ ~  give m y  to tourism and, particuIarIy, an increase 

in retirement communities and vacation Lames. This is 

tiona! pressures on the &agile 

aeological resources ol the region. 

ex of sites were identified in the Xotla 

Vdey  as a result of the Cherokee projed initiated by 
joffre Coe and his students in the early 1960s (Ward 

hese include 31LW, 

h investigation oi an earlier airport runway 

D,. Haward hes 
n 1991. At that time 

a psited Q u a L  

farmstead or hamlet immediately noah ol the airport 

runway, was identihd and was determined to be 

eligible lor inclusion on the National 

Register. The site was to be greenspaced and not 

disturbed by the construction. Some additional 

recoverage of this area resulted from a survey oi the 
Macon County Industrial Parh (Southerlin et 



this testing program was to coued  inhrmation on t h e  

data sets present at the site, and their integrity. With 
&is information it would be poss&le lor the SHPO to 

olIer an opinion concerning eligibility to the lead 
agency. Moreover, it would be to dewlop an 

appropriate data recovery plan (outlined in Appendix 2 

an intensive mapping regimen to 

locate intact leature deposits within 

machinery), mapping and 
ieatures, and 

TLe project area was divided into two sections 

$or the purpose of sampling. Section A, consisting of 

about 13 acres, was identiiied as possessing a hi& 

ptential lor archaeological remains because of its 

i d  or gently sloping t ~ ~ o g a & ~ .  This area a s  

e explored using an 8% sample. Section B, 
consisting ol about I acres, was identiked as possessing 

a low p t e n d  lor archaeological remains because ol its 

more steeply sloping topography and evidence ai 

erosion. This area w a s  to be explored using a 2% 
5 

The excavation was to use a backhoe with a 

t in order to remove the overlying 

plowone and orpose hatures. The units lor this work 

were to be a series of trenches, each approximately 6 
feet in width and 100 feet in length. At the base of the 
plowone, tbe data recovery anticipated that shovel 

skimming or troweling would be used to clean the 

exposed sudacace, allowing the mapping ai features and 

A total of 15 trenches (6 by 100 feet) were 

anticipated in Section A and 10 trenches (again, 

approximately 6 by 100 Let) were anticipated in tLe low 

probabdiv Section B. 

d not anticipte the need lor 

d buried midden be 

identiked, it recognized that hand excavation muid be 
necessary. 

es were to be nu;nbered scqxientiaily and marbed 

as burials shouldbe clearly noted" and also stipulated 

that the identAcation o i  human remains would require 

compliance with North Carolina Code, Article 3, 
Section 10-26 et. seq. ("Unmarked Human Burial and 



Human S keled Remains 

Where features and Dostholes were 
L 

encountered, the scope required both B/W an 

no ieatures were present, no photography ass necessary. 

Documentation oi up to 300 Latuxes and 4,000 

the trencL was to be covered with kilter iabric an$ 
LacLiided. 

Within taro weebs of the cornpietion of the 

project a hker management summary was to be 

provided, with a knal report ro be submitted as soon as 

This hnal report was to include "standard 

reporting information as areU as complete drawings oi 
each tranrect map as we1 as a projed map showing 
the locations oi each transect within the over4 projed 

area" (Moore 20003). The report was dso to contain 

a list og keatures as much inIormation as 

psslble within the scope ol the project, as we 

inventory of photographs. The repod, however, was not 

to "address any level of artifact analysis d e s s  it is 
deemed necessary by the contractor." 

The testing also spec& 

County would be respons;ble lor pmviOing both the 
backhoe and operator, as weU as a w t e r  tar& to allow 
watering-doam oi the trenches to enhance Ieature roil 
cojon lor photograpLy. 

'igure 8. Excavation and screening of Unit 2. 

grit4 and the ~ l i o u s  trenches. Survey work a a s  provided 

ickson and they have established additional 

control points which can be independently used to 

aeconstmd the Iscations cd tLe trenches. 

Tbe original survey grid used at the site for 

shovel testing and consisting of pin Rags was no longer 
present. The control point, previously esta 

centedine oi SR 1434, 61 -5 feet grid 
150R1900 point, aas stiU present. I 
second control point, a %-inch reba, was &o -placed on 

the site. Both points were up by the site sunrey 
2nd can be used to relocate both the origixai shovel test 

tractor with a backhoe. This equipment aras not large 

enow& to  open the area needed in order to complete the 

testing program prior to severe winter weather. A 
sequent piece oi equipment, on loar. Irom the Macon 

~ o u n &  ianAMi, while larger, did not Lave a toothless 

bucket and could not be devoted to the project ior more 

than a clay. Lackzing appropriate equipment, the first - - 

owed reiatiJy l e i  oT the needed trenches to be 

opened. 



'igure 9. Tracked backhoe opening a trench. 

During this ''down time" we decided to open 
iwo 5-foot units at the western edge 04 the site (Figure 
8). b i l e  not required bjr the Scope of Work, we ieIt 

i 
that since the lack of equipment provided some 

unanticipated time, it wodd be help 

- - .  

aim waiuate the artidixt content ol the plowzone. 

were tied into tRe 
control points. Velt 
the extant ground suriace. 

through %inch mesh. Pkn  

scale of 1-inch to 2-&eet. 

same Korizontal scale with an exaggerated Vedic4 scale 

oi 1-inch to I-foot. 

At the end of the krst week tIse County 
contracted with Appdachian Construdior.. Vork thus 
iar had revealed that the clay soils (not cultivated in a 

year or more and subjected to a par-long drought) were 

wry hard. It was decided that a relatively large piece oi 

lost in attempting to clean up the very hard clay floors. 

Consequently, the best piece oI equipment 
seemed to be a large tracked backhoe. A grKhg bar was 

welded to the removable bucket teeth, allowing about a 

3-loot s d  to be opened at a time (Figure 9). This 
allowed a relatively clean surface to be created by 

gj the equipment Lac . It also allowed a crew 

Zigure 10. Shovel skimming behind stripping. 



shovel skimming &e Boor in order to 

identi6 features and wLi& were 

temporarily marked with survey flags 
(Figure 10) 

ith the equipment at hand, we 

found that it was more convenient to open 
trenches &ut 8 feet in width, dowing the 

of an area about 6.5 to 1.5 Let in 
width, then to maintain a 6-Lot width. In 
addition, while .are typically sought to open 

trenches 100 Let in length, tkey tended to 

v q  &om about 95 to 110 feet. A iew were 

also intention& laid out longer than 1 
feet in order to provide coverage ol 

prticdar areas. 

e &oran$ that even with t$s 

equipment and a very skilled operator, it 

was &&cult to maintain level excavations. 

In some cases the clay r 

back, broke apart with large 
"chun& fragments being removed. In 

'igure 11. Portion of Trench 16 showing idended 4eature and postholel 

with metal tags. 

aclxlition, wen when it was possible to slowly p e l  ofi 

thin layers, there were times wLan the blade hit the 

soker soil ol a feature and caused a gouge. 

believe, are related to extraordinarily dry clay sods 

present as a result 04 the year-long drought. While we 

experimented with several diIferent methods, we were 

not able to And a consistent solztion. 

ilable equipment we averaged 

ng, photographing, and $otting 

131 square feet a person horn. The speed oi the work 

was deper.dent on the condition oi the soil, the number 

oi ieatures, and their complexity and ranged &om a low 

of about 91 square feetiperson hour to &out 151 
square Ldperson hour. In terms 06 any data recovery 

operations at the site, are wuid  not recommend 

expecting to open more than &out 130 square 

4eetiperson hour, assuming skifar sod conditions, a 

sirnilally skilled operator and crew, and ti minimal 

distance to deposit the spoil. 

The identLed ieatures were Ldmx cleaned, if 

necessary, by troweling and the pin gaga were replaced 

by pe-numbered aluminum tags ior hatures and 

unnumbered aluminum tags for Postholes as they were 

plotted (Figure 1 1). Plotting was conducted at a scale oi 

I -inch to 2-Let. While not required by the Scope ot 

Workt we also recorded occasional since that 
infomation AVJJ be og assistance to any future data 
recovery operations. All trenches were 

using line grain Iiiord Delta 100 B/DO print film and 
Fcjichrome Sensia I1 100 color transparency Urn. The 

icd procedure arar to include 9 to 13 Lot sections oi 

trench in each image. In some cases we chose to 
s of features. While not 

even "empty" trench sections. 

As a result a$ Ais war 

trenches, incoqorat*g 52,6 O square Le t ,  were opened 

during the four weebs oi field investigation. This 
included 6,191 square Let in the portion of the site 

identilied as low probab&~r refieding a 2.03% sarn&e, 

and 46,483 square Let in what was identitied as high 
probabdity, reflecking an 8.21% sample. Consequently, 

while Iearer trenches than anticipated by the Scope of 

Work were opened, the actnai square footage and sample 

size exceeded the Scope's requirements. 



RESEARCH METHODS 

LEGEND : 

'igure 12. Site map showing the limits of anticipated disturbance, the two sampling areas, and trench locations. 



ARCHAEOLOGICM TESTING OF 31MA11 

J~ igure  13. Installing filter fabric after cleaning and plotting a trench. 

These trenches were laid out on either 

magnetic north-south or east-west orientations. Their 

placement was intended to provide even, uniform 

coverage of the site area and is shown in Figure 12. 

At the conclusion of the work 3.5 ounce 

nonwoven flter fabric was placed over the trench surface 

(Figure 13). A lens of clean white sand, about 0.2 foot 

in depth, was placed over the filter fabric in the area of 

four identified burials. Should these areas need to be re- 

excavated, the white sand dl povide an immediate 

indication of the burial lying below. 

It was not ,ossible to backfill the individual 

trenches until about three weeks after the conclusion of 

the field investigations. The trenches were inspected 

immediately prior to the backhlling. No damage was 

noted as a result of this delay. 

Laboraton Methods 

The cleaning of artifacts and cataloging of the 

specimens was conducted at Chicora's Columbia, S.C. 
labs at the completion of the project. These materials 

have already been curated with the North Carolina 

Office of State Archaeology and the cataloging is 

consistent with the system 

used by that facility. The 

collection was assigned the 

Accession Number 

200281. Specimens were 

packed in plastic bags and 

boxed. Field notes were 

prepared on alkaline 

buffered paper and these 

were curated with the 

collections. The B/W 
photographic materials 

were processed to archival 

standards. Two contact 

sheets were provided to the 

curatorial facility. The 

color transparencies are 

not considered archival, 

but were processed to Fuji 

specifications. 

Since this work 

was not intended to produce collections, relatively few 

remains were collected. Materials are present from the 

two 5-foot units. In addition, diagnostic materials 

encountered during shovel skimming were retained by 

trench number. Diagnostic artifacts shovel skimmed out 

of features were also collected and provenienced by 

feature number. 

The Scope of Work specified that only 

minimal analysis was necessary. As a result, our work 

was only adequate to permit cataloging of the materials. 

This included identification of raw materials of lithics, 

collection of metric data for projectile points, and 

typological identification of pottery over an inch in 

diameter. 

The diagnostic lithic material was compared to 

the published typological descriptions for the various 

projectile points such as Coe (1964) and Keel (1976). 

The ~r imarv material were identified in the lithic 

collections was quartz, which was usually a translucent 

white. As previously discussed, this material is widely 

available. Small quantities of orthoquartzite were also 

observed. This material was fine grained and tended to 

have a slightly yellow color. A small quantity of black 

and gray chert was also identified in the assemblages. 



ODS 

Debitage categories included primary (dekned 
as L k e s  with 90% or more coriex), seconcLy (deknined 

as having 1% to  90% codex), and interior (dekned as 

having no cortex). At this stage, tools are dehned wry 
simply, being pLed  in broad rnorphologicd categories. 

Our laboratory methods, lor example, & h e  hilace as 

an artifact with flabes removed on both sides (not 
g between preiorms, e& stage reductions, 

and so Io~th); a core is a piece of raw material Lorn 
which llabes have been removed; an end scraper is a 
blade tool witL at least one convex end wLsh eA&its a 

steep angle; a used nabe is a cLp oi stone that a a s  used 

as a tool, orhibiting edge damage or mar; and a side 

scraper is a flake tool in which one oi the long edges aras 

retouched to  serve as the scraping edge. 

A: the very simplest level, 
vms characterized by crushed p a r t  

inclusions in the paste. The sherds would be hand 
smoothed and gri t ty or sandy to the touch. SurIace 

treatments might inciude card marlzed, fabric- 
impressed, simple stamped, check stamped, or plein. 

onnestee pottery would be identifie 

presence of fine to medium sized s 

be compact and the interior 

smoothed, yet have a sandy ieel. SuAace treatments 

would include brushed, cord marlzed, simple stamped, 
check stamped, and &in. 

pottery muid be characterized by Iine 

to coarse sand. The interiors might be burnished to 

lightly smoothed. The pottery would have a compact 

texture. Suriace treatments include complicated 

stamped (bath rectilinear and cwvdinear), check 
stamped, and plain. Another characteristic of this ware 

is its coUared rims, frequently with a series oi short 

diagonal punctations. 

a pottery muid be identified by its 

Interior burnishing would be variable. Snrface 
treatments would include complicated stamped, 

Archaeological sites will be evaluated. lor 
Lrther work based on the eligibility criteria ior the 

National Register o$ Historic Places. Chicora 

Foundation ody provides an opinion oi National 

ility and the h-nai determiation is made 

by the lead agency in consultation with the North 
Carolina State Historic Preservation O&ice~-. 

The criteria for eligibility to the National 

er of Historic Places is descAed 

"Le Inbx-T&aI C h d  04 &e Five CidizecJ 

TrAes' Resolution. 98-28 adopted in 1998 that sspec&es, 



Amerian history, architecture, 

archaeolom engineering, and culture 

is present in &tri&, sites, bddlILgsr 

structures, and objects t 
of location, desigE, setting 

anship, ieeiing, and 

association, and 

a, &at are associated witL events that 

have made a significant contribution 
P to the broad patterns or our history; 

c. that embody the 
cfiaracteristics of a 

method of cons+xuction or &at 

represent the worb of a master, or 

that possess high artistic values, or 

that represent a signijicant and 

distinguishable entity wLose 

components may lack individual 

distinction; or 

d. that have yielded, or may be likely 

to yield, information important in 
prehistory or history.' 

identikcation of tke historic 

context applicable to the site, 

providing a framework iar the 

evaluative process; 

identikcation of tKe important 

research questions the site might be 

le to address, given the data sets 

and the context; 

evaluation of the site's 

archaeological integrity to ensure 

that the data sets were suihciently 
wd to address the research 

questions; and 

nt$cation ol important research 

questions among aU 04 those wh;cb 
mi&t hte asked and answered at the 
site. 

This approach, of course, has been developed 

ior use documenting eligibility oi sites being actually 
nominated to the National Register of Historic Places 

&ere the evaluative process must stand alone, with 
relatively little relerence to other documentation and 

where typically only one site is being considered. As a 

result, some aspects ol the evaluative process have been 

summarized, but we have tried to focus on t 

identikcation o& tLe site9s data sets 

or categories of archaeological 

inhsmation such as csx~mies, iithiss, 

subsistence remains, a rch iec tud  

remains, or s&-suriiPce Lixres;  

Ira addition to these criteria, properties witL 

traditiod religious and cu l tu ra l  importance to Native 

American or Native Hawaiian groups may be eIigi$le $or &e 

Nation4 Registea, even d &ey don't seem to lit any oi &e 

outlined categories. 



e 80 trenches, incorporating 52, 
Let, identiied 161 features and 1,569 postholes. In 
the identikcation of eae we attempted to be 
conservative. For example, were cleaned suIhciently 

w e l  to ate those which were clearly trees or 

a n i d  nee.  If a stain was intemedmte b h e e n  

a feature and in terms ol size and general 

s a psthole in order not 

oi features. There were 

hequently &out 0.15 loot in diameter. 

WLile these may be postholes, they may also represent 

rodent bonowi and the only way to determine this is to 
excavate them. .Consequently, we again took a. 

conservative approach and ignored these very smd 
stains in order not to innate the inventory. 

This approach assures that our projections rAect the 

minimal numbers of features and postholes &ch might 
be present at the site. 

In the low prob&&ty area this work identilied 

?I pstholes and one ieature. Over e third ol these 

postholes and the single ieeeature were iound in Trench 

10, situated at the toe ol t 

might better be consi 

es" or classifications 

have been proposed, most based on very 

junctional interpretations. For example, at the E L  site 

Wetmore (1990:40) suggests hearths, sto~age pits, 
borrow pits, coobing pits, rock-filled pits, other pits, 

and cashes. Wilson (1917:29), worbmg with a 

Siouan site, is more conservative, suggesting only 

shallow basins, storage pits, hearths, and burids. 

Regardiem, both approaches have the luxury of using 

1 we can only guess at 

the "kndionr" oi: a feature base$ on its size and the 

nature o$ the f91. 

Table 2 provides a list 04 identiked ieatures, 

g size and whatever comments seem appropriate 

concerning hnction. Again, we have tried to maintain 
a certain consistent degree oi consewatism. Where &ere 

wasn't relatively clear and convincing evidence ol a 

leatureVs h d i o n ,  we have lek this table category blank. 

Harman remains were identified m three 

kgerent site areas, each time as a ref& 06 intrusion by 
the stripping equipment. 

The L s t  includes two 

and 21) in close proximity to one another 

I. In each case a small s e a  oi the right aide 

(including the ri&t mastoid process and 

ory meatusjwas removed. No excavation oi 

ok place and no grave associations were 

revealed the presence oi teeth (including rnoi+r 

fragments and probable mandible fragments). The Lone 

here is in very poor condition. me Loose hagments were 

A list oi the trenches, their total square 

lootage, and the number oi identified features and 



Table I. 
Trenches, Postholes and Features 

T Pat  Febae JSc, Txxa&# Pat Featggg #s %en&# Pat Fcst- #s 

Hoiw Hoks H ~ b g  



? 

2.4 

3.0 

2.9 

4.8 

1.6 

3.6 

1.1 

2.8 

1.9 

1.9 

2.9 

? 

3.0 

1.6 

1 .i" 

l .S 

2.4 

3.5 

4.6 

Fsa 

5.2 

3.1 

? 

2 .o 

2.9 

1.4 

2.0 

? 

-2.9 

? 

? 

-1.9 

? 

? 

2.1 

? 

? 

2.1 

-3.8 

2.8 

? 

1 .;7 

2.3 

? 

? 

2.4 

# not 

'? 

v 

3.5 

2.4 

1.1 

2.3 

Burial? 

Burial? 

BUP~& 

Burial? 

Storage 

I3 WiJ? 



%*a] 136 3.1 

13'1 1.8 

138 1.2 

Hear& 139 2.0 

140 1.3 

Heax& 141 1.1 

2 2.0 

143 1.8 

BwiaI? 144 1.2 

145 1.0 

146 1.1 

147 3.5 

148 3.2 

149 2.6 

150 2.1 

151 3.0 

Hearth 152 1.8 

153 ? 

154 1.3 

155 2.0 

156 1.4 

151 3.9 

S torsgc 158 3.0 

159 2.2 

160 3.0 

Storage 161 3.0 

162 2.5 

Storage 

Hearth 

Burial? 

Burial 

Storage 

Burial? 

Storage 

Burial? 

B urial? 

S tarage 

B wial? 

Storage 



T&le 2, cont. 

Size and Nature oi Identiked Features 

163 3.0 3.0 I-I 165 3;.1 ? 167 1.6 -2.8 Burial? 

? -- dimension not exposed by  tripping, - = dimension estimated baed on wwakuae sl ieature 

collected, but no excawtion oi the burial was &is is correct, then with the dour known burials, there 

u n d e r d e n  and no grave associations were noted. may be as many as 390 burials on the site. 

The t h d  involves a shallow burial (identilied During these investigations a fitih location 

as Feature 144) encountered during machine worb in human bone. A psited wsthole in Trench 21 

:igure 14. Trench 70, Feature 158 (a poss&L burid, to the ie ) intmdihg into Featurl 
157 (a storage pit to the right). View is to the east. 

Trenck 63. Scraping reveded Lone (inclu&ng a portion od Lxdure types present at 

L 

also -produced skull 
remains during 

stripping. A more careful 

inspection oi the 

photographs Lorn this 

find suggest that this. 
too, may represent a very 

shallow burial pit with 
indistinct edges. II this 

is the ease, then not 

only may the number of 
anticipated bun& Se 

slightly higher, but 

Lture research should 
pay attentian 

recognize stains. 

However, most 

ieatures were clearly 

dehned as dark organic 

soil in the red clay 

matrix. Figures 14, 15, 
and 16 illusirate a range 

the site, as well as Low 

iragrnents). No bone rvas collected, except ior that 
iound in the spoil No grave associations were Several of the Littwes, such rs Features 13 1, 
identiked. 133, and 134 in Trench 56, revealed i d y  Large 

fragments ol mica arhieh often appeared cut or formed. 

Table 2 indicates that ir, addition to the four These are l&ely Conmstee pits w k c L  contain reLse or 



JFigure 15. Trench 70, Feature 156, a burial. 

pits found at the Warren 

Wilson site and thought ic 

represent roasting pits 

used in community-wide 

celebrations (Ward and 

Davis 1 999: 163). 
Witbout excavation, 

however, the Lnction at 

31MA77' remains 

uncertain. 

Jekned - and oken 

evidenced by charcoal - 
there were a nu&er that 

were far more mottled, 

with somewhat less 

distinct edges. We 
interpret these as 

representing earfiex, 
Iinished mica intended for trade. T h e  cluster Connestee structurL, && the darker 

may represent association with a specific house site or postholes may more typicaUy represent QualL 

work area. Feature 31 in Trench 2 structures. We also identified a surprising number oi  
large trash or storage pit Ued  with square or squared postholes, many of which were also 
wlI as a ]lead seal. O n  this seal were scratched the burned. 

initials, "'R H." WLde 
coincidental. 

Richard Henderson's 

association with the 
Cherokee and efiorts to 

purchase large tracts of 
i d  during the mid- 

1720s has been previously 

discussed. 

anornabus heature is a 

darL trerach-like stain in 
Trench 38, designated 

Feztu-e 104. This stain is 

abotlt 3 Let in width and 

curve. In terms ol Native 

American features it most 

closely resembles the large 3aure 16. Trench 14, Feature 160.  it witH no determined Lnction. 



-- FINDINGS 

We had the same problem expressed by other 

researchers attempting to identib posthole patterns 

based on narrow cuts. m i l e  some patterns appear to be 

present, we suspect that many others were simply 

overlooked. 

A possible comer %or a s 

found Trench 15, between the 30 
A somewkat more convincing straight w d  segment is 

found between the 30 and 45 foot points in Trench 14, 
with another in that same trench at its northern end. 

Another straight line wall s ent may be present in 

Trench 27, between the 90 foot points, 

terminating in Feature 59. le burned square 

structure is present in Trench 32, between the 15 and 

35 foot points and possibly intruded into by Feature 95, 
interpreted to be a bumed house floor. 

corner is Iound between the 80 and 85 foot points in 

Trench 42. 

While less common, there are also segments 

which appear to come hom circular structures. 

Examples are found in the 20 to 5 foot segment of 

Trench 48, the 0 to 20 portion of Trench 54, and the 

48 to 60 foot area of Trench 61. 

The presence of both square and circular 

posthole lines suggests that excavations at the site will 

identify summer and winter houses. 

When TAIe 1 is examined, it appears that the 

distribution 04 postholes and features is not 

homogeneous. This becomes even more clear when the 

trench plans are examined. The site appears to consist 

of a ser;es of occupation clusters. We have outlined 12 
concentrations of postholes and ieatures on Figure 17. 
w 
i hese range in size horn about 100 by 10 
north end of Trench 32, to an area measuring 6O@ by 
200 Let arid encompassing all of Trenches 26, 27, and 

28. 

ed to suggest that no remains 

exist outsiie oT these area, or even to suggest that no 

significant remains exist outside ehese concentrations. 

iin fact, quite the contrary is the case. Reference to 

T d e  1 reveals that a n u d e r  of postholes and features, 

including a number of possible burials, are lound in 

portions oi the site not shown as concentrations in 

Figure 17. But these 12 areas of dense occupation 

appear to have been intensively used, and reused. These 

areas appear to represent multiple building episodes and 

certainly appear to contain hig densities oi Ieatures 

(including, we believe, burials). 

These areas seem to cluster at the foot or toe 

o$ the slopes. Occupation seems to have a high degree 

of association with slope. Nonc oi the occupation 

concentrations have a slope greater than 3% (between 

Trenches 24 and 25) and most have slopes of I. to 2% 
(for example, the concentration including Trenches 44, 
46, 47, and 56 is iound on 1% slopes). In contrast, 

Trenches 1 throuih 7 are iound on slopes oT &out 

5.5%. The one trench in the low probability area with 

a feature (Trench LO) is found on a slope oI 2.3%, 
iilxely explaining why it produced iar more remains than 

other low probability trenches. Whether this finding can 

be applied to other mountain sites is unclear, but at 

7, it appears that slope was a 

determining factor. 

The dispersed occupation at 31-MAY7 is 

suggestive of a series of hamlets or individual structures 

scattered on the lower edge of the slope, overlooking the 

Iotla Branch floodplain to the south. This certainly 

seems consistent with Bartram's description, "we passed 

though the Jore vlllage, which is pleasingly situated in 

a little vale on the side of the mountain: a ~ r e t t v  rivulet . .  , 
winds about the vale, just under the villagew 

(Bartram I928 117911: 291). It seems likely that the 

areas between structures might have functioned as small 

gardens spaces. 

As previow!y mentioned, two 5-ioot units were 

opened at the east edge oh the site (Figure 17). The 

more eastern one, Test Vnit 1, revealed a && brown 

3/31 sand loam pIowzon;e about 0.6 to 0.8 toot 

i~ depth over a tramition zone or possibly old p!omone 

of very b%Tk grayish brown (lOYR3/2) sandy clay about 

8.2 foot in depth. This terminated on a mottled &rL 

broovra@.SYT23/4) sandy clay s&oii. At the base oi the 

unit two postholes were identified, both with very dark 

brown sand £iII (Figure 18). 

The upper plowzone is clearly that which has 



I(. 

-1glare 17. Clusters 04 material at 31M17 and site boundaries. 



i~lwre 18. Test Unit 1, top sf s sod, view to tLe nor&. 

Test Unit 2 was 

placed Lrtuaher to the west. 

brown sandy clay overlying 

a lighter colored ciay 
subsoil. In this unit one 

been most recently plowed. The lower plowzone, ane aas identified, on the western (Figure 
belwe, represents an older period oi agriculture, with 19). The absence ol a lower plowzone is almost certainiy 

the upper plowzone consisting at least partially ol soils related to this unit's up slope position, where there was 

washed down the slope and deposited in this area erosion, but no deposition. 

through years of pody managed cultivation. 

This unit  

cohction, consisting OI! 

Stamped sherds, 15 smaU 

!over ploawme one 

Complicated Stamped 
sherd, one Quaila Plain 
s h e d ,  two Connestee 
Brushed sher&, three 

Conaestee CCr$ MarLed 

she,&, 25 small she&, 
one rhyolite Rake, 14 
quartz flakes, and eight 

chert Rakes were 

recovered. While the 
presence of Connestee 'igure 19. Test Unit 2, top ol subsoil, view to the north. 



Tde unit a very sparse assembiage o$ 

a Chech Stamped sherd, one undecorated 

&itearare, one quartz biiace hagrnent, eight quartz 
flakes, and two chert flakes, 

Beyond the prohies a rode$  Ly the two test 

units, were occasionally dram lor various 

trenches and these are shorn on the various site maps. 

In general, however, they reveal an "average" plowzone 

about 0.9 to 1.3 Lot  in depth, consisting of so& that 

In most o s e s  the subsoil varied from a dark reddish 
brown (2.5YR3/4) to 

there were areas whrere t: 

(5YR4/6), dark red (2. 
(1 OYR518) clay. 

as og edensive erosion. 

of Trench 33 tKere is 

only 0*4 Lot oI Pl~wz~ne ,  while at the north end ol 

Trench 6 there is only 0.25 foot ol plowzone (largely 

consisting of pLwed subsod). In contrast, there are 

numerous areas at the toe oi the slope &ere there is 

deposition - soil Lorn the slopes having mashed doam 

and gradually bwlt up. For example, Trench 30 revealed 

between 1 -8 and 1.9 feet of piowzone, while the south 

end of Trench 13 revealed 2.95 Iee t  of soil. In 
the cases of most deep deposits, carefui inspection 

revealed a very homogenized soil proMe that seems to 

suggest the build-up aras slow enough that the so 

merged together through years ol plowing. 

clay about 1.0 foot in depth owdad a very dark red 

(2.5YR513) loamy clay plowone &out 0.9 foot in 

depth - suggestive of a hiatus in the erosive 

conditions. A somewLat sirndar situation was ~ o u w d  at 
the south end of Trench 13, where the upper &wrone, 

2.0 feet in depth, oI recUish 

was found over about 0.95 L o t  od &rk reddish brown 

(5YW2) loamy ciay. The south end of Trench 23 
reveals a reddish brown (SYWB) cl 

in depth overlying a dark red (2.5Y 

A comparison o! there deep prohler to site 

density suggests that where the site has been buried by 
eep plowzonesf feature and psthoie preservation is at 

its greatest. The down slope erosion, while denuding the 
upper portions ol the site, tended to protect the lower 

poriions. This, however, shod2 not be taken to suggest 

that the eroded areas ol the site are insignikcant. In 
lact, three oh four burials were encountered in areas of 

n plowzone. This suggests that while erosion and 

have affected the site, much still remains in a 

very good state d preservation. 

g the specimens horn the two five 
Lot  units, the trenches produced Iive quartz Mace 

h a p e n t s  and six identiliable projectile points. The 
hnished tools included one Early Archaic quartz Pahe r  

er Notched (Coe 1964:61-701, one Middle 

c quartz GuilIard Lnceolate (Cce 1964:43-441, 
the base of a Late Archaic quartz Savannah River 

Stemmed (Coe 1968:44-46), a Late Achaic or Early 
'Wwdland Small Savannah River Stemmed (Oliver 

1981 : 151 - 154)~ an Early Woodland quartz Plott 

Stemmed (Keel 1976: 126- 123, and one chalcedony 

radley Spike (see Keel 1916:126) which is like$ 
associated with tbe Early Woodland. Metric data on 

these points is in Table 3. 

We s!~otaid note that Oliver (1981: 170) 
ng the Plott into the Gypsy 

tKis seems to have merit, there 

esistance. It seems that there is 

point (Oliver himseli recognizes 

and limited stratigraphic datav) 

to discontinue their use. Clearly it is aiway to 

collapse typologies; it is much harder to resurrect one 

once it has been &andone$. 

not only observed in the test units, but also in the 
avarietgr sf Lotha biiaces and iinished tools made oi this 
material. Three of the four flskes collected during the 

stripping were quartz, with the Lah being chea. - -  - 

Other stone materiais inciude two iragments oi slate, 

one quartz crystal, and one Iragment oi hematite. 



FINDINGS 

Palmer 40 27 11 10 
Cuiliord 52 23 9 
Sav I? Stern 40 12 18 22 
Srn Szv R Stem 40 26 10 10 H 
~ L t t  43 26 8 
Bradley 52 18 7 

Fikeen fragments of mica were coDecte& p 
features exposed during tlus work. 

The Middle to Late Woodland Connestee 

pottery includes 80 Connestee Plain, eight Connestee 

simple ~ t a r n ~ e d ,  and six Connestee C 
The Late Mississippian and Early Histori 
ixcl,des 51 Quafla Co 

Checb Stamped, two 

~umisked. 

M e  we are incline to Lelieve tkaat ttbe 

sparsity of recovered Saannanoa and 
sistent with their kw oceunesmc 
that the proportion ol Connestee and QuaUa 

materials provides much indication oI their relative 

significance. These materizls were rather randomly 

collected wLen observed during the gat shoveling of 

features and probably indicate only that the taro time 

dominate the site. What 
a mystery is why Eglog (1961: 
Connestee at this site. Even if all of Iris 'buunclassiked" 

specimens (typically meaning small sLerds) were 

considered to be Connestee, t h s  wodd still seem to 

under-repsent &eir importance at the site. 

It may be that he actively selected against 
enytLng wkch wasn't clearly Qualla, at least 
at this site. 

Tbe dominance of complicated 

stamped QuaL and the absence oi incised, 

wares (consistent wdh Edoff's earlier study) 

suggests that the site dates irom the Middie 
QudL period (ca. A.D. 1450 tc 1700 
according to Ward and Davis [I 999: 18 I]). 
In spite ol this, the site has produced one 
historic item clear$ in association with a 

aIla pit -- a lead ssd.  Noel Hume 

(1969:269-271) observes that while most 

commonly associated with woolen goods, 

they were aLo found on a variety oI merchants' goods. 
A much more extensive discussion is provided by Stone 
(1974) Lorn Fort Michilimackinao (orhi& dates from 

to late seventeenth century - consistent with 
this Qualla site). Most oi tLe recovered seals consist: 

04 two, thin, cilrcdaz, iead disks 

which are connected by a narrow 

band oi lead. A circuiar knob or post 
appears on the center oi one dirb and 

a corresponding hole is present on 

the other disk. . . . A seal d this type 
is attached to a bale or prcel of 

goo& by krst passing the knob 
through a hole the prcel  binder 

the seal so that the 

and interiocLg the disks. A ma& is 

&o pressed into one or b 
tLe seal during this proc 
mark may identdy the manufacturer, 

country, or city ol origin oi the 
sealed goods (Stone 1974~281). 

Whde generally descriptive oi the seal from 

I, this specimen is actually very different. The 
original use is represented by the Lent knob and retained 

ring, but the connedor tab has been removed. In its 

&ice is a thin lead connector which has been added to  



hematite; I cut sheet mica; J, hont d lead seal; K, reverse of Lad seal. 



FINDINGS 

:igure 21. Pottery Lorn 3 1 2. A-B. Swannanoa Fabric I m p  ed; C!. Connestee Plain; D-E, Connestee Simpl 
Stamped; F, Connestee Checb Stamped (smwthed); G, ualla Check Stamped; H-L. Q u a k  Complicate< 



the outer seid $ace. ~t is as thou h the seal was removed 

and adapted ior reuse. 

The only ma& on the seal is an "R H" 
scratched in the lower Lent s a. We Lave Previously 

discussed the activities ol  FLchard Henderson and his 
eiiorts to purchase Cherabee lands in this portion oi 

North Carolina. Regardless oi wLose initials these 
represent, it is likely that the item dates from the mid to 

late i lOOs and represents an item which arrived at the 
site in association with trade 



In a&tion to these remains, the site has also 

botanical remains; sparse zooarchaeologica 

remains; human skeletai material in fair to good 

condition; pstholes, includkg evidence of patterns 

struc~ures; and well-preserved batures. 

reason to believe that the leatures may 

tional data sets, such as and 
Lough tLese speciIic materials have not 

The pottery from the site include. remains 
Loom at least iour &tinct cultural priods: Saannanoa, 

~omestee, Pisg&, and Qualla, although two priods - 
Comestee and Qualla - dominate the collection and 

&ely represent the priods ol site occupation lor which 

there is the best and most compelling evidence. Whi le  
the pottery assemblage Lorn the plowzone is sparse and 

heavily impaded by plowin& the assemblage recovered 

from the base oi the plowzone seems better preserved 

and a number of large, mil sherds have been 

recovered &om the &aittrres. 

dominated Ly points, wit. 
horn the Early Archaic through 
These materials were PrimaWIY associated with shovel 
skimming at the base ai the pioazone, suggesting that 

the site may not haw een as intensively collected as 
some sites in the region. esides these projectile points 

the site li2s also produced a small collection of biiaces. 

suggesii~g that a variety oi tools may be recovered with 
stigations. T h e  lithic asse 

oi &Les. Those oJ; extr 

gakes suggest a variety of tool and 

;esharpening activities. 

a large quantity ol booh mica, typically iound 
- - 

in feature contexts. This suggests that the site may 

contain &ta sets Ale to cont 

infomation concerning mica production and trade 

during the Early Woodland ~onnestee -phase. Also 

present are both hematite and p a a z  crystals - both 

thought to important parts in Native American 

rehgious and cdturai activities. These materials, like the 
mica, tend to Le associated -with distinct ieatures. 

Historic items at the site are sparse and consist 

oi only one whitearare ceramic (ol 

and the 1 e J  bale seal. This latter s 

d may suggest that there is a more signihant 

a occupation at the site than -previously 

thought (or suggested by the current ceramic 

assemblage). 

Ethnobotmial remains are common at the site 

and are found as charcoal in both Latures and 

One Ieature produced large (ca. 2-3 inch) 

iragments of charred post, many p t h o l e s  contained 

abmdani charcoal, and, earths were present witR not 

, but burned clay. These materials provide 

ities {or dating of associated ceramic 

ZooarcLaeoIogical remains, based on this study, seem to 

is certainly related to the heavy 
ok tRe site and acid soils. Neved-sless, we beiievg: &at 

they may exist in feature contexts. Certaini-y the 

on oi' some h u m a n  bone on the site suggests that 

in association with at least four, and live. 

suggest that upwards of nearly 400 burids 
may be present at the site. The condition oi the bone is 

Iriabie, but it exists as more than just staining. This 

indicates that recovery ol signijicant bioarchaeological 

data is although much of the metric analyses 

may need to be conducted in situ. 



Postholes are abundant and are generally very 

Astinct as darLer stains in. the re 

these p a t s  also contain a loa 

very distinct from the ciay s 
charred remains. In ad,&tio 
and circular structure d s  have Leen dentiked. Based 
on our sampling, it is reasonable to expect the site to 
contain in excess oi 18,000 pstholes. 

being identihed during this worL. 

sampLng we exped the entire site to contain in excess 

oi 2.200 leatures. As indicated by the previous 
discussions, these oken contain carbonized materid and 
may contain zooarchaeological remains as well. A 
number oi large sherds, as well as other artiiacacts (such 

as {he mica sheets) have been recovered Aom tlaese 

contexts. The 6eatures are distinct, containing a hall 
orhich is typically wry easy to discem even in the process 

o l  mechanical stripping. 

The previous background discussions have 

established a Iai& detailed context for the Connestee 

and Quala phases and have povided some general 

research questions which are appropriate to these 

assemblages. 

better document the subsistence Lase? 

neLte$. activities at t",h site tell US about 

-posslbie Hopewe1 interaction? Is there 

evidence of goods traded into the region? 

Many of these questions are equdY applicable 

to the Qualia assemblage at 31 

Ciy-onology - is there any indication of an 
Early Q u d a  assemblage at this site? What is 
the period(s) og occupation at 3 1 W 1 ?  Can 
this site be identified as the named Cherokee 

town of Joree? 

a Subsistence - expanding on existing data, 

how did the Qualia diet change at contact? By 
combining data bases of zooarchaeoiogy. 

pollen, phytoliths, and paieoethnobatany is it 

possible to obtain a more balanced, and 

thorough, view of the Q u a L  bret? 



dation characteristics 

zlmd sex ratios) can 

Epdy important, ane believe, are more general 

research interests that revo 

simple questions such asI a 

''what did their villages loo 

eat." These are the queati 

ultimate and most significant audience -- are inclined 

to ask and they should not be Oism 

"insignihcant" in favor of more esoteric schol 

m- 
1 here is no denying that some site areas haw 

clearly indicated by 
tinted on the ridge 

slopes along the northern edge d the site. Yet even in 

these areas we haw found both ieatures and postholes 

- clearly indicating that &ile damaged, t b r e  are st 

remnant &a sets, 

More importandy, the work rewaled that at 
the base of t h e  slopes the core of the site - covering 

nearly 20 acres - is intact. In lad, there is evidence 
en covered by several Let ol 

where has truncated some features, the 
preservation is good. Features are clearly revealed by 
stripping and contain a variety of artilactud remains. 

The pottery sherds horn tLe {eatures are identikabL; 
P large ;ragmenix ol charred wood 

burned house 3001: was identi& 
mica are intact. 

It is on these s&s&ace (base d the plowzone) 

&;.attires where analysis should bcus. Our studies have 
revealed that the ploilcne remains are oi regrettably 

lide assistance in addressing siglliiicant archaeological 

Further study may reveal &at some 

posits contain larger and more intact 

remains, but we did net identify any 
deposits in our research. 

As a result, we believe that the iocus ol any 

hture data recovery should be on the intact feature, 

In reference to issues of: integrity typical$ 

red in National Register assessments, 31MA11 
exhibits integrity ol location (i.e., the site is 

where it has always been), the excellent Lature 

preservation indicates that the site possesses integrity oi 

design (i.e., organization oi space, patterning oi 
structures, location of discrete 

range of artifactual 

(i.e., the artifad/fea 

and o l  high quality). FindY, the site also possesses 

integrity o l  association in that the data sets are present 

to clearly and convincingly address a broad range oi 

sign&cant research questions. 

&mation, we recommend the 
site eligible for inclusion on the National Register of 

Historic Places under Criteria D (ptential to provide 

important information about p-ehistory or history) at 
the state Lwei oi signih.cance. 

n, the site may also be eligible under 

Criterion A (associated aith events that have made a 

significant con&ution to the broad patterns of our 

history). As the putative site of joree, 31 
represents linkage oi a series of events in the evolution 

la society and culture. 

It is worth noting that even d the site did not 

Register br its tra na! religions and cultural 

impodanee to Native 

Thnese tests, combined with tke earlier shovel 

est&f;shing general site boun&$~es (see Figure I I ) .  The 
site extends south across SR-1.434 to incorporate the 
knoll bisected by this road, but excludes the 

an&, where no cePitufa1 remains were identiked. 

To the east, the boundary (wLile somewhat artihcial) is 

Iotla Branch. The boundary to the noaheast has not 



been es&lished since the site i s  7mo- to extend north 
into the less sloping portions ol the helds beyond the - - -  

county property. The north and northwest boun 
occur about at the edge ol the county property. In this 
area site density is low, although there is some 

indication that occupation continues even on these 

steeper slopes. The western boundary L a  asnot been well 

identilied by this work. While there is Lttle indication ol 

the site in the northwest comer ol tLe county propelty 

(which is steeply sloping), it seems li 

As discussed, the nor-tbern edge oi 

the site, in the area of slopes 

low density o l  cultural rem 

postholes or ieatures have been Iound in this area, tLe 

a result, data recovery operations shod 
area, as well as those with more obvious remains. 
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A. T ~ L  data recovery treats both grading and idy damaging conrtrudion activities. Grading 

and sacred item. Fill dIY ~ ~ i w  since they frequently require organic 

ed out, can be accomp gL the use of heavy equipment which is l;beiy to - - 

cause damage to underlying nrnain compaction. Both the Eastern 
CLersLees (EBC) and the NC State (SHPO) have established tlnis a. 

se, mechanical back ng and compaction o l  excavated trenches 

t on the arcLeolog 

ral Lnds in the Macon County Expansion requires compliance with ie 
n laws, such as 36 CFW Part e data recovery for the site 

must be consistent with the Secretary of the BOP tjne Treatment of Historic 

Properties, the Secretary oi the Interior's Sia s L r  ArcLaeology and Historic 

Presenation, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation's Treatment of Archaeological 

Propex+ies : A Handbook. 

ite area repires compliance 

mains Protection Act, %C 
le 3, Section 10-26 et. seq. 

C. f i e  data recovery must also recognize additional pari-legal and ethical mandates. These include, but 
are not limited to: 

e data recovery pl the warL must be 

ce's GuiJJines L r  

2. Since Chisora FouncLtion subscribes to khe g s and standards oi the Register ol ProIessionai 

"ie work must be conduct n compliance with t PKs Code of Conduct 

3. Since Chxco~a Foun&tion s&sc to &e goals and stan&rds ol the piean Institute for 

Conservation ol Historic and &isti C), the work must be con in cornpiiar,ce the 
MCqs Code ol Ethics and Guideiines for Practice. 



n is s member of the Society ol erican Archaeology (SM), the wo& 

Statement Concerning the Tre n+ of Human Remains. 

7 consisted 01 86 shovel tests placed at 100 L o t  intern& dong transects spaced 

eened through Yi-inch mesh. This work revealed that virtu& all ol the 21 acre 

he northern edge there was extensive 

red clay subsoil. in the center ol the 
$ 1.5 to 1.8 ieet belore suhsoij. was 

~Bdity d ieatures. At the southern 
overlying subsoil araa bund. The 

s continued to the so 

multiple tests, and associat 

orating 52,680 square feet, were opened during tbe testing work within the 
the construction area. Ths included 6,191 square feet 

eding a 2.03% sample, and 46,483 square ieet in what 
was identilied as high -probability, renecking an 8.21% sample. In the low area this work identified 

I1 postholes and one hatwe. Owr a third of there postholes and the single leature were b u n J  in Trench 10, 
situated at the toe oi the slope, in an area which might be nridered inte-&Late or high probability. 

and 49 !Awes  exist in the low probability 

s and 161 Ltuxes. The mean number of 

cts the considenaLle variation between the 

s, it is possible that as many as 18,246 
ortion of the site. Of the 168 L t u r e s  

human remains. AB Iour were identified. 

operations. The identikcat ion 

1. Since there are at least an 

may be considerably higher, 

e stripping operations suggest P. at signikcant Connesiee (A.D. 200-800) and 

components are present, with aller (and insignificant) Archaic, 

D. This investigation revealed a wide variety ol data sets, including a large number 31 well features 

(including human burials), tLe presence ol potholes ( ich are libely to reveal Lo patterns), and cultural 

remains incluchg pottery, cut mica, stone cast one historic artdiet. reover, the worlt reveals 

that these data sets are weii and ere i s  limited evidence 04 f remains, but very good 

preservation og ethnobotanical remains. eposits may be especially important lor the recovery of 

and phytolith evidence. As a result, was recommended eiigible im inclusion on the National 

Register of Historic Places u r Criteria D (a$ility to yield important inlamation) at the state level ol 

signikcance. In addition, the 1 ge between this site and the historic Cherokee village of Joree suggests that 



under Criterion A (association mith historic events or activities) is  ah noting that 
ot meet these clearly & L e d  criteriaf the property might still be did #or inclusion on tLe 

h'ational Register for its traditiond religious and cultural imporLance to Native Americans. 

A. For the Connestee &ase there are a wide range ol h r i y  simple, but signiIicant research questions: 

onnestee &ase extend into the Late at is tb priod(s) oi 

ioarchaeology - &at idomation on he et, genetic relationship, microevolution, and 

ppulation characteristics (such as mean ag h and sex ratios) can the Connestee burials 

provide? 

d typological analysis contribute to our understanding oi 

r pottery is pesent? What can the assemblage con 

eBioarchaeoLgy - what inionmation on heath, M, genetic relationships, microevolution, and 

population characteristics (such as mean age-at-death and sex ratios) can the Qualla burials provide? 



A Data recovery is necessary ;or the entire 20 acres oI the site identified by W.K. Dichson as being within the 

construction area. This data recovery will involve 100% mechanical stripping 04 the aKected area, followed by 
sapping oi  all recogniz le baiures, burials, -postholes, and ot er cultural remains as appropriate. No hand 

excavcttion oi plowone is required. 

B. Because there is only one entranceiedt Lorn the &el& the stripping will need to be phased, moving 
-horn the west site edge eas tmvarcB 10th. Branch. Initially a small site area wil l  be used (or stockpiling site 

spoil; however, as the process works eastward, cleared site be used for stodzpiling sod. 

ough the use d a tracbed Lac oe no smaller than that used during the 

be used. A g r a b g  bar e welded to the LucLet teeth 
minimizing the spoil lo ng the stripping operations. 

io nor&, with the stripping terminating at the noahern slope when no - .. 

features are lound, but prior to the dge of the County prope*. No stripping will 
ed n o ~ h  of tlxs h e .  An area- no wi be open at any one time to minimize the need 

lor tlie tracked backhoe to move large amounts ol spoil and to avoid the use o l  dump tmcbs (the operatior. oi 
which on the site would lead to unwarranted site damage, especially in met weather and on slopes). 

D. Once stripped the areas 4 d to clean tLe resulting sod sudace. Stripped 
areas wJ1 be kept covered with b active excavations are in process, but ail1 not be cavered once 

tLe excavations are complete in th es, postholes, and other cultural anornzlies will be mapped, 
either by total station or with survey grade GPS. 

E. All features d &oto documented in B/W print and color transparency lib. Individual ieatures elill be 

a m  at a scde of I-inch to 2-Lt. Features ered setpenti&, beginning with the last number used 

during the testing phase. 

C. While all 1 be mapped ( p r  4. . above), oniy those associated with identih-able house patterns 

will be excavated, at the discretiox ol the held archaeologisi. 

H. Burials, whether clearly identified as such initially or dentiked during Ieature excavation, will be assigned 

a buriai number (beginning sequentially aith I as a ieature n u m b .  Ail kU i l l 1  be removed working 

horn the center of: the burial outward (is., buria not be bisected) and dry sc ed through '/s or %-inch 

mesh (as pxslble given soil conditions). Burial ot be waterscreened nor any portion be subjected 



be retained &om those burials ailh convincing njturd associa%ions (i.e., clearly 

ai pollen and phytolith study, as are1 as ior archaeoentomoiogjical study. The 

be bagged and tagged with the buri be stored on-site (but under a tarp 

ntuaH reburial with the associated very burial, once cleaned, sviU be 
& a m  at a scde of 1-incL to 2-Let. In situ 

en be removed. and transierred to the keid 
e treated as noma ~Ueetions; artifacts in; associatiow with the 
rpretad as intentionalY placed in the grave. I accompany the skeletal 

I. Based on previous work at the site, are anticipate that it le to strip, clean, snd plot approximately 

130 square fed per person hour. l3Azmg one tra~Jked bac of approximately 10 fieid te~hnicians, 

it d be possAe to open approximately 37,500 square Ieet a week. This me at approximately W weeks, 

or 6 montks, will be re red to strip the entire site - and this is no g lor detailed mapping, 
dl be required ior the 

s to 800 person hours. With 

ire six crews of trained burial 
excant ors approxim suming that ail were exposed). 

eature being excavated, this time 

work during two heid 

o 15 keld technicians 

c measurements), and 3-45 crew 

ckeis. ?here aoll need to be Loth an osteology keld supervisor and an archaeology keld supervisor, as weU as a 

laboratory supervisor, and a laboratory crew 04 betmeen 5 and 8 individuals (at least taro trained in osteoiogical 

studm) to handle both m and the processing and analysis oi human remains. 

An additional 2-3 s ethnobotanical flotation, ceramic analpis, and lithic 

studies on-site. The ded under the supervision of a PhB. in physical 

anthraplogy aith a -osteology. The entire project be conducted under the supelvision 

oi a Ph.D. in anthropology with a specialization in Southeastern archaeology. 

B. materials corning into the field lab (with the exception ci human skeletal remains and grave goods as 

em oi: the curatorial iacility. 

ine Lugered i cubic lost s t o  

C. ;halysis oi the ceramic assemblage will minima$ include counts, typological assessments, and gross level 

skadies oi temper size, temper shape, frequency of inclusions, core cross-section, interior and exterior treatments, 

rim diameter, thickness, and shoulder farm. Where appropriate some a&tional analysis may be undertaben, 

lor example to c l w i  cordage diameter and angle d ior cord marked wares or identikcation oi speciiic 

complicated stamped signs. A small number oi repres ive sherds may be subjected to analyses 



D. Anelpis oi the iithic assemblage nts,  identikcation of litkc raw material, and 

visual examination Io ces Lave metric a t i  utes recorded and 

auow statements regarding 

include metric analysis and 
cai techniques, with some additional 

e categorized ji-e.. primary, secondary. 

non-coliical, etc.) and weighed or measured. Fkkes o be examined for lnformaiion on -p! 

and edge damage. 

e at a lewl and scope o ensure reasonable characterization o!. the 

may be recovered inf other Historic aadacts, worked shell, and 
worked mica. 

F. Soil samples seleded tor their libe ood to contain relevant materials 1 Le floated in the iield Ior the 
recowry ol ethnobotanicaj remains. These remains d n during the field phase, but 

and studied beheen or aker keld seasons. The analysi entikcation oh hoods and f 
as well as the identikcation of wood charcoal species. 

G. Pollen samples will be co good cultural contexts and ed to &-site 

analysis. T h e  goal of this res of cultigen present on-site, as to Lrther 
the environmental reconstm&on d the site area. Pollen studies may be oI special assistance in the analpis oi 

"storage pits'* and may also help identify season ol burials. Approximately 1 to 3% of the Ieatures will be 

subjected to this andy&. 

H. ~hytoIith samples mU be collected Lorn sealed batures with cultural contexts and subjected to off-site 

analysis. The goal of t is research is to expan our Lowledge of cultigens present on-site, as weU as to  better 

understand the presence d grassy weeds in and around structure areas. Phytolith studies may be oi special 

These materials, to be examined og-site, may contribute inIcrmation on various compost and dung iauna, 

carrion 4aur?a, mold and ngus fauna, and store 

J. Zooarchaeological remains will be og-site, w& analysis focusing on class, suborder, or 

iJentiieation, i&ntikci$tion sf i d v i d  elements, calculation oi MNI, and estimation ol biomass. 
i~fomation aLo be sought on issues associatd with butchering, preparation, and cookrng practices. 

K. Human skeletal ana be entirely conducted on-site and begin with the in situ metric analysis even 

prior to removal. Once ed to the heid lab the remains dl be lightly brushed to remove adhering soil 

il metric and no,-metric h a .  This soil A1 be maintained with tLe skeletal 
s it may be necessary to wash small, lirnite &ions of the bone. This will 

be limited and condud and digni* No consolidates or o&er che dl be applied to the bones. 

The initial level of an ow the compilation of thorough &scrip f each individual (including 



appraisals cl sex, age at JeaA, stature, body build, distinguishing characteristics, and skeletal pathologies). 

idormation on taphonomic Jlanges d be collected. semiions and measurements will be entered 
on standardized L m s ,  similar to those used ce the analysis dl be limited to the fieid season, 
specid materials - specimens exhibiting unw to characterize data -- may be subjected to X-ray 
OP. CAT scans. Both are non-intrusive and sidues in the remains. The teeth zre especially 

they refie& age-at-death, diet, disease, hezith, and genetic 

ot always adequate. Because ol the translucent 

g or dusting the teeth with ammonium Aoride 
an dtemative to mabe high pdity &cone casts 

t it allows vitally important data to be collected, 

and stored, lor detailed analpis. 

consist og at least 672 square Let of usable space, sufficient {or an o&ce/meeting room, 

archaeology (with ca. 16 linear h I counter space each), and a storage area ior 

tooh. f i e  lab d have both t eLpbne  and ele have 2442 security monitoring jor the saiety 

oI mteriai. being held in the lab overnight, ent. The access code 
4 Le p-ovided to only the PI and the taro keld directors. The lab water, but will Lave a 

rvater storage system sukcient to allow washing d collections. Th r the duration of all 
held seasons an$ d be located at ttke southeast comer ol the site. 

N. There w d  be at Last one storage containers present on the airport hcdity for the storage ol  both 
archaeological cofledions and human remains. 

storage containers may be necessary. It may be p 
cobdions to the curatorid facdity at the ccnciusi 

lo&. O n e  key 4 be held in Co%umlaia, and one 
directors. 

0. Ckimra Foundation a c ~ o m o & t e  any Cherokee healer, shaman, or religious leader or practitioner wLo - 
desires to view excawtiom, laboratory processing, or storage of any remains associated with this work 

be provided {or any Native religious services or ceremonies in area outside 

A. Field inwsi-igatians I be conducted using a set oi standard Iorms maintained by the fieid archaeologist. 

These 4 inelucle: 

1. Daiiy Report Form, to record wo progress on a daily Lasis. This will assist in tracking over-all 

progress, the stripping oi diGerent site areas, and the excavation ol burials, leatures, and posthoies. 



ssential domat ion  concerning individual batures. Associated arith this 

oMes ol each feature discussed (1.F.). 

4. Bag Inventory Form, to track all collections leaving the Iield and going into the iield laboratory. 

be completed by the field archaeologist and handed over to the iaboratory director on 

a daily basis. These Iorm tke bask br inventory control and cataloging. 

ior color transparencies. While no speci&cations and the slides will be 
maintained in L L  storage througho be used lor both field and laboratory 
work. Where  X-ray are repired, sta he klm will Le stored in pH neutral 

envelops. 

D. Overall site mapping, by either total station or s u r v e y  grade GPS, will be conduded at least weekly, with the 
resuiting data $ownloaded and printed wit 48 hours. This 4 . l  ensure that no area is completed and covered 

mapping being con& and the data being printed and held checked to ensure accuracy. 
be on dimensionally rt 4 be made to archives the electronic Uiie (s). 

report will be +printed, doubiesided, on pH ne , aikaline buffered paper. The document wiil be 

d. Color copies may be used where necessary A1 not be required. 

- Upon kna! acceptance, at least 40 copies ol the technical report wriU be provided to major research centen 

and repositories in the Eastern United States. 



A Chicoa 1U7U maintain an open site, allowing free access and inspection by any interested party during normal 

worbing hours, subject to sage3 reg&ions, checking in with the Iieid directors, and being accompanied by a 

Chicora employee. Limitations ail1 be established only as a means to prevent loss oI work time. 

B. Upon Lal acceptance, copies oi the technical report .ad be provided to the Library of Congress, the N. C. 
raw the Tennessee State Lkrary, the S.C. State Library, and the Macon 

C. A popular version ol the rn 

a third o& &we copies 

be &signed by Chicora ation at the Macon County 
of 15 b a r  Beet an of the Native Americans 

ifscts Lorn the excavation, on permanent loan Lorn the curatorial 

lacility . 

hy, and associated materiais be curated with the 

e transferred to that curat facility as soon as 

practical aker the completion ol each iield season. 

B. All curatoriai requirements oi the Iacility ("Archaeological Curation Standards and Guidelines, 1995 
excepting that the artifads, because of the quantity anticipated dl not be 
nation d both poly-paper and impressed metal tags will be used. 

prior to curation. In bone, mica, and shell 
atment lor such items wi11 developed ior all 

ecorne pa* of the permanent curatorial record. 

E. N e i t b r  curation nor consenration treatments apply to human skeletal remains, regard.rdiess of their 
association, or to any grave goo intentions$ with human burials. These materials 41 be handled as 

materials h r  repatriation. 

k AU human remains (excepting thwe lor wkicich Chicora, the NC SHPO, and the EBC have made alternative, 

ora Foundation to the NC SHPO or his representative, within 
easonys investigations. It shaU then be the responsibility oi the 

NC SHPO to ensure transLr oi the remains to the EBC or any other party as determined by the NC 



Commission on InJian 

rovide the necessary acreage lor repatriation beyond the site boundaries, but immediately 

e land currently owned by the County is not adequate ior this purpose, the County 
nal land is necessary immediately adjacent to and contiguous to the original tract. 
e burial area is one tract, not swersl &sprsed It may, howwer, be necessary 

cal investigations to ensure that the land proposed to be used for reburial will 
or human. remains. 

D. Macon County andl agree to hand excavate burial pits lor the repatriation activities, under the supervision 
oI Chcora Foundation and any representatives ol the EBC who mi$&+ be appointed or who might desire to be 
present. The burial pits , in so gar as psslble, repkc ginal pits in terms oi size and shape. No effort 

w d  VIUe made to attempt to rephate side cLa&r burid e iLPth af each pit d be, minimally, X inches 

below the existing ground sdace. T h e  LU Lorn each p m m d  &om the burial location by the County. 

E. The County d be respons&le $or the original grave fill associated with each burial, clearly marked, 

by the side ol the corresponding pit. 

E. The repatriation procedure aoU Le handed by the EBC in a manner, time, and nature appropriate to their 

religious and cdkrd beleis without hindrance or undue pressure Lorn the County or any other party. The EBC 
1 be responsible lor using the amJAle hll horn the original burial pit to Mi in the grave aker excavation. 

. Within 48 Hours o$ the eonelusion service, the County ail1 complete the Iiiling oi the 
l, hand. N o  mechbc  within the sonknes oi the burial area and ail 
soil d be by rvheelb lished in a &ought resistant, low maintenance 

grass as soon as poss&L aker the reburids. 

k For t i e  purpose oi this &ta recovery a " h e  sc~ver-y~~ will be any condition which may subsiantiueiy 

alter the nature or procedures oi the data recovery It may include the identikcation oi more burials or 

- 
based on the current level ol survey work. 

Since ""late &cowriesw can Foundation aoU be responsible lor providing 

weebly summaries ol the data recowry Once out of the held, these summaries JI 
be on a m o d &  basis. The goal to allow parties to anticipate any probiems 

which may be reasonably lareseen, such as longer than anticipated periods oi keld work, weather delays, and 

other similar issues. These repaas All be provided to Chicma's contractor, the lead agency, the NC SHPO, 



NC Commission 0& Indian s, Macon County, and other legitimate parties wLo may iomafdY 
request copies. 

C. In the event ol: a late discovery arhicich requires immediate attention, all work in the immediate area of the 

cease and Chicom A, with & hours, eb to not& Chico~a's mntractor, the lead agency, the 
NC SHPO, the EBC, the NC Commission on I irs, and Macon Counh. Notification dl be 
considered achieved with a &one call and, where the party is not present, either a voice mail message or 

cad agency, the NC. 0, the EBC, and (as appropriate) the 
ate and determine action is necessary w i t h  48 hours o 

risible ior any costs associate 





es the methods to be used in tLe analysis cl, and npoaing on, Lurnan remains Lorn the 
Native American site in Macon County, North Carolina. The analysis a4 the remains 

on of Dr. David S. aver oi Wabe Forest University, and should provide description 
and interpretation of the human skelet remains. The description and interpretation &odd provide idonation 
concerning the physical characteristics and Uestyles o l  41s persons buried at 31MA.77. Examination, analysis, an$ - - 

reporting in the human rkelet e conducted in accordance with relevant law and agreements. The 
procedures and methods outlin should allow expeditious reburial of the remains at a location, and in 

signated under relwant law and agreements. 

is of human skeletal remains that 1 be recovered from 

Macon county, No& C a r o h .  At ough the number of remains that will be discovered 

own at this time, t e budget that can be adjusted as the nu 
remains almost certainly are Nati and M) this work will be conduded under ihe provisions and 

rest~ictions of relevant statutes an concerning the treatment and analysis o4 the remains. 

The excavation of the remains will be conducted hv the Chicora Foundation and. otfier persons that Chicora 

Foundation may &signate. To e the amount oi time the remains are cut ci the gr ile ensuring adequate 

examination and study og the re propose to conduct on-site not propose removing 

e (excepting materials which may need to be x-rayed or lor CAT scans are 

dive tesiing or samphng of the remains. ?here OllU be no Long t e r n  curation 

costs. Custody and security oi the remains will e the responslbdi% OE-site 04 the excavators and other appropriate 
panties. 



site in the region. The human s remains horn 31b1A11 d represent a large 

and. important coUection ol remains, and their study pprc\de si inionnation concerning the late 

Native American ol Macon county and the region. 

have several goals. An initial goal 11 involve compiling through descriptions 

I sex, age at death, stature, body b d, disiinguishing characteristics, and a q  

skeletal 

ation represented by the skeletal 

, to characterize and explain any 

alies of the people, and to p nceming the liiestyies and Me 

ay tLen Iorm a basis Lor comparison to i&omation on the human sbeletal remains 

r the terms ol existing agreements the human shele remains cannot be remove 

of the archaeological site, we propose to &ablish a held laboratory in &ich the remains can be cleaned, studied, 

&otographed (as necessary), and pelaged for transport to the reburial site. Followink t e model established by Rose 

(1985). WLO aas  working under simJar site constraints in a case involving exhumation, study, and rapid reburial, are 

propose that a small biul structure, suck as a comtmctio~~ site o 

The remains would ent & a process of cleaning and study ( 
m d & L  for r e b u d  at ed location). The field laboratory 

water is not needed), ele 

WrLicK can Le locHed and see 

progress ol the remains tl-i 
Standardized forms m d  be created and used for each p I the remains Leiore reIsurial is 

contemplate& then oI course adequate secure storage s on site. 

Because oi d$er existifig commitments during spring and summer d 20 eaver cannot be present at 

&e site on a continuous basis. Thereiore, a Lieid and Iaboraiory supervisor kith tra erience in Lumm skeletal 

recovery and analysis will be needed on site. We Lbelieve that Ms. li should be that person. Ms. Driscd is a 

doctoral student at the University ol North Cmoiina at Chapel Hill, nish her Ph .D. in the early spring oi 2001. 
We propose to train six individuals (at least 2 of whom should have MA.  level training in human skeletal recovery and 

analpis) to conduct the cleaning, measurements and observations, and photography, and to record resuits and. 

a1 under Ms. Driscoll's supervision. The taro individuals with iamdiarity aith human 

serve as crew supervisors, one person working in the laboratory and one person working in the iield 
on the site. The other four individuals, who should have iamiliarity with the recovery and analysis ol human sbeietal 

remains, would LanJle each burial case eacL day, under Ms. ~riscoU's supervision, and Dr. Weaver wo~~Bd come to  the 

site at least once a week to review the week's work, supervise the study procedures, and make any more detailed 



observations that might hte wmanted. 

ecause the condition of the remains may make intact excavation oi t h e  remains we propose taking 

a staradard set oi: in sifu measurements, swings, and on each burial beiore removing the remains horn the 
burial feature. The standard data coUedion approach, and &oms, provided in Buibtra and Ubel$er (1994) will farm - - 

e basis ol this &ase of data collection. 

T h e  initial steps of the laboratory analysis will be to dean  and prepare the skeletal material. Usuailyf cleaning - - 

ering sod &om the remains to allow examination ol the suriaces oi t i e  bone. ii' it is 

to the remains because rebrui d the remains is repired under existing agreements. ecause the sod surrounding the 

remains is considered part of the sacred, canted oi the burial, the soil &at is cleaned horn the remains 41 be saved and 

kept m& the remains, so that the soil and the remains can be reburied tagether at the end ol the study. 

methods, on each individual who 

important oharaderistics ol each in 
other and future, studies an human skeletal material Lorn the area. 

The next step in the andysi be to determine the sex, age at esth, stature, body build and other 

distinguishing characteristics ol the als Lorn the site. determine the individual sex using standard 

observations ol cranial and skeletal characteristics, especially *elvie traits and skeletal robusticity, and standard 
measurements and indices u&stra and, Ubel&er 1994 urces as needed). We will use 

ax$ metho& 4onr Jete death, including examining SL ntal growth and development, 

in$ ~kei~td maturity, ge related changes in the ex int changesf examining 

dental wear and deve1oPme g at signs oi &-long '6vear &er 1994, B a s  Ig)95, 
~ramble t t  and SteeXe 19 resources as needed). In h inJivideral ior wLom 

material is present, we expect to prepare a demog 

hie wodd suggest unusual events at the a 

groups, that may be oi historic and archaeological value. 

Stature and hody appraised using standard. measurements, indices, and formulas of long bones oi 

the inrHr~duaI.s (Bass 1995 an ra an$ Ubelaker 199 c expect that the estimates ol stature and body build 
a d  be consistent with those of modern Native Americans in the region. 

ions dental an8 oral conditions usi andad metg-iods and criteria (BuiKstra and 

Turner, Nichol and Sc dl take casts oi the dental remains (a 

nondestructive technique), using stan&rd dy of the dentition 

that could not be accomplished during th &r study. Dental 
p v i d e  indications oi p-ob diet and can pravi cerning relation&ips betareen the sample 

I and people at other site the region. For e e and patterns oi dental and 



disease may imply a et tjnat aras heady dependent on agriculture, or that m s  a broader &et combining Ad and domestic 

foods (Larsen 1991). Specihc dental traits, sucb as shovel-shaped incisors, may strongly suggest Native American 

historical and biological aknity (h rsen  1991, H i L n  1996, Turner, Nichoi and Scott 1991) 

As a hnai stage of the analysis, we will combine the various analyses to produce cumulative inionnation 

concerning the probable biological aknity, ppulation characteristics, demography, nutritional and disease states, and 

ocher reiewnt characteristics ol the sample horn 31~YA71. This information should provide a look at the lifeways and 

Lfe histories of the buried at the site, and the  information can the3 be integrated with other repods concerning 
17 and tLe people oi the time in the region. 

We d porwide perio&c reports of our progress as required by any pertinent agreements. We d provide a Iinai 
report of our analyses and inte~retations to the conk~dor  b r  kcncorporation into other reports as necessary. If requested, 

we will provide copies of our analyses and data to any appowd authorities as consistent with applicable lam and 
1 

procedures. 

Analysis d the human skeletal remains a?U begin as soon as the remains are excavated. V e  expect that cleaning, 

measurement, photography, mi4 initid analysis of each set of remzim should tabe one to trvo wee aker which time the 

remains may be stored or reburied as required under relevant agreements. Thus, the initial analysis ol the remains should 
be completed within two weeks aker the excavation d the last of the remains in the field. Detailed analpis and 

interpretation oi tLe initial measuxernents and observations should be completed aitLn 9 months aiter closure oI the site. 

Larsen, C.S. 
1992 

Rose, J.C. 
1985 



Turner, C.G., Nishol, C. an 
s of the Permanent Dentition; the Arizona State 

nces in D e n t ~ I A n t L r o ~ o ~ o ~ ~ .  Edited by M. KeiLr 
-3 1. Wiley-Lisr , New Y orb. 
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