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0 8 V E R V I  EW 

This thesis r e p o r t s  t h e  r e s u l t s  o f  two pears a£ 

archaeological research on t h e  Middle Flint River  in c e n t r a l  

Georgia. Regtorial sarvsy and test excavations were carried 

out between 1986 and 1988 w i t h  t h e  a f m  of deleaeaking the 

g e o g r a p u c  and chronological distwibutAon of Mississippian 

occapat i sn  i n  t h i s  reglon. More ~ p a e t f i c a l l y ,  the p r o j e c t  

had three goals: to contribute t b  t h e  grawlng arehaeologkcal 

data base 90,r the l a t e  prehistoric s o c i e t i e s  in t h e  

Southeastern Unfred S t a t e s ;  t o  awaluate whether local 

Mississippi 8n occnpatios  conf orma t o  w i d e l y  acceptled models 

of H i s s i s s i p p i a n  settlement distrfbution and p o l i t i c a l  

argaaizat ios ;  and t o  evalaate t h e  proposal by Hudson, e t  al. 

(1984) that  the Desoto expedition encountered t h e  Province 

of Toa an t h e  Middle F l i n t  River  in 1540. 

Two eomplsmetary s e t s  o f  data were collected in t h e  

project. T e s t  excavations a t  two known platform mounds an 

t h e  Middle Flint, Neieler (9Tflj and Hartley-Pbaey (9Tr12), 

resulted tn th% recovery of s t r a t i f i e d  ceramic collecti~ns 

whfch wefe emplayed in t h e  constrttction of a Missiasipplan 

p e r l o d  ceramic ~ h r ~ o n o l o g y  for  tho ragion, ,and wbfcb 

1 



a d d i t i o n a l l y  supplied informatien regardfwg t h e  dates of 

mound construction and u9e. Regional surve-y resulted in thg 

i d e & t i f  f c a t i o n  of archae,ological sites 'Gating t~ tbc  

Missiaslpp5a.n period.. T b s e  =i tes  were t h e n  p l a c e d  w , i t h i a  

t h e  chronological  framework constructed on the basis of 

st-ratigraph-fc ~ o l l e c t f o a s  bn order to ev,aluamte temporal 

variation, in M i ~ s l s s t i p p i a n  settLement distribution. The 

results  of t h e  project ware u- l t iraate ly  spnthes5:zed to 

prwvfde  an initial view ,of the s p a t i a l  and t.gmprrra1 

d i s trebut - ion  o f  Miss3smsippF4tn' oocupation, on the M i d d l e  Flint 

R.'iver. 

co.srRnmroa OE A D ~ T A  BASE 

Recant archaeological  reseapch fa the Southeast kas 

witnessed a fl~urescence of interest in t h e  late prehistoric 

chiefdoms of the Mississ5ppisn period. Numerous s,tudies 

have  examia'ed the  rs'pecifAc nature 05 i ~ d $ v i d t l a T  

M i s s f s s f p p i s n  polities, and many authore have attempted t o  

p r o v i d e  egn-thetic  e v e r v i e w s  of t h e  social geography o f  t h e  

lace pxebis tor ic  somtheast, examin%-rig such problems as 

p o l i t i c a l  integration into paFamotrnt chfefd,@ms (Peebles an'd 

Eus 1973; S ~ e p o ~ n a i t u a  19781, c ~ c l e s  in , the  rise and f a l l  of 

chfefldams (AnQers~n  19861, inter-chiefdom cornpet-ition and 

c o n f l i c t  (Larsan 19?1), and e v a r i e t y  o f  other topics. Suchl 

quest ions,  particularly as they relate t o  broad-scale 

xegfsnal spnthee- of the geographic and temporal 

distribution of Mississippian p o l f t b e s ,  *ay only be properly 
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a d d r e s s e d  upon t h e  creation of an archaealogZca1 d a t a  base 

comprehensive enough t o  include the  geographic l o c a t i o n  and 

s p a t i a l  extent gf every Mississippian polity throughout the 

e n t i r e  late prehis'toric period under consideration. The 

i n t e r p r e t i v e  potential of any reg/ionaI s y n t h e s i s  is o n l y  as 

greet as tbe least well-known element in its analysis, 

A primary g o a l  af a l l  current 8qrahaealogical  

research lnto Ehs nature of M i s s t s s i p p i ~ n  s o c i e t i e s  s h o u l d  

be ta c o n t r i b u t e  to' this data base.  Yhile in many areas 

such infarmation 2 s  already in existenc.e, a g r z s t  many gaps 

remain. Ballp and Rudolph [1986:8$], . for example, 

characterize the  nature of nrchaaalogical research in t h e  

Mississippian perio'd o f  I t h ~  Georgia Ptedmont as "at best,.. 

opportun i s t3  c and a a r ~ o w l y  focased; at worst,. .haphazard, 

p o o r l y  executed, and unrepor-ted, " T h e i r  rapor t f n d i c a t e s  

that  b a s e - l i n e  axrhaeologfcal data 50r t h i s  p a r t  of G e o r g i a  

is, in t h e  major-$tp, poor to non-exltstane, altho,ugh notable 

exceptions oxbot .  

One area which h a s  recieved alm,ost no archaeological  

attention is the U d d l e  Flint Piver in central Georgia. In 

a l l  f a f t a e s s ,  thZa is most l tf 'kely due to t h e  r Iegfos1a 

remoteness from Univereities or institutions w i t h  major 

archaealogica-l programs, b u t  thls is h a r d l y  an excuse, since 

t w o  Mi8ss iss ippSaa platform sounds  a t e  known to e x i s t  an t h e  

M t d d l e  Flint, oas of which* Neialer Mound (9TrI)  h a s  been 

recognized by the  archae~l~gical community s ince  before the 

WPA era a t  M a c o ~  Plateau. While some t e s t i n g  h a s  been 



carr5ed out at Nefs.ler, 't-her& are nn extant  records  gram 

such activity, and ~ r i o r  t o  this p r o j e c t ,  these t w o  m , ~ u a d s  

were .the o a l y  racpgaizad hkiss i s , s ipptan  s5te.s a long  t h i s  

s t r e t c h  of t h e  F l i n t  Riv,~r, The Mid,dle Flint thus 

m n s t i t ' u t e s  a s i g n f f i c a n l :  gap in the archa&of,ogical  data 

base f qs t h e  H i g s i s s i p p , i  an perlt'ogl-, 

EBkMINATTOEJ OF TYTdE NATURE OB MISSf68IPPIAN SOCZETZES 

The Fall Lime zone h a s  long been regarded as an  

e spec ia l ly  a t t r a c t i v e  foeatfdn 9ar Miz9gistsipg9aa 

populations. Clusters of Missi@sfp#&an mound s5tea  exist at 

the Fall Line zone of virtually e v e r y  major river which 

t1~o'w.s from the Piedtooat nato the Coastal, B la in .  S ince  none 

of thxese r a g i o n s  have been oubj,ectsd to extens ive  

archasolagical s u r v e y ,  however, there is little to na 

e v i d e n c e  auaPTablo rega'rdhg the s p a t i a l  d t s t r f  button of 

Mbasiss ipplan a c c u p a t l a n  around these  Hsuad centers. 

Furthermore, although auggestioas have been ozfared t a  

explain t h e  preference of  Mk~gLsstppiaa groups f o r  t h e  F a l l  

L,tne  zone, there hove beea no serPous a t t e a p t s  to teat them,  

The M i d d l e  Flint RSver represents an e x c e l l e n t  o p p o r t u n i t y  

t o  examine the n a t u x e  qf these Pa11 L i n e  s-ocketies. 

Among the psosaf bile explaeacf o.nk wbfch m i g h t  be 

propsosed regarit ing the attractiveness of t h e  F a l l  Line cone 

to M i s s i s s i p p i a n  societies, t h e  presence of extensive 

f l o o d p l a i n  a lang these r 5 v a s ~  i ~ l m e d i a t l y  be low the F a l l  Ldae 

( F i g u r e  1. I) may p l a y  a s5gnif i c a n t  r o l e .  A~ehae6log%~sfa 





have  l o n g  recognized a pre-ference 0.5 Mississippian groups 

f o r  rfverlbe Eloodplafn s o f l s ,  T h i s  is cer ta in ly  the case  

in G l e o r ~ i a .  H a l l y  and Rudolph (19868) n o t e  t h a t  

Mis s i s sAppian  s i t e s  in Georgia do seem ts be most common 

a d j a c e n t  to h r g e  areas of floodplain, stid least c a m o n  in 

i n t e r f l u v i a l  upland regions. Lee 4 1 9 7 7 )  demonstrated  a 

s t a t i s t i c a l f y  sAgniflcanl correlation between large  

Mfss5ss ipp iaa  sttes in the. Ocvlnee Valley in t h e  Gaolrgia 

Piedmont and t h e  f lavj lal  landfarms of major dralnog,es+, auch 

as rivers. Ward (1965) suggestled that f l o o d p l a i n s  were 

a t t ~ a c t i v e  primarily due t o  the h f g h  ferlflfty of the soils 

c o a p r i a i n ~  them, and t ' b b  e.xplan.at5oa se'ems to be w&dely 

accepted among modern southeastern archaeologists. Redent  

work, bowever, has augmented t h i j s  expianation. Smith (1978) 

presents  a w e l l - d e ' v s l ~ p e l d  argument that prany efeiaents of the 

ent ire  Eloodplafa h s b i t i t e  complemented each other t o  produce 

aln optgmum environment for  M i s s i s s i p p i a n  p u p u l a t i a n s .  

Smith (1978:486), asserts t h a t  Mlsslasippiaa gaoups 

may be characterized by "a s p e c i f i c  eamplen adaptation t o  

l i n e a r ,  environmentaIlp cixcumscribcd f loo.4plain h a b i t a t  

zones." f a  part i cu lar ,  Smith argues t h a t  t h e  degree to 

which $any floodplafn aane approached t h e  opti,mum habitat for 

Mississippian groups f a  depensdent upon two primary factors:  

t h e  t o t a l  area pf w e l l - d r a b e d ,  friable lend wtkhin t h e  

floodplain habitat, 8 n d  t h e  t 6 B a l  area of permanent and 

seasonal  lake(s within this habitat (Smith 1978 : 4814-5). It 

seems evident  that, a l thopgh cossl&erabf e variation with 



regard to t h e s e  t w o  factors map exist betwe-en diffafent 

flnodplain asgmenSs, the l a r g e r  the t o t a l  area of the 

f l a o d p J a f n  habf ta t ,  the greater the p o s s i b i f i t j  that an 

optimal level o f  these two f a c t o r s  map be reached. Xn tfis  

regard, then, St nay b a  p r e d i c t e d  b a s e d  on 5rn i th ' s  argument 

chat Hissfssippian groups wauld in general be alqst likely to 

inhabit the l a r g e s t  f l o o d p l a i n  segments along major r3ver  

systems. For the purposes of t h i s  study,  it is t h u s  

hypothesized t h a t ,  within the  context  of t h e  Middle Flint 

R i v e s  r eg ion ,  Hf a s 5 s s i p p f  a3 occupation should be 

tancenkrated along the rive'r valley, a n d  in particulax 

i sh~uld  be asaacslatsd w i t h  the w a d e s t  expanse of floodplain 

below the Fall Line .  

In e v a l u a t i n g  t h e  a c t u a l  sett lement d d s t r b b u t 5 o n  

withfn such an optimum h a b i t a t ,  Smith (1978:481) p o i n t s  o u t  

that M i s s l s d i p p t a n  p s p u f a t 5 a a s  balanced the need f a r  optimal 

exploitation of  e n e r g y  sources v l t b i n  the f l a o d p l a i n  with 

t h e  necessity of m a i n t a i n i n g  social cohesion and d e f e n s i v e  

boundar ie s  as competetive cultqral ent i t5es .  The r e s u l t a n t  

settlement pa'ttern reflect8 s eomprfmlae b e t w e e n  c ~ m p l e t e  

d i s p e r s a l  of h s b i t a t i o n ~  associated with preferred l o c a t i o ' n s  

w i t h i n  the f l o o d p l a i n ,  and t p t d  nucleation i n t o  f o r t i f l e d  

villagas as a defeesrve s t ra tegy .  Mi$sfaaipplata settlement 

spatema cons i s t ed  o f  "diopesscd farmsteads surrounding a 

16(cal center" ( S m i t h  1978:491), and thus represented a 

fldxible adaptat ion which could be altered In response  to s 

variety of factors .  



Miss-%asippfad aociet-te's are al@s believed t~ have 

b,een chaxacterfzed by a rank+d social  structure, ,and t6 have 

been orga,xi3ged into chis fdoma,  with centralized polit>i'cal 

a n t h o r i t y .  Arthaeal6gical .evaluatLoq of th3s Z o a ~ o r e  is 

undoubtedly d i f f f i c u l t ,  b,ut Smith (1978) a s s e r t s  t-hat:  

. , . t h e  d.,egre to which any large-scale 
conat-rmct5oxi pro jec t s  appear fo  have been 
organized an.d carried o u t  under c ~ n t r a l i ~ e d  
control coula also be  empmlsyed t b , ~ & a s u r e  
c,entral&zstion of decisiom rrtak.ing, 

Smith 1978.~487 

Clear ly ,  mbund canstruct5on fa lLs  within the realm of 

cansiderai ion as a too1 for estimating t h e  degree of 

centralSaation withga any Mfss ios igpian s o c i e t y .  Scarry and 

Papae (1987) u t f  $1 ze total ,maujnd volume a s  a measure of t h e  

centra i ized  j a l i t i c a l  influence of F o r t  Waltnn polities in 

nart-hwestern FIorfd-a and southwestern Beorgfa, but s i n c e  

mound volume may a l so  reflect the nuraber of stages af monad 

c o n s t r u c t i o n ,  and t h e  l eng th  of time a mound was in use* t h e  

present study will s - p l y  employ e v i d e n c e  of mound 

c o t l s t r ~ c t i o n  alone, without a(ng m(easure o f  mound v o l u m e ,  as 

a measure of c e n t ~ a l f x e ~ d  p a l i t f c s l  authority d ~ r i n g  each 

phase of k h e  Misqissippfan period, The existence of two 

platform mounds on the M i d d l e  Flint River certainly 

indicakaa cantralfzad decision-rdakfng, and a n a l y e i s  of t h e  

actual dates of mound conaara~t~on, a$ a part of t b i ~  study, 

should r,evsal durdag what p e r i o d s  of tf me this p o l f t f  caL 

centralisatkan was in exiotehce. 
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G t e p d a a i t u s  (,1978) c o n o t ~ ~ e t s  a model of t h e  b p t - i m a l  

pSacemant of major and minor centers within 8 cornpie* 

.chief  do@ using central pLac,e t -hem y According t o  t h i ~  

mode-1, major cant,ers &,re l a e a t s d  c@nrrally w i t h  respect t o  

* ~r2no.r c , enters  w i t h i n  t h e  samp ~ h i e f d u m ,  and these  minor 

centers gravitate spatially toward t h e  moj>or center with 

respect to the population which t 3 s y  serve. Data f r b m  t h i s  

etwdy will be used to test the, hypothesis t h a t  the mound 

sentars on t h e  M i d d l e  F l f a t  R iver  were placa,d i n  a central 

location with res$ect to the Mississippian pb.pu1atfo.n f a r  

which t h y  s e r v e d  as sdmin l ta tra t i~re  centers .  

ETALUATIQlN OF TEE RQPTB OF DESOTQ 

>One extrem&Jg raIwa6le s d n r c e  osf 5informakfon 

ragardiap t h e  nature of the late prehistoric &iss i s s , ippSas  

chiefdoms w u c h  has on-ly rleceatly began to be  f a l l p  

e x p l o i t e d  is the dyocaeentary accounks of several &lxte.snth 

csntusy Bpgnish gxpedft50as into the interior southeast ,  

A ~ t h ~ u g b  t-keee goarces, have been avalllable ta researelxers 

f o r  maap years, recent atremlts t o  preciacPg trace t h , ~  

wou!ea o,f these s x p c d i t l ~ n a  an t h e  madern landscape have met 

wfth gx~eat suo8cess, perm$ttLmg t h e  in.tegrat&as of 

arkhaeologfcal and hf&taxfc evidence regard5ng t h e  &ocietik& 

encountered b y  t h e  Spaniards, Host notdble omoaa these 

eap~d3tions whoaa routes  have now been lhacated with a 

reasanable  d d $ t e e  af accnra7cy are  t i m a  o f  Juan Patda 

CDePratter, e t  al. l9$,3) ,  Hersando besots (Hudson, et al. 



1994, DePratfar, ct al. 1985, Budaan, c t  al. 1988a3, and 

Pristan de Luna (Hudson, et a1. 1985b), all o f  which  date 

b e f n r e  A.P. 1 5 7 0 .  While archaeological evidence seems t o  

bear o u t  these r d c o n . s t t u c t f ~ - n s  for nuch ' o f  the  e x p e d i t i o n  

routes, in some areas such evidence is lacking, due t o  t h e  

absence of archaeological research. 

One such area is %he Riddle F l h t  R i v e r ,  whieh 

Hudson, et al. t1984) Bnggest wss t h e  l o c a t i o n  of the 

Provines  05 Toa, visgted fur a s h o r t  t i m e  By DaSoto in March 

bf 1540t T h e i r  pfaceaeht  of DeSokors  c r o s s i n g  of t h e  Rf var 

sf Toa ( i d s n t i f i a d  as the F l i n t  River) s o u t h  of present-day 

Hontezuma, Ga. had nu aschaaa~ogtcal  evidence t o  

s p b q l t a n t f a t e  the ir  conclusAo,n, making t h e  results uncertain 

u n t f l  archneologica~ dara is campfled f o x  t h e  reg-Van, It rFa 

t h u s  one  goal of t h e  present study t o  examine the v a l i d i t y  

w£ Hud,son, et al.'s (1984) placement qf Toa usfng 

~arcbaeelo'gical data regarding the  spat ia l  d f s t s i b u H - a n  of 

Mississippian occupation on t h e  M i d d l e  Flint River dur ing  

the @id-sixteenth c e n t u r y ,  

In summary, t h f s  study examines the temporal and 

qeogrsphical distribution of l a t e  prehistoric M i s S i s a i p p i a n  

g~cupation on thse Niddle F1$nt River in order t o  ,evalluate 

the nature of  H f j s s i s s f p p i a a  society responsible f o r  the two 

known pla t form,  ~ s u n d s  at t h e  Fhll Line. Subsmrface testing 

of strst=iflied cexamkc d'eposats ka each mound: w a s  perf orme,d, 

a.ad grt3.fae.tugl c , a U e c t P a ~ s  were am' lyzed  f o r  the  pnrpose QP 

co'nsttnCtf ng, a MfsgTssf p p i s n  perfod  cerasnic chrenalagy £:or 



t h e  M i d d l e  Flint R i ~ e ' r r *  TbBs. $dd3HanerJlp ge~ztl$ttad zbe  

d.9ut.b~ ~f per iods  02 raound c o ~ e s p g c t & ~ n ,  ,and tBad @3blgdg a9 

~cemtr,al&ze3i politke&J au . tho~$tg ,  z& r a s d t s  of  regfbaaf 

errchaed.l~@@a1 s-tlme"p were the& a . & d - , p e d  t o  reveal the 

spazlal. d i a ~ i b u t f g f i  af Migsi&&3pp33n8 necirp&t$$n dnr%ng &&cb 

,phase 02 'the eeragllf~ ch~snqtpgy, in part&euLas as if relate% 

E-Q m e  ,phfr-sfc&I enVZZz:~h@enit af  t h e  g u r ~ e y  &rJeahr 

Chajker Tws psssen'ts an dv&r@%ew 6s ,the pbpsic$L 

envbroawat 0'8 $be w*iire PI-ink B I v W  vad .hy .  GBapt&rs 

Thre:e &ad FauT' prese'at the res>u-lts sS teat ,es~c$va$iwns at 

.ewh o r  t'he two' 'known K5~~si=sipp~&-an,  p lh t3o l~m m~und$i ia  the 

erudy ape&, amd ehap;tgr F5vp qe.t.gBliaheg a cersmZc 

&hroablo.gip ba&eB PI~B rewelee of . these  qx~avatisns. 

Chapter 8BTs  i n l e l ~ ~ d e s  the  $uire;p s,t?r.a.t&,gyy and res.ulta of 

$~@an,a5 srehaeolggi8c& susw&$ in r h i  $ $ a d y  ,&Tea9 odd 

;d escx%be8s '&l% EUssisq,ip@%a~ stf ss, d&,gc-olvesed a#  a r e s u l t  of 

t b ~  p r ~ j G c 2 ,  Ch,ag8t.er Uves s?&ehs?-ePz;@s 811 availab1.e date1 

AD en an+ly&e qE the ge~graph'ic ,dfskril+uLZ,Bn .d.f 

Miesiesfppdaa aecup@I5sn quxagg ~ - g t h  o+xamdc p ' h s e ,  ansd 

e-valu'ates the sXg,b~if&cansC Q% the*@ recuJto. ,Cq~.c~aai,omn 

gmd '@ug,g$atiqa@ f@r futtt 're k@&Sdr~h corn$fBse cb&ptf&f Eight, 



CHAPTER, TWO 

PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT OF THE MIDDLE FLINT RIVER REGION 

IITBODUCTION 

The F l i n t  River is a major waterway of the southern 

Appalachian aS.ope. It origfaatea deep within the Piedmont  

of n o r t h e r n  'Georgia and flows generally s&uthw.a,rd across the 

Piedmont, crossing, t h e  F a l l  Line into t h e  Coastal  Plain and 

ultimately j o f n l a g  with the  Chattahooches River t o  farm the 

Appalachlcola R i v e r ,  which CrnptLes i ~ t o  t h e  Gul f  sf Mexico 

in northwestern Flor ida .  The F l i n t  R i v e r  watershed i8 212 

miles locap and averages 40 milea in width, drainfng 8,460 

square rniJ.es [Stanley Consultants  19731. Of the major 

rivers ari6inatimg in t h e  P i e d a o n t ,  the F l X n t  is the 

easternmost r i v e r  which drains into the Gulf  of Mexicot 

making t h e  watezshad boundary between t h e  Flint and the 

Ocmulgee River to the e a ~ t  also the b ~ u ~ n d a r y  blecween t h e  

Gulf and Aklant3c watersheds ( F i g u r e  2.13. 

The reg lon  through wh-ich the  F l i n t  River flows may 

be characterized as haying a temperate t o  warm-temperate 

cl imate,  wi th  from 220 t o  250 frost-free days per pear in 

the northern reaches of the r i v e r ,  a n d  from 240 to 280 days 

in t h e  southern p ,or t ion .  Rainfal-l  ranges fxom t'he h i g h e r  

P-iedmont average ef 45-56 inches  per year to 40-54 inches in 

12 



Figure 2.1 

Watersheds of Major Georgia Rivers  



14 

the  southern Coastal Plairt. P r e c i p i t a t i o n  p e a k s  duriwg t h e  

late winter and ear ly  a p r i n p ,  reaultfag 5a g r e o t e ~ t  

diocharge rates for t h e  F U n t  PPver (measared at the 

Sprewell B I ~ n f f  gaging stat ion l a  t h e  Pfedaont)  in spring and 

early sumaer, peaking in June and Julr. Teper-atures are 

h i ~ h e e t  in Jal<y, and lowest in January. 

Blthaagh the t o t a l  lesgrh of the r lver  channel is 

considerably longer due to maandera w9khfn t h e  valley, t h e  

F l i n t  Rf ver v a l l e y  is rough ly  278 m i z e s  in length,  and may 

be divided into three s e c t i o n s  b'ased on topographic and 

g e o l o g i c  cbaracferiatics ( F i g u r e  2 - 2 1 ,  The Upper F l i n t  

Rfasr  extends  from the source of the river t o  the Haxi L i n e ,  

cover ing  approx%matelp 98 miles acrom the metamorphic and 

crys ta l l ine  rocks of the PAedmont, The MfdBle F l b n t  RLiver, 

under consideration here, f l o w s  from Ch,e Fall L i n e  acrosa 

the u p p e r  Coastal Plain, or the Fall Line HA119 r e g i o n ,  to 

t h e  northern 1 3 m i t  of the Daugherty Plaia at Lake 

Black-shear, comprislzlg roughly 46 m i l e s  of t h e  t ~ t a l  l e n g t h  

of t h e  v a l l e y ,  The Lower Flint B$ser crosses the Doughereg 

P l a i n  in eauthveatern Georgia u n t t l  its confluence wfth the 

Chattahoochee, making up th& renaining 134 m t l e - 8  o f  the 

F l g n t  River  v a l l e y ,  These three sections o f  t h e  r iver  are 

charalcterized b y  varfa.tio,ns I n  topography, under ly ing  

bedrock,lithic resources, ~ b i l  asaeciations,  h g d # o l o g f c  

character is t lca ,  v e g e t a t i o n  and w i l d l X f e ,  and iclimat*, and a 

d e s c r i p t i o n  of the major environnentsl features of the 

e n t l r e  F l i n t  R f ~ e x  should prove u s e f u l  in order t o  prov lde  a 



Figure 2.2 

Physiographic Dlvislona o f  t h e  F l i n t  River Watershed 
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c o n t e x t  for a momre d e t a i l e d  examfaation of t h e  Mfddfe  Flint 

River  as the study axsa, 

U-FPER FLTNT R I V E R  

Thoe Flfnt River o-rig inates  as a sma.ll atreant 

immediately s o u t h  of Hartsfield Xiiteraatfonal Airport fn 

Atlanta, and f l o w  s ~ u t h w a r d  acrasB the Piedmont. This 

northernmodt sec t ion  o f  the  Upper Pfimt croeses the 

Grsenville Slope D i s t r i c t ,  characterized by rolling 

t o g o g x a p h ~  w h k h  d e s c e n d s  fron 1000 feet t~ 600 feet in 

elevation (1976 Physiographic Map oY Georgia). This regian 

2 s  a n d o r l a i n  by acid ~rystslline and metamorpbfc rockg 

i n c l u d i n g  gran i t e ,  a i ea  ~ e h i s t ,  g n e i s s ,  and a m p h i b o l i t s ,  

T h e  rfver charnel wideas from Xesg thsaa 25 feet t o  QbO feet  

a l o n g  th3s stretch, a n d  i$ ~ a r k e d  by g r a d i e n t s  less  than 5 

and gan8et;ally under 2 feet per mile, with slow to maderate 

v e l o c i t y  and numerous r i f f l e s  (Stanley Consultants 19733, 

The easy Canoe Class ratsng of 2 for  this section ref lects  

i t s  r a f s t i v e l y  smooth course. Floodplatn development, 

although present along thia portion of t h e  Flint, is 

miazrnal, w i t h  w i d t h s  of lews than h a l f  a mile. 

After c r o s s i n g  the  Tswaligek Fault, the F l i n t  flows 

into t h e  Pine Mountain diatrf c t ,  where quartz2 te-capped 

ridges rise abrupt ly  to elevations as h i g h  as 1300 feet. 

Here the  Flfnt has c u t  a deep and narrow gorge up to 400 

feet  below t h e  Pine Mountain r i d g e  summit. The r iver  turas 

t o  the southeast bjelow P5ne and Qak Mountain<s, and d e s c e n d s  



gradually from 800 to 500 feet in e l e v a t i o n  to t h e  P a l l  

Lfne, f l o w i n g  adr0B.s iuica slehist ,  gneissr amphibalite, and 

horneblende, granite, and b f a t i t e  gnelss~ The channel width 

ranges from 250 to 30'0 f e e t ,  and drops  a steep 8 f e e t  per 

mile o v e r  a s t r e t c h  which includes s~tonsiae a h o a . 1 ~  and rock 

outcrops,  and numerous islands (Stanley Concsultante 19739. 

'Such shgala seem t o  have served b i s t e r i c a l l y  as major t r a i l  

crcss3ngs. as early aecoonts and mags demonstrate. This 

sec t ion  S8a classed a s  moderate to d i f f i c d l t  (Canoe Classes 3 

a n d  4) for canoe tr&?el, i h d i c a t i n g  fts rapfd rate a £  

descent  and rough coarse. There is no floodplain 

d ~ ~ e l o p l r r s n t  in t h e  Pine Mountain area, b u t  between 14  and 9 

miles above the  Fa11 L i n e  the f l o d d p l a f n  explamds to up t o  

one mile i s  width at Bivens Bend, w i t h  snaller floodplains 

l e s s  than one half m i l e  w f d e  appesrfng downstream a t  padntar 

above the F a l l  Li-ne (Figure 2-31, 

The U p p ~ . r  FlSat River flows through a reg2011 

currently domlhated b>y l ~ b l o l l y  pine climax forests (Stanley 

Coneralt$ttts 1973). Oak-pine fusreat,s are less cuman, with 

upland areas  such as Pine Mountain including oakt Pickory, 

and long lleaf p i n e s  as predominant v e g e t a t i o n .  While p i n a s  

ssea to dominate t h e  m6,dern forests of t h e  Upper F l f n t ,  this 

may not  h a m  been t h e  'ease in pfebfstordc times* Benjamin 

Bawkias ,  the Greek Agent from 1796 to 1816, wrote in 1799 03 



Figure 2.3 

FXoodpla tn  Width o f  the Middle Flint River 



t h e  moarce of fhe F I i - p t  and the region above its falls as 

being aarked by: 

... open, flat l a n d ,  the s o i l  s t i f f ,  the trees 
past and black oak, a l l  smal l .  The land is generally 
rl ich,  well watered, and lies ,well a s  a waving 
country  for cultivation; oak, h i c k o r y ,  a,nd t h e  short  
leaf pine; peavine on t-he hill a i d e s  aad in the 
bmottoms, and a ,tall r i c h  grass, on t h e  richest Xsnd. 

Hawkins 1980:285 

While his evaluation of tbe reg ion  i s  colored by hopes f o r  

Enropean agrfcuLture, h i s  descr - ip t ions  iaply that: hardwoo.ds 

map have been more prevalent in prehistloxic times. 

Plummer's (1975)  examination of early n i n e t e e n t h  c e n t u r y  

land plat s ' u r v e p s  for t h e  Pine Mauntain reg ion  of t h e  

southwestern ,Gsargia Pie'dnont revealed that  paat and, red 

oaks  t.ogether comprised '69 percent of the trees la the  

forest; the e n t i r e  region was an oak-pime-hickory community, 

with c h e ~ t n ~ t ~  poplar,  b l a c k  gua, dogwood, and vhfte oak of 

greatest  importance nearest the F l i n t  R i v e r  (Plurimer 

1975:Q). In general, modern Pfedmont  forests possess more 

p i n e s  than was the case two teaturles agQ (Plbmmer 1975:16). 

Theee modern foreats map t o  some degree r e f l e c t  the 

extesgfve lose of topsoil in the  Southern Piedmont as a 

result  of Snfans ive  Europe= agriculture dualng the  late 

ninteenth cEnturp (Trimble 19731. S a f l s  immediately above 

the  Fall Line are characterized t o d i p  as in g e n e r a l  well- 

,dra ined  w i t h  coarse loamy surface layers ,  often cobb<ly  or 

stony, with c l a y e y  6r loamy s u b ~ o f l l s  (1965 Soil Associations 

of Geoxgia map). 



MIDDLE FLINT RIVER 

The F l i n t  River crosses the Fall Line at an 

eleratian of roughly 320 feet above 5ea l e v e l ,  and esters 

t h e  Fall Line Bills District of t h e  Coastal P l a i n .  The FalX 

Line marks . . the northern boundary of the Middle F i i n t  River ,  

and' is the point at whfch the F l i n t  River experiences a 

m a j o r  cbsa.ge, Hawkfns (1916:173) notea t h a t  "here the  Fal ls  

terminate and t h e  flats Be&gn to spread  o u t . "  After 

c r o s s i n , g  this boundary, t h e  Fl'int flews across the  

gedimeiitarg r o c k s  &E t h e  ~ u f f  Coastal Blain, d n c l u d i n p  

marine sands, loam,  and c l s ~ s  which were d e p o s i t e d  during 

the Cretaceous, Paleocene,  and Eocene geo log i ca l  periods .  

The rtverts gradient drops t;o 1.8 feet p e r  mfle, and  its 

channel begins t o  meander an  this csnparatfvely level 

t e r r a i n ,  I m m e d f a t ~ e l y  below t h e  p o P n t  at which t h e  river 

emerges from the Piedmont  onto the coastal P l a i n ,  the 

f loodpls i$n  expands in wfdth to three miles, eBcdmpasaing a 

vast swamp bottom which stretches downriver f o r  a dSsfance 

of 17 mfles be low the F a l l  Line (Figur@ 2.3). This 

floodplain ts by far  t h e  largest on t h e  ent i re  F l i n t  P f v e r ,  

compr&diag a n  @xtrcmely large  area aubject to seasonal 

f looding  and alluvial dspoaition. 

The r iver  fallows et s i n u s u a  coarse, meandering 

w i d e l y  wdthrln a f l o o d p l a i n  marked by numerous abandoned 

meanders and oxbow lakes .  Outcrops sf bedrock appear 

occasionally s l o , ~ g  the  bluff edges of t h e  floodplain, but 

t h e  riverbed is almost exclusively sandy, Kith rare sorted 



gravel b e d s  at p o i n t s  along t h e  rfver's course. The ac t ive  

f l o o d p l a i n  is bordered bg both eroded sedimentary d e p o s i t s  

wh%ch comprise t h e  bedrock nnderlying the en-tire F l i n t  River  

v a l l e y ,  as w e l l  as remnants of a series of six relict 

f l u v i a 3  terraces d a t i q g  t o  the Pleistocene (Carver and 

Waters 1984). These terrace remnants, ranging from 10 t o  

f 90 feet Pn e l e v a t i o n  a b o v e  the modern floodplain, are 

scattered afoag the margins of t h e  r iver  v a l l e y ,  and 

glenerally ,take t h e  forrra of nearly level plat@aus wfith s t e e p  

bluffs d v e t l o o k f  eg the active Eloodgfaia .  The lowes,t bf 

such terraces are locally known as "second b o t t o m s * ,  which 

extend out  I n t o  the swamp bottom -Erma t h e  vaaIf1ey rnarg,ins 

(Figure 2-4). Such f l u v i a l  terraees repraslent t h e  eroded 

remnants of a n c i e n t  f l o a d p ~ a i n ~  associated w f t h  t h e  

Flelstoeene Flint Rfver, which f l o w e d  at an e l e v a t i o n  much 

hagher than tbe mo'dern r i v e r ,  Within t h e  modern floodplafn, 

many of the t opogr i iph i c  ris'izs known as "sand h i l l a n  and 

' * i s l a n d s f t  probably rgpreaent i s o l a t e d  remnants 03 these 

Pleistocene terrace@, although some may be dunes of eolfan 

sand which accu~ulated oh the ssrface of the modern 

f loo&pla in  (Figure 2.5 exhibits a projected cross-section sf 

t h e  Middle F l i n t  River  valley), 

T h i s  modern f1oo.dplain 5s camposed of s e d i m e n t s  

d e r i v e d  primarily froh sourkes,  within the  Pfodmont, and 

along the W:ddle F l a t  R i v e r ,  these a l l u v i a l  s o i l s  are sf 

the Chewacla-Wehadksee- AlluvLal Land as~ocfation, descrf bed  

as 'nearly level, moderotelp wall d r a i n e d  t o  wet  bottomlasds 
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Pletstpcene Terrqce Pemnants pu the  M i d d l e  Flint River 
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aloag large atreams flowing from the Piedmont erea"(1965 

Soil Aasoclatians of G e ~ r g i a  asp), SofXs are "fins loamy 

textured throughout and drainage 5s  variable," While t h e  

sedime,nts coaprfafng the ngrthernrost portion of t h i s  

f l o o ' d p l a i n  derive almost exclu~ivclg f ram Pi sdmant s o 5 l s ,  

farther t o  the sbath, as t h e  river flow$ across the upper 

Coastal  Plain, these PYedmont sediments become bfiersaaingly 

mixed w i t h  thasle d e r i v e d  from the Coastal Plain, These 

Coastal Pla in  aedrmsnts, which hatre been subjected t o  

weathering and transport  before their orPg2naL depoaltion as 

marine s e r , a , t ~ ,  are presumably somewhat Iess fertile #an 

those d$rivkd from t h e  Piedmont,  ~ i t h o u g h  the precise 

effects of this process a r e  n'ot8knovn a t  this time, b t  seems 

c l e a r  t h e  nature Q £  t h e  sediments compris3ag the 

f l o o d p l a i n  of the  Middle  Flfnt River  -- s p e c i f i c a f l y  their 

texture, mineral ' c o n t e n t *  and dacural fertflity -- muat 
c h a n g ~  ~ 5 t h  dis tance  from the Fall Line. 

This p o s a i b f l A t y  mag Be re f l ec ted  in a feature of 

t h e  Middle Flint R i v e r  n o t e d  by the author d u r i n g  s w r v e y  in 

the swamp battotus.  Zmmediatly b e l o w  the F a l l  Lane, levees 

bordering the r iver  channel seem much larger and more 

pronounced fn profile than t h e y  are aloltl'g the lower port ions  

of the 17-mile l b a g  section of f l o o d p l a f n .  T-his. map in part  

relate to the  composition of the sediments carried by the 

river at v a r i o u s  paints below the Piedmont, The o v e r a l l  

width of the f loodplaz-n also change@ with distance f r ~ m  the 

P a l l  L i a e .  While the f l o a d p ~ a ~ n  expands to a w i d t h  o f  three 



miles iarnediateJg after t h e  E l ~ n t  flows o n t o  the Coastal 

P l a i n ,  I t  constricts to a width of roughly h q l f  its original 

size a t  seventeen m i l e s  below t h e  F a l l  Line ,  and remains a t  

a width o f  no more than  a m i l s  and a half throughout the 

remafn3ng 29 m5les of  >rhe Wfddle F l f n t  Rfver, 

As t h e  F l i n t  crosses the Fall Line I t  nndargaes gee 

another cham:&@: the  watershed within w l i i c h  the F l i n t  f l o w s  

becomes a8symmetrical, with the  gre,at v a j o r f t ~  of the water 

entering, the F l i n t  coaing from the  western po.rtioa of t h e  

watershed, In the  Piedmont, Phk watershed, is comparative~p 

balarrc>ed with regard to the area ad l a n d  d r a i n e d  on each 

aide of the rive+r.  Here, aAong the U p p e r  Flint, ths 

d i s t a n c e  from t h e  main river t a  ,the watershed bosndary 

ranges frem 22 to 20 miles on each side, averagfng about 15, 

miles. Below the  Fall L$8n8e, however, t h e  eastern waters'hed 

boundary drops t o  o n l y  I0 miles average distance 5 . r ~  t h e  

Flint, while t h e  western watershed expands to 25 Lo 30 mWes 

in w i d t h  (Figure 2.2) .  B nnabar of major  creaks dra in  t h i s  

western p o r t i o n  of the  wsterahed , Lncdudfng P a t s i l S g a ,  

WhStawater, a n d  Buck Creeks, These creeks are s a b e t a n r l a l  

fn s i z e ,  and o f t e n  pos se s s  minor flaodplatns of o+er half a 

mile in 'width c l a e  to their coaf_laehce w i t h  the Flint, 

There are,  in comparison, only a few large creeks draining 

t4e  eas texa  watershed of the M i d d l e  Flint, and these  arc 

typfcaliy quite s h a r t  in l e n g t h ,  

1a 1799, Bknjsmtn Hawkins describled t h e  F l i n t  Bfoer 

below the FalJ Line, and h i s  description seems to note many 



3.f t h e  same patterns fn t h e  p h y s i c a l  eavir>os;aear wlii'chs 

become appaz'ent An the , t e x t  a b o v e .  Be n o t e s :  

Flint river has b e l ~ w  i t s  falls soma rich 
gwamp, f o r  h o t  more than 20 miles. I t s  1,efr s i d e  
is then poor, w f t h  pfne flats and  ponds, down 
w i t h i n  5 miles of its conf lnanca with t h e  
Cha~tahochee, These IS miles is waving, with some 
g ~ ~ d  oak land in smal l  v e i n s .  On its right b a d  
are several large creeks, which rise out  of the 
ridge d i v i d i n g  the watern ~f t h e  F l i n t  and 
Chattahochee, Some of the creeks margined with 
oak m a d s  and cane. 

Hawkins f1980:285-6) 

Hawkins @ales part,ieular note sf EbbeC r i c h  battamIahda below 

the F a l l  L i n e ,  within wh$ch t h e  F l h t  meanders amidst good 

oak l a n d  (Hawkins' reference to "wavingN seams t b  deserfbe 

t h e  sinuous course of the ~ h a n n e l j ,  He also p o i n t s  out t h e  

majbr creeks on th'e western s i d e  of tho  rgvcr,  bordered wfth  

the oak wood8 and cane of t h e i r  flooilplafno. There 5s 

a d d i t i o n a l  n o t e  of the poor quality of the pine u p l a n d s  

b e l o w  tbfs rZch avaap. 

In g e n e r a l ,  the M i d d l e  F l i n t  River floodplain gives 

every appearance of having been an i s l a n d  o f  r i c h ,  hardwood 

bottoms amidst an upper Coastal P l a i n  region of p i n e  

barrens. The r i v e r  seems to have occupied a bounded 

corridor of rich floodplain h a b i t a t ,  bordered to t h e  e a s t  

and west by p i n e  uplands, As it f lows southward thxnagh the 

Fa11 L i n e  Hills 113strTct, the M i d d l e  F l i n t  crosses a region 

currently dominated B y  f ore s t s  of pine, particaLarly 

s u b c l i m & x  langlaaf pine fo-resta maintaiaed b y  p e r i o d i c  fire 

(Brann 19SQ:285). Madern forests may c o n t a i n  more hardwoods 



khan Zn yeafs past due  to c~mm~ercial  fert i l9zera (Flummer 

(1975:iG). These uplaad pine fores t s  s e e m  t o  hare been 

dominant along the Middle $ l i n t  before European settlement, 

for an examination o'f the e r i g h s l  land p la t s  drawn u p  ia 

1827 f o x  Distrfct I ,  Section 2 of t h e  original Mnscoges 

County (pfa,ts on f i l - e  at the Surveyor General's Office, 

Depertmeat of A~chives and Hisrotp in Atlanta )  reveal8 chat 

t h e  opXands anrraunding  the  main body of the sub-Fa l l  L i t l e  

f . l o o d p l a i n  expans ion  were chayacterized by a forest  composed 

almodt excZueivefp of p f m ,  comprfsid@ 95 percent of t h e  

t t e e s ,  wf th occasional oak and hick ox^< txses a m i d ~ t  the 

pines .  

This same s-urvey alsa indicatea t h a t  the floodplg&n 

i t e a l f ,  within the area currently known as Eeechweod Swamp 

(see Figure 2,4), was E O r e ~ Z e d  by markedly diTf4rent 

vegetation, i n c l u d i n g  a great v a r f e t y  o f  hardwood apeeies, 

d o m i n a t e d ,  i n t e m s t i n g l y l  b y  50  pexeent b e ~ c h  trees, a s  w e n  

as a d i v e r s i t y  of holly, w h i t e  oak, gum, bay,  maple,  p,opIar,  

ashs saswafras, and o.ther treea a d a p t e d  t o  the r i c k  

floodpfatn environment. Portions o f  tbe modern f l o o d p l a t n  

which have b e e n  spar'ed logging a c t i v i t y  f o r  a number of 

years d i s p l a y  a aimilar range g f  hardwood species ,  as well 

as extensive desebgmeat  sf P l o o d p l a i n  v e g e t a t i o n  such as 

river cane, which eccurls in v a s t  atezxds. a t  pofats fn t h e  

bottoms of t h e  Middle F l i n t ,  A t  one l e v e l  of 

generalfzat-$on, these E~oodplain forests may be 

chara@terized simplp aa hardwood betto&$, yet th3& dsea g o t  



accurately  reflect t h e  dlvefsity of bottomland habitats 

rl t thin  the context sf the EloodpIaie, Braun .(1950rP91) 

recognizes three ~ u b d i v f s i o n s :  d e e p  swamp forest ,  hardwaod 

or glade bottoms,  a n d  redge bo:ttoms, ar can>& r idges .  WhTls 

it is clear that t h e  distinctions between the vegetat ional  

patterns o f  theae habi tat8  w3ehTa the s w a p  is crucial for  

an understanding a£  the entfre floadplatn sav5raamentt such 

a d a t e i l e d  examination of t h e  Middle  FlLnt River Bo'ttama is 

beyond the scope of th is  s t u d y .  

LOWEmR FLXNT RIVER 

A t  a point soug,hlp 46 miles south ,of ti19 F a l l  tine, 

somewhere u ~ d e r  t h e  northern e n d  of modera Lake Black,ehear,< 

t h e  Flfnt River v a l l e - y  emerges onto the Dougherty P l a i n  

District o f  t h e  lower Cvastal P l a i n ,  T h i s  region, underlain 

by O ~ a l a  Limeqtone OX E ~ c e n e  age, descends from. elsvatdons 

,of 380 fee,t to' 77 fast: above sea keee'l a t  the confluebee of 

the  Flint and Cfi.attaboocke,e Rivers (1976 P h y s i o g r a p h i c  Map 

of Georgia), The karst topography  is a1,moat c o m p l e t e l y  

l e v e l ,  int-errupted bly s great number b f  XiDestone ofnkholes., 

f r e q u e n t l y  farmins ponds and swampy areas. Thme Low,er Flfnt 

River curves gently t o  tho west, ultimately flowing in a 

s ~ u t h w e e t ~ a r n  d i t ec t l ton  toward its conf 1ueac.e w i t h  th ,e  

Chattahobchee Rfver at the  southwestern cbrner of Georgia 

r e  2 The watermshed remains imbalanced as was 

8 d e s c r i b e d  f o r  the Middle F l l a t ;  th .e  western watersh,ed 

bo,unda-ry r a n g e s  from 35 to 40 miles in dTstance from t h e  
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Lpwer F l i n t ,  a diatance more than twfce that a£ the  eastern 

portlon q f  t h e  watershed. There are numerous outcrops of 

l imestone along t h e  Lower Flint, i n c l u d i n g  t h e  SQUrCeS of 

chert  which gave the F l i n t  its name. 

The rAver valley c x h l b i t s  no measurable floodplain 

development throughout the 134 miles sf t h e  Lower F l i n t ,  b u t  

several  of the creeks drai-nin,g the  weskern sdde o f  the F l i n t  

posaess considexable swamp bot toms .  Mfnor f loo,dplains  

border Kiachafosae Creek and its as jor  branch, Muckales 

Creek, above 25 to 30 miles  upstream from i ts  conf lusnce  

wfth t h e  F l i n t  some 41 miles south sf t h e  beginning, of the 

Lower FXin't. Hach greater f l ~ ~ o d p l a 5 n  development is seen 

a long  s e v e r a l  brancbea of Tchawarnochawap Creek, which 

enters the F l i n t  47 miles  south of Kfnchafoone, Both 

lchawaynochowap and Fachfela Creeks passes9 small 

floodplains above the%l-x c o n ~ f l u w ~ e  24 mPlea from th-e FLTnt, 

and Chiskasawhatches Creek flora thr6ugh a swamp bottom up 

to 2 milee wilde  'betweerr 20 and 30 miles above its conf loence 

with'  the Flint. Although separat7eg b j  u p l a n d  t g r r r ~ i n ,  these 

creek-bottom f loodplafns are with-La c lose  proxtmity of eachl 

other,  and as such form a largsx r a g i o n  characterized b p  

Isolated blut considerable floodpiaan enuironmsats on the 

usstern solde of t h e  Lower F l f n t ,  to t h e  west of modern-day 

A l b a n y ,  Georgia, This r e g i o n  is thus marked by t h e  

second-largest developmam(t .og fl.oodglainls along the  e n t i r e  

F l i n t  River, ovarshadovad only by t he  major flaodplain 

immediately b e l ~ w  the Fall Line, 
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It seems eofdent that the bawer F l i n t ,  while similar 

ia some ways t o  the Middle Flint f m  t h e  upper Coastal Plain, 

was characterkzsd b y  s physical environment n o t a b l y  

different from o t h e r  portions of t h e  r iver ,  perhaps in p a r t  

due to the limeatone bedrock,  r e s n l t i n g  in distinct 

tupo&r,aphic,  and vegetational charactertstics. 

Bcnjamf,n Hawkiss noted t h a t :  

A l l  the b,ranches h a v e  reed far  s e v e n t y  
mi les  below t b e  f a l l e ;  from t h e m &  down it io 
b a y  g a l l s  and dwarf evergreens, cgprees ponds, 
with some live oak,.,Witbin 25 miles ~f t h e  
apnflaence of the rivers, t h e  live oak is t o  be 
seen near all t h e  ponds, and here are l imestone 
sinks; t h e  l a n d s  are rich in veins of the f l a t s  
a n d  on t h e  margins o,f t h e  rfvejrs, The trees of 
e v 9 r y  d e s c r i p t i o n  are g e n - e r a l l y  small. 

Hawkins 1980:286 

The chiraetsr of t h e  Dougherty P l a i n  t,hrough which t h e  L,bwsr 

Flint f l o w s  was dominated b y  stunted v e g e t a t i o n  adapted to 

t b e  f irnestone bedruck a n d  kars t  topography, #££set  by 

occasional rich land a l o n g  the southernnost reaches o f  t h e  

r iver  and at p o i n t s  in the u p l a n d s .  Plrrmmer 61975:13) found 

that t h e  early nineteenth century  EgFests i n  this area of 

the Dou<ghertj  P l a f n  wets d w i n a t e d  by p i a e  aad pine-sweet 

gum forests. 

It seems evident t h g t  t h e  Lower F l i n t ,  while similar 

5n some w,ags, t o  the M i d . d l e  F l i n t  in the upp.per Coastal  PLaie, 

wag c'harsscterize'd by a ph;y&icaI e m v i r ~ a ~ e n . t  d - 5 s t i n t t  ftom 

o'Chcr portions of t-he r i v * ~ ,  perhaps in large par€ due t o  



tke limestone bedro-ck, rc,sul,tiq,g in d i s t i n c t  t o p ~ g r a p h i c ~  

hydrologfc ,  and veget8hfan;'gl shar8a,cteristA~cs. 

OVERVIEW 

kt is err-idene from t h e  a b ~ v e  d e s t r i p k i o a g  that the 

B l i n t -  River fl-owo & m o s s  several cL5stlnct physfogrophie 

regions fn Georgia, and thus changes markedly along its 278 

mile southerly eoursle toward t h e  Gulf of  Mexico. It 

originates within t h e  Piedmonf, f l l s w i a g  rap3dly  scrass t h e  

weathered crystalline and metamorphic bedtock, cutting d a e p  

v ~ a l l e y s  and  crossing broad shoals in its U p p e r  p o r t i o n .  The 

F l i n t  ernpt ie3  onto -the comparatively l e v e l  Coastal  Blain 

after crashing t h e  F a l l  Line and begins t a  aesnder w i t h i n  a 

broad f f acdpl=ain wh-ich g r a d u a l l y  constricts  a m i d  t h e  pine 

upland* of the P a l l  L l n e  Bill&. Flowling onto t h e  Bougherty 

P l a i n ,  the  Flint rusn am3dst level karst  topography 

punctuated  b y  nuaresous limestone sinks u n t i l  it jo2rLs the 

C h a t t a h o ~ c h e e  before emptying into the sea as t h e  

Appalachirsala R(iver, The Flint River is q'uite diverse in 

(character, but individual stretches of t h e  river# s u c h  as 

t h e  Middle P u n t  under coes3deration in t h i s  study, exhibit 

a degree ?of i n t e r n a l  coherence and h9mogene i . t~  which makes 

them useful analytic units f o r  i n t e n s i v e  exaainaticvn. 



Ch AFTER THREE 

1986 TEST EXCAVATIONS AT BAI~TL~S'P-POSEY MOUND (9Tr12) 

I#TRODUCTIOY 

An fmpiortant dimens>ion o f  this study vas the 

construction of a Mississippian Per iod  cera-mic chronology 

which ,permitted t h e  placement of r e g , i o n a l  M i s s f s s f p p i a n  

site@ within a mofe refined temporal framework, Teat 

excavatians wore c a r r b d  s a t  in both HartLey-Posey (9Tr12) 

and' Neisler ( 9 T r l )  Wounds in order to obtain stratified 

ceramic c o l l e c t i o n s  t o  be used in a c c o m p l i s h i n g  this goal. 

&i.ll€@ little t o  no baforma'kion was previoueSy e ~ a i l a b l s  

regarding the nature and  age of th.ese mounds, teat 

excavat ions  a 8 d d i t i o n a l l y  prov ided  t h e  first in format ion  on 

the dates 0 5  mound c.onstructian a t  both sftes,  Such 

information was then employed along w i t i i  regional survey 

results in order to reveal t h e  existence of centralized 

adaisTstrati,vs authpritp durinmp each M f s s i s a i p p f a n  phase, 

specif5cally as an indicator  of chiefdom-level sac3etg, 

Test excavations at other Lamar platform mounds in 

nor thern  Geargi>a, such as Dyac c9Ge.5) [Smith 19'81) in the 

,Qcanee v a l l e y ,  have revealed that d e b r i s  from the atound 

s u m i t  was frequently dumped of f  the side of t h e  mound, 

typtcally al'ong t.hc northeast slope. Excavation of aucb 

32 
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d e p e s f t s  of accumulated debris oftma y i e l d s  l arge  stratified 

ceramfc colleetionp which serve to d a t e  period4 of mound 

c o n s t r u c t i o n  and use, Based on thfs  observed pattera,  

sabaurfsce testing at both Rartley-P~sey and Neisler Mounds 

was directed at the base of t h e  northeastern s l o p e  of each 

mound. Posthole  teats were p l a c e d  a l o n g  the mound f l a n k  to 

determine the area of g r e a t e l k  ~@r&aic concentrat ion,  and 

t e s t  giba were excavated through these 'Northeast Dumps" in 

arder to obtafn a large stratiffed c a l l e c t i o n  o f  p o t t e r y  for 

d a t i n g  purpbscs. 

Choptera Three and  Four present t h e  r e s n l E s  of test 

excavatlona an Hartlep-Pesey and Neisler Mounds. The 

phje i c i3 l  s e t t i n g  and history o f  each sits are praoeated, and 

the excaratfon procedure and stratigraphy of each testplt is 

descr-ibed, Ceramic tables are p r e s e n t e d  as a part  of t h s s e  

chapters, b u t  t h e  ceramic ehronoLogy c a n s t r u t t e d  from this 

data is presented in Chapter F i v e .  

SETTING 

Hartley-Poseg Mound (9Tr12), loc~ted on t h e  west 

side of the  Midmdle F l i n t  River near Peynoldms, Georgia, 3s 

t h e  smaller of t h e  pair of aboriginal platform mounds 

located  just below tire Fa11 Lfae. It is s i t u a t e d  on a 

peninsular  remnant of a r e l i c t  Pleistaceae al1boi;al t e x r e c e  

which sisesa to roughly  f i f t y  feet above  t'he modern Flint 

River f l oodp la in  CE'igure 3.13. This terrace is l a c a t a d  on 

the western border o f  t h e  large f l oodp la in  expsnaf,oa below 



Figure 3.1 

Aartlep-Poaey Mound (9TrT2) 



t h e  Fall  Line, and is t h u s  placed with direct and easy 

access t o  the widest f l o o d p l a i n 8  an t-ha entire F l i n t  R i v e r ,  

The gammit of the  terrac'e Ps quite flat, and although the 

topography s l n p e ~  gradually away t o  the eoutb and west, 

where A t  joins the u p l a a d s  border ing  the  f l o o d p l a i n ,  aa 

extremely steep b l u f f  borders the terrace to the north and 

particularly t o  the east. k creek flaws a g a i n s t  the  base of 

this b l t l f f . ,  c,onne8ctirrg w i t h  a w3dc meander o f  the Flint 

River some 1400 feee from the mound, A seep or spr ing  

emerges at the baee of the bluff t o  the s o u t h  of the mound, 

p r o v i d d a g  a r e l a t f v s l p  cosstan.t  source of clear water. 

The mound LB f l a t - t o p p e d  and roughly c ircular  i s  

shape,  rfsin~ t o  a hbight  of just under Eaur meters, The 

summit is ~ J i g h t l y  less than eighteen meters in diameter. 

Ceramic d e b r i s  contemporeaeous w i t h  the m u n d  is densely 

ecattered across th? sarface of t h e  terrace immedfatly 

t h e  mound and extending to the  b l u f f  edge an t h e  

east. A USDA anr5.al photograph of the s i t e  t a k e n  i 8 n  1942 

( F i g u r e  3-31 shows dark midden dkpasito extending from weet 

o f  the mound t o  t h e  b l u f f  edge, roughly 8carrespoa83ng t o  t h e  

observed sarface dfstr%bation o f  MissisafppSan ceramics. 

This photo additionvally ah0w.s detail.@ o f  the m5dden 

distrfb~tion across the site, revea l ing  wh8t nay be the 

remains af  structure f l oors  or other feature.$ such as p i t ' s ,  

ditcho~, as wall@. Farther aubsu~faca testing a t  the =it@ 

is clearly needed to sxp&ore this possfbility. Limited 

pesthole  t e s t i n g  i n  t h e  village area a f ~ ~ u n d  t h e  mound 



Figure 3..2 

1942 Aerlal Photograph of 9Tr12 
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revealed a plowsons depth of approximakelp 30 cm. No middea 

deposits were faand in these t e s t 9  baLaw the plowzone, 

i n d i c a t i n g  t h a t  surficial  v i l l a g e  daposats have b e e n  l a r s e l g  

destroyed b y  glowing and erosion, S u b a n r f a ~ e  features such 

&s postmolda, pits, and perhaps semisubterranean structure 

floors may remain in some focat5aas. 

SITE BISSORY 

There is a1o e v i d e n c e  far abor ig ina l  occupation at 

the s i te  s u b s e q u e n t  to t h e  term'inatiob o f  mpund 

c , ~ n s t r u c t $ ~ n .  It is p o s s f b l e  that the intact  remains of 

tbes p r e h f ~ ~ t o r i e  v 5 i l a g e  nay have been vToib1-e as late as 

t h e  emd of t h e  eighteenth century, Benjamin Hawkins noted 

th.e remains of an abandoned Indfan v i l l a g e  which was almost 

cei- tainly  a t  this l o c a t i o n .  He describesA this town, called 

Coocohapafe, as f o l l b w s :  

On the ~ i g h t  bank here was formerly an 
old town; th,e fields were cultivated on the left 
bank; t-he swamp t h r e e  miles through; on tha t  s i d e  
l a r g e  sassafrass. 

gawkins 1916:173 

Hawkkas plaeas t h i s  town f i v e  miles downriver from the Fall 

bfne crossidg of the Old Horse Path (or Lower Creek Trading  

Path) ,  afid t h e e   mile^ -above t h e  fuchi .town oP Padg.eeligau, 

wbfch h a s  been located bp the  author a t  Brugson F i e l d  (sltes 

described ig Chapter Six). Goff (19*75:34.3) locates  t h e  town 

in the  inrmedfate viciaitp of Thornton's Bluff, on which 

Raxtlep-Posey Mound rests, although he was unable to 
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discover the m6and d e s p i t e  the a&d of Local in$ormahtsl The 

meaning of the name Coocohapof&, t r a n s l a t e d  by GoPf 

(1975:342), is "By Canes Ground", which c e r t a i n l y  

correegsnds t o  the l ~ t a f  i on  of Hartlgy-Poseg d f  r.ectly across 

the F l % n E  Rfver from a v a s t  canebrake e x p l o r e d  by the t h i s  

author in lilagaolia Swamp. 

If t h i s  is t h e  lpcatilon of Coocohappfe, t h e n  t h e  

absence of any e v i d e n c e  of aboriginal occupation at t h e  site 

p o s t d a t i n g  155'0 may imp31y that Bawkins 'was referring to the 

visf b l e  remains of the s i x t e e n t h  century Hartleg-Pose y Mound 

S i t e .  Perhaps even more surprising is h i s  d c ~ c ~ r i p t i o n s  of 

the agr icu l tura l  f i e l d s  across t h e  r i v e r  from, t h e  site, 

Although t h i s  locat ion is l o ~ i c a l  baaed an t h e  p o s i t i o n  of 

t h e  F l i n t  B. ivax d i r e c t l y  %,elow th,e  6x;cupatipnal  area, it 

seems doubtful that evidence of ab,orf g i n a l  f i e l d s  wonld last 

over ~ W Q  centu-riea. Unless evidence of historic Creek or 

Yuchf occup,atiop in thte v i ~ % n l t y  is found i n  t h e  future,  

however, it i a  probab le  that the rhmains o f  the 

Hartley-Poaep Monnd S5te were known as t h e  t o w n  ~f 

Coocabapofe amag the  h i s t o r i c  Creaks, 

Soan after  the Lands' west of  the Flint River  were 

distributed to Georgianer Itn 1827, she t,erraes upbn w h i c h  

Bartlep-'Poaey Hoaad rests was subjected to i n t e n ~ i v ~  

farming, which a p p a r e n t l y  continued u n t i l  o n l y  recently, 

when the terrace was planted En pfnes .  WhTle the ~ i t e  >was 

in an open plowed field, loca l  cullactora recover,ed a large 

nrrmher sf a t t f f m t s  spanning t h e  range of human occupation 



in the rsgisn. The m,ousd' f tsef f , hoarev.e.r, re,ma%ne.d 

r e l a t i v e r l p  unmolested, Base for a f e w  saa31 pothomles, one 

large pothole in the ccn,ter of t h e  eummf't,, end a somewhat 

Yeeedt e-ttempt to, recever  a r t f f ~ c t *  zrslng a bulld,ozex,  This 

a e t i v i t 3  fortunately o n l y  resulted in t h e  removal of a wide, 

a.lopin$ g u t  g u t  g f  t h e  wes tern  side of the mound, e x t e n d i n g  

t o  the summit. Damage ap,peazls tq have been minimal to the 

ba lk  dE t h e  mound* The 83te f s  pr-esantly forest ,ed ,  and 

there are no immGdiate plans for  f u r t h e r  destructive 

octf w i t &  es; 

PROCEDURE 

Prgor to excavat ion,  p o s t h o l e  t e s t s  were p l a c e d  

along t h e  eastern and nLorthern f l a n k  o f  Hartlep-Poaey Mound 

in order to 'dtscern t h e  prec ise  area o f  greatest artifackual 

concentration. Seven p o s t h o l e s  were e x ~ a v a t e ~ d ,  ansd based o n  

the heavy coacentratPon of sherds encountere3 on the 

n o r t h e a s t  side af t h e  niound, a one b y  t w o  meter t e s t  t f e n c h  

was s t a k e d  oat in this location, Running d i r e c t l y  into xhe 

mound e l o p e  from s p a i ( n t  j u ~ t  abovp t b e  mound base, the 

treacb w a 3  oriented at p r e c f s e l y  45 degreea east of t ~ ~ r t h .  

In o r d e r  to f a c i l i t a t e  t h e  recard ing  o f  data, an arbitrary 

nnrth was des ignated  at t r u e  northeast, 

Test Trlencb 91 tPa.& excavated in arbitrary l e v e l s  

ranging in th- ickness  betwgen 10 and 20 cm. These  l e v e l s  

were begun and ended l a  mg_at cases where differences Pa s o i l  
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texture or artifaetubl d e n s i t y  were n o t e d  during excavation, 

but t h e  nature of the Qrcavation te'qhnfque, employing a 

mattock a n d  s h o ~ s l  to remove each l e v e l ,  was not  precise 

enough to f012aw natural stratigraphy as La~tcr r e v e a l e d  in 

t h e  profile, Consequently, Test Preach #1 must be 

capeidered excavat5on by arbitrary l e v e l s ,  alehongb t h e  

levels were not unifo~& i f i  t-bieknass, Sefl £ram each level 

was dry screened through  ii 1/4 i n c h  meah, and a l l  artifaeta 

recavered were bagg.ed eeparntely. ?lo attempt was made t o  

save unmodified rock, and only charcoal samples p o t e n c i a l y  

large  enough for d a t f n g  were preserved .  O n l ~  l arge  or well 

p r e s e r v e d  bone and s h e l l  was s a v e d  in special containers; 

the rernain?ing Eaaaal arwtarSal was bagged with' the ather 

axtifacte. 

Upon con tac t  w i t h  t h e  s t e r i l e  e u b s o i l  nnderlging t h e  

mound, the p x g E i 1 . e ~  and f loor  of t h e  trench were t r o w e l e d  

and t e c ~ r d s d .  ~ h > e  s o u t h  preffle d t s p l a y e d  r e l a t i v e l y  elear 

natural  s ' t rah ig t iphy ,  and the d e ~ i s i a n  was made ta rzxcavate 

a s e c o n d  ,trench a d j a c e n t  t o  t h e  f irst  in order to Sol law t h e  

m e u r a l  strar2graphg revealed in t h a t  p ~ o f i l e ,  ' T w t  Trench 

P2 was excava ted  using sim2lar techniques, although care was 

taken to follow the natural  layers evident in the south 

profile wf Test T r e f i ~ h  #I. ThSck layers were excavated in 

multiple arbftxaxy unl ta ,  f s l l o w i a g  t h e  slop$ o f  the s tra ta ,  

As before,  art i facts  from each unit weee 194 inch dry 

sc~eenod and bagged separately. Th,e base and p r o f i l e s  0-9 

Test Txench #2 were mapped. 



Two primary factors made it d i f f i c u l t  to follow 

precisely t h e  naturaZ s t r ~ t i g r a p h p :  lack a f  cantinrtlty in 

cer ta in  b p e r s  e v i d e n t  i n  t h e  south profile a t  Teot Trench 

# 1 ,  and two pits cncoun'tered dur5ng excavatt-on which 

sroas-cut  geveral s t r a t a .  The exqava t ioo  technique, 

emplayfng a mattoe l  and sboval r o  remove each l a g e r ,  shovel 

scraping only at ' the  hase, sampaunded thes 'e  problelas, As a 

'result, the e ~ c a v a t f o n  u n i t s  of Test Trench #2 do not 

p r e c i s s l y  fpXfov the natural stratigraphy, a l t h o u g h  they are  

considerably clos-er to it than the l e v e l s  of Trench #I. 

STRATI GEAPHP 

The s t e r i l e  subso-51 upon which all  cu l tura l  deposits 

rest is a yellow sandy l o g m ,  homal$enau~ In character and 

devsld  of artfZsctual debris, T h i s  layer presumably 

rep,resents t h e  term%-l a l l u v i a l  deposit of the r e l i c  

r i v e r i n e  terrace an which the sfte rests. It is o v c t l a i n  By 

a dark brown organic midden roughly 20 cm thick, which 

conta ins  a r t i f a c t s  assoc$at.ed ~ 5 t h  human activity a t  t h e  

s ite before sound ccmstraetion began, The contact  between 

this Premnuad Midden and the s ter i l e  s u b s a % l  below is n o t  

sharplly defined, and artffacts appear throughout both t h e  

trams9tional zone a a d  the midden lager ftself. 

At the contact  Xayer betreen t h e  sterflo S U € I S O & ~  snd  

t h e  Premoaad Midden, there $s s v i d q a c s  o f  a IithLc scatter 

which predates t h e  M i s s f a s i p p i a n  p e r i o d .  ,One ground baaed 

quarxx Palmer p o i n t ,  a $,round based c h e r t  Kirk or Bolen 
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p o i n t ,  which had been reworked Into a hafted scrape-r, and 

the grouad base a£  another chert Kirk point, a l o n g  w%th a 

number of cher t  .sad quartz  flo,kas, qexe r~$co.v.ered from this 

contact  layer, These a r t f f 6 c t s  reveal the exSsEence of an 

Early Archaic occnpakion at this p a i n t  na t h e  tarrace 

millenia before the mound was begun, 

E x t e n d i n g  f r o m  t h e  P r e ~ ~ u n d  Hiddeal down into t b e  

s t er i l e  s u b s 0 3 1  is c v i d . e n c e  af at least  seven pastmolds 

between 7 and 9 ca i n  d5axaete.r ( F i g u r ~  3 -33 ,  as well as 

t k z e e  pit features,  ane of whfch orfgfnates higher  in t h s  

mound and, w i l l  be discrtsrssd later. The pos . tmo ld& are 

a l f g n e d  i n  an arc f a c i n g  eastward from t h e  center of the 

t e s t p i t ,  and almost t e r f a i n l p  coest3 tu te  a p ~ r t f o n  of the 

wall a£  a circular ~tructure a r  square erructnre w l t h  

rbnndsd corners. One p o s t m p l d  was bisected and found to 

s l a n t  roughly  6 degrees ofif pespewdfcalax, leaning directly 

away from t h e  projected center of the stracture. A pit 

feattire (Featare 2) was discovered j u s t  f n a i d e  the  a r c  of 

p o s t s ,  and is a f  a size and shape to s~ggcst t h a t  it map be 

a hurfal  associated w i t h  the structurg. The pit, 

origAna1ting a t  t h e  base sf the Premound Mid&ea laye*, was 

n u t  exchvatcd,  Nu a d d i t i o n a l  feature@ attributable to t h e  

structure were discov'ered;  t h e  central  area of t h e  

se$ucture, f n c k d t n g  its hearth, should l i e  im&cdfatly t o  

the east o f  t'he t89tgft. if they have n o t  been dtstarhed b p  

p l o w i n g  besfsde the  m o ~ n d .  





Two. of the poartmolds of t h e  premound structure 

i n t r u d e d  upan an irregular p i t  f,eature which predates t h e  

s t r u c t u r e ,  With id  this m3dden-filled pit was a 15 cm l o n g  

s e c t i o n  of an intact wooden p o s t ,  posafbly burned Zn place  

bepeath t h e  ground. I ts  orientatton and association w i t h  

t h e  irregular pSt Eoature p r e d a t i p g  the  structure aoggest 

that T t  was not  a paxt  sf the  pramau~n~d s tructure  already 

described,  and' map date to an earlier occnpa,tion o f  t h e  

s i te .  The charred posk was preserved far  i d e n t i f i e s k i L o n  and 

p o s s l b l e  ca rbon  dating, although its srrltaral a f f i l i a t i o n  is 

not clear ,  

T h i s  Premoand Midden stratum contained a n n i h e r  o f  

potdherds  (Tables 3 , l  and 3 - 2 1 ,  wbfch vgga examination 

Ind ica te  that it was deposited during tho Bruagoa Phase 

(deffned i n  Chagter Five), between A , D ,  1150' and 1225. 

While there is no d i r e c t  ev idence  t o  cgsociate t h e  structure 

o r i g i n a t i n g  in the Preaound stratun wlth the Bxnason Phaae 

o t c u p a t i g n ,  t h e  lack of ar t i fac t s  d a t l n g  t o  any period o t h e r  

than the Early Arlchaic s o g g e g t s  th,at  the s t r n c t n r , e  was b u i l t  

b y  the Brufiaon P h a s e  occupants of t h e  a i t e .  

Ths Premaund Midden is large ly  i n d i ~ t i n g u i s h a b ~ l s  in 

both ~olrsr and texture  from the o v e r l y i n g  atra,tum, here 

i n t e r p r e t e d  a8 t h e  EArat mound stage. In the western e n d  of 

the testpit, a d i s t i n c t -  l ayer  o f  orafige-tan sandy loam w i t h  

small r5vcr-warn p e b b l e s  capped t h e  Premound Midden, 

separating Tt from t h e  dark midden scdfmsnt compr i s ing  

Monad Stage T ( 'Figure 3 . 4 3 ,  Thjs' grave l ly  layer contained 
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f e w  a r t f f a c t s  or other c u l t u r a l  debris, and mag be 

interpreted in one of several  ways, It may xcpreoent a care 

deposit af material  laid doun as a preface t.o t h e  erection 

of Mound Stage I asfng midden soils, or it may be t h e  base 

of the  lope of an e a r l i e r  mound stage whfeh predates Mound 

Stags I, but  which d i d  q o t  extend ea~t -ward  i n t o  thfs 

teatpit, In the a3sence of further data ,  Movad Stage 3 I s  

presumed ' t o  represent  t h e  laitial construct5on of 

Hartley-Poeep Mound, although future  work may al ter  t h i s  

~ ~ ' n ~ l u s b o n .  

Primary construction on Hound Stage X t n c l u d e s  the 

addition of midden soil# p r o b a b l y  taken from p o r t i o n s  of the 

site with e a r l i e r  occapatigas, The maximum he ight  of this 

straton in the t e a r p i t  9 s  45 cm ,above the aurface W P  t h e  

Premound Midden (F lgure  3 . 4 ) .  T h f s  fill deposit w a s  then 

capped by a lager of s U , g b t l r  m ~ t t l e ~ d  orange and dark bsaw,n 

saadp loam wlfh river-worn pebbles. T h i s  entire 

constrnction will be desigaatsd Stratum A o f  Hound Stage 1. 

The t i m e  @pan b e t w e e n  the completion of this construction 

and the n e x t  event i s  uncertata, but a large p i t  fea ture  

[Feature 41, probably a b u ~ i a l  basad on s i z e  and &ape ,  was 

excavated through the cap  layer in the western end o f  t h e  

t e s t p i t ,  and another cap lager ,  similar t o  b u t  wore densely 

concentrated %ban thle E i r a t ,  was added on top sf prevfaua 

sediments, Abave this cap laper  *s a zone of mottled d'ark 

broyn loam and decamp'oaed t a n  daub .  ~ o s s l b l y  assoc ia ted  ufth 

a mound suminit atrnctare, Aftifactual d e b r i ~  was p r e s e n t  $n 



this l ayer .  Based on the  thinness of t h e  sediments 

d e p n a i t c d  after Feature 4 was excavated, t h i s  a d d i t i o n  will 

be i d e n t f f 5 e d  as Stratuni B of Housd Stage I, a$ t h e  eat i se  

sequence may be assoc iated  ~ 5 t h  a single c o n s t r u c t i o n  e v e n t ,  

puneutated  by mortuary a c t f v i t t e s  i n w ~ l v i a ~ g  Feature 4. 

Artffactual debria was grintarfly ceram,5e, including 

three pottery d i s c o i d a l & .  Ceramic analpsls (Tables 3.1 and 

3.2) revea l s  t-hat Hound #Stage T was completed durfng t h e  

Tharnton Phase (.clef-itaed 5n Chaptar Five), between A , D .  1350 

.and 1450. This lat'e date f o b  t h e  construction of Mougd 

S,tage f would suggest a gap of over 125 gears b e t w e e n  t h e  

depoai t fon  of the Premouad Midden and thq inikiation of 

mound c a n s t r a c t i o n .  Although tbis could resu' l t  from the 

fact that t h e  t & s t p i t  mag have rnisaed early stages of mound 

consstruction which predate t h e  Thornton Phage, there is aa 

e v i d e n c e  on this &%te>, or any other site in th.e survey area, 

of an intermediate o'ccapatian. The pos&iBi l - f ty  of regional 

abandonwe.at: w i l l  be d i s e a s s e d  i n  Chapter 'Seven, 

Before Msunld stage fl was blegun, Featare 3 ,  a human 

burial p i t ,  was e g ~ a v a t e d  into the s l d e  of Mound Stage I, 

intruding Onto the fill of Feature 4 ( F i g u r e s  3 . 4  and 3 , 4 ) .  

The artfculated feet of the adult individual buried in this 

pZt extended Adto the t e s t p i t ,  This bu ,r fa l  seema to have 

fmaediatly preceded x h e  s d d l t i o n  of dark brown midden 

sedfaents for Mqund Stage  11, f o r  no d i s t f n c t  boundary 

between  bur ia l  fill a n d  meand-£ill wa9 noted in the  profile. 
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Hound Stages IT and I-11, both cdmpased df d.ark brawn 

loam c o n t a i n h g  a s t i a c i s ,  are s e p a ~ a - t e d  by ,a f e n s  sf debria 

noted i n  t h e  s m t h w e s t  corner of the testpit , ( ~ i ~ u r e  3-51) ,  

T-his debrims layer ,  cofitainfng decomposed dauh ,  charred wood, 

and river-worn pebbles, is v e r y  similar i n  nature to the 

large debrro layer overlying Hound Stage I15 ( d i s c a e ~ e d  

below'), and p r o b a b l y  represents  e sumnit s t ruc ture -burn ing  

e v e n t  w u c h  d A v i d e s  stages I1 and ITI, Only a s m a l l  p o r t i o n  

of this d e b r i s  layer was encountsrad in t h e  t e s , t  p f t ,  maklng 

interpretat3ons d Z f f h c u l t ,  Cexanie &ebris ipcfuded two 

pottery d&scoidals. 

A f t e r  the adi i ie lon of Mound .Stage 111, Feature 1, 

again probably a b u r i a l  due to size aqd shape, was excavated 

deep into t h e  mohnd, cuttfag across Mound Sta,ge>s f ,  11, and 

I11 (Pigure 3 . 4 ) .  A large fragment of t h e  b i t  of a 

well-palished greenstsfie or £&fie-grained d i a b a s ~  6eXt was, 

recoo6red wftshin t h e  p i t  fill, as was a phalanx bone of a 

bear (Ifrsns americanus). ' T h e  p i t  was c a p p e d  with a l e n s  

of reddfsh c l a y ,  and p,ro.babl,p iamedlat-elp. thereafter covered 

w i t h  an extens5va debris lager.  This  layer is conposed of 

large  qusntftiea of densely packed daub and charkoal, 

i n c l u d i n g  many large chunks ,  as well as river-worn p a b b l ~ s  

and a r t i f a ~ t ~ s .  Tbe layer ext,endsr dows tbe 8maupd s l o p e  a 

good d i s t a n c e ,  end p a r t i a l l y  averlaps a layei: of lfght brown 

mottled loam with pebble# on t h e  lowex s lope of Mound Stage 

1x1, tbs orig2g o f  #which ia unbetermfoed, Tbs snefr.e 

deposit may r e p r e s e n t  d e b r f s  from the burning of a &truetare 



on the summit a£ Mound Stage I31 in anticipation of Hound 

Stage I0 coastruction, and as such will be designs-ted 

Stratum A of Mound Sta'ge IV, 

The bulk of Monnd Stage IV is c ~ m p o s e d  of dark brown 

loam, which extends t o  t h e  present  surface of the m o d e r n  

humus l ayer ,  There 2s na evidence o f  a debris l a y e r  cappkng 

this f h a l  Strarem I3 of Monnd Btaga ZV, s u g g e s t f n g  that no 

summit s t ruc ture -burn ing  e p i s o d e  mag have occurred before 

t h e  mound was abandoned, Artifacts r e c o v e r ~ d  within t h i s  

terminal mound stage i n c l u d e  fragaemts of two ground 

greenatone c e l t s ,  five p o t ' t e s p  discaidals, and one  small 

quartzite discoidal, as well as a large amount a f  ccrwic 

d e b r i s ,  A small fragment ob a crpatal l iae quartz bead  was 

recovered f r o m  Mound 6tage IV, probably from withfn t h e  

d s b r i ~  layer precedang the final addition of m ~ u n d f f l l ,  

This arfzifact may be o f  cogeiderable s igf i i5fcancc,  as will 

be noted in Chapter Seven. B a s e d  on the k e r a m i c s  recovered 

in Mound Stages TI, IT$, and TI, it is possible to date 

thase oonsteuctPon cveats  t o  t h e  Lockett Phase (defined in 

Chapter  F i v e ) $  d a t f n g  bst*een A , D ,  1450 aad 1558 ( T a b l e s  3 .1  

a n d  3 . 2 ) .  There is no evidence of either mound co i r s t ru~c f ion  

or h a b i t a t i o n  at the  s i t e  a f t e r  reugh ly  A , D ,  1550, 

s u g g e s t i n g  a b a n d ~ ~ m e n t ,  

Tt is important to note that f fiferemcss prapolsed 

here  regard ing  mound crrnstruction s t a g e s  as8@ based  oa 

p r o f 3 l e s  from a single t e s t p i t  near the base of t h e  mound 

slope. Even presumfng a c o r r e c t  interpretation of these  



profiles, e v i d e n c e  f76r other stages and eventa in mound 

construct2on almost certainzp axiata  in other  s e c t i o n s  o f  

the mound. Only extensive excavations,  neither likely n.or 

nes6ssariZy des5reablAe f a  the near future ,  would t r u l y  

c l a r i f y  t h e  s i t u a t i o n .  As further  work in the near future 

ig quite ,unlikely, it was deemed appropriate to designate 

tentatixre aound stages b a s e d  on even this limited dgta, 



S r n T I N C  

Neisles Hound (9Trl) is the lgr\ger and Bettar known 

of the two platform inoand Stites located fmasdiatlp b e l o w  the  

Fall L i n e  on the Middle F l i n t  River, It is lodated within 

the ac t ive  floodlplain son the western s i d e  oE th'e river just  

north of the poiat whete it begfaa to meander within t h e  

broad a l l u v i a l  plain (Figure 4.1). The mound is sitnatad on 

s small rise in the f l o o d p l a i n ,  a topographic feature which 

today serves to elevate the ~ o u n d  and surraunding v i l l a g e  

deposits above  t h e  winter water-level 'of the swamp. This 

island is a considerable diatance from t h e  uplands f l a n k i n g  

the edjge of  the v a l l e y ,  and only about 900 feat from t h e  

modern r i v e r  channel, Between the maand and the river 1s a 

series of natura l  levee ridges, one forming a part of t h e  

act ive  r i v e r  chanael, t h e  o t h e r  two lying a l o n g  r e l i c  

thannela to t h e  west of the modern one.  A X 1  thpIee  run 

roughly north-south ,  parralleling the river. 

A s,erfes of expluratorg posthule tests were placed 

in the 5sland around the mound and aloag the  natural levees 

in order to discern  t h e  e x t e n t  of occupational debris 

asspe iated  with t h e  mound. Midden sad- iment  was ,present to a 
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F i g u r e  4.1 

Neisler Mound (97'kl)  



d e p t h  of 80 cm, southwest of khe abund baae toward t h e  

center o f  t h e  i s l a n d ,  a l t h o u g h  up  t o  nearly  ha14 a meter of 

modern plowzon(e chur~ing has destroyed the  integrity of t h e  

u p p e r  portions of the  midden. During the winter when t h e s e  

p o s t h o l e s  were placed, the %igh groundwater level fmgeded 

subsus%aae sampling t o  t h e  e x t e n t  that the base of the 

bidden sediments c o u i d  n o t  be reached in' pos tho l e s  toward 

the center of the iseland, sugges t fag  that mod,ern water 

ta%les are comparatively hi,gher than they were during late 

prehistoric tintes. The natural levee eloaest to the mound, 

jus t  to the east  af t h e  island, displayed camaiderable 

midden deposits, ranging between 5 5  and 70 cm, t h f c k .  These 

depos i trs  extend approximately 250 meters north and south of 

the mound along t h e  l e v e e ,  Arti factual  debr is  recovered an 

t h e  surface around t h e  island ~ u g g e ~ e  t h a t  t h e  village 

surrounding Neisler Mound was q u i t e  large, probably covering 

all t h e  h i g h  ground an the Bsland and e x t e n d i n g  300 metcra  

along t h e  summit 6f the nearest levee r i d g e ,  p lac ing  9t 

somewhere fa t h e  range g P  9 hectares in area. 

The mound itself p e s t s  on t h e  north~astsrn end of 

the faland, separated from t h e  occupied natural  levlee by a 

swamqy bottom (the o r i g i n  of which is unclear,  as will be 

not& below), The aound is q u i t e  large, rising t o  a height 

a£ roughly  s@vea meters above the *surface of t h e  island, 

The s u d t  1a aery broad, between twenty-five and t h i r t y  

meters in d-%meter, and appears to have  bean 1argeLy l e v e l ,  

although. this judgement fa difficult t o  make dde t7~ recent 



d i g , g f s g .  'There is no c l ea t  evidence ,of any ramp-like 

strustare ,on  the mound s lope,  al-though a d e t a i l e d  

topographf~c map m & ~  fefeal the remnants gf auch  a feature .  

Theae descr ipt igae  are bdssd afl bmrief and inadequefe 

reconnaissance of the site, and further t e s t i n g  should 

p r ~ d u c e  a far more c l m r  picture of the v i l l a g e  r e ~ a i n e  

aeso~ciet;.e'd with the  mound. In t h e  absence o f  a topographic 

map, acsompanfed by spatematic subsurface saapl iag ,  t h e  

ori~ina3 conf f gnra,tiori of  $he site remains probleatat%c, i n  

par t i cu lar  due t o  i nuaber of dsstruc$ivc forces, both human 

and n a t u r a l  in o r i g z n ,  which may have s e r v e d  t o  altar the 

q l t e  c~nsldarably over the centar&+s since i t s  aband~nmsent . 

SITE BJSTORP 

Whi-le there Pe no evidence of abarigi(na1 a c t i v 3 t y  on 

t h e  site after t h e  f i n a l  abandonment of the mound d u r f ~ n g  the 

s i x t e e n t h  c e n t u r y ,  the years following 182F, when the land 

w a o  allotted t o  wh3ee citizens ~f Georgia, witnessed a 

cons iderable  amount of destructive a c t i v i t y .  Sometime 

durfng t h i s  period, the rslatfvelp level sumit of t h e  

island o n  wh:ieh the mpand rests  W 8 8  subjected t o  fsrrn5sg, 

which seems to have contiuaed u n t i l  only  recently,  when t h e  

f i e l d  was p u t  in pas ture ,  Far mare s- ignif icant  des truct fen  

occurred sometLa~ before t h e  C i v i l  War, when the owners of  

the land constructed an earthen d i k e  e x t s n d f n g  t o  t h e  no'rrh 

and south of the mound, which oeews t o  have i t s e l f  served as 

a part o>f this f b o d  control s f f a t e a  f a r  the landowners.  The 



earth for tho dike w B a  evidently scraped up in male-drawn 

pans from the swmp bottom e d  the east OX the dike a n d  west 

of the abarfgina- l ly  o c e u p i ~ d  n a t u r a l  lauce. ThBs apparently 

de,epeaed an earlisex r e l i c  river channel, and kith thse 

a d d i t i o n a l  presence of t h e  d f k e  b l o c k i ~ g  water flow t o  the 

west, tb5s area has Bean subjected to extreme E l u v i a l  

scaarine and erosSon,  The degree to wh5ch t b i ~  area was 

aboriginally o c c u p i e d  may nev>er be. discernad, although 

sereral intact b u r i a l s  a ~ s o c i a ~ e d  with midden , soi ls  have 

been enceantered by l a r a l  residents in high spo t s  in th9a 

zone, These s m a l l  r i s e s  could be t h e  remnant$ of l o w  

ho.ftlsIe-mounds, o r  may rather be a11 that: remaPxls of a once 

l e v e l  midden d e p o s i t  which was largely destroyed by 

dAke-building and erosional  a c t i v i t i e s .  Furthgx ,evidence 

for this 2 s  the presence of s large aeount of artifactual 

debrie wfth5n the dike  itself, which remaias IergeJy intact 

tadasp,  When t h e  d i k e  brake in X98Ir artifacts were 

scattered across the site, s ,aggee t . fng  that the dike may be 

compcs~ss~ed almost entirely of v i l l a g a  midden .  

An ad'd~kional r , e s u l t  of intensive l a n d  use by iata 

n i n e t e e n t h  and early twentieth cmntury whi te  farmers was a 

s u b e t a n t i a l l y  f n c r ~ a s e d  rate. of etosion La the uplands of 

the Southern Piedmvnt and a consequent iacre&#e fa stream 

sediment loads, resultins in increased alluviation of the 

f l o o d p l a i n s  of many r i v e r s ,  a phenoaeaoa which has b e e n  wel-l 

docunented by T r l m b l e  (1969,  19731. Although archseological 

s f t e s  withfn Piedmont f l o 8 0 d p l a 3 n s  are known to bs e ~ v a r e d  by 
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as much as 1 * 5  meters of r e c e n t  a l l u v L u ~ ,  p o ~ t h o 1 ; e  testing 

act Neialer M Q U I I ~  demonstrates that o n l y  15 cm. of sllaviom 

caps mid,den depoe5.t~ ia lowlying portions of the s i t e ,  w i t h  

the m a j o r i t y  GP t h e  aite eomplatelg u n a f f e c t e d  b y  recent 

a l l u v i a t i o n ,  While thfs may be due i n  part t o  the  presence 

of the dike a c t o s s  t h e  m i d d l e  02 the site, T r i a b l e  (1975) 

indicates that 1,ess than 5 percent s f  th%& increa-sed stream 

s e d i m e n t  load ever crossed the F a l l  Line Znto the Coastal 

Plain durln8 t h e  nineteenth-century,  remafnfng I n s t e a d  in 

the Piedmont %tself, 

Tn the l a t e  1920'63, Margaret E, A~h l e y ,  as amateur 

workfap wgth garren 9. Moorshead of tlie Peabody Museum, 

e v i d e n t l y  conducte& smewhat extensive excavat ions  at 

Heisler Mound. T h c s ~  a c t i v i t i e s  are here Lncladed under 

destructive activity, for  so report was ever absembled, and 

if any f i e L d  notes  lever e x i s t e d ,  they have  been Zoet. 

Photographs t a k e n  by Frank Schnelf ,  Sr. of CoJtiabus, ubo 

par t i c ipa ted  i n  t h e  d i g ,  ohow t h a t  long, narraw trench@& 

were excavated into the summit o f  the mound, and several  

largex trenches were dug fn t h e  village area, prohably  to 

t h e  west o f  'the mound, Bnrfa12s seem to have been 

encauntared by Ashley, b u t  thexe is no record of any of the 

resu-Its. 

Sometime fa the 193Ors, t h e  fatuous Neisler Dog 

Effigy Bottle was dtscovexed on t h e  site, a-lthough t h e  

lacatfan is unknown, This v e s s e l  was bought b y  Mr. Neisler 

from the boy who fount  i t ,  and bad been ~reoerved by t h e  
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£amfly. The vegsel Sa currently on permanent loan t o  t h e  

Colulmbua Museum 0% Arts  and Sciences, Other reconstructed 

vessels  wh5ch may have heen recovered from Nsisler dur ing  

the WPA era at Ocmulgee are also fn Columbuo. 

In recent years, human d f s t x u b a n c a  of the s i t e  seems 

to have  beef i  l f m i t ~ d  to random d i g g i n g  i n  the mound s u m i t  

and s lopea ,  and #on t h e  f s l a n d  and occupied l evee .  Whlle the 

specific results of such a c t k r i t f a s  are un%#owa, burials are 

reported from west of t h e  mound on the  ls~laad, Maxwell Pake 

sf F o r t  V h l l e g  h a s  assembled t h e  mast complete  collection o f  

artifacts from the site, most of which were recovered after 

the dike brake in 1881, allowing f l o o d  e r a s i o n  to acour 

midden d e p o s i t s  to t h e  ,north and south of t h e  m'ouad. 

In general,  than, current kn~wledge of t h e  s i t e  is 

confused by past-abandonment destructive forces, The 

v i l l - age  d c p o s f t s  on the i s l a n d  are aadoub~edly highly 

d i s t u r b e d ,  e x c e p t  f a r  t h e  area Iamcdiatly adlaceat to t h e  

m~ufid, The mound f t s e l f  is fn exea.lle.xit shape overall, 

a l t h o a g h  t h e  sunmi* bas b ~ e n  c o a s i d e r a b ~ g  churned by 

d i g g i n g ,  and sevepal large  potho les  e x t e n d  relatfvely d e e p  

iaco t h e  s l o p e s ,  The l e a a t  impacted area of t h e  s i t e  is the 

natmral levee to t h e  east; this h a s  never been plowed, and 

only a small number of pothole& have disturbed the thfck 

mantle of midden deposit&. Iii an o v e r a l l  p e r s p e c t i v e ,  &hen, 

t h e  Neisler s i t e  represents an sxcePSent p o t e n t i a l  far 

excavat5on and further research. 



EX-CAY A T I O N  PROCEDUEE 

The goal of t e s t  excavat ions  at Weisler Mound w 4 s  

prec i se ly  the same as that fox Hartleg-Poscy h u n d  (9Tr121, 

t e s t a d  i r r  198'6: the recovery of a stratified ceraintc saanpsls  

front t h e  mound slope in order to &st& p e r f b d s  o-£ monmd 

construction and uge, b series gf eleven posthole  t e s t s  

were p l a t e d  along the mound e lope  to d i m e s o  the rel.ativle 

concentrations of p o t t e r y  at v&rious poai t iama around t h e  

maund. As at Bartley-Poseg, the greatest concentration of 

scramic da  brf s wac enc~nntered precis,ely a t  the n ~ r t h e a s t  

corner, A pair of s n e  by two metar c e & t p i t d  were &raked out  

t o  farm a ain.gle two by t w o  meter p i t  o r i g f n a t i f l g  on t h e  

lower p ~ r t i ~ a  gf the mound s l o p e ,  T h e s e  pbts were or iented  

such that an arbitrary n o r t h  vas established at 45 degrees 

weat of actual  north. 

The southern  h a l f  ~f t h e  t e s t p i t ,  Trench #1, was 

exc&vated f5rst .  Shovels and a @attack were uged lo remove 

s e d i m e n t ,  which was then a'creened ehraugk one a£ two 

s i f t e r s ,  one 'with l / l  fmlch mesh, the other w i t h  i J 4  inch  

messh, Excaoat50~n units were dfsttngaished by changes in 

s o l 1  c o l ~ r ,  texture*  O T  c0mpdsftion, and general ly  foXZowed 

the mound s lape  u n t i l  h o r i z a n t a l  s t ra ta  were e n c o u n t e r e d .  

Large m b t s  were ~ub~dipfded f n t o  several arbitrary u n i t s ,  

genera l ly  10 cm thick, in order to p r a d d e  s t F a t i g r a p h i c  

separation.  The floor .Q£ each u n i t  was ~ c r a p e d  and features 

mapped; p i t  6z posthole f e a t u r e s  were then  excavated and 

bagged separately from t h e  rrext u a b t ,  or ware p8edesfaled f or  
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later e x c a v a t i ~ a ,  QPCR ~ t e r f l e  clay had bean contacted  at a 

depth o$ nearly  three metere ,  the ndrEB p r o f i l e  was mapped 

in preparation for  bhe excavatian of t h e  second tseneh. 

The northera half o£ the t e s h p i t ,  Trench $2, .was 

excavated ,us$ngt the &am& techn-itjua employed at Hartleg-Possy 

Mound in 1986,; excavation u n i t s  comprised natural  etrqtq 

evident in the  uosth profile 09 Trench #i, and so21  was 

pee led  back from e'aeh break Sm t h e  pr ,of l le ,  fo l lewi8ng the 

natural  strata as c l o s e l y  as possible. T h i c k  strata were 

again s u b d i v i d e d  inta arbitrary Ieve l s .  Due t o  the complex 

s trat igraphy of the @remaued strata ,averlying t h e  s%>erile  

clar, the obs&'rved nntaraf levels c 6 u l d  n o t  be separated,  

and thus the d i v i s i o n  bqtrs-elen t h e  Pinzll t,wo excavation un- i ts  

was l a r g e l y  arbditrary. Upan s~mglatfos o f  Trench 2, a l l  

ramainibg profilea were mappea,, and t h e  p i t  was b a c k f i l l e d ,  

STRATIGRAPHY 

ThB sterile subsoil,  ug@n which thlsa mound res t s  3ts 

an extremely dense clay which displays a range of m o t t l e d  

cplars i n c l u d i n g  >shad'es lei pollow, &range, red, and g r e y .  

Sandy loa&s immer'd%atly overlying this  s.u.bsei1 are markedly 

less dense ,  and defining thse boundary between these strata 

is a simple task, T h i s  s ~ u b s s i l  is completely dewafd 02 

sr-tisaets, and was almost certainly deposi ted long b e f o r e  

human presence in the regloti. 

Immedfatly o v e r l y i n g  khi.8 cley srrb>soil  is nearly a 

meter of Fseaound Nfdden, alapst d l  of  which eontaAas rach 
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artifactual debria. T h e s e  strata are axtremlellp csmplex, and 

only exposure of a w i d a t  area af  this Premound Hidden w u L d  

p e r m i t  mre  deta i l -ed  fnterpretatim. Based on in£ ormation 

recovered w i t h i n  thFa t e s t p i t ,  hswever4 it is p o s s i b l ~  to 

s u b d i v i d e  the Prenound HEdd8en - t o  f o u r  atrafa {Figures 4,2 

and 4 . 3 > ,  Stsatun d appears to cempriaa t h e  s ~ m a i n s  of a 

burned s t r u c t u r e ,  the  floor o f  which was t h e  hard clay 

s t e r i l e  subsoil. 'Wfthin t h i s  Stratum is an enigmatic moon\d 

or ridge of .slterile tan safidg Loatb whi.ch rests on the 

avrface tif the clay stibsail and which underlies the rich 

dnbrbs-filled midden intexpreted as the structure raqafns. 

The sterLle depos9t is festr iceed to the eastern  edp,e o f  the 

tastpft, and extends fnta t h e  praf- i le  C Q  t h e  east. Tbis may 

hare been a s tructural  feature  o f  the burned house -- for  

example, an i n t e r i o r  wall -- but %ts significance is unknown 

a t  the p r e s e n t  time. 

The magorfty o f  Stratum A is c h m p ~ s e d  of a brown 

m$dden d e p o s i z  whzch re s t s  d f r e c t l j  qn t h s  cloy slbsoil. OR 

the 'nlorthern edge of t h e  E s s t p - i t 3  E( port ign  of .B hearth or 

firepit was encountered, presumab-lg asaocfared w f t h  t h e  

burned structure (F igure  4.2), This hearth otcupAes a 

@hallow excavst$on i n t o  t h e  sabssil, and is marked by dense 

d e p o s i t s  of kharcoal, burned orange c lay ,  a-nd' a cpasidgrable 

qeantity of f a u n a l  and ceramic debris. Within  the f i rcp l t  

there were a number 02 large blone fragments, primarAlg deep, 

b u t  adsa including t u r t l e  and w i l d  turkgy. The most n o t a b l e  

feature of the f i r e p i e  was t h e  presence of fragments of a 
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pottery  vessel which may have been crushed in t h e  burnfng 

structure,  A very Large sectioa of the rim and neck of t h i s  

jar, fragmented but in ,original  posit.i,om, l a p  a , ~  the  surface 

of 'the f irapft, and t*,o deer vertebrae ,  still articulated, 

l a y  oppn th ,e  i n n e r  surface of these sherds. Other Large 

fragments of the veaael were rec-overed throughout t h e  hearth 

d e p o s 3 t ,  although these fragments would n o t  form a cbmpiete 

vessel. The rest of t h e  v e s ~ e 1  may be in the northern half 

of t h e  f i r e p i t ,  still in the  profile pf the testpit.  It is 

tempt ing  t o  suggest that the dee-r vertebrae were a p a r t  of 

f h e  contents  of this v e m s l ,  cbok3ng over the h e a r t h ,  when 

the ~ t r u c t a r e  was destroyed b y  fbre, 

Qa the floor areasd t h e  f irepl .c ,  exteading partAallp 

up and over t h e  t a n   and deposit on t h e  east, Stratum 5s 

r i c h  in cherrcoa,l aaa artifactual debris, i n c l u d i n g  a vary 

large amount of pottery and fauna-1 rema.fns. P o 8 r t i p n s  af a t  

Least one partiaPX3;p reccndtrnctable jar were rleconered =from 

t h i s  s t ra tum,  a s  was a fragment  of a ceramic pipe. R e s t i n g  

on the surface of t h e  t a n  sand  d e p o s t t ,  a b o v e  a thin deposit 

of grey clay, was the crushed but complete carapace and 

plastron of a turtle. Although t h e  rest of t h e  faunal 

remains include a predominance of deer with a f e w  t u r t l e  and 

t u r k e y  banes ,  seven well-preserved bones were recovered 

which have been psaikivelp identified as the  r e m a i n s  of at 

least two f n d f v 3 d u a l  Paseenger Ptgsons (Ectopistea 

mfgra'tolius]. This find ib 6f some s i . g n f f l c a a c e ,  

c o n s i d e r i n g  the rarity of prehtstsric archaeolaglcal  



specimens of t h l s  exttnct species from t h e  southeast. 

Neisler f s  located j u s t  'av'er four miles from a major creek 

which h 8 s  been knaw'n as Patsiligs (Muskogbeae f o r  'pigeon 

rodst") Greek at least since Benjamin Hawkins first recorded 

its name in 1799 (Bawkfns 1980: 3 1 3 ) .  B a s e d  on the 

documentea bab5t of Passenger P i g e m s  t o  farm vast roosts in 

s p a c % f $ c ,  l o n g - s t a a d b g  I o c a t i ~ i i s  year after year, it is 

possible that t h i s  map account for the praaence B f  these 

unusaal specimans. 

Wkthin Stratum A ,  a hoxiaontal pro$-5le revealed at 

leaat one decomposed burned wooden beam, and a good deal ~f 

charcoal debrAs mot t l ed  through~ut the d e p ~ s i t  . 
I n t e ~ e s t i ~ n g l y ,  no  daub1 wae recova~ed  frolrt this Stratum, as 

might be expacted from a burned wattle-and-daub s t r ~ c t a ~ r e .  

In gCneral, hpvevar, it is ~ r o ~ g o a e d  that Stratum A 

repr'esents the remains of the inter iox  85  burssd structure 

w i t h  at 1-s't one hearth, The coas3dcrable amount of Eaanal 

and ceramic debris suggests a residential funct ion f o r  t h e  

S t f U G t U X ' e .  

Stragurn 3. i s  a 15-20 em, c h i c k  d e p d s 3 t  o f  brown 

midden loam which c o m p l e t e l y  overlies Stratum A ,  Wbfle the 

ndrtheastern p o r t f o e  ~f t h i s  d e p o s i t  is mottled with yellow 

and orange and cantajtns ~ h s r ~ c o a l ,  t h e  reaa5tnder o f  the 

Stratum is unremarkable s a v e  for a -9hallow pjlt in t h e  

northwest corner 05 t h e  test u n i t  (Figure 4.3). This pit 

was exra.~ated into Stratam A sediments, and c o n t a i n s  a t h f c ' k  

b e d  of mossel shells across its base, twa  and three s h e l l s  
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th-ick in places .  kl-moet all o f  t h e  shells 8r43 h e a c t ,  and 

aoae Indiu5daal s h e l l s  wqre s t a c k e d .  4 f q w  shelle appear t o  

have been unseparated at t h e  t i m e  of d e p o s i t i o n .  The p i t  

fell above is a m o t t l e d  brown sandy loam w i t h  b 3 t s  of 

char,coal auld s h e l l .  There doeis n o t  e e ~ m  to Be enough 

chat-coal for  ,this t o  have baen s raa8stffng pit, Three 

isolated po8stmoldst  peaatrate Staturn A fpoe the surface up:an 

whfeh t h e  pit was excavated, two in t h e  northweseern 

qaatfrant, and one on t h e  south p r o f i l e  w a l l ,  b u t  these  farm 

no app$rent p a t t e r n .  Based on analpsis ~f t b e  ceram5es 

recovered w i t h i n  S'trata A a d  14 [Tables 4.1 and 4.21, they 

may be d a t e d  tlo t h e  early B J r u e ~ ~ n  Phase ( d s f i n e d  i n  Chaptar 

Five],, probably between A.I3.. 1150 and 1 2 ~ ~ .  

Strata C and b are composed bf dark  brawn midde% 

fill whfcb c~mpletelp ovsslf es the lighter sediments of 

Stratum B (FSgure's 4.2 and 8 . 3 ) .  Theaa deposfta ,  each 

roughly 20 cm. thick, contoin a k i r g e  amdunt of art i fac tua l  

d e b r f s ,  and are s e p g m t e d  from lone another by a ~iagle 

d e p o ' s i t  of concentrated debris ,  &n.cluding daub, charcaal, 

and a r t i f a c t s ,  T h i s  bebr%L layer 5 s  a o t  continuous acrose 

the unft, and t h u s  appe-ars in the profile as o lenss-shaped 

stratum. Its origin Ps unknown, mile most excavation 

units w h i c h  inc1u.de artifacts from S t t a m  C and Il are a t  

least partially mixed with other strata (Tables 4 . 1  and 

& . a ) *  it is p o s s T b l e  to place t h e m  term-knal Premound Midden 

d k p o s i t s  in t h e  late Brunaon P>hase, da t f sg  t o  fr lom toughfg 

A.b .  1200 ta 1225. It is c l e a x ,  therefore ,  t h a ~  all 
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Premaund Midden deposits date to the Erunsan Phase, and as 

such were d e p o s f c e d  at Leaot t w o  centuries b e f o r e  ths Mound 

Stage deposits which %mmediatLy o v e r l y  ths~. 

Immediatly beneath tho first mound stags, and 

c a p p i n g  the Premaund Midden d e p o s i t s ,  is a layer sf t a n  

sandy loam whlch axeends across almost a l l  profiles (F3gures 

4.2 and 4 . 3 3 ,  This is a th in ,  h o r i z o n t a l  band of sed&aent 

w h l t h  contains sltghtly greater amounts of well-sorted sand 

graS-nst In several  areas,  the layer a c t u a l l y  $isappears 

from view, but in general,  it may be sa5d to fo rm a large ly  

uaifsrm b l a n k e t  over t h e  premound depasit~, Its' origin is 

uncerta in ,  but several  s u g g e s t i o n s  mag; be offered, The sand 

may represent  a haitus in actfvity on tMa square of l a n d ;  a 

number o f  rsinfalla could wash away the clay component of 

@he aaady loam af t h e  former ground surface, concentrat ing 

the h e a v i e r  sand  p a x t i t l a s  on the anrface of Lhe ground, 

This would tend t g  suggeet a lack of c o n s i s t e n t  human 

a e t i a f t y  on t h 5 s  partAcular s p a t - .  On the  other hand, t h e  

sand may have been pnrposefallp spread across g h e  ground by 

the  inhabitant^ of the @it&& perhaps long before t h e  

9nitiat2on of mound e g n s t ~ u c t i o n  over t h 5 s  location, of 

possfbly a s  soma sort of prepara tory  a c t i v i t y  aqaociated 

w i t h  t6e l i n i t f a t Z a n  6f mound coxstruction. A slmilar, 

afthaugh somewhat t h i c k e r ,  d e p o s i t  of wataslaf n s a n d  was 

noted at t h e  Beaverdam Mmnd (Rudolph and Rally 19%5), ~ n d  

was i n t > e r p r e t e d  as wash from t h e  slope lo£ t h e  mound, If 

this were the case at Neisler, the sandy layer m i a h t  be 
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ev- idence  for t h e  exirtence of mound aohshruckiafi  preced ing  

M a u ~ d  Stage I d e s s r f b e d  below, Even d e t a i l e d  s t u d y  of t h i s  

layer m i g h t  n o t  prov ide  a d e f i n i t i v e  abswer. Based pe 

ceramic analysis o f  each stratum, however, ft is evident 

that  this sandy layer 8m;srks the boundary between d e p o e i t s  

which ard separated b p  WvaP two centurscs of time, a fact 

whicb  may aid in its interpretation, 

Abme thia lager l i e s  t h e  moundfill of Wound Stage I 

(F igures  4-2 a d  4 . 3 ) .  T h i s  d e p o s i t  has been subdivided 

into two  easily distimguishad str&ta. The low,er d e p o s i t ,  

Stratum A ,  ia composed of brown loam,, comparat ive ly  flch i n  

artifac,tual.  'debris. T h i s  Stratum is quite t h i c k  -- nearly 

one meter on t h e  western p r o f i l e ,  At least one  lens^ of 

daub fragments was r e c a ~ n i z e d  in the  grafTle  of this 

moundfill depoaft. Stratum B is ,a 30-40 cm. t h i c k  layer of 

rather dense  tan clayey laam which overlies $'Eratun A, This 

upper d e p o s i t  is characterized B y  far fewer arti2,asts in 

comparisoa w i t h  Stratum A .  B a s e d  on the d e n s i t y  and 

composition D E  Stratum 3 ,  i t  seam safe to concludc that 

t h i s  layer  was a cap over t h e  core of easily eroded midden 

fill, impl .y ing an a b e r i g i a a l  antfcipatLon CE s lofig parsod 

before the co8narruction of a subsequent aound stage.  

Mound S t a g e  1 ihc&udad a large amo,uat bf artifactual  

d e b r i s ,  primarily ceramics. Although it is clear that  these 

mound9811 deposlte c o n t a i n e d  a large amount 04 pottery 

d a t i n g  to both the  Iirtlnson add Thorntolo Phases ( C h a p ~ e r  

Five), tbiq initial mound stage was c o n s t r u c t e d  d u r t n g  t h e  
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Lockett Phase, ~ o m e t z m e  between A.DI 1450 &ad 1550 (Tables 

4.1 and 4 - 2 1 ,  Although there f a  n o  direct evidence of  a c t u a l  

mound c o n s t r u c t i o n  durfng the preceding Thorntan Phase, 

dating from ASP. 1325 - 1450, t4e  gaantiky nf Thornton Phase 

d 2 a g ~ o s t . i ~ ~  mixed in with t h e  L a c k e t t  Phase d s b r t s ,  cambbned 

w&tb the size of th* m ~ u n d ,  ssggegkg %hat one or more 

Thoratan Phase mound stages may l i e  d ' e e p c r  within Nefslsr 

Mound. M6und c ~ n s t r a c t f ~ o a  at Haxtley-Pose-y Mbund to t h e  

south d i d  begin at least as ear ly  as t-he T h o r n t o n  Phase ,  hut 

only fur,ther t e s t i n g  w i l l .  ver f fy  if t h t s  was the case a t  

Neisler. 

Qeber t y p e s  of a r t i f a c t s  B p p e A r  wft'hsn the coataxk 

03 t h $ a  Mound S t a g e  1 d e p o s i t ,  i n c l u d i n g  pottery & i s c o i d ~ a l s ,  

both whale and broken. l i n e t e e n  Mere recavered, as well as 

two s m a j l  c rude ly  fashioned q u a r t z i t e  diec'aidals o f  similar 

size and shape. Four  fragments of ceramic p i p e s  were also 

recovered, as wore a fragment b f  a ground s tone  ceXt, a 

crystalline fragmaul of galena and a flake of mica, 

Some time a.5ter the completion of Hound Stage I, 

several postholes  were excavated through t h e  clay cap of 

Stratam 3 ,  One very l a r g e  ( 3 6  cm. diameter) p o a t h a l e  

penetratasd t h e  layer h i g h  on the mound slope, appearing in 

t h e  western grdf43e 6f this testpit. Two smaller postholes 

appear farther dawn an the mound slope. None of these 

pos tha l e s  form a recognizeable pattern, aad Zt seams unusual 

f o r  polsts to have  been  necessary sa  the actual  s lope  of the 

mound. 
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P s i  or to the a,ddftfon of Mound Stage I X ,  the remains 

of a burned structure were deposited along the lower slope 

sf t h e  mound, presumably having been dumped o f f  the s m t  

[Ffgurs? 4.2). This ~d<epusQt i s  rich in artAfa~c'toal debrie, 

including largg amounts n f  daub, charkoal , and p o t a h e r d ~ ,  

Thg st-ratum is presumed f o  se,pxescnt the remag* of a summat 

strwcture b:ur~&d in p r e p a r a t f : ~ ~  for new muanJd constract ion.  

Aa such, it w l l l  be d ' e s i g ~ a t e d  Stratum A of Hound Stage 11. 

'The f ina l ,  d e p o s i t  on tEFt mound s l s p e ,  Stratum 3 of Mound 

.Stage IX, f g  c o m ~ o s e d  of dar'k bxgm mLdden fill, and 

presently forms a thick humus layer, ~ i c h  w i t h  roots and 

organie d e b r i a .  Art i facts  are p r e s e n t  to the surface. T b l e  

l ,as t  Stratum ~f mauadf ill represents the final a d d i t i o n  to 

the northeast s l a p s  lof Ueisler Hound. 

mile Mound Stage I1 is markedly smalles in d e p t h  

and volume than $.he first mound8 stage, i t  c o n t a i n e d  a large 

guast i  ty of artifacts, p r i m a ~ i l y  potsherds $Tables 4.1 and 

& , a ) ,  b n t  also s5ght  potterg d f s r o f d a l a  and s fragment of a 

g r e e n s t o n e  ceLt, Diagaastic ceramics indicate that thf a 

final a~dditi ls~nl  t o  t h e  mound a,ccurrod during t h e  Goekatt 

Plh&se, nbt la ter  than A . D .  1550, when the sit8& app'aars to 

have Been completely abandoned, 



CHAPTER FIVE 

C@AMIC CBROMmQLOGY 

INrnODDCTTQN 

A major objective of  this study was t Q e  coastruct lan  

of a ceramic e-hroaslagy f o r  the P i i s s3 . s s ipp i sn  period. As 

described in Chapters Three and Four ,  test excava t igns  in 

t w o  kn6wa platf,orn mounds, Bartley-Possy and Heisler, ware 

cafr ied  out fn ord,gr to obta in  s t r a t i f i e d  ceramic 

c.al lect lons t o  be rrlsed in cbnstrwttiing a M s s i s s A p p i a n  

ehronopogj Eor the Middle F l i n t  River. AnaL$efs of these  

s t r a t i f i e d  collectlans resulted ie t h e  recognitfan of  three 

Hf s s i s s i p p i a n  p h a ~ e ~ ,  deserfbad belaw (Figure 5.1). 

Ceram~fcs. are t b s  sple criteria employed far phase d d i a i t i o n  

here, although future work >should examine otlher 

d i s k i g u l s h i n g  features .  

BRUNSOH PBASE 

Cersm3.c co l l c ic t lons  used An the characterization d f  

the Bsrunsan Phase include sealed strat$graphfc deposits 

bessgth both  Neisler ( B T r l )  and Rartley- P o ~ a g  (9TrT2) 

Mounds, as w e l l  as surface ~ Q ~ ~ & c ~ % o u s  from a number of 

n~n-mound sites.  The Brunson Phas@ ceramic complex t n c l ~ d e s  

the types E t ~ w a h  C;om,pl iqgted'  Stamped Savannah Complicated 

7 51 



Late La-naf- 

MIDDLE FLI'BT E : x ~ %  'SEQUENCE 

.I 
Early Lamar 

----------------- 

(abandonment) -------------------- 
LOCKEFT PBASE 

----.---------------- 

THORNTON PHASE 

Figure  5.1 

&i'ss%ss.ippi.an Cersmic Chr~nalog y 

fa r  t h e   middle F f f n t  River 



77 

Stamped, Etowah Red Filmed, and plafn w a r e  wh5ch includes a 

small amount of s p a r s e l y  brushed material ( F t g u r e  5 . 2 ) .  A 

,single fimsherd of a Col~rtmbfs  IncWed plate was rejcovlerad at 

Harf l ep -Pomp,  and i t s  chronolog3cal placement within the 

Rood Phase on the Lpwer Chattahoochee (Schncll, st al, 1981) 

makes it c6ntentporaneons with t h e  Brunson Phase eeramica. 

Vessel forms inklud& f lar\sd rim Jars ,  hemispherical b o w l s ,  

and, r a r e l ~ ,  water bottles of the  Etowah Red FiT,med type, 

Rims are I t g p i c a l l y  gimple fn8 prof i l e , ,  wsith rounded or 

squared Ilps, although rolled rims do occur,  e spec ia- l ly  on 

bowls. L s o p  handles appear during the p h a s e ,  b u t  there 5 s  

no cvideace f o r  t h e  presence o f  s trap  handles, lugs, n o d e s ,  

or adornos. Temper  is axclusivelp grft, and ranges from 

fine to caarse t e x t u r e d .  

complicated stamped pottery is t h e  dominant mode of 

decoration dur ing  t h e  Brtras~~e Phase, e~npxr2sing aLmost 24 

percent qf the aealed ceramic sanple in Premound Stpata A 

and B at 8-eislar. Maund ( T a b l e  5.1). Eighty petcent of the 

complicated stamped sherds c o u l d  be i d e n t i t i e d  as to 

rectiltnear or curvilinear d e s i g n s ,  an4 a5 these, 85 pe rcen t  

were identigisd as t h e  rect i l inear  Etowah Complicated 

Stampeb, with t h e  remaining 15 p,orcent b e f p n g i n g  to t h e  

curvilinear t y p e  Savannah Complicated Stamped. T'hPs heavy 

predominance of r e c t i l i n e a r  decorat ion seams to persist  

acro,ss the Brunsonl Phase, altbougth t h e  ~urvilinear Sav'annah 

d e s i g n s  increase through tfme, reaching 40 perscent of  the  

t d e n t i f i a - b l a  complicated stamped ceramics in Pramannd S t r a t a  



Figure 5,2 
Brun~bn Phase Ceramics 

R-ow 1: (L-R) Etowah Compl icated  Stamped one bar cross 
dfamnd,  t w o  bar open c r o s s  diamond (rim], 
two bar open cross  diamond* 

Row 2 :  (L-B) Etdwab Coapli~ated Stamped t w o  har o p e n  
C r b s s  diamond (rim), two bat open cross 
diamond, three bar laddejt b a s e d  c r s s ~ '  diamond,, 
three bar ladder ba%ed cross d i a m o n d ,  

Row 3 :  (L-R) Savannah Complicated Stamped t w o  bar 
open sLmple  circle, one bar cross circle, two 
b s r  open cross cfrcle; Etswah Red Fi lmed 
( b o t t l e  neck). 



Table 5.1 

Brun,gon Phase Aesemblage in Naisler P'rem~und S t x a D a  

Etdwah. Complicated Skaaped 

Savannah C q m p l i c a t e d  Stamped 

Etawah Xnmd F5.lrned 

Plain 
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G and b st Neisler, Th5s gradual f n c r s a , ~ e  i n  the relative 

freques8cg o f  Savannah p.vg E t o w ~ h  decoration serve@ as a 

thronslogical marker d3vidbag the early end l a t e  part ions  of 

the Brunson Phase (Tab la  5.11, 

An a a a l y g l s  of decorative m a t i f  s subsumed under t h e  

Erowah n#d Savanaah Compl%cate,d Stamped types i s  

paftic-ralarlp interesting, and reveals reg$onaS hra%t,s oaf t h e  

Bru&sgn8 Phalse which contrast ~ 5 t h  a l l  currently raco,gnfte;8 

L g t e  Etowah phases (Figure  5.3). The westod diamond m o t i f s  

of Btawah Complicated S'taaped may be d f v i d e d  into two types: 

open barred and ladder based diamonds, Open bafrad diamonds 

doafnate t h e  assembzage ~ t t h  70 pere.aat of the i d e n t i f i a , b l e  

m ~ t i f &  (Table 5 . 2 3 ,  Oped barred d i a B o n d ~  are predemih8ntly 

aS t h e  c r o s s  v a r i e t y ,  altho8u$h Cimple forms, d o  appear as a 

small gerc,entege oE the assqmtrhge, A n a l y s i s  of the  number 

of hars In each motilE i n c l u d e d  8herQa whfch c ~ d d  only be 

fdentifisd as t o  the ainimom number of bars Zn the mot$P, 

and thus  t h e  r e s u l t a n t  frequencies  re f lec t  the range o f  

p o s s i b l e  pefcentages, One bar diamoade are the l e a s t  common 

ty$s jilt the, open barred group,  whLAe two bas ilZamol~ds are by 

far t h e  must cornon type. 'Three bar diamonds are less 

cammob, rhough t h e y  occupy a 2 a q y  rmge of poasible  

f t&qaencie.s- En sarnmary* t h e n ,  op,en barred diamonds, whf eh 

dertl~nete t h e  Etowah Cmpl ioated  Stampsld assemblage d u r i n g  

the B r t i ~ s o h  Phase, are generally of the cross v a r i e t y ,  and 

typicaf1-p. poosa~s t w o  b a r s ,  a l t h o u g h  t-r$yla and single 





!fable 5 . 2  
Etawah Cemplf c a t e d  Stamped Dpen Barren Motifs 

Neislef T e s t p i t  

1 bar 
It bar 
2 bar 
2+ bar 
3 bar 
3+ bar 

Simple ?Simpla'? Cross  . # X ------- ---------- ------- ----- ----- 
- 7 3 . l o  6 
2 9 2 13 8 
2 4-9 37 . 8,8 5 3  
1 35 5 . 41 25 
1 4 4 P 5 
- 3 1 4 2 

Table 5.3 
Etowah Complicated Stamped Ladder Based  M p t i f s  

N c i s l e , ~  TestpZt 

2 b,at 
2+ bar 
3 bar 
3t bar 

Simple ? S i m p l e ?  Cross . # % ------- ----- ----- 
17 5 2 . 24 57 
3 6 2 . 11 26  
1 3 2 . 6 1 4  
- 1 - . I 2 
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Ladder b a s e d  diamonds comprise just over 20 percent 

of t h e  Etavah Complicated Stamp.ed n o t i % s ,  and of these, t h e  

m a j o r i t y  Cat X e d s t  ha l f )  are of the 8 - p l ~  varLefy, a l though  

crass forms dn camprise a t  least 14 peT'cent af the 

collection (Table 5,3) .  Two barred ladder h o e d  moti f - s  

dominate  eve-r thos ,e  Wth three bars. 

While Savannah Complicatad Stamp,ed desP.gns tomprtse 

od lp  15 percent of tba  r o c o g n l a e a b l e  complfcatad s t a m p e d  

motif B ,  the d i + s t r f b n t i o a  of specAffc m a t t f  elemeats within 

t h e  type is reveal ing .  Opea barred coackatrfc cifcles 

d~,mfnate the as,seabXoge, c o m s t i t u t f  eg, saver 95 percent of , the  

e~llecti'on [TabXc 5.4). Cross  basred m a t - i f 9  are more commons 

than simglc one$, P a d  as is the can:& with  rectiliaear sapen 

barred &signs, two barred fgrms compsfse n lar$e progmrtion 

a-f t h e  c a l l e e t i a d .  One and three b a r  v a r i e t i e s  appear in 

smaller f r e g u e n c f  es. O n l y  t w Q ,  examples .df ladder ba~~e.8 

mot&fs were identified among the Bavanizah 6des'5gns: a two bar 

cross var ie ty  dad a three bar Eorm (Table 5.53. 

Etowsrah Red  F i l m e d  %s a' mdnor-ftp ygre f n the Brunaon 

Phase eeramic assemblage, ~tomptTsin,g  rdughlg 3 petcent of 

tbc early Bruns,on Ph;as,e eo l l ec t fon ,  and apparently droppfng 

to 1 peecent iiariag the fare  Bruns~a Fhaea (Table 5.1). Bed 

f3lrning afmast always appeata on pla in  sherds. although rare 

exa$ple$ Q £  red filmtng on t-he rater ior  8 E  camplicated 

stamped BBwEa,  even ovep the stamgad decoration i t se l f ,  have 

been identified. Wad f i l m i . r i 8  ocanss wLth equal. f requencg on 

the interior and exterior ~f vess,els, and a l d k o a ~ ~  ~esssl 



TabLe 5.4 
Savannah Compffcated, Stamped Open Barren Motifs  

MBlmslea %stpi t 

1 bar 
1+ bar 
2 bar  
24- bar 
3 b.&r 
3$ bar 

Simple ?'Simple3 Cross . # Z ------- 
b ----- ----- 

1 - 4  10 
1 4 f 0 
8: . 20 49 
3, . la, 24 - 1 2 - 2 5 

Table 5.,5 
Bavannah Complicated Stamped Ladder Baaed HutdEs 

NeisPer T e s t p i t  

2 bar 
-Z+ bar 
3: bar 
3t bar 

QSimp,le? C'ross . # % 
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~ O ' T I I ~ S  are n ~ ' t  h~lwn, bowls seem pre&oainate. 04e 

example,of red EilmSn$ on the  narrow neck af a wake* b ,o t t l e  

was recognized, 

Plarfn ware camprises the major portion o f  a l l  

Brunson Phase  ca3lect iof is ,  'exh5bSting frequenof&s of nearly 

80 percent in early Brunsoa Fbaoe depoa3ts  CTable 5.1). 

While a portIan aP the p J a h  sherds  i n  a l l  collections 

undoubtedly  derives f r o m  the undecorated Jawex portloria of 

veescls, a s i g n i f i c a n t  but  unknown number of v e s s e l ' s  were 

completely plaEn, i s ~ l u d t ~ n g  t h e  broken jar I n  the firepit of 

Premound stratum I a.t Haialer* T h i $  p l a i n  ware i n c l u d e s  a 

range of minor v a r i a t f s n e  in surface treatment, appearing  

a l o n g  a c o ~ t i n n u m  E r ~ a  a h i g h l ~  b u r n i s h e d  surface to an 

sextrerbely rough surface. Brushleg appears on a a'msfl amount 

of the $herds ,  b a t  it is n a ~ e - r  regular or patterned,  a n d  may 

have more ,a result of mapufaeturing techniques  than an 

f stehtio-naS decor,atiee £.eatulre, 

B a t i n g  t h e  Bsunsom 'Phase mkaramic ~ n m p l & a  pro,ved 

somewhat problematic based an comparisons w i t h  the 

,eetsrblisbhed ceramf r sequence  for North Georgia, HalLy and 

Laagf~fd (1987) revlew t h e  Etouah ccrainic sequence as 

originally defined by Caldwsll (1957) and Sears (19583 f o r  

t h e  Etowah River Valley. Faux phases were ar fg fnaUg  

recogaized : Et~wab 1 through I?!* Decorative m o t i f s  

d i a g n o s t i c  of Etavah I i n c l u d e  t h e  almost exclusive us8 ,af 

s i m p l e  l a d d e r  base diamonds and Iiqe b l o c k  motffa. S i m p l e  

ladder base diamonds decrease im frequency  i a  Etawah 11, and 
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simple two-bar diamonds become impartant ,  Twa ba.r diamonds 

and 1inebL6ck aoti£s are Laportant in Etgwah 131, and th@ 

f i l f o t  cress appeskb.  Etewah IP Es 'marked by ~ W Q  and three 

bar diamond:o and t h e  f i l f o t  cross, m a t i f .  In their sp.nth\esfs 

of t h e  M i s s i s s i p p 5 s n  pcr3od 2n the Ri.dge and Valley 

P q ~ v i n c e ,  B s l l y  and Lafig,ford 8fL8B.73 recogntze only t w o  

Etawab P h a s e s ,  cumbining Zjtawslh I a n d  I3 t o  form Earlg 

Efowab, and caabieing Etowa6 111 and IV to forai Late Etcwab, 

10 general, t h e  t k l ; ~  phases are distinguished by a decrease 

in the freqnsncy of ladd'er base &f&anonde and t b e  +,ppe,axance 

of t h e  f - t l f ~ q  crass motgf during 'the Late Etawah. Sbe11 

temperiag de~rcase8, in f r equency  during t h e  Late E t o a ~ h  as 

welJ. 

bJhf-le in most wags Bsunson Phase c eradas  reeembl~e 

Etawah aao@mblagss of aorthLern Georgia, c e r t a i n  m o t l f s  are 

evidently unique to t h ~  Mi,ddle Fliat, ~oahiaing bot'h early 

and Late diagnsgtic traits as re~ogn3'z;ed for Mbkth Q e o x ~ i a ,  

Placing the B~aasoa Phase wlthln this broad fmmewbrk 

necessitates a rsccs,gnition that local ceramic sequences may 

dfffer from t h e  e s tabZia&eb  sequdnce in t b e  Etowah Val l ey  in 

certain ways. 

In the Brunson Pha$e, Ghe d L s t % n e t i o n  between open 

barred and l a d d e r  based m o t i f s ,  in b o t h  Etowah and Savannah 

Complicated Stamped des igns ,  does appear t o  be 

ehronofogicalZy sfgnifioant, As noted ,ablove, t h e  Brunean 

Phase may be d i v i d e d  into early an& l8te periods based  an 

t h e  increasing frequency  of Savannah Complitated ,Scamped 
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cerami$s. Ladder baaed forms are quits rare among Savannah 

motifs, occurridg w i t h  lese fhan ~ n e - f o , u x t h  t h e  f r e q ~ e n c ~ y  

t h a n  is t h e  6ase with Etowah ,@otifs, r e s t i l t f n g  in o 

consequent drgp in the overall f requent?  of l a d d e r  bhsed  

diamonds in the ;Late Bxussoa Phase .  The r e l a t i v e  frequency 

of ladder b a s e d  faras amng the late B r u n ~ o n  Phase Etowah 

motifs (in Promottnd Stra*a C ' a n d  IS at Neigler] a l s o  

decreases, resulttsg f n  e ~ n  extremely l o w  f requency  ConXy 6 

percent) of ladder based  motifs d u r l n ~  ,th8e late E~eason 

Phass (Table 5 . 6 ) -  

I n  addition, ladder based  motifs appear ZO ba t i e d  

t o  anlotbet ~ h ~ ~ o ~ n ~ l o g i c a l l y  s ens3 t io . e  elmen't of Etowah 

design s t ruc ture ;  Zaddek base forms af  e at least t u i c e  as 

comman on simple rather than cro-s's motifs, in contrast to 

t h e  open barred f p r m s ,  w8hicb occur a t  f eas t  throe times as 

cornmanly on d r b s s  mat i fa  as on SA@$le onea.  Based on tbc 

resu l t s  of wox-k in nor tkwes t lGe~rg ia  (Sears 1958), it is 

evfdent chat cross m o t i f s  a t e  decmratfve forms which appear 

later than t h e  e a r l y  sdmple motifs ,  and which increase in 

frequency toward the end of t h e  Etowah per2od.  

This evidegce w o u l d  initially suggest th,at t h e  

Bruasdn Phase 'depostits Beneath Neialer Uaund repraqeat b a t h  

an E a r l y  Etowah occnpatkan (as d,GTined b p  Hally a<nd Lairgford 

L9871, mark-ad by the presence of ladder b a s e d  mot- i fs  

doaknated by s i a g h  r o t h a  than c,lro,ss forms, and a Late 

Etowah ~ t c u p a t i o n ,  Lnclusdtng a heavier  percentage of op'ea 

barred cross diarn6n.d~ and a small anarounx of curvilfsear 



T a b l e !  5 . 6  

EtowihjSavadnah C s m p l i c a l t e d  'Stamped Motifs 

WeTslef Testpit 

MOTIFS 

Opep Barred 

Ladder Based 
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Bavanaah mot i f s ,  It is c l e a ~ ,  hawaver, t h a t  U d d e r  based 

mot i f s  were in use duf-g t ' h e  occupation o f  t h e  first 

prcmound structure 1x1 Preaouhd Stratum 1 of Retsler Muund, 

s i n c e  eevaral fragments b f  at l e a s t  m e  and piohably t w a  

ladder baaed ~ ~ s o ~ l s  crushed gnder t h e  burning structure 

were recovered in t h i s  bait. This Ps a d d i t i c m a l l p  

su'betaatfatsd by th'e prasance of t h e  Early Etawab Aaddar 

base d e s i g ' n  e lement  i a  motffs d3splaxing the c l e a r l y  Late 

Etowah t r a i t s  of cram barr iag  with three bars. 

Furthermore, Yhe e x l s t e @ s e  of ladder based ,Savan~lah mot5f s, 

admittedly rare,  arguels s t rong ly  far t h ~  o v e r l a p  of t h e  

ladder base  eretit wi th  Laete Etowstk ce~+aAcs .  T h i ~  e v i d e n c e  

demon-s;trakes Iqclu$te eoevi~e%rr~gly that both. ladder based  ad 

open barred motffs ware ampldyed tag&th@r throughout the 

B.runs@a Phase. Such @ ~ i d e n c e  reveals that ,  c sntsary  t \ o  data 

f ro-m a o r a h r e ~ t  Georgia, ladder b ~ s e d  matSEs remaisled a 

common port of  t h e  ceramic design assemblage on the  M5ddle 

F l i n t  RYver ev-en Lnto the Late lltowah period, 

The Brwnson Pbass d i s p l a y s  a aum8ber of specific 

t r a i t s  which dfstingaish ft from a21 p ~ e v i ~ u s l y  d s f f n e d  l a t e  

Elowah ~hases, Whereas the Etowah ITT Phases of northwesk 

Georgia ( 3 e a . r ~  1-958) i n c 2 u 1 d e s  s heavy pes~entage sf  s-lm@l,e 

t w o  barr*d d?amonda, ,a minar amaunt of cross  dfamonbs, an 

almost total absence gf l a d d o x  based  diamonds, and a hsavp 

frequency o f  line b b c k  and filfot c r o s s  motifs* t h e  BXUH~SO~II  

Phase inc l -udes  o n l y  a minor percentage of  s lapre  t w o  barred 

diamonds, a pred~minance of c r a s s  b a r r e d  dfambnd motffsb a 



relat$t~;efy lag-ga mownt 92 ladeer h a m d  l&am~;ads, as:d a 

tprol a'b~e~?.ce. of line BZ,wek afid . f A l f o t  cross not3feAmr !&a 

pre&&aa'e 'or$ a qma3lZI But i m c 3 l a ~ & i @  frcqusacy of carwf If n&ar 

' $ . z v ~ P I I ~ ~  19t8f  8 W W J ~  ~ ~ g g ~ s t ,  ~gdditf*rrBZlg' ,  that the 

Bruaslpa Pbgse  intza'rp~aesa what ba4 b e q s  rgferred t.a 83: 

~ t ~ n w a h  IV ( S ~ Z L ~ E A  rasa], which HalZy ,an:$ Rudaxgb (B986): 

.euggss't 5s ~a:e ,~aal ly  a poo:r;Xy de5'"ined t r a k g s f t W ~  &$weail the 

P b ~ v a h  and :5svemnah p,e%Xods, ~lgrkpd by tfke appearaaee 4s 

tzuxv%lfnear pa&S.f a1 labe in1 kh2 EEa'w,~~h ,and: tfief r fncrease ah 

frequeacr d ~ ' ~ 5 n , g  the' $ a v w @ h .  En' &ddZ%f!;~n tQ t8h;eae 

; ~ , t j l P w t $ ~  dLs~inkr5o~s the Brtt-ae~q Phage  she*^ I$ mer k s d  

dd-ffersa~g $J,Y tenper . > -  Tn c:apa-YLn~fi v$$h the nsrthweet 

lG@orf%a Ec@wahs c ~ r s m d g s ~  rbeArS tI;& as &v-tdeqge qgf s'be$l 

tempering In eb,e Bmnaon P@ases and t&ip-er gi;ar-t:.Xcles d'bs~+lap 

a lw,lde rawge 45 varr%a%'i~a 3n ekqe.,, t,aclqdf ng f%ne sand C P ' ~  

Bvawy $,pSt $n varykng $r~pst t io .nss ,  Ean,t~ag$fng a i t h  th'& 

bonupenenus f d ~ e  sand t a p e r  laf nesfh*e12 Ge.~,rsie caramiga- 

d'laxing @his p e r i d .  

tera3s of temper chlraeteiw$etfvs, the Br1m~6li 

Phase s&,a~s & s.kron)g, al;atffhri?g to th* lake  gza.werh 

S'eiJlhaaqe Phase of the rn$Iddle Ocon.e+ Rfvdi: regLen as 

&e*Zned bp Sai ths end  Ba/lgr '61~81~. 0,fi g . t ~ l $ s k $ c  grounds, 

however, the Brubsaa Phase depart& f r b a  t k e  ScZ-llhauss 

Phase* The ,StilZBoarere PWae oqao a g ~ i n  3hc~lu&e?s~ a ddg%nnana~ 

s f  s5m-ple two bmrFed ddahonds, a sm@ii h n o r i t y  0.5 cxmsS 

dlamo-~da, arXd an extrqmefy ~rmsS1 pereeneage of la.&dar ba'8(&d 

.d'stam~qnd-+., a11 an d z r a c ~  t:'~gntra~t $0 the Brandon Phaee, In 



a d d i t i o n ,  t h e  S k t l Z h o u s e  Pha@e i n c l a d s s  e m d l  amount& of 

check stramped and cprncob/fingernai% marked ceramgca ,which 

are nos p r e s e n t  en the B ~ a n s ~ o n ~  Phase, S t i l l h o u s e  and 

Bkumson are a l i k e  in the  abs'eace of l i n e  blotk and f i l f o t  

crass motif e, however, S t i l l h o u s e  Pbase  ale^ i n c l u d e s  a 

s$etll amount off mope c~rvf i i~r t?ar  motif8 rhdch suggest a 

similar, f f  Beoro l i m j l t e l ,  t e ~ p o r a l  lover lap w i , t h  the 

transitzgn between Etowah and Savannah. 

One further phase w b f c h  displays some s-tmilazitias 

t a  Che Braneon Phase is Che lat* Etowab Jcrsst't Phase of the 

upper Savannah River, deE4aed by Hallp and Rndol-ph 

(1986:50-1). Th%s phase appeara to be coateaporaneous with 

Etuwah XI1 o f  s o ~ t h u e s t  Geo*gia,  AgaEn, t h i s  'phase 5s 

cfuarac'terfzed by sf,gnff2eaat pixcebtagea, of ,simple balrred 

dkamonds, with one ba-r forms slightly more cemmon than two 

bar forms, CrQss diaraoadq comprisp otnly one t e n t h  of t h e  

assemblage, and llddar bass 8d3ama,fids, although ware cornittog 

tha-n in nlt.&eg prevfoue ly  defined phases, sake up only t e n  

perce'nt 62  the c,ollactToa, The Ja-rnstt Phase alsp, ine ludes  

Tine block, ch&k stampad, and corncob impressed a e c a ~ a t i ~ n ,  

as well as collared jar rims, a l l  d f  wli5cA are absent in the 

Btuasqa Phase., It is clear that while these phas<ea are 

probably roughly cefitempo'rbneoua, t h e i r  ceramic a$sembllgg,es 

vary in a number of dat,aPls.  The sabsaqaent Early Savanziah 

C'ul tqre  Boaver~dam Pha,se CRudalph and 3,allgr 1985) on the 

uppelr gavannah Pi-vef p ~ ~ o b a b ' l y  ~ ~ e r l a p s  th-e late Bxtrnsgn 

Phase chronologf tally , &a the a m  of c r o s s  barred dfamonds 



#I Eh c u r v i l i n e a r  Savannah gldtslf a of >the% Beav8efda.m Phase 

sug.ges t.s . 
In gen~ra1, 5t may be p%,atsd thak $be: Bruasqn Pkas@ 

As a r.eg%<an&l P,as&a:nP of th:e Z-a.Ee 3t"o:waB >caltara of rb:o.II:ther$ 

which, b a s e d  o.h s5mil@xitie~ with mcqga5xed ceramf 6 

t ~ e . n d ~ a  'may be daGed kg, 8~eewe:~a appx~xLmatply $.Do 11-50 and 

k , P .  1385, ~ e k & & g  i-t aiistr923 c - n t e r n ~ o x a ~ ~ e ~ b ~ s  ~ 3 t . b  the $tawah 

IXT and Xho'Gah E'V ZhL$&s8 BE na8'rt.hwa~k Eeorgf>a ~[EhlXy adii 

Tiamford's (1987) Lgte B,b~wa~b Bhqsq], t h e  ' $ t i ~ l b a n s q  Phase 

'sf the I i d d l e '  Desne'e Rive .$ ,  and %(he &rrhett P h a ~ a  ,aibd .early 

$eaw@rd~Sm Pb&k 6f tho ugpas Bavanmah R5ver.. The Brunsnn 

'P&~.oE dp~e~s exh$bP-t; ragicnal 'tra1.tl.s which cgntxaat.X: with these 

n3e*gB8bsbr3mg w e e s t  spseiffcellz %be peraist'encp o f  3adlder 

,baseil, m b t i f s  s'nttd C W  Lat;,e  toi is-ah, pW&ol, kdd9tf  oaallp, t h ~  

complete lack of any  motifs other Ehan n e s t e d  diamobda and 

~ L r ~ l e s  3s sunig.llts t q  Che Brq,n$an P'hase. It r f ~  h y p ~ t & e - ~ i g e d  

t&at  tBb.rse dAsd.3in$krftfe8$ ref%scX tb& d&v'eIop&~nt  oE io'cal 

c~rlamjtc d s c o r a t f  ve &t;grPe~ w i t h i n  Bbo @efJg+-a@h3ea&ly 

exte.npl5,if.e $t'o~waH~~eul~ttxe:, T-ke B ~ u n s a ~  P%,gae ri-s efmply a 

middle FkLnt Bkvtfr aan4fe~tat8ga  b f  the Bare $tawah ,cu8ltttf& 

TEORN(T@N ~rm, ~t>emFF p ~ & S a $  

As IliOtGd 3mm Cliapt~&rs Three -a&& b a r ,  t B e k e  i.e nol 

. q l e a ~  cp~kd.encg 9$ a classic SsawannaX P ~ r i u d  cezag~i e cqn?p;lex 

i a  the et~atSPf$d d e p b s l t s  ,ce$.g.ted at e,it18err moztad, Th,%a 

potkarn 3.ppeiars. C B  #@@Ad t3We far eke snk2r.e mddle E-lfnt 
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RXv-er region, For nu Savaenahl cer8&iLes were racpgnized in 

the xegf anal survey cp1f ecti ona [Chaptars S3x and Oevem,), 

Perhaps the aodt r e v e , a l i n g  e ~ i d a n c o  for t h e  absence of a' 

Savannah phgse is the l a c k  of any yecogsfzeeple transitional 

ceramte c o m g 2 ~ x  which provide& eaitleace f o ~  in sftn 

dsvelopxdaat af t h e  I a t e ~  E,awag ceramic complex out o f  the 

Bxttnmn Phase asslembhge, In: b ~ t h  maun4ds, Brunson Phase 

premound depasP,'ts immediately uader l i e  Lamar mound s t a g e s ,  

datksg ta at least one  Gentury after t h d  3runs&on Phase. 

Even though a l l  moudd stage dlepp:s&ts y i e l d e d  bath Lamar and 

Etovrah cqxamics, no ev5dence has bee'n r@cagnfz@d which 

demonstratas convincingly that any t r a n s % t - T o n a l  sAttage might  

be repr~se-n~ted with5ns these o b v i ~ u s l y  mbxed colle~tians. In 

genesay, while iz 5s pogsib, le  t h a x  earawcs dat ing to the 

Savaanah Period m i g h t  exigt:  unrecbgnixod w i t h i n  the project 

area, th3s au'thor I s  usable t~ £$nd solid e1vitfbflc.a of a 

Savannah occupatlo'ri on t h e  Mfddle F l i n t  Eiser. Given t h i s  

l ~ i t u a t f o n ,  A t  appears likely that the Middle F ~ g n t  Rrtver was 

abandoned during the perf Q& A . D .  1225-13 25, 

AZS ntal~xmd s t a g e s  e n ~ ~ u n t s r ' e d  in test excavat ions at: 

WeLsier and Hartley-Posey cgn be dateld aa the Lamar period 

on the b a s i s  02 the latest pottery t y p e s  assaciated :w%th 

them. As noted above, however, a l l  p o t t e r y  c o l l e c t i o f i s  from 

a11 mound st)ag.es in b\oth mounds are highly m f x e d .  Bue t fo  

t b e  f,act that  no pare Lamar cer>smic c6llcetfbn +as tecorered 

Prom t e s t  e~cavatPans ,  a1.1 iaterps@tatiwne regarding Lamar 

Fshave d e f t n i t f s n s  are limited to thosa ceil-la'mjc t y p e s  which 



on strat1graph.t~ m d  caaparative grounds may be 

unequivocally ass igned  t o  a part&colar phase. 

B:ec,auw of this s i t u a t i o n ,  the dafinitions o f  Lbrrmar 

Phases w l l l  p foceed 5s  a dffferent manner than was employed 

fqr the B r u n ~ o n  Phage,  which h a &  the advantage vf sevexgl 

pure ceramic c o l l e c t i o n s  from oealcd premound d e p o s i t s .  

f n i t l a l l p ,  those eeramLc t ra i t s  whf ch claracterlaa tke 

overa l l  Lana>t odcnpaaan at tbe s i t e s  will Be examined as a 

means for dietin~uishfng khe Lariat nouvd stage ceramic 

a s s e m b f a g e ~  frpm the  Brun-son 'Phase a6semb,lage. 

Subsa.queatlp, u k i l i z i a g  ckronol'og9.crrl txea&s and markers 

established on the baafs sf both nore h i g h l y  refTaed Lamar 

chronologUs acr80as Georgia and ~trati~raphic s e p a r a t t w  

observed wzthin ;the two 8 t e ~ c p i t s  excavated f ~ r  €.his study, a 

def ia i t i sen of tua Lamar phalj38s w i l l  be presented w i n g  

diagaoszic  ceramic fraits which serve t56 d i s t i h g t f f s b  each 

phase.  

Lamar cera'mie~ recoveped o'n *he M i d d l e  F l i n t  d i s p l a y  

(many o f  the same chareieter3sk5cs as Lamar asseitlblagss 

descrf bad f o:x egber regf sae mf Georgia. &raarics pr'essn>t 

thseu&hoat t%e Laaar period i-nlclude &amar Complicaked 

Stam.ped and Lamas BSiifn* bsath umaked 4~ Lamar ria! 

w o d i f i c a c i a a ,  a s  W E Z X  as a variety  62 m i n , a r ~ r p  dsra$li& wares 

which i n c l u d e  t h e  ahell-%emperel ballaa r n c i s e d ,  Daf Pas 

P f l l e t q d ,  and Dallas lPla%.n wares, a& w e l l  as extremefy @ma11 

amounts of check-stamped, ctarncolr-makske&, m t - m a ~ k e d ,  aqd 

fine cord-marked cefam5c~.  Afthou.gh ghese  l a s t  t y p e s  may f n  
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Eect be  phase-specif-LC, thesr 10w frequency prsclwdee any 

61gni-fkcaat comment 2811 t h i s  regard, and t h u s  t h e y  are 

included under t h e  general Lamar  category, 

L-ar Complieabed Szaaped ( a 6  w e l l  as the mE&orS,ty 

type af Laru&r clhieck-stamped ware) and  Lamar Flafn are 

chara.cte.rdeed by marked differences ID. paste e n d  vasa'el w a l l  

tb$ckn.e8ss Brbro tha,,t nf  the Brgqqon P h a s e .  Th& paste  nf  

these types i n c l u d e s  a lalrge aaou'dt ~f c ~ u l a r s ~  g r i t  t e m p e r ,  

p ~ i r a a r i l p  c,o@posed of quart& and f ~ l d s ~ g a r  par ' t i c las ,  which 

aftsn' p ~ ~ t ~ r u d e ~  f rroa the  S U T ~ B G B  of the s h e x d . ~ ,  creating a 

gougb, baspp surface,  Vesse ls  were a>pparent ly  puftc 

%h%ck-walLeb is compar5soa tu Bruason %,base ceramics, 

although ual l  eMckntv@s abviougly var5w w i t h  he5ght ~ b o v e  

zhe vesoeZ b a s e ,  

hmar Cu~tp l i cated  Stanpe7d and Pla--3a accup,~  extreme 

ends of i contfseunn af serrfn~e treatmefit, far %be vast  

mj~~rl ty  a£ sher&& could b s  placed is o category :of "rough 

pHa-~n"* whicb s$&gly seP1ect.s t h e  p o o ~ x g  defrlaad sqaalitr of 

the s t a q f ~ g  treatment, Must; of the&@ stamped Bes igns  w e P e  

curvilinear, but mixing £ e m  earlier 8dlespaeSts obscured the  

actual percantages, Qf those motifs w e t h  were c lear  enwgh 

ti5 h e  esalaated, the m a j s r l t p  w e d  e ~ i ~ d e ~ t i y  portSona of t h e  

filfet cross ,  while f%guta  nfne and concentric citcleo da 

sgsq t o  hawe f m r m e d  a paTt o f  ahe assewblsge, Gempllcated 

stamping appears t u  be a mador made o'f dscozatioa qn jars, 

&lths~a,gh sarinaked b ~ w X s  :@f1ten gopees8 stampjlng below the: 

shoulglex, The paas i x e t r r t i o B  of L ~ W S  Camplicated !&tamped 



and P l a i n  surface braatnent(8 dass nok permit them in a l l  

c w e a  t o  be distingulahed from Brunson Phase cosmplioated 

s t - m p e d  sberds. Not ,@sly do some Brunson Phase sherds 

d i s p l a y  remarkably s f m i l a r  raagh p l a i B  and sta%mpad suxfpces,  

sa;tne B'runs,on Phase ceramics a r e  markad by slmUarly caarse 

teapar p a t t i c l e e *  aad thus Lt ia impassible t b  relate  the 

e x a c t  percentages which Laasr Oomglfcatcd Stamped and Pla lm,  

types occupy  in the mound£-i l l  ass~mbla~ges .  Tn general ,  

however, the Lamar excavation units reveal t h a t  Lmar 

Camplfca-ted Staraged should  comgrLsa roughly 30 percent ,of 

Lsmar asgemblages, whereas Laaax Plaan doaina tea the 

aademblage wath appro~*mateIy 80 percent of t h e  oolfectionp 

(sae 'Tables 3 . 1 ,  3 . 2 .  4 . 1 ,  and 4.9). 

'%he Lamar period a d d i t i o n a l l y  w,%tnesses the 

in t rodntPpn  04 rim rmdifice't iaa of jars+ s p e c i 2 f c a l l y  the 

Lamar folded rim, w&i-ch mag be subjected to a variety of 

treatments. Piakhfng or raede13ng of x L ~ w .  appears throughout: 

the Lamar period,  althpulgh the wzdth of the fald and t h e  

treat&e.nt o f  khe rlar rarZes ~ 5 t h  t h e ,  as u i l l  be  noted i n  

detail below in the phas& d c f i n i t % a n s .  Okhgr rim 

moddff q a t i o a s  include t h o  a d d l t i a f i ,  09 l u g  and l s o p  handles,  

a~ w e l l  as na.desr, both l a r g e  and smaff, wahich .are' sometime@ 

modeled 5nk.o anrmal or human e f f i g y  adornos on hemispherical  

b p w l  r % m s .  Some bowla d1sh p a e & c s ~  dotched Ifp,s ,  

The Latlla~r p e r i o d  marks t h e  f b t r 6 d u d t f o n  >~.'f a' ~ r a a l l  

amount BT shell tempered p ~ t t e r y  9 n t o  t h e  Middle Flint River  

assemblage. Shell tempered shserds ocP$Ly rarely exceed ten 



p e r c e n t  u f  Laaar cermnic cof~e~tions, more t g p i ~ a l f g  

c u n p r f s i n g  t h ~ e e  t o  nine pe-rcent  (Ta'bles 3.1, 9.2, 4.1, and 

4.2). Thlsse s h e r d , ~ ,  g>enerally tempered ~ 5 t h  retl.tivelp 

large alda,uats of &hell, as WGU as iaa,dghifi'eaaf ,albo~Bts of 

sand ~r grit, are primarily plain-surfaced, Many of that% 

shcrds mag bc i d s n t l f i a d  a s  Dallas Plain, ofthough some are 

s l>most  certainly  L a a s o c b s e d  with aaather shell-tempered ware 

which appears l a k e  i ' n  th.e Lamax peribd ( t o  he diecussed 

b e 1  ow]. Dabla% P h i - n  rims are  g e n e t a l l y  s f m p l e ,  a l though  

f a i n t l y  nod>elud e f f*sy  CEzog?] Porm)s rappaax on a few 

rZmihe-rdg. Twb w i d e  shell-tdmpezed s t r a p  h s 8 n d l e $ ,  

a p p a r e n t l y  IQQ M i s s i s a i p p f s n  jar form&, w i ( r s  recovered;  these 

may be assaciated w i t ' h  Dallas P l a i n  g r  Tngised vessels .  

Several shell-teapered ahar~d~s e % $ ? b i t  fYae i n c i s i n g  

in the form 0.Y parral le l  diagonal lines, g e f i s r a l l y  on ?the 

necks or s h o u l d e r s  o f  what spp>gass t a  be a M i ~ s i s a ~ i p p P a n  jar 

f,orm, Thfs %msli;sfng is ofte,n burred #n t h e  edges., anti i s  

typically qery light. Thia dgcor&tfon ia Sdenk3ffed as 

na1ials EntJsed, 

Several- examples 8f Rdlasr Pf lletod were  P o e n t i f  ied 

in the Lamar colfect-itana, These are cha.ratrtcr%z&ds by ,a 

notched  filleted s t r i p  g lace$  below t h e  l i p s  o f  small  

fremlspherf ~ a l  b o w l s ,  These @herds were t y p f  e,stJ+ly mlors 

b i ~ h l y  burnished tha$ o,ther Dallas wares. 

The .assaciation of a s m a l l  percentage of Da23ao 

war.es * f e h  tk& Lamar p e r i a d  on Middle Flls l t  River  I s  n o t  

snrpr l t s i  n$ . D a l l a s  c e r a i c g  saf the t y p e s  d e s c r i b e d  above 
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comprise am integral part of t*o Lamar phases deffned f o r  

Northwest Gaprgia, the Early Lamtir L S t t S e  Egpp,t Phase (Rally 

-1978) and t h e  Late Larn,@r Barnett Phase CHal1,y '1970) .  The 

prosenc'e of Dal-Las I n c i s e d  may thus serve as P cbron-ological 

marker conf irming t h e  relative ~onfernporans i~y  o f  t h e  M i d d l e  

P l l a t  River Lamr per50d w i t h  t b a e e  two Noxthw+t Georgia 

phase&. 

The remafnZng s u r f a e s  treatmeat= which appear d u g i n g  

t.he Lamar p'erlad are rare, Check-stamping chSraererfzed by 

lar-ge checks i a  a e.n.or dsersxs,tfsn wb-&ch appears an sherds 

with paste and khickness charartnsistics bdsat-ical to Lamar 

C~~nglplicaled S t a m p e d .  Gofacob-marking appears o,n t h e  neck of  

&a early  Lamar pinched rim j a r ,  as well aa on hemispherical  

bowl rims. B i n g l e  e z a p l e s  ~f n&~-niarked and possibJe f i n e  

cord-marked shexds were recovered in Lamar mwouadfP1J.. 

One addLtiona1 qhaxagCe~$stic of the Lamar c6ramir 

assemblage is the appearance of p;at.t.erg d i s c o b ~ d a l s  ground 

Esam potsherds ,  Ten o f  these  }artifacts were recavered f r o m  

Lamr mouad stagcs at $artley-Posey, an& twentp-seven  were 

fottnd fn Lamap mound stages at fl~eiq;lsr, a l o n g  w f t h  two small 

quartzite dfsaoidala. These srtlfacts are very common at 

both aaun'd sftes, but o n l y  a h a n d f u l  o f  them were r e a ~ ~ e ~ r e d  

d u r j n g  surface ,sux?ey, EQ evidence of t h e i r  manufacture or 

use d u ~ f s t g  t h e  Brutrsan ,Phase has been f.omd. Alkhaugh s o m a  

d k s c o i d a l s  found in Lamr moundfill ware made o f  *older 

Brunrsr~a Phase sherda, naBe were E q m d  in p u r e  Brrrnson Phase 

d e p o a f t s ,  Whether t h i s  dis~fnctioa is retnporal i n  n a t u r e ,  



o r  s i m p l y  reflects(  the difserent c u l t u o ~ l  eontext  .of  

d iscovery  ( & , e .  mound vs. non-maand), is anknown wr present ,  

ha w t e d  above, it 1s p o s s i b l w  to divide t h e  Middle 

F l i n t  R i v ~ e r  Lamar ~oraa3c a~&eabLagss f nto t w o  brgad 

categories which represent thse Early and Late Lamar period 

~accopatri~~a,  Thfe dlbvisklon 31-g made baaed on t h e  presence 0 4  

a b s e n ~ e  af certa in  ehrdnof s?gic.ally a c ~ s i $ l ~ e  corm-ic 

$>eatares a n d  types in Lamar parfad c o l l e c t i o n e ,  prese 'ntsd  in 

%bXe 5.7 eqd d e - s e ~ i h e d  belaw. 

' T b o ~ s k ~ n  Phase 

The ThaQrnEos Phase 5 5  liere deEkh>ed8 a8 -t it@ ~egi :oaaJ  

maa3fastatiai od the ZaeLy Lqmtm c d t u r e  on the Mida-1.o F l i n t  

givqr, d a t i ~ g  f ~ m  rougbL-g A*;D, 1325 be 8450 (g lgare  5.1J. 

D,eraqS!e. c ~ I & ~ ~ t t - o m s  usad In t h e  ,&hhfact;w!iz,at.i~lm ofi the 

phase *eze  der4'v;eb S r ~ m  MoLu;ad St>*+ P sf Hartle$-P,o&ep Kau~d 

a@ fz01 mized z e r a m r i C  d.egosPta ' ~ f  ail & ~ t e r  Eam-ar arayund 

s@nstraetipu! ~ s t a g p ~  at both mouadsi. 

The Tb'~.f~@tari Pshwse i=s ~ h a - r ~ c t e t i z ~ ~ d  by tke pre,s.en.e& 

02 . .  the ceraliric t y p . e d  de .o~r$be l  a a ~ v e  ear the &@mar perf bd -- 
Larna~r Coap.Uc+ted $%mnped &niP' PI&$@, aa& s~anar P5nched 

R f m r ~ a ~ -  t,hpugh these t y p e s  w e  n o t  by k-hem&elve& *d5,ag@~se%e 

g f  thPa phage a3sas. $be prA-@a+ry d f a g n ~ s $ i c  ceramf-c k r d t  

yweh d f  shin@trb&'has the ThaT&te,n Pb'a.s$ f rg8@ the' sxtc.ose&ag 

ph%~,e inootvLes e b ~  &~r.eatment o f  t h e  Lahap f i ~ !  nadiftest3an 

and t h e  ah#a;-tiYc& 04 & w r  X a ~ 5 s d .  Qmhr £ol8aSed stms d,uPfdg 

th~e !fho~nr~n Phase &r,e e~c;la>$f*~ely 'bf the pin~Tied ~ - a r % s t ~ y ,  



Table 5.7 

Df a g w a t i c  Tra5ts for Laniaxt Phases 

-Treat- 

L a m,a-r P3-n c h e d Bi a*, 

Cane. Pan,cfatad R,Im& 

Lam.ar Incised 

A,bercrabt-e L n & s a d  

narrow 

absent 

a b s e n t  

a b s e n t  

LOCEETT PHASE 

wider  

present 

p r e s e n t  

presemt 
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and t h s s e  piachad rims may be distinguished fram later Lamar 

r i se  by t h e  g e m r a l l y  narrow wLdth of the f o l d ,  the heavy 

p i n c h i n g  of t h e  f o l d  (obtefi modeled i n t o  a series bE small 

nades), and the  extremely s m a J Z  bistanc,e between t h e  

pinchif ig  on t;he f f m  foLd and the U p  of the v e s s e l  (Figure  

4 .  This l ldsf  t r a i t  is prega%f even an rims c x h l b i t i n g  

w i d e  folds, and thun may be a more certafn  c h r o n o l o g i c a l  

marker thefi uveraL1 r5m fold wfdth, tbe Xattax hav ing  h e n  

advocated as a sensktlve throbala:gical  ma*ker bp HalSp 

t19793, S m i t h  (19'B3), and Rudolph (fB813). 

Wodee &rat p'res-egdt ga (sevwal bowl  rims f r o m  the 

mixed collectLmna at Ned-slar. Thsp resembli r i m  r~odeg  Eroa 

tho Beaverdam Phase on the Upper Savaxi~ah R i v e r  (Rudallph and  

B a l l g  1P85), and suggest that t h e  Shornton Phase may hare 

begun Zn JaSa Savannah tim'es, The belgisaing d a t e  Q £  the 

Thornton Phase is t h u s  placed gt A . B .  1325 to oc'caunt for  

t h f  s p8oss-srdb'flt3ty. 

I-n general-, howeve-r, t h e  Thoratan Phase conf ~ r m s  

qa5te well Co thG ceramic asaemblagG& dE other Eaf lg  Lawar 

phases a c r u g s  Eearg ia .  These include t h e  Stubbs Phase of 

the rallddLe Q c ~ u l ~ g e e  Rf ver  (Wflliams 19351, the Duvalf Phase 

of t h e  Oconea v = l l e g  (5mf4h 1882). the L $ t - t I e  Egypt  Phas.$ of 

Northwest Georgia [$ally 2,979), and the Rembsrt Pham' af the 

# i iddl . e  Savannah Wver ($udolpb and HalSy 1985$. Wh$le the 

ceramic as%@mblag& of the Thormton Phase e x h i b i t s  a large 

amount of simflaritg to that of tlT6se other  phases, it 

esaprless a degree of vasistipn, s p e c i f i c a l l y  w i f h  regard to 



Row 1: Laaar pinched  r i m a s k  

Row 2: (L-R) Lamar CmmplTcated Staraped {two s h e r d 8  
d i s p l a y f n g  f i l f a t  cross m o t f f ) ;  Dallas 
F i l 3 e t e d  [ t w o  bowl rims).  

R a w  3 :  (L-RJ Dallas Iaefsed '(one with p i n c h e d  rAm]; 
DaJZas Plain (strap hand-le] . 
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wtples & r i m  madi f i ca t ion ,  which p>errnita i t s  designation as 

a ~ e g i a s a l  var*$an>t of t h e  Early Laear cuStfire. oP aerthexn  

Geosgla. 

Lackett Phage 

The Locke t t  Phase is % d e n t i f f e d  h.me a& the x e g i o n a l  

manifestation of  fhe Lsate L~amar euJtura on t h e  Middle F l i n t  

River, dating between A I D .  1450 and ca~. 1550. Ceramic 

c o l l e c e l ~ f i s  u t i l i z e d  i n c l u d e  a31 mauiid stages a t  Nefsler add 

Mound Stages TI, 112, and IV a t  Hartley-Posey. Tbsse 

collections are ra-ixed wkth Bzansaa and Thorneon Phase 

s h e r d s ,  and thus era.aigrrment of same shards go .one pbase or 

the other w i t h  certainty is difficult. 

The Lackstt Phase Ps marked by the appearance of 

several cer-is fea-karea and types  n6.t preaent d u ~ f ~ n g  the 

Thornton Phase ( T a b l e '  5.3 ' ) .  While all t h 9  >geaeral Laanr 

t r a i t s  axe still present ,  Lamer Incioed appears as minor 

par-t a f  the assemblage, along o i th  @ m a l l  alaosnts o f  the 

shell-tampered bbercrd'mb,i e Incised (FrLgure 5.5,). la 

qdditl~n, hmar f q l d e d  rims evddeace a degree sf change in 

t h e  wanner pinchfng is executed and fn the a d d i t i o n  o f  cane 

p u n c t a t i o n  is a decsratfve tsehofquc. 

Regiona:l ceramic ~ h r a n o l o g i e a  e.loeuhers in Nor th  

Georgia glialce t h e  appearance ~f tamer Incised at roughly  

A,B. 1450, marking t h e  bejjiltning of  t h e  Late Lamar pari~d. 

ThLs serves a& t h e  primary chroaolagical marker fer the 

Luckeht Phase. xa the available e o l l e c t f e n s ,  Lamar Incia-ed 



Ffgore 5.5 
Lsackett Phase Ceramics 

Row I: Lamar pinched r i m ' s ,  
Raw 2 :  (L-R)' Lamar (cane punctated rims ( 3 ) ;  Ah.ercrcrnbie 

Incised ( 2 ) .  
Wow 9: Laaar Inc i sed  rims (human effigy adorno 2nd 

from right, owl{?) e f f i g y  adorno on right?, 



vdgoe l s  are e x c f u s i ~ ~ e l y  carinated h w l s ,  ,add fnu58ed 

&ecorat5arr is confined to the zone a b o v e  t h e  shoulder of t h e  

yessel. 3beso bowls  may be ezthea plsin s u r f a c e d  o r  

complicated stamped o,n8 the b:a.ttom, and in soae cases p o s s e s s  

a sow of ca5ne p 8 u n c t a f i a n s  on khe shoulder. De84gns afe 

gcaerallp quits simple, aamprising g a r a l l e l  horizontal I f n e a  

i r i t a k r u p t e d  at. in terv ,a l s  by peadant loopa and f a s t o ~ n s .  

Three examplea of human or animal e f f i g y  a8urnas on the 

~ x t e r b o r  rim of Lamar Iacisad bowls were fuund.  

sensitive ceramic  t y p e ,  charaetesized by Increasfag numbers 

of b c i s e d  lanes used in d e w r a t i o n  gnd d e c r e a ~ i n g  width 00 

ApalysPs of the annb,er of l i n e s  p e x  sherd and 

Phase  c o l l e c t i o n s  f a  o,rder to a8seas the r e l a t i v e  data oT 

the a ' s ~ m b l a g e  (Tables 5,8 and 5,.9j. Results indtcate that 

the majbrity of th& a h e ~ d e  p o s s e s s e d  less than t w o  inc - i s ed  

llnag, and no sherd possessed more than f gve.  A d d 5 t i o n 8 a l l y ,  

the  wf io-r i ty  9f these lines ware bold in~ised, yith 

v i r t u a l l y  a l l  @f t h e  rest med:iua inefs~d. T W s  a n a l p a i s  

Bugges t s  tb t ,  b s s a d  ori the charaetdr .o.£ t h e  'Lgrnar X.n.ciss.ta, 

the  Lockott Phass px,08bab,ly does n o t  oxtend l a t e r  than the 

m i d d l e  af the s3xteenth ccncll-ry. 

Along ~ 5 t h  t h e  introdttek&on sf Lamar I ~ c ~ i s a d ,  %he 

Lockstt Phase w i t n p s s o s  t h e  appaara-nce of j e t  another 

aari7eLy sf dncised ware, one whTch, in c o p t r a a t  to the Lamar 

Incf ssd t y p e ,  is marked by s h e l l  tampering. T h t s  ceramic 



Table 5 . 8  
Number o f  Incised L i n e s  p e r  Sherd, Lammar Inclsed 

,@amb,er q f  Lf nes 
Hef sl er 
# X 

I--- ---a 

16 37 
16  37 

9 31 
2 5 

Table 5.9 
'Width o c f  1n .d-d Lines, L.amar T n e i s e d  

Bold 
Medium 
Pine 

Nef s ier  
# 2 



type-,  s fde -nt i fged  as &bercfornb&,e Inci-sed (DaJarnette 

(1875; 61-67), f s also ehara~'relr9ssd by a s ~ u o t h ,  a lmost  

basnished suxf  ace f inJEi, wided g spaced deoig-na conrpo.sed of 

b o l d  and f l e d i s m  3 4 c F ~ a d  10ae.s, and a collared r f m .  B e v i g n s  

of thia variety appear k 6  &xXst  rantmporan,ed.uslg in r e g f a n s  

'to t h e  west and sortthwest, i n c l u d i n g  t h e  Chattahooch~e 

E v e ,  The t y p e  appearet to bol a s a e ~ S a t e d  w$tb the  Late 

Lamas BuSL Creek Phase, and appears at the Park Mound 

(9Tp4Z J on t h e  Chatt.ahla80chee I(W;aPf y and Oertel 1977) .  While 

Abqrcrornbic 111c.f sad ma.y yergi,st j a t o  the la t+e  s ix taqnth  

century alad b e p n d J  5t sestbs c lear  that i t  is 

cantempo~aneatxs w i t h  the  Locket t FhaLa, once &ga ln  prokid Sng 

c~nESrrnation of t h e  cbrgn~lagicai placement of r h ~  phase. 

One f d s t h e r  distiaguisbf ng Keatars lo£ the T;ocket$ 

Phase is t h e  w f d & r  rimfolds a n d  la+gar d i ~ t a ~ n c a  of t-he 

p i n c h i n g  an the fold from th* vesse l  l i p  (F i>gurs  5.5). T k f s  

pinGb%.sg stems to b e  geoarailp l .$ghter and mrE 

well-e.xecuk-ed than was evldnnced Ear the TXiorn,t&n Phase. ln 

addition, cane puncta t ion  appears  ao an alternate method of 

rdm tao.difi8ea.tPon, rep lactag  t-he pas-it iop of eh@ pgnches on 

f o l d e d  rims. Cane p,unctat%on ?La a very common $scRaiqu& in 

thR Locket't Fhasse, ofid thus d e r v e ~  as good tempom1 and 

Fegipaa3 marker far  the phase. 

In genefal ,  the L w d c e t t  PhC&se is, d5st-iaguiahed from 

the precedjtne Thlorn ton  P h a s e  by the: ,@rsssuc8e o'f aerreral 

~dla-$nostl'c ceramic f:e,aLtures, The phsse a g a i n  e o n f o x ~ s  v e r y  

well ~ 5 t h  t;he cefanic assemblages o f  ather Late Lamar phases  
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acrose Georgia. Theae include t h e  Bull Creek Phase .on t h e  

l o ~ a r  Chattahpochese (&illy and' Oertel 39771, the Cowarts 

Phase on the mkddle Ormulgec (BwinfXto,n and .$wAndsll 19753, 

t h e  Dyar Phase en tke O;conee valley (Smith 19813, afid tbs 

Barnett P h a s e  in fig-~thwest G ~ o r g i a  (XalXp 19711, 19793.  

*Although ,there i s  an e v t d e n t  s ia i1 ,arbty  p f  the Lock>etk Phase 

caremIc complex to t h s s b  6f I t s  neighbors, the  Lockert Phase 

c<ersmic assemblage i g  suf f f ciantly dfati n c t  , e&pe&lally w3th 

r>esgard to f70rm 'of rim mudifieatiae,  t n  perrp i t  i ts  

designatton a&[ a rdgio,naL var ian t  of the Late Lamar cu l tu re  

of n ~ z t h a r n  G.eosgia. 



CEYPTER 'SXL 

REGIONAL SURVEY OF THX MID,DLE FAINT ETPB'R 

SURVEY STRATEGY 

AB a coaplement t~ the c~nstruction of a r e g i o n a l  

Mfssiss3p$ian period c~fam$e sequence far  the  MiddI@ F l i n t  

River, a regLooal archaeolaglcal surv,eg was 'conducted fa  

order to examine the geographic distribution sf 

Mississippian site,s dulrdng. each phase, In this way, the 

apatial extent o f  HississZpZan occupation associated with 

mound construction at Nefsler and Bartleg-Posey conld be 

e a t a h l i s h s d  , perm~tt t i n $  eva luaf i sn  v f  the hypothe8i.s that 

the mound sites served as .a8dmf~i@kratPv.e  centers> of a polftgr 

centered on t h e  F a l l  Line zone of the  M i d d l e  F l i n t  R iver ,  

More spec~ffcally, the survey was designed to test the 

r e l a t e d  hypothesfs that P f b e ~ i s s i p p i a n  occupation On the 

M S d d l e  P l f a t  R iver  ahould b e  concentrdted along the river 

i t s e l f ,  ~lastering a b u t  t h e  widest expanse o f  f l o a d p l a i n .  

The surrey strategy was formulated in ord'er t o  

m$ximiare the number 'of s f t e ~  oaam5aed within thi,s 36-mile 

qurvey a r m ,  takdng in'to account the limitations imposed ba 

the n,at.ulre a8f the profee>t. Survey was3 in Jarpe past 'carried 

o u t  by the author alone, ar w i t h  t h e  ard of one or more 

assoc iates ,  0 . d y  two years were a l l o t t e d  for the  campletion 

90% 
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of the survey, wfth ~ s s t  Efe l ldwork  taking place on weekends 

dur5ng t h e  academic pear when tke author wad enro l l ' ed  in 

regular c f a s ~ e s ,  These limitations in both manpower sand 

time necessitated efficiency in survey d e s i g n ,  a n d  thus an 

'bnfsrmant surv@gw s t r a t e g y  Was adapted  which w a s  n e i t h e r  

aystami i t ic  aor i n t e n g i v e ,  b u t  which permitted the discovery 

of most of the largez s f tes  fn t h e  survey a-rea, as well as s 

b r g e  namb,er 0f smaller sites. Although it 3s e v i d e n t  that 

this approach 5-nvblvee the i n t r o d u c t i o n  of biaoes,  noted 

b e l o w ,  into the process of data collection, informant survey 

appears tu be an sxtxemely e f f i c i e n t  strategy f ~ r  the  

oonsCruction of an a r & h a e ~ l b g i c a l  data base, 

Th5s survey s t ra tegy  primarilg P n v ~ l v e d  the 

establishment of .a wi-de netwprk of Isesl contacts and 

infarmants able t o  g l v e  informatfen regarding the location 

of archaeolog ica l  s i t e s  in t h e  s u r r e y  area, A v a r i e t y  of 

individuals were ,approached, including local farmers and 

landowners,  residents, of local towns and cdmmunfties, 

artifact tallectars wfth e k p a r i e ~ c e  an t h e  Middle Flint, 

fishermen, p u 1 p w o ~ d  company t r a c t  managers, and a number 803 

ather  p e o p l e  wba w e t *  ablse and w l l f i n 8 g  to d5scass lo8eal. 

art i facts  and their sources, As a result of this s t ra tegy ,  

a large number of s z t e s  were reported ,  most of which were 

s u b s ~ e q u e ~ ~ t l p  v i s i t e d  .and c . u l l a c b e d .  

Sites with good ground visibZl%ty were surface 

eol leeted,  Many sftes were in cultivation, and c o l l e c t i o n  

took place under a variety of c o n d i t i o n s ,  SncIuding fre~hlg 
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plowed f i e l d s ,  those grawn u p  in crops ,  and those  J i t t e r e d  

with cut and stansding crop debris a9 w e l l  as weed growth. A 

number of other a i t > e s  had bee'n clcarcut for planting i n  

pines ,  and col les t img conditions v,arfed fr'om arrcellent t o  

extremely poop based on the l e n g t h  of t i m e  since t h e  

(clearcut, Among those  s ites which were surface culLeckad,  

sites which seemed l i - k e l y  t 'o poagass su~sutEacc d e p o s i t s  or 

midden were postholed or shovel tested fn oxder to increase 

the art i factual  s a m p l e  and exqmlne t h e  site stratigraphy. 

Borne sites, euch a s  th-os'e within t h e  modern floodplain, were 

completelp wooded, and thus only subearface t e s t i n g  was 

e m p l o y e d  to recover a r t i t a c t s  for dating p u r p o s e s .  

Art i facts  from all s i t e s  were bagged stzqarately for  

ex,aaination f n  the laboratory and eventual curatton at the 

U n i v e r s i t y  of Georgia ,  and each site was mapped on the 7 .5  

ainute  USGE topographic map8 of the survey area and g i v e n  a 

pxofect % d e n t i  f i ea tddn  blumher. 

It is important to maks e x p l l c t t  t h e  working 

def in4 tT~un  of archaeol.ogical s i t e s  employed  in this survey.  

A site bs cnnajdered to be 3 PocuB qf a b p r i g t n a l  accapotioa, 

in particular an area b"E concentrated ortifactual d e n s i t y  

w h i c h  is separgted from other sitea by areas of minimal 

a r t i f a c t u a l  'denstty. W~odlan~d  and M i s . s . i s a i p p f a n  sf tes with 

ceramic d e b r i s  w e r e  in general  mor& s p a t i a l l y  discrete than 

pure Iithic scatters ,  which o f t e n  extended 'ovler a b r o a d  

area. These sites t p p < i c a l l y  occupy topographic f ea tures  such 

as low r t s e s  QT h i g h  &reas tn t h e  l o c a l  terrain, and in 



general  t h e  areal extent  and confignratiaa a f  s i t e s  reflect 

the  presence of such top,ographic features. WhJle many sites 

a-re separated by large  distancas and marked variations in 

topography, others are s i t u a t e d  in c l o s e  proximity on the 

sa'me landform, sncb as is t h e  ca(ss on many f l u v i a l  terraces 

bdrdering the r iver  vallhy. Since huch land5arms c o w ~ n l p  

d i s p l a y  a relatively cantinueua low-denaity aTtifact scatter 

acrosa a large area ,  sites are d e f i n e d  as foci of 

concenttar ed occupatfanal d e b r b ,  a g d n  t y p f  c a l l y  a c c u p p i n g  

high poknts in the topography of the  l a r g e r  landform. The 

r e s u l t  o f  t -his  approach is t h a t  several s f t e s  in c l o s e  

prox&mfty may have beea occupied contemparaneously, and map 

have formed a s i n g l e ,  if d$spexa.ed, c o s m n f t p  at variloua 

points in time, During ot'her p e r i o d s ,  o n l y  a s i n g l e  sfte of 

severa l  map have been gecupfed ,  The a,pgroach e m p l o y e d  in 

tbfs p r a j d c t  is thus f l e x f b l e  enoush to recognize 

v e f a b i l t t y  in cammnnity size and coaffguratTon which  mfght 

be masked if ouch foci of occupation were lumped together as 

a aiqngle site. 

WiiiTa it is clear that t h e  use of l,o.sal inf,a>rmants 

fs the auruey s t r a t e ~ y  intxoduced a number of biases, most 

notably against  smslller a j t e s  and those  wgthout b fgh  q , u a l i t y  

Z i t h i c  ~ s l l e c t a b l e s ,  it: seems reabsnable. to assume that  mast 

05 the larger archaeological g i i e s  in any r e g i o n  w , i l f  have 

beea diacbvered a t  sane p o i n t  by local  l a n d ~ v n e r s  and 

c -o l l sc tora ,  and thu8 dntgred  , the  b,ody sf Zoc'al. and ne,gf6nal 

Lnmnw~edga, o f  ten agt*fning  lar.g,ar-than-<lif e p r b p i l r t i a n a ,  Tc4 



ignore t h 2 s  corpus  a f  fnformatzon and atxempt to l o c a t e  

archaeological  sites a g i n g  a random and systematic sampling 

s trategy  is to d i s c a r d  an extremely ugeful, if u n r e f i n e d ,  

d a t a  base wbich nay be tapped  to prov3de a wealth' af 

archaes316gicol infornaki on. Although it is almaet 'certaf ti 

that a number of f o c a l l y  rsecagrrized s i tes  were n o t  

encountered as a part of this s8urvcy,  the majority of s u c h  

sites waxe documented. Toward t h e  end o f  this project, 

interviews with, new lbcal  informants almost invariabTp 

regul ted  in the re-identificatfon of sites whlch wer,e 

already on the maps, Based on t h i s  resalt, it is n o t  

unreasonab le  to assert that a s n b e t a n t f a l  number of the 

l a r s e r  archaeological sites known t.0 local informants f a  the 

Mfddle F l i n t  River x e g f o n  have been i .dl 'encif icd i u  t h i s  

survey  ; anly more i s t e n a i ~ ~ e  survey will p r ~ d u c e  s i g n i f i c a n t  

numbers of new archaeolog ica l  sites, and most o f  these 

should be minor occupations. 

Usidg the akcnmalating 5nfaxmation regarding the 

1acatTons of s i tes  revealed by local i n f o r m a n t s ,  a number ~f 

areas were $ d e n t i f f e d  cn t h e  kopographfc maps as being 

likeJy to have evidence of aboris-f-nal occupatfen, and t h e s e  

areas were then surveyed .  Although tho m,ajorfty o f  5uch 

s u r v e y s  x,e.sul$ed An t h e  identification ,of new ar&aeo,lo$ical. 

sites, 'these were typicallg amal l  b o t h  f n  s l z e  and 

artifackual d e n s i t y ,  once again demonstrating, tha t  most 

larger s i t e s  had b,e-en 5 d e n t i f f e . d  u s i n g  fn f~rmant  survey. It 

is apparent, however, that the informal and subjective model 
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od aboriginal.  s.et,fie~eat: patterns which  developa ad 5n the  

an-thor ,after ext&ns, ive pef*io,ds , o f  s n r v e g  ra.s at least a 

use . fu l  heur5stic d e v ? c e ,  s e ~ v i n g  as an af d ia t h e  pr , ed iq t ion  

of s f t e  I.oc:atfoas. 

,Eu.rvey c,ov&rage w a g  ad~ittedly l i n i i t e d  ,due to t h e  

large amoust o f  area u n d e r  consideration and t h e  limited 

amount sf t iae in which t o  qecoapl i sb  it (Figure 6 , l ) ,  

Coverage bf  are-as a l o n g  th:e upland margins of t h e  river 

valley, including h i g h  elluv5al terraces f l a n k i n g  t h e  modern 

flogdplaSe, va8s coaparatively goad. Although areas farther 

from t h e  river v a l l e y  were exaWiued, coveraga was no$ as 

complete as that  f a r  t h e  valley dargins. While a number of 

s i tes  were located w i t h i n  the modern P J ~ ~ o d p l a i n ,  it is this 

vast  mamp bottom whdicb remains least   know^. &urvey w i t b i n  

t h e  f l o o d p l a i n  a i m e d  at locatfa8 reported archaeological 

s i t e s  t y p i c a l l y  took the form of long asd unproductive tr'eks 

through r e l ~ t i v e l y  p r i s t i a e  wetlands. U g h  arcas and l evees  

were randomly pcotboled an such expedit3ans, but no s i t e s  

were located either a5 a direct or indirect result o f  such 

survey, L w a l  i f i f ~ r a a a t s  sesm to be t h e  b e s t  source of 

Ynf armation regard2 ng tke O l ~ s d p Z a i r k ~  due t o  thetr greater 

alcposuxe to thle area. T h e  cb,aracter of t h e  swamp bottom, 

however, w i t h  few no,teble ;topographic f e a t u r e s  to serve  a.9 

landmarks, and a w n  fewer roads, a k e s  dn virtually 

impossible t o  locate reported sites without a c t u a l l y  bezag 

led t a  them, a n d  additionally quit@ diflicplt to place them 

en togographic m r p s ,  which are olaast useless withfa t h e  
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swamp. It is certain t h a t  8 number of s i t e s  ren%tn 

undiscovered w i t h i n  t h e  floodplain, an'd oaly f u t u r e  

f ntensive survey  w i l l  reveal  their l oca t ion .  

It s'ho-uld be s o ~ e d  tbag although the propartfoa oh 

the area of the e n t i r e  sukvap regson aceually v i s i t e d  and 

surreye>d on Poat was q u i t e  small {Figu~e 6-11, the v a s t  

majorit-p of all other ar,ea& were initially excluded f r o m  

consLdsrat1on using t h e  inform'ant s8urpejr s t r a t e g y ,  The area 

known t a  l o c a l  Lnforma-nta was qu5te  large, representing aast 

of t h e  uplaad margin of the r iver  vaJley, and a large 

p o r t i o n  of t h e  swamp bettoms8,  'The proportipa af the area o f  

the eet3r.e s,tlrseg re,gion covered by the boldy a£ frt£ortaation 

revealed through Pn.tervlews with l o c a l  Znformanto, then, is 

in acta8aIity  far greater than that covered b y  d f r e c t  aurvep. 

Thp 1-eve1 of c o n f i d e n c e  within thfs broader area of 

f n f ~ ~ r m a n t  survey gav"era89 is, o f  course, much enallsr due t o  

t h e  l i m i t a t i o n s  and hi-ases discuase~d above. 

One hundred t m r t s e n  a.rchlasalcrg~ieal s i t e s  previously 

unknown t o  t h e  archaeolggdc;&l aommunity ware documebted as a 

r e s u l t  of Chi$ projec t  (Figure 6.1). The majority of these 

were v i s i t e d  by $he author,  and artigartual  callsctions were 

s~bjected to IaBsraior~ *xamination Pn order t o  dace t h e  

periods: of a c c u p ~ t i e a .  P1,lthougb o n l y  those  sites dLsplag9ng 

M i a s i ~ s i p p i a n  o s e u p a t f , o n  have been be examined in detail f o r  

thfs, f;he@ia, aa ~ o v a ~ v 3 . 8 ~  of all othe'r pario'ds o f  preh i s tor fc  

abarfginal ~ ~ c c u p a t l a n  on the Middl5 F l i n t  River %s p r o ~ i d ' e d  
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b e l o w  5-n erde'r t o  pYo.vLd& a background. f ~ r  t h e  Mississippian 

p e r i o d .  

PALED INDIAN PERIOD 

Although few verifiable a r t i f a c t s  dating to t h e  fate 

Pleistocene Paleo I n d i a n  p e x i o d  where recovered as a direct 

r e s b l t  n f  t h i s  ,s#urvey, there is gosod evidence in loca l  

co l l cc t i6ns  of Pale@ I n d i a n  occupation o n  t h e  Middle FlSri t  

B i v e r .  The cIassic d i a g n o s t i c  of eastern Palao Ind ian  

occupation, the Clbvis poSnt, $s only rarely encouotefed in 

t h i s  region, At l east  two d e > f i f i i t e  a n d  complete examples of 

this artifact t y p e  were v i e w e d  b y  thg author  in local 

collecttoma, and t w ~  more were des,c;rPbwd in d e t a i l  b y  a 

local landowner, There f s 1 L t t L e  information regarding thh 

locations of these finds, nor  t h e  context in which  they were 

recovered.  A sfn(g1e fragment 02 the f l u t e d  base of w large 

Clevis p o i n t  was recovefad by t h e  author on the surface of 

site 9Ma20, l oca t ed  on tlla western ~ n d  of a low aLluviaJ 

terrace on t h e  eastern side of t h e  F l i n t  R i v e r .  Al though 

the terrace fs slcarcely h i g h e r  than the 'wodern f l s o d p l a f p ,  

if probably dat\es to t h e  late Pleistocene, 

Later P a l e o  Indkan ocenpatioa is evidenced b y  t h ~  

biagaosrfe Dalton poznt, which f's auch arere, common in thie 

region. hlkhongh none w a r e  found by t h e  survey, w e l l  over a 

dqzen of these p d n t s  w e r e  viewed in l oca l  coIlectiona, and 

aanp mare were .fepolTtsd, Almost sng large local collection 

includes one OK moxe X)gZf=on p63nts.  Fisnds are reported from 



a variety of s e t t i n g s ,  i n c l u d i n g  one report  of Daltone 

ertavaDed Exom the b ~ a e  of stratified d w p o s i t s  in sand hills 

w i t h i n  t h e  modern Elaodpla in .  It seeha clear that t h e  latle 

Paleo Indian Dalton accupaticn in this xegion was g r e a t e r  

than that e v i d e n c e d  f o r  the  C k o v i s  a,ccqpation, b a t  far more 

research i B  needed £ 6 ~  meaain,gfuX concZusb~@ns. 

A2C:IHYLhC PERTDbl 

The s v l d d n c s  for  aboxigknal o,ccupat2oa dpr ing  t h e  

Archaic period is abundant in the Middl6 F l f n t  Riaer region. 

The majority of b i f a c e  pr~jectile points recovered in the 

surve-y, and by far t h e  v a e t  major i ty  ONE point@ in local 

col lect i .oas ,  date to t h e  Archaic. E a f l g  Axckadc di8algn6stics 

are very  CQmnIOA f ind@ on qost sites. T h e m  i n c l u d e  not bnly 

t h e  c l a s s i c  Palmer, Bollen, and Kirk p a d n t s ,  but also a 

variety of unifacial tools such as thambna5l scrapers an,d 

gravers ( s o m e  of which may al ,so date t b  t h e  P a l e o  Ind lan  

p e r i o d ) ,  Raw msker2aLs are pxedom3aantly local  Coastal 

P f a h  c h e r t ,  however a srna.11 but BTgnfficaat percentage ~f 

t b e  E a r l y  Archaic e~sernblaga  includes quartz, often 

c r p e ~ , t ; a l l i n e ,  Srom t h e  Piedmont, and Xsrthwest Georgia chert. 

Mf d d k e  Archaic  d f a g n o s r i c s  such  as7 M ~ x r o v  MountaJn 

pefnts are present in t h e  region, but are  eomparativel-gr 

unc~nrmon.. Th'ose which are found are typically made ,aE 

quaftz, thoagh othef raw matergals are present. The 

apparent drpp Pn t h e  frequency  of Middle Archaic d i a g a o o t f ~ s  
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may ba due in p a r t  to s poorly d e f i n e d  l l t h i c  chronology f o r  

t h e  u p p e r  Coastal Plaf-a. 

The Late Archakc is extreaeky w e l l  represeatad in 

a r t i f a c t u a l  collections from t h e  Mlddle F l i n t .  StemmBd 

Savaanah R2tar podnt  ver9etaes are virtually omnipresent P a  

the reglon, and t h e  great m a j o r = t F  of a l l  arc4aeol'o;gical 

sites located d i s p l a y  L a t e  Ar.ch,aic ;occupatlrsn. Raw 

materials a r e  general ly  l o c a l  chert, b u t  Piedmont  materials 

such as quartz appear. There I s  good evidence  for the use 

of stsgtite, ar SOapBtond, daf3ag the Late ArcbaAe. 

Fragnent .~  of steatite b o w l s ,  thick b u t  f i n i a b e d ,  are n o t  

uncommon on L a t e  Ar~haic sdtss, and o t h e r  a r t i f a c t s  o f  

steatf te-, sach  as drilled %lel~rtL w e i g h t ' s ,  occur on such 

s i t e s ,  although t h e i r  cbxonologicsl pos i t j ton  is unsnreb 

Late Archaic sitee a l s o  commonly produce one or t w o  

fibdr-tempered sherds of S t a l l i n g a  Is laad ware&, pcXmarily 

p l a i n ,  b u t  oc~asionally i a d l u d i n g  stab and drag decorations. 

Steat i te  and f i b e r  te-mperea sherds are  commonly found on tho 

same sites* 

In g ,enera l ,  Archa3.e settlement patterns seem to 

reflect a w i d e  distribution of ~occupat ioa  across t h e  

lasdacape;  sZras are f ouad in vir t -uql ly  every  s e t t f  ng , 
including the erodad uplands ,  alluvtal terraces 04 t h e  

barders of t h e  Flint River valley, and sand h i 1 l . s  wfthzn - - -  &she 

floodplain. Archaic groups appear to have  exploited p 

diversity of habitat$, and there seems no defknftive 

evidence af s preference for t h e  r iver  v a l l e y  over upland 
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localeg  . Much further r s ~ e a r c ~ h  ima required to substa8ntTate 

these observat ions ,  

WOODLAND PERIOD 

Evidence fo-r WoodLa'nd occupat ion of the bfiddle  Flint 

Rivex reg ion  i e  a m p l e .  Esztghly ha.l% a£ the  t o t a . 1  auntbgr 09 

attes dfacovered show evidence a £  s m e  ~ c c a p a t f o a  dur&n@ t h e  

Wsodlshd pesind, and a large  namber 'of these sites campfise 

very  dense concentrat2ans a$ a r t i f a c t s  datin.g %.to the 

Wocrdlana per$ad, In general, 'Woedlamd sites,  a ~ d  In 

part icu lar  rbasve r t t b  camgaratively l a r ~ e  Woodlgnd 

r r c c u ~ ~ t i o a s ,  t a d  t o 8  occur balp OR landfoxma direc t ly  

adjacent  t e r  or 5fi c l o s e  pr-oximfty w3r.h floodplain h a b i t a t s .  

A l m o s t  w%thout axccpti~as ,  r i ses  or h i l l s  w i t h i n  t h e  a c t a v ~ e  

floodplsin d f  spLay abundant evi@>enc.e a f  Woodland occupatf  an, 

and v i r t w l l y  a l l  other Wo-&;Land &test arc located on the 

Bargfns o f  f l u v d a i  terraces or upland landforms  which 

d i r e c t l y  border the madern f l oodp la in .  Upland S i t a s  removed 

f rom t h e  f l abo ldp la in  g e n e r a l l y  posseso bit tee  or no e v i d e n c e  

o f  Woodlaad actnpatien,  alth~uqh ad f sa la ted  sher$ a r  

d i o g n d s t i c  p"0,3n appear o c c . a s ~ . o n a ~ l p  an a f$w sites. It 

sleams c lear  that Woodland $ r ~ u p s  tended te ~ g c u p y  sites i n  

c lose  prox imi ty  t o  the floodplain haliAtat, although further 

s t u d y  i& needed to axamlna anld s u b s t a n t i a t e  r h i s  pattern, 

and perhaps address t,ha reasass why this map be the 'case. 

Evidagce %08r Woodland occtipatfon enCe,mBasges .a wide 

range a f  re rami t  dkagaoptic t y p e s .  Dunlap Fabric Mark& 
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sherds are present though rare,  anld Deptford Chec-k Stamped 

variet5es  appear gafte cbmbon. B y  far t h e  n o s t  cammon 

Woodland ceramics form a part of the Weeden Island complex 

of ceramic types, i n c l u d f n g  a predominance of plafn, a l m o s t  

temperless wares, p laBn f o l d e d  rims, &or$etimes heavsily 

thickened,  and a d f v e r s 9 e g  osf i n c i s n d ,  p u n c t a t e d ,  and cheek 

and comgl$cated stamped t.ypas facludi-ag gbnndant evidence of 

S w i f t  Cxe*k ceramLcs. 2hcso W@ede~ Island site,& are 

enkremely c o m v ~ ~ ,  and a number of large  and' int-en2sAwelp 

occupied sttes were d5scoversd  during t h i s  survey ,  No 

artificial. earsthen or x.och maun>ds were documented aa a part 

of this survey. 

Other ceramics which have been includsed in the 

Woodian8d assemblage f o r  the ,survey arc s i m p l e  s tas lped and 

card marked varietia~. The simple stamped cerami-cs appear 

on a number of s i tes ,  several of which include a large 

nuaber a f  these s h e r d s .  C'prd marked ceramic;., are perhaps  

Less c n m o n ,  bdt  do appear on a number of sites. It ia 

c l ear  that the ceramic chroaofo$,y f o r  the Woodland periad in 

t-he Upper Coastal  P la in  x ~ g i a n  muse be ref ined b-efore 

subscaative eonclusians roga~din lg  WoodJand occupation say b e  

attempted. 

MISSISSIBPIAN FERIOD 

Of the 113 s i t e s  d i s c o v e r e d  as a r e s u l t  bP thls 

surrey ,  27 e x h i b i t e d  some evidence of o c c u p a t i o n  d u r i n g  the 

M$sa3a,sSppi  am perf ad. I-ncluding t h e  two  mound sites, 'hen, 
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29 o u t  of a total 115 known sites on the M i d d l e  F l i n t  

B f v e r  p o s s e s s  Missiwsi~pfan c e m p o n s ~ t s ,  Tn olrder to more 

precisely date t h e  periolda of MEssfsafppian occupat,$ons, 

ar t i facts  from each site were examined f o r  t h e  presence o f  

dfagn~stic ceramics which would ,permit  t h e  glacaarelrt of each 

site wftIa3xt  the f-ramsvork of t h e  ~ e r a m f e  chronology 

constructed in G>hapter Five pr5rnatfly on the b a s i s  of 

s t r s t f p r a p h l c  tests in t h e  two mounds. These di&gnostica, 

l i s t e d  3.a Table 6 , l ,  include t h e  presence of E'tawah or  

Savannah Comp1icate.d Stamped shcrds Ear t h e ,  Brunson Phase, 

and rbe presence of Lamas f o l d e d  r f m s ,  Lamar Complicated 

Dtsmpod and Incised sherds, and s h e l l  tampered sherds f o r  

t-he Lamar peria?, Lamar occupation was broken down ihxo 'the 

t w o  phasee b a s e d  on r i m  treatment and t h e  presence bf Lamar 

Tncfsed. Thornton  Phase occupation is d i s t i g u i s h c d  by 

narrow, heavy  pinched rias,  a ~ d  Loekett P b s s  occupat ion is 

ind i ca ted  by wider pinched rims, cane punctation on Eolaed 

rims, Lamar I n c i s e d  sherds, and bold and medium i n c i s e d  

s,hell-templered Ethexds CA,bercrombie Inezsed) . Although paste 

and t e m p e r  c h s r a ~ T e r f  &tic8 o f  p l c i ~  sherds might  r e v e a l  

dates of occupation on sites lacking o t h e r  d iagnost ic  

ceramtcs, o n l y  th,ose dlagna~ttcg n ~ t e d  ab,ave were employed 

in t h e  analysfs of smrEac& c o l l e c t i o a a .  As a tesu l t  o f  th f s  

analysis, eight of these twenty-nine sites were found t a  

possess multiple-phase M3ssrissZppiian oceupat%on, and t h e  

remaining 21 exhibSted dccdpatfon during o n l y  a single 

phase. 
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EsttimatAon of the relative amount of occupation at 

each site, both in tetms of t h e  sage of the occupation are-a 

and the denoity of artifacts with211 that area,  is d&fffcult 

at best cons idgr i .ng  the limited nature o f  the surrey data 

f o r  thts project .  Vhtle it is quite clear t h a t  some sites 

were intensely accupied over a Large  area f o r  song per iads  

of  time, and that o t h e r  STLRS were o c c a p i e d  f o r  onxg a 8hort 

period of time over a Pery  small area, t h e  q u e s t i o n  of 

relatrve sfta iaportancc durfng each M 5 $ s i s s i p p i a n  phase 

eannot be addressed in a r i g o r o u s  faehian us$ng this data. 

S i t e g  were col lected under a great variety o f  surface 

conditions, by variable n(um_bars #a£ people  w&th different 

amounts of experience, and for d f f f e r e n t  1,engrhs s f  

collection ttmc, and some sites were collected solely b a  

p L o s t h s l e  and shave1 t e s t i n g .  CaLfectfans from these s l t e s  

are hardly comparible, and t b a s  a n l p  g e n e r a l  suggestiana 

regarding r a l q t f v e  s i t e  i m p o , r t a a c e  can b e  made in most 

cases r 

Each M5ss-$ss5ppf an s i t e  d L s c o t e ~ e d  during  t h i s  

survey is daeeribed below, inc3udLng such in format ion  as the 

pbpsjcal, s,ezziag, d a t e s  o f  o ~ c u g a t ~ o n ,  and passtble 

Tn9£srenccs a b s u t  relatzae sd+cc ihpertance. d topographic 

map showing a l l  Mississippian sites described, fn the t e x t  5s 

px-es,ented in Figure 6.2, and Tgble 6.1 d i s p l a y s  the 

d i e g n o s k T c s  used in e s t a b l i s h i n g  phases of occupation. 

Interpretations regarding F i i s s i s s i p p i a n  settlem'eat 
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d i s t r i ' b u k l a a  pn t h e  Midd- le  Flfnt River will bC pke&entsd fa 

the f a l l ~ l w 5 n g  chapter. 

@.@isle'r Mound Site e 9 T r l )  

MeJsfe~, dastrSb~d Zn Chapter POUT, was t h e  oi t 'e  sf 

ii large aad  i n t e n s L ~ e  occupdtioa during t h e  B~ansoa  Phase. 

Cerarn,<c,g &ating to t h e  B ~ u n s o p  PMse h a ~ e  been recovered In8 

posthale t e s t a  ahd earEace collec:t%,ons i-n the, area around 

t h e  'mound i t k e l f ,  a,nd n-arkv  a meter ef midden  d e p o s i t s  dat-e 

t o  the 3rqoan Phase in the N & i s T k r  t e s t p 2 k .  3a$ed an tha 

I U a i t e d  wgiture of survex  and t e s t ing ,  a t  bh8 s i t e ,  it is 

i m p ~ s ~ i b 9 &  to Bereraiale the sPaa of land emcornpasweld b,y *be 

Brunaan ?ha@@ oc~ugatloa, but E t  t a  hate  been somewhat 

smgller than that 03 thg srrcceedfng p h a s e s .  There is nb 

c lear  evidence f o r  mound c,anq$ractEon at thts site during 

the Bsuns~on Bhksa,  Baaed on the 8-dzel of  INeiaXsr Mound, 

howewer, it bs passible t h a t  a Brunsoa P b a ~ e  constraction 

stags nap be pseswxe a t  t h e  care of the mound. Qnfy  

extensive e ~ s t i a g  debper fn the mound Qill answer thia 

question, 

Neialer wa,s t-he site o g  a l a r g e  and i n t e n s i v ?  

o c c u p a t i b n  the Tho^xatan PBask. Ceramics d i a g n o ~ t i c  

a f  t h i s  per ipd  are p r e s e n t  across the site and fn maundffll 

conrext ,  5nbicating t h a L t  the s i t e  m y  have reached its 

l a r g e s t  s-A.ze  during 'thls phase .  WhUe there is no 'direct  

evidence f o r  mound canstructf ok during  the Thornton Phase, 

t h e  abpddsra~e  of  Tbarntoa sfherds mixed in with l a t ' e r  shards 
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in Lockett  Phase m o u n d f i l l ,  a& we11 as t h a  large ~ i z e  of the 

mounvd, suggests that m o p d  conskruction may h,ave orcsrred 

dhrfng the Thakntons Pbase* 

During tlie succeeding Lock&tt Phase,  t h e  occupation 

a t  WaisJer appears tg have Been at l e a s t  as large as it was 

during the Tborntaa Phase t  for d i s p s o & e f e  caEamieB are found 

in great abundance acr68S t h e  site, both in t h e  surface and 

5n thstck midden deposits. Large voluaeo of m o u n d f g l l  were 

added t a  t h e  mound 4arXng t h e  L o c k ~ t t  Phase, aad it is 

during this time t h a t  NeisEer achbaved its presenlt hef,gh,t 

and valume, It is apparent that t h e  s l t e  was completely 

abandoned at the end ~3 the Lackett Phase, nu aster than  

W.B. 15SQ,, fop there  5a no evidence 'of artPEacto p u ~ ~ ' t d a t i g g  

the  L o c k s t t  Phage %a e g t h s r  the t e . rm, tna l  stage oP t h e  sound 

or surface and subsurf-ace samples aerass the c n t i r ~  site. 

Crook Bowl L o c a l i t y  [$Gd46) 

This a$t.e marks the. location wher-e a lar-g,~,  i n t a c t  

hamisphePiea3 bowl waa f a u ~ d  &n 1967 on t h e  eaat  bank of t h e  

Flint :  River  by George Crook of Potterville. The ve'ssel As 

d(ocorated with a Savanaah ~ o m p l i c a t a d  Stamped moti f ,  and 

dates t~ the Bruasan Phase. Tke soare& of t h i s  find haa not 

been l oca ted  beyond i t s  verbal placement nasrbas Erbml t h e  

Lockett placec' ,  which ,situates it nearly  a thousand feet 

e a s t  of t h e  N,eis,l'~?r shtw. 



beer Stand G a l l e r y  SI tse  (9Tr43) 

This s l t c  is a sag11 surface a r t i f a c t  scatter 

locat';ed on a g e n t l e  r ioe  -59 the mg'de~a flsodplaa-ia, p o s s 5 , b l y  

an eros iona l  se.ntn'ant a f  a LO-foot a l l u ~ 2 a 2  tsrr.ac&, The 

sitse is on t b e  western s i d ' e  of the river v a l l e y ,  at thse head 

of thse su;b-Fall Line f l o o 4 I p l 8 i ~  exp$nsf;08n( and less sthaa .a 

mile f r G m  Meisler,. It is 3706 feet acrelsa t h e  madQrn 

f1sadp;ILain from the channel of the Flfnt %ivar. The surface 

~ 0 1 S e c t i o n  5 r . u ~  t h f s  gite is, qnike q ~ a ' i l ,  _and 

interpretations regarding both da te s  o f  oecr~pati';on and 

im,p~r taaca are limited. Di agnostf .c ceramica i n d i w t e  'a 

mfnolr L-ockckt Phase oc~cupatfan ot hhe qite. 'Th&e is n o t  

s n r p r l ~ 3 a g . ~  s%nte  t b o  nhaxbg Be i s l er  aptl@ was a t  f t a  height 

of ~ c c u p a t i o n  durlng th1.s phaae, There 3 s  no definfte 

evidenc,e of ec.errpatfa-n earlier t h ~ n  thio phase .  

This sit,e may be We. sclrsce- of two cerattrzc veasels 

rhfch were faand some years ago by a e  no;sr dst&ased former 

landowner, Mr. McCsae, These vrc&sals were discovered 

t o g e t h e r  on the surface s ditlch, hapips  been wasl~ed a u t  

in @ Elood ,  One is a arnal2 g r i t - t + m p e x e d  Miasia8sfp"p5an Jjar 

w i t h  t w o  s trag  handles  and no 8su~l facs  decorat ion.  The other 

ves8se2 is a dcgst5vc p'alnted water b p t t l g  Hrith a tall, 

narrow neck and flat baoa, FLxe s p i r a l s  assend from th\e 

base of the Bottle to f o r m  sun-circle ~ d e s f ~ a s  son the  s i d e .  

The bottll'e seem& t o  be almo,st  fwperless. These fwu veqeelo 

a r e  qufta umuan~al f or  thfl area, and most IAkolf rwproaent 

k h e  b u r i a l  gjood@ of a q e r y  high  s t a t u s  imdfvfdaal, T h e i r  
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specific source is un'knovn, but  t h e y  were found iomewhare on 

the McCsee land,  STsce Wr4S is t h e  o n l y  re~ognised 

Mf ssioo;Lppian a f t e  on the property, f t  is the lbtost likely 

pafnt of origXn. The proximity of t h i s  s i t e  t b  Weisfar 

Maun,d (only 4U00 feet away) may e x p l a i l n  eha hisgh-atatws 

nature QE these alxc9fsc%$., 

Baref . ie ld  S 3 t e  (.9Cd38) 

Tb, f s  s i t e  ~ o m p r i s e a ~  a r , e la t ive ly  derrs>e artifasct 

scatlter on +he svtzthern end of a pa.rl%dnular ridge: wn the 

w s t  ai&e of t h e  river valley, juat over a m2le northeast of 

NePaPer, The a.ite, which bo~dcss  a 50dfoa't drop 'to t h e  

f l o o d p l a i n ,  %s 3100 feet from t h e  FlPnt ,  Artffacts were 

collected from a raceat tlearcut, and i n c l u d e  a large amount 

o,P .ceramic debrs ls ,  p~fnasf ly Woo'dland in age. A s iqg le  

diagnostic she-rd reveal8 a mfnor oceapnt3,'oln at t h e  ~ i t c  

during  tho Bsunsbn Phase. 

Jamcsan b a a d p i t  Site #l C96d41)' 

T h i s  site is a l i g h t  ceramic scatksr on t h e  soluthern 

end  of a pe-pfnsulas  remnant af m l ow  Ple i s tocene  terrace on 

t h e  eastesh (margLn o f  Hagaolia Swamp, acr@s,s the floodplaiq 

from Rasfley-Pooey Mound. The sAtc is 36DQ fe&t from the 

F l i n t ,  making it the  M i a s i s s i p p i a n  s l t s  most d i s t a n t  from 

t b e  river chazmel. 4 &&gle d i a g n s a t f c  ria reveals a minor 

Lockett Phase oecapatf ba. 



Hartleg-Pusey Mound ( 9 T r l 2 )  

aartley-Posey, dleacribad in Chapter Three, w a s  also 

t h e  site sf a comparatively InEensive dccupation d u r i n g  the 

Bruasan Phase, Surface cef lac t io<ns  across  the site inel ude 

ceramics d a t i n g  to t h f s  phase, and Eram 15 to 20 Lm. nf 

w i d d e n  deposits in t h e  mound t&&tpit may b~ d a t e d  ta the 

Bruneorl Phase, Once again,, there i s  ng evidence of mound 

~ o n s t r u c t f  0s at t h o  sit,e d a r i n g  t h i s  phaoe, but the  

p o e s i b i l i t p  cannot be i,gnor'ed due ta t h e  l d m i t e d  nature of 

t a s t i n g  in the mound i t s e l f ,  

As was thje csse at Neider to the nogth, ~ecupat-%on 

dbriag t b e  Thornton Phase was lwtensive, a% avidmced by 

surface cof2actions at f h ~  s f te ,  At l e a s t  one  mound stage 

w a s  added to t h q  mound during tke ?horntan Phase, ind fca t iag  

that  maund c-os&tructfon had begun, at b a s c  a8 ear15 a s  A.D, 

1350 - 1400. ThLs l e v e l  of occupatlson appears to have 

continued into t h e  L o c k e t t  Phase, as csramtcs diagnos t i c  a f  

thfa phase are Eomadm acxbas the site. Large vdluaes of 

moundfill, in a t  le'as-t three stages,  were a d d e d  to the mound 

d u r i n g  this phase. 0,nce again, a l l  mound constxactfen and 

occupation at t h e  sied terminated a t  the e n d  0 5  the Lockett 

Phase, indTcat5ng t,h-at- tth s2te wag abandoned  sometime 

before A.D.  1550. 

Harkley F&.eZd Site #1 f9Tr24) 

This site is ~ i t u a t . e d  on %he back , ~ i , d e  of t h e  b l u f f  

#on whlch Bi3-r-tley-'F.osey Mound reste. Lt occrtpLea B gentle 
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rise on the ngrthwestern s i d e  of thf 6 50-f Qot  P1eistoce"ne 

Cetraee, and basders ,a small An-tasm$ttcnt stream r h i e h  r u n s  

northeastward at the base of t.hc s lope below the  sSte. 

Water presently seeps from the s la ,pe  belaw tbB 'ajrtff.actua1 

elcatt-er, and th-uw there may have once 'been a sprin-g in close 

pro-itg to t h e  gite, Tbe F X h t  R i v e r  I s  2060 feet frow 

the site. 

The sits is currently  in a plowed E5eld, and 

art i facts  were s$tf@ca o a l l s c t ~ d  under poad condltfons 

across the ~~urttmit: Q$ t h i s  rise .  B.ruagiiln Phaac accupatfob~,  

although pzeaent, was probably  minor based on the r e l a t i ~ e l p  

small. number o f  sherds recovered whish date ta this perLod, 

Two diagnosticd reveal  e v i d e n c e  of a very minor occupation 

dpring tho Thosaton Pha,se. The &fte  is roaghlp a thousand 

Eeet £ram> the Hargjep-Posgy Mowd Site, b u t  aeverkh.eless 

eamprzsas a spatially dis tLhct  f o ~ u o  9f ~ e c a p a t i o n ,  Based 

on i t s  proximity to and cont&mpbraneitx w i t h  the iraouad site, 

bowerar, t h i s  s i t e  mag have b e a n  a residential  iraa tfed La 

to t h e  l arge t  Bartley-Fosey Mound Site. 

Hartley Field Si te  #P (gTx37) 

This site occupies the ,worthern p ~ r t i o ~  of a l aw  

ridge in the  &anre P'lefska.cene ter-ract; an wbich  b o t h  

Rartlay-Posey and 3Tr24 are located, The site is j u s t  west 

of 9Tr2.4, sxhd ~ b w d s r s  the same in termi t t en t  stream to t'be 

north, It is 2&@U Eeet from t h e  F z f n t .  Suiface collection 

under goo& rond5tAans ,revealed that art i facts  are scattered 
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acr~oss the r i d g e t o p ,  a n d  i n c l u d e  a g ~ o d  amount of cecamics, 

geveral  &herds  o f  whicb date t o  the Brunson Pbase, 

LndZcstfng a verp mimr  a~cuga- t ion  dur%ag the$ pha(se. T4- 

sf te w a s  t-heref ore co'ntemporaneous with 91fr24 and Hart lay-  

Posey, both &a t h e  eastern p ~ s t i a n  of t h e  waqe terrace, 

d a r t  mg t h e  Plruason Phase. 

Parks S i t e  #3  (9Tx17) 

TbiS 5 s  an' eztremslp sparse surface ,artl?act s ~ a t : t e c  

s i tua ted  on the s l o p i n g  summft 02 an upkgnd e r ' a ~ i s n a l  

remnant h a l f  a mile ba t h ~  northw@et of H a s t h y - P o s e y  Bound, 

across t h e  iat'eraf t t a n t  stream border$ng bath 9Tr24 and 

9Tk3f. The site is 3400 f g e t  fro* t h e  F l i n t  Rkvcr channel. 

Wrf-ace c o I 1 8 e c t i o n  tagk place ,along a r o a d  across  t h e  s$te, 

which is 5n pasture. UaLy one sherd,  a single Lamar Polded 

pinched r % m , ,  was recdaerad here,  Padfcat-fiag a vary mieol: 

sccwpstion during t h e  fhorntan Phase. 

Dykes =$Id  S i t e  (9TrkC) 

This site is a sma31 anrfdce artffart ocatter an the 

eastera marglm of a large f l u v - i a l  ,terrace on the western 

s ' i d e  Q £  t h e  F l i n t  Ri~er v a l l e y ,  oaly a m i l e  and a hglf so,uth 

of H a x t l e y - P o , s ~ p .  T'he site beraers a '6.0-foot drop te t b e  

f l ~ s d p f a - i n ,  which is t h r e e  miles w i d e  at t h $ s  paLnt. Of a 

small number of sherdo xeco~crad at t h f ~  efre, one d a t e s  . to  

Zhe Brunson Phase, indicating a very mfnox ~eeupation durlng 

this phase. 



Brunson Field Site $ 2  (9Tr19), 

Th5s $Ate fs one 05  four sites- which  are situated g n  

t h e  sximmit: "6E a large P.laistoQQ&x18e terrAee e h w e  a9le.a t@ t h e  

south of  that which Bartley-Posey occupies .  Th& terracg is 

a c-empuratively l e v > & %  p l a t e a u  on the west  side  of the  F l i n t  

R % T , ~ x  just s b u t h  of where P a t l l l i g a  CteeR entiers the 

floodplain of the F l i n t ,  The terrace drops o f f  e b  t h e  north 

and e a s t  in a s t eep  b l d t  r a u ~ h l y  50 feet f n  h e i g h t ,  The 

r$ver flows o ~ l y  1500 fee t  f , r ~ m  th&s site, though tbe 

f l o o d p l a i n  f t s e l f  39 three miles< rf de at this p o t  nt. 

ThXs s i t e  is the n o r t h e r ~ o s t  an the terrace, and is 

situated on a tf~pograyhkc fise at the northeaot corner of 

t h e  t e x k a c e ,  bordering kh$ f l o o d p l a i n s  o f  both P a t s i l f g B  

Creek and the n f n t  River proper. The  s l t e  is in a large 

plowed f f c l d ,  aad artifacts ape scattered oaer t b s  hSgh 

ground in t h i s  sbction @f the Efeld. it Iaxge ~.ulm$er of 

sherds were r e c ~ v e r e d  under excel lent  ~ u r f a c ~ e  csllect5ng 

c o n d i t i o n s ,  a n d  a maj(or port ion of t h e s e  date  t o  the 

PZl~'si l ,ss~lLppia,n se-rfod. There nppear,s tso haqe beex a madcrate 
* 

occupation during the Brunson Pha,se, and there 5s good 

ev%deace qf a relatiref_y majqr occupation during both t h e  

Tbarntonr and L a c k e t t  Phases, WMle this site is much 

smalller in area,  the Lamar occupatfon here seem's t o  have 

been the  Largest y e t  dL~eaversed o u t s i d e  the t w q  mound sites 

t>o t h e  n o r t h ,  Two cher t  MisslsaippAan triangular pro jectLle 

po3nLs were found at the  s i t e ,  and may date t b  any of the 

three phases sf Mississippian occupation. These artifacts 
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are remarkab,ly uncommon in t h e  Middle F l f n t  R5ver regdon, 

even on large Mississ$ppiaa sites, 

Brunson F Z e l d  S 3 t . e  #5 (9Tr23) 

Thfs s i t s  ie s i t u a t e d  on another risoe on the eastern 

marg($n of t h e  large terrace on whfch 9Trl9 Is located to the 

nerkhwsst. The rdver cbanrrlel 3s 1500 feet d i s tant .  

Axtifacts are dense2g. scattered acrfi&~ t h e  s l t a ,  and - include 

a largo arno,u~t o f  ceramic d , e b r j s ,  datPng primarixy to t h e  

Weodland amd histbr5c perf&$, bat fac,luding evidence ob a 

miapF Thornton  P h a ~ e  occupat ion.  A small qna;rt%Tte 

' d i s c a P d a l  ,and a fragment of the b i t  of a p o l i s h e d  graenstbne 

c a 5 t  mag also dare ,ta this oceupatiap. 

Bcuetwon PYeld Site #I ;(98Tr18) 

This  s i t e  cd&priaes  a broad artifactual scatter aver  

a l e v e l  portlon a f  t h e  tarrace sou>th of 9Tr19 and 9Tr23, 

The site is not immediatlg adjacent t o  the b l u f f  slope on 

the @as%, bsi~f: l a  rather s i t u a t e d  w e s t  of site 9Tr29, 

d e s c r i b e d  below. The site lies 2260 feet f r ~ n  the  F l i n t  

River. Whi1,e the abundant ceramic debris is p r f m a r t l p  

hrstoric 3n date, a small number of d i q g n o s t f c a  indi ,cate a 

m i n o r  orcugatfsa daring b a t h  t h e  Branson Phase and the 

Thornton Phase ,  I r a g m m t  of *Be B i t  03 a greenstone celt 

p r o b a b l y  drrte,s to these occupations. 



Brnnson F i e l d  S i t e  <#3 TSTr22) 

T h f e  s i t e  produced t h e  densest coaeentxation of 

Brunson Ph&& art,IfacteJ recovered An t h 5 ~  s t u d y  0uts3@e of 

the t w o  mound s i t e s ,  Qnd thus  serves as t b s  naasagak,e f o r  the 

phase, The site is a large ar-tifactual scatter oa the  

e;asTern e'dge dP the eoukhe-fn p o r t i o n  of the berrace 

described abbve, and occupijes e gcntze topographic r i m  on1 

t h e  terracq summit, The bluff on the east drops 50 feet  to 

t h e  Fl5nt River f i ~ ~ d p - t n ,  gad t h e  r & v w  is ED00 6eet 

d i s t a n t ,  

S u r f a c e  cg$ loc t ion  t o o k  p18&cd u f i d ~ r  i d e a l  

t o a d i t i a n s ,  ps w i t h  all other sPtss %n t h o  lax(8.e 

agr$cultural  fTeld ari rhi8 t'err'are* The a5t.e cents$sts of a 

d e u ~ e  scatter of artifactual de3r2s, ineludZilg a l a r g e  

pr.opQrtioa ~f ceramics which d a t e  to the Brunsan Phase, A 

s m z i l l  p63fske'd ,$x-aeastone ch5de l  was alae recovered, a n d  mag 

date  to this  period, Whilg diagnoatie c e r a m f ~ 6  are. hkghlfr 

f raglepted due tn, plowzene damage, it aaems cl,eax that t h e r e  

was a l subs t sn t%s l ,  occupatiaa durf ng the  BruJnson Phase. 

Althaugh systematit survey o f  a r t l l f a c t u ~ l  d,e~s.Etg' W s  n o t  

ntkempked, surface c o l i e t t i o a  revealed an appsrent 

c l n s t e r a g  of csramtc #dehrb& 5nto small ,=-a, p o s s i b l y  

representing 'debris B#scicYatad w$Eh the subsurface remains 

af hou , se s  o r  o t h e r  strwctttree, No oubsurfacs  tesk5ng was 

carried out  t o  rtlw$-fy this poss i$&ls l ty ,  or t a  e v a l u a t e  the 

d e p t h  of intact midden, 3f a n y ,  which renafns. 
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There is d a a  ev$dgace ,of a very m i n o r  Loeketf P'h i s e  

occup,a,t&on at tbc agte, regreseeketl by a s i n g l e  d iggnpst$c-  

sherd .  

96 Br&(dge S i te  (9Cd2) 

T h i s  site consists of a br'oad artifactual scatter on 

t h e  wyatern end of a low aZPuvia1 terrace f m m e d l ' a t e ~ l y  t& the 

ea&t of the F l i n t  RZ'ser channel .  This '',&econd botxams" 

LandP~orm is onJy sl&ghtLg above the  e levat ion  B E  t h e  

f l o o d p l a i n ,  and thua the sita fe s5tuated on l e ~ e l  

togography re.moved from m o > s t  f looding , b u t  w i t h i n  easy 

access to both the F l L n t  Rlver i t se l f  a n d  t h e  fksodpla5n 

around it. Surface colEaction, while hindered  by poor 

visibility, revealed a good amount of ceramic debrTs ,  t h e  

majokity of of  which appse&r$ tb' date t o  t h e  Brunson Phase ,  

w i t h  t h e  remaining material begag primirilp slaple stamped. 

P o s t h o l e  teats aad an examination of the profile of t h e  

rlvefbank sn t h e  westBra efid sf t b c  a i t c  ahowed evidence o f  

midden  deposits half a meter in d,epth, w i t h  sherds present 

throughout.  4fthrrugk f u r t h ' e r  survey is n e e d e d , ,  9t fo 

ev iddst  that t h i s  wa8 t h e  s i t e  o f  a major Brunson Phasc 

a e c u p a t i a n .  

L ick  F S e l d  S i t e  #I 64Cd39) 

' T h i s  STte 3.g In$ated  a n  tbe sorrkbwestern cornex of 

anpt-her low a l l u v i a l  terrace only  h a l f  a nifle to t h e  noTr&h 

6f t h e  96 B ~ f d g ~  Si tLec .  Surga-~e. cullec~ian was hindered  b9 



the BvergFawn clearcut vegetat ion ,  b u t  artr fscko  wars 

l i ~ h t l y  scattered across an area 1200 feet  from t h e  B l i n c  

R i v e r  sha&el, a'hd e o n g  the she fds  recovered wa$s aevaral 

da>tiag t~ t h e  Brunsen Phase,  i n d i c a t i n ' g  a minor occupation 

ac t-hts k i m e .  

Gfn Ba8use R&dge Sfte 59TrZQ) 

T h i s  s5te is s P t u a t e d  deep within t h e  f l o s d p T a i n  of 

t h e  Fh l ia t  EZi,vey, in B e e ~ k w a o d  S w a p .  A.r tif ac ts  arle ldensely 

scatte<re8d over the jsulm.it af a large x jdge  ar h i L l ,  gcrhaps 

an erosional remnant, which r i sas~  f r ~ m  t h e  swamp bottom just 

aver ha l f  EL miJe Eron t h e  western rne,rgin of t h e  E l s a d p l a i n .  

Bhck Bott~m Creek flows snuthward p a s t  the wvsteea end a f  

the ridge, gad t h e  Z"3tlnt River is rouglxly 43DP f a a t  to t h e  

northeast ,  The s l t c  i s  plowed p e ~ f a d f c a l l g ,  and svrface 

collection under good condft90ns. revealed e ~ i d e n e e  of 

intensive e h o s i g i n a l  occupation, primarily during t h e  

Wu;ad%and period, b u t  also $nc lud ing  a ar-gderate Brunson Phasse 

cempon'ent, a s  well as minor Th~srnton and Loektitt Phase 

o s c u g a t i o n ~ a ,  revealed by t h e  presence of a Ismall number sf 

diagxrostic ohexds ,  No sahsurfsqe beating was performed, but  

a 1,ocal .t.wl&id-@nt Pelate8 h a v i ~ ~ : ~  excavated gn intact  yess8e1 

from t h i s  site, Gagges t ing  thax nabsarface fceatures nay 

xemain, 



Beechwbod Swamp S i t e  [9Tr4@] 

T h i s  site is lwcatad go saocbher very  larsc 

topographia r i 8 s e  Tn B,eech*,alod Swamp, j-tlst a mile &nd a half 

t o  the s o u t h e a ~ t  of Gtn House Rfdge, Canuersatisns w i t h  

1aca.X residents .and' p u l p w ~ ~ d l  cornpa-ng empJ+oge,es re~eal .sd tkat 

t hese  t w o  hYl.1~ are tihc ~ n X y  two of the$r kirtld %n all of 

Beechwoo& Swamp, and as ~ ~ u c h  represent th'e o'nly h-i'gh gro,und 

uith2n this p o r t i w  of the XloodJpJ&ia consLs-tenfjly removed 

from a e a s a ~ a l  fXmad9ng a£ the FSfet River. 

T h i s  Baufhern sit*, 3&ca-t&d 5800 E&e.t fro& the F l i r f t  

R 3 v e s  to %he east, aonaf sts o f  a n  extremely dense 

cancenkra,tio,n of ce'taa5c and l i t h i c  artifac%uaL debris 

ICrQas > t h e  summit of t b t s  r5se. The great rna$ority of the 

ahesds ass Voodlanci in age, p r i m a r l l ~  sf tho Weedsa Island 

varfety, agd there may be a small, p1,gmd-dkwn woun;d 

a8a6.c%at&d8 wf kfi this 08cc,upation, & h e w  ar'tibacts f s 

ev idence  sf s moderate Brunsoa PhasG o~~eupat iotr  at th& ~ i t e ,  

and ,a mfaq.a Lockjett Phase occupat Lon. 

N a k o m i ~  Site (9Bd98) 

Th$s sate i s  a brosd artifeetuar ggattgr on *he 

northw>aht@rn CbgneP o,f a 50-foot  f lwviaf  t e r race  ,ca t h e  

  ask ern side of t h e  river valley.  The sfee bissld,&re a small 

feeder str<e- ~.hi;ch ru-no into t h e  Flint River 1900 feet 

d i s c a n t .  Cer~mi~e debrfe was Eo#"d only i@ a smal l  area an 

the s l . o p i n #  m8rg3n of the northwest end of thle b~oader 

1 j t h . i ~  scatter .  8 1 c h ~ u g h  surface col lect l to~n was hindered  by 



clearcat ragst,atioa, th* site appears to have been  t h e  

Pocatfsa of a minor Brunaon Phase occupat ion ,  and t h e  

rsecovery of several fragments bf aborig3-n$l faunal rsmdns 

on t h e  d i s t u r b e d  suxfage of t h e  s i t e  may iinicclate extant 

auhsurface f eatntea. 

Pee~er Jump Blu-ff S2t.e #I ( 9 C d i Z J  

This is a light ar.tifactua1 scatter g n  the weste,rn 

edge 02 a high f l u r i a l  terrace ob the ,baszera side of  the 

r i v e n  v a l l e y .  The F l i n t  Bioo? f l o w 9  at X b l  base 0% the 

hO-Eoat p r e c i p i ~ e  imsa~dlt ; ; f t lg  'ea8.C o f  the aize, The s i t e  is 

hal f  rn mZle southeast  @f 9Cld$ sad 3118% over a quarter m A I e  

from 9CB18. Qf the small a m s a t  ud ceram.ics surfacg 

collected F s ~ m  t h i s '  avergrown site, t h e  majority app'ear t o  

he Lamat based on paste and temper charastertstics, and the 

recovery of a s i n g l e  pinched fol'dbd rPm indPeltes &at the 

=Ate he9 a Thmratpn Phase gumpsnent.  Further c o l f e c t i s a  may 

rsveaL th;Sia: La,ms o c c u g & t i ~ . n  t;o be more suba$ant&al than was 

i n d h a t a d  b y  this l i m i t e d  su8r£ace tollectian u.ndsr poop 

conditioas. 

FountaZn Bluff S f t ~  (QPaS] 

The Fountain B l u f f  Site; is l o c a t e d  on t h e  

southwesters curneF o f  a htgh Ple is tocene  t+rraca on the 

e a s t e r n  s l d e  sf t h e  F l f b t  RI'ver valley, The r 9 ~ e x  flaws at 

t h e  base af t h e  steep SO-'Eo,ot b l u f f  bord&rrflmg the s i t e ,  The 

B i t e  accupi-e,s a g e n t l e  r&se in Lhe r e l a % i v e l y  l e v e l  terracs 



snmmit, and encompasses a mall area Littelred w i t h  

srtifaztual d e f i r i s .  A large p-ortisg of t h e  Cera@i.cs 

recoxrerce.d under goodl co_l&.%ctian c o n f i t i o n s  Q S ~  the s ~ r f a c e  of 

t h e  sdte date to .the Bp~,nsua Fhasa, as .dq &herds recovered 

oue,r h a l f  a metgr d e e p  in a p o s t h o l e  t e s t ,  Jn ge~eral, 

althovgh the a&ta is sewwhat  smal l  in o r m a ,  tbd Brun&on 

Phase oocapatkoa appears to be  co8m~rat i . rra ly  m-ajar. 

$asp Hilloak Slke #1 (9Na38) 

'Tb'ls s , i t e  ie located  otn, a ;small riqc w i t H i n  the 

f l ~ o d g l ~ a i s  of the Flint givIe+r, a d j n e m t  bo the the giver 

aha~nlirel an %Be e a ~ t  and Samediatlp south &P t $ h ~  mouth af 

-spr;lng-fed ha'ver 'Creek. The Bil2ocle i s 3  10% fn elevakAo.n, 

tiut the gumaft is proba.b,lp ~ c m s v e d  Prom a S w t  f l a g d i n g ;  i t  

may be an erosienerl imzlant bf an a c f e n > t  fbvLa'l  terrace. 

'The site f g  ,completely. wopded,  and f i v > e  p o s t - h b l s  reses 

prad'uced B 'sampdP of s e r a r a i c ~  *ad ZlthT~s wh&ck p e r m i t  t h e  

d a t i n g  otf a minor Bruason Fhssa acc,trpa'tf,atl, w.htch may be 

n'or'e &rttens&ve ghan w a s  revea led  . - b y  this Iimitkd €o&tlng. 

Thick mAddan d a p $ a % % s  extend t~ t .he  humus layer of  the sitel, 

;Lndica$tn~, t h a t  tBig site is lap&*-ly prastine, uadfsturbed 

b y  ag,r4+culturqf, activities, and untouched s&ve f e  a nhrxbw 

jeep Z P ~ & I  whfrh cxo$s.ea a port ign sf the aL$e. The site 

appears to have rea~irted h n m ~ l e s t e d  since its abandwment, 

an is un3que in t h f  s8 regardl 



R a ~ p  31-uff Sgte #3 (9Ma32) 

This i s  a small s i ts  situated on a sloping col9uviai 

outwash d e p o s i t  a* t h e  b,aae of a 50-foot high f l u v i a l  

tarrace on the western a i d e  sf t h e  r iver  valley, C Z n  Creek  

enke r s  the f l o o d p l a i n  to t h e  south of this siee, a'nd the 

B l f n c  Xiwe? f a  3.600 feet $a7 t h e  east.  %hLe s teep  incllns ~f 

t h e  b l u f f  s l ,ape aba've %he site 'accounts f o r  a rapid 

c o l l u v i a l  accumulation, and b m e d  on e x c e v s t l o n s  carried out: 

b y  tba landowrter, this sfte appt~ara t u  contain w . e l l  

stratified deposits dat-5ng at fgast a s  £as back as the Late 

Archafc, In addition, several gh&lids d i s g n ~ s t i c  aE the 

Btuaaon %sse h-ava been reeover:ed, a l though  t h e  ecclrpatkon 

appears t o  hav'e b&on a a h o r  m e ,  perh,aps in1 pa-rt dtie t e  t h e  

small area of t h e  site aad its 8se>ve-re slap:-. 

Paoic1,s F i e l d  d f t e  #3 (9We444 

Th,%s site is ame acsE sSx s f tes  located o,n €-he margina 

of a LO-foot s$l,uviaS terrace an the western side Q£ the 

river va- l l ey ,  %mediately s o u t h  QE Borae Creek .  Xt is t h e  

no,rther,n of th ,e  two east-:-a'jrainhst sites whfch b'orde'r tha main 

f l o n d p l a i n  ~f th ,e  Flint River, flowing 33BU f e e t  say. The 

s i e e  ~ ~ ~ e u p i e s  a gentle r-1LQe in t h e  terrace, and a r t i f a c t s  

are  d e n s e l y  scattered across  th&s Jandfarn, vh5c.h was 

col lected und'er excez lent  conditions 3n a plowed f i e l d .  

Among a number of shards collected from the p l o w e d  surfs~e  

a£  the :site, two dAagiio$tico tevcal a milasr Bruason~ Phase 

~Ccupatiun. 



Hmbbst FLeld S5t.e #l (3MeZ3) 

This sPte  591 the southern of the pair of @%tea 

described nbowe, t'nd cornprdses a ue-rp dense aaxt5f actual  

ocatt-ew aurgss a_n~,ther gentle ri>ae in the  terrace. The 

r4ver is 3800 % s b t  t o  t h e  ease sf ,$his site. Oace again, >a 

p a i r  af  diagaostic shends i n d i c a t h  anather minor Bsulmson 

~ h a s e  o c e a g a t i p n  at this site. 

Hiona Fer ry  Local5 t y  (9Ka30) 

T h i s  site c o . ~ s b s t s  of artifacts which have been 

l o c a t e d  by l o c a l  res idents  .dasPng the last '2:5 yeare a t t i t i n  

the active channel nf t h e  P U n t  River itsgel$ ro'ugbly oae 

m i l e  above Miana Ferry .  $herd8 ha*e bepa reported bg 

several  I n d i v b d u a l s ,  and at least three err-mplete ceramic 

ves se l s  kave been 2 e c o v e f ~ d  fran thfs a r e a .  Whlle o n l y  aae 

of thgse  has  bleen viewed by 'the author, it p r b v i d e s  clear 

e v i d e a c e  of P1Pssiss3gpfan  occupation, T h i s  v a s s a l ,  found  by 

Mrs. Laof ia rd  Beavers of Mars.hall.cril9e 5n 1963 (raportad in 

the Macon &nd News dnl Wover$tbet 131, is '8 

la.r$e i n t a ~ t  Lamar Inc.ised carinatod b o w l ,  Tts d~ecoratioa 

is a t y p l c r a l  f o r  thia r&&k$$, taking the form qf  w i d , e ,  

rectilinear inc5Bisno  fn t h e  4amaon scralLl d e s i g n .  The 

s h s ~ l d s r  exhibit& cane pavcta-tfoas, and the base o f  the bowl 

$s cmpl iea ted  ~ccrnqed w i t b  a concentric c f r c l ~  mot2f .  

T,he bow2 d a t e s  tb t h e  Lock?e%t F h a ~ e ,  and ehys 

$ndieatea a Zsckett Phase  compo.nent; a t  t h e  sfte of o r i g i n .  

ExasrtAascion 05 t h e  gandhlars bordering khts segm~nt o-f t h e  
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r i v e r ,  as w e l l  as ex tens ivs  survey and posthole t e s t i n g  of 

the  swalwp battaqs d o n g  t h i s  pgrt50n sf the r%uar, has not 

feveaJed the &o.trrce' of these v&$seLs, A3zhbugh fut8re work 

may result in the d l s e o v e r g  of t'hi-s s i t&,  if is 8 e n l g  

p o s a ~ i b l e  at present fo gugges& that an axc.haeu~logAca1 siqe 

of unknown s,ias ~itfi, a I L d ~ k e t t  Phase o c ~ , u ~ l t i L o n  may have 

e p o d e d  i i i ' to  t h e  r i ~ e r ,  ok may be in the pfocbss sf exodtng 

i n t p  t h e  river, a1ang th is  s e c t i o n  aE the W i d d l e  n . i n t .  

Undefuv,od M i l l p o n d  Site C9Ma18 3 

T h i s  is a large site l o c a t e d  on the ngrtheastern 

margin af a 30- foot  alluvial terraas a mile sout'h a f  the lone 

described f o r  9M.a&k and 9Ha23. Toteaver Greek f l w s  i f i t a  

the f l o o d p l a i n  just  north  of the site, and enters a large 

oxbow lake less than h a l f  a mile east of the site. While 

t h e  riv(er f s 5000 feet t o  the cast, the creak w e l d  have 

provided easy access ta the main r i v e r  channel  by  way of the 

oxbow between t h e  r fver  and t h e  s i te .  This oxbow may eveb 

ha'vc been a p a r t  o f  t h e  a c t i v e  r iver  channel ddr5ag 

prehistoric times. A local resident a s s e r t e d  that this site 

was marked by the denseat coneentratA~n of pat tery  he was 

awake o f ,  but surface co l lec t f .on  s n d e t  poolr v i s i b i l i t y  

r e su l t ed  in t h e  recovery of a comaratfvely small number o f  

sherds. There La evidence of a modcsate o c s n p a t t o n  of t h e  

site dur iag  t h e  Brunsan Phase, baaed en tbe  presen-ce of  

several diagaos t i c s .  



Mnna  BrLdge Sf ce (:9Efa41] 

Thia a i t e  I s  located onl a l a v e 1  port ikon of a Zmg,  

$>oping rf,dgs which forms a part of t h e  eastern berder of 

the t f v e p  v&Leyr d i r e e t l g  pcross fron 9Ma18. The sit% fs 

over 70 f,eet nBove t he  floadplaid, yet: over 120 fedt b ~ ; l s w  

t h e  summit of the upfand b l u f f  nn t h e  east. d smaJ1 

in,tsrmItremt stream borders the site tp t h e  north, and the  

r i v e r  5s 1300 feat ' t 6  the w.elsa. The s' i te  &as s a t f e t e  

col lected under fair c o n d i t i o n s ,  and  artifacts were found to 

be scattered acrus{s the level part ian  o,f this ridge. Among 

tshe Taw shards recovefed was a sfnglc shesd which' indi,c_ates 

a very mfnos 13'runsaa Phase occupation, This site is b e i n g  

des trsys ld  by highway constxu~tion, and t h u s  will no l o n p e ~  

exfat  upon +he c o ~ p l c t i o n  o f  t - h t s  p r o j e c t ,  

WiLdac S p r i s , g  Site (.9Ma19) 

Thts -stire -1s £ar t o  the south,  almost e i g h t  miles 

below the sautlii'ernrnoat dacumeaked Miaafssfppeaa sf te #an the  

MidcUe F l i n t  R i v e r  v a l l e y .  X' t  occuples a large sand hill tn 

t b $  middle  a£ the f l o ( ~ d p l a 5 e  an the  e,astesn s$de of the 

F l i n t ,  juee north 62 H~gorawl Creak, The rise borders a 

large oxbow S,ake, krbich connects  vkth the Fl i f i r  River  yroper 

2100 f e e t  to t h e  w e s t  and wsufc~d thus have prov.idad easy 

access to the m a i n  r i v e r  chdnfiel, presuming i t  was' no$ a 

portion of the-  active chaanel darkng the l e i i ~ o i s s ' i p ~ p i a r r  

perind. A £lo/win& sprtng ernerg- frtrsr the baec m$ the kill 

on the bank of th@ axbaw, Seeera1 shetds of t h e  large 
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number collected under g ~ o d  c o n d i t i o n s  provide e v i d e n c e  for 

a @3aor brunson Phase oceegation ak this .sf te. 



BHAPTER SEVEN 

mss.sssrPPrAw SBTTLZMENT B,TS~~BIVTION 

IWRODUCTJON 

Tbc follaw$ng chapter s y n t h e s i z e s  t h e  result@ sf 

re-glonal survey p,resented i o  Chaptelr S i x  in t o  assess 

t h e  geograph ic  diotribation a£ Mississippian sites in t h e  

Middle F l i n t  Eiver region. kn overv i ew  of the dfatribution 

of a l l  M i s s f . 9 s i p p f a n  s i tes  precedes a more d e t a i l e d  

examination of s e t t l e m e n t  d i s tr ibutAon witbid each phase 

def ined  in Chapter Five in order to examine tempera1 

var-fation during the Mississippian p e r i o d ,  T b i e  analysi~ 

i n c l u d e s  an evaluat- ion of the po@sfbility t h a t  besoto 

visited this regfan in 1 5 4 0 ,  

Archaeological survey  o f  the MTddle F l f n t  Pfver 

region, a i m e d  at d i s c e r n i n g  patterns  in t h e  geographic 

d i s t r i b u t i o n  of Miesisaippian occugation fa  t h e  survey area, 

resulted in the discovery of 213 ~ r e v l o u s l y  undocumented 

archaeological s i tes  along the  Middle F l i n t .  Of t h i s  

n,umber, only 27 sf t 'es  dipplayed eoacrete evidence of 

occupatfon during the Mississippian p e r i o d ,  makin,g  a grand 

t o t a l  of  29 M i ~ s f ~ s s i p p i a n  sites including the two mounds. 

148 
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What is perhaps most i n s t r u c t i v e  about these f i g u r e s  is t h a t  

just unde-r three-quarters of tlhe archavoXogica1 s i t e s  which 

had beer o c c u p i e d  at some poiat  jn prehistary were never 

re-occupied by Mississippian graups*  Whlle it is p o s s i b l e  

that a d e c l i n e  in regional p a p u l a t i o n  might produce such a 

result, it seems far more ~ z ~ k e l j  t h a t  thi-s feature 

repreoents a conccntratl~n of o c c u p a t i m  i-n s p e c i f i c  

locales, and as such reflects a shift in the sett lement 

strategy of aboriginal groups during the MississippLan 

p e r i o d .  

In order t o  eva lua te  t h e  hypothesis proposed fn 

Chapter  One that Mississippian occupat ion s h o u l d  concentrate 

a l o n g  the  Middle Flint X i v e r  v a l l e y ,  spec i f i ca l ly  within t h e  

w i d e s t  expanse ,of f l o o d p l a i n  below the Fall Llne, t h e  

location and physical setting of each H f s a i s o i p p i a n  site 

discovered in the regloa was evaluated. Opon vi,sual 

inspection o,f the map in Figure 6.2, it ts clear that 

Miss&ssippian s i t e s  do concentrate  a l o n g  t h e  river valley. 

Although survey coverage was. a d m P t t e d l p  g r e a t e s t  alon,g the 

Bargins of the v a l l e y ,  a number of s i t e s  were discovered in 

u p l a n d  settings removed from t h e  river v a l l e y .  None o f  

these contained evidence of Mississippian occupation. Of 

the 29 known Mississippian sttes, 26 are e i ther  within or 

directly a d j a c e n t  to the modern f l o o d p l a i n  of the Middle 

Flint, and t h e  semzsfning three s i tes  arc located no more 

than 1800 feet up saall stream valleys adjacent t o  the 

floodplain (Table 7.13. Two of these e i t e s ,  in fact, may 



Table, 7.1 
Environmental S e t t i n g  08f M i s s i e s i p p i a n  Bites 

Floodplafn ------------ 
saxround&ag 
sarrouadI - f~g 

A d  j ,acent  
adjacent 
ad j ,acent  
adjacent 
800 f t .  
1300 f r .  
adjacent  
adjacent 
ad j\acent 
a d j a c e n t  
ad jaceat  
ad jacanc 
.ad jaeent 
ad jacexrt 
surrounding 
aursou.nding 
1800 ft* 
adjaea~i t  
adjacent 

surround5ag 
ad jace,nt 
adjacent 
adjacent 

surrouading  
:adjacent 
ad f acent 
aarraunding 

----1--1--1- 

9,bo Eg 
ad  j,acent 
3708 ft. 
3300 re. 
77'00 f t. 
14'00 f e .  

3400 ft. 
2700 ft, 
1500 E t .  
1400 ft. 
2200 ft. 
~ o e  ft. 
ad$aeent 
1200 ft. 
4300 ft, 
3800 ft, 
1900 ft, 
adjacent  
adjacent 
a d j a c e n t  
3,600 f t, 
32080 ft. 
3000 ft. 
pdjacpnt 
50Q,O ft. 
13'Qm0 ft. 

hiil~ck/Tevee 
? 

10' tekrece 
upland r5dgetop 

10' terrace 
50' terrace 
54' tearaee 
90' terrace 

u p l a n d  ridgetop, 
50' terrace 
50'  terrace 
50' terrace 
50' terrace 
50' terrace 
20' terrace 
10' terrace 
sand ridge 
sand ridge 

50' t-errace 
58 '  texrace 
50' ,&exrace 

hillock 
~ ~ A l a ~ i - a l  f ao t s lope  

10' terrace 
10' terrace 

? 
30' terrace 

upland rfdgetqp 
h i l l o c k  



have been associated ~ 5 t h  the Haftlap-Posey M ~ u n d  S i t e ,  

making t h i ~  larger r e s i d e n t i a l  u n f t  a a  a whole. directly 

adjacent ta t h e  E l o o d p l a i n ,  

T h i s  observed  pa t t e fn  app'eats t o  caafixm t h e  

hypothesis  th-at H i s s r i s a t p p i a n  occupat ion s h o u l d  concentrate 

along the r iver  v a l l e y ,  a l though  f urthax  survey ,  

p a r t i c u l a r l y  Ant upland settrngs Ear removed from the main 

r iver  v a l l e y ,  5 s  called l o r  in o r d e r  to ,subs'tanltiate this 

c o n c l u s f ~ o n .  Within t h e  eontext of t h f ~  observed clustering 

of sites about  t h e  EloodpLain, aurve-y r e su l t s  add3t50nal ly  

i a d i r a t e  that U s s b s s i p p i s n  ocrupatioa doea, in fact ,  

concen t ra t e  on the widest expanse of this I f o o d p l a 3 n .  As 

n o t e d  in Chapter Two, the Mkddle F l i n t  River is marbed by 

the l a r g e s t  expanse olf actfve f l o ~ ~ d p l a t n ~  a l n q  the m t i r a  

river valley. ThSa f laodpla , in ,  which o r i g i n a t e s  at the Fall 

L i n e ,  extaada seventeen miles downrivef, where t h e  v a l l e y  

conetrtcts t o  a w i d t h  of only half 5 t e  former size. hn 

examination of Figure 6.2 reveals t h a t  24 of t h e  t o t e l  of 29 

Mi.sqissippian e l t e s  are in or adfacent t o  this major 

f l o a , d g l a i n  expanse, and that $our of &he remaining five 

s i tes  are within tlWu miles down t b e  rfver valley froh t h e  

point where the floodplain c o n s t r i c t s  t o  a width of one and 

a half miles. Of the  12 sires, lacaead bsy the survey below 

these four uouthsrnm6'st Mississippian siteLl only .one site 

d i ( s p l a p s  'evidence of adnor occapatton d u r i n g  a- s i n g l e  

W~ss$s,sLpp&ari phaqe, Although it is apparent that survey 

coverage was again less cemplete along t h e  pos-:ton #of the 
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Middle Flint below ita major floodplain, alniost a l l  of the  

sPtes  l o c a t e d  $a this southern aegment of the  va l l ex  are 

s i t u a t e d  on landforms v i r t u a l l y  ident ical  to those  

dAsplap&ng l i i s s i s s i p p i a n  occupaff ons a l o n g  t b e  Qajor 

sub-Fall L i n e  flaadplsin expanse to t h e  nor th .  8outh d f  t h e  

f loodplairi  expbasioe, f o r  example, sand' bills within the 

a c t i v e  S l a o d p l a i n  &nd a l l u v i a l  terrace ternncats bosderfag 

tbe f laodplaLn show no ev idence  of HissiseippTan occupatf on 

savc in one caae (9pSa19). whlerreas t h e s e  landforms were 

s v l d e ~ t l y  p r l m e  lbcatfoas f ~ r  Missfss5gpian o~copation a b n g  

the n o r t h e r n  floodplain expanse. 

Whilse 5t ae@rns apparent that: the great M f o r l t y  of 

Miss i ss l$ptaa  sites, along the Eiddle Flf ,nt  RBvver are 

associated with t h e  majot expanse of fZ6adpI~fn 3;muediately 

below t 4 e  F a l l  Line,  additional s y s t e m a t i c  s u r v e y  is needed 

to confi-rm th5s pattezln. The observed d i a t r i b n t i o n  supports 

Smfth's (1978) argument rdgarding ogtfmun h a b f t a t s  for 

Mdssiaaippign groups, in that t h e  oegme-nt sf the river 

valley chosen foe iaLensive occupation posssssess the largeat 

total area of erable f laodp, latn  s o i X d  and the Zargest t o t a l  

area pf  permanent and seasonal rakes within the Middle F l i n t  

RIter regf,on. tait-hin t h i y  Large f loadplain hab i ta t ,  

hawe.ver, there is further  patt>ernieg in t h e  s p a t i d  

d - i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  M i s s i s s i p p i a n  sites, a ~ d  an exa>mination of 

such pattema is f n s t r u c t i v e  regarding t h e  nature of 

H i s s i s s i p p Z a a  settlement ~ d i e t r i b u t & o n  on the M f d d l e  F l i n t ,  
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Visual inspection o f  the locatfons o'f Miosfsoippian 

s f t e s  in the survey ar'ea ( g f g u r e  6.2) reveals that these 

sites &o net appear ta be randomly distributed across the  

ent i re  three-mile  width of the f l ~ ~ d p l ~ a i n ,  b a t  'rather twd 

t-Q lie close t p  t h e  modern rivex chaanel. Where 'the river 

flows against  t h e  Meatern nargin of its valley, 

M i s s i ~ ~ s i p f i - i a n  s i t e s  appear on t h i s  a ide  a£ t h e  val fey ,  and 

after it c r o s s e s  to t h e  eahtsrn b l u f f s ' ,  Mississippian s i t e s  

appear on the eastern side. Campi lat loa  of the d f ~ ~ a n c e s  o f  

each M i s s i s s i p p i a n  site Erlom the F1-int River indicates t h a t  

half of t h e  sitas are o n l y  2Q00 feet or legs from the 

channel, and all but  ane are less than 6 m3l9 i n  d i s t a n c e  

from the Pliat, deeps-te t h e  fstt that the fl~pdplain w i t h i n  

which the r i v e s  flows is u p  to three miles ~ i d e  h e m  (Table 

7.1). N e v e r t h e l e s s ,  even presuming t h a t  the d t s t r i b u t i o n  o f  

known W3ssfssfppian sites is repreqentative 03 the actual 

distribution of suc>h a T t e s ,  it wo8uld Be reaponable to 

suggest that the P l f n t  River may have meandered consfdesablp 

actoss, the  fiaa-ulplain during the  Last several  centur ies ,  

making t h e  p r e s e n t  correlatf am between W s i s s i p p i a n  p e r f  od  

site locatfop end the river channel merely a product  a5 

co5nciden~e~ 

Examination of the dsta*led Baxvey maps of t h i s  

port ion of the 'river valley constructed for the  1827 Georgia 

Land L o t t e r y  s h g w s ,  hawaver, t h a t  not only was t h e  river 

f l o w i h g  in t h e  same general port ions  o f  t h e  f l o o d p l a i n  over 

a century and s h a l f  ago,  b u t  a l s o  mamy of the bends a n d  
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meanders depicted on the 1827 map a t e  s t i l l  evident today I n  

the modern course of the river. Whlla aoae sf t h e  more 

marked departures sf t h e  1827 river f r ~ m  its modgrn channel 

have long since h'ean c u t  bFf by sm'eander a c t i o n ,  a t  least  

three  of these c u t o f f s  axe presently oxbow labs within t h e  

f l o o d p 2 a f 0 ,  and have yet t a  be f i l l e d  in or eraaed bg 

f u r t h e r  lateral r i v e r  channel  movement. It fa n o t  

unreaoonabfe t o  supp'ase that t h e  rives meandered l i t t l e  morn 

between 1550 aad 18'2(7 than i t  h a s  between 1827 and the  

present.  Jt seeas l i k e l y ,  therefore, that  the  F l i n t  River 

nay well have been f l o w i n g  through a channel during  the  

Hi~sissipgian period which t o  a large extent parallels t h e  

aodern course, Indeed, t b e  fact thast otber sections of 

b l u f f  do n o t  h$ve M$a$issippiafi sites suggeeta t h a t  rtver 

prox imi ty  is a determinant factor #of sfte Zocatfon and that 

the F l i n t  River channel has cbapged r e l a t i v e l y  l i t t l e  in t h e  

l a s t  seven centuri>es .  

Sf it can therefore hs assnmed that the  prLesent  

cgrse la t ion  between the l q c a t i p n s  of M3asf ssippian sites and 

the proxfm'ty of tbe F l i n t  River holds tra>e f o r  t h e  la te  

prehis tor ic  period, then sevg-rsl p b s s i b ~ l e  e ~ p l a n a t 3 ~ o n s  mag 

he p r o p o s e d  for this p a t t ~ r n .  1-f, as Smith ( 1 9 7 8 )  argues,  

Ntsoiasippfan groups t ended  to inhabit areas ~ 5 t h  preferred 

soil types, t h e  prox imi ty  of such s%tes t o  the a c t i v e  river 

channel  map ref lect  the  bet ter  quality of soils nearer t h e  

r i v e r ,  perhaps partly as a result of the greBepce of 

well-drained natural levees renewed each pk.ar b y  seasonal 



f l o o d i n g .  Another factor may hare been importadt to 

Hfssissippisn peoples, and that  is t h e  need f o r  easy access  

to aajor warerways for  rans spar tat ion d p e o p l e  a n d  goods,  

If, as Gteponaitus (1978) asserts, Hisslasippian soc iet ies  

acted as r e d J . s t r d b u t i r e  s n t i t i e a ,  t h e  flew of tributary 

goods from p r o d u c t i o n  areas to a Isc-al ceatsx vguld be of 

great importance t d  the f n n c t l o n i n g  of the Hisaissfpp3an 

c l i e f d q m ,  and thus  access to primary corridors of 

transportation, guch as the F31,Jat P i v e r  aa a major waterway, 

might have p l a y e d  -a significant sole in Hississ3ppfoa 

sattlement systema, The river may thus have served to l i n k  

t h e  v a r f o u s  t ~ r n m u n i t f e ~  comprising t h e  Mississippian s o c i e t y  

fn the WLddle Flint River region, 

Examinafton of the p h y s i c a l  s e t t 5 n g  of the 

H i s s i s s f p p i a - ~  s i t e s  located on t h e  Milddle FlZnt revea l s  

further patterne i n  MLss5ssippian aettlswsnt distribution. 

E i g h t e e n  of the twenty-nine Mis-s fss fppian  sites alre l o c a t e d  

on Plpistocene a l l u v i a l  terraces border ing  the  actfve 

floodplain of t h e  F l i n t  [Table ?,I.$. These terraces 

represent broad, level p l a t e a u s  whlch t y p i c a f l g  drep 

abruptly t o  the modern f l oodp la in ,  They are the larg!st and 

most 1:eyel landforms In the r e g i u n  which exhibft both of t w o  

f maartant: Characteristics': immediate accees t o  the  

f l o o d p l a i n  h a b $ t s t ,  and s a f e t y  from s e a ~ o n a l  floodins of t h e  

F l i n t  River, They mag additionally d s o p l a y  unique a n d  

desireable sob1 o r  dra inage  charoccsristics, but Snfarmatisa 

of this type was not asscmb26d for this study. 



Tnterestingly, nearly two-thirds, ur eleven, of 

tbeae terrace sites are situated on t h e  remafits of the 

50-foot P l e i s t o c e n e  terrace, making t h i s  part icu lar  landfo'rm 

the most utilized a£ a11 s : e t t i n g s  where M i s e i a s i p p i a n  sites 

ocoax, Whether t h i s .  psrtLc.u81ar 'terrace s inrply  reprelents an 

opt i -3  e l e v a t i o n  above *he ac t ive  f l o o d p l a i n ,  or perhaps I s  

comprised of particularly desireable s a i l s  mag q n l  y be 

determined wft'h f u t u r e  regearch. 08 t h e  remaining seven 

terrace: 3ites,, s l f  are 1acate.d an ehs XmO-fo6t t,&rrlce, mu,th, 

c loser to the elevation of tho a c t i v e  f l o o d p l a i n .  These 

sSte,s are s i ~ i l a r  in cLeva,tlton t o  slta af  thg t e n  ,r@ma5ning 

Mississippien 'sit-ss not larated on f l u v t a - l  terraces.  Most 

are e i t u a t e d  on t o p o g ~ a p h i c  sf ges w i t h i n  the Z 1 , a o d p l a i n  ,, 

many or aJ1 of w u c h  may a c t u a l l y  he xem9nts qf t h e  1Q-foot 

a l luv ia - l  terrace. The s e v e n t h  s i t e ,  located on a low 

s o l l u ~ j l a l  otrt'w.m&h slope, is sfmilar to these  l a w  sites with 

regard t o  its elevaeign above t h e  f l o o d p l a i n .  

rn g e n e r a l ,  then, most H-ILssJEssfp.plan sPDes seem to. 

bs l o c a t e d  either on high, a l l u v 3 & l  ter?.aCas, on the arder of 

5 0 m f e e t  in e l e v a t i o . n ,  or on lower Landform, such a a  1'0-foot  

tW-rae,es or terrace rqmamts and sand MXls, within the 

Elmoodplain.  Only  more intensive s n r v e y ,  hoveve ' r ,  w i l l  

reveal wheth.er this ap,parcnt  pattern 1,s real or n o t ,  ,.and 

what r.e.qsgas rn9p be proposed 5 o r  S t 8  exis.tenrc,  

6,h.e E'*rtber pactera in the spatial dfst-r ibut$:a ,n O f  

M i s m s 5 s s i p p i a f i  s i t - e s  wfl f  be, notgd here, The largest and 

most intensive Missiqs.ig:pian q ~ a u p a t i ~ o n ~ s  seem to occur 



do,s .est  to t h e  fall L i n e ,  at The head of t h e  major 

f l o o d p l a i n  expansion in t h e  no.rtkern p s r b i a ~  of the survey 

area ,  N e i ~ l e r  Hound f9TrL),  argued t o  be the  most g a t e n s i v e  

Miss i srr ipptan  ,ocrupatian on the  Middle ' F l ' i n t ,  is immediatly 

b e l o w  t h e  F a l l  Line, just a b o ~ e  the paint  where khla river 

channel Begins , t o  meander w i t h i n  tba Ela"odp1ain. As such, 

t h i s  sit? is net c e n t r & l l > y  prated w i t h  respect to the 

f lolodplaAn occapSed b~ Mississip;p5g-n papulacipqs, b u t  f s 

a c t u a l l y  o n  the northern aargbn 03 thfs f-l.&odplain 

e x p a n s f  an ,  The second mo$t i n t e n s i v e  MkssissippSaa 

~rscapatiqm,, at Hartlag-Posay Mound (9Tr121, occurs jus-t 

three @,1es t10 the south, still wCitb9a the  nbfthern p o r t i ~ n ~  

of this Tlasdplain, Tua najor b ~ c u p a t f a n s  in Brunsafi F S e l d  

(9Tr19 and 9TxZ2)  are three  miles g s u t h  of Hartley-Posey, 

rotighly at the mid-po fa~  of t h e  sub-Fa11 Line f l a p d p l a f s  

expansio'n. Below this pofnt are two'  relatively najor 

MiasPssf  ppdwa s i k q s ,  9Cd2 and 9Fe5, whLch d i s p l a y  t h e  leas-t  

&nteasive occtipa,trJLon of these s9x l a r g e s t  s i t e s ,  and' aUch 

are odZy s l i g h k l p  s a n t h  of the mid-paint of thfo f l o ~ d p l u i ~ n  

expsns iun .  The $ ~ u t h e r a  end of t h e  floodplaid is maraed by 

only  mfnor MtsePss , igpian aceupatfaas. 

It is evjedsn* th&t the fatensity of Mississippien 

occppntSon of this o p t i m a l  floodplain h a h i t a k  on the M f d d l e  

f l i n t  i~s h e a v i l y  skewed eownrd the northayn reaches of t h e  

sub-Fall Line E l a b d p l a i n .  Perhaps asre sigaif i ~ a . n t l - y ,  t h e  

administrative mound caatars ars l ~ c a t e d  at the  'north end of 

this norkhlera group o f  large Miss$ss&ppian s i tes .  This 



distr3bution appear& t.o violate  Stepopaitus ' C 1978 :432] 

argument that the administrativa centers of Hississipplan 

chiefdoms should be "geogrophlcally centered with reepsct to 

t h e  pbpulation 5s i t $  own dis tr f t c ."  Preauaing that 

Mississippian societies t e n d e d  ta accupp o p t i m a l  floodplafn 

h a b i t a t s ,  which seems t o  be the case on the H5ddle F l i n t  

R i v e r ,  L t  mssht b e  ergaeted that the M i s s i s s i p p , i a n  

a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  center on t h e  Middle F l i n t  River  weuld be 

centraLlg p l a c e d  with regard t o  the spat ia l  diseribntiom of 

tbe p o p u l a t i o n  It served,  and t h u s  would be l o c a t e d  

somewhers near t h e  mid-point of t h e  EloodpLain exparhsioa 

uccupf-ed by Mississippian p e o p l e s ;  that is, r o u g h l y  s i x  or 

s e v e n  milea be1,o'w t h e i r  actual  l y a t i c m .  

This is clearly n o t  the case, Both mound centers 

a-re located at the nbrthstn end of the h y p ~ ~ t h e s f z a d  optimum 

f l o o d p l a i n  hah-ikat, which hao been empirically demonstrated 

t o  have been a' region af Comgaratl~elp: cqe'cantrated 

H3ssfssippian bccupat ion .  Updm rae~afuation o f  thle 

e x p e c k a t i o n  based o n  central place theory, it ity& apparent 

that this expectatton is based  an Cwo asg-s.umptions that mag 

not be valid for t h e  Mid-dle F l i n t  River. First ,  t h i s  

expectation assumes t h a t  t h e  entire population of the 

Missi$sippiae so:cletp assotfated wi th  these  t w o  mound 

ceatsrs is l o c a t e d  wftblln t h e  optim,um b,abftar o f  the 

sub-Fal l  Line f l o o d p Z a i n  expanse, and s e c o n d ,  the 

cxpecrat-ioa absufiea that this optimum h a b i t a t  is r e l a t i v e l y  



homo~eaeaws with respect t~ rcsousces c r u c i a l . t o  

Mi so$ssippian p o p u l a t i ~ n o ,  

In regard t o  the f i r s t  assumption, while it is clear 

t h a t  I f tc le  HSs . s i s s ipp irrn  occupat ion occur;tred south of thfs 

f l ~ ~ o d p l a i n  segment, this survey d i d  not extend ndrth  of t h e  

F a l l  Ltne Anto the Piedmont region of t h e  Upper F l i n t  R i v e r ,  

and t h u s  must rely on previous archaeal~gfeal work for s i t e  

d i s t r i b u t i o n  data.  Don Gordy (1966) surveyed a large 

pe r t3nn  of t h e  bottomiands of t h e  Upper F l i n t  River in order 

t o  assess  arcbaeoL,og%cal resources p o t a n t i a l l y  threatened by 

three proposed reservoirs.  HPs s u r v e y  extended as far s o u t h  

as t h e  mouth of Attchumpkes Greek, just sePrea miles above  t h e  

Fal l  Line. W i t h i n  the maderake expass fon  of f l o o d p l a i n  

including B f v e a s  Bend, just under  12 m i l e s  abolve t h e  Pall 

Line, Gordp found a number sf a r ~ c h a ~ o l o g f a a l  s i t e s  which 

displayed same e v i d e n c e  b f ' M i s s i s s f p g 5 a n  occupa t ioz l .  This 

author h a s  reexa'mined the collections f r o a  tee of t-hese 

sites, c ~ n f  irmf ng t h e i x  assignment t o  the HTssf ssbppfaa 

perfod. E Q X & ~ ' s  survey was far more i n t e n s d v e ,  a n d  t h u s  may 

be expkcted t ,o  have resulted in the d iscovery  ~3 many aore  

sites, par ares of laad under cons iderat ion .  It fs clear, 

however, that M 3 s s i s s f p p i a . n '  ~ , c c u p e t i o n  was n o t  completely 

c a n f i n e d  to the  sub-Pal2 Line f l o o d p l a i o  e x p a n s i o n ,  b u t  

rather  appears above tke Fall Line w i t h i n  the Piedmont. It 

is unclear ~hetber tkfs group of Mississippian sZtes &Q 

spatially disoontinuous from t h e  group b e l o w  the Fa19 L i n e ,  

f o r  the p o r t i o n  of bhe river between t h e  lower larid o f  
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Qordy'a survey and t h e  Pall L i n e  has n o t  been examined for 

evideqcs of MissfasLpp$an uccapatfon, Although t h e s e  s i t e s  

ma7 h a r e  been associated w i t h  Neisler and Hartlsj-Blosey 

Mounds, t'haix d i s t a n c e  from t h e  mounds and the nature  of t h e  

in tervening  tarxafn suggests t h a t  they cpnld represent a 

separate group4 The dfs taace  o f  the  Biveas Bend group of 

s i t e s  to the a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  mound centers b e l o u  the FaZI 

L3ne fs clasc t o  t h e  maximum distqnse proposed by & a l l y  

(1887) a s  an e f f e c t i v e  limit of administrative cantroJ 

within Missiseippian chieftloms of noftharn Gwrgia ,  and thus 

i t  Seams psesfble that these s'ites may not have been a park 

o f  t he  sub-Fall Lfne ehtefdotn fdent3fT?d in th is  study, A 

more detailed evaluation of khis Piedmont okoupation w i l l  be 

pres.sntad la ter  in t h i s  chapter,  but  t h i s  b r t e f  overview of 

O~rdy's rsoults iadfcateg tha t  the first assumption s t a t e d  

above seg&rdgng t h e  cen t ra l  p l a t e  eapectat ion  of t h e  t w o  

mounds was n o t  v i o l a t e d  u n l e s s  t h e s e  Piedmont s i tes  were 

indeed associated w3th Neialer and Ba-rt ley-Pasey.  Extending 

Miasissfppian o ~ c u p a t i ~ o a  t o  the f iostb would be expected t o  

result in a grav i ta t ion  of the adminTstrattve mbund ceaUter& 

t o  the north as well,  which t o u l d  account for  the placement 

&f Maisler $>ad Hartley-P~x;r@g. 

The second assurnpti611, regard ing  the overal l  

homogeneity of the fIaodp2alo habitat, may have haen 

vf,ol ,atad as well, As n'st-ed %n ehaptlor Two, t h e  coaposition 

of the ~ e d i m e ~ t s  comprfsing the f l o o d p l a i n  exp,ansion b&~olw 

the Fa11 Line appears to change w i t h  d i s t a n c e  from t h e  



Fiedaaat ,  The fncseaaSng dominance of sedfnents derived 

from Coastal  Plain morces may have rendered t h e  southern 

reaches of t h i s  f f  oo'dplaf n expans ion  h s s  suitable f o r  

Miawisefppia~ agriculture, and thus less preferable s s  a 

habitat far occnpst ioe .  T h i g  mag heve resulted in ~a heavier 

Mississipian occupat ion  o f  the northarh port ion o f  t h e  

f l a s d p l a i  a expana3~n, jn p s x t  explainins t h e  location af the 

monnd c e n t e r s  at the northern end of tbe v a l l e y ,  The 

s p e c i f i c  locatfon af Neisler, eo t h e  largest and most 

f r l tepsively  occupied Mi~ssSss3ppian stte, map have been 

i n f l u e n c e d  by the presence of higher and more well-deEihed 

n a t u r a l  l e r e e a ,  which dlefP&fte1p p l a y e d  a! mjor sole f n the 

internal  configuxation of the site ,  Such levees ap,paar o n l y  

near the FaJl  Line, d e c l i n i n g  in size and defluitlan t o  the  

south,  and their value a s  occupat i , ~na l  aresa and highly 

desireable soils f o r  agricul ture  may have served t a  skew the 

opt2mak £ f o o d p l a i n  hab i ta t  toward t h e  northern end of c h i *  

portxon ef t h e  v a l l e g .  

W h i l e  an exam%nation of t h e  d i a t r i b p t i o n  of 

atlchaeological s l t c s  d a t i q g  to the Mi-s-ssissippfan perfud in 

8enerU 1s % n s t r a c t i v e ,  temporal var ia t ion  u f t h i n  this 

period can only  Be ev&lwetted bp s u b d i v i d i n g  Mississippian 

accupa%3on iatv the three p h a s e s  defined fh Chapter Five, 

Settlement disrr5hut3on dur ing  ~ a c h  p h a s e  w i l l  be d e s c r g b e d  

below in o r d e r  ta a d d r e s s  such varSation. 

$mitb (19~78:492-31 notes that 'temporal variatign in 

Hiselssippiaa setzlement distribution ie an impsrtasnt 
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dintensfon. t a  an nnderstand'ing %of Kiwofsg ippfan  societ%as, 

H f s  argument far fine-grazsed MiasAssippjlaa chronologies has 

b.eaxing on the ~feaetl-t  $tady; al,tho,ttgh 3t ' is  posgibla, baaed 

an t h e  ceramic r'hraaology cons traated  in Chapter Five,  te 

rsubdiv lde  PSis~S'%sip$kaa: occupation on' the lullladle F l i n t  Rivei 

lnto three phases rang ing  5n leagtb f ~ ~ m  75 to 1 P f  yeats ,  

Chis ebrlono;togg is n e i t h e r  flne-grdaincd .e8no,ugh( nor 

s u f f i c i e n t l y  well de%Lmed t o  pera$t evalnaki.bna W E  ehe 

actbar cont$$psfaaeitp of occupations at MiaaissSppian Q I I ~ E ? ~  

in t h e  rqgfan. A t  best, an e v l J u a t 5 ~ n  of &,he aettiepeat 

d&x$rfb,ation during  each phase w i l l  permit ,geaera5isdt%sns 

regzlrdifig braad-sca1,e qattie.n.entr systems8 daring each phase .  

A mgre d e t a i l e d  etraluatfoa of the ,spede;Lfic HLs-s i se ippisn '  

,set-kLement s t r a t e g y  at any p o i n t  in Hie mast await 

extenaZv>e future r%eaeasch. 

TBE BRUUSON PRA.$E: 

Figure 7.1 maps the locations of a l l  archaeological 

&tea  w i t h  evide'acc a£ occupation during the Brunson Phase.  

Df t h e  29 Hissiesippian s l t e s  in t h e  survey area, 23 were 

occupfed  dur3nvg this earliest Hississippiab phase. The 

great m a j a t f f y  of these s i t e s  wftneased only minor 

occupation durf ng the Errunson Phase, but  Zive sites, 

includfng t h e  two m ~ u n d  sites, 'were t h e  location 0% major 

Brunsafi Phase aecup8tfans. Fhere is no direct e v t d e n c s  of 

mound construction during thSs pbase ,  a l though  the 

goswfbilikp cannot be r u l e d  out based o n  the If~mieed nature 



Erigwre 7 . l  

Rrpqson Phase Sites 

large m. 
mlnor 8 



of excavations in each m,ound. Iat@re&tfngly, t h e  f l t v e  

l a r g e s t  Brunaon Phase occupat iaf ia  appear t o  be regularly 

spaced: each s i t e  is three miles distant from t h e  nearest 

major s i t e ,  w i t h  the exception of t h e  southsrnmost s ' i t e ,  

9Pe5, w h i c h  is only two and a h a l f  milts south of 9Cd2. 

Tbeoe sites are also not-able bq that a l l  ass located l e ss  

t h a n  2000 feet f r o m  t h e  Flint River. Although few 

interpretations may be of$e-red d u e  to the  l i m f t s d  and 

unsystematic nature of the survey which  produced these 

results, f t i s  possf b l e  to sgeeu- la te  chat thig regb2ar 

spaczng of more important v i l l a g e s  may have W e n  an 

i n t e n t i o n a l  d imensfon  of  th? aektloment strategy of the 

Bsenslon Phase s o c i e t y ,  perhaps geared toward the 

f sci9f tation of the  cnllecti8n and transportation of ~ o o d s ,  

p o s s i b l y  tributary ia n a t u r e ,  within a simple chfefdom, 

Thle suggestion aast be reg>ardsd a$ a testable hypotf ies i s  

f a r  t h e  present. 

The geographic d , i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  aboriginal bccupatlon 

during t h e  8rn8mson Phase seems to reflect a compnratively 

dispersed settlo~snt ayatem, with a l arge  number of minlor 

occupatzbns dispersed  around ' several  e v e n l y  sp'aoed major 

~ i l l a ~ g e s ,  While some sites clearly display evidence of 

in l te>n$ive  oceupatfon , tkie.rn $8 no e v f  d'ence of m8aulnd 

construrtion as an inctfoakor of centralized authordtp. In 

general, while it m i g h t  be suggested that t h e  BsunssQn Phase 

s o c i e t y  represlented a srtmple  chlefdom on the Middle  F l i n t  

River, i t s  degree  of centralized admfn3LtratIan  is unclear. 
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This Branson Phase populakiof i  a p p e a r s  to have been 

largely c o n f i n e d  to t h e  major  sub-Fall Lin,e f l o o d p l a i n  

expanston,  b d t  a t  leaat one isofat+d site appears far t o  t h e  

south (1421, and one  very i n t s n s 9 v e l . y  o c c u p i e d  site was 

lacated at the B i v e n s  Bend Site (9,IJpl) w i t h i n  the Piedmoat. 

T h i s  site, l ~ c d ~ e d  and described B y  Gordp (19669, cornrises a 

remarkably dense csncentrat<ioo of a r t i f a c t s  whlch date 

primarily t p  t h e  Late  Etowah p e r i o d ,  contemporaneous with 

thle Brunepn Phase as d e f i n e d  i n  this s t u d y .  Among the o the r  

s i tes  surveyed by Gurdy along t h i a  lower p o r t i o n  sf t h e  

U p p e r  F l i n t , ,  no evidence of further Late Etowah o c e u p a t i o h  

was dfscavered, B i ~ e a s  Bend may thus represent a separate 

L a t e  Et'owah aao'cfs'ty, or might b a v s  beVen aa i s a l l a t e d  n~lrtherrm 

extension of Brunson Phase sccapatian a s s o t f a t e d  with the 

modexate expanse of floodplain at this p o i n t  above the F a l l  

Line. 

It should 6%e noted here that no evidehce f o r  

sccupat iwn  during t h e  aarge part of the Savannah Period has 

been recbgnizad as a result of this survey. A s  indicated 

before, the entird M l d d l e  F l i n t  R i v e r  reg ion  appears to1 have 

been abandoned for a period of at least  ons hundred  years 

(A.D.  1225  - 1325) between t h e  Brunson and Thornton Phases. 

The only potential eVida,ace ,wf acenpatiob during  this p e r i o d  

may e x i s t  at the  Bivens Band S i t e ,  which includes some 

ceramics which may date to t h i s  p e r i o d  o f  abandonment on t h e  

M i d d l e  F l i n t .  Since this possible evi,deaee is c o n f i n e d  t o  a 



s i n g l e  site, and appears t o  have  no c,orralate a-long the 

Mfdldl>e F l i n t ,  nu Savanna4 phrase wsa defined far the region. 

THORNTON PBASX 

After an apgarenz aband3q,nvent qf the y i , d d l o  PXint 

R-iver , a nrunbsr o-£ archaeoJlOgiscal sites rh';lch were o ~ e ' u p t e d  

dur iae  the B ~ u n s s n  Phase were r o o ~ c u p f ~ e d  bp M-tssf&Sippian 

groups durbug t h e  Thargtoa Phase, beginning p&hnps as early 

as 4.B. 11325, A~el i sugh  a't l e a s t  sdx s3Ltqs which were 

occup3ed duri ,ng the Bruason P h a s e  were 'rsciccepf ed dilrStng tb'o 

Thornton Phaas, fourteen  of t h e  Bruneo-i Phase sftea, 

including t w o  w t , t H  major Bxun,e.un Phaae rnccupati~~ns, were 

nev ,er  oocupied ag-ain hy Miesiasippfaa graupq (Pf gure 7.2), 

Three pew sftes ware occupfed d - u r h g  t h e  Thorntan Phase, bu't 

the t o t a l  number of site* e x h i b i t i n g  Thorntgn Rhase 

occupa'tiorr was .only ainle,. well ,uade): half  t b e  apmb,er o f  

Bmasan  Phase component$. F w r t h e r m o r ~ ,  sTx of thW$ sft-ds 

displayed o n l y  minor TIa~rmBon Phase o o ~ ~ p a t i o n .  O n l y  t h r e e  

sites s-how e.lrid'en.ce of substantial ~aQ~uputXon  dir-rdng the 

Thgrntcin Phase, TMQ 02 these, wtrc d n t s n s f v 4 l p  '$:ctupf ad 

popalatfqn centers, at leaat one of which '(9TSrl2) w i t n e s s e d  

sodad coasteuctfaa.  T3e third, 9Trl9, was o s m a l l  b u t  

i n t e n s i v e  oeeupatisn. D a e  egaia, thces w jar  aites appear 

t.0 be e v e n l y  opa.ced a t  a regular digtance of tbfee Mles 

apXtr >a E w t t z a  which @ace a g a i n  suggests an organized 

settl-ent st-rktegy o f  T3hornGrurs Phase populatiens. 
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T8oicnto.h ,Phase settleaent ,di&&ribukiofi thus menbodies 

an apparen t  paradax: although far fewer s i tes  were occupS,ed 

d.urid;g the phase, it 3 s  neverth,eleo.s  chs~tecterized by rnwpnd 

cyon&truction, implying  a greater delgxee o$ t e n t ~ a l i z ~ e d  

a u t h o r i t y  w i t h i n  a popula t ion  p , r e s u m b l y  large onou,gh t o  

sulpport  a chiefly r e d i  s t ; x i b u t i y e  sy s t em,  T h s r n t s n  Phase 

popa81at5nn's Bee@ have been comcentrateld 5a t w o  or three 

larger sit&&; the  pliase a p p e a r s  to b e  ma-rked by a far  l e ~ o  

geographgcally extensive se t t l e -ment  system than waa 

evidenced far t h e  Brunson Phase, Not o n l y  are thcxo l e s s  

sites oc.cupied during e h f s  Phase, b a t  they  do n o t  extend -as 

far south a s  Braas.on Phase occugation.  The ~outhernmaat 

Thornton Phaae oclcupatfan appesrs at t h e  Gin House RLdge 

Site C9Tr2o>, which 51 o n l y  j u s t  South sf the rngdpoiat: of 

t h e  sub-Fall Line floodpfaio expangzan. d pat tern  a f  fewer, 

larger v j l i l agss  w i t h  rnanad E B ~ s Q F U C ~ ~ . ~ ~ ,  t h e n ,  appears t o  

best eharacteffae the Thornton Phase  aLong the H i d d l e  F l i n t .  

Gsrdy (1966) repofts at least ten archaeological 
,sites between, Biveas Bend and t h e  mputh of Au~hump'k~ee C,reok 

to t h e  soakb vhteh produced evidence o f  Lamar petiad 

eccupatfan.  Golfectio,ns Er6m most of these s i t e s  were 

exammiwed b.y the author, m d  ~ l t b o u g k  maof of thepe 

occup&tions seem to be minor ones, they d o  appear t o  have 

been aontsmporaneaus w i t h  the  Tbofntdn Phase and its 

s u c c a s s o ~ ,  the L o c k e t t  Phase, It is difficult t o  estimate 

an the  b a ~ l s r  a£  t h i s  w f d e e c e  whether Lamar o ~ c p p a t t o n  of 
4 

t.he Piedmofi-t f e g i ~ n  Ammadiatly abavie the F a l l  Line was 
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gfeerter than t h a t  alpag t h e  pul3ddla Fllht, s%me the BPX"WFJ~,& 

are ili mahy wap~ a01.r: c~apa~rabde  941 Earms .sf s~u-Pv-Bp cbver-age.  

3a g.aaer,gl, &ray ' s ev5dhktree Baas pqe ef g n i i i ~ a a t S p  a l t er  

,the conclusina, t;hqt the malox p o p u Z a t 8 ~ n  OceasercJ .dur$n.g t.ho 

Thor~ton Phaaw* were at t4,e rxa~the3.p end sf f l b ~ d p l f r i n ~  

e.xpems.&on along the Mdil2a F Z i a t ,  

LUeKETT PHASE 

Seztlement disttf bati on during t h e  s u c c e e d i n g  

L o c k e t t  Phase is marked bg a ajlmL1ar centralizatiom of 

o c c u p a ' t i ~ n  (Figure 7,3)8. The three ma jar Tho#ti,tan Phase 

s i t e s  maintained a hfgh leyel of oqcupation, b u t  four of the 

mfnor T h ~ r n t s n  Phase bceupations weaa n o t  reoccupied dar ing  

the Lo)ckett  Phase. Pour new sites &how cwi -dence  o f  minor 

oct5upatfon dureng the Locke t6  Phase, but  in general, t h e  

L o e k e t t  Phase 1s appa,rentIp characterized by t h e  same lack 

sf dispersion as in the  Thorntan Phase, w t e b  only F e u r  minor 

s i tes  beyfind t h e  three laxger oecupathonS. Both mounds 

wftass,sed extenaivh can~truction duriag this pha~o, and 

acweved their present height and vIoluae at t h i s  t t f m s .  

Theae t w o  s i tes  were t h e  locaftion of large, permanent 

v i l l e g , e s  wbfch e v i d e n t l y  compr2scd g l a r g e  resident 

pogufat i sn ,  Mefsler may have reached an area .of 9 hectares 

during the L s c k ~ t t  Phase, 

Although I t  is e v i d e n t  thag s u b s f a n t f a 1  mound 

construct ion8 occurred at both Neisler. and AartLey-Poaey 

Wounds (during the Lockett Phase, it 2s impossible t~ discern 
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whether these  mounds were ut iXisad  caatemporaneoaslg, 

t w o  sites a r e  l o m e e d  only three m i l e s  apart ,  and thus it 

seems almost certain that, if contemporaneous, t h e  mounds 

would have sexved as a pair of admin i - s t sa t lve  centers f o r  a 

s f n g l e  chTefdom.  One 6E the t w o  CperhapL, Nelsler due to i ts  

size) may have  served as a mejar center, with t h e  other 

fuactionLag as a minor center subordinate  to the  f f r s t *  

Thie situation would fit S t e ~ o a a i t u s '  (1978) 

characterization of major and minor centers at Mouadoille, 

although the Middle  F l i n t  Lives ch%efdom w s  undoubtedly far 

less cornplea. 

Theso mound c c n t k r s  may n o t  have been 

contsmporanepuo, however, Williams and Shapiro (1986) 

propose that a pat tern  sf  paired alteznatiag mound c e n t e r s  

may characterize several. MigsYssfpgian Bocfcties in Gaarpfa. 

U t d l i z i n g  archaeological evidence from t h e  Oconee Valley, 

t h e y  s u g g e ~ t  that anly one 0 9  a pair of mounds in clase 

prox imi ty  may have been o c ~ ~ u g i e d  &t a a i a g l e  p o i n t  in t i m e ,  

and that t h e s e  mound centers map a l t e r n a t e  back a n d  f o r t h  

over a p e r i o d  of decades or centuries .  While t h e  ceramic 

chronology f o r  t h e  Middle F l i - n t  i s  incapable of deternin&ng 

dates of o c c u p a t f a n  w i t h i n  the defined phases, there is na 

doabt t h a t  both mou-ads were utllfeed d u r i n g  t h e  Locbett 

Phase, and that any alternstSon must hlave ac.currced within 

this century-long psrfad of t ime ,  If such a l t ernat ion  d i d  

occur, it seems doubtful that any of t h e  envirgnmental 

factam suggested by Wflliams and Shapfro (1986) would have 



ser-a-ed as the i a p e 8 t u s  f6r snch mauamaat @a the Middle Flfnt, 

prSmarily due t~ t h e  close proximity of these  mounds. 

iIternat5oa would be more l i k e l y  t h e  s e e d $  s t  p o l i t i c a l  OF 

s a c i a l  fac tors ,  perhaps r&aEed t@ p a t t e t n s  of  cfr:i,efl~ 

queclessSon.. Unt i l  t h e  cgram3.c c.hronolol$y f o r  t h i s  pegion st$ 

fur ther  r e f i n e d ,  the g ~ a e t ~ u n ~  Q_E caatemgqraneity ,of magad 

utif iza'tien m m s s t  rolaaLn aEalnswe$ed, 

It seeas e v i d e n t  t h ~ a t  both t h e  Eh.oZ.nrzon and Lo,ckett  

P,hsssn rn&s>c 31kePy represent the ex$stepce of a centralized 

ehie9 ,doa  on the M%ddls F-lint River, ehar&ct-erhzed br a 

satt1emwnX ~ysten 02 lar8e mound centers w i ~ h  only a s m a l l  

number a£ aaraox ,o.ccupations 5m t h e  sur~o lund ing  region. 

Q~rdx's (19663 swvsp i n & l ~ a t c s  t h a t  ~ h c f e  was ~ c c a p t t i o a  od 

the lower Piedmont along E ' ~ E  Uppar F l i n t  QurTag both L ~ m a r  

Phases, but there 1s ag evidence .of l a ~ g e  or important 

popalnt ioa  EcnCers above cbs  f a l l  EUio d u r i n g  this  t i m e .  

The admLni&trakiwe csntertr of this Lyp-skhas3tzed lch&efdom 

q r e  I o a t e d  fmmediatfy b e l w  t h e  Fell Line, in the notthern 

p o r t i o n  of t h e  f i s o d p h i n  expan~ioa an the Mlddla Plint, and 

polpulaET@ns s&am to fa&ffP beea b a t 4 e l y  relsttlleted t o  thZs 

aosthera sqgmsat, 

There 5s ~evidenee,  howevex, 'that there was L - o c k e t t  

Phese occapetion in t h e  aouthstn p~r&$sa ~f t b f g  flo'odplai'n. 

$<It@ 9&50, whilse i t  58s p.et to be  Ioeatsd,  itisplaya the  

eo8uthezn~ lo ,~ t  ggfbence of L e k e t f ;  Phase occupation, and as 

sac$, haa beaxlag om t h e  idlentiEic,aEiaa 0% t h 3 s  chiefdom as 



t h e  Provtnce of Taa visAted by the exgadition o f  Hesnando 

beSdts in MaPsh of 1540,  

As noted  5n Chapter One, in t h e i r  t - e c o n s t r u ~ t f ~ o n  of 

t h e  ~ r a u t e  of the  DaSoto eacpedftion., Budson, et al. (1984) 

proposed tha t  P e S ~ t a  crossed the Flint Mvcr s o u t h  sf 

Moat~zuma, Ga,, where t h e y  encountered a large tswa of the 

Provialee of  Toa, which t h e s e  authors suggest: extended n a p t h  

to th& F a l l  L i n e  a@ a m a l l  chiefdqm, Theis p l a c e m e n t  of 

t h e  southern t i p  ef t h i ~  chfsfdom, visited by DeSetn an h i s  

rnate to the nartheast, was baaed on Hays' (1933) mknntion of 

scvexal "Xn84iaa msunds" Sn t .his  v icaai tg ,  which had newer 

been l o c a t e d  or archaeologicalky tested before the present 

gtrady. B a s e d  an the ~ e t s u l ~ t s  o f  this project ,  it is clear 

that thete is no e v i d e n c e  of sixteenth century abori-gina3 

o c c u p a t f ~ s n  Tn the  s e g a e n t  &f the Middle! FXiqt  south of 

Mqntezuma, nor in fact along, the e n t i r e  Middle F l i , n t  Biver 

south  sf t h e  floodplain expanse just below t h e  Pall L i n e .  

Several af the tqra~unda" mnt-ioned by Bays  (1933) were 

located by this author, and a13 t u r n e d  o u t  to Be natural 

sand h i l l g  or  topagraghfe r-i-ses with5q the modern 

f 1 ~ 8 p l a i n ,  n o t  only without evidence a f  man-&ado 

earthworks, but also l a c k i n g  any occupation later than the 

Brunaon Phase, terretnatfng t h r e e  centuries  before BeSoto1s 

exped5tidn. 

It is clear, however, t h a t  there was sixteenth 

ceqtory  Loekett Phase a e c u p a t i q n  a s  f a r  south as seventeen 

m i l e s  belaw t h e  F a l l  L i n e  (repres>eatcd b y  the Lamar I n c i s e d  



liowl found in the river) ,  ansd Budson Cpe'rsonaS. 

communication) agrees chaz it is possible that ~eSbtn'k 

crossin-g of the F l i n t  RivL@r as the RZver of Toa may have 

occurred as Ear north as t h i s  p o i n t ,  implying that the 

southernmast Lockatt Phase rillage, somewhere within t h e  

aouehern end of t h e  sub-Fall Lfne floodplain expansion, map 

h a v e  been t h e  town vi@ited by D a S a t ~  in 1540. S i n e a  t h i s  

siTe has n o t  been e.xa~minad (pxssuming some posa ioo  QP the 

site remains)., ita s la& or i&portance cannot be eva1,uated. 

If i t  was, houerer, the sfta vlaited by DeSoto, it would 

ind ica te  that the Lockett Phase chiefdom daliaaatsd witbin 

thzs study was in fact the Province of  Toa of the  DsSoto 

oxpedf tioa cbronFcf es .  

Is there athor  .ev idence  tso s u p p o r t  t h i s  conclusion ? 

An c ~ a m f n ~ a t i o a  of c b e  phys.isa1 environment of t h e  entire 

Flint River  valley, p r e s e n t e d  5a Chapter Two, suggegto t h e  

there were k w  l o c a l e s  uh ich  could have provided an optiaaf 

flocvdplain h a b l t a t  f80r MiastssAppian populations on the 

F l i n t  R j v e r .  Oaa oE t h d e ,  t he  msfor .sub-Fall Line 

f l a o d p l a f n  expansboa, is wfth3n the ~ u t v e y  area, and has 

b e a n  e m p i r i c a l l y  denotra,trated t o  have been the sfte of 

concentra ted  Migsissippian occupat5on.  qnd mast l i k e l y  

c o n s t i t u t e d 8  a sfanple Missiseippian ~ h i e f d ~ o m ,  at leaot during  

the Thornton and b e k e t f  Phases. The other likely area is 

'the regson w e s t  o f  r resent-day Albany ,  Ga., where several 

l arge  cf aeks form r e l a t i v e l y  &xtsasi  vc f l o o d p l a l i n s  w i t h i n  a 

Eaixly well-daf ined r-e'gf on. Once a g e i n ,  archaeological 
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data, although 3 n o ~ f  f Lcfent in phl s  a'tea, frrdfcdates t h a t  

this was m b O  t 1fk.eXg the lo ,cat lon  of hnothax H Z s , s P s s i p p i a n  

soc ie ty .  Budson, et ax. ( 1 9 8 4 )  prapooe that t B e  Pine I s l a d  

Site <v9Ru1) mgp h a ~ c  been th-e vfWaga ~f 'Csgscbegn-i, and a 

eurs6rp exmninatfos af c a l l e e t i o a ~  at tbe Uafversity of  

Georgia r s v e ~ l  t h a t  a number of archaeolqgical sXtss in this 

g p n e r d  xepfan,  several ia~ludfng aae or mare mounds, 

display clear evidence ,of  sixteeat'h-&ent,u)r-y ~ d r t  Walt011 

occupation, 

The p o r t i o n s  of , the  F12nt R i v e r  Bctw-een these t w o  

Missi s s i p p , i a n  a;ocietics h,av-e adt  b'eea surveyed oextenstively,  

b u t  i C  is a p p a f m i t  that ?-here was little or no s i x t e e n t h  

century Missfssippfan ~ c c u p a t f ~ a  ~uCsPde f h a s a  two areas ,  

T h i s  clonforms qutta .  weis w i t h  the plaeemlent BE e h e  two 

c h l e f  doas whf ch DeSoto vig i ted  Gapaeheqtli sad TOR, within 

the t w q  a r e a @  denonstrated t o  have been occu~plted d u r i n g   he 

s f x t l e e ~ t h  ceatury. In a d d i t i s a ,  3 Z ~ f i s '  C18641) p.srcegt30a of 

a c u l t u r a l  d i s t i n c t i o n  between Cap'a~hepul and Taa, 

apparent ly  tied to climatic differances (Toa was described 

as t h e  f irs t  P r ~ v i a c e  Sn the cosid cnuetrg of tb ' s  north),  

~ q u d t e s  we11 with t h e  s!;rchaeolagde'~i,11y d e m ~ n s t s ~ a h l s  divksiaa 

between t h e  Fort Maltan ceramic region, of which t h e  tower 

Flint M3s%dss$,pgian groups formed a p a r t ,  a n d  t h e  hamar 

keramic fegfoa, which feeludes the Mfddfe F J ~ J I ~  g iver 

sacfetp aescribed fn this study. Although f h e T e  2 s  some 

over&ap i n  t h e  ooran5cs o f  each reg$on, a major d i v i d t a g  



line may be plaeed hatwean the southern and northern 

Mfssissf &an s o c i e t i e s  an t h e  Flfnt River, 

O m  further tan ta l3z ing  hit pf evidemce £lor 

s ixteef i t& century Spanfsh  c o n t a c t  wdth Che MSddJs Fl5nt 

River reg ion  as Toa appoarm in the farm o f  a f ~ a g m e n t  of a 

c r y s t a l l i n e  q u a r t z  b e a d  fragment recover.sd from Level 4 of 

Test French #1 at Hatting- Pi3sey Mo"und {aoeed in Chapter 

Three),  The bead was sifted o a t  of secure manndffll 

context, and mgst l i k e l y  originate; in Stratum A a f  Wound 

Stage 111, the d e b r i s  l a p e t  p r e c e d f s g  the temqAaal maundfil .1 

d e p o s l t  at t h e  maund. It thus dates to t h e  latter part of 

the Lackstt Phas.e, placing its d e p p o i t i a n  in the mound 

s~meti f l~e  dq'rtwg t h e  early 6T mld-ssxteeath century,  sometime 

before sa, B,D. 15SOs 

The bead is h94hIy fragmented, sad thus only 

seggqst.3oos reg-ding ft"s o r 5 $ i n a t  shlape prqg be o f f ered  

(Figure 7.4). It was abPomg %a shape, sad 9ts diaenaions in 

a directiai p e r p e n d i c u l a r  to the drilled hole were 9 mm. i'n 

width and over 19 mm. fn length, The surface is f r n s t e d ,  

e i t h e r  a)s a p k s d a e t  of mwanrrfaefure or eros ive  eee, aad i s  

r a l a t f v ~ e l p  even  a,nd rounded, althorrgh natural facets 

rpsultkna, f r ~ m  , c~ystaLl ir te  imperfections do appear. The 

hole $& 4 Dm'. f'n disuetee and aver 9 m a ,  Lmng &=he thP~knes'is 

of t h e  b e e d  c-anaot be determined], and shows e x t r e m e l ~  Paenr 

straftions an i t s  I n t e x i a x .  due to d r i l l i n g  a c t l w .  

SPgndfic-antly,  the hole 3s p a t r a l l ~ l - s i d e d ,  a$ .spp.osed t o  

f he typical bf conjteal form of ,sontheast.ern a b o r i g i n a l  



F i g u r e  7 . 4  

C ~ y s t a l l i f i e  Quartz Bead Fragment 

Rar-15.1>egr.-Pamsey Mound (9.Ti12) 
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In conclasfofi ,  ft id Saggegted heFe t h a t  t h e  la@@ 

L o c k ~ t t  Phase xepresedts khe  historically documented 

Province oE Taa v2sPfZe.d by t h e  Ilefkotca ~ x p d f t i . c r n  in March of 

1 5 4 0 ,  Only with oxteasdve aurvey aald tast-fng a l w g  the 

entire F l i n t  River in order to determine the prec ise  

XocatSans of sixkseath centu-rg Missf s,sf pp,ian pop,ulation,s 

w i l l  this sulggestion Be surpport.ed e s  re fu ted ,  What i s  

c l e a r ,  h~wewar, id t h a t  s ~ a i e t l a s  w.ith$n only a ver$ f e w  

years a f t e r  t h e  BeSoto -ezrpedStion gaassd through 3outh 

Georgia, t h e  entire Mi$dla  F U n t  Pi per regsion was abandoned 

by MississSppiaa popnlati6ns, never t a  witness S a b s > t d ~ t i a l  

occupat ion a ~ a i n  u n t i l  the l a t ' t e r  half of t h e  afghteenth 

c e n t u r y ,  over twu ceaturbes L a t e r ,  Marvin Smf k h ' s  ,6 1g87) 

s t u d y  of t h e  effects ef t h e  ,depopsulatiQn of t he  faltaa5or 

s o u t h e a s t  as a result af European contact revea l s  that 

epf demfq disewseo i n t r o d u ~ e d  b y  direct o"r indirect  ca.rrta~t 

with EuropWna maF have  devastated ab.orXginal southe.east,extr 

p s p u l a t i b n s .  Gmf t h  document& s . e~ara l  inwtances of 

population q l e v ~ q a a t  g r  m i g r a t i o n  as (a p.oasibIe response to 

such diaaase, and f f  d o e s  n e t  soem asreasonable to suppose 

that t h i s  map have accurre,d an t h e  M i ' d d l e  F l i n t ,  Th& f a c k  

that t h e  e n t i r e  region was abandoned almost immediatfy after 

a p o s s i b l e  a r e a t  contack ~ 5 t h  DcSoto's army can h a r d l y  be 

explained by c ~ & n e i d e n a e .  Wether or n o t  PeSota a c t u a l l y  

v i s i t e d  thse r e g i o n ,  the  t o t a l  abandonment of the Middle 

F l i n t  River ftannd5atly su8.seqw.emt to t h 9 s  e x p e d i t i o n  seeas 

most l i k e l y  to have been prompted by same t o a s e q u l n , c e ,  



direct or i n d i r e c t ,  of t h l s  jourmey. WZthaut further 

evjtdcnce, h o w e w t ,  disease remains b u t  one possible 

explanatfon far t h f s  abandonment, and at present, no 

suggestions cafi %e offered regardSng the ul t imate  f a t e  of 

this dgronp, 



CHAPTER EIGHT 

SUMMARY AND 8SUGG%3TIONS FOR PUTUXE RESEARCH 

i s  an e f f o r t  to construct  an h i r i a l  data base for  

t b e  geographical and  chr~nological diatributio~ of 

H s s i s , s i p p i e n  o ~ c u p s ~ L 0 1 ~  along t h e  M i d d l e  F l i n t  Rfvsr, t h i s  

study h a s  been aomparatively successfol.  It bas  provided a 

ceramic chra~ologp f a r  t h e  r e g i o n  baaed an archeological 
I 

testing in both plat farn  aounds gad a g~ographicsllg 

e x t e n s i v e  regfanal s a r v e p  whieh p e r m i t s  the  i s t e g r a t i m  of a 

number o f  non-mound Mississippian s i t a o  into t h e  temporal 

framework of the  eatahl l shad  ceramic chranofogy .  T h i s  data 

bass %n fts preseht foran' a d d f t A o r z a l l p  allowe a nur'ber of 

inferences to be made regardzng t h e  s p e c i f i c  nature of t h e  

Mfes ias fppP&n s o c i e t y  an the M i d d l e  F l i n t ,  and thuo 

demonstrates the interpretive pOtentia1 of s u l ~ h  d a t a  bases, 

Test exczavatfon& a t  'Neislsr (9Trl) and Hastlep-Pasay 

(9Trl2) Mound's produced s t ss t t f ied  ceramic s a m p l e s  spanning 

several stages of m,ound c o n s t r ~ t t ~ 0 ~ 1  and preeeauad activity. 

Thseae col fec t iona , ,  upon a n a - l p s i s ,  not o n l y  a i d e d  in t h e  

constructfan of a M i s a i s s i p p f a a  period ceramic chronology 

Eor bhe Middle F l Z n t  RAvet, but also peruitted the datfng o f  

~stageo of mound ~ o n s ' t ~ r u c t k o n  and use as an ind ica tor  62 t h e  

existence of central ized authority daring,  each phase of t h e  
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8 V f s s i a ~ 9 p p i a a  peri0.d. !Three M i ~ ~ s P s ~ i p p i a n  phases were 

dafiaed on the  b a s i s  03 t h i s  testing, 

Regional a x c h a e o l ~ g i c a l  Burvep, whi le  l i m i t ' e d  and 

sonewhat bissgd by the usle of an infaraprat s'urPe3 strat#gp, 

resulted in the  di~fcoverp' 'of 113 previausljr undacumented 

archaeoIo%ical sites a long  the M i  ddls Rlint River  valley, 

Of t h i s  total number of sitets, 27 revealed mme cv-Ldence oE 

bccupaefon Qurfng the K$o~issfppZan p e r i o d .  Incl~ding t h e  

two monnda, then4 29 Misisles$ppb&n aft<es arc now knma t a  

e x i s t  along t h i s  portgan o f  the Flint R i v e r ,  These ~ i ~ t e s  

arJe a l l  either d f r c c t l p  adja'eant t o  er in very close 

proximity to the act3ve'  EleodpZain of t h e  rbver v a l l e y ,  and 

v i s t a a l l y  a11 are associated w i t h  t h e  majox sub-Fa11 Line 

expaneion o f  tho Middle F l i n t  River flosdplain, yhgcb seams 

to have been an opki-~a3i h a b f t e t  for locaL Mfssiasfppian 

p o p u l a t f ~ o n s .  M i s s i s s i p p i a n  sites additionally tend € 0  lie 

situated ia very cf,ose proximity tq the modern( aTver channsel 

i&'sdf: all b u t  onb are vfEhAn a mile of the FlSf i t .  The 

sites #.re typically l o c a t e d  on t h e  b l u f f  edges of r e l i c  

PiLeistoeene g_lluviaX terraces or on tarrace remnants within 

the active f l o o d p h ~ s .  

The MiSa. is , s ipian s o c f o t i a a  repre8eat.ed by these  

s i t e s  ware probably characterized by a ranked f o s h  of ao'c ial  

as6 p o l i t f ~ c p 1  ~rgaa3zatf oa,  and afwost c r r - r t a i d y  at tainei l  

T h e  status ,of csh%efdom, Larger sad aBre i n t e n s f v e  

accupakions appear to be p.recferentially located along the 

nor-th'ern -reaches o f  the eub-FaLl L t n e  PJoodplain expans9an, 



a d j a c e n t  ta the P'fedmunt. Larger sites appeax t g  be 

reg.ularly s p a ~ e d  a3o.tag t h e  course o f  thma ~ 3 v e - r ,  and as such 

ma.y r e f l ec t  an or@an;izational pattefn f n  settlem,eat 

distributipn. The existence of mound canatructi~n is 

evidence ,of c e n t m l f  zed a u t h o r i t y  du-rltlg t h e  MSssissipplian 

per%od, b u t  this may 1 ~ t  have  been t h e  case 8t3roughbut the 

e n t i r e  Hfasissippian o c c u p a t i o n  of t h e  Middle F l i n t  Xivex .  

It 58 t h i ~  temporal variatf~n whfch may be 

spect f  t c a l l y  address~ed by the fat agratf on -of t h e  rs[gional  

survey results w i t h  the ceramic chro'nologp constructed on 

t h e  basis of test excavations in the mound canters,  It is 

e v i d m t  that Mssrllssippfas occupat ion o.r#g=inates d u r b g  the 

Late Etawah parfad, around 4, D, 1110. While Mississf ppian  

occupation dur ing  the B r u n ~ o n  Phase appears to concentrate 

on the  sub-FalZ Li-ne fLoodplaln expanse, a ~ d  althou-gh there 

is e v i d e n c e  far  t h e  regular spacfng of larger population 

centers, no1 f i r m  e v i d e n c e  fo 'r  mound comstrucfion w-as 

~btained, The degree to which this  B ~ u e s a n  Phase s o c i e t y  

mag have been palitlcally c s n t r a l f s e d ,  perhaps s f g a n i z e d  

i n f o  a s5mple chie fdom,  can therefore only b e  guessed at. 

It & B  c l e a ~ ,  however, that t h e  Bransna Phase as 

characterfz-ed' by a somewhat mare extensslve settlement 

d i s t r i b u t i w n  than t h a t  Ghich characterizes t h l e  latgr phases, 

B,etween 1225 and A.D. 4325, t h e  M i d d l e  F l i n t  

R iver  appears t m  have b e e n  l a r g e l y  abandonedt for reasons  

whzch are u n c l ~ a r  at this time. There is n'o e v i d e n c e  of 
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Mississippian occupation durfng the Savanaah p e r i o d  in a n y '  

archacolmogicaS , g i t ; e s  discmvpred  $n t h e  sax-vey area, 

including t b s  twa nMurnd centers. Alrbbugb thds  lxray be due 

to an inability to recogdiEe Sa~amnali ceramics, based on 

present lda&a, abandonLment seems the m - ~ s t  l i k q S y  explanat ion.  

A t  roaghly A * D ,  1325, Missf saippf an occupatLoa! 

reappears on the  Middle F l i n t ,  although in a somewhat 

di f f erant  fprm than e v i d e n c e d  f o ~  the Brnnsgn Phase.  T h l s  

Early 'Lamat- oceupatdas, ctefiqed a s  the Thornton Pbwse,  is 

marked by only a few large populatidm center's, at Leaat one 

of  which, Rartlep-Posey, exhibited mound c o n s t r u c t i o n  d u r i n g  

the p l w s e ,  Binor accapatAoms outafde  these p~palat%on 

centers er-gpaar t'o heye been xedaeed 6'4th in number and 

d is tance  from the mound cen teps ,  ofid thu$ it is eaggesited 

t h a t  the  Thorneon Phase r;e,pxese~ts a s i m p l ~ e  chiefd.om with a 

more ccatral&%ad settlemeat d i s t r i b < o t i o n  thaa w6e the ease 

during the  Brunson Phase. 

Th<is ~ h d e f ~ d o m - l e v e l  oc.capakion extended into t h e  

Late Lamor p e t i a d ,  heglanirig  at A.B. 1450. Phis f i n a l  

p e r i o d  o f  Miss9ssfpgiaa occupation of khe Middle F l - i n t ,  

defined as the Lackptt Pha,se, aeem.3 t p  be marked by a 

~ k m i l a r  central lbat-$sn of b.otk t h e  setf le,ment di@trJEs,ation 

and admiaistrael~e & n r h o r i t y .  Mound centers seem to have 

been at t h e i r  peak of occupation, w i t h  Large volumes of  

mounldffX1 added to bath mounds d u r i n g  t h e  phase, Minor 

Lockett Phase  occupat iuna,  however, are g e n e r a l l y  m a l l  b o t h  

fn number and' dksfance frgm t h e  mounda. It La probable  that 
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a p ~ p u l a t f ~ a n  contei: on t h e  southern end of thts chf~sffdom was 

~isited by t h e  expedition of Bepaando DgSoto in Harch of 
0 

154,0, and B f  this is, in E,at,t, the case, t h e  L-otkett Phase 

chiefdom may bave bean known as Toa during the ear ly  

s.&xteenth ~ e a t a r y ,  sogn after this Spanish c o g t a c t ,  mound 

construction ceased, anl'd t h e  e-ntire Middle F l i a t  Rtver 

valley appeats to ,h,ave been  abandoned. Whether t h i s  

ab.ernd'oameak was a direct ow indirect result o f  the DeS-ate' 

v i l s i t  is unclear ale this t%~ce,  

M i ~ s ~ i a s f p p T a n  occupat ion  on tb$  BS8ddle PISnt R i v e r  

i s  c-haractariged by a n u m b e ~  sf var ia t i ons  through t5me. 

.Qccup@tfoa does q g t  seem t o  have bees eoa.t3auvus, hut was 

punctuated  b y  st least a century of abnAonwent .  Palitical 

centralization, w h i l e  presefik d u r i n g  t h e  last t w o  cefituxies 

of ac'cugati~on,, may n o t  have been as pronounc.ed 4uring  t h e  

,earlier bcertpatfon. Explanations for these  8trrapersf. 

var ia t ions  are unclear at prasent.  It i#. apparent, h~v%Ver, 

tha t  t.he F a l l  Line zone of t h e  F l i n t  R i v e r  w.aa the location 

bE a l a r g e  Milssfssfppian society centered on fbe t w o  s m o a ~ d s  

which hasa been ree ,ognized  far m&uy gears ~ J F  archaeal-P.gi&eo, 

It 58 abundantly evid-ent that there is immense 

p o t a n t f a l  f o r  future research al.aag the M9dd1,e F l i n t  Xiver, 

and not  j u a t  within >the Miss%s&fppiBa pLePiod,  Althlotfgh t h e  

data b,gse a s s e m b l e d  a-s a reault of this project  permitted a 

~illrnbcr osf inferences ,to h e  made, much mare work xetraakns to1 

bs done  before aAgn%FS€aat 'cen'elusions map be proposed. B 

thorough examination of the apeciffc characterTstics of t h e  



pJhy&&cal snrpirsnrptene b f  t h e  ESAdQle l F l i n t  R i v e r  region, 

iaclad3ng varTatfoas in soils, v e p e t a t f o n ,  ste, ,  ia a 

oece-ss&%y preface fox &a l e v d u a t f  on 03 E11se&s~&ppf an 

setf lemsnt distr3b~kisn. In addit%Lna to t h e  obvious goals  ,nf 

further  ref .U%ng %he regional Missf ssigpf on ceramic 

cbroeologp aad o b t a f o h g  a w e  thorough srt~v~ey coweEag+ f o r  

t h e  reg ion ,  particalarlp in uplhnd lacakf ans and wmthfn t h e  

modern s w a m p  bot tnas ,  mere aiaected research map proceed on 

the Basf s of &oacl.rre.i-a~s ~ f s e r e d  Sa thf B, report, 

Id pafticula~, d&g%ct'e 65 termpara1 ~ ~ a r 3 a t i a f i  

isdantif iad ia this +tadg should  be purs.ued, The niost 

s b v i 6 . u ~  prablem is khe gap Sn t h e  ceramic *~hrwnoI~gy: does 

P t  r'efleck an al)&ajdoement of the rsgl.on, -or merely a-n 

inadequate a@quaBce Qz s%te survey? Also, wha.t Are t-he 

o ~ l g f n s  ef tb$s Mfssia9lppiam sgeie't:y? %ire a vesp fee 

@ood$tock a n d  Nep3el: @ha*da wexe reco6vered ' i f i  the au-rsep, 

t h e r e  is little e~Td&nce .of ab,axf g i f i a l  secupatf en fmed%atXy 

preeodiog the  Braason Phase. 5s thib apsfa a result of 

flaws fn the Late Woodtarid c:e-rami.c c-hronologp, or does t k  

reflect a seal lack of 6ccu,p&tSon? 

h r t h e r  r e ~ a a r e h  should a&se c ~ n c ~ o n t e a e e  on an 

svaZaat3os 015 r4c d'egree of polit&cal centraI3aatf~o.n w4thSn 

'this M ~ i s s i s s A p p % a n  so~E&t y Ekr0,ugB a l l  phased sf or&upat ion,  

Further subqprface t e s t b e  w i t h i n  'each t n ~ a n d  could be 

~ c a k r f e d  quk In order t o  msre pracL;gely identify t h e  daJBes of 

mound ~ c o a ~ t z u ~ c k i a f i ,  and r e ~ f n a a l  snrve9 s h a d - d  %xrcorp'a&at:e 

i n t e n s i v e  ca&$ect&gn ~ n d  t)e<st excawations in order ts more 



183 

s d e q u e t e l p  #eoalaate t h e  p e t f o d s  and degree of Mist~ iss fppTan 

oceupatSan at all oltt&s, With more compl~eta survey coverage 

of t h e  regfoa, statisticaJ testa might be a p p r d ~ d  t o  

eo.3luat.e m ~ d e l s '  o f  c'entsaE  face #or he'irarehic'al setklamsnt 

di'tributf  on. 

AdditianaJS'p., future  research should  d e l v e  Into t h e  

quest% on of DeSoto's jout,s'cf throu,gh t h e  r e g i o n ,  and sthe 

sou$heram~st  lar$e Loekett Phase ~ c ~ ~ p i & d  during thfs 

e x p e d f t i o n  shsould be tested f u r  erideaue af 9ganish contac t .  

Clgrifi~ation of the DeSoto rolsee will ,aise be alcc'o;mplfsha,d 

by extesalve survey a l o n g  t h e  portion of the M i d d l e  and 

Lower Flint downriver from this polity ia osdar  ts eva1uat.e 

whether this i s +  in gact, t h e  mo,st U k n f p  saadidate for  the 

Froofnee o f  Tea. 

Xn c~nc2usfoa, the prasient study has o f f e ~ e d  a 

number of coacJpsioaa regarding t h e  Miss$ss$ppiaa ~ c c n p a t g m  

@a t h e  U d d T e  F l i n t  Liv.e,r-. Many tig these are based on 

adaquete d a t a ,  b u t  meet aye hind,erkd by the l i m i t e d  nature 

of t h e  data recovered dtlr$ng t h J ~  project ,  These 

e o n c l u s Z ~ n s ,  then,  sheuld a t  yr'esent be regarded as testzible 

hypotheses  which must be subjahted t~ critical era3uation b y  

f u t u r e  research, It fe  g v i d e n t ,  however, that  ghf s sbudy  

prov5des a rudia~ntarf data bade whfch now pern i t s  infor-mod 

questiaea t a  be asked about  the n a t u r e  of M l a i f s s i p p i b a n  

occupation on the Htddle Blfnt RLver, thus provzding  a basSo 

far directed fntars research 3n the r@glon,  
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