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ABSTRACT

The Phase I archeological investigations of the U.S. Route 29 Corridor
Study, Charlottesville and Albemarle County, Virginia, consisted of a
survey of the candidate build alternatives for the proposed bypass. The
purpose of the survey was to assist in compliance with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, and other applicable federal and state
mandates. The report includes discussions of prehistoric and historic
contexts, field investigations and results, analyses and interpretations
of data collected, and recommendations. For purposes of this report, the
project area was defined as all corridor segments surveyed by JMA. In
total, JMA surveyed 55 miles of a 250-foot-wide corridor and 185 acres of
interchanges. Shovel tests were excavated at 140-foot (43-meter)
intervals in two parallel rows, 72 feet (22 meters) on either side of the
center line. The survey resulted in the identification and testing of 58
sites and the testing of 2 previously recorded sites. Fifteen sites
identified during a previous survey within portions of the project area
were included in the analyses, as were two previously recorded sites
within the project area which have been destroyed. Analyses of the 49
prehistoric sites within the project area generally corroborate Hantman’s
1985 data regarding site locations and environmental site predictors in
Albemarle County. Twenty-eight historic sites were identified, including
6 cemeteries. Twenty-four sites within the project area (8 prehistoric,
10 historic, and 6 prehistoric/historic) are considered potentially
eligible for the National Register of Historic Places and therefore are
recommended for Phase II evaluative testing. Two historic sites within
the project area are recommended as potentially eligible as contributing
properties of a potential historic district.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Purpose and Goals of‘the Project

The project reported herein consisted of the Phase I archeological survey
of the U.S. Route 29 Corridor Study, Charlottesville and Albemarie County,
Virginia (Figure 1). The purpose’of the survey was to assist in
compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of
1966, as amended; the Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1966, as amended; the
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969; and other app]icable federa]
and state mandates. The Sverdrup Corporation was selected by the Virginia
Department of Transportation (VDOT) to prepare the Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS). John Miiner Associates (JMA) was retained by Sverdrup
Corporation to conduct the Phase I cultural resources survey for the Route
29 Corridor Study. The report of the historic architectural survey is

presented in a separate volume (Meyer and Foster 1989).

The goals of the Phase I archeological survey were to determine the

presence or absence of prehistoric and historic archeological sites within
the proposed candidate build alternatives and to assess their potential
eligibility for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). The
Phase I survey was divided into two parts, designated Phase Ia and Phase
Ib. The Phase Ia study included a literature search of previously
compiled information on the location of known prehistoric and historic
archeological sites within the study area (defined below). The Phase Ib

study consisted of an archeological survey designed to locate previously

unidentified archeological resources in selected alternatives. The




evaluation of NRHP eligibility will be undertaken during the Phase II
study.

For the purposes of this report, the study area is defined as the area
within Albemarle County, Virginia, which is contained within the
easternmost and westernmost boundaries of the June 1988 conceptual
alternatives for the Route 29 Corridor Study (Figure 1). The project area
is defined as all proposed 250-foot-wide conceptual and candidate build
alternatives surveyed during Phase Ib archeological investigations (Figure
2). The project vicinity is bounded by the easternmost (6B) and
westernmost‘(IZ) candidate build alternatives and inciudes all the land in

between which is north of the U.S. Route 250 Bypass.

Phase Ia investigations were begun by JMA in November 1987 and tomp]eted
in May 1988. Phase Ib investigations were conducted between June 1988 and
February 1989. Charles D. Cheek served as Project Manager and Principal
Investigator. J. Sanderson Stevens and Donna J. Seifert shared the
responsibilities of supervising the field investigations and laboratory
analysis and prepared the report. Field teams which participated in the
Phase Ib investigations varied from 6 to 12 technicians plus supervisory
staff, including Norman Little, Jr., Ellen A. Armbruster, Joseph Balicki,
Troy Martin III, Kenneth Joire, and Dana Heck. Graphics were prepared by

Sarah Ruch and the manuscript was typed by Ann Anajjar.

Following the description of the study area and the environmental setting,
subsequent sections of the repoft present an archeological overview, a

discussion of the survey and laboratory methods, survey results, and data
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analysis. The concluding sections present the summary and recommendations
and references cited. Figures, plates, tables, and an appended artifact

inventory complete the report.

1.2 Description of the Study Area

The study area is located in central Virginia within the Piedmont Plateau
physiographic province. The Piedmont region of Albemarle County consists
of a broad upland surface dissected by numerous streams, and a few
isolated hills dot thé Tandscape (Devereux et al. 1940:2). The topography
varies from 300 to 800 feet (ft) above sea level and gives the Piedmont
its rolling to hilly relief. The Rivanna River forms the principal
drainage in the area. Major tributary streams include the North Fork
Rivanna River, South Fork Rivanna River, Moormons River, Mechums River,

Ivy Creek, Powell Creek, Naked Creek, and Redbud Creek.

The study area, as illustrated in Figure 1, is bounded on the east by
Conceptual Alternative 1 and on the west by Conceptual Alternative 15.
The northern boundary is defined by the intersection of Conceptual
Alternatives 14 and 15 with Route 29, and lies immediately north of the
Albemarle-Greene county line. The southern boundary lies approximately
eight miles south of Interstate 64 and contains Conceptual A]ternatives

1A, 2B, 3B, 4B, and 58B.

The underlying 1ithology consists of various igneous and metamorphic rocks

(e.g., granite, gneiss, quartz, quartzite, schist, and soapstone) of
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Precambrian age. Local Tithic materials consist of the ubiquitous

Piedmont quartz and occasional stream cobbles of quartzite and chert.

Two soil types, Cecil soils (77%) and Davidson soils (12%), constitute 89%

~ of the soils within the study area (Devereux et al. 1940: soil map).

These soils are generally a yellow-brown loam in the surface horizon and
range from a Strong brown loamy clay to red clay in the subsoil. The
Davidson and Cecil soils are fertile and moderately well to well drained
and occur on gently sloping to sloping surfaces (Devereux et al. 1940:12-
13). A variety of less significant soil types;cqmprises the remainder of

the study area.

Native vegetation once consisted of a mixed upland hardwood forest
including oak, chestnut, and hickory (Braun 1967). However, because of
the chestnut blight, present-day forests consist of oak, hickory, and
pine. A majority of the study area lies in secondary-growth pine forests
with an understory of scrub vegetation, greenbrier, and poison ivy. The

remainder of the study area contains pastures, cultivated fields,

‘residential areas, and commercial developments.

Albemarle County experiences a humid, temperate, semi-continental climate
with cool, mild winters and warm, moist summers. The average annual
precipitation of 45 inches is evenly distributed throughout the year, and

the average number of frost-free days is 210.




1.3 Project Description

The definition of the project area began with more than 400 possible
alternatives. The initial screening process in February 1988 reduced the
number to 29 conceptual alternatives, which were formed by various
combinations of segments (discrete portions of an a]ternative).’ The 29
conceptual alternatives included a base case in which relatively minor
modifications would be made to U.S. Route 29. More detailed analysis
reduced the conceptual a]ternétives to six candidate build alternatives:
6, 7, 9, 10, 11, and 12. The base case, Alternative 9 (a ten-lane
expressway following the existing U.S. Route 29), and the southern portion
of Alternative 7 (previously surveyed for the McIntire Road/Meadow Creek
Parkway), were excluded from the scope of work for the cultural resources
investigations. When Alternative 8, an eight-lane expressway, was -later
added to the candidafe build alternatives, it too was excluded from the
scope of work. The six original candidate build alternatives were
presented by Sverdrup to the Route 29 Corridor Study Joint Task Force at a
public information meeting in June 1988. The project area for the
cultural resources investigations, however, included five alternatives:

6, 7, 10, 11, and 12.

Further analysis of the proposed candidate build alternatives resulted in
various changes. Some candidate build alternatives were modified, while
others Were dropped from further consideration. Additionally, two
options, Alternatives 6B and 7A, were developed, as were four connectors
between Alternatives 11 and 12. Thus, in July 1988, some segments of the
original candidate build alternatives were downgraded to conceptual

alternative segments. Some of these downgraded segments had already been
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surveyed by JMA. These segments are hereafter identified in the text and
tables and on maps as the June 1988 segments. (Those segments which were
no longer proposed as part of a candidate build alternative and which had

not yet been surveyed are not considered further.)

Refinement and modification of the segment locations for the proposed
candidate bdi]d alternatives continued throughout the summer and fall of
1988. Most changes were completed by September 1988. - Thus, all segments
which are part of a proposed candidate build alternative at the writing of
this report (June 1989) are referred to hereafter as the September 1988
segments; these September 1988 segments comprise the September 1988

candidate build alternatives. Segments which were under consideration as

‘part of a candidate build alternative as of December 1988 are also

referred to as September 1988 candidate build alternatives, regardless of
when the segment was formalized. Hence, the September 1988 candidate
build alternatives identified in Figure 2 include segments of the original
proposed candidate build alternatives, defined in June 1988, as well as
modified segments, new segments, options, and connectors defined during
August and September 1988. 1In addition, minor modifications were added in
November and December 1988. Each alternative to be surveyed, i.e., the
project area, was defined by Sverdrup on 1:600-scale United States
Geological Survey (USGS) topographic maps and 1:600-sc§1e aerial
photographs.

The aforementioned modifications to the original proposed candidate build

~alternatives affected the schedule of the archeological field survey.




Three field sessions, June/July, August, and November/December 1988, were
required in response'to the changing definitions of the project area. The
project area of'the proposed candidate build alternatives, inc]uding the

options and connectors, is described below.

The project area (Figure 2) includes five candidate build alternatives (6,
7, 10, 11, and 12), options for two alternatives (6B and 7A), and
connectors (the segments which Tink Alternatives 11 and 12). The segments
which comprise candidate build alternatives, options, and connectors were
assigned letter desighations in November 1988. Segment designations a
through w were assigned by Sverdrup to all September 1988 candidate build
alternatives, and segment designations aa through mm were assigned by JMA
to all June 1988 conceptual alternatives. Figure 2 illustrates all the
proposed June 1988 and September 1988 alternatives and their composite
segments, and Table 1 identifies the combination of segments which

comprise the September 1988 candidate build alternatives.

Descriptions of the five candidate build alternatives (6, 7, 10, 11, and
12), the two options (6B and 7A), and the four connectors between
Alternatives 11 and 12 are presented below and illustrated in Figure 2.
The alternative descriptions, provided by Sverdrup,’begin at the southern

end of the project area and proceed to the north.

Alternative 6, which has an overall length of 8.35 miles, begins on U.S.
Route 250 E with an interchange 1,400 ft west of State Farm Boulevard.
This alternative crosses Route 20, 1,350 ft south of Franklin Drive;

passes through Rivanna Park, crosses the Rivanna River, and passes through
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Pen Park and the proposed Dunlora subdivision; parallels the Southern
Railway track, crosses Free State Road and the South Fork Rivanna River;
heads north, crosses the Southern Railway track and Route 643; passes
between Powell Cregk and the Southern Railway track; heads north through
the proposed Forest Lakes subdivision; crosses Route 649, 1,400 ft east of
U.S. Route 29, and continues northeast to its end with an interchange at

U.S. Route 29, one mile south of the North Fork Rivanna River.

Alternative 6B has an overall Tlength of 8.09 miles and begins at the same
location on U.S. Route 250 E as Alternative 6. This alternative heads
north, generally paralleling the west side of the telephone transmission
line; passes through the eastern portion of the Franklin subdivision;
crosses Route 769, 3,850 ft east of Route 20, and curves to the northeast
where it intersects Route 20, 2,100 ft south of Route 621; continues north
and crosses Redbud Creek, the North Fork Rivanna River, and Route 643
before connecting with Alternative 6, 4,900 ft north of the Southern
Railway track. Alternative 6B terminates at the U.S. Route 29 Interchange

at the same location as Alternative 6.

Alternative 7, which has an overall length of 8.01 miles, begins on
McIntire Road at the Nelson Drive intersection; heads north to a point
east of the tennis courts; crosses over U.S. Route 250 E, 700 ft west of
Park Street, and skirts the eastern boundary of McIntire Municipal Park;
heads north and crosses Melbourne Road, 300 ft west of Park Street;
continues north and crosses Rio Road, 2,200 ft east of the intersection of

the railroad track and Rio Road, connects with Alternative 6, south of




Free State Road, and follows that previously described alternative to its

northern terminus at U.S. Route 29.

Alternative 7A has an overall Tength of 7.67 miles and begins at the
intersection of U.S. Route 250 E with McIntire Road. It heads north
through the eastern portion of McIntire Municipal Park, paralleling
Schenks Branch Creek, and connects to Alternative 7, 800 ft north of
Melbourne Road; it then follows that previously described alternative to

its northern terminus at U.S. Route 29.

Alternative 10 has an overall length of 4.96 miles and begins at the
existing U.S. Route 250 W/U.S. Route 29 Bypass interchange. It heads
north and crosses Barracks Road, 900 ft west of Montvue Drive, where it
curves to the east-northeast and crosses Route 657, 2,100 ft northwest of
Albemarle High School; continues east through Rosslyn Ridge subdivision;
intersects Route 743, 700 ft north of Hydraulic Road; continues east
through the southern end of Squirrel Ridge subdivision, crosses Route 659,
1,600 ft north of Rio Road, and terminates with an interchange at U.S.

Route 29, 900 ft north of Woodbrook Drive.

Alternative 11 has an overall length of 8.68 miles and is the same as
Alternative 10 from the U.S. Route 250 W/U.S. Route 29 Bypass to 2,500 ft
north of Barracks Road. The alternative then heads northwest between
Stillhouse Road and Barracks Hi]], crosses Ivy Farm Drive, 500 ft west of
Wingfield Road, crosses Route 676 between Lawrence Road and Wyngate Road;
heads north and crosses South Fork Rivanna River and Route 844 between

Naked Creek and the subdivisions of Clover Hill and Ridgefield; heads
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northeast and intersects Route 743, 1,050 ft south of Route 606; and turns
east and continues to its end with an interchange'on U.S. Route 29

opposite Hollymead Memorial Gardens.

Alternative 12, which has an overall length of 11.58 miles, is the same as
Alternatives 10 and 11 to a pbint 2,500 ft north of Barracks Road. This
alternative then heads norfhwest, parallels Ivy Creek to the north, and
crosses Route 658, west of Pheasant Lane; heads northeast, west of Jumping
Branch Créek, and crosses Route 676, between Clearview Knolls and Logan
Village subdivisions; crosses South Fork Rfvanna River and then Route 844,
west of Naked Creek; continues northeast, intersecting Route 743, 2,700
ft west of the Charlottesville-Albemarle Airport; parallels the airport
boundary before turning to the northeast, crosses Route 850 just south of
Chris Greene Lake Park through Lake Acres subdivision; and turns east to
its end at an interchange with U.S. Route 29, 1,000 ft south of the North

Fork Rivanna River.

The connectors, segments which link Alternatives 11 and 12, also have been
assigned segment identifications. Connector h (12 to 11) begins at
Alternative 12, north of Route 658, and heads northeast along the northern
side of Jumping Branch Creek to its end at Alternative 11, south of Route
676. Connector 7 (11 to 12) begins at Alternative 11, south of Route 676;
heads north and crosses Route 676 between Lawrence Road and Wyngate Road;
continues north and crosses the South Fork Rivanna River; and terminates
at Alternative 12, south of Route 844. Connector k (12 to 11) begins at

Alternative 12, south of Naked Creek, and heads northeast and terminates

10




at Alternative 11 west of Route 743. Connector n (11 to 12) begins at
Alternative 11 at Route 844, heads north and terminates at Alternative 12,
west of Bridlepath Drive. Various combinations of connectors and segments
comprise five possible alignments for Alternatives 11 and 12 (see Table

1).

The June 1988 conceptual alternative segments were assigned letter
designations by JMA and are illustrated in Figure 2. Although a Phase Ib
survey was conducted along these corridors, Sverdrup and VDOT dropped -
these from further consideration. Consequently, detailed descriptions of

the June conceptual alternatives have not been provided.
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2.0 BACKGROUND RESEARCH

2.1 Prehistoric Background

The prehistoric sequence for Piedmont Virginia parallels that identified
for other areas of Virginia and the Middle Atlantic region. This sequence
is divided into seven periods: Paleo-Indian (11,000 to 8000 B.C.), Early
Archaic (8000 to 6500 B.C.), Middle Archaic (6500 to 3000 B.C.), Late
Archaic (3000 to 1000 B.C.), Early Woodland (1000 to 500 B.C.), Middle
Woodland (500 B.C. to A.D. 900), and Late Woodland (A.D. 900 to 1600).
The discussion that follows is based primarily on Carbone (1976), Gardner

(1987), Holland (1979), and Hantman (1985).

The Paleo-Indian and Early Archaic periods (ca. 11,000 to 6500 B.C.)
correspond approximately to the Late Glacial, Pre-Boreal, and Boreal
climatic episodes (Bryson et al. 1970). Thesé episodes were characterized
by cold winters and cool, moist summers. Seasonal climatic patterns were
less pronounced than at present. Pollen cores from Pennsylvania,
Maryland, and Virginia indicate that sbruce,~fir, and northern pine
forests with extensive open areas dominated the landscape during the early
stages, with noréhern hardwoods and reduced open areas typifying the later
stages (Carboﬁe 1976:41-50). During the Paleo-Indian and Early Archaic
periods, the adaptive pattern concentrated on large game animals, and the
relatively small human populations lived in bands that exploited extensive
territories. Vegetable foods were not ignored and probably contributed a
considerable percentage of caloric intake. It is probable, however, that

game movements were more important in determining scheduling of group
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behavior than was the seasonal availability of plants. The seasonal round
was partially determined by a decision to reside near deposits of
particular types of fine-grained stone which were favored for the
manufacture of tools and weapons (Johnson 1981:8). Diagnostic artifacts
for the Paleo-Indian period are Clovis and Dalton/Hardaway projectile
points. Kirk and Palmer points are common during the Early Archaic

period.

The Middle Archaic period (ca. 6500 to 3000 B.C.) corresponds to the '
Atlantic climatic episode, a period marked by increasing temperatures,
decreasing precipitation, and the establishment of seasonal climatic
patterns. The spread of open oak/hickory forests and oak/pine forests in
the higher elevations dominated the landscape, and deer became the
dominant fauna in the region. The increasing number of sites, coupled
with the increase in site size and functional diversity, indicate a
population increase as well as a shift in subsistence/settlement patterns.
The appearance of new tool types specifically designed for plant
processing, such as axes, mauls, and grinding slabs, and the occurrence of
sites in new environmental settings has led RappTeye and Gardner (1979:27-
32) to hypothesize that Middle Archaic populations began exploiting new
resources (primarily floral) in new environments on a seasonal basis.
Gardner (1987:57) speculates that Middle Archaic groups had two principal
site types: Tlarge seasonal base camps on floodplains and Pleistocene
terraces and smaller, transient camps adjacent to floodplain swamps and
Tow-order streams. Seasonal base camps were situated in areas which

afforded the greatest environmental diversity. Common Middle Archaic




projectile point styles in the Piedmont include Le Croy, Stanley,

Guilford, and Morrow Mountain.

The Late Archaic period (3000 to 1000 B.C.) coincides with the Sub-Boreal
climatic episode. The early Sub-Boreal episode (the xerothermi¢
interval), characterized by maximum warmth and dryness, was followed by a
brief period of increasing moisture and decreasing temperatures. By the
onset of the Sub-Boreal episode, the deciduous eastern woodland
environment and seasonal climatic patterns were fully established.
Carbone (1976:77-78) and Catlin et al. (1982:124) argue that changes in
climate, vegetation, and hydrology during this period resulted in
increasing resource density and diversity in riverine environments. As a
result, Late Archaic populations began to exploit riverine and/or
estuarine resources with ihcreased regularity throughout the Middle
Atlantic region (Catlin et al. 1982:132). Late Archaic sites in the
Piedmont have been identified from floodplain, Pleistocene terrace, and
bluff-top locations. 1In addition, some Late Archaic sites have been
identified near springs and lithic quarries in the nearby foothills and
mountain uplands. Common Late Archaic diagnostic artifacts in the area
include Savannah River, Orient Fishtail, Halifax, and Claggett projectile

points, as well as steatite vessels.

The Woodland period, which is subdivided into Early, Middle, and Late
divisions, approximately corresponds to the Sub-Atlantic climatic episode
(800 B.C. to A.D. 1000). This climatic episode is characterized by a

return to more mesic (wetter) conditions and a slight cooling trend.
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These events resulted in the establishment and distribution of plant

communities which approximate modern conditions (Custer 1984:91).

The Early Woodland period (1000 to 500 B.C.) and the Middle Woodland
period (500 B.C. to A.D. 900) represent similar stages of cd]tura]
development and adaptation. Early Woodland ceramics in the area include
Marcey Creek and Stony Creek wares, while Middle Woodland ceramics include
Stony Creek and Albemarle wares. The Early Woodland period in the
Virginia Piedmont is typified by small, semi-sedentary base camps along
high-order‘streams supported by a series of smaller exploitive camps. The
most notable shift in Early Woodland settlement systems, compared to the
preceding Late Archaic period, is the more intense focus on riverine
resources and the reduction in the number of seasonal shifts in base camb

locations (Gardner 1982:62-65).

The Middle Woodland period (500 B.C. to A.D. 900) in Albemarle County is
characterized by the decreasing use of the sand- and grit-tempered Stony
Creek ware and the increasing use of the crushed-quaktz-tempered Albemarie
ware. Increases in site size, density of artifacts, storage pits, and the
total number of sites suggest an increase in population and sedentism at
this time. Holland (1979) notes that Middle Woodland villages began to
appear along the floodplains of the North and South forks of the Rivanna
River atrthe,end of the period. However, exploitive foray camps occurred
in the same or similar settings as the Early Woodland exploitive foray
camps, suggesting relative stability in subsistence/settlement systems

between the Early and Middle Woodland periods.
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The Late Woodland period (A.D. 900 to 1600) corresponds to the Scandic and
Recent climatic episodes. Custer (1983:82) suggests that unti]lbettef
data are available regarding late Holocene climatic changes, it is best to
view the environments of these episodes as similar to conditions
encountered by the first Europeans in the area. A common ceramic type in
the Virginia Piedmont during this period is Albemarle Fabric-impressed.
Albemarle wares dominate the ceramic sequence as they gradually replace
Stony Creek wares through time. The diffusion of the bow and arrow and
its associated small triangular projectile points occurs at this time.
The contemporaneous and ubiquitous distribution of triangular points in
the Middle Atlantic region demonstrates the widespread acceptance of the

bow and arrow.

The Late Woodland period was also charatterized by a fundamental change in
the subsistence/settlement system. Populations began to practice a

sedentary life-style based on cultivated crops and supplemented their diet

with a variety of wild plants, nuts, animals, birds, and fish. As noted

by Gardner (1982:7-8; 1987:66-73) and Holland (1979:34-36), the inevitable
demand for broad expanses of arable land resulted in changes in the
settlement system. Holland’s (1979:29-36) work in Albemarle County
suggests Late Woodland settlement systems paralleled those of the Coastal
Plain. That is, villages were located on the broad floodplains of major
rivers, e.g., the Rivanna or its two principal tributaries, the North and
South forks. Contact between the local Indians and Europeans occurred in
the early 1600s. In 1608, the Siouan-speaking Indians of Albemarle County
belonged to the "Monacan super group" (Bushnell 1930:17-18). Bushnell
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(1930:17-18) argued that the Siouan village of Monasukapanough, reported
by Captain John Smith in 1608 (Smith 1910), occupied the north bank of the
South Fork Rivanna River, near its confluence with the North Fork.v More
recently, Hantman (1988) has suggested that Monacan groups occupied
central and northern Virginia between the Fall Line and the Blue Ridge
Mountains, with their principal villages located along the James, Rivanna,
and Rappahannock drainages. In addition, he argues that although the
Monacans were bitter enemies of the Powhatans, their ability to control
the copper mines of the Blue Ridge Mountains elevated them to a position

of favored trading partners with the Powhatans until the arrival of the

British in Jamestown in 1607, at which time Chief Powhatan turned his

attention to the more easily accessible copper sources of the British.
Contact between local Indian groups and Europeans accelerated during the
second quarter of the century. However, contact with Europeans led to the
ihtroduction of smallpox and other epidemic diseases, cross-tribé]
warfare, and population disruption. By the end of the seventeenth
century, disease, warfare, and emigration had nearly depleted the native
population. Those remaining lived in small, dispefsed groups on

reservations or in small, isolated communities.

2.2 Previous Research and Expected Sites in the Area

Albemarle County has received the attention of professional archeologists
for over 50 years. David Bushnell of the Smithsonian Institution
(Bushnell 1930, 1933, 1935), C. G. Holland (Holland 1953, 1979), and
Jeffrey Hantman of the University of Virginia (Hantman 1985, 1988) have
conducted the most notable research in the county. The efforts of these

and other scholars resulted in documenting over 150 prehistoric
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archeological sites which range in age from the Middle Archaic period to

the Protohistoric period.

The archeology of Albemarle County was first investigated by Thomas
Jeffefson in 1780 when he excavated an Indian burial mound on the

floodplain of the South Fork Rivanna River. He reported that an Indian

village which lay opposite the burial mound was the same village,

Monasukapanough, reported by Captain John Smith in 1608 (Jefferson 1964).
Smith (1910) attributed the village to the Monacans, a confederation of
five tribal groups which inhabited the Piedmont portion of the James River
drainage. David Bushnell, a research archeologist for the Smithsonian
Institution, attempted to prove that the Indian village described by
Jefferson was the same village reported by Captain John Smith in 1608.
However, Mouer (1983: 21-26) rejects this conclusion and suggests that
there is no conclusive evidence to suggest that the Indian village or

burial mound should be ascribed to the Monacans.

C. G. Holland is primarily responsible for the current know]edge of
Albemarle prehistory. Evans and Holland (1955) provided data on the range
and. type of sites within Albemarle County, presented information on
artifact typologies, and established relative chronologies. Holland
(1979) inventoried Albemarle County sites and presented preliminary data
on lTocal settlement patterns. Holland analyzed site location and other
physical characteristics of ceramic and non-ceramic sites in Albemarle

County and concluded that Woodland sites were located on alluvial soils
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near permanent streams, whereas Archaic sites were located on non-alluvial

soils away from streams.

Hantman (1985) conducted a systematic survey within portions of Albemarie
County. The goal of Hantman’s survey was to inventory archeological sites
in the county and to'deve]op a county-level comprehensive preservation
plan. The preservation plan, based on data collected from the Virginia
Division of Historic Landmarks (VDHL) site inventory forms and a
systematic survey, analyzed the relationship between site location and a

number of environmental variables. Hantman (1985:178-184) concluded that

soil data (as presented by Devereux et al. 1940) provide the strongest

correlation between sites and environmental variables, as three soil types
(Congaree Toam, Cecil loam, and Davidson loam) account for all the
prehistoric sites recorded within the county north of Scottsville. His
study, which corroborated Holland’s work in part (see Holland 1979),
indicated that 86% of the Woodland sites occur on alluvial soils of the
Congaree series (Hantman 1985:181). Other critical variables analyzed by
Hantman included distance to nearest blue-line drainage (i.e.,
intermittent or permanent stream) on USGS maps and the elevation above
that drainage. Based on the VDHL site file data, Hantman (1985:179)
concluded that 80% of all sites Tie within 918 ft of a drainage and are
situated 80 ft or less above that drainage. The existing VDHL site file

data indicate that 50% of all sites in Albemarle County are prehistoric.

Forty-six percent of the prehistdric sites are attributable to the Archaic

period, 21% to the Woodland period, 19% are multicomponent, and 14% are

undated (Hantman 1985:177). However, Hantman’s survey data produced the

following results: 72% of dated sites are prehistoric, with 62% of the
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prehistoric sites attributable to the Archaic period, 15% to the Woodland
period, and 15% multicomponent. Hantman (1985:177, 178) discovered
slightly conflicting data regarding site size. According to the VDHL site
files, 80% of all sites are 5,000 square meters (sq m) or 1e$s, but
Hantman’s survey data (1985:82) suggest that over 80% of all sites are
9,000 sq m or less. Hantman (1985:183) also classified sites into three
groups according to size. These groups include (1) sites less than 1,000
sq m, (2) sites between 1,800 and 4,800 sq m, and (3) sites greater .than
13,000 sq m. Surprisingly, Hantman’s survey failed to record any sites
between 4,800 and 13,000 sq m (Hantman 1985:183). And finally, in
comparing the VDHL site file data to the data from the systematic survey,
Hantman noted several biases, which include the absence of Paleo-Indian
sites in the county, the overemphasis of areas along or near major
drainages, and the underrepresentation of Woodland sites and quarry sites

in the sample.

The general conclusion from Hantman’s survey and Holland’s work is that
Archaic sites are located on the uplands and Woodland sites are located on
the floodplains of major streams. However, Hantman correctly assumed that
not all non-ceramic sites represent Archaic or earlier occupations. This
interpretation has been demonstrated through settlement studies by Gardner
(1982, 1987) and R. Michael Stewart (personal communication 1988); who
indicate that non-ceramic sites from upland locations may frequently date

to the Woodland period.

20




Albemarle County has been the focus of several archeo]ogfcaT
investigations in addition to those previously mentioned. Surveys have
been conducted by both the pfofessiona] and avocational communities, and,
more recently, cultural resource studies have been conducted in the
region, including the McIntire Road survey (Engineering-Science 1985).
Table 2 presents a list of archeological sites within one-quarter mile of
the September 1988 segments but outside the project area, and the

locations of these sites are illustrated in Figure 3a-e. These sites

| represent a variéty of site types ranging from the Middle Archaic to the

Late WOodland periods of occupation. However, VDHL site inventory forms
indicate that a majority of these sites occur in the uplands, where they
have been subjected to plowing and erosion in the past, and therefore such

sites may lack integrity.

Portions of the McIntire Road survey, conducted by Engineering-Science in
1985, duplicate segments u and w from the Route 29 Corridor Study. Sites
identified during the McIntire Road survey which 1ie within one-quarter
mile of a September 1988 segment, but not within the project area, are
listed in Table 2 and illustrated in Figure 4. Table 3 identifies the
sites recorded during the McIntire Road Survey which lie within the
September 1988 segments, and the locations of these sites are also
illustrated in Figure 4. Most prehistoric sites recorded during the
McIntire Road survey are small lithic scatters represented by very'few
artifacts and no temporally diagnostic artifacts. In addition, these
sites are located in’upland areas that appear to lack intégrity.

Pertinent archeological data and environmental information for all the
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sites listed in Tables 2 and 3 will be discussed, incorporated, and

interpreted in Section 4.0 with the data collected from the present study.

2.3 Historic Background

The following historical narrative reviews the major developments in the
political, socia], and economic history of Albemarle County. The historic
sites of the region document the development of agrarian society in
Piedmont Virginia, reflecting the influence of local developments in
commerce, industry, and transportation as well as regional and national

economic and political forces.

The European settlement of Albemarle County‘began in the 1720s. Although
the majority of early settlers were English tobacco planters from
Tidewater Virginia, an important minority were Scotch-Irish and German
farmers from the Valley of Virginia (Shenandoah Valley) to the west (Lay
1988:30). The farmers from the valley were prepared to establish
permanent settlements and re]iéd on family members for labor to raise
wheat and cattle. The majority of those who first patented land in the
county, however, came from the Tidewater to plant tobacco and expected
high yields and quick returns. By the first quarter of the eighteenth
century, soils in the Tidewater had been seriously depleted by tobacco,
and planters were looking for new lands. The large tracts patented in
Albemarle County in the 1720s and 1730s were acquired by Tidewater
townspeople who expected to bring tobacco plantations and slave labor to

the Piedmont (Moore 1976:17-18).
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The first patents, issued between 1722 and 1726, were never developed.
Between 1727 and 1729, three large tracts were patented and improved.
During the next fifteen years, several other large tracts were patented,
along with some smaller parcels. By 1744, when the population of western
Goochland County (present-day Albemarle) had reached 4,000-5,000, the
county was divided, and a county seat was established on the Scott

property on the James River (Moore 1976:21-22).

Although the James and Rivanna rivers, as well as smaller tributaries,
were important routes for transporting crops to market (Richmond is about
80 miies down the James from Scott’s Landing), three major land routes
were established by mid-century (Moore 1976:28; see also Pawlett 1981).
The River Road (running parallel to the north shore of the James) and
Three Notched Road (Three Chopt Road) connected Albemarle County with the
gaps to the‘west and the Valley of Virginia; the Barboursville Road,
running northéast along the base of Southwest Mountain, continued through
Orange and Louisa counties. These three roads were the core of the

overland routes in the county.

In 1762, the county seat was moved to a site west of the Rivanna River,
along Three Notched Road. Because the new town, Charlottesville, was not
on a navigable waterway, it remained small until the middle of the next

century, when the railroad developed (Moore 1976:30).

Throughout the eighteenth century, tobacco planting continued to be the

major occupation in the county, but with population growth and soil
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depletion, production of wheat, fruits, and vegetables increased. Hemp
and ginseng were also produced for export, and there were attempts to
establish vineyards (Moore 1976:35-36). The farmers in the western part
of the county produced grains and raised livestock. The slave-holding
tobacco planters who owned large tracts in the southern and eastern parts

of the county, however, directed the po]itica] affairs of the county.

The overwhelming majority of the county’s residents were involved in
agriculture. Most farms and plantations were relatively self-sufficient,
although there were a few artisans and craftspeople. In 1770, there was
an attempt to establish an iron furnace, and plantation gristmills served

both their owners and neighboring farmers (Moore 1976:38;40-41).

In 1777, residents of the southeast portion of Albemarle County petitioned
for a new courthouse. Fluvanna County was formed from southeastern

Albemarle, and Albemarle County assumed its present boundaries.

The county itself had only a minor involvement in the Revolutionary War,

although some of its residents played important roles in the po]itiéa]

developments. There was one minor skirmish in 1781 and a brief occupation
by fhe British (who attempted, but failed, to capture Thomas Jefferson and
Patrick Henry). The major direct impact of the war on the county was the
arrival in 1779 of about 4,000 British and German prisoners of war. The
British soldiers and Germén mercenaries‘were captured at the Battle of
Saratoga, New York, in 1777. After one winter in Massachusetts, they were
moved to Virginia for the next winter. Colonel John Harvie offered |

Congress his land on Ivy Creek for the establishment of a camp, which
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historically has been named the Barracks. Historical accounts report that
the prisoners did much of the work of building and improving the barracks. -
Jefferson reported to Governor Henry that the prisoners built homes,
planted gardens, and raised poultry and enjoyed good health (Chase
1983:20; Moore 1976:58). By the spring of 1779, the compound represented |
a major population concentration in Virginia (Moore 1976:60). By 1780,
when the prisoners were moved, only 2,000 were left. Apparently, many
prisoners had escaped: the British probably rejoined Lieuienant General
Charles Cornwallis, but most of the Germans followed the gaps through the
Blue Ridge and settled among their compatriots in the Valley of Virginiak
(Moore 1976:60-61). There is little evidence that any substantial number

of Germans stayed in Albemarle County.

The first federal census in 1790 listed Albemarle County’s population as
12,585, 6,835 white and 5,750 black, 171 of them free (Moore 1976:83).
Charlottesville had grown to a small town with a courthouse, tavern, and
houses. The late eighteenth century is generally portrayed as an era of
well being (for whites). By the end of the century, soil depletion,
constricted markets, and increased demand for food resulted in wheat
replacing tobacco as the major product of the county. Increasing wheat
production, in turn, created greater demand for flour mills, road
improvements, and wagon manufacturing (Moore 1976:89). Planters, well
aware of the deleterious effects of tobacco cultivation (Jefferson, among
them), encouraged a program of soil improvement practices, including crop
rotation and application of animal and vegetable manures--practices long

followed by the farmers in the western part of the county (Moore
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1976:17;89). Farmers and planters alike were becoming increasingly aware
of the competition presented by farmers in the fertile valleys to the west

which enjoyed access to river transportation.

Although farmers continued to leave the county and move west, agriculture
remained the main occupation of Albemarle County residents. Agricultural
support and processing industries also developed, however, and by 1820 the

county had 10 tanneries, 7 tobacco factories, 17 saw mills, 12 flour

‘mills, 4 carding machines, and 2 distilleries, as well as a printing

office, hatter’s shop, and carriage shop (Moore 1976:95). During the
1820s, artisans and craftspeople, including tailors, milliners, and

cabinetmakers, were in business in Charlottesville (Moore 1976:99).

In 1819, Charlottesville’s Central College was selected as the site for
Virginia’s new university (Moore 1976:129). By mid-century, the

University of Virginia was well established, enrollment climbed steadily,

~and Charlottesville enjoyed considerable economic benefit from the

university. In 1856, the university was the third largest in the country
and established an impressive record for training political and

professional leaders, particularly for the South (Moore 1976:144-145).

Improvements in transportation were important to Albemarle County
residents in facilitating access to markets but also providedvroutes
through the county to the west. While commerce and industry increased,
the population of the county showed a slow increase from 1820-1860, a
reflection of continued migration of both blacks and whites to the west

(Moore 1976:115). A]though Virginia officially encouraged manumission,

26




I

slave holdings increased even with the decline in tobacco production and

the development of diversified agriculture (Moore 1976:124). The 3% of

the county’s black residents who were free lived mostly in small enclaves

in the countryside. An 1806 law required a freed slave to leave the state
within 12 months of being freed or risk re-enslavement (Moore 1976:113),
hardly an environment which encouraged the development of black
communities. Nevertheless, by 1850 there were 104 free black households;

some of the county’s free blacks owned real estate (Moore 1976:119).

By mid-century, Charlottesville had grown to a town of 1,890, 922 whites
and 968 blacks (128 free) (Moore 1976:159). The principle crops grown in
the county continued to be tobacco and cereal grains, but beef production
increased. There was little change in manufacturing since 1820; however,
improvements in transportation facilitated communication and commerce,
both with resources and markets. Waterborne travel continued to be the
most reliable and popular means of transportation: roads were impassible
in inclement weather. Charlottesville continued to try to be a port city
on the Rivanna, but never succeeded. Because of its location on the
James, Scottsville continued to prosper, while Charlottesville remained

relatively small--until the development of the railroad.

The first rail line in the county was the Louisa Rail Company (later the
Virginia Central and ultimately the Chesapeake and Ohio [C&0]), conhecting
Charlottesville to Gordonsville in 1850. In 1858, track was completed

through four tunnels to the Valley of Virginia (Moore 1976:188).




- Tl I SN B T B A TE AR W E G B Em N

Because railroads were not well developed by the 1860s, Albemarle County
experienced only minorkencounters with federal troops during the Civil
War. In 1864, Brigadier General George Armstrong'Custer and his troops
destroyed a railroad bridge over the Rivanna River and damaged an
encampment after Major General J. E. B. Stuart’s troops had left. In
1865, after Sheridan’s victory in Waynesboro, Custer returned to
Charlottesville, where the mayor handed ovér keys to the city’s major
public bUi1dings. The occupation of Chariottesvi]]e lasted only 48 hours
(Moore 1976:206-208).

Charlottesville suffered some of the post-war depression experienced
throughout the South, but economic recovery was relatively rapid. The
greater impacts were social: the majority of the county énd city
populations were freed blacks. Initially, most remained in the county and
continued in agriculture as wage laborers or sharecroppers (Moore
1976:221). Separate rural black communities developed, such as Proffit.
This village, first known as Egypt, then Bethel, was exclusively black
after the Civil War. After the railroad was built, whites began to move
into the area, at which time the name was changed to Proffit (Moore
1976:425). By the 1880s, the white population of the county was larger
than the black, as blacks moved to northern industrial cities. Minority
status ]essened the possibility that blacks in the county would achieve

social or political equity (Moore 1976:237-238).

With the change in the composition of the county’s population in the last
decades of the nineteenth century came greater diversification in

agriculture and an increased reliance on commerce and industry: the
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county’s agricultural products could not effectively compete for market
share with the crops produced in the Mississippi Valley. After an initial
post-war decline in the number of farms in the county, the number doubled,
but‘farms were smaller. The large antebellum plantations producing
tobacco and wheat with slave labor were replaced by orchards, vineyards
(Hase and Hubbard 1988), and smaller farms raising beef and dairy cattle

and sheep (Moore 1976:249).

Competition and the need for access to markets did stimulate improvements
in transportation systems. By the 1870s, Charlottesville had become an
important rail center with repair shops. By 1881, Charlottesville was
joined by the Orange and Alexandria line (later, the Southern Railway)
through Orange to the port of Alexandria, bypassing Gordonsville (and the
C&0 line) (Moore 1976:243). The 1870s and 1880s also saw road
improvements and new public services in Char]ottesvi]]e,‘inc]uding a
gasworks, waterworks, fire company, and the first telephone service (Moore

1976:245-249).

Charlottesville’s growth during the 1880s was largely due to the economic
stimulus of the railroads. 1In February of 1888, Charlottesville
incorporated (Schulman and Frierson 1988). Both the jurisdictional change
and the increase in services available to city residents reflect the
increasing disparity between urban and rural life. From the 1880s, the
political history of Albemarle County is largely the record of events in
Charlottesville. Most of the small towns and villages in the county

declined in population and importance. Better county roads facilitated
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transport of farm products to market but also contributed to the demise of
country stores. By the turn of the century, the city population increased
while the county population decreased. The historic plantations, however,
attracted outside money; as a result, many of Albemarle County’s histbric
landmarks were preserved as summer homes and country estates (Moore
1976:272). Despite continued efforts to attract large industry to
Charlottesville, the economy remained largely based on agriculture, small
industry, and the university; real estate sales and tourism became

economically important around the turn of the century (Moore 1976:272).

Rail Tines connecting Charlottesville with ports and major urban centers
continued to develop. By 1920, Southern Railway had 16 passenger trains
stopping in Charlottesville daily; at least two stopped daily in Proffit
(Moore 1976:286). There was little improvement, however, in roads; coUnty
roads were still often impassible in the winter. With increasing
dependence on the gasoline engine for agriculture, commerce, and tourism,
all-weather roads were needed. In 1922, two state-maintained highways
were established: Route 250 (o1d Three Notched Road), connecting Richmond
and the Valley of Virginia at Staunton, and Route 29, connecting

Charlottesville to Lynchburg (Moore 1976:288).

Although major industries did not locate in Charlottesville, the city
continued to grow and farms and estates were divided into house Tots,
first along the east and south (in the 1880s) and, after 1900, to the
north and west (Moore 1976:302-304). By the 1920 census, the rural-to-
urban shift apparent throughout the nation was also evident in Albemarle

County (Moore 1976:356). Along with smaller businesses‘(a woolen mill and
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two lumber-processing firms), education became a major source of
employment. Tourism increased significantly in the 1920s when Monticello
was acquired by the Thomas Jefferson Memorial Foundation in 1923 and

opened to the public the following year (Moore 1976:367).

The depression was relatively easy on Albemarle County. Although business
did fail and farms declined in value, the county’s diversified economy
weathered the crisis without the major dislocations of many industrial
cities. University enroliment remained steady and construction of new
university buildings provided many jobs, as did highway projects,
including Route 29 North (Moore 1976:366). The county’s economy recovered

with the advent of World War II.

2.4 Previous Research on Historic Sites

Much of the previous research on archeological sites in Albemarle County
has focused on prehistoric sites and settlement patterns. The early
surveys, discussed in Section 2.2, were designed to locate prehistoric
sites; however, work in the 1970s and 1980s has included documentation of
historic sites. "Hantman’s survey of Albemarle County (Hantman 1985),
whiéh focused on the prehistory of the county, also identified some
historic sites. Although site location models were developed for
prehistoric sites, historic sites located within the random transect
sample were recorded. Because transects were not near major rivers or
main roadé, small farmsteads, mills, and tenant houses were found (Hantman

1985:196).
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Historical archeological investigations in Albemarle County have focused
on colonial and federal period sites. The best-known historic site

research in Albemarle County is William Kelso’s investigations at Thomas

~Jefferson’s Monticello, where gardens (Kelso 1982), slave quarters (Kelso

1986), and a carriage turn-around have been excavated (Kelso 1988).
Excavations have also been conducted at James Monroe’s Highland, Ash Lawn‘
(Sanford and Barka 1979). Several graves were excavated at the site of
the‘Barracks cemetery (44AB7) (Catlin and Plog 1984), and there are

indications that related domestic sites also exist (Huntington 1983:5).

While other historic sites in the county are recorded in the VDHL site
files, most have been surveyed only. Historic sites located during the
McIntire Road study (Engineering-Science 1985) were tested. These include
both historic artifact scatters and sites associated with the late

eighteenth-century Rock Hill Estate (Engineering Science 1985:3-66).

2.5 Expected Sett]ement Patterns and Site Types

Albemarle County’s agrarian history is documented not only by the written
record, but also by material eVidence of settiement. The documentary
history suggests that the early historic settlement of the land, during
the eighteenth century, is characterized by farms and plantations. During
the colonial period, the eastern and southern parts of the county were
occupied by tobacco plantations worked by slaves. A plantation complex
usually included a manor house and dependencies, barns and outbuildings,
mills, slave quarters, and a family cemetery. Most of the early tobacco

planters came from the Tidewater, bringing with them Tidewater English
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architectural styles and household goods. The western portion of the
county, near the foothills of the Blue Ridge Mountains, was initially
occupied by Scotch-Irish and German farmers from the Valley of Virginia
who established diversified family farms. A]though some of these farms
also produced tobacco, they were less likely to be worked by slaves.
These smaller farms usually included a dwelling, outbuildings, barn, and a
family cemetery. During the early eighteenth century, agriculture
diversified (and tobacco production decreased), but slave populations (and
presumably the number of slave quarters) increased. The few free b]acks
in the county lived in small, isolated settlements, rather than

communities.

There was only one minor skirmish in the county during the Revolutionary
War, but for about a year 4,000 British and German prisoners occupied the
compound which came to be known as the Barracks. Several site types may
be represented in the Barracks area. In addition to dwellings and gardens
built by the prisoners, there may be graves. Such a group of related
sites may represent an archeological district. During the Civil War,
there was only one encounter with Federal troops in Albemarle County, so

there no large battlefields, as in some nearby counties.

The plantation/farm settlement pattern established in the colonial period
continued up to the Civil War, but changed dramatically after the war.
Many freed blacks continued in agriculture as tenants and sharecroppers;
however, some blacks owned property, and some black communities developed,
like Bethel (Proffit). The number of farms decreased immediately after

the war, then increased, but férms were smaller. Although some of the
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large estates remained intact, the late nineteenth century was
characterized by smaller, diversified farms producing crops and livestock.
With the development of the railroad during the late nineteenth century,
small towns along the lines, like Proffit, grew; small settlements with
country stores developed at crossroads. Charlottesville incorporated in
1888 and increased the services available to town residents. The
attractions of town 1ife as well as improvements in county roads
precipitated the demise of many country stores and crossroads towns. By
the early twentieth century, county settlement was charactefized by the

remaining large estates and smaller farms occupied by owners or tenants.
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3.0 FIELD INVESTIGATIONS

3.1 Research Design

The Phase I archeological survey was divided into two parts, designated
Phase Ia and Phase Ib. Phase Ia investigations included a literature
search of sources documenting the location of previously known cultural

resources within the study area and the generation of maps illustrating

. the locations of these resources. Sources reviewed during the literature

search included the NRHP, state archeological site files maintained by
VDHL, sources on Albemarle County at the state library in Richmond, and
local historical society files and records of Albemarle County and the
City of Charlottesville. 1In addition, historic maps and atlases of the
area were consulted at the archives of VDHL to identify historic resources
which may exist only as archeological sites, and secondary historical
accounts of the area were consulted. Published and unpublished

archeological reports were also examined.

The goals of the Phase Ia investigations were (1) to identify known NRHP
or NRHP-eligible sites and (2) to identify areas that are likely to
contain potentially eligible archeological sites. VDOT provided maps of
the study area which illustrated all the known cultural resources. These
data were presented in map and table format to Sverdrup prior to the
selection of the preliminary candidate build alternatives and are
discussed in Section 3.3. Ultimately, this information contributed to the
selection of the June 1988 conceptual alternatives and the September 1988

candidate build alternatives.
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3.2 Survey Methods

The Phase Ia site location data, together with information collected from
the background research, the review‘of historic maps, and Hantman’s (1985)
prehistoric site prediction model resulted in the identification and
delineation of high-probability areas for archeological resources}
According to Hantman’s 1985 model, three variables (soil type, distance to
water, and elevation above water) were considered important predictors of
prehistoric site locations in Albemarle County. Prehistoric high-
probability areas were defined as areas which were within 918 ft of water,
less than 80 ft above water, and contained Cecil, Davidson, or Congaree
soils. The primary predictor of historic site locations was proximity to
a historic road. High-probabi]ity areas for historic sites were defined
as areas within 500 ft of the intersection of a historic road and any
alternative. Sverdrup provided JMA with maps of the alignments for the
alternatives, on which JMA archeologists plotted the high-probability

areas.

The original survey strategy called for a 20%, disproportionate stratified
sample composed of linear quadrants 250 by 1,600 ft (or approximately 75
by 500 meters). The 20% sample size was chosen by estimating the number
of sites expected in the project area, then calculating the sample size
necessary to more accurately predict the number of sites in the project

area at the 95% confidence level.

The length of the archeological survey proposed in the original scope of

work was 35 miles of 250-foot-wide corridor of the candidate build
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alternatives. However, the alternatives chosen on May 17, presented to
the Joint Task Force on June 8, and presented at the public meeting on
June 14 and 15 totaled only 27.9 miles. ATthough the original survey
strategy was based on the Hantman model, it became clear during the Phase
Ia investigations that the model was too generalized to provide an
effective sample stratification method for the selected alternatives.
More specifically, all three soil types identified by Hantman as being
good site predictors constitute over 91% of the soils in the project'area,
with one soil type, Cecil soils, accounting for over 77%. Because the
three soil types are ubiquitous, the Hantman model is less effective for
predicting site locations. Based on this information, J. Cooper Wamsley,

VDOT senior archeologist, directed JMA to proceed with a 100% survey.

The shovel-test interval within the segments was established at 140 ft (43
m). This interval was determined to be the idéal incremenf given the
width of the corridor and the projected site sizes based on Hantman’s data
(see Krakker et al. 1983:474-475). Previous expérience suggested that
parallel rows of staggered shovel tests 72 ft (22 m) on either side of the
center line would result in the discovery of all sites 2,300 sq m or
larger. No testing was undertaken in areas too steep (i.e., 13% slope or
more) or too disturbed to contain intact sites or too swampy to contain
evidence of previous occupation. In areas where the alignmert followed a
steep slope, some shovel tests were placed above or below the~center line,

in areas which would be affected by cutting or filling.
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~ The shovel tests were excavated to sterile subsoil, generally 25 to 35 cm

below surface or to the limit of practical excavation (ca. 50 cm). Soil
was passed through 1/4-inch-mesh hardware cloth to ensure uniform recovery
of cultural remains. Artifacts were retained in bags and marked with
provenience designations established for the study. Information from each
shovel test, recorded on standardized forms, included the geomorphic
location, environmental setting, and unit designation of the shovel test;
the number and types of artifacts; Munsell soil color designations; and

soil texture according to standard scientific nomenclature.

When a shovel test produced prehistoric or historic artifacts, shovel
tests radiating out from the positive units were excavafed, Radial shovel
tests were initially excavated at 22-m intervals. However, once sterile
radial shovel tests were encountered, a series of shovel tests was
excavated at 11-m intervals. Positive radial shovel tests were excavated
up to a maximum distance of 44 m beyond the alternative boundary,
consistent with Wamsley’s request. The excavation of radials determined
not only whether the artifact locations represented isolated artifact
finds or archeological sites, but also defined approximate site
boundaries. Shovel tests were also excavated around historic sites with
structural remains in or adjacent to an alternative. When a site was
identified, a site inventory form was completed and submitted to VDHL “or

the assignment of permanent site numbers.

Provenience designations included the alternative number (provided by VDOT

and Sverdrup) and the shove] test number. Shovel tests within an
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alternative were numbered consecutively. When two alternatives converged,
the numbers of the converging alternatives were used (e.g., Alternative
11, 12), and the shovel test numbers began again with the number one.
Radial shovel tests were designated by the alternative number, the
original positive shovel test number, and the distance and cardinal
direction from the original shovel test. The system of designating
segments by letters was not implemented until late November, after the

majority of field work had been completed.

During the Phase Ib survey, the location of the center line, which
Sverdrup plotted on 1:600-scale topographic maps and aerial photographs,
remained flexible within a one-half-mile-wide corridor. This flexibility
allowed Sverdrup to move the center ]ihe in order to avoid modern and
historic houses, other buildings, and cultural resources. Consequently,
some portions of alternatives had to be resurveyed when the center line
was rep]ottéd and the new segment traversed different landforms. In order
to avoid confusing shovel tests from different segments of the same
alternative (i.e., surveyed portions of the June 1988 segments which were
subsequently dropped as opposed to unsurveyed portions of the September
1988 segments which were added), shovel tests in some September 1988
segménts were numbered beginning with the number 1000 or 2000, depending

on how many times the alignment had been changed and resurveyed.

No deep testing in floodplains was proposed in the original scope of work
because it was expected that the project area would not traverse
archeologically sensitive areas in the floodplains of the Rivanna River or

its principal tributaries, the North and South forks. Because of the
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addition of Alternative 6b and the realignment of Alternative 6,
floodplains requiring deep testing were added to the project area. At a

September 21, 1988, meeting between Sverdrup, VDOT, and JMA, Wamsley

determined that deép testing was required at selected alternative river

crossings. Areas delineated for deep testing were those areas which
topographic and soil maps indicated were undisturbed by modern deve]opment

and which had a high potential for containing deeply buried sites.

Two locations were selected, and these areas are illustrated in Figure 2.
Two additional locations (44AB33 and 339) along the South Fork Rivanna
River were targeted for deep testing. However, the owner of the property
denied access. Following conversations between Wamsley and the Federal
Highway Administration (FHA), VDOT decided that no further action would be
taken to acquire access for purposes of deep testing the two sites until a
final alternative has been selected. If the selected alternative
traverses the aforementioned property, measures will be taken by VDOT to
secure rights-of-entry. The results of the deep testing program will be

discussed in the following section of the report.

3.3 Survey Results

The Phase Ib archeological investigations resulted in the survey of
approximately 55 miles of alternatives. This total includes approximately
40 miles of the September 1988 candidate build alternatives and 15 miles
of June 1988 conceptual alternatives. In addition, 185 acres of
interchanges (the equivalent of 6 mi]es)\were also examined for

archeological resources. As noted, the goal of the Phase Ib archeological
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survey was to determine the presence or absence of prehistoric and
historic archeological sites within the proposed alternatives and to
assess each site’s potential eligibility for the NRHP. The archeological
testing was limited to shovel testing, primarily within the 250-ft-wide
alternatives; therefore, the findings represent preliminary information

regarding site size, integrity, and cultural affiliation.

Archeological sites were defined on the basis of two or more positive,
contiguous shovel tests, and site boundaries were defined by the extent of
surface scatter or on the basis of adjacent positive shovel tests
surrounded by one or more sterile shovel tests (except for those sites
which extended more than 44 m beyond the project area). Isolated
artifact locations are defined as single positive shovel tests surrounded

by sterile shovel tests.

Information on the archeological sites is presented in three groups: the
September 1988 segments, the June 1988 segments, and those sites recorded
during field work which are outside of the September 1988 or June 1988
segments but within the one-half-mile-wide corridor. Only those sites
located within the September 1988 segments will be potentially affected by

the current project.

A total of 77 sites were recorded in these three groups. JMA identified
58 of the 77 sites, and an additional 19 sites were previously recorded.
A11 those identified by JMA were shovel tested to determine site
boundaries. Fifteen of the 19 previously recorded sites were surveyed

during the McIntire Road study and are located along Segments u and w
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(Engineering-Science 1985). In accordance with VDOT and Sverdrup’
instructions, Segments v and w were not resurveyed during the curkent
study. Two of the previously recorded sites within the project area,
44AB26 and 56, have apparently been destroyed by golf course landscaping
and therefore were not tested. The remaining two previously recorded

sites, 44AB33 and 294, were tested.

Of the 58 sites recorded by JMA, 38 were within the September 1988
segments, 13 were within the June 1988 segments, and 7 were outside the
segments, but inside the one-half-mile-wide corridor. Of the 19
previously recorded sites, 18 were within the September 1988 segments and

1 within the June 1988 segments.

The September 1988 segments contained a total of 56 recorded sites (Table
4) which were combined by segment and assigned to the candidate build
alternatives (Table 5). The June 1988 segments contained 14 sites (Tab]é
6). Tables 4 and 6 also total the isolated artifact locations for the

September 1988 and June 1988 segments.

A total of 51 isolated artifact locations were recorded during the Phase
Ib field investigations, including 42 isolated prehistoric artifact
locations, 7 historic isolated artifact locations, and 2 isolated
prehistoric and historic artifact locations. Each of the 51 isolated
artifact locations is interpreted as representing a singular event of the
past and, therefore, not likely to yield significant information. Tables

7a and 7b and Appendix I present locational information on the isolated
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artifact locations and indicate the number and typeé of artifacts.
Because these artifact locations represented a disturbed context, lacked
diagnostic material, and/or produced negative radial shovel tesfs, no
Phaée IT testing has been recommended at these locations. VDHL site forms
were filled out for all new sites and state site numbers were assigned by

VDHL.

In the following sections, the main focus of description and analysis is
on the sites in the September 1988 segments. Sites in the June 1988
segments are included in the analysis of the settlement system and
predictive model. The 7 sites outside the project area, which are
adjacent to the June or September 1988 segments, are only discussed for
their potential significance. These 7 sites, like the sites in the June
1988 segments, are evaluated for potential significance in order to
provide additional information if the June 1988 segments are reactivated
as candidate build alternatives or if one of the 7 sites becomes
incorporated in a segment through a shift in alignment at some future
time. Thus, the 70 sites recorded for the September 1988 and June 1988
segments are the primary focus of the analysis and description. These 70\
sites included 39 prehistoric sites, 21 historic sites (including 3
ceméteries), and 10 sites with both prehistoric and historic components.
Of the 70 sites within the September 1988 and June 1988 segments, only 60
sites were tested by radials. Five sites recorded by Engineering Science,
3 cemeteries, and the 2 sites destroyed by the golf course were not
tested. In the sections below, the description of the results will focus

on those sites tested by JMA during the Phase Ib investigations. Those
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recorded during the McIntire Road survey are discussed in the results of

that study (Engineering-Science 1985).

3.3.1 Prehistoric Resources

Table 8 summarizes the artifacts recovered from each of the 60 sites
tested during the Phase Ib survey. Forty-one of the tested sites (68.3%)
contain a prehistoric component. However, as indicated in Table 8, only 9
sites contained diagnostic artifacts. Three sites (44AB327, 339, and 360)
contained Late Archaic projectile points, 3 sites (44AB335, 343, and 358)
contained ceramics and/or projectile points of the Middle/Late Woodland
period, and 3 sites (44AB33, 338, and 340) contained diagnostic artifacts
of the Late Archaic and the Middle/Late Woodland periods. Assignment of
sites to a more precise cultural period than the Middle/Late Woodland
period is not warranted at this time because both the ceramic sequence and
triangular point tradition in the central Piedmont of Virginia are poorly
defined (Jeffrey Hantman, personal communication 1989). However, as
indicated in Appendix I, all ceramics recovered from the Phase Ib survey
have been identified as Albemarle wares. Following Holland’s study
(Holland 1979:31-32), the presence of Albemarle wares at these sites

suggests a Middle to Late Woodland occupation.

Archeological site locations can be divided into uplands and lowlands.
Upland settings include bluff tops, ridgetops, interior uplands, and
interfluvial ridge slopes. Lowland settings include terraces,
floodplains, and benches. Most upland sites lack integrity as a result of
mixing of artifacts by plowing and construction. In addition, upland

soils have severely eroded as a result of agricultural activities: in
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many locations, little or no original topsoil remains. Plates 1 and 2
illustrate typical upland settings for campsites in the eastern and
western portions of the project area, respectively. No prehistoric
subsurface features were identified in the uplands. Conversely, lowland
settings frequently contain evidence of sediment accdmu]ation from
colluvial wash or alluvial deposition (no evidence of Holocene aeolian
activity was identified during the survey). Consequently, several
archeological sites in lowland settings were found to contain cultural
material below the plow zone, and a majority of these sites appear in
colluvial deposits of varying depths. However, a few sites which produced
artifacts beneath the plow zone occur on alluvial terraces and/or
floodpTains. Plates 3 and 4 illustrate typical campsite locations from
Towland environments in the eastern and western portions of the project

area, respectively.

Deep testing was conducted at two locations (see Figure 2) along alignment
6B: Location 1, near the confluence of a stream and the North Fork
Rivanna River (Plate 5); and Location 2, along the floodplain of Redbud
Creek. Four backhoe trenches were placed in the hayfield at Location 1
(Site 44AB372), two at the eastern side of the field and two at the
western side of the field (Figure 5). Backhoe trenches were excavated in
an L-shaped trench with the Tong trench excavated sputh to north, i.e.,
perpendicular to the underlying deposits, and the shorter trench excavated
east to west, i.e., parallel to the deposits. The trenches were situated

on the floodplain so as to bisect the floodplain and levee.
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Trenches 1 and 2 were excavated at the eastern side of the field, near the
confluence of an unnamed stream anq the North Fork Rivanna River (Figure
5). Trench 1, whith measures 17 m in length, was excavated to a depth of
approximately 2 m. Attempts were made to excavate the trench more than 2
m below surface, but the trench side walls collapsed. Consequently, the
remainder of Trench 1 and all subsequent trenches were excavated to a
maximum depth of 2 m below surface. The Trench 1 profile revealed a
chércoa] and organically enriched paleosol (buried A, soil horizon)
between 1.2 m and 1.5 m below surface and varying from 18 cm to 30 cm in
thickness (Figure 6). The buried A, horizon is more deeply buried in the
northern end of the trench because the trench intersects the natural levee
at this point. The burijed As horizon at the southern end of the trench
contains mottled soil suggesting less surface stability and/or soil
development on this portion of the floodplain. Soil descriptions for the

Trench 1 profile accompany Figure 6.

Trench 2, approximately 13 m in length and excavated perpendicular to
Trench 1, was Tocated in the middle of the natural levee (Figure 5). The
Trench 2 profile (see Figure 7) revealed a pit feature within the buried
A, horizon (see Plate 6). The feature measures approximately 70 to 75 cm
in diameter and is 22 to 25 cm in depth. The feature fill consists of
charcoal and charcoal-enriched soil. The feature and its relationship to
the underlying stratigraphic unit (buried B horizon) are illustrated in
Figure 7. Although no diagnostic artifacts were observed in the trench
walls, a charcoal sample from the feature produced a date of 760 + 140 BP

(A.D. 1190 + 140). As evidenced in Figure 7, the buried A, horizon thins
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and becomes less discernible to the west. In addition, it appears to be

closer to the surface at the west end of the trench.

A possible grinding stone (nutting stone) was found 12 to 14 cm above the
top of the feature (see Plate 6). The grinding stone was oriented at an
acute angle to the stratigraphic units, suggesting that the stone has
moved upward and vertically through the profile as a result of freeze-thaw

cycles following the abandonment of the site.

The profiles illustrated and described in Figures 6 and 7 represent a
series of depositional events during the relatively recent past. Except
for the paleosol and the feature, the only soil anomaly appears to be a
thin lens of uncompacted, fine-grained silty sand. The nature and context
of this unit Suggest that this stratigraphic unit may represent the

accumulation of a]]uviaT materials on the levee as a result of f]ooding.
The absence of this unit in the southern portion of the trench, in the
floodplain, may have been the result of subsequent erosion. An
alternative scenario suggests that the fine-grained sand lens represents
aeolian deposits on the levee. In this scenario, the absence of the sand
lens on the floodplain surface suggests that the floodplain surface was
not éxposed at the time of deposition. This scenario presupposes that the
stream channel occupied the extant floodplain surface, and, after‘the
period of aeolian deposition, the stream channel migrated south to its
present location. However, the absence of channel-fill deposits in Trench
1 arqgues against this scenario. Rather, the absence of channel-fill
deposits indicates that the stream channel has not meandered north of its

present Jocation during the recent past in this portion of the valley.
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This interpretation is indirectly supported by the deeply entrenched
stream channel which is structurally confined in this portion of the
valley. That is, the narrow valley walls of highly resistant Precambrian
rock prohibit the stream energy from cutting laterally in this section of
the river. Consequently, the stream energy cuts vertically into the
alluvial soils of the floodplain. Thus, the sand lens most probably

indicates a period of severe flooding during the historic past.

Trenches 3 and 4 were excavated at the west end of the pasture (Figure 5).
The water table was considerably higher in this portion of the fier,
resulting in water seepage and collapsed trench walls. Consequently,
Trenches 3 and 4 were not excavated to the same depth as Trenches 1 and 2.
Examination of Trenches 3 and 4 revealed a similar, though less complex,
stratigraphic sequence to those illustrated in Figures 6 and 7. The major
difference in Trenches 3 and 4 is the absence of the buried A, horizon and
the overlying sand lens. No artifacts or other evidence of prehistoric

occupation were identified in Trenches 3 and 4.

Location 2, along the floodplain of Redbud Creek (see Figure 2), proved
impossible to test with a backhoe. The proposed trench location in this
area was the north side of Redbud Creek. However, there was no access to
this area from the north, and the stream crossings from the south side of
the creek were too steep for a backhoe to negotiate. As a result, deep
testing at Location 2 was limited to a series of hand-held soil-auger and
soil-probe holes. Seven areas were tested across the floodplain, and the

stratigraphy proved to be fairly uniform. The general soil sequence
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consisted of an Ap horizon (0 to 15 cm), a B horizon (15 to 55 cm), and a
mottied, poorly drained By horizon (55 to 80+ cm). The lowest sqi] units
consistently appeared highly mottled with gley soils and contained a
moderate amount of manganese and iron oxide'staining.' These soil
characteristics indicate a perched water table and poorly drained soils.
The fact that the percentage of iron-oxide staining increases with soil
depth indicafes a fluctuating water table as a result of seasonal
flooding. The increase in the percentage of gley soils also indicates
increasingly poorer soil drainage closer to the water table. Thus, the
soils along Redbud Creek in Location 2 do not appear to be conducive to
prehistoric occupation. The absence of any cultural materials in the
auger holes or the shovel tests in this portion of the Redbud creek

floodplain supports these conclusions.

In summary, only Trenches 1 and 2 at Location 1, North Fork Rivanna River,
appear to contain evidence of prehistoric occupation. The buried A,
horizon, the‘pit feature, and the grinding stone identified in Trenches 1
and 2 indicate prehistoric occupation at this location, which has been
designated Site 44AB372, and dates to A.D. 1190 + 140. The other areas of
deep testing, i.e., the west end of Location 1 and Location 2 on Redbud
Creek, did not produce any evidence or indication of previous activity or

habitation.

3.3.2 Historic Resources
Of the 70 sites recorded within the September 1988 and June 1988 segments,

21 are historic sites and 10 are sites with both prehistoric and historic
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components. In addition, 7 historic sites were recorded during the field
work which are outside of September 1988 or June 1988 segments, but within
the one-half-mile-wide corridor. Of these 38 sites, 9 which were
previously recorded (Engineering-Science 1985) were not tested. Five of
the historic sites are cemeteries (44AB367, 368, 369, 370 [Plate 7], and
371), and 9 sites are field scatters or secondary deposits, such as trash
dumps (44AB294, 319, 338, 340, 346, 352, 355, 358, and 374). Artifacts
from the scatters and dumps date primarily to the late nineteenth and
early twentieth centuries; only 44AB319 includes artifacts which date to

the late eighteenth and nineteenth centuries.

Fifteen historic sites include standing structures or structural remains
and associated artifacts. The standing structures, which date to the late
nineteenth or early twentieth century, include two I-houses (44AB318 [JMA
#2072] and 344); a two-story, one-room frame house with a two-story shed
addition (44AB337; Plate 8); and a 1928 colonial revival house (44AB364
[JMA #3106]). Sites with structural remains also date primarily from the
late nineteenth to early twentieth century. Single-pen plans were
identified from stone foundation remains at two sites (44AB322 [Plate 9],
which may date to the early nineteenth century, and 44AB332). One site
appéars to be the foundation for the single-room structure with a front
porch (44AB342). Hall-and-parlor plans are suggested by foundations
(44AB334 and 335) and/or central chimneys with'flue,openings on both sides
(44AB321, 333 [Plate 10], and 373). One twentieth-century foundation
indicated a four- or five-room plan (44AB317). The plan of two structures

could not be determined (44AB323 and 336).
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Most of the artifacts associated with structures or structural remains
date from the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. However, two
sites also include artifacts from the mid-nineteenth century (44AB333) and

early nineteenth century (44AB322).
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4.0 ANALYSES AND INTERPRETATIONS

4.1 Laboratory Methods

Recovered artifacts were returned to the laboratory for cleaning and
cataloging. Lithic, ceramic, glass, bone, and shell artifacts which had
stable surfaces were washed in warm water to remove the dirt. Metal
objects and any other artifacts with unstable surfaces were brush cleaned.
Artifacts were classified by relative time period, material, and function.
A1l artifacts from a collection unit were assigﬁed a lot number. Appendix
1 includes artifact inventories of the positive shovel tests and radials.
Following identification and analysis, artifacts were prepared for

permanent curation with the VDHL according to VDHL standards.

Historic artifacts, including ceramics, glass, and metal, were identified
and analyzed following categories in general professional use (Noel Hume
1969; South 1977). The analysis of prehistoric artifacts focused on
chipped-stone tools, debitage, and ceramics. The analysis of chipped-
stone tools and debitage included the identification of all tools and tool
fragments; debitage ana]ysis followed the methods outlined by Sullivan and
Rosen (1985); and projectile point analysis involved the identification of
point types by cultural affiliation for comparative studies. Prehistoric
ceramics were analyzed and classified according to standard typo]dgies
identified by Evans and Holland (1955), Holland (1953, 1979), and Egloff
and Potter (1982). These typologies allow for relative dating and

comparative analysis.
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4.2 Analysis of Prehistoric Sites and Artifacts

Prehistoric archeological site data were analyzed (1) to determine the
validity of the prehistoric site predictors outlined in Chapters 2 and 3
and the applicability of these variables to the survey area; (2) to refine
the site predictors identified by Hantman; and (3) to evaluate Holland’s
(1979) generalized model of Archaic and Woodland use of the landscape in
the Virginia Piedmont. The data from the Route 29 Corridor Study were
used to analyze site locational information according to soil type,
geomorphic position, and distance to and elevation above water. In
addition, sites were analyzed by site type, site size, and cultural

affiliation, and statistical analysis was applied when appropriate.

The discussion which follows is based on four sets of data. The first
data set includes all 49 prehistoric sites located within the project
area. This data set includes 41 sites recorded during the Phasé Ib
survey, 6 sites recorded during the McIntire Road survey EEngineering-
Science 1985), and 2 previously recorded sites (44AB26 and 56) which were
destroyed by landscaping a golf course. Table 9a summarizes the
environmental site predictors for these 49 sites. The second data set
includes 18 previously recorded sites identified during Phase Ia which 1ie
within one-quarter mile of the September 1988 segments. Table 9b presents
environmental data for the 18 previously recorded sites. Statistics
generated from the Route 29 Corridor Study include all sites within the
project area unless otherwise stated. The final data sets were generated
by Hantman and include VDHL site file data for Albemarle County and his
systematic survey data (Hantman 1985). Tables 10 and 11, based on
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calculations derived from the above data sets, compare prehistoric site
characteristics and Archaic and Woodland mean site characteristics,

respectively.

The primary purpose of Hantman’s systematic survey was to "inventory
archeological sites in Albemarle County and to develop reliable
projections concerning site location patterns and densities" (Hantman
1985:2). Ultimately, the results of the Hantman survey were to be used to
facilitate preservation planning and avoid unnecessary conflicts with
developers. It is hoped that the environmental site predictors and site
density projections identified by Hantman may be refinedias’a result of

this study.

The data generated by the Route 29 Corridor Study will also provide a
large data base (derived from the northeastern quarter of the county) with
which to examine Holland’s (1979) conclusions regarding Archaic and
Woodland sett1ement systems in the Virginia Piedmont. Holland (1979:34)
and Hantman (1985:181) argue that 77% and 86%, respectively, of the
Woodland sites in the county occur on Congaree (alluvial) soils. Holland
also maintains that 83% of the non-ceramic sites, which he interprets to
be Archaic, occur on upland soils which support forested environments
(Holland 1979:40). Holland concludes that Woodland settlement systems
were characterized by large villages supported by smaller hamlets, both of
which were located on alluvial soils to take advantage of the riverine
resources and land suitable for horticulture. Conversely, the Archaic
settlement system consisted of a series of base camps and exploitive camps

located in the wuplands in order to take advantage of the forest
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resources, e.g., deer, bear, nuts, sugar maple, and berries. Analysis of
the Phase Ib survey data will provide comparative data from which to

elucidate Archaic/Woodland settlement systems and thereby evaluate

Holland’s ‘model.

Before comparing Hantman’s (1985) results to the data presented in Table

9a, certain assumptions need to be stated. These assumptions are as

follows:

1. Sites identified during the Route 29 Corridor Study were classified
into two categories or site types: campsites and limited activity
sites. Campsites are defined on the basis of three or more artifact
categories (as listed in Table 8), the presence of ceramics, or the
presence of subsurface features. Limited activity sites are defined

on the basis of two or fewer artifact categories.

2. Campsites, by virtue of the presence of three or more artifact
categories, are presumed to be the focus of multiple activities.
Artifacts recovered from limited activity sites generally reflect

. site-specific activities, such as lithic reduction or hunting.

3. Sife size was determined by the extent of positive radial shovel
tests or the extent of the surface scatter. However, only minimum
site boundaries were delineated when artifacts were discovered more
than 44 m beyond the surveyed 250-foot-wide corridor because radial

shovel testing terminated at that point, in accordance with the
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~ instructions of VDOT archeologist Wamsley. Sites were divided into

three categories according to size: (a) sites smaller than 1,100 sq
m; (b) sites between 1,100 and 5,000 sq m; and (c) sites of 10,000
sq m or more. The Route 29 Corridor Study, like Hantman’s survey
results (see Section 2.2 of this report), did not record any sites
between 5,000 and 10,000 sq m. These categories are similar to, yet
slightly different from, those discussed by Hantman (1985:182-183)

(see Section 2.2 of this report).

Cultural period was determined by the identification of diagnostic

artifacts recovered during the Phase Ib survey.

Landforms were divided into two categories: uplands and lowlands.
Upland landforms include bluff tops, ridgetops, interior uplands,
and interfluvial ridge slopes. Lowland landforms include terraces,

floodplains, and benches.

Soil type was determined by plotting the site location on the 1935
Albemarle County Soil Map (Devereux et al. 1940).

Distance to water and elevation above water were based on straight-
Tine measurements from the center of the site area to the nearest
blue-line drainage (regardless of stream rank order) on USGS

topographic maps.
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Table 9b presents data derived from VDHL site forms for 18 previously
recorded sites, identified during Phase Ia, which lie within onekquakter
mile of September 1988 segments. In order to present the data recorded by
other archeologists in a format similar to that used for this survey,

certain assumptions were made. These assumptions are as follows:

1. Site type was determined by applying the same criterié outlined in
Téb]e 9a rather than the site type inferred by the recorder. That
is, those sites which produced three or more artifact types, or
sites which produced ceramics were considered camps, and those sites
which produced one or two artifact types were considered limited

activity sites.

Following Hantman’s (1985:182-183) discussion of site size, sites
recorded during the Phase Ib survey were separated into three
categories as discussed previously. The same size categories were
applied to these sites as those listed in Table 9a whenever precise
size determinations could be established. If the site size could
not be determined, but an approximate site size could be estimated
within one of the three defined size categories, then the site was
assigned to the appropriate size category. No determination of site

size was made for those sites which lacked pertinent information.
3. Cultural periods were assigned to sites if the site recorder or

informant had observed and identified diagnostic artifacts, e.g.,

projectile points and ceramics. Sites which lacked diagnostic
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projectile points and ceramics were not considered "Archaic," but

rather were listed as being of unknown cultural period.

4. Landform, soil type, distance to water, and elevation above water

were determined in the same manner as outlined in Table 9a.

The results of these analyses generally produced corroborative results for
the environmental predictors outlined by Hantman (1985). They also were
somewhat predictable given the current data base of Archaic and Woodland |
settlement patterns in the Virginia Piedmont. As predicted, Archaic sites
are generally confined to the uplands. Consequently, they are located at
a greater distance from and elevation above water. Woodland sites, on the
other hand, are primarily confined to the lowlands, which is reflected in
the reduced distance from and elevation above water compared to Archaic

sites.

4.2.1 Sites by Soil Iigg and Age

Hantman (1985:184) states that 100% of the known sites in the
Charlottesville area occur on three soil types (Congaree loam, Cecil loam,
or Davidson loam) and that 86% of the Woodland sites occur on Congaree
soils. The results of the Route 29 Corridor Study, listed in Table 9a,
indicate that 47 of 49 sites (96%) occur on soils of the Cecil, Congaree,
or Davidson series. It should be noted that the Phase Ib survey
identified numerous sites on soils of the Cecil Hilly phase and Davidson
Hilly phase. Thus, the terms Cecil soils and Davidson soils will

hereafter refer to Cecil loam and Cecil Hilly loam soils and Davidson loam
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and Davidson Hilly loam soils, respectively. In addition, two sites,
44AB327 (a late Archaic upland camp) and 44AB356 (a limited activity site
of unknown age), occur on App]ing soils. Analysis of the project data
indicate that the percentage of sites per soil type closely approximates

the representation of soil types within the project area, as illustrated

below.
Cecil 39 of 49 sites (79.6%) and 77% of soil by area
Davidson 4 of 49 sites (8.2%) and 12% of soil by area
Congaree 4 of 49 sites (8.2%) and 2% of soil by area
Appling 2 of 49 sites (4%) and 7% of soil by area
Other 0% of sites and 2% of soil by area

This analysis suggests that the soil types identified by Hantman on the
Devereux et al. (1940) soil map, i.e., Cecil, Davidson, and Congaree, may
not be as strong a site predictor as originally thought, since they

comprise 91% of the soils in the project area.

Only 11 of the 49 prehistoric sites (22.4%) produced diagnostic materials.
Of these, five sites (45.5%) are Archaic, three sites (27.3%) contain both
an Archaic and a Woodland component, and three sites (27.3%) contain a
Woodland component. By comparison, the VDHL site file data indicate that
Archaic sites constitute 46% of the datable sites, Archaic/Woodland sites
représent 19% of theksites, and Woodland sites represent 21% of the sites
(Hantman 1985:177). The project area data are very similar to the VDHL
site file data. Of sites within the one-half-mile-wide corridor, 12 of 18
(66%) produced diagnostic materials. Eight (66.7%) were Archaic, 2 sites

(14%) were Archaic and Woodland, and 2 sites (14%) were Woodland. These
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figures are very similar to those from Hantman’s systematic survey.
Hantman’s systematic survey data indicate that Archaic sites represent 62%
of the datable sites, 15% represent Archaic and woodlénd sites, and 15%
represent Woodland sites. A rockshelter of unknown occupation date
constitutes the remaining 8% of the sites recorded during his systematic

survey.

Analyzing the sites and soil types by their Archaic and Woodland

components produces the following results: 4 of 8 Archaic sites (50%)
occur on Cecil soils, and 5 of 6 Woodland sites (83%) also occur on Cecil
soils. The remaining 17% of the Woodland sites are located on Congaree
soils. Of the four previously known Woodland sites in the half-mile-wide

corridor, 50% were on Cecil soils and 50% were on Congaree soils.

The information presented above suggests that Archaic populations
exploited a more diverse resource base than Woodland populations as
evidenced by the greater number of soil types and rahge of resource zones
which contain evidence of Archaic occupations. On the other hand, the
Route 29 Corridor Study data suggest that Woodland site locations vary
m&rked]y from traditional subsistence/sett]ement modeTs, which indicate
Woodland populations exploited riverine resources and practiced
horticulture along major floodplains. For example, Hantman (1985:181)
reports that 86% of all known Woodland sites occur on Congaree soils,
i.e., alluvial soils. The data from the Route 29 Corridor Study do not
support these interpretations. Rather, an extremely high percentage (83%)

of Middle/Late Woodland sites occur in the uplands and along small
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tributary streams, away from the floodplains of the principal rivers.
Although the observed differences in sett1ement patterns may suggest a
sample bias in‘the VDHL site file data in favor of thek]arger, more
accessible floodplain sites, the presence of small dispersed Woodland
camps in secondary stream settings or upland environments suggests Late
Woodland populations relied on either a more generalized subsistence base
and, concomitantly, had a more dispersed, less sedentary settlement
pattern, or they supplemented their agricultural lifeways with intensive
hunting and gathering of specific resources. Thus, these data suggest
that Late Woodland community patterning in the Virginia Piedmont not only
included agricultural villages on the larger floodplains, but also
incorporated temporary and semipermanent sites in the uplands and along
low-order streams. Mouer (1983:27) speculates that these smaller
semipermanent sites far from the major floodplains represented seasonal
hunting camps and/or the movement of Late Woodland populations into more

marginal agricultural lands.

4.2.2 Sites by Type and Location

Using the data listed in Téble 9a, the sites were classified by site type
and geomorphic positions. Site types consisted of campsites (20 of 49, or
40.8%) and limited activity sites (29 of 49, or 59.2%). Sites arranged by
geomorphic position were divided into upland (34 of 49, or 69.4%) and
lowland (15 of 49, or 30.6%) sites. Campsites are more or less evenly
distributed between upland (11 sites) and lowland (9 sites) settings.
However, 24 of 29 limited activity sites (83%) are situated in upland
settings. The chi-square statistic was applied to test the null

hypothesis that campsites and 1im1fed activity sites are equally
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distributed across the landscape. The resu]tihg chi-square value of 4.5
is significant at the .05 level with one degree of freedom. This
indicates a significant relationship between site type and geomorphic
position. More specifically, a significant number of limited activity
sites are located in the uplands, as opposed to campsites, which are

evenly distributed between upland and lowland settings.

Analyzing the sites by cultural period and geomorphic position producedk
similar results. Four of 6 Woodland sites and 4 of 8 Archaic sites occur
in lowland areas. However, 3 of 4 Woodland sites (75%) in lowland areas
occur on a soil type other than Congaree. Of the 11 datable sites, only

1, an Archaic site, was not classified as a camp.

4.2.3 Site Size

Data regarding site size produced results very similar to those generated
by Hantman (1985:148,184). Categories of site size developed for this
survey are simi]atho those used by Hantman, with the principal
differences being that (a) no sites were identified during the current
survey that were between 5,000 and 10,000 sq m, and (b) the size range for
large sites was changed from 13,000 sq m and above to 10,000 sq m and
above. Tables 9a and 9b indicate that no site size information was
available for four sites, all previously recorded camps. Of the 48 sites
in Table 9a for which size jnformation is available, 29 sites (60.4%) are
classified as small sites (i.e., less than 1,100 sq m), 13 sites (27.1%)
are classified as medium sites (i.e., between 1,100 and 5,000 sq m), and 6

sites (12.5%) are classified as large sites (i.e., 10,000 sq m or more).
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Based on his survey data, Hantman (1985:182-83) reported that 80% of all
sites recorded were 9,000 sq m or less. Data from the present survey
suggest that 87.5% of the sites in the Charlottesville afea are less than
10,000 sq m, and 80% are less than 4,300 sq m. The latter figure is
similar to the site file data, which indicate that over 80% of the sites

are 5,000 sq m or less.

Examining sites by type and size produced weak results. Camps are
relatively evenly distributed by size with 8 small, 6 medium, and 5 large
sites. (There is no size estimate fof one campsite.) However, 21 of 29
(72.4%) limited activity sites belong to the small site size
classification. In order to conduct a valid chi-square test, cells from
the medium and large site size category were combined. The chi-square
statistic tested the null hypothesis that camps and limited activity sites
were evenly distributed between small sites versus medium and large sites.
The chi-square value of 3.4 is significant at the .10 level with one
degree of freedom, but not at the .05 level. Thus, there is no

significant relationship between site size and site type. However, 57.9%
of the campsites are over 1,100 sq m in size, whereas on]y 27.6% of the
limited activity sites are over 1,100 sq m. Conversely, only 42.1% of the
campsites are under 1,100 sq m in size compared to 72.4% of the limited

activity sites.

Examining site size by geomorphic position produced the following results.
Thirty-one percent (15) of 48 sites are considered lowland sites; 60% (9)
of the sites are 1,100 sq m or less in size; and only 7% (1) are larger

than 10,000 sq m. Sixty-nine percent (33) of 48 sites are considered
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upland sites, of which 60.6% (20) are classified as small sites, and 15%

(5) are 10,000 sq m or larger. Again, cells were combined for the medium
and large sites in order to perform a statistically viable chi-square
test. The results indicate that there is no significant difference at
the .05 level (X2 = 0.002 with one degree of freedom) in the distribution

of sites by size categories between upland and lowland settings.

The present data vary significantly from Hantman’s data in the area of
site size by cultural affiliation. As listed in Table 10, the VDHL site
files indicate 80% of the Archaic sites in Albemarle County are 10,000 sq
m or more in size and Woodland sites are only 2,750 sq m‘in §ize. On the
other hand, as Table 11 indicates, Hantman’s systematic survey daia
suggest a mean size for Archaic sites of 9,260 sq m and a mean size for
Woodland sites of 14,783 sq m. Data from the Char]ottesvi]Te Route 29
Corridor Study (see Table 11) suggest Archaic and Woodland sites are
nearly the same size (Archaic sites average 5,445 sq m and Woodland sites
average 6,581 sq m). However, the precise site boundaries were not
determined during the Phase Ib survey for sites which extended more than
44 m beyond the 250—footkcorridor. If site size for previously recorded
sites (see Table 9b) is incorporated with the Phase Ib survey data, the
difference in mean site size between Archaic and Woodland sites is more
pronounced. These data suggest a mean size of 3,937 sq m for Archaic

sites and a mean size of 6,592 sq m for Woodland sites.

The significance and interpretation of site size by cultural affiliation

may be summarized briefly as follows. One line of reasoning argues that
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Woodland sites should be larger than Archaic sites because Woodland
popu]ationé practiced a more sedentary lifestyle and their reliance on
horticulture and riverine resources enabled them to support greater

concentrations of people. Conversely, Archaic sites should be smaller

 because these populations lived in small, nomadic bands with dispersed

settlement patterns. The alternative line of reasoning contends that
Archaic sites should be larger because these sites represent repeated
occupations within the same general location by many groups of people over
an extended period of time; hence, the assemblages represent the
accumulation of material over many generations. The variability in the
data presented above fails to resolve the debate. Moreover, it inditates
that more research is needed in order to quantify and understand the
relationship between site size and cultural affiliation. Other variables,
such as site type, should be incorporated into a reexamination of this

issue to resolve the dilemma.

4.2.4 Environmental Predictors: Distance to and Elevation above Water

Predictive site-location models for the Virginia and Mary]and Piedmont
have focused on environmental variables. Models developed by Hantman
(1985) and Kavanagh (1983) discuss proximity to water and elevation above
watér as important site determinants. Data derived from the VDHL survey
files for Albemarle County suggest that 80% of all sites are within 918 ft
of water and 80 ft or less above water (Hantman 1985:179). However, data
derived from Hantman’s systematic survey suggest that 80% of all sites are

within 700 ft of water and 100 ft or less above water, i.e., 20% of the

sites are beyond these figures (see Table 10).
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Sites located within the project area and within the ohe-ha]f-mi]e-wide
corridor were plotted on topographic maps in order to quantify the
variables discussed abpve. Data derived from this analysis produced
results different from Hantman’s. Specifically, they indicate that only
68% of all sites (Tables 9a and 9b) are within 1,000 ft of water. Within
the project area, 76% are within 1,000 ft of water (see Table 10 for
comparison). The Route 29 Corridor Study also indicates that 81% of all
sites (Tables 9a and 9b) are 80 ft or less above water, and, within the
project area, 82% of all sites are 80 ft or less above water (see Table 10
for comparison). As Table 10 indicates, the data from the Route 29
Corridor Study more closely approximate the data derived from the VDHL

site files in terms of distance to and elevation above water.

Site type and distance to water were also analyzed thrpugh the application
of chi-square tests. The implicit assumption is that campsites and
Timited activity sites are evenly distributed across the landscape. The
distance to water from campsites and limited activity sites was examined
at 700 and 300 ft. The 700-foot figure was chosen to test Hantman’s
model, and the 300-foot figure was arbitrarily selected because Table 9a
indicated few sites between 400 and 600 ft from water. The results of
these studies and the chi-square test reveal that 15 of 20 campsites (75%)
are within 700 ft of water, whereas only 5 of 20 campsites (25%) are more
than 700 ft from water. Eighteen of 29 limited activity sites (62.1%) are
within 700 ft of water, and 11 of 29 limited activity sites (37.9%) are
more than 700 ft from water. The chi-square value (X2 = 0.9)'is not

significant at the .05 level with one degree of freedom. Thus, the

66




observed distribution of campsites and limited activity sites within 700

ft occurs within an expected range.

Twelve of 20 campsites (60%) are within 300 ft of water, and 8 of 20
campsites (40%) are more than 300 ft from water. However, 11 of 29
limited activity sites (37.9%) are within 300 ft of water, and 18 of 29
limited activity sites (62.1%) are more than 300 feet from water. The
chi-square value (X2 = 3.91) is significant at the .05 level with one:
degree of freedonm. Thus, the observed distribution‘of campsites and
Timited activity sites within 300 ft of water is not within an expected
range. Specifically, a disproportionate number of limited activity sites
are more than 300 ft from water, and a disproportionate number of

campsites are within 300 ft or less of water.

Using data derived from the Route 29 Corridor Study, campsites and limited
activity sites were also examined in terms of their elevation above water.
Chi-square tests were conducted in order to determine if campsites and
limited activity sites are disproportionately distributed across the
landscape. The tests were performed with the elevation above water
varying between 20 and 60 ft. The 20- and 60-foot figures were
arbitrarily selected. Ten of 20 campsites (50%) were less than 60 ft
aboVe water, whereas only 12 of 29 limited activity sites (41.3%) were
less than 60 ft above water. The chi-square value (X2 = 0.36) is not
significant at the .05 level with one degree of freedom. When the
elevation above water is reduced to 20 ft, 9 of 20 campsites (45%) are 20

ft or less above water, and only 4 of 29 limited activity sites (14%) are
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20 ft or less above water. The chi-square value (X2 = 5.9) is significant
at the .05 level with one degree of freedom, thus indicating that a
disproportionate number of limited activity sites are more than 20 ft

above water.

The results of the site-type/relationship-to-water analysis indicate a
significant difference regarding the re];tionship between site type and
geomorphic position. Specifically, a significant number of limited
activity sites are located more than 300 ft from water and more than 20 ft
above water. Conversely, nearly half of all campsites occur within 300 ft
of water and less than 20 ft above water. These results plus thevartifact
data presented in Table 8 suggest that limited activity sites served site-
specific functions. However, the limited number of értifacts on limited
activity sites precludes further elucidation of tasks that were performed

at these sites.

Sites were also analyzed by time period and distance to water and then
compared to Hantman’s data. Based on existing VDHL site file data,
Hantman (1985:179) predicted that 80% of Archaic sites were 918 ft from
water, and 80% of the Woodland sites were within 410 ft of watef.
Howéver, the data 6btained from Hantman’s systematic survey (1985:185)
suggest that both Archaic and Woodland sites are within 656 ft of water.
Data from the Route 29 Corridor Study produced the following results. The
average distance to water for Archaic sites in Table 9a (n = 8) is 473 ft,
which is less than Hantman’s survey figure of 656 ft, and the average
distance to water for Woodland sites (n = 6) is 333 ft, which is also less

than either the VDHL or the Hantman figure (see Tables 10 and 11).
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Furthermore, 25% of the Archaic sites are 1,000 ft or more from water and
range from 30 ft to 1,500 ft from water. However, only 17% of the

Woodland sites are 1,000 ft or more from water.

Analysis of sites by time period and elevation above water produced
results similar to those presented by Hantman (1985:179), and they
coincide with the distribution of Archaic sites at a greater distance from
water and in more varied localities. Hantman’s survey data suggest that
80% of Archaic sites are 80 ft or less above water, and 80% of Woodland
sites are 20 ft or less above water (Table 10). Results of the Route 29
Corridor Study corroborate these findings. For example, based on data
derived from the project area (Table 9a), 75% of the Archaic sites are 70
ft or less above water (Table 10), and the mean elevation above water for
Archaic sites is 43 ft (see Table 11). Also, Archaic sites range from 5
ft to 110 ft above water. These data suggest that Archaic sites are more
dispersed across the landscape. Woodland sites, on the other hand, tend
to be closer to water. For example, 83% of the Woodland sites are 40 ft
or less above water, and 66% of the sites are 20 ft or less above water.
The mean elevation above water for Woodland sites is 33 ft. However, if
one site, which is 110 ft above water, is exc]udéd from the sample, the
mean elevation above water for Woodland sites is reduced to 17 ft,
approximately the same figure noted by Hantman in his analysis of the VDHL
site file data. Although the data sets generated from the Route 29
Corridor Study compare favorably to Hantman’s survey data, they are even

closer to the VDHL site file records.
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The results derived from the Route 29 Corridor Study regarding distance to
and elevation above water for Archaic and Woodland sites are predictable
and explicable in terms of known prehistoric subsistence/settlement models
for the Virginia Piedmont region. That is, the Woodland period is
typified by intensive gathering of riverine resources, with the addition
of floodplain horticulture during the Late Woodland period. Thus, it is
hot surprising that the mean distance to water for Woodland sites is 333
ft with more than 80% of the sites occurring within 400 ft of water and
within 40 ft or less above water. Conversely, the Archaic period is
characterized by more generalized hunting-gathering strategies, which are
reflected in the greater’aVerage distance to water (473 ft) and elevation
above water (43 ft). In addition, 75% of the Archaic sites occur within
500 ft of water and 70 ft or less above water. Archaic sites also
demonstrate a tremendous range in the distance and elevation to water.
These data indicate Archaic populations exploited the resources of the
upland forest environment, e.g., deer, nuts, and berries, more intensively

and practiced a more generalized hunting and gathering strategy.

However, the data from the Route 29 Corridor Study also clearly indicate
that Archaic sites are located in lowland environments and, more
impdrtantly, these data indicate that a large number of Woodland sites are
also located in upland settings and along small tributary streams.
Further refinement of regional subsistence/settlement systems, along the
lines suggested by Mouer (1983), and of the regional chronology will help
to differentiate Middle Woodland from Late Woodland occupations and
ultimately delineate changing subsistence and settlement patterns in the

area.
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4.3 Analysis of Historic Sites and Artifacts ,
The majority of the historic sites identified during the survey date to
the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. The most common
artifacts recovered from the isolated artifact locations, field scatters;
and trash dumps are whitewares and stonewares; container, table, and
window glass; and cut and wire nails (see Tables 7a, 7b, and 8). While
these artifacts can be dated to the late nineteenth and early twentieth
centuries, few can be dated more precisely. In the context of scatters
and dumps, most of which lack integrity, the artifact collections could
not be associated with discrete archeological occupations; they do,
however, reflect the historic use of the project area through which the
alternatives pass. Only one field scatter included artifacts which may
date as early as the late eighteenth century (44AB319); this site, which
contained one sherd of tin-glazed earthenware and one wrought nail, is the
only evidence from a scatter identified during the survey suggesting
eighteenth-century occupation. While no structure or feature associated
with this scatter was identified during the survey, the site is within a
mile of the Barracks Cemetery (Figure 3a, 44AB7; see Catlin and Plog 1983;
Huntington 1983:5).

The late nineteenth- and early twentieth-century occupation of the project
vicinity is also reflected in the archeological sites which include
structures or structural remains of domestic, mining, and commercial
sites. Most of these sites represent rural dwellings, probably tenant

farms or small, owner-occupied farmsteads. The structure types identified
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at these sites represent the common house plans of the period in the
Virginia Piedmont (see Glassie 1975; Meyer and Foster 1989): the I-house
(44AB318 and 344), single-pen structure (44AB322), two-room house with a
gable-end chimney (44AB334 and 335), and the hall-and-parlor plan with a
central chimney (44AB321, 333, and 373; see Tables 12a and 12b). Two of
the houses had cellars with an exterior entrance (44AB322 and 334). While
some of the house remains were identified by fieldstone or brick and
fieldstone foundations, some were supported by fieldstone piers (44AB333
and 373).

One foundation, constructed of cobble and cement, represented a twentieth-
century house (44AB317). The structure probably had four or five rooms
arranged in an asymmetrical plan and a bay window and porch at the front.
A local informant reported that the house had burned; much of the glass

associated with the structure showed evidence of burning.

The artifact assemblages associated with the houses were similar in
content and date (late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries) to the
scatters: ceramics, particularly stoneware, whiteware, and porcelain;
container, table, and window glass; cut and wire nails. Flat glass and
nails were particularly common. The assemblage from one site (44AB322)
also included earlier artifacts, such as creamware, pearlware, and wrought

nails.

Although most of the structures identified were dwellings, other types of

structures are represented. An incomplete stone, brick, and cement
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foundation (44AB336) was identified adjacent to a complex of features
recorded as the Proffit Pyrite Prospect (44AB275; see also Nelson 1962:71-
72). Neither b]an nor function of this structure was determined. No
domestic artifacts were recovered at this site; only nails, a railroad
spike, and wire were found. According to the VDHL site form, the site was

mapped in 1959, but the map does not show the structure identified as

- 44AB336.

One other site with structural remains which may be associated with the
Pyrite Prospéct was identified during the survey. To the south, along the
east side of Powell Creek, there is a stone foundation and cellar hole
(44AB332). Except for one container glass fragment, the artifacts found
at the site are metal (nails, wire, and a hoe blade). The cellar is dug
into the slope and local slate was used in the foundation. There is no
evidence of brick or of a chimney, although the stone inside the cellar
hole could represent a chimney fall. The site is on the same graphite
slate formation on which the Proffit Pyrite Prospect is located and is
situated along a road trace (or abandoned railroad bed), which may connect

the pyrite mine with the Southern Railway track at Proffit.

One foundation (44AB342) which appears to have been a non-domestic
structure may have been a late nineteenth- or early twentieth-century
store or school (a "colored school" is shown in the vicinity of the site
on the 1907 Massie map of Albemarle County). The structure was built into
a slope, with both front and back entrances at or near ground level, but
the back considerably lower. The foundation was constructed of cement,

several kinds of brick, and cobbles. There is evidence of numerous
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modifications, including sealing ground-level side window openings and
reducing the size of the back door. The structure appears to have been
one room with a porch along the front (supported by a brick foundation)
and a basement with a ground-level entrance at the back. There is no
evidence of a chimney. The collapsed floor remains inside the foundation.
Window and container glass and nails were the most common artifacts

recovered.

Five cemeteries were located during the survey (44AB367, 368, 369, 370,
and 371). They all appear to be relatively small family cemeteries,
including from 12 (44AB370) to 30 (44AB371) graves. Marked graves date
primarily from the mid-twentieth century; however, some of the graves are
marked only with fieldstone at the head and foot, and several are
unmarked. An early nineteenth-century slave cemetery‘on the Red Hills
property (near Alternate 6b, south of Route 643) has been reported by
Proffit-area resident C. Jared Lowenstein (1989), but the location of the
cemetery as shown on Lowenstein’s map could not be confirmed by the JMA

field team.

Most of the previously reported historic sites located within one-quarter-
mile of a June 1988 or September 1988 segment are represented by field
scatters or trash dumps which date to the late nineteenth and early
twentieth centuries (see Table 12b). Previousiy reported sites with
structures or features include the Proffit Pyrite Prospect (44AB275), the
Barracks Cemetery (44AB7), a lock on the South Fork of the Rivanna River
(44AB139), and six sites associated with Rock Hill Estate (44AB215, 216,
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217, 218, and 221). Rock Hill Estate, located east of Shenks Branch,
included a mansion built in the late eightéenth or early nineteenth
century, terraced gardens, and a pond. The mansion burned in the 1950s,
but other structures on the property continue to be occupied'(Engineering-
Science 1985:3-35). Artifacts from these sites are from the nineteenth
century, although Site 44AB218 includes types that may date to the

eighteenth-century (Engineering-Science 1985:3-58).

Efforts to correlate the archeological sites identified during the JMA
survey with structures appearing on historic maps proved difficult. The
earliest maps of Albemarle County which show roads and structures date
from the middle of the nineteenth century. The Gilmer map of 1864 (Figure
8) and the Hotchkiss map of 1866 (Figure 9) show topographic features,
major roads, rail lines, towns, and dwellings on large estates. While
many of these features could be correlated with modern (1978) topographic
maps, they are not as accurate as the modern maps. Several of the
historic estates could be correlated with surviving historic structures,
but the historic maps show only the main houses of large landowners;
smaller holdings or locations of tenant or slave dwellings are not
indicated on these maps. The Peyton map of 1875 (Figure 10) appears to be
more accurate than the other two maps; however, like the earlier maps, it
shows the large estates. The Massie map of 1907 includes many of the same
estatesrshown on the Peyton map, but the accuracy of this map is
questionable. A1l of these maps have inconsistencies in scale: when a
point is located relative to one topographic or historic feature, it may
not be in the correct position relative to another feature. A USGS

topographic map from 1892 is drawn true to scale, but it does not show
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structures (USGS 1892). A later topographic map (1935, published in
Devereux et al. 1940; Figure 11) shows structures and was helpful in

locating relatively recent structures and roads.

The archeological sites identified in this survey are primarily the
remains of rural, vernacular structures, small houses occupied by tenants
or farmers of small holdings. A1l of the‘sites are within 1/4 mile of a

historic road. There is no useful correlation between location of
domestic structures and either soil type or landform (Table 12a and 12b).

While several of the dwellings are located on high ground, three (44AB333,k
334, and 345) are located close to drainages or within the f]oodp]ain.\ If
these are primarily tenant houses, the deciding factor in their locations
may be proximity to fields and access to roads. These modest dwellings
do not seem to be shown on the maps from the 1860s, 1875, or 1907. Not
until the maps of the 1930s are all structures shown; by this time several

of the sites identified in the survey may have been abandoned. Further
historical research in documentary sources will be necessary to identify

land owners and occupants of these dwellings of the common folk.

The sample identified in the survey, which included only small sites and
vernacular structures, is largely an artifact of the process of selecting
the conceptual and candidate build alternatives: the alternatives were
expressly chosen to avoid both modern development and historic standing

structures which are or may be eligible for nomination to the NRHP. The

“historic plantation houses which still stand in the county, therefore,

have been carefully avoided and do not appear in the archeological survey
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sample. Since efforts have also been made to avoid modern structures, the
alignments have sought out marginal areas of Albemarle County. There is
little archeological evidence that’these areas were occupied during the
eighteenth century and limited evidence of occupation in the early and
middle nineteenth century. The archeological evidence does, however,
reveal occupation during the second half of the nineteenth century and the
first quarter of the twentieth century: these sites were occupied after
the Civil War, some of them, perhaps, by freed blacks who remained in
agriculture as tenants, sharecroppers, or farmers of their own small

holdings.

By the end of the century, however, the composition of the rural populace
was changing. By the 1880s, whites outnumbered blacks in the county for
the first time since the 1790 census (Moore 1976:237), as blacks left the
agrarian South for the industrial North. Furthermore, in the 1880s,
Charlottesville incorporated and offered better services to its residents.
During the last decades of the century, the rural population declined and
the urban population grew, not only in Charlottesville, but across the
country. People left the farm for the convenience and employment
opportunities of town. Country stores closed and crossroads towns
deciined, particularly with the development of all-weather roads and
automobile travel. Except for the large family estates which generally
remained intact, 1ife in the country at the turn of the century was

economically and socially marginal.
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The structures still standing (44AB318, 337, and 344)’may have been built
in the late nineteenth century and two of them appear to have had a
kitchen wing added in the first quarter of the twentieth century (44AB318
and 344). These were probab]y’abandoned during the first half of the
twentieth century. The sites represented by structural remains, however,
were probably simpler, smaller, and, possibly, earlier structures. They
are one- and two-room plans with gable-end chimneys or central chimneys.
These simple plans were common among slave dwellings (Upton 1982:13;
Ridout 1982:143) and postbellum tenant houses (Orser 1988:205, 219). The
archeology of these impermanent, vernacular, modest structures from the
postbellum period and their resident households are not well documented in

Albemarle County.

4.3.1 Developing the Historic Contexts

The significance of historic sites is assessed in terms of the potential
to contribute important information to understanding Virginia’s past. The
contribution of a given site or group of sites is established with
reference to a historic context, which groups sites related in time,
space, and theme (Federal Register 1983:44718). By combining information
drawn from the historical narrative (Section 2.3) with data from sites
identified by the Route 29 Corridor Study and previously reported sites in
the one-half-mile-wide corridor, §6uf historical contexts were identified
which are represented by archeological sites within the project area. The
geographical area is limifed to the project vicinity, northern Albemarle
County. Themes represented include agriculture (plantations and

farmsteads); military encampment; and mining. (One of two themes,
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commerce or education, may be represented .by a single site; however, there
is neither sufficient archéo]ogica1 evidence nor potential to develop a
historic contexf including either theme.) The historic contexts discussed
below were defined because there are archeological sites with the
potential to contribute information important to understanding the
archeology and history of Albemarle County; however, not all sites listed
below have that potential. Recommendations concerning eligibility are

discussed in Section 5.0.

4.3.2 Historic Contexts in Albemarle County

The slave-labor antebellum tobacco plantation and later diversified
plantation of antebellum Albemarle County (1740-1863) is documented by
historical records and standing structures. Because the alternatives were
designed to avoid historic structures, the surviving main houses and
support structures of these estates were avoided. However, the remains of
the original Rotk Hi11 Estate mansion and grounds are represented bvaites
44AB215, 216, and 217, and artifacts from the eighteenth- and early
nineteenth-century occupation of the estate were recovered at Sites
44AB218 and 221. Alternatives also cross plahtation lands and may include

structures occupied by slaves or tenants, such as 44AB322.

Colonel Harvie’s lands between Jumping Branch and Ivy Creek were the site
of the prisoner-of-war camp, known as the Barracks, established in the
winter of 1779 and occupied into 1780. There is little archeological
evidence from this survey of that occupation (although 44AB319 may
represent that time period and 44AB7 has been identified as the Barracks

Cemetery); however, three sites are adjacent to the Barracks area, and may
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be related to continued use of the area developed by the prisoners

(44AB321, 322, and 323).

The postbellum tenant farm/small farmstead (1863-1920) is a common site
type in Albemarle County. After manumission, many freed blacks remained
in agriculture, working as tenants and sharecroppers. Some became
Tandowners and established small farmsteads. Whites were also tenants and
sharecroppers in the county. Many blacks left farming and the South by
the end of the century, and rural populations declined in general as
subsistence farming people moved to wage-labor positions in town. Sites
from the survey sample which represent this context include 44AB318, 321,

322, 333, 335, 337, and 344.

The Proffit Pyrite Prospect (1917-1918) is located within the one-half-

~ mile-wide corridor. According to the VDHL site form, the Ohio Sulfur

Mining Company Teased several tracts of land near Proffit in a graphite
slate formation to mine pyrite in 1917. A mine shaft and some processing
and support structures were built; a railroad spur or road connected the
complex to Proffit. Operations were halted in 1918. Site 44AB336 Was
part of the complex; Site 44AB332 may also have been related to the mining

operation.
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5.0 SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

5.1 Project Summary

This report documents the results of the Phase Ib archeological survey of
the Route 29 Corridor Study, Charlottesville and Albemarle County,
Virginia. The survey, conducted for the Sverdrup Corporation and VDOT,

was intended to assist in compliance with Section 106 of the National

‘Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended; the Federal-Aid Highway Act

of 1966, as amended; the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969; and
other applicable federal and state mandates. The goals of the survey were
to determine the presence or absence of archeological sites within the
candidate build alternatives and to make recommendations concerning each

site’s potential eligibility for the NRHP.

Field investigations were conducted between June 1988 and February 1989.
The segments of five candidate build alternatives, Alternatives 6, 7, 10,
11, and 12, were surveyed. During the summer and fall of 1988, some
segments designated as candidate build alternatives in June of 1988 were
dropped from consideration and new segments were defined and surveyed.
The new segments which are of candidate build status at the writing of
this report (April 1989) are identified as September 1988 segments; those
previously surveyed but which have been downgraded to conceptﬁa]

alternative status are identified as June 1988 segments.
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5.2 Recommendations

The archeological sites recommended for Phase II investigations are those
sites considered to have the potential to yield information important in
Tocal or regional history or prehistory (36 CFR 60.4:criterion d). A
total of 77 sites were considered in the report. The Phase Ib
investigations resulted in the evaluation of 56 archeological sites within
the September 1988 segments. The 56 sites located in the project area
include 38 sites identified and recorded by JMA, one previously recorded
site (44AB33) which was Tocated and tested by JMA, two previous]y recorded
sites (44AB26 and 56) which had been destroyed by landscaping, and 15
sites previously identified by Engineering-Science during the McIntire
Road survey (Engineering-Science 1985). Fourteen archeological sites were
evaluated within the June 1988 segments. These included 13 sites
identified and recorded by JMA, and one previously recorded site (44AB294)
which was located and tested by JMA. In addition, 7 historic sites were
identified, tested, and evaluated which lie within one-quarter mile of a
segment center line but are outside the project area. Six of the 7 sites
(44AB321, 323, 334, 336, 368, and 369) are near June 1988 segments, and
one site (44AB344) is near a September 1988 segment. Because these 7
sites may be impacted by a shift in the alignment of a center line and/or
the‘upgrading of the segment to a candidate build status, site
recommendations have been included for these sites as well as the sites

within the September and June segments.

Seventy-five of the 77 sites discussed in this report have been evaluated
for potential eligibility to the NRHP by critically applying the same

evaluation criteria to each site. Two sites, 44AB26 and 56, were not
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evaluated because they have been destroyed by landscaping a golf course.
The 75 sites include all 58 sites identified and tested by JMA, two
previously recorded sites (44AB33 and 294) which were located and tested
by JMA during the present survey, and the 15 sites identified by
Engineering-Science. The evaluation criteria included site integrity,
site size and depth, nature and extent of cultural materials, site type
and function, and potential to yield significant information. Because
Engineering-Science did not apply the same evaluation criteria as JMA, J.

Cooper Wamsley, VDOT archeologist, requested that JMA reevaluate the site
recommendations for the 15 sites identified by Engineering-Science which
lie within Segments v and w. Tables 13, 14a, 14b, and l4c summarize JMA’s
site recommendations. Comparison of Tables 13 and 14a with Table 3
indicates that four sites recommended for Phase II testing by Engineering-
Science (44A8210, 212, 219, and 222) are not recommended by JMA for Phase
Il investigations. Tables 13 and 14a summarize site recommendations for
the 56 sites identified within the project area, i.e., September 1988

segments.

JMA has also provided site recommendations for the 14 sites 1ocated within
the June 1988‘segments. Although these segments are no longer in
candidate build alternatives, VDOT and Sverdrup agreed that site
recommendations for these sites may prove useful in the future if the
status of a segment is reconsidered and changed to candidate build status.
Site recommendations for sites located within the June 1988 segments are

presented in Tables 13 and 14b. 1In addition, Table l4c presents the site
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recommendations for the 7 sites located within one-quarter mile of a

segment center line but outside the project area.

Site recommendations for previously recorded sites which 1ie within one-
quarter mile of a September 1988 segment center line are listed in Table

2, and the site recommendations presented in Table 2 reflect those

recorded on the VDHL archeological site inventory form by the individual

who reported the site. JMA did not reevaluate the site recommendations
for those sites listed in Table 2. However, if the alignments of segments
in the September 1988 candidate build alternatives shift enough to go
through any of the previously recorded archeological sites when the
alignments are plotted on the 1:200-scale maps compared to the same
alignments on the 1:600-scale maps, then some of the sites identified in

Table 2 may be impacted and would require reevaluation.

- The following discussion will separate site recommendations for the

September 1988 candidate build alternatives (Tables 13 and 14a) from the
site recommendations for the June 1988 conceptual a]ternatives (Tables 13
and 14b) and the sites identified by JMA outside the project area (Table
l4c). Tables 14a, 14b, and l4c also list the justification for each site
recbmmendation, and Table 15 totals and identifies the sites recommended
for Phase Il investigations in the September 1988 candidate build

alternatives.

5.2.1 September 1988 Segments
Tables 13 and 14a indicate that 17 of the 56 sites 1ocated within the

September 1988 segments have been recommended for Phase II. These sites
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include 10 prehistoric components and 7 historic components. Three of the
sites which contain prehistoric components recommended for Phase II also
contain a historic component, but the historic components are not

recommended for Phase II investigations.

Five of the 10 prehistoric sites recommended for Phase II produced
diagnostic artifacts. These artifacts indicate the region was occupied
from at least the Late Archaic through the Late Woodland periods. Two
sites (44AB339 and 360) contain Late Archaic components, 2 sites (44AB343
and 358) contain Middle/Late Woodland components, and 1 site (44AB33)
contains Late Archaic and Middle/Late Woodland components. The 5
remaining sites (44AB331, 342, 346, 348, and 372) possess partial
integrity, and Sites 44AB348 and 372 appear to contain undistﬁrbed
features. Prehistoric sites not recommended for Phase II lack diagnostic
artifacts and do not retain contextual integrity. Three of the 10 sites
are located in upland settings, and the remaining 7 are situated in
Towlands. Phase II testing will permit examination of different site
types in various geomorphic locations and also permit an examination of
Late Archaic and Woodland campsites. Ultimately, the results of the Phase
IT testing will permit a more detailed understanding of Piedmont

subsistence/settlement systems.

Seven of the 23 historic sites in September 1988 segments are recommended
for Phase II evaluation (see Table 14a). Three of the components include
a standing structure or structural remains and associated artifacts.

These sites, which date to the second half of the nineteenth century and
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early twentieth century, include rural dwellings and associated artifacts.
These sites were probably dwellings on tenant farms or small farmsteads.
None could be positively identified on nineteenth-century historic maps;
however, two structures (44AB337 and 373) may be structures which appear
on a 1935 map (Devereux et al. 1940). Some of the sites yielded few
diagnostic artifacts and had low artifact densities; however, a paucity of
artifacts around a structure may be characteristic of tenant dwellings

where yard areas were routinely swept (see Orser 1988:135).

The sites identified above have the potential to contribute important
information about the past within the historic contexts defined in Section
4.3.2. These sites warrant further testing and archival research to
establish their potentia]. The tenant farm/small farmstead deserves
particular attention here. Documentary history will certainly offer much
toward understanding rural 1ife of the late nineteenth and early twentieth
centuries. Further documentation of surviving standing structures may
have more to tell about structure types and plans. The material culture,
however, of the economically, politically, and socially marginal
households of Albemarle County during this period is best revealed by the
combined study of historical and archeological data. These sites should
be fested for the presence of datable, closed contexts (in addition to the
sheet middens that may surround them) and mapped to identify outbui]dings,

fence lines, and structure plans.

5.2.2 June 1988 Segments
Fourteen archeological sites were identified within the surveyed June 1988

segments, of which 8 have been recommended for Phase II (Table 14b). Two
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sites (44AB327 and 366) contain only a prehistoric component, and 3 sites
(44AB318, 322, and 332) contain only a historic component. One
prehistoric site (44AB338) recommended for Phase II contains a historic
component which has not been recommended for Phase II, and one historic
site (44AB319) recommended for Phase II contains a prehistoric component
which has not been recommended for Phase II. In addition, one site
(44AB335) contains both a prehistoric and historic component which have

been recommended for Phase II.

Two of the 4 prehistoric sites (44AB327 and 338) recommended for Phase 1I
date to the Late Archaic period. Sites 44AB335 and 338 contain
Middle/Late Woodland artifacts. The fourth Site, 44AB366, is an extensive

lithic scatter. A1l four sites retain partial integrity.

Five sites are recommended for Phase II investigations. Four sites include
structures or structural remains (44AB318, 322, 332, and 335). Site
44AB319, the only site recommended for Phase II whichrlacks structural
remains, is recommended because of the age of the artifacts: this is the
only site yielding artifacts which date to the eighteenth century. These
are, in fact, the.ear11est historic artifacts recovered during the survey.
One site (44AB332) may be associated with the Proffit Pyrite Prospect
(44AB275). Two sites warrant consideration as contributing sites in a
potential historic district: Sites 44AB322 and 319 are adjacent to the
area identified as the Barracks (Huntington 1983) and may be associated
with the Barracks occupation, although the component identified at Site

44AB322 in this survey dates from the early nineteenth century to the
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early twentieth century. ‘Two other sites identified during the survey and

recommended as potentially eligible to the NRHP (44AB321 and 323) are

~adjacent to the Barracks area; these sites are outside the segment but

within the one-half-mile-wide corridor. Because Sites 44AB319 and 322
could be part of a related group of sites (including Sites 44AB321 and
323) which together comprise the archeological remains of the Barracks and
subsequent plantation occupation, their potential for eligibility to the
NRHP as a historic district should be addressed. It is recommended that
these sites represent a potential historic district and that the

significance of the sites individually and as contributing properties in a

potential district be evaluated in Phase II investigations.

. Sh— ——— ——— o———.

September 1988 Segments

JMA identified seven historic sites during the Phase Ib survey which are
located outside the project area, but within one-quarter mile of a June
1988 or September 1988 segment (Table 14c). Five of the seven sites have
been recommended potentially eligible for the NRHP. Site 44AB344, a late-
nineteenth-century I-house located on Segment f, represents a tenant or
small farmstead occupation. Sites 44AB321 and 323, near Segment ee, are
adjacent to the Barracks area and are recommended potentially eligible as
contributing properties of the potential historic district associated with
the Barracks. Site 44AB336 is adjacent to Site 44AB275, the Proffit
Pyrite Prospect, and is recommended eligible because of its relationship
to that complex. Site 44AB334 is a small farmstead or tenant farm, which

may be associated with the adjacent cemetery, Site 44AB369.
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5.3 Summary of Recommendations

Sites recommended in both September 1988 and June 1988 segments have the
potential to yield information important to the prehistory and history of
Albemarle County and Virginia (36 CFR 60,4:criterion d). Seventeen sites
within September 1988 segments have been recommended for Phase II
investigations, including 10 prehistoric sites and 7 historic sites.
Prehistoric components range in date from the Late Archaic through the
Late Woodland periods. Historic components date from the nineteenth and
twentieth centuries. A1l historic sites recommended for Phase II
investigations include structures or structural remains and associated

artifacts.

Eight archeological sites within June 1988 segments have been recommended
for Phase II investigations, including 3 prehistoric sites, 4 historic
sites, and 1 site with both prehistoric and historic components.
Prehistoric sites date from the Late Archaic and Middle/Late Woodland and
retain partial integrity. Historic sites date to the nineteenth and
twentieth centuries. Two of the historic sites (44AB319 and 322)
recommended for Phase II are adjacent to énd possibly associated with the
Barracks. Only Site 44AB322 contains structural remains; Site 44AB319
contains artifacts of the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries,
and these artifacts represent the earliest historic artifacts recovered
from the survey. One site (44AB332) may be associated with the Proffit
Pyrite Prospect (44AB275). Five historic sites (44AB321, 323, 334, 336,
and 344) outside the project area ére recommended as potentially eligible

for the NRHP. Al1 are nineteenth- and twentieth-century sites.
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5.4 Conclusions

Examination of Table 15 indicates that Alternatives 6 (6 sites), 7 (10.
sites), and 7A (6 sites) will have the most impact on potentially eligible
sites. All these alternatives are located on the east side of the
existing Route 29 corridor. Alternative 6B, also located on the east side

of Route 29, will only impact 2 potentially eligible sites.

On the west side of Route 29, Alternatives 10 and 12 (and 12-1, 12-2, 12-
3, and 12-4) will have the least impact on potentially eligible sites, as
each alternative will only impact 1 site. Alternatives 11 and 11-1
through 11-4 will impact between 2 and 4 potentially eligible sites,
depending on the alternative (see Table 15). Thus, as Table 15 indi;ates,
Alternatives 10, 12, 12-1, 12-2, 12-3, and 12-4 will have the least impact ’
on potentially eligible sites. Alternatives 6B and 11, 11-1, 11-2, 11-3,
and 11-4 will have a moderate impact on potentially eligible sites, and
Alternatives 6, 7, and 7A will have the greateét impact on potentially

eligible sites.
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Plate 3. Site 44AB331: Lowland Site above Powell
Creek, Facing South, Segment t.

Plate 4. Site 44AB358: Lowland Campsite above Unnamed
Drainage, Facing South, Segment m.




Plate 5. Site 44AB372: Overview of Buried Site on
Terrace above the North Fork Rivanna River,
Facing East, Segment q.

CtHAR 29
7 TRENCH 2
SOUTH. PROFILE -

PiT FEATURE
NCRTH FORK

JAN 25 g9

Plate 6. Site 44AB372: Pit Feature and Grinding Stone
: in Trench 2 Profile, Facing West, Segment gq.
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Plate 9. Site 44AB322: Fieldstone Foundation of
Structure near Barracks Area, Facing North-
east, Segment ee.




Fieldstone Chimney of

Structure near Profitt Pyrite Prospect,

Facing Northwest, Segment r.
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September 1988 Candidate Build Alternatives

Table 1.

men

S

Alternative

P,s,t,r

p.q,r

6B

u,v,t,r

w,v,t,r
a,b

TA

10

’’’’’

,,,,

,,,,

’’’’’

11

11-1
11-2
11-3
11-4

”””
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,,,,
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Table 2. Archeological Sites within One-quarter Mile of
September 1988 Segments'

’ Cultural ' ,
Site Segment  Component? Period Recommendations®
44AB7 C H Late 18th-century No recommendations

cemetery given (A)
44AB18 t P Late Woodland No recommendations
given (B)
44AB19 t P Unspecified Archaic  No recommendations
and Woodland given (B)
44AB27 S P Middle Archaic No recommendations
given (B)
44AB60 t P Unspecified Archaic  Might be worth
and Woodland plotting and
excavating (C)
44AB65 b P Unspecified Archaic  Should be tested to
determine depth (D)
44AB90 s P Unknown aboriginal  Additional surface
collection (E)
44AB100 h P Unknown aboriginal Should be field
~ - checked (F)
44AB102 ) P Unspecified Should be field
Woodland checked (F)
44AB118 f P Middle to Should be field
Late Archaic checked (F)
44AB129 f P Late Archaic/ Should be field
Transitional checked (F)
44AB130 f P Late Archaic/ Should be field
Transitional checked (F)
44AB131 f P Middle Archaic Should be field

checked (F)




I Table 2. Continued
\
I Cultural
' Site Segment  Component? Period Recommendations®
44AB139 t H 19th century Field check
(Broad Mossing (Tocation
Lock) approximate) (G)
. 44AB195 ' H Unspecified his- No further testing
l toric structures (H)
: and junkyard
l 44AB200 t P Late Archaic Further testing (H)
44AB201 t P Unknown aboriginal Further testing (H)
I 44AB202 v P Unknown aboriginal No further testing
(H)
l 44AB203 W H 19th century No further testing
| | (H)
l 44AB205 W H 20th century No further testing
~ ' (H)
l 44AB216 u H 19th-20th century Further testing (H)
44AB220 u P Unknown aboriginal Further testing (H)
' 44AB221 u H 19th-20th century Further testing (H)
- 44AB344 f H 19th-20th century Further testing (K)
l Key
' 'This table lists sites outside the project area. Site 44AB195 is
immediately outside of the project area.
l *p=prehistoric; H=historic. |
*Recommendations are those given on VDHL site forms. Letter indicates
recorder:
. A David Hallard 1979.
‘ B Keith Egloff 1978 (From C. G. Holland’s notebooks).
C C. G. Holland 1975. o
l D Luckenbach 1973.
E James R. Wood 1973.




Table 2. Continued

FJ. Mark Wittkofski 1984 (From C. G. Holland’s notebooks).
G Rutherford 1984.

H Dennis J. Hartzell 1985.

I J. Mark Wittkofski 1986.

J Thomas Klatka 1985.

K Ellen Armbruster 1988.




'

Table 3. Archeological Sites Recorded during the McIntire Road

Survey within September 1988 Segments

Previous

Site Segment Component' Cultural Period Recommendations?
44AB196 u H 19th-20th century No further testing
44AB199 u H 20th century No further testing
44AB206 W H 19th-20th century No further testing
44AB207 W P Unknown aboriginal No further testing
44AB208 W H 19th century No further testing
44AB209 W P Unknown aboriginal No further testing
44AB210 u P Unknown aboriginal Further testing
44AB211 u H 19th-20th century Further testing
44AB212 u P Unknown aboriginal Further testing
44AB213 u H 19th-20th century No further testing
44AB215 u ’H 19th-20th century Further testing
44AB217 u H 19th-20th century Further testing
44AB218 u H 19th-20th century Further testing
44AB219 u P Unknown aboriginal Further testing
44AB222 u P Unknown aboriginal Further testing

'P=prehistoric; H-historic.

*Recommendatioas as given on VDHL site forms prepared by
Engineering-Science (1985).




Table 4. Archeological Sites and Isolated Artifact Locations
within September 1988 Segments’

Isolated
Artifact Number of Site Type?
Segment Locations Sites P H P/H

3
13, ]
~N
-
_




Table 4. Continued

Isolated
_ Artifact Number of Site Type®
Segment Locations Sites P H P/H
v
w 4 2 2

Total 29 56 33 18 5

'Segments v and w previously surveyed by Engineering-Science.

*P=prehistoric; H=historic; P/H=prehistoric and historic.




Table 5. Archeological Sites and Isolated Artifact Locations
within September 1988 Candidate Build Alternatives'

Isolated
Artifact No. of Site Type?
Alternative Segments Locations Sites P H P/H

6 p,s,t,r 4 15 10 3 2
6B P,q,r 2 6 2 4
7 u,v,t,r 4 23 12 9 2
7A w,v,t,r 4 16 10 4 2
10 a,b 5 2 1 1
11 a,c,d,e,f 7 9 5 3 1
11-1 a,c,i,j,k,f 5 8 3 3 2
11-2 a,g,h,d,e,f 8 10 7 3
11-3 a,g,h,i,J,k,f 6 9 5 3 1
11-4 a,g,m,j,k,f 2 9 5 3 1
12 a,g,m,j,1,0 5 5 4 1
12-1 a,g,h,i,j,1,0 9 5 4 1
12-2 a,c,i,j,1,0 8 4 2 2
12-3 a,c,d,n,o 9 5 4 1
12-4 a,g,h,d,n,o 11 6 6

'This table includes sites identified within the project area by the JMA
and Engineering-Science surveys, as well as three previously recorded
sites (44AB26, 33, and 56).

P=prehistoric; H=historic; P/H=prehistoric and historic.




Table 6. Archeological Sites and Isolated Artifact Locations
within June 1988 Segments

Isolated
Artifact No. of Site Type'
Segment Locations Sites P H P/H

aa 1
bb 1
cc 5 2 2
dd 2 1 1
ee 4 5 3 1 1
ff 1
gg 3 2 1 1
hh
ii 1
JJ
kk 1 1
1 | 1 1 o
mm 3 2 2
Total 22 14 6 3 5

'P=prehistoric; H=historic; P/H=prehistoric and historic.




Table 7a. Isolated Artifact Locations within
September 1988 Segments

Prehistoric Historic
Segment STP Artifacts , Artifacts

b 1010
1017
1021

scraper
broken flake

complete flake

broken flake

1035 complete flake '

1076 1 cut nail

Poed ot pumd ek P

flake fragment
complete flake
broken flake

complete flake
complete flake
complete flake

1006

1015
1017
1020

[ S W i VR Y

flake fragment
debris

broken flake
flake fragment
debris

h 25 1 flake fragment 1 dark green wine bottle
glass fragment

i 2SW
2006
2010

broken flake

broken flake

complete flake

flake fragment

complete flake

broken flake

2029 1 cut nail

2021

Pd foid ok fd it fid

complete flakes
flake fragments
flake fragment

NN

40

debris
broken flake

[ gy —

14

o 108
1019

1060

complete flake
broken flakes
flake fragment
broken flake

bt b N st

|
j
i
|
|
|
|
|
i I
| ]
9 1
' 1
2
|
1
|
l
|
|
|
|
. |




Table 7a. Continued
Prehistoric Historic
Segment  STP Artifacts Artifacts
r 33 1 broken flake
2SE 1 broken flake
t 1078 1 flake fragment
1 biface fragment
1084 1 complete flake




Table 7b. Isolated Artifact Locations within
June 1988 Segments

Prehistoric Historic
Segment STP Artifacts : Artifacts
aa 217 1 scraper
bb 101 2 complete flakes
cc 34 1 complete flake
35 : 2 bottle glass
- fragments
1 pressed glass
fragment
38 1 complete flake
44 1 flake fragment
49 1 window glass fragment
13 bottle glass fragments
dd 16 1 stoneware sherd
1 dark green bottle sherd
ee 28 debris 2 wire fragments
51 scraper

complete flake
flake fragments
biface fragment

[
~J
w

bt PN et et ek

ff 190

Pa—y

complete flake

gg 58 1 broken flake
2 flake fragments
64 1 flake fragment
1 debris
83 1 core
ii 96 1 stoneware sherd
11 1055 1 broken flake

mm 1029 broken flake
broken fragments
broken flakes

complete flakes

1032
1042

N NN =

" 17




Table 8. Artifact Data from Archeological Sites Tested during the Route 29 Corridor Studyl

Prehistoric Artifacts ‘ Historic Artifacts Artifact Summary
Projec-
Come- Time tile Bi- Scra-  Cer- Cer- Struc-  Sam- Floral/ = Prehis- His-
Site nent -Period Flakes . Points faces pers amics Cores amics - Glass tural ples Misc. Faunal toric toric ~Total
44AB33 P Late Archaic 6 1 1 8 8
to Late .
Woodland
294 P/H Unknown/19th- 6 1 1 1 1 8 2 10
20th century :
317 P/H Unknown/20th 3 10 102 2 1 3 115 118
century ’
318 \H 19th-20th 10 212 31 3 24 9 289 289
century
319 _P/H Unknown/18th- 11 1 1 1 12 2 14
19th century
320 P Unknown 9 ‘ 9 9
321* H 19th-20th 16 29 23 5 4 77 77
century ‘
322 H 19th-20th ; 12 10 21 8 3 1 55 55

century




Table 8. Continued

Prehistoric Artifacts Historic Artifacts Artifact Summary
Projec-
) Compg- Ti@e ti!e Bi- Scra- Cer- Cer- Struc-  Sam- ) Floral/ Prehis- His:

Site nent Period Flakes Points faces pers amics  Cores amics: Glass tural ples Misc. Faunal toric toric = Total
323* H 19th century ‘ 2 2 2
324 p Unknown 4 4 4
325 P Unknown 4 1 ) 5 5
326 P Unknown 3 2 5 5
327 P Late Archaic 4] 1 3 45 45
328 P Unknown 8 1 2 11 11
329 P Unknown 12 4 ‘ 16 16
330 P Unknown 2 1 3 ‘ 3
331 p Unknown 10 ~ 10 10
332 H 19th-20th 1 2 2 5 5

century
333 H 19th-20th 9 1 10 10

century




Table 8. Continued

Prehistoric Artifacts Historic Artifacts Artifact Summary
Projec-
Compg- Time tile Bi- Scra- Cer- Cer- ‘ Struc- ~ Sam- ~Floral/ Prehis- His-
Site nent Period Flakes Points faces - pers amics  Cores amics Glass tural ples Misc. Faunal toric toric Total
334* H 19th-20th 2 16 3 2 1 24 24
century
335 P/H Middle/Late 7 1 1 46 3 1 9 50 59
Woodland/19th-
20th century
336* H 20th century , 2 3 5 5
337 H 19th-20th 7 25 6 1 69 1 109 109
century
338 P/H Late Archaic & 28 1 3 1 3 20 36 20 56
Middle/Late
Woodland/
Undated
339* P Late Archaic 5 1 1 7 7
340 P/H Late Archaic & 26 2 1 83 29 83 112

Late Woodland/
20th century

341 p Unknown 6 1 1 8 8




Table 8. Continued

Prehistoric Artifacts Historic Artifacts Artifact Summary
Projec-
Come-' Time tile Bi- Scra- Cer- Cer- Struc-  Sam- Floral/ - Prehis-  His-
Site nent Period Flakes . Points faces pers amics: Cores amics Glass tural ples Misc. Faunal toric toric  Total

342 P/H Unknown/19th- 78 3 1 1 21 12 1 5 5 82 45 127
20th century

343 P Middle/Late 24 2 4 1 2 33 33
Woodland

344> H 19th-20th 15 6 2 23 23
century :

345 P Unknown 44 44 44

346 P/H Unknown/ 34 2 1 2 37 2 39
19th century

347 P Unknown 3 1 4 4

348 P Unknown 8 1 1 10 10

349 P Unknown 4 1 2 7 7

, . 350 P Unknown 2 1 3 3
351 P Unknown 29 1 30 30
352 H 20th century 5 14 2 2 23 23




Table 8. Continued

Prehistoric Artifacts Historic Artifacts Artifact Summary
Projec-
Compg- Time tile Bi- Scra-  Cer- Cer- Struc- ~ Sam- Floral/ Prehis- His-

Site nent Period Flakes Points faces pers amics Cores amics Glass tural ples Misc. Faunal toric toric  Total
353 P Unknown 11 11 11
354 P Unknown 8 1 9 9
355 P/H Unknown/20th 4 4 1 1 1 1 4 8 12

century
356 P Unknown 2 . 1 3 3
357 P Unknown 2 2 2
358 P/H Middle/Late 14 2 5 16 5 21

Woodland/19th-

20th century
359 P Unknown 3 3 3
360 P Late Archaic 2 1 3 3
361 P Unknown 2 2 2
362 p Unknown 4 4 4
363 P Unknown 3 3 3




Table 8. Continued
Prehistoric Artifacts Historic Artifacts Artifact Summary
, Projec-
N Compg- Ti@e ti!e Bi- Scra- Cer- Cef— Struc-  Sam- ) Floral/ Prehis— His:

Site nent Period Flakes Points faces pers amics  Cores amics Glass tural ples Misc. Faunal toric toric  Total
364 H 20th century 14 8 164 2 188 188
365 P Unknown 7 7 7
366 P Unknown 8 1 1 10 10
3670 W 19405-1969
368 H 1940s
369 H 1958-1964

- 370 H 1882-1943
371 H 1950s-1983
et e Unknown
373 H 19th-20th 2 10 3 10 1 26 26
century
374 H 19th-20th 3 3 6 6

century




Table 8. Continued

1This table Tists artifact data for all sites tested by JMA, including
six sites (*) immediately outside the project area, but within
1/4 mile of September 1988 segments and June 1988 segments.

2P=preh1‘storic; H=historic; P/H=prehistoric and historic.

3Historic cemetery. No collections, no subsurface testing. Some graves
are unmarked; dates are from gravestones.

4Deep]y buried site. No artifacts collected.




Table 9a. Prehistoric Sites within June 1988 and September 1988 Segments by
Environmental Site Predictors
Site Size Distance Elevation
Site (Approx.) Cultural Soil to Water Above Water
Site Type (sq m)’ Period Landform Type (feet) (feet)
44AB26 Camp ? Middle Archaic Bluff above unnamed Davidson 500/Unnamed 70
stream Hilly stream
33 Camp 5,000 Late Archaic Terrace above South Fork Congaree 50/Unnamed , 10
to Late Rivanna Toam tributary stream
Woodland of South Fork
Rivanna
56 Limited >1,100 Middle Archaic Ridgetop above stream Cecil -300/Unnamed 40
activity Hilly stream
207 Limited >1,100 Unknown Ridgetop above Schenks Cecil 150/Schenks 40
activity Branch Hilly Branch
209 Limited >1,100 Unknown Ridge slope above Schenks Cecil 200/Schenks 30
activity Branch Hilly Branch
210 Limited >1,100 Unknown Bluff top above Schenks Cecil 300/Schenks 60
activity Branch Hilly Branch
212 Camp >5,000 Unknown Ridge slope above Schenks Cecil 300/Schenks 60
Branch Hilly Branch
219 Limited >1,100 Unknown Ridgetop above Schenks Cecil 350/Schenks 50
activity Branch : Hilly Branch




Table 9a. Prehistoric Sites within June 1988 and September 1988 Segments by
Environmental Site Predictors

Site Size Distance Elevation
Site (Approx.) Cultural Soil to Water Above Water
Site Type (sq m)’ Period Landform Type (feet) (feet)
44AB26 Camp ? Midd]e Archaic Bluff above unnamed Davidson 500/Unnamed 70
stream Hilly stream
33 Camp 5,000 Late Archaic Terrace above South Fork Congaree 50/Unnamed 10
to Late Rivanna loam tributary stream
Woodland of South Fork
Rivanna
56 Limited >1,100 Middle Archaic Ridgetop above stream Cecil 300/Unnamed 40
activity . ’ Hilly stream
207 Limited >1,100 Unknown Ridgetop above Schenks Cecil 150/Schenks 40
activity Branch Hilly Branch
209 Limited >1,100 Unknown Ridge slope above Schenks Cecil 200/Schenks 30
activity Branch Hilly Branch
210 Limited >1,100 Unknown - Bluff top above Schenks Cecil 300/Schenk$ 60
activity Branch Hilly Branch
212 Camp : >5,000 Unknown Ridge slope above Schenks Cecil 300/Schenks 60
Branch Hilly Branch
219 Limited >1,100 Unknown Ridgetop above Schenks Cecil 350/Schenks , 50

activity _ Branch : Hilly Branch




Table 9a. Continued

Site Size Distance Elevation
Site (Approx.) Cultural Soil to Water Above Water
Site Type (sq m)’ Period Landform Type (feet) (feet)
222 Limited >1,100 Unknown Bluff top above Schenks Cecil 200/Schenks 50
activity Branch Hilly Branch
294 Camp 1,089 Unknown Interior uplands above Cecil 500/Unnamed 70
unnamed drainage Hilly drainage
317 Limited 484 Unknown - Ridgetop above Cecil 600/Powell 60
activity Powell Creek Hilly Creek
319 Limited 4,950 Unknown Ridgetop above Cecil 1,000/Ivy 90
activity Ivy Creek loam/Cecil Creek
Hilly
320 Limited 484 Unknown Interior uplands Céci] 1,500/1Ivy 120
activity above Ivy Creek loam/Cecil  Creek
Hilly '
324 Limited 484 Unknown Ridgetop above : Cecil 1,000/Jumping 100
activity Jumping Branch loam Branch
325 Limited 1,089 Unknown' Ridgetop above Cecil 600/Naked 60
activity Naked Creek Hilly Creek
326 Limited 900 Unknown Bluff top above South Cecil 600/South Fork 100
activity (surface) Fork Rivanna Hilly Rivanna
327 Camp 1,089 Late Archaic Interior Uplands Appling 1,500/Unnamed 80

loam drainage




Table 9a. Continued
Site Size - Distance Elevation
Site (Approx.) Cultural Soil to Water Above Water
Site Type (sq m)’ Period Landform Type (feet) (feet)
328 Camp 1,089 Unknown Interfluvial ridgetop Cecil 300/Unnamed 60
Hilly drainage
329 Limited 3,300 Unknown Bluff top above South Cecil 600/South Fork 100
activity Fork Rivanna Hilly Rivanna
330 Limited 1,089 Unknown Terrace above unnamed Cecil 50/Unnamed trib- 10
activity tributary of Powell Hilly utary of Powell
Creek Creek
331 Limited 4,300 Unknown Terrace above Powell Congaree 200/Powel1 10
activity Creek loam Creek
335 Camp | 4,300 Middle Bench above Powell Cecil 300/Powell 20
Woodland Creek Hilly Creek
338 Camp 10,000 Late Archaic Terrace above unnamed Cecil 100/Confluence 10
and Middle to drainage Hilly of 3 unnamed
Late Woodland streams
339 Camp 2,700 Late Archaic Terrace above South Congaree 100/South Fork 20
Fork Rivanna loam Rivanna
340 Camp 17,500 Late Archaic Bluff top above South Cecil 1,200/South 110
(surface) and Late Fork Rivanna Hilly Fork Rivanna
Woodland
341 Camp 17,500 Unknown Interior uplands above Davidson 1,500/Town 120
(surface) unnamed drainages Hilly Branch



Table 9a. Continued
Site Size Distance Elevation
Site (Approx.) - Cultural ~ Soil to Water Above Water
Site Type (sq m)’ Period Landform Type (feet) (feet)
342 Camp 17,028 Unknown Interfluvial ridgetop Cecil 500/Town 60
above Town Branch Hilly Branch
343 Camp 2,200 Middle/Late Interfluvial ridge above Cecil 300/Unnamed 40
Woodland unnamed drainage Hilly drainage
345 Limited 11,000 Unknown Interior uplands above Cecil 700/Naked 80
activity Naked Creek Hilly Creek
346 Camp 10,800 Unknown Bluff top above South Cecil 700/South Fork 60
o Fork Rivanna Hilly Rivanna
347 Limited 2,800 Unknown Terrace above Town Cecil 30/Town 10
activity Branch Hilly Branch
348 Camp 484 Unknown Bench above unnamed Cecil 50/Unnamed 20
tributary of Ivy Creek Hilly tributary of
Ivy Creek
349 Camp 484 Unknown Interior uplands above Cecil 1,200/Powell 70
Powell Creek and Hilly Creek
unnamed tributary
350 Limited 400 Unknown Ridge slope above Davidson 600/Powel1 100
activity (surface) Powell Creek Hilly Creek
351 Limited 1,540 Unknown Interior uplands Cecil 1,200/South 120
activity Hilly Fork Rivanna




Table 9a. Continued

Site Size Distance Elevation
Site (Approx.) Cultural Soil to Water Above Water
Site Type (sq m)’ Period Landform Type (feet) (feet)
353 Limited 660 Unknown Ridgetop above unnamed Davidson 300/Unnamed 60
activity tributary of Redbud Hilly tributary
Creek
- 354 Limited 1,936 Unknown Ridgetop above unnamed Cecil 300/Unnamed trib- 30
activity tributary of South Fork Hilly utary of South
Rivanna Fork Rivanna
355  Limited 484 Unknown Ridgetop above unnamed Cecil 700/Unnamed 60
activity (surface) tributary of Ivy Creek Hilly tributary of
Ivy Creek
356 Limited >2,000 Unknown Interior uplands above Appling 1,000/Unnamed 80
activity (approx) ' unnamed tributary of Hilly tributary of
Ivy Creek Ivy Creek
357 Limited 726 Unknown Ridgetop above Jumping Cecil 1,000/Jumping 60
activity Branch loam Branch
358 Camp 484 Middle/Late Floodplain above unnamed Cecil 50/Unnamed trib- 5
Woodland tributary stream Hilly utary of South '
Fork Rivanna
359 Limited 726 Unknown Ridge slope above Cecil 500/Jumping 30
activity Jumping Branch and loam Branch & unnamed
unnamed tributary tributary

360  Camp 726 Late Archaic Floodplain above Naked Cecil - 30/Naked , 5.

Creek Hilly Creek
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Table 9b. Continued

Site Size Distance Elevation
Site (Approx.) Cultural Soil to Water Above Water
Site Type (sq m)’ Period Landform Type (feet) (feet)
118 Limited >1,100  Unknown Ridgetop above unnamed Cecil >1,000/Unnamed >60
activity stream loam stream
129 Limited >1,100 Late Archaic Ridgetop above unnamed Cecil >1,000/Unnamed >60
activity stream loam stream
130 Limited >1,100  Late Archaic Ridgetop above unnamed Cecil >1,000/Unnamed >60
activity stream loam stream
131 Limitéd >1,100 Middlie Archaic Ridgetop above unnamed Cecil >1,000/Unnamed >60
activity stream loam stream
200 Limited >5,000 Late Archaic - Ridgetop above unnamed Cecil 1,000/Unnamed 100
activity stream of Rivanna loam stream of Rivanna
201 Limited >1,100 Unknown Ridgetop above Schenks Cecil 500/Schenks 100
activity Branch loam Branch
202 Limited >1,100  Unknown Ridgetop above Meadow Cecil 1,200/Meadow 100
activity Creek loam Creek
220 Camp >5,000  Unknown Ridgetop above Schenks Cecil 300/Schenks 50
Branch , Hilly Branch
302 Limited >1,100 Middle Archaic Ridgetop above unnamed Cecil 450/Powell 60
activity stream loam Creek




Table 9b. Continued

Distance Elevation

Site Size
Site (Approx.) - Cultural Soil to Water Above Water
Site Type (sq m)’ Period Landform Type (feet) (feet)
303 Camp >5,000 Late & Middle Ridgetop above unnamed Cecil 500/Powell 60
Archaic stream loam Creek

'Site size estimates based on available information provided on VDHL site forms.




l Table 10. Prehistoric Site Characteristics in
Albemarle County'
VDHL Hantman Route 29
Variable/Time Period Site File? Survey® Survey*
\ |' Site Size
All sites , >5,000 sqg m 9,000 sq m >4,300 sq m
I Archaic 10,000 sq m -- >5,000 sq m
Woodland 2,750 sq m -- >5,000 sq m
' Distance to Nearest
Drainage
' A1l sites 918 ft 700 ft 1,000 ft
Archaic 918 ft 656 ft 500 ft
' Woodland 410 ft 656 ft 300 ft
| Elevation above Nearest
m Drainage
A1l sites 80 ft 100 ft 80 ft
3 Archaic 65 ft 80 ft 70 ft
| Wood1and 20 ft 20 ft 20 ft
I 'Blank space indicates information not available.

Derived from VDHL site file data and includes 80% of sites recorded for
Albemarle County (after Hantman 1985:177, 179).

*Derived from Hantman’s systematic survey and includes 80% of sites recorded
during his survey (Hantman 1985:185). ‘

‘Derived from JMA’s Phase Ib survey, McIntire Road Survey (Engineering-Science
1985) and includes 80% of the prehistoric sites within the Route 29 Corridor
Study project area.




l

Table 11. Archaic and Woodland Mean Site Characteristics in

Albemarle County’

Route 29

VDHL Hantman
Variable/Time Period Site File? Survey® Survey*
Site Size
Site Size Mean (N = ) Mean (N = ) ean =
Archaic -- 9,260 sqm (10) 5,445 sq m (7)
Woodland -- 14,783 sq m (4) 6,581 sq m (6)
Distance to Nearest
Drainage
Archaic 173 ft (45) -- 473 ft (8)
Woodland 99 ft (23) -- 333 ft (6)
Elevation above Nearest
Drainage
Archaic 45 ft (45) -- 43 ft (8)
Woodland 18 ft (23) -- 33 ft (6)

'Blank spaces indicate information not available.

Derived from VDHL site file data and includes sites recorded for Albemarle

County (after Hantman 1985:180).

*Derived from Hantman’s systematic survey of Albemarle County (after Hantman

1985:183).

“Derived from JMA’s Phase Ib survey, McIntire Road Survey (Engineering-Science

1985).




Table 12a. Historic Sites within June 1988 and September 1988 Segments by Site Type and Location
Site Si}e Structure Sige (m) Occupation Distance to 3
Site Site Type (sq-m) and Type Dates Landform Soil Type Historic Road
44AB196 Trash dump Not given NA 19th-20th century Bottom of Meadow Cecil Hilly loam Less than 1/4 mile
Creek drainage from Rt. 631
199 Trash dump 400 NA 20th century Side slope along Cecil Hilly Yoam Less than 1/4 mile
road cut from Rt. 631
206 Trash dump 375 NA 19th-20th century Side slope Cecil Hilly Toam Less than 1/4 mile
from Rt. 631
208 Secondary deposit Not given NA 19th-20th century Side slope Cecil Hilly loam Less than 1/4 mile
from Rt. 631
211 Trash dump 652 NA 19th-20th century Steep side slope Cecil Hilly loam Less than 1/4 mile
from Rt. 631
213 Trash dump 652 NA 19th-20th century Side slope of
Shenk’s Creek
215 Garden features; 5,625 NA 19th-20th century Side slope Cecil Hilly loam Less than 1/4 mile
trash dump from Rt. 631
217 Structural remains and 225 Size not given; Late 19th-20th Hilltop Cecil Hilly Toam Less than 1/4 mile
associated artifacts brick and stone century ‘ from Rt. 631
fireplace/hearth of
outbuilding or
kitchen, Rock Hill
Estate
218 Trash dump 400 NA Late 19th-20th Hilltop Cecil Hilly loam Less than 1/4 mile
century from Rt. 631




associated artifacts

Fieldstone foundation
and cellar hole;
single-pen plan

century

Creek drainage

Table 12a.  Continued
Site Size Structure Size (m) Occupation
1 Distance tQ 3
Site Site Type (sq m) and Type Dates Landform Soil Type Historic Road
294 Field scatter 1,089 NA 19th-20th century Interior uplands Cecil Hilly loam Near dirt road on
above unnamed 1935 map
drainage
317 Structural remains and 484 8.7 x 15.9 20th century Ridgetop above Cecil Hilly Toam On dirt road on 1935
associated artifacts Concrete and stone Powell Creek map; ca. 1/4 mile
house foundation; from Rt. 743
asymmetrical plan
318 Standing structure-and 484 9.45 x 4.5 Late 19th-early Side slope Cecil Toam On dirt road on 1935
associated artifacts Frame I-house with 20th century map; 1/8 mile from
shed additions Rt. 659
319 Field scatter 4,950 NA 18th-19th century Ridgetop above Cecil loam/ On historic road
Ivy Creek Cecil Hilly loam shown on 1866 and
1907 maps
322 Structural remains and 484 5x 8 Early 19th to 20th  Ridgetop Cecil Hilly Toam On dirt road on 1935
associated artifacts Fieldstone foundation, century (c. 1930) map; less than 1/4
cellar hole and mile from Rt. 676
chimney fall;
single-pen plan
332 Structural remains and 484 4.5 x 4 Late 19th-20th Slope above Powell Cecil Hilly loam Ca. 1/4 mile from

Rte. 649



Table 12a. Continued
Site Size Structure Size (m) Occupation
1 Distance tg 3
Site Site Type (sq m) and Type Dates Landform Soil Type Historic Road
333 Structural remains and 484 Fieldstone chimney, Mid-19th-20th Floodplain of Cecil Hilly loam Ca. 1/4 mile from
associated artifacts partial cellar hole century Powell Creek Rt. 649
and fieldstone foun-
dation and piers;
hall-and-parlor plan
335 Structural remains and 1,089 4.5 x 4.5; 3.5 x 4 19th-20th century Ridgetop and Cecil Hilly loam Almost on Rt. 643
associated artifacts Brick and fieldstone ' bench above
foundation, gable- Powell Creek
end chimney fall
337 Standing structure and 484 8.8x5 Late 19th-20th Upland terrace Cecil Hilly loam Off dirt road on
associated artifacts Two-story, 1-room century 1935 map; ca. 3/8
frame house with 2- mile from Rt. 743
story shed addition,
fieldstone and brick
chimney, brick flue
338 Trash dump (brick c. 10,000 NA Undated Small floodplain Cecil Hilly loam Ca. 1/2 mile from
fragments) Rt. 643
340 Trash dump 12,500 NA 20th century Bluff top above Cecil Hilly loam On dirt road on 1935
South Fork of map; off Rt. 651,
Rivanna River Free State Road
342 Structural remains and 45,000 8.8 x7.5; 7.8 x 2.3 Late 19th-20th Interfluvial Cecil Hilly loam On dirt road on 1935

associated artifacts

century

ridgetop above
Town Branch
Creek

map, off Rt. 651,
Free State Road



Table 12a. Continued
Site Size Structure Size (m) Occupation
1 Distance tg 3
Site Site Type (sq m) and Type Dates Landform Soil Type Historic Road

346 Field scatter 10,800 NA 19th century Bluff top above Cecil Hilly loam Off dirt road on
South Fork of 1935 map
Rivanna River

352 Trash dump 3,268 NA 20th century Side slope Davidson clay On dirt road on 1935

Toam--hilly map

355 Trash dump c. 1,000 NA 20th century Ridgetop and Cecil Hilly loam Near road on 1907
side slope above map
unnamed tributary
of Ivy Creek

358 Trash dump/field 484 NA 19th-20th century Floodplain above Cecil Hilly loam Less than 1/4 mile

scatter unnamed tributary from Rt. 676

stream

364 Standing structure and 6,400 12.8 x 13.1 20th century Side slope Davidson clay On Rt. 250 Bypass

associated artifacts ‘ (1928) Toam
367 Cemetery 90 NA 20th century Upland flat Cecil Hilly loam On dirt road on 1935
map; less than 1/4
mile from Rt. 743
370 Cemetery 70 NA 19th-20th century Upland flat Cecil loam On Rt. 659
371 Cemetery 1,090 NA 19th-20th century Side slope Cecil Hilly loam On dirt road on 1935

map; less than 1/4
mile from Rt. 643




Table

12a. Continued

Structure Size (m)
Distance tg
and Type

Occupation

Dates

Landform

Soil Type

Historic Road3

Site Size
Site Site Type (sq m)1
373 Structural remains and 500
associated artifacts
374 Trash dump : 400

Brick and fieldstone
chimney, fieldstone
piers; hall-and-
parlor plan

NA

Late 19th-20th
century

Late 19th-20th
century

Upland terrace

Side slope

Cecil Hilly loam

Davidson clay
Toam--hilly

On dirt road on 1935
map; less than 1/4
mile from Rt. 743

On dirt road on 1935
map; off Rt. 651,
Free State Road

lSite size based on extent of positive shovel tests, observed surface scatter, or,

in the case of cemeteries, observed grave sites.

2NA = not applicable; no structural remains.

3Route numbers are modern designations for historic roads. Routes 631, 649, 658, 659,
676, 743, and the 250 Bypass are all routes which first appear on the 1864 Gilmer map;
except for 649, all also appear on the 1866 Hotchkiss map; Route 643 first appears on
the 1875 Peyton map; all routes listed appear on the 1935 map, the soil map published
in Devereux et al. (1940).




Table 12b. Historic Sites within One-quarter Mile of June 1988 and September 1988 Segments by
' Site Type and Location

Site Size Structure Size (m) Occupation Distance to 1
Site Site Type (sq m) and Type Dates Landform Soil Type Historic Road
44AB7 Cemetery Not given NA Not given Cecil Toam On Rt. 658
139 Lock Not given NA 19th century On east side of Congaree loam Within 1/4 mile of
the South Fork road that no longer
Rivanna River exists
195 Auto graveyard 60,000 3 structures listed, Late 19th-20th Side slope Cecil Hilly loam Less than 1/4 mile
but size and type century from Rt. 631
not given :
198 Trash dump 5,000 NA 19th-20th century Next to Southern Cecil Hilly Toam Less than 1/4 mile
Railway berm from Rt. 631
203 Field scatter Not given NA 19th century Side slope near Cecil Hilly Toam Less than 1/4 mile
drainage from Rt. 631
205 Trash dump Not given NA Late 19th-20th Side slope near Cecil Hilly loam Less than 1/4 mile
century Shenk’s Creek from Rt. 631
216 Structural remains and 10,000 Size not given; 19th-early 20th Hitltop Cecil Hilly loam Less than 1/4 mile
associated artifacts foundation of Rock century from Rt. 631
Hill Mansion (1839-1956)
221 Trash dump Not given NA 19th-20th century Small hills and Cecil Hilly loam Less than 1/4 mile

side slopes

from Rt. 631




associated artifacts

Mortared brick and
fieldstone foundation,
cellar hole and gable-
end chimney fail; 2-
room plan, cellar under
Targer room

Powell Creek

Table 12b. Continued
Site Size Structure Size (m) Occupation Distance to 1
Site Site Type (sq m) and Type Dates Landform Soil Type Historic Road
223 Trash dump Not given NA 20th century Original landform Cecil Hilly loam Less than 1/4 mile
altered by from Rt. 631
grading and filling
224 Trash dump Not given NA 20th. century Original landform Cecil Hilly loam Less than 1/4 mile
altered by from Rt. 631
grading and filling
275 Mine shaft and 8 acres Size not given; mine 20th century Side slope Leigh silt loam Less than 1/4 mile
associated structures shaft and mill struc- (1917-1918) from Rt. 649
and artifacts ture of the Proffit
Pyrite Prospect
321 Structural remains and 484 5.6 x 8.9 Mid-19th- Bottom of Cecil Hilly loam Less than 1/4 mile
associated artifacts Fieldstone central 20th century drainage from Rt. 676
chimney and house
foundation; hall-and-
parlor plan
323 Structural remains and 198 22 x 9 19th century Bottom of Jumping = Cecil Hilly loam Less than 1/4 mile
associated artifacts Fieldstone wall or Branch drainage from Rt. 676
foundation; unidenti-
fied structure type
334 Structural remains and 484 6 x5 5x5 19th-20th century In drainage of Cecil Hilly loam Almost on Rt. 643



Table 12b. Continued

Site Size Structure Size (m) Occupation Distance to 1
Site Site Type (sq m) and Type Dates Landform Soil Type Historic Road
336 Structural remains and 484 4.6 xc. 4 20th century Side slope Cecil Hilly loam Off dirt road ca.
associated artifacts Incomplete cement, (1917-1918) 1/4 mile from
fieldstone, and brick Rt. 649
foundation; plan
undetermined
344 Standing structure and 242 9.7 x 8 Late 19th-20th Top of knoll Cecil Hilly loam Off dirt road on
associated artifacts Frame I-house with century above -unnamed 1935 map; ca. 1 mile
gable addition and tributary of from Rt. 743
outbuildings Powell Creek
368 Cemetery 530 NA 20th century Upland flat Cecil loam On dirt road on 1935
map; off Rt. 606
369 Cemetery 130 NA 19th-20th century Side slope Cecil Hilly loam On Rt. 643

lRoute numbers are modern designations for historic roads. Route 631 first appears on the

1864 Gilmer map and 1866 Hotchkiss map.

1875 Peyton map, but not on the 1866 Hotchkiss map.

Route 649 appears on the 1864 Gilmer map and




Table 12b. Continued

Site Size Structure Size (m) Occupation Distance to 1
Site Site Type (sq m) and Type Dates Landform Soil Type Historic Road
336 Structural remains and 484 4.6 x c. 4 20th century Side slope Cecil Hilly Yoam Off dirt road ca.
associated artifacts Incomplete cement, (1917-1918) 1/4 mile from
fieldstone, and brick Rt. 649
foundation; plan
undetermined
344 Standing structure and 242 9.7 x 8 Late 19th-20th Top of knoll Cecil Hilly loam Off dirt road on
associated artifacts Frame I-house with century above unnamed 1935 map; ca. 1 mile
gable addition and tributary of from Rt. 743
outbuildings Powell Creek
368 Cemetery 530 NA 20th century Upland flat Cecil loam On dirt road on 1935
map; off Rt. 606
369 Cemetery 130 NA 19th-20th century Side slope Cecil Hilly loam On Rt. 643

lRoute numbers are modern designations for historic roads. Route 631 first appears on the

1864 Gilmer map and 1866 Hotchkiss map.

1875 Peyton map, but not on the 1866 Hotchkiss map.

Route 649 appears on the 1864 Gilmer map and




Table 13. Archeological Sites within June 1988 and
September 1988 Segments

September 1988 Segments June 1988 Segments
Segment Sites Segment Sites
a No sites aa No sites
b 44AB348*, 370 bb No sites
c 44AB355 cc 44AB356, 366*
d 44AB328, 329 dd 44AB318*
e 44AB362, 363 ee 44AB319*, 320, 322*,
324, 326
f 44AB337*, 349, 367, 373* ff No sites
g No sites qg 44AB327*, 317
44AB357,359 hh No sites
i 44AB345, 346* ii No sites
J 44AB325 JJ No sites
k No sites kk 44AB332*
1 No sites 11 44AB335*
m 44AB351, 354, 358*, 365 mm 44AB294, 338*

n 44AB360%*, . 361

o No sites

p 44AB364

q 44AB352, 353, 371, 372*
r 44AB333*

s 44AB26, 56

|
|
|
1
i
|[
|
|
|
ll h
|
|
|
|
|
|
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Table 13. Continued

September 1988 Segments June 1988 Segments
Segment Sites Segment Sites
t 44AB33*, 330, 331*, 339*%,
340, 341, 342*, 343*, 347,
350, 374
u 44AB196, 199, 210, 211%, 212,
213, 215*, 217*, 218*, 219,
222
v No sites
W 44AB206, 207, 208, 209

*Sites recommended for Phase II. See Tables 14a and 14b for more details.




Table 14a.  Recommendations for Archeological Sites within September 1988 Segments

Approx.
Campo— Size Artifacts Recammendations for
Site  Segment nent'  (sqm)? Integrity Diagnostic (Period) Other Phase IT and
44AB26 t P  Undeter- No integrity. Site has Guilford (Middle Archaic) No.*
mined been destroyed by
modern landscaping.

33 t P 5,000 Site occupies cultivated Morrow Mountain (Middle Quartz & quartzite biface Yes. Site with numerous
field. Depth of deposits Archaic); Savannah River fragments; quartz, quartzite diagnostics & tools lo-
below plow zone unknown. (Late Archaic); Orient Fish- & chert flakes; quartz cated on terrace of
Undisturbed context tail (Terminal Iate Archaic); scraper; quartz utilized Rivanna River with inz:eg—
below plow zone. Madison (Late Woodland) flakes; 1 quartz core rity below plow zone.

56 t P Undeter- No integrity. Site has Guilford (Middle Archaic) Quartz flakes No.*

mined been destroyed by
modern landscaping.

196 u H Undeter- No inteqrity. Mixed and Molded porcelaineous ceramic Undecorated whiteware No.*

mined secondary deposits. Sus- (late 19th-early 20th
ceptible to erovsion. centuries)

199 u H 400 No integrity. Secondary Screw~-top bottle, machine- Amber bottle glass No.*

deposits. made bottle glass (early-
mid-20th century).
206 w H 375 No integrity. Cut nail, pharmaceutical Brick, coal, clinkers, No.*

Secondary
deposits; modified by
modern landscaping for
present use as golf
course.

bottle glass (late 19th-
early 20th centuries)

bottle glass, metal
container fragments




Table 14a. Continued

Approx.
Campo- Size Artifacts Recomendations for
Site  Segment nent'! (sqm)? Integrity Diagnostic (Period) Other Phase II and Coaments®

207 w P >1,100 No integrity. Disturbed  None Quartz flake, quartzite No.*
and eroded. flake

208 w H  Undeter- No integrity. Secondary  Ironstone (late 19th None No.“

mined deposit; water-worn century)
; artifacts

209 w P >1,100 No integrity. Disturbed None Quartz flakes No.*
and eroded.

210 u P >1,100 No integrity. Disturbed None Quartz core, quartz flakes ; No.*
and eroded. .

211 u H 652 Partial integrity. Albany-slipped stoneware, Bottle glass Yes.* Dense concentra-
Undisturbed, but on transfer-printed refined tion. Many artifacts
slope; some erosion. eartherware, ruby & amethyst are whole.

tumblers, stencil- or
sponge~decorated refined
eartherware (19th-early
20th centuries)

212 u P 1,100 No integrity. Eroded None Quartz core, quartz flakes No.*

to 5,000 slope wash. :

213 u H 625 Partial integrity. Blue, amber glass (late Bottle glass No.* Low artifact
Undisturbed, but on 19th-early 20th centuries) Undecorated whiteware density.

slope; some erosion.




Table l14a. Continued

Approx.
. Omp?- Size ) Artifacts Reconmendations for
Site Segment nent (sq m) Integrity Diagnostic (Period) Other Phase II and
215 u H 5,625 Good integrity. Appears Sponged whiteware, cut nails, Bottle glass, tumbler Yes.* site is a trash
undisturbed. gilded hardle finial from fragment, window glass, midden within formal
whiteware pitcher (late 19th brick, metal, coal garden of Rock Hill
century) Estate, a late 18th- or
early 19th-century estate
later used as a school.

217 u H 225 Appears to have Pharmaceutical bottle glass, Window glass Yes.® site is a trash

integrity and to be caut nail, opaque white glass midden associated with

undisturbed (late 19th century) structural remains of
outbuilding or kitchen of
Rock Hill Estate, a late
18th- or early 19th-century
estate later used as a
school.

218 u H 400 Appears undisturbed. Green overglaze European Undecorated whiteware, Yes.* site is associated
porcelain, Chinese porcelain, window glass, lighting with Rock Hill Estate, a
transfer-printed whiteware, glass, metal, bottle late 18th- or early 19th-
undecorated ironstone, Albany- glass century estate, later
slipped stoneware, late 18th- used as a school.
century bottle bases, pharma-
ceutical bottle glass, pressed
glass, ink bottle (late 18th~
late 19th centuries)

219 u P >1,100 Quartz flakes No.*

No integrity. Disturbed None
and eroded.




Table 14a. Continued

Approx.
Oam?— Size2 Artifacts Recammendations for
Site Segment nent (sq m) Integrity Diagnostic (Period) Other Phase IT and Comments’
222 P >1,100 No integrity. Eroded None _Quartz flakes No.*
slope wash.
325 P 1,089 No integrity. Artifacts None Quartz biface fragment, No.
recovered from plow quartz flakes
zone.
328 P 1,089 No integrity. Artifacts None Quartz biface fragment, No.
recovered from plow quartz scraper, quartz
zone. flakes.
329 P 3,300 No integrity. Artifacts None Quartz biface fragment, No.
recovered from plow quartz flakes
zone.
330 P 1,089 No integrity. Secondary None Quartz biface fragment, No.
deposits on eroded quartz flakes
side slope, no depth.
331 P 4,300 Good integrity. None Quartz & chalcedony flakes Yes. Relatively dense and

Artifacts recovered
from below the plow zone
in undisturbed context.

extensive scatter with
exotic raw materials re-
covered from below plow
zone. Site may be related
to Site 44AB335. See Table
14b for Site 44AB335.




Table 14a. Continued
Approx.
Campo~ Size Artifacts Reconmendations for
Site Segment nent’ (sq m)? Integrity Diagnostic (Period) Other Phase IT and
333 r H 484 Appears to have Stoneware with cobalt Undecorated whiteware, bottle  Yes. Fieldstone chimney
integrity. decoration, pressed table glass, and cellar hole; tenant
glass (mid-19th-20th dwelling or small farm-
centuries) stead; structure not iden-
tified on historic maps.
337 f H 484 Appears to have Hand-painted whiteware, Undecorated whiteware, undec~ Yes. Late 19th-century
integrity. porcelain with decal decora- orated stoneware, wnﬁow frame structure; example
tion, cut nail, wire nail, glass, metal, brick, rubber, of tenant dwelling or
aqua, amber, ard milk glass, shell, leather - small fammstead structure;
pharmaceutical bottle glass appears on 1978 USGS map
(late 19th-20th centuries) and 1935 soil map.
339 t P 2,700 Good integrity. Savannah River (Late Quartz scraper, quartz Yes. Site with diagnostic
‘ High potential for Archaic) flakes artifacts and tools,
buried deposits below located on terrace above
relic plow zone. Rivanna River with high
potential for buried
deposits.
340 t P,H 17,500 P-No integrity. P-Untyped Late Archaic P~Quartz core; quartz, P-No. Area has been bladed
(surface) Disturbed and stemmed projectile point; quartzite, & chert flakes and severely eroded.
eroded, lacks depth. Madison (lLate Woodland) H-Undecorated whiteware H-No. Paucity of artifacts
H-No integrity. Eroded. H-blue stoneware (20th ' over 50 years old.
century)
341 t P 17,500 No integrity. Severely None Quartz biface fragment, No. Area has been bladed
" (surface) disturbed and eroded. quartz cobble tool, quartz and severely eroded.

flakes




Table 14a. Continued

Approx.
Campo- Size Artifacts Recammendations for
Site  Segment nent'  (sq m)? Integrity Diagnostic (Period) Other Phase IT and
342 P,H 45,000 P-Retains partial P-None P-Quartz biface, quartz P-Yes., Relatively dense
integrity; area has H-Blue-glazed stoneware, scraper, quartz flakes and extensive upland
been logged but not cut nails, olive, amber, H-window glass, bottle glass, scatter with several
plowed. & amethyst bottle glass metal, vinyl, coal tools from unplowed
H-Appears disturbed. (late 19th-mid-20th context. )
centuries) H-No. Concrete and cobble
foundation, no chimney;
may be school which
appears on 1907 Massie
map.
343 P 2,200 Retains integrity:; Albemarle plain potsherds Non-diagnostic quartz Yes. Rare upland site
single camponent (Woodland ceramics) projectile point fragments, with ceramics, several
Woodland site, not quartz biface fragments, tools, and exotic raw
subject to plowing. quartz, quartzite, & materials. Site has been
chert flakes cleared but not plowed.
345 P 1,100 No integrity. Artifacts None Quartz flakes No.
recovered from plow
zone.
346 P,H 10,800 P-Integrity retained on P-None P-Quartz biface fragments, P-Yes: Artifacts and tools

low-lying terrace; no
integrity on eroded
ridgetop.

H-No integrity. Eroded
plow zone on ridgetop.

H-cut nails (19th century)

quartz core, quartz flakes
H-None

on low-lying terrace
recovered below plow
zone. No: Artifacts from
ridgetop in eroded plow-
zone context.

H-No. Field scatter.




Table 14a. Continued

Approx. ;
Campo- Size Artjfacts Recommendations for
Site Segment nent! (sq m)? Integrity Diagnostic (Period) Other Phase IT and
347 t P 2,800 No integrity. Eroded None Quartz biface fragment, No.
slope wash. quartz flake
348 b P 484 Good integrity beneath None Quartz biface fragment, Yes. Small site with
colluvial deposits chalcedony scraper, quartz tools; preserved from
flakes plowing by colluvial
deposition.
349 £ P 484 No integrity. Artifacts None Quartz biface, quartz No.
recovered fram plow flakes
zone in slope wash
deposits. ;
350 t P 484 No integrity. Surface None Quartz biface fragment, No.
(surface) scatter; lacks depth. . quartz flakes
351 m P 1,540 No integrity. Artifacts  None Quartz core, quartz flakes No.
recovered from plow
zone.
352 q H 3,268 Disturbed; pasﬁme, Undecorated ironstone, wire Undecorated whiteware, undec- No. Field scatter in
previously plowed nail, dark green bottle glass, orated porcelain, metal, disturbed context.
pharmaceutical bottle, window glass, bottle glass
pressed glass (late 19th-
early 20th centuries)
353 q P 660 No integrity. Artifacts None Quartz flakes No.

recovered from plow
zone. -




Table 14a. Continued

Approx.
Campo~ Size Artifacts Recomendations for
Site Segment nent’ (sq m)? Integrity Diagnostic (Period) Other Phase II and
354 P 1,936 No integrity. Artifacts None Quartz biface, quartz flakes No.
recovered fram plow
zone
355 P,H 484 P-No integrity. Dis- P-None P-Quartz flakes P-No.
(surface) turbed and eroded. H-Sponge-decorated whiteware, H-Undecorated porcelain, H-No. Secondary deposit.

Subsoil present on ceramic tile (mid-19th- bottle glass, metal, bone
surface. Secondary 20th centuries)
deposit. ‘

H-No integrity. Eroded,
plowed secondary
deposit.

357 P 726 No integrity. Artifacts None Quartz flakes No.

recovered from plow

zone.

358 P,H 484 P-Good integrity. P-Albemarle fabric-impressed P-Quartz flakes P-Yes. Ceramics sites
Artifacts recovered and plain grit-tempered body H-Bottle glass (represents ~away from main streams
from below plow zone sherds (Middle Woodland) single vessel) are very rare. Artifacts

H-No integrity. Secon- H~None found below plow zone.
dary deposit H-No. Redeposited from
slope wash which covers
site area.
359 | 4 726 No integrity. Artifacts None Quartz flakes No.

recovered from plow
zone.




Table l4a. Continued

Approx. .
Compo~— Size Artifacts Recommendations for
Site Segment nent’ (sq m)? Integrity Diagnostic (Period) Other Phase II and
360 n P 726 Good integrity. Charcoal Brewerton (late Archaic) Quartz biface, quartz flakes Yes. Diagnostic artifact
ard possible feature ard possible feature
below plow zone. indicated by dark soil
and charcoal.
361 n P 946 No integrity. Artifacts None Quartz flake, quartzite No.
recovered from plow flake
zone.
362 e P 375 No integrity. Artifacts None Quartz flakes No.
recovered from plow :
zone.
363 e P 484 No integrity. Severely None Quartz flakes No.
eroded and artifacts
recovered from plow zone.
364 p H 6,400 Partial integrity. Iand- Undecorated ironstone, Undecorated porcelain, window No. Dwelling built in 1928
scaping disturbance. yellowware, blue underglaze- glass, metal, bottle glass, (Upper Pantops); appears on
decorated porcelain, cut drainage tile. 1987 USGS map and 1935
nails, wire nails, amber soil map.
bottle glass (early 20th
century)
365 m P - 484 No integrity. Artifacts  None ' Quartz flakes No. Much of the site has
recovered from plow been destroyed by con-

zone. struction of Rt. 676.




Table 14a. Continued

Approx.
. Omp?- Sizez Artifacts Recommendations for
Site Segment nent (sq m) Integrity Diagnostic (Period) Other Phase II and Commerts’
367 £ H 78 Appears undisturbed. Not tested. Not tested. No. 20th-century family

cemetery, approx. 15
graves, Carr family 1940s-

1960s, funeral placards and
cut stones. Not identified
on historic or modern maps.

370 b H 60 Appears wrdisturbed. Not tested. Not tested. No. 19th-20th-century
family cemetery, approx. 12
graves, Tyler family 1882-
1943, dressed stone
markers, not identified on
historic or modern maps.

371 q H 1,089 Appears undisturbed. Not tested. Not tested. No. 19th-20th~century
' ‘ family cemetery, approx. 30
graves, Brown family, uncut
stone markers and dressed
stones, no dates. Not
identified on historic or

modern maps.
372 q P 260+ Good integrity. Deeply None ' None Yes. Buried paleosol and
(approx. ) * stratified site along feature. No artifacts
floodplain of North recovered, pit feature
Fork Rivanna River. . with charcoal, C-14 date is

A.D. 1190+140 (760 B.P.)




Table 14a. Continued

Approx. -
Campo- Size Artifacts Recommendations for
Site Segment nent’ (sq m)? Integrity Diagnostic (Period) Other Phase II ard
373 f H 500 Appears undisturbed. Rockingham, wire nails, tin Porcelain, window glass, Yes. Stone and brick chim-
can fragments (late 19th- glass ney; example of tenant
early 20th centuries) dwelling or small farm~
stead; may appear on 1935
soil map.
374 t H Undeter- Poor integrity. Severe Glazed redware (19th- Undecorated whiteware, No. Severely disturbed by
mined disturbance and erosion. early 20th centuries) bottle glass landscaping and construc-
: tion.

Key
'P=prehistoric; Hehistoric.

%5ite size for previously recorded sites is estimated from information on VLML
site forms. For sites recorded by JMA, approximate extent determined by positive
shovel tests and radials which produced cultural material. Phase I abjectives
did not include precise determination of site boundaries.

No=no testing recammended; Yes=Phase II evaluative testing recamended.

‘sites 44AB26, 33, and 56 were reported by C. G. Holland and surveyed by

JMA. Sites mmbered between 44AB196 and 222 were reported by Engineering-
Science (1985). These sites were not surveyed by JMA; JMA's recommendations
are based on the information in the Engineering-Science report, in accordance
with JMA's application of the significance criteria applied to sites reported
by JMA. Therefore, some of JMA's recommendations differ from recommendations
in the Engineering-Science report.
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Table 14b. Recommendations for Archeological Sites within June 1988 Segments

Approx.
Compo—- Size Artifacts Recommendations for
Site Segment nent! (sq m)2 Integrity Diagnostic (Period) Other Phase IT and Comments’
44AB294 m  P,H 1,089 P-No integrity. All P-None P-Quartz biface, quartz P-No.*
artifacts recovered H-None scraper, quartz flakes H~No.
fram plow zone. H-~undecorated whiteware, )
H-No integrity. Plow metal
zone.
317 Qg P,H 484 P-No integrity. All P-None P-Quartz flakes P-No.
artifacts recovered H-Cut nails, wire nails H-Window glass, lighting H-No. 20th~century house,
fram plow zone. (20th century) glass, mortar, brick, concrete foundation; may
H-Good integrity around metal  bedspring appear on 1935 soil map.
structure.
318 dad H 484 Good integrity around Transfer-printed whiteware, Undecorated porcelain, Yes. late 19th~-20th-century
structure, cut nails, wire nails, wrought undecorated whiteware, bottle = I-house; tenant dwelling or
nails, shell, glass, plastic glass, lighting glass, metal, farmstead; appears on 1987
buttons (late 19th-20th plastic USGS map and 1935 soil map.
centuries)
319 ee 4,950 P-No integrity. Artifacts P-None P-Quartz biface fragment, P-No. Sparse scatter.

P.H

recovered from plow
zone.

H-Pasture, previously
plowed

H-Tin-glazed earthenware,
wrought nails (18th-19th
centuries)

12

quartz flakes
H-None

H-Yes. Field scatter,
earliest historic arti-
facts found in project
area; may be associated
with Barracks.




Table 14b. Continued
Approx.
Ocnp?— Size2 Artifacts Recomendations for
Site Segment nent (sq m) Integrity Diagnostic (Period) oOther Phase IT and
320 ee P 484 No integrity. Artifacts None Quartz flakes, chalcedony No.
recovered fram plow flake
zone.
322 ee H 726 Good integrity. Scme Undecorated creamware, undec- Stoneware, undecorated Yes. Fourdation, cellar
impact from logging. orated pearlware, transfer- whiteware, undecorated por- hole, arnd chimney fall of
printed whiteware, undecor- celain, window glass, bottle tenant dwelling or small
ated ironstone, gilded glass, metal, plastic, farmstead. Adjacent to
porcelain, wrought nails, mortar, plaster, brick Barracks area; may appear
ait nails, wire nails . on 1935 soil map.
(late 18th-20th
centuries)
324 ee P 484 No integrity. Artifacts None Quartz flakes No.
recovered from plow
zone.
326 ee P 900 No integrity. Artifacts None Quartz biface fragments, No.
(surface) found on surface as a quartz flakes
‘ result of severe slope
wash.
327 gg P 1,089 Good integrity. Artifacts Rossville (Early Woodland) Quartz and chalcedony biface Yes. Diagnostic artifact,

recovered fram below
plow zone.

13

fragments, quartz blank,
quartz and chalcedony flakes

large number of tools and
exotic raw materials in
site located away from
principal streams in
uplands. Artifacts below
plow zone.




B - 4

Table 14b. Continued

: Compo-
Site Segment nent

Approx.

Size )
(sq m)

Integrity

Artifacts

Diagnostic (Period)

Other

Recommendations  for
Phase IT and

332

335

338

11

P,H

P,H

484

1,089

10,000

Good integrity.

offers potential for
buried deposits.
H-Good integrity.

P-Good integrity with
deeply buried

camponents.,
H-Good integrity.

Qut nail, wire nail, hoe
blade (late 19th-early 20th
centuries)-

P-Albemarle cord-marked
potsherd (Middle Woodland)
H-Wire nails (late 19th-early

20th centuries)

P-Albemarle cord-marked
(Middle Woodland),
Savannah River-like
projectile point

H-None

14

Bottle glass, wire

P-Non—diagnostic quartz
projectile point tip
fmt, quartz, quart-
zite, and chalcedony
flakes

H-Window glass, bottle glass

P-Quartz flake, quartzite
flake, cuartz biface
f

H-Brick rubble

Yes. Fieldstone foundation

‘and cellar hole; possibly

associated with Proffit
Pyrite Prospect (44AB275);
not identified on historic
maps.

P-Yes. Ceramic site away
from principal streams
is rare in the Piedmont.
Several tools and exotic
raw materials with good
potential for buried
deposits.

H-Yes. Brick and fieldstone
foundation and chimney
fall; tenant dwelling or
small farmstead:; not
fourd on historic map.

P-Yes. large, dense
scatter with tools and
deeply buried
camponents.

H-No. No diagnostic
artifacts.



Table 14b. Continued

Approx.
Capo- Size Artifacts Recomerdations for
Site  Segment nent' (sqm)? Integrity Diagnostic (Period) other Phase IT and
356 cc P 2,000+ No integrity. Artifacts None Non-diagnostic projectile No.
(approx.) recovered from plow point fragment, quartz

zone. flakes

366 cc P 3,700 Good integrity. Arti- None Quartz biface fragment, Yes. Several tools and
facts recovered from quartz scraper, cuartz artifacts recovered from
below plow zone. flakes below the plow zone.

Key
'P=prehistoric; H=historic.

2I\ppmxi.mat:e extent determined by positive shovel tests and radials which
produced cultural material. Phase I objectives did not include precise

determination of site boundaries.

*No=no testing recammended; Yes=Phase IT evaluative testing recommended.

‘site originally recorded by J. Cooper Wamsley and surveyed by JMA.




Table 14c. Recommendations for Archeological Sites Identified by JMA within One-quarter Mile of
June 1988 and September 1988 Segments

Approx.
Compo- Size ‘ Artifacts Recammendations for
Site Segment nent’ (sq m)? Integrity Diagnostic (Period) Cther Phase II and Commen
44AB321 ee H 484 Good integrity. Hand-painted whiteware, cut Undecorated porcelain, Yes., Fieldstone foundation
nails, wire nails (mid-19th- undecorated whiteware, bottle and brick chimney; tenant
20th centuries) glass, window glass, lighting dwelling or small farmstead
glass, metal, brick adjacent to Barracks area;
not found on historic map.
323 ee H 726 Good integrity. Cut nails (late 19th-20th None Yes. Fieldstone foundation;
century) tenant dwelling or small
farmstead adjacent to
Barracks area; not found
on historic map.
334 11 H 484 Good integrity. Cut nails, wire nails (mid- Window glass, bottle glass, Yes. Foundation and cellar
©19th-20th centuries) brick, metal hole; tenant dwelling or
small farmstead; may be
associated with cemetery
44AB369; not found on
historic map.
336 kk H 484 Good integrity. Wire nails (20th century) Metal Yes. Cement, brick, and

stone foundation; associ-
ated with Proffit Pyrite
Prospect (44AB275); may
appear on 1935 -soil map.




Table 14c. Continued

Approx.
Compo- Size Artifacts Recormendations for
Site Segment nent' (sq m)? Integrity Diagnostic (Period) Other Phase II ard
344 £ H 242 Good integrity. Sponge—decorated ironstone, Stoneware, window glass, Yes. Abandoned I-house;
Molded-rim porcelain, milk bottle glass tenant dwelling or small
glass, aqua glass, wire nails farmstead; may appear on
(mid- to late 19th century) 1935 soil map; appears on
1978 USGS map.

368 ii H 530 Appears undisturbed. Not tested. Not tested. No. 20th-century family
cemetery; approx. 25
graves, funeral placards
and small stone markers, no
names; placards date to
1940s. Not identified on
historic or modern maps.

369 11 H 130 Appears urdisturbed. Not tested. Not tested. No. 19th-20th—-century

family cemetery; approx. 12
graves, funeral placards
and small stone markers, no
names; placards date to
1950s and 1960s. Not
identified on historic or
modern maps.

17



Table 1l4c. Continued

Key

'P=prehistoric; H=historic.

“Approximate extent determined by positive shovel tests and radials which
produced cultural material. Phase I objectives did not include precise
determination of site boundaries.

3No=no testing recommended; Yes=Phase II evaluative testing recommended.
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Table 15. Phase II Recommendations for Archeological Sites
in September 1988 Candidate Build Alternatives

Recommended for

Phase II ,
Alt. Segments Yes No Phase II Site Numbers
6 p,S,t,r 6 9 44AB33, 331, 333, 339, 342, 343
6B P,q,r 2 4 44AB333, 372
7 u, v, t, r 10 13 44AB33, 211, 215, 217, 218, 331,
333, 339, 342, 343
7A w,v,t,r 6 10 44AB33, 331, 333, 339, 342, 343
10 a,b 1 1 | 44AB348
11 a,c,d,e,f 2 7 44AB337, 373
11-1 a,c,i,J,k,f 3 5 44AB337, 346, 373
a,g,h,d,e,f 2 8 44AB337, 373
11-3 a,g,h,i,j,k,f 3 6 44AB337, 346, 373
11-4 a,g,m,j,k,f 3 6 44AB337, 358, 373
12 a,g,m,j,1,0 1 4 44AB358
12-1 a,qg,h,i,j,1,0 1 4 44AB346
12-2 a,c,i,3,1,0 1 3 44AB346
12-3 a,c,d,n,o 1 4 44AB360
12-4 | a,g,h,d,n,o 1 5 44AB360

—
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APPENDIX I. ARTIFACT INVENTORIES FOR ARCHEOLOGICAL SITES




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Date __ January 6, 1989
Component (s): %X _ Prehistoric ___Historic
PREKISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Cutturatl
Site # _44am33 __ Site Name Periods Mid/Late Archaic &
Lot # ___ 189 - Untyped Woodland
Provenience Alg, 7; Seq. & STP 10978 Surf. Total Totat )
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type Rim Body Ware/Type Comments Florat & Faunal
E. Woodland
LITHICS — Marcey Creek Plain Bone
e Accokeek Cord-Marked L. mammatl
8 Flake Category Material Type — Popes Crk Net-Impr Tool
- : L l I | ' I Other o . Stony Creek Other
z lotz {ch [cy {Rh JArg |Ss 16r |1 E - Cord-Marked T 5. mammal
- Net-Impressed T Bird
Other: Fish
— .  Complete flake R Reptile
.. . Broken flake —_— J— Amphibian
Flake fragment —— - — —
. Debris ' Shell
M. Woodland Oyster

Chipped Stone Tools . Mockley - Clams

Projectile point — _ Plain T Mussel
2 Complete 1 1 —— Cord-Marked -

] Base 1 ———— Net-Impressed T Modified
2 Midsection 1 1 Albermarle T (Explain ¢
1 Tip 1 — —_— Cord-Marked '

I Net-Impressed

Biface PR Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
—_ Complete | | ] ! | I Other :

.1 . Fragment 1] ] ] ] ] { ] [ Seeds

Blank — —

. Early ——
. Mrddle L. Woodland Nuts
Late I ___. Potomac Creek -
Plain -
Dritl e Cord-Impressed -
Complete | I ! 1 ] ] 4 1 - Moyaone Other
. Fragment l | | ! 1 I I ] ! | o Plain -
e Cord-lmpressed o
-1 _ Scraper 1 — ____. Touwnsend -

Flaked Cobble Tool - Rappahannock

) Fabric~impr
— — Town, Cord-Marked
Albemarle Fabric-Impr . PROJECTILE POINT TYPES

Ground Stone & Other: '

Miscellanzous R Material

Axe - Point Tvpe (abbr)

Celt i -

Mano . 1 Madison Ch
e Milling stone {Concave Bs. Triangle)
e Hammerstone l.Orient Fishtail Qz
— Core 1 Large Contracting Stemmed Spear
—— -Base & Midsegtion 5.5cm Wide - Qtz

Savannah River Variation




Date Januarv 6, 1989

— e

Project name: Charlottesville Route 29

Component (s): X Prehistoric X _Historic

PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Culturat

Site # __44pB294 Site Name Periods Unkpnown

Lot # 164 - 168

Frovenience Alt.7:Seg,mm __ STP 10035RBadialb Total Total

Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type Rim  Body Ware/Tvpe Comments Floral & Faupal

E. Woodtand

LITHICS ——i - Marcey Creek Plain Bone
i ——._ Accokeek Cord-Marked L. mammal
4 Flake Category Material Tvpe o .. Popes Crk Net-Impr Tool
L } ' I ' I _ . _.__. Stony Creek T Other
2 0tz Jch JCV Ry jarg |Ss |6Gr __ Cord-Marked TS, mammatl
. I Net-Impressed T Bird
) Other: T Fish
_2  Complete flake 2 —— —— e — Reptile
_1 _ Broken flake 1 e e s Amphibian
____ . Flake fragment e e
_3  'Debris 3 Shell
M. Woodland T Ovster
Chipped Stone Tools — ___ Mockley " Clams
Projectile point - Plain T Mussel
____ Complete e Cord-Marked -
__._ Base i Net-Impressed T Modified
. Mdsection . _.._ Atpermarle T (Explain:
. Tip S Cord-Marked
. © Net-lmpressed
Biface ___ Stony Creek Fabric-lmpr
. Complete | | ] ] ] [ Other:
. Fragment | | { ] 1 i o S Seeds
Blank [
.. Early
~1_  Mddle 1 L. Woodland Nuts
. lLate . Fotomac Creek -
. Plain -
Draitl T, Cord-Impressed
. Complete i | | ] | | . moyaone Other
___ Fragment | ! [ ! ! ! - ___ . Plain
—— Cord-Impressed -
_1__ Scraper 1 — ____ Touwnsend -
. Flaked Cobble Tool e Rappahannock
—_ : Fabric-Impr
— - Town. Cord-Marked
— i .Albemarle Fabric-Impr PRGJECTILE POINT TYPES
Ground Stone & Other:
Miscellanzous - Materiat
Axa [ S Point Tvpe (abbr)
Cait JE
Mano R
Milling stone
Hammerstone

Care

LT




Praject nama:

Charlgttesville Route 29

Date _January 6. 1339

Component(s): _-X Prehistoric _X_Historac GLASS
HISTORIC Artifact Inventory # Type Cescription
Site ¥ __44aB294 Sita Name Containar
Lot # 164 - 168 _ . DKGWB
Provenience Alt,7:Seq. mm STP_1003&Radials
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. $. Stevens MT BG | HT | CS [cC [ FA
Pat. med.
. Liguer
CERAMICS Soda
Other
W Ware Tyoe Description
Tin-glazed —
White salt-qlazed sw Table glass ) MG
Ptain
HP | TP | SE AN | PL Pressed
Creamware Cut
——a ____ Other
. Pearlware
1. Whiteware 1
—— Lighting
—. lronstone
. FRet. earthenware
— MISCELLANEDUS
—__ Stoneware
— # Material S Description
. Ungl. earthenware
e drgame
e Bl. earthenuare ___ Leather
— —_ELloth
. Yeliowwasre Wood
. FRockingham
Hard-paste porcelain 1 Metal
.. Bone china 1 Iron Unidentified
Cooper_alloy
:::: . Tn
Pewtar
STRUCTURAL FLORAL & FAUNAL Silver
Lead
__ Window glass . Bore —— Seeds
____ Wrought nails — L. mammal _—
' Cut rarls 5. mammal I, —
_ .. Wire nails — ‘Bird Other
—___ - Unid. nails —. Fisn . Nuts Kaolin oipes
—__ Dther —— — —————
—_— —_—_— _ buttons
___ Shell Marbles
SaMPLES e Oyster ____ Otner ————
. Clam N i
___. Mortar ___ Eoal — Mussels —_—
____ Plaster — . Clinker ——
Brick Slag . Modifired
T slate T sail (Explain):

Terra cotta




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29

Component (s) ¢ X Prehistoric x Historic

PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory

Site # _44pB317 Site Name

Date

January 6, 1989

Lot # 62 - 64
Pravenience Altll:

Recorder {(print last name) _D. Heck

Structure 1 -

LITHICS

# Flake Category M

3

teri1al Tvoe

Cultural
Periocds

Supervisor J. S. Stevens

Lz |th I Ch I (%]

Rh Arg

Ss_ | Gr 1

Other

=

Complete flake 1

Broken flake

Flake fragment 1 1

B

Debris

Chipped Stone Tools
Projectile point

Complete

Base

Midsection

e

Tip

Biface

Complete { | ]

Fragment i ] |

[

Blank

Early

Middte

|11

Late

Dratl

Complete ] | | |

Fragment | ] i !

Scraper

Flaked Cobble Tool

i

Ground Stone &
Miscellanaous

Axa

Celt

Mano.

Milling stone

Hammerstone

Core

[HHETTT

CERAMICS

Rim

Body

Ware/Type

Floral & Faunal

NERRRRE

T TR
L T
LT T

RENNERERY
LT

RUERRNNN

[T

E. Woodland

Marcey Creek Plain

Accokeek Cord-Marked

Fopes Crk Net-Impr

Stony Creek ‘
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed

Other:

M. Woodland

Mockley
Plain
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed

Albermarle
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed

Stony Creek Fabric-Impr

Other:

L. Woodtand

Fotomac Creek
Plain
Cord-Impressed

Moyaone
Plain
Cord-l1mpressed

Townsend
Rappahannock

Fabric-1mpr

Town. Cord-Marked

Atbamarla Fabric-Impr

Other:

. Bone
L. mammal
-, Tool
e Other
S. mammatl
Bird
Fish
Reptile
Amphibian

M

Shell
Ovster
Clams
Mussel

L1

Modified
(Explain):

Seeds

Nuts

Other

PROJECTILE .POINT TYRES

Point Tvpe

Material
(abbr)




HE R SR .= S B A O BN Eh BN R GE ER GR b W T e

Praoject name:

Charlattesville Route 29

Date January €. 1239

Component(s) s __x_Prehistoric X Historic BLASS
HISTORIC Artifact Inventory 8 Tyoe Oescription
Site ¥ _44aB317  Site Name ____ Contaimer
Lot # 62 -64 _._ DKGWB
Pravenmience A : Structwxe L
Recorder (prant last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens MT BG | HT ] C5 | CC | FA
____Pat. med.
- Liquor
CERAMICS - o Soda
____ Other
. Ware Tvpbe Description o
. Tin-glazed
White salt-glazed sw . Tabte glass F?E;
_____ Plain
HP | TP | SE_{AN | PL . Pressed
e Creamware e Cut
— . Other
—r. Pearlware _—
- Whiteware
— _10 Lighting
__ Ironstone 10__ Burned, Unidentifiable
:::: fef. earthenware
o MISCELLANEOUS
____ Stoneware
— . Material Description
__. . Ungl. earthenware
. . drgamc
. 6l. garthenware . Leather
PR ____ Lloth
- Yellowware . Wood
:::: Rockinaham ::::
____. Hard-paste porcelain 1 PMetal
— . DBone china _1 Iron Bed Spring
e ... Copper allovy
- —_Tin
Pewier
STRUCTURAL FLORAL & FAUNAL T Sitver
- . Lead
_87 -Window glass —— BoNE . Seeds
Wrought nails —— L. mammal — -
T3 cut nails — 5. mammal —— —— e -
13 Wire nails — Bird Other
___ umd. .nails — Fish — HNuts T kaolin pipes
. Other — — _
— N — __ Buttons
. Shell Marbles
SAMPLES .. Dyster ____ Other —
_ . Clam . E—
__1_ Mortar . Coal e Mussels .
. Plaster — . Cunker —_—
1. Brick __ Slag — Modified
T slate T soit (Explain):

Terra cotta




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 frate _Januarv 6. 1939
Component (s) ¢ Prehistoric X Historic BLASS
HISTORIC Artifact laventory # Tyoe Description
Site # 44aB318 Site Name 135 Container
Lot # 71, 85 - 93 OKGWB
Provenience Alt.10:seqg dd
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor . J. §. Stevens T BG [HT [ CS [cc | FAl
Pat. med.
Liguor
CERAMICS Total Date range PR 1 Soda 1 Finish sheed
; - 133 Other ~ Unidentifiable Sherds _
# Ware . Tvoe Description 1 Mason Jar Lid Liner
Tin-glazed
White satt-glazed sw 43 Table glass MG
41 Plain Plate
HP TP SE AN PL Pressed
Creamware Cut
2 Other Unidentifiable
Pear lware
Whiteware 1 7
31 Lighting
Ironstone Ok 29 _ _Light Bulb

—2 . Burped., Unidentifiable

Ref. earthenware

8.
:::: MISCELLANEQUS
. Stoneware
- _# Material Bescription
— Ungl. earthenware
— _____ Orgamc
- Bl. earthenware e Leather
e ____Cloth
. Yellowware - Wood
___ Rockingham
2 __ Hard-paste porcelarin Plain 12 Metal
. Bone china —12 Iron 3.Bottle Caps. 1 Washéy, 5 Can Rims
— o Copper_allov
—— 0 Tin
Pawter
STRUCTURAL , FLORAL & FAUNAL T Siteer
. v Lead
.7 Window glass —2_ Bone — Seeds -
4. Wrought nails 2. L. mammal —_ _
-8 Cut nails — Sf mammal o
3. Wire nails —. Bird _12  Other
_ 7 Unid. nails — Fish ) . MNuts ___ kaolin pipes
—_ Other -2 lTooth, 1 Unid.  __ 6 Plastic 1 Comb Tooth, 5 Unidentifiable
shell —_— —4 Buttons 1 Shell, 1 Glass, 2 Plastic
i Marbles
SAMPLES ’ ____ Ovster . Other "1 Bullet
T . Clam . Ty c ia
____ Mortar _1_ Coal —. Hussels —_— ——
. Plaster .. Elinker _—
. Brick . Slag — Modified
1 _ Slate 0 So1l (Explain):

Terra cotta




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Date _December 20, 1988

Component {s) ¢ X_-Prehistoric X Historic

PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Cutturat
Periods

Site # _44pB319 Site Name
Lot # 14 - 18
Provenience Alt,11&12;:Seq,ee

STP _122&4Radials Total Total

Fabric-Impr

Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware  Type Rim Body Ware/Type Comments Floral & Faunal
E. Woodland
LITHICS e . Marcey Creek Plain Bone
e ____ Accokeek Cord-Marked T L. mammal
%  Flake Category Material Tvpe -_— 00— oo, Popes Crk Net-lmpr Tool
L ' l ‘ ’ ' Other —— e e . Stony Creek i Other
z 10tz ch 1CL | Rh targ [5s 16Gr [ 1 [ — —___  -Cord-Marked TS, mammal
i Net-Impressed 7 Bird
Other: T Fish
_ 4. Complete flake 4 — Reptile
Broken flake — —— —_ Amphibian
7 Flake fragment 7 — - —
— Debris Shell
M. Woodland T Dvster
Chipped Stone Tools — — Mockley Clams
Projectile point —r — —— Plain Mussel
Complete —— Cord-Marked
Base — Net-Impressed T Hodiiied
——. ~Midsection ____ _.___ Albermarle (Explain):
Tip e Cord-Mar ked
— Net-1mpressed
Biface e Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
___ Complete I ] ] | ] ] | b1 Other:
1 Fragment | 11 | | | 1 | [ . Seeds
Btlank :::: —_—
. Early
—— - Middle L. Woodland Nuts
Late Potomac. Creek
Plain -
Dritt Cord-Impressed
Complete [ ! ] ! ! I I . Movaore Other
Fragment Lt I | | i I bl Plain -
Cord~Impressed
Scraper ! Townsend
Flaked Cobbie Tool : Rappahannotk
i

m

Ground Stone &
Miscellaneous

Milling stone
Hammer stone
Core

1]

RUNERRRRNY
ST TR

LD T

Jown. Cord-Marked
Albemarle Fabric-Impr
Gther:

PROJECTILE POINT TYEES

Material

Point Tvpe tabbr)




Project name:

Charlaottesvalle Route 29

Date _Januarv 6, 1939

Component(s): _X Prehistoric _X Historic BGLASS
HISTORIC Artifact 1nventory s Type Description
Site # _44aB3]19 Site Name Container
Lot # 14§15 T DKGWB
Provenience Alt 11§12:Seqg.ce STP 122§ jals
Recorder (print last name) D. Heck Supervisor J. §. Stevens MT BG |HT 1 CS | CC 1 FAl
_ Pat. med.
- Liquor
CERAMICS Totat Date range TPQ —_ Soda
. . Bther
# Ware Tvpe Description _
Tin-glazed Plain - —
e White salt-glazed sw . Table glass MG
. . Plain
P | TP | SE I AN | PL . Pressed
— Creamware . Cut
— _. Other
o Pearlware —
. MWhiteware
. . Lighting
e Ironstone —
:::: Ref. earthenware
_— MISCELLANEOUS
— Stoneware ———
_ a8 Material Description
. Ungl. earthenware
e e Orgamc
. Bl. earthenware —_ Leather
- _____Cloth
i Yellowware . Wood
:::: Rocki naham R
:::: Hard-paste porcelain . Metal
.. Bore china - Iron
—_ — Copper allovy
— —In
Pewter
STRUCTURAL FLORAL & FAUNAL T Sitver
Lead
. Window glass ——— Bone ——. Seeds -
_ 1 Wrought nails e L. mammal — I
—_ cut narls — S. mammal — -
. MWire nails — Bird Qther
. Umid. nai1ls — Fish — Nuts T Kaolin pipes
e . Other —_— — .
—_— Shell — — Buttons
GSAMPLES . Oyster - Otner — Marbles
T . Clam - -
____ Mortar . Coal e Mussels —_— -
Plaster Clinker D —
. Brick T stag —— Medified
___ Slate . sonl (Explain) 2

Terra cotta




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Date _ January 6, 1989
Component (s) ¢ X Prehistoric Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory . CERAMICS
Cultural
Site # -44AB320 Site Name Periods _Unknown .
tot # 11 - 13
Provenience = Alt.11g512:Seg.ee &TP 68 & Radials Total Totat
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type Rim Body Ware/Type Comments Floral & Faunal

E. Woodland

LITHICS Marcey Creek Plain Bone
- Accokeek Cord-Marked L. mammal
% Flake Category Material Tvpe T " T Popes Crk Net-Impr  teol
L l ' I | ' Other Stony Creek Other
2 otz Joh lelr | re tara [ss 16 | 1] El . Cord-tarked " S. mammal
Net~-Impressed " Bird
Other: T Fish
1. Complete flake 1 e Reptile
—__ Broken flake N Amphibian
1. Flake fragment 1 — e i ——
-1 Debris 1 Shetl
M. Woodland Oyster
Chipped Stone Tools : e . HMockley Clams
Projectile point —_ e — Plain Mussel
Complete e Cord-Harked
—  Base ‘ e Net-Impressed Modified g
—  Midsection Albermarle (Explain):
Tip - Cord-Marked
Net-1mpressed
Biface 4 Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
____ -Complete | | ] ] | 1 1 1 Other :
—___ Fragment { i 1 | | I | ] 1 Seeds
Blank
___ Early : ‘
— Migdle L. Woodland ) Nuts
e Late Potomac Creek
Plain
Prill Cord-1mpressed T —
. Complete [l ] | | ] I Moyaone Other
Fragment i | i | ] ] { { 1 ] Plain -
Cord-lmpressed -
Scraper Townsend .
Flaked Cobble Toot Rappahannock

Fabric~-impr
Town. Cord-Marked

L

|
LT FEEEETT
LT T

ST T

. Albemarle Fabric-Impr PROJECTILE POINT TYFES
Ground Stone & Other:

Miscellaneous Material
Axe S SN, Point Tvpe (abbr)
Celt —— .

Mano

Mitiing stone

Hammerstone

Core

LT




Project nama: Charlottssville Route 29 Date _Januarv 6. 1989
Component ts) @ . Prehistoric Xx_Historic BLASS
HISTORIC Artifact laventory ] Type Description
Site # _44aR321 = Site Name 28 Container
Lot & 27 -31 DKGWE
Provenience = Alt.11612;Seq.ee Structure 1
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens MT BG | HT | CS | CC | FA)
Pat. med.
. . bLaguor
CERAMICS Total Date range PG Soda
; —28_ QOther Unidentifiable
# Ware Tvpe Description g
Tin-glazed
White salt-glazed sw Table glass MG
Plain
HP | TP | SE AN | PL Pressed
Creamware Cut
— —___ Dther
Pear lware
9 Whiteware 2 1
1 Lighting
ironstone 1 __ _Fraament
Ref. earthenware
MISCELLANEOUS
Stoneware
PR * Material Description
— Unpl. earthenware
Orgamic
G1. earthenware Leather
- - Cloth
. Yeliowware Wood
Rockingham
2 Hard-paste porcelain Plain 4 Metal
Bone china . 3 Iron _Unidentifiable
1 Copper _alloy Rivet
[ —_Tn
Pewter
STRUCTURAL FLORAL & FAUNAL Sy lver
Lead
8 _ Window glass —— Bone -~ Seeds
Wrought nails e L. mammal R
4 . Cut nails e ' S. mammal S —
7 Wire nails ~ Bird Other
4_ Umd. nails — Fish —— Nuts Kaolin pipes
. Other — — ——————
——— o e e Butt
- Shell — e
a—— Marbles
SAMPLES Qyster Other -
—— . Clam —
Mortar Coatl . Mussels — e -
Plaster Clinker E —
5 . Brick Slag — Modafied
Slate Sorl (Explain):

Terra cotta




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Date _Japuarv 6, 1989

Component (s5) ¢ Prehistoric X _Historic GLASS
HISTORIC Artifact Inventory # Type Description
Site # _44AR322 Site Name 142 Container
Lot # _32 - 35 DKGWB
Provenience - A} : Structure 2 .
Recorder (praint last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens MT BG [HT | cS [cC | FA
Pat. med.
) Liquor
CERAMICS Total Date range e Soda
141 Other Unidentifiable
4 Ware Tvpe Description 1 - Base
Tin-glazed
White salt-glazed sw .16 Table glass MG
Plain
HP | TP | SE AN | PL 12 Pressed
1 Creamware 1 Cut
3. Other Eragments
2 Pearlware 2 Faot: Ring 1 Jar Lid
8 Whiteware 2 151 1 Gilding Qverglaze
— Lighting
1 Ironstone 1 —_—
Ref. earthenware
— MISCELLANEOUS
5 Stoneware
# Material Descraption
Unol. earthenware
1 Qrganic
61. earthenware 1. Leather Wagher
Cloth
Yellowware Wood
Rockingham
a Hard~paste porcelain 2 Gilding Overglaze; 2 Rims, 4 Plain _9 @ Metal
Bone china -5 Iron _Unidentifiable
4 _ Copper alloy Unidentifiable
Tin
Pewter
STRUCTURAL FLORAL & FAUNAL Siiver
Lead
20 . Window glass —1. Bone ——- - Seeds
3 Wrought nails — L. manmal —
60 Cut nails s mammal —
19 Wire nails . Bird 2 Other
25 Unid. nails — Fish — MNuts Kaolin pipes
_ Other —1_  Unidentifiable I
— 1__ Buttons Metal
— Shell Marbles
SAMPLES — g¥§;er . Other 1__ Plastic Phonograph Record Fragment
3 Mortar Coal —— Mussels —_—
Plaster 1. Clinker e
5 Brick Slag - Modified
Slite T ol (Explain) ¢
o .. Terra cotta




Project name: Charlattesville Route 29 Date _January 6., 1989

Terra cotta

Component(s): ____ Prehistoric X Historic BLASS
HISTORIC Artifact Inventory # Type Description
Site # _ 44ap321 _ Site Name TPQ Container
Lot # __ 36 DKGWB
Provenience Altllsl2:Seqg. e S
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S§. Stevens MT BG | HT | CS [CC | FAl
Pat. med.
Li1quor
CERAMICS Total Date range e Soda
Other
_% Ware Tvpe Description
Tin-glazed
____ White salt-glazed sw Table glass r_r‘l_G_
Plain
HP. | TP | SE | AN | PL Presgsed
e Creamware Cut
— . Other
. Pearlware
. Uhaiteware
——— Lighting
. Ironstone —_—
. Ref. earthenware
. MISCELLANEOUS
_—__ - Stoneware
— # Material Descraption
o Ungl, earthenware
—_— Organic
— BGl. earthenware Leather
—_— Cloth
— . Yellowware Wood
: Rockingham
—_  Hard-paste porcelain Metal
. Bone china e Iron
Copper_ alloy
: __Tin
Pewter
STRUCTURAL FLORAL & FAUNAL Silver
Lead
" Window glass -~ Bone —. Seeds
____ Wrought nails —— L. mammal — ——ee
2 Cut nails J— S_. mammal e
" Wrre nails . Bird Other
____ Umid. nails . Fish — Nuts Kaolin pipes
. Gther — — et s
5 —_— Buttons
e Shell Marbles
SAMPLES ... Oyster Other D
DA . Clam — -
. Mortar o Coat — Mussels —_— — e
Plaster Clinker —_— —
T Brick T slag ——. Modified
" state " soil {Explain) ¢




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Date _ January €, 1939
Component (s) ¢ x__ Prehistoric . Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Cultural
Site # 44aB324 Site Name Periods Unknown '
Lot # 1 &2
Provenience Alt,11812: e ©TP_22 & Radial Total Total
Recorder (print tast name) . D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type Rim Body Ware/Tvpe Comment s Floral & Faunal
E. Woodland
L1THICS . Marcey Creek Plain Bone
— . ___ Accokeek Cord-Marked T L. mammal
% Flake Category Material Tvpe —_ Popes Crk Net-Impr : Tool
L ] ' | Qther ____ Stony Creek ‘Other
z otz [ch J€lL {Rh larg [Ss l6r |1 z - Cord-Marked " 5. mammal
R Net-lImpressed T Bird
Other: T Fish
___. Complete flake _— - T Reptite
_1_ . Broken flake 1 - Amphibian
_1 _ Flake fragment 1 N -
2. Debris 2 Shell
M. Woodland T Ovster
Chipped Stone Tools . —— Mockley Clams
Projectile point e Pla:n Mussel
— Complete R Cord-Harked
. Base e Net-Inpressed T Modified
— . 'Midsection - . ___ nAlpermarle (Explaint:
. Tip —_— Cord-Mar ked
— Net~Impressed
Bi face ——__ Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
. Complete | S ] | ! | | | Other:
—  Fragment | ] i | ! ] | ! I ) —— Sepeds
Blank o -
- Early .
- Maddle L. Woodland Nuts
e Late . FPotomac Creek
: o Plain
Drill ) S Cord=Impressed
Complete i ] | | | | [ ] L1 4 ___. Moyaone Other
____ Fragment L1 I ] ] I ] I 1 j - . Plain -
IR Cord~Impressed o
. Scraper .. Townsend -
. Flaked Cobble Tool —_— Rappahannock
— Fabric-Impr
N Town. Cord-Marked
_____ Albemarle Fabric-impr PROJECTILE POINT TYPES
Ground Stone & Other:
Miscellan=ous —_— Material
. Axa — Point Tvpe tabbr)
Celt I ;
. Mano
. Millung stone
. Hammerstone
o Core




Project name: Charlottesvalle Route 29 Date _ Januarv 6, 1939
Component {s) ¢ X _ Prehistoric Historic

PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory

Culturat
Site # 44AB325 Si1te Name Peri1ods Unknown
Lot # 67 - 69
Provenience Alt.12: Seg. i STP 167&Radjials

Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck

LITHICS

Material Tvpe

# Flake Category
Other
Gr i c

Ara | Ss

Lz ‘Otz lcn lcn

Complete flake 1
Broken flake
Flake fragment 1
Debris 3

Rh

Chipped Stone Tools
Projectile point
Complete
Base
Midsection
Tip

111

Bitface
Complete { | ] | ] i ] I 1.1

Fragment

H

Blank
Early
Middle
Late

|

Drall
Complete I | | ] | | | | | 1
Fragment | ] 1 1 | | ] i 1 ]

Scraper
Flaked Cobble Tool

[

Ground Stone &

Miscellansous
Axe
Celt

Supervisor J. S. Stevens

Mano

Milling stone

Hammerstone

Care

T

CERAMICS

Ware Type Rim Body Ware/Type Comments Floral & Faunal
E. Woodland
Marcey Creek Plain Bone
Accokeek Cord-Marked L. mammal
- o _.._ Popes Crk Net-Impr Tool
Stony Cresk Other
- Cord-Marked S. mammal
Net-Impressed T Bird
Cther: Fish
Répt:le
Amphibtan
Shell
M. Woodtland Oyster
Mock ley Clams
Plain Mussel
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed Modified

Albermarle
Cord-Marked
Net-lmpressed

|
[T

Other:

T T
[T T

e
||

L. Woodland

Potomac Creek
Plain
Cord-lmpressed

Moyacne
Ptain
Cord-Impressed

Townsend
Rappahannock

Fabric—-Impr

Town. Cord-Marked

Albemarta Fabric-limpr

Other:

| |

|
[T

LT T
L TE T

1]

e

Stony Creek Fabric-Impr

(Explain):

Seeds

Nuts

Other

PROJECTILE POINT TYPES

Material
Point Tvoe tabbr)




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Date _January 6, 1929
Component(s): _ x Prehistoric _Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Cultural
Site # 44AB326  ___ Site Name Periods Unknown
Lot & 29
Provemience. Alt. 11x512:Seg.ee  Judge's House Total Total .
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck - Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type Rim Body Ware/Tvpe Comments Floral & Faunal
€. Woodland
LITHICS et Marcey Creek Plain Bone
Y ____ Accokeek Cord-Marked T L. mammal
% . Flake Category Material Tvpe " Popes Crk Net-Impr Tool
L | I I Other — .. ____ stony Creek " Other
2 lotz jeon lct {Rn larg fSs j6r 1] & __ . . cord-Marked "5, mammal
I Net-Impressed 7 Bird
Other: T Fish
_1  Complete flake 1 [ Reptile
____ Broken flake s Amphibian
2. Flake fragment 2 —
. - Debris ‘ Shetl
M. Woodland T Dyster

Chipped Stone Tools . ___ Mockley Clams

Projectile point e Plain Mussel
— Complete e Cord-Marked
—. . Base I Net~Impressed Modified
__ Midsection — - Albermarle (Explain):
. Tip P Cord-Marked

—_ Net-1mpressed

Biface — . ___ Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
___. Complete 1 ] ] ] | ] 1 Other:

_2 _~ Fragment 2] ] | I I [ ! I ] Seeds

Blank I

Earty
. Mgddle : L. Woodland Nuts
— Late — . __- Potomac Creek -
o Plain
Drall e Cord~Impressed
Complete | I | ] ] | ] ] L1 1 —_ Moyaone Other
Fragment L1 ! ! i { ] ! [ T T T T Plain I
e Cord-1Impressed -
_. Scraper —_— Y ____ Townsand -
___ Flaked Cobble Yool R Rappahannock
— Fabric-Impr
- —— Town. Cord-Marked
I Albamarle Fabric-Impr PROJECTILE POINT TYFES

Ground Stone & Other:

Miscellan2ous — R, Materiat
e Axe P Point Tvpe (abbr)
L cat o
. Mano
.. Mlling stone
- Hammerstone
—  Core
-l.. Exagment . _ 1




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Date _December 20, 1983

Component(s): _x _Prehistoric —Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Culturat ———
Site ¥ _44aR377 Site Name Periods Late Archaic
Lot # 19 - 43
Provemience - Alt. 11;:Seg gg STP.34sRadjals ) Total Total
Recorder {print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Tvpe Rim Body Ware/Type Comments Floral & Faunal

E. Woodland

LITHICS Marcey ‘Creek Plain Bone
. Accokeek Cord-Marked L. mammal
4 Flake Category Materi1al Tvpe ____ Fopes Crk Net-Impr Tool

Other

l ' Stony Creek
Arg 1Ss lGr-1 1| &

Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed

Other
S. mammal

ke loe v L1 [

[T
REERERR
LT FEETT

Fabric~-Impr

Bird
Other: Fish
17 Complete flake 13 4 - Reptile
8  Broken: flake 5 3 -
_12  Flake fragment 12 — —— Amehibian
__4 Debris 44 Shell
M. Woodland T Ovster
Chipped Stone Tools — . Mockley - Clams
Projectile point R Plain I Mussel
1. Complete 1 P Cord-Marked —
____ . Base — — Net-Impressed ____ Hodidied
____ mdsection e —mm. . Albermarle T (Explain):
e Tip e Corg-Marked
— e Net-Impressed
Biface - e ___._ 'Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
— Complete | 1 | | ! ] QOther:
__2  Fragment L1t ! I l J Seeds
Blank - - - T
__.1 Early I
__ . Midgdle L. Woodland Nuts
— Late o Fotomac Creek
Plain T
Drall Cord~impressed B
____ Complete L1 IS S Movaone Dther
..  Fragment i 1 I ' rJ Ptain
Cord-Impressed - T
—_Scraper Townsend T
o Flaked Cobbie Tool Rappahannock

Ground Stone &
Miscellaneous
Axe

Celt

Mana

Milling stone
Hammerstone
Core

1]

RUEERRRRNR N
[EE T TETTEET
L TTEEETT

Town. Cord-Marked

Albemarte Fabric-lImpr

Other:

PROJECTILE POINT TYPES

Material
Point Tvpe tabbr) "

-Rossville Rtz




Project name: Charlottesville Route &9 Date _ January 6, 1939

Component (s) : x __ Premistoric Historic

PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Cultural -

Site # __44aB328 Site Name Periods Unknown

Ground Stone &

Miscellan=ous

Albemarle Fabric-lmpr
Other:

PROJECTILE POINT TYFES

Lot # _50 - 53
Provenience Alt,1l: Seq. d $TP 1028104~ Total Total
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck +Radials  Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type Rim Body Ware/Tvpe Camments Floral & Faunal
E. Woodland
LITHICS o . Marcey Creek Plain Bone
M ___. Accokeek Cord-Marked T L. mammal
4 Flake Category Material Tvoe . . .. - Popes Crk Net-Impr Tool
L ' ’ | . Other —— . . ___. Stony Creek Other
z 0tz {€h JC1 I Rh fArg §Ss | Gr {1 el L Cord-Marked "5, mammal
P Net-Impressed T Bird
Other: T Fish
4 Complete flake 4 T Reptile
Broken flake [ Amphibian
2 Flake fragment 2 [, -
2 Debris 2 Shelti
: M. Woodland T Oyster
Chipped Stone Tools — e . Mockley Clams
Projectile point . Plain - Mussel
Complete e e Cord-Harked
Base — — . - Net-lmpressed Mod1f1ed
___ Midsection — — . Albermarle T (Explain);
Tip i Cord-Marked
— Net-Impressed
Biface : e Stony Creek Fabrac-Impr
Complete { ] i | 1 1 ] Other:
1 Fragment I ! 1 ] 1] Seeds
Blank —
Earty
Middle L. Woodtand Nuts
Late — . ___. ___ rPotomac Creek -
[ Plain
Drall . . .. Cord-lmpressed -
Complete | ] ] | L1 1 ___ Moyaone Other
Fragment | i 1 i [ T T Puaimn B
R, Cord-impressed e
2. Scraper 2 ! — i ____ Townsend e
Flaked Cobble Tootl i — Rappahannock
! Fabric-impr
! — - Town. Cord-Marked

SRR

—_— Material
Axe — Point Tvpe {abbr)
Celt
Mano
Milling stone
Hammerstone

Core




Project nmame: Charlottesville Route 29 Date _ Januarv &, 1989

Component (s} § X_ Prehistoric Historic

PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory

Culturatl
Site # _44AB329 Site Name Periods Unknown
Lot 8 54 - &1
Provemence Alg, 11; Seq, d STP_124&Radials

Recorder (print last name} _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens

LITHICS

Materi1al Tvpe

Ig

Flake Category

Other
Gr 1 c

be_loie

Ch l C1 Rh- | Arg | Ss

Complete flake
Broken flake
Flake fragment
Debris

FbE

Chipped Stona Tools
Projectile poant
Complete
Base
Midsection
Tip

1]

Biface
Complete | I | [ ] | | I
Fragment {3 |1 ] | ] | i [

lul

Blank
Earty
Middle
Late

|

Dritl
Complete | ] ! | ] | | | | T
Fragment ol

Scraper
Flaked Cobble Tool

L]

Ground Stare &
Miscellaraous

Milling stone
Hammerstona
Core

CERAMICS

Total Total

Ware Type Rim Body Ware/Type Comments Floral & Faunat
E. Woodland
Marcey Creek Plain Bone
. Accokeek Cord-Marked L. mammal
Popes. Crk Net-Impr Toot
Stony. Creek Other
Cord-Marked S. mammal
Net-Impressed Bird
Other: Fish
Reptile
] Amphibian
Shetll
M. Woodland Ovster
Mocktley Clams
Plain Mussel
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed Modified

Albermarle
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed

[T

|
T

Other:

RRINRRRRRRY

L. Woodland
Potomac Creek
Plain
Cord-Impressed
Moyaone
Ptain
Cord-Impressed
Townsend
Rappahannock
Fabric-Impr
Town. Cord-Marked
Albemarte Fabric-Impr
Other:

T T
T T

|
L TR

Stony Creek Fabric~Impr

(Explain) s

Seeds

Nuts

|

Other

PROJECTILE POINT TYFES

Materiatl
Point Tvpe (abbr)




Fabric-Impr
Town. Cord-Marked

Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Date _ January &, 1989
Component (s): __x Prehistoric __._Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Cultural —
Site # _44AB330 Site Name Periods Unknown
Lot # 94 - 96 '
Provemence Alt. 687; Seq, 1 STP 795 Radials Total Total
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type Rim Body Ware/Type Comments Floratl & Faunal
€. Woodtand
LITHICS — . Marcey Creek Plain Bone
— . ___ Accokeek Cord-Marked T L. mammat
# Flake Category Material Tvpe - . ___.  Popes Crk Net-Impr - Tool
L ' l | l Other o _.__ Stony Creek Other
z_ otz |Ch [Cl | Rh- JArg [Ss 1Gr jt &l - . we._  Cord-Marked 5. mammal
e Net-Impressed T Bird
Other: T Fish
2 Complete flake 2 e R Reptile
Broken flake S T Amphibian
Flake fragment R -
. Debris . Shell
M. Woodland T Dvster
Chipped Stone Tools —_— - Mockley T Clams
Projectile point . Plain T Mussel
Complete e Cord-Marked T
Base e Net-Impressed R Mod1fied
Midsection —— i .. Albermarle T (Explaimt
Tip e Cord-Marked
[ Net-Impressed
Biface e . Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
Complete { | | | | | ] [ Other:
1 Fragment I | | | ] ] I l J e Seeds
Blank e T
—  Early
Middle L. Woodland Nuts
Late Potomac Creek -
Ptain
Drail B Cord-Impressed
Complete | R ] ! ] { I I Moyaone Dther
____  Fragment . l ] ] { I ] { I r ] Plain -
Cord-1mpressed -
Scraper Townsend -
Flaked Cobble Tool Rappahannock

Albemarle Fabric-impr
Gther:

PROJECTILE POINT TYPES

Ground Stone &
Miscellansous

|
L FETEEEL
LT T
T

Material
fs Point Tvpe tabbr)
Celt
Mano
Milling stone
Hammerstone

Core

LT




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29

Component (s) ¢ x__ Prehistoric
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory

Site # _44aAB331 Site Name

Date Januarv 6, 19393

Historic

Culturatl

Lot % _97 - 193
Frovenience ALt 687;: Seg r

§TP 84486 +Rad,

Recorder (print last name)  _D. Heck

LITHICS

# Flake Category

Material Tvpe

Perrods _Unknown

Supervisar J. S.‘'Stevens

Lz lOtz I Ch ] [

Other

Rh {Arg | Ss ‘ Gr 1 =

Complete flake 6

Broken flake

Flake fragment 2

Debris

Chipped Stone Tools
Projectile point

Complete

Base

Midsection

1]

Tip

Biface

Complete H ]

Fragment { ]

Blank

Early

Mddle

1]

Late

Dritl

Complete { {

Fragment i |

Scraper

Flaked Ccoble Tool

|11

Ground Stone &
Miscatlaraous

Axe

Catt

Mano

Milling stone

Hammerstone

Ccre

[T

Body

Ware/Type Comments

Filoral & Faunat

e

n

RN ANRER

IANRRARR

L TE EEEEHT

LTI
RENRRRANY

LT

LTI

RERRRRY

E. Woodland

Marcey Creek Plain

Accokeek Cord-Marked

Popes Crk Net-Impr

Stony Creek
Cord-Harked
Net~Impressed

Other:

M. Woodtand

Mock ey
Ptain
Cord-Harked
Net-Impressed

Albermarle
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed

Stony Creek Fabric-Impr

Other:

L. Woodland
Fotomac Creek
Ptain
Cord~Impressed
Hoyaone
Plain
Cord-Impressed
Townsend
Rappahannock
Fabric-Impr
Town. Cord-Marked
Albemarte Fabric-lmpr

- Bone
L. mammal

Tool

Qther
S. mammal
Bird
Fish
Reptile
Amphibian

|

nu

Shell
Oyster
Clams
Mussel

|

1111

Mod14:1ed
(Explain):

Seeds

Nuts

||

Other

PROJECTILE POINT TYPES

Other:

Point Tvoe

Material
(abbr)




Project name: Charlottzsville Route 29 Data _Jxnuarv 6. 1229
Component(s) s _.___ Prehistoric _Xx Histaric GLASS
HISTORIC Artifact Inventory # Type Description
Site # _44aB332 Sita Name ] Container
tot # 106 & 107 DKGWB
Provenience Alt. 687:Seq. v
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor. J. S, Stevens MT BG [HT JcSJcclFq .
Pat. med.
Liguor
CERAMICS Total Date range TPQ Soda
1. Other Clear Body Sherxd
_4 Ware Tvoe Description
. Tin-glazed
.. uWhite salt-qglazed sw Table glass MG
Plain
WP JTP [ SE AN [PL Pressed
. Creamware 1 Cut
o Qther
—._ Pearlware —_
. UWhiteware
— Lighting
—_ lronstone —
:::: Ref. earthenware
o MISCELLANEOUS
—_. Stoneware
- # Material Descripticn
. Unal. earthenware
. Orgamc
— . Bl, earthenware ____ Leather
— Cloth
e Yellowware Wood
:::: Rockingham
_—_ Hard-paste porcelain 2 HMetat
_._ - Bone_china 2 lron _l Wire: ] Hoe
Copper _alloy
:::: —nn
Pewtar
5TRUCTURAL FLORAL & FAUNAL Silver
. Lead
___ Window glass . Bone ——. Seeds
___ Wrought nails — L. mammal _—
1 Cut nails —— S. mammal —_—
_ 1. Wire nails - Bird Other
. Umd. nails — Fish — Nuts i kKaolin pipes
. Other — J—
R Buttons
_.__ Shell Marbles
SAMPLES e Oyster - Otner ——
. . Clam . -
—__ HMortar ___ Coal —_ Mussels — ——
Plaster Clinker —
T Briek h— Stag —__ Podified
T "Slate ™ 5ol (Explain):

Terra cotta




Prosect name: Charlottzsville Route 29 Date _January &, 1229
Componentis): ____ Pretistoric X Historic BLASS
HISTORIC Artifact Inventory & Type Description
Site # _ 44AB333 Sita Name _ 3 Container
Lot # _ 108 & 109 . DKBWB
Provemence Alt.6&7:Seq.x Structure 4
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens 5T 55 (AT TCs TeE TFA
____ Pat. med.
e Lrguor
CERAMICS Total ____ - Date range ™a —_ Soda
3. QOther
¥ Ware Type Description o
Tin-glazed
White salt-glazed sw _1  Table glass MG
. Plain
HP | TP | SE_ I AN | PL 1 Pressed
e Creamware —__ Cut
—_ . Other
. Pearlware -
_3. _ Whiteware 3.
P Lighting
——_ Ironstone —_—
. FRef. earthenware
o MISCELLANEOUS
6 Stoneware 2 with Cobalt Decor.
. 8 Material Description
— . Unal. earthenware
— Orgamc
. Gl. earthenware . Leather
— ____ Cleth
— " Yellowware _ Wood
:::: Rockingham
— . Hard-paste porcetain e Metatl
. Bone china . 1Iren
. Copper atlov
— ——Tn
Pewtar
STRUCTURAL FLORAL L FAUNAL T Siver
= . Lead
I uWindow glass — Bone . Seeds e
— wWrought nails L. mammal -
__ Cut nails s Sf mammal o
___ uWire nails . DBird Other
- Umd. nails — Fisn e Nuts ’ Kaolin pipes
. Gther —_— — — .
— —— Buttons
. Shell Marblies
SIvPLES . Oyster . DOther j——
" . Clanm — -
___ Mortar . Coal —— Mussels —_—
—. Plaster _— Chlnker —_—
—— Brick Slag — Modified
. .Slate 8ol (Explaini:

Jerra cotta




Froject name: Charlattesville Route 29 Date Januarv 6. 1933
Component (s):- - . “Prehistoric _x Historic GLASS
HISTORIC Artifact lnventory # Type Descraiption
Site # _44AB324 Sita Name 2. Container
tot # 110 & 111 DKGWB
Provenience Alt,6&7:Seq. L 3
Recorder (print last name} _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens MT BG | HT | CS |CC | FA
Pat. med.
Liquor
CERAMILS Total Date range ™?Pa Soda
——— 2 QOther I'nidentifiad
8 Ware Tyoe Description
. Tin-glazed
. White salt-olazed sw . Table glass [mG]
Plain
P | TP I SE | AN 1 PL Pressed
e Creamware Cut
— Other
.. Pearlware _—
. Wmteware
— Lighting
o Ironstone [
:::: Ref. earthenware
o MISCELLANEOUS
____ Stoneware ————
___— # Material Descraiption
. . Ungl. earthenware e
. drganic
. Bl. earthenware e Leather
—_— Cloth
o Yellowware Wood
:::: Rockingham
:::: Hard-paste porcelain 2. Metal
—— Bone china 2. Iron Unidentified
Copper_alloy
:::: Tin
Pewtar
STRUCTURAL FLORAL & FAUNAL Silver
Lead
2 Window glass L __ Bone . Seeds :
__ Wrought nails o L. mammal —_— ————
~3. Cut nairls R 57 mammal e
7. Wire nails — PBird Other
4 Umd. nails . Fish ____ Nuts Kaolin pioes
. Other 1. Unidentified e
i — Buttons
—— Shell Marbles
SIMPLES . ‘Qyster ____ Other
- e Clam . -
- Mortar © .. Coal —— Mussels ———
Plaster Clinker s
T3 Brick T Slag e MOd1 F100
____ Slate ___ Soil (Explain) :

Terra cotta




S A\ v .

Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Date _ January 6, 1929

Component (s) ¢ X _Prehistoric x _Historic

PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Cultural .
Site # __44nR118 Site Name __ Periods Unknown
Lot # __ 113 - 137 |
Provenience Alt.657:Seg.r Structure SA._ Total Total
Recorder (print last name) D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type Rim Body Ware/Tvpe Comments Floral & Faunal

_E. Woodland
LITHICS Marcey Creek Plain Bone
Accokeek Cord-Marked

L. mammal

#_ Flake Category : Material Tvpe - . . Popes Crk Net-Impr T 1ool
L l l Other . ____ ____ stony Creek Other
z 0tz lch | €Y [ Rh |Arg [Ss5 16Gr |} = - o Cord-Marked TS, mammal
e Net-Impressed T Baird
Other: T Fish
5 Complete flake 3 1 1 — —_— e Reptile
— .. Broken flake e — Amphitian
.2 Flake fragment 2 —_— e —— —— _
e Debris Shell
M. Woodtand T Oyster
Chipped Stone Tools , _ e — Mockley T Clams
Projectile point e Plain T Mussel
Complete S Cord-Harked -
e Base e Net-Impressed T Rodified
. Midsection 1 - . . Albermarle - (Explain)
1 Tip 1 1 Cord-Marked
e Net-lImpressed

Biface I . ... 5Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
___ Complete I ] | ] [ | | T 1 1 Other:

oo Fragment | 1 [ ] | ! | ] I ] e Seeds

Blank [,

Early
e Migdle L. Woodland Nuts
Late e Potomac Creek
o Plain -
Dratl U Cord-Impressed
Complete | I | | 1 | | ] 1 1  ____ Moyaone Other
____ Fragment | | | P | ! ! L1 ] T T Plamn —
— Cord-lmpressed -
Scraper . ____ Townsend
Flaked Cobble Toot . Kkappahannock
Fabric~lmpr
—_— Town. Cord-Marked
- ____ Albemarle Fabric-lmpr ©  PROJECTILE POINT TYPES

Ground Stone & Gther:

Miscellarzo0us —_— e Material
o Axa - foint Tvpe (abbr?)
e Ceit I,

— Mano

e Mallang stone
e Hammerstone
- Core




Project name: Charlottesvilla Routa 29 Date Jonuarv 6, 1239

Companent(s) ¢ X Prehistoric x Historic

HISTORIC Artifact Inventory

Site # _442B33S Site Name
Lot # 113 - 117

Provenience Alt.687;:Seq. ¥ 3
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck

Supervisor J. S. Stevens

White salt-gltazed sw

CERAMICS Total Date range TPQ
# Ware Tvpe Description
Tin-glazed

HP 1 TP | SE AN | PL

Creamware

Pearlware

Whiteware

Ironstone

kef. earihenware

Stoneware

Ungl. earthenware

Gl. earthenware

Yellowware

Rock1ngham

- Hard-paste porcelain
Bone china

RRARRRRRRRRRRRRRRRARREY

Terra cotta

STRUCTURAL FLORAL &kFAUNAL
1 uindow glass _1.. Bone ____ Seeds
___ uWrought nails . L. mammal
e Cut nails — S? mammal .
2__ Wire nails . Bird
____ Umd. nails —. F1sh . Nuts
. Gther 1. Tooth .
. .Shell —_

SAMPLES | . Oyster Other

: e Clam -
e Mortar . Coal - Mussels - T
.. Plaster Clinker i - e
— . Brack ___ Slag —. Modified
— .. Slate Soxl (Explain): .

Type

Description

1 Contaimer
DKGWB

M7 BG | HT | CS

CC.| FA

Pat. med.

tiquor

Soda

Other

Table glass MG
Plain

Pressed

Cut

Other

NN

b

Lighting
45_ Unidentified Burned

MISCELLANEQUS

Material

Descraiption

I I‘

Orgamec
Leather

Cloth

Wood

]

Metal
Iron

Cooper_alloy

Tin

Pewtar

Silver

Lead

Inmnn

Other
kKaolin pipes

Buttons

Marbles

M




lllll' .ll." Illl! '.II. llll.f IIIIIL .lll' llll. .Illl lll.l 1."'. lll'l ‘IIII' llllll '.Ill l..l. lll.. 'lllll [ ]

Terra cotta

Project name: Charlottssville Routs 29 Bata _Jinuary €, 12329
Component(s): _-  Prehistoric _X Historic BLASS
HISTORIC Artifact Inventory 4 Type Tescription
Site # _44an1it6 Site Name ____ Containmer
Lot # ___ DXGWB
Provemience  Alt.6g7:Seg X _  .Structure
Recorder (print last name} _D. Heck Supervisor J. 5. Stevens | MT 8G | HT [ C5 [CC | FA
___Pat. med.
- Liguor
CERAMICS Total Date range PR ___ Soda
e Other
_% Ware Tvoe Description _
. Dn-glazed
o White-salt-qlazed sw . Table glass MG
. Plain
kP TP [ SE AN | PL ____ Pressed
_ Creamware | __ Cut
— o Other
—___ Pearlware -
—— Whiteware
— Lighting
__._ lIronstone —
.. Fkef. earthenware
_ MISCELLANEDOUS
- Stoneware
— % Material Descraption
. Unal, earthenware
— . ‘Orgamc
.. Bl. earthenware —_ Leather
—— ___Cloth
e Yellowware __ Wood
: Rockingham —
. ‘Hard-paste porcela:in 3. Metal
. ‘Bone china - Iren 2 Railroad Spikes, 1 Yire
- Copper_atlov
- _hn
- — Pauter
STRUCTURAL FLORAL & FAUNAL T Silver
. Lead
. Window glass —— Bone ——  Seeds i
Wrought nails — L. mammal —— ———— —
: Cut nails ____ 5. mammal R,
.2 uire nails — Bird . Other !
. Umd. naiis —— Fish . Nuts _ Kaolin pipes
— GCther — ——— JR— -
— — .. Buttons
—— Shetl Marbles
SAMPLES __ Oyster Other —
. Cilam . -
— . Mortar ____ Coal ——  Mussels _—
Plaster Clinker —
: Brick : Slag . Modified
T siate T sait (Explaind: .




Project name: Charicttsszville Route 23 Date _January 6. 1239
Componentisy: _ _ Premistoric _X Historic GLASS
HISTORIC Artifact Inventory # Type Description
Site # 4438337 Site Name ) 25  Container
Lot # 244 - 250 ____ DKGWB
Provenience Alt.11A:Seg. € 3TB _10545Radia’
Recorder (print last name) _D. Hack Supervisor J. S. Stevens MT B6 [HT [ s Jcc ] Fal
1 Pat. med. Daﬂ: blue Ri } 3
. .. Liguor
CERAMICS Total Date range TPQ 1 Soda Green Aedy Sherd
A2 0ther agquy -Body sherd
_ 4 Ware Tvoe Description 8 Clear Body sherds
. Milk Glass Shoulder sherd
_ - Tin-glazed 2 Amber Body sherd
_ . White salt-glazed sw Table glass MG
Plain
HP | TP | SE IAN | PL . Pressed
i CLreamware Cut
. Other
- Pearlware ———
_4 . Whiteware 1 2 -1 Molded Rimsherd .
- . Lighting
__ Ironstaone J—
- FRef. earthenware
- MISCELLANEQUS
_1 _ Stoneware Bady Sherd
____ - # Materaial Descraption
. Ungl, earthenware
- 8 _ O0Orgamic
— - Gl. earthenware 2. Leather Fragments with copper rivets
- 3 Cloth
___ Yeliowware Wood
:::: Rockingham —
2 Hard-paste porcelain 1 Decal worn off, _1 pind exterior 32, Metal
.. Bone china Az Iron i ~Tin Can Fragments. =
—_— 2 $oooer alloy 22 Casing and rivet
1n
- Pewtar
STRUCTURAL - FLORAL & FAUNAL T Sitver
e - . - Lead
_3 . uindow glass —— Bone i 10 _ Irxon Alloy 8 Wire Fragments. )l Sevew. 1 Unid
____ MWrought natls e L. mammal — 3 . Jnknown Clathing Snaps ’
—1_ Cut nails — S. mammal —— et
_2  Wire nails — Bird 29. Other
- Umd. nails — Fish . Nuts . kKaolin pipes
——r Other — — —_— —>- Rubber Overshoe sole fraaments .~
) — Buttons
L _ Shell Marbles
SAMPLES 1 . Oyster . ‘Other 4 Rubher : -
. Clam . 24 Unidentifiable fragments K
. Mortar . Coal —— HMussels —_—
Plaster . Clinker _—
1 Brick T Slag — . Modified
T slate T soil (Explain): R

Terra cotta




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Date __January 6, 1983
Component (s) : x . Prehistoric x. Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Cultural
Site # _44aR338 Site Name Periods _Unknown
Lot # _le9 - 178 .
Provenience Alt., 7:Seq,ll STP. 101751019 4 Total Total
Recaorder (print last name) D. Heck Radials Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type Rim Body Ware/Tvpe Comments Floral & Faunmal

E. Woodland

LITHICS . .. HMHarcey Creek Plain Bone
- Accokeek Cord-Marked T L. mammal
4 Flake Category Material Tvpe e . ____ Popes Crk Net-lmpr Tool
— ” L | l I ‘ ' Other - __. stony Creek Other
z lotz Jch |€1 R jAra |Ss 16r | 1] & o Cord-Marked T 5. mammal
I, Net-Impressed Bird
Other: Fish
5 Complete flake 5 —_— et et Reptile
16 Broken flake 15 1 1 e i e i Amphibian
6 Flake fragment 6 — — —— i
1 Debris 1 Shell
. M. Woodland T Ovster
Chipped Stane Tools — e — Mockley _ Clams
Projectile point _ — . Plain  Mussel
Complete I Cord-Marked -
1 Base with Midsection {1l e Net-Impressed —_ Modified
Midsection 3 2 . 3 Albermarle T (Explain):
Tip — Cord-Mar ked
S S ST Net-lmpressed
Bitace i e . Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
Complete { | | ] ] | | ] | ] QOther:
3 Fragment L3l 1 l ] I | | ] —_— Seeds
Blank — e
Earty
Middle L. Woodland Nuts
Late FPotomac Creek -
Plain
Drait Cord-Impressed
Complete | I | ! | | ] I 1 1 Moyaone Dtner
Fragmant I | i ! ] | | | ! i ] Plain -
Cord-lmpressed B
Scraper Townsend ;
Flaked Cobble Tool Rappahannock
1 Utilized Flake 1 Fabraic-Impr

Ground Stone &

Miscellanzous

T T
RUNEERRRRRN
REREERERRRNE

Town. Cord-Marked
Albemarle Fabric-Impr
Gther:

PROJECTILE POINT Tyees

—_ " Material
Axe - _Foint Tvoe tabbr)
Celt —
Mano
Mitling stone
Hammerstone

Core

[T




Project name: Charlottssvilie Route 23 Data _January 6. 1279
Component(s): _X__ Prehistoric X Historic GLASS
HISTORIC Artifact Inventory 4 Type Pescription
Site # 44aB338 ~  Site Name : ) Container
Lot # 169 - 178 DKGWB
Provenience  Alt. 7:Seq, 11 STP 101751019 +
Recorder (print last name) D. Heck Radials  Supervisor J. S. Stevers 9T B HT 1 CS JCC T FA
Pat. med.
Liquor
CERAMICS Total _______~ Date range ™a Soda
Other
_ 4 Ware Tvoe Description
_ . Tin-qlazed
White satt-glazed sw Table gtlass rTG-
____ Plain )
HP TP 1 SE_[aN_ | PL Pressed
____ Creamware ) | Cut
— _____ Other
.. Pearlware
: Whiteware
N Lighting
o ltonstone
: Ref. earthenware
o MISCELLANEOUS
—_ Stoneware
R # Material Descrantion
— . -Unal. earthenware
— . Orgamc
. Bl. earthenware —___ Leather
e Cloth
. Yellowware Wood
: Rockingham
— Hard-paste porcelain — Metal
____ Bone china ___liron
- Copper_alloy
R Tin
. Peuwter
STRUCTURAL ‘ FLORAL & FAUNAL Silver
. s Leag
____ thndow glass —___ bone __ Seeds "
Wrought nails —— L. mammal . ———
—_:____ Cut ‘nails — S, mammal N, —_—
. Ware nails —_ Bird Other
__ Unid. nails —— Faish s Nuts ____Kaolin pioes
- Other — — ——
] — Buttons
—— Shetl Marbles
SAMPLES . UOyster ____ Other -
D e Clam . -
__ Mortar ____ Coat — Mussels —— -
. Plaster ___ Clinker —
20 Brick —__ Slag . Modified
____. Slate ___ Sonl (Explain): K
. Terra cotta




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Date _ Japuarv &, 1389
Companent (s} ¢ x _ Premistoric Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Culturatl
Site # _44ap339 Si1te Name Periods Late Archaic
Lot # 186 - 1ag
Provenience Alt. 7; Seq, t BIP_10895109) + Total Totatl
Recorder (print last pame) _D. Heck RadialsSupervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type Rim Body Ware/Type Comments Floral & Faunal

E. Woodland
LITHICS Marcey Creek Plain

—— — —— —— .. Bone
_— Accokeek Cord-Marked L. mammal
% Flake Category Material Tvpe o " Popes Crk Net-Impr T reot
- L } l I ’ I I Other e ____ __ __ sStony Creek Other
z_ Gtz tch 1 CY [Rh lArg 1Ss 1Gr |1 | & B Cord-Marked S. mammal
R, Net-Impressed Bird
Other: Fish
1 Complete flake h JESEDEIG S UV I IO Reptile
_4_ Broken flake 4 e e m et Amphibian
. Flake fragment — —— — ——
e Debris : Shelt
M. Woodland T Dyster
Chipped Stone Tools — Mockley T Clams
Projectile point — —— —— Plain __ Mussel
____ Complete — Cord-Harked -
-1 Base 1 —— — e Net-Impressed ____fodified
____ ‘Midsection — —— — Albermarle T (Explain s
___ Tip . Cord-Marked
— Net-Impressed
Biface ) e ___ __._ stony Creek Fabric-Impr '
__ Complete | S [ ! ] ] ! L 11 Other :
e Fragment i i | { ! ] [ I ] — et Seeds
Blank — —— rn
. Early —_—
— Maddle L. Woodland Nuts
——  Late — . ___ . ____ Potomac Creek. -
: — Plain —
Drili — Cord-Impressed B —
___  Complete { | ] | ] ] [ 1 L1 —  ____ Moyaone Dther
Fragment | { | | 1 ] ! ! ] 3 - Plain -
R Cord-Impressed T
_1  Scraper 1 —__ Townsend .
—__ Flaked Cobble Tool Rappahannock
Fabric-Impr
o — Town. Cord-~Marked
___. Albemarie Fabric-lmpr PROJECTILE POINT TYFES
Ground Stone & Other:
Miscel lanscus I Material
. Axa e Point Tvpe (abbr)
Celt : —_—— e —_—
Mano JASavannah Biver _ __ OQtz.
Milling stone
Hammerstone
. Core




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Date __January 6, 1929

Component (s) : X . Prehistoric x Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory
Cultural

Site # _44aR340 Si1te Name Periods

Let # 190 - 202
Provenmience 7:
Recorder (print last name}

Radials
LITHICS

4 Flake Category Materaal Tvpe

, .
D. Heck }IOS&illz* Supervisor J. S. Stevers

Other
Gr 1 [

Lz ’O(z l Ch l Ct Rh ‘Aru | Ss

Complete flake 7

Broken flake 13 1 1

Flake fragment 4

| bl

Debris

Chipped Stone Tools
Projectile point

Complete 1 1

Base

Midsection

Tip

Biface

Complete [ ] |

fragment { ] | | | ] i [ )

||

Blank

Early

Middle

11

Late

Orill

Complete | | ! | ! [

Fragment | |

Scraper

Flaked Cobble Tool

LT

Ground Stone &
Miscellanzous

Axe ]

Celt -

Mano

‘Miiling stone

Hammerstone

Core

[TFLLTT

Ware/Tvpe Comments

Floral & Faunal

|
RENARRERY

||

||

]

RN
L TEETT

L TEETTTL
LT FEEETTT

NEARRRY

[T

L T

€. Woodland
Marcey Creek Plain
Accokeek Cord-Marked
Fopes Crk Net-Impr
Stony Creek
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed
Other:

M. Woodland

Mocktey
Plain
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed

Albermarle
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed

Stony Creek Fabric-Impr

Other:

L. Woodland
Potomac Creek
Plain
Cord-Impressed
Moyaone
Plarn
Cord-Impressed
Tawnsend
Rappahannock
Fabric-Impr
Town. Card-Marked
Albemarla Fabric~Impr

Bone
L. mammal

Tool

Other
S. mammal
Bird
Fish
Reptite
Amphibian

|

1 Ovster Small Fragment
Clams
Mussel

Mod1fi1ed
(Explain):

PROJECTILE POINT TYPES

Gther:
Material
Point Tvpe {abbr)
1 Madison Oz,

Ll.Late Archaic =~ Gr, Br, Oz,

Stemmed




Project name: Chartottesville Route &9 Data _January 6. 19239
Component(s): _x Prehistorac _x _Historac BLASS
HISTORIC Artifact Inventory # Typs Descrist:=n
Site # _442B349Q Site Name ) Cantainer
Lot & _190 - 202 ) ___ DKGWB
Provenience alt. 7; Seq, b STP 1102,31106
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck 110851112 Supervisor J. S. Stevens e e THT Tcs Tec T FA
+ Radials . Pat. med.
. Liquor
CERAMICS Total ______ Date range ™a Soda
. __ GOther
% Ware Tvoe Description .
Tin-glazed
White salt-glazed sw . Table glass MG ]
. Plain
HP | TP I SE AN | PL Pressed
Creamware — Cut
e dther
—__. ‘Pearlware
2 __ Whiteware 2
- Lighting
- Ironstone e
. Ref. earthenware
. MISCELLANEOUS
81  Stoneware Glazed hlue int & ext, Whife glazing int & ext.
_— Unal 3 thick 3 thi Mod 2 Pottery _ 8 Material Description
. Unal. earthenware
—_— ___ Orgamc
e Bl. earthenware e Leather
PR . Cloth
—_ Yellowware ... Wood
: Rockingham
____ Hard-paste porcelain — Metal
____ Bone china . Iron
—_ Copper_alloy
: —Tn
Pewter
STRUCTURAL FLORAL & FAUNAL T Sitver
. Lead
____#hndow glass — Bore - Se2ds o
. Wrought nails — L. mammal _—
— Eut naits — 5. mammal SNSRI
. Wire nails e Bird Other
.. Umd. nails — Fish e Nuts . Kaolin pioes
—.  GOther [ —_— PSS
N : — ____ Buttons
— Shell Marbles
SAMPLES . Oyster Other -
i — Clam e M.
___ Mortar o Coal e Pussels —
.. Plaster . Clinker —_—
Brick T slag . Modified
—__ -Slate . Sail (Explarn): .
— . Terra cotta




Project name: Charlottesville Rout

Component (s) ¢ x Prehistoric
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory

Site # - 44Ap341 Site Name

e 29 Date __January 6, 1989

Historic

Cultural

Periods _Unknown

Lot # 203 - 206
Frovemence Alf.7: Seg. t 3
Recorder  (print last name) _D. Heck

+

Radialg Supervisor J. S. Stevens

LITHICS

# Flake Category

Material Tvoe .

b

0t

] ' Other[
Ss 1| 6r 1 &

Rh ]Arc

z | Ch ’ C1

Complete flake 1

Broken flake 4

Flake fragment

H B

Debrais 1

Chipped Stone Toaols
Projectile point

Complete

Base

Midsection

[

Tip

Biface

Complete ]

Fragment 1|

IHl

Blank

Earty

Middle

Late

Drall

Complete { ]

Fragment i |

Scraper

Flaked Cobble Tool 1

| 1'H

Ground Stone &
Miscellangous

Axe

Celt

Mano

Milling stone

Hamrerstone

Core

[T

CERAMICS

Total Total

Ware

Type

Rim

Body

Ware/Tvpe Comments

Floral & Faunal

]

]

RENARERY
L TETTHH
T T

AR ENY
EE LT

||

LTI
L THHETT

LT

[THETT

e

E. Woodland

Marcey Creek Plain

Accokeek Cord-Marked

Fopes Crk Net-1mpr

Stony Creek
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed

Other:

M. Woodland
Mockley
Plain
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed
Albermarle
Cord-Marked
Net-lmpressed
Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
Other:

L. Woodtand

Fotomac Creek
Plain
Cord-Impressed

Moyaone
Plain
Cord-Impressed

Townsend
Rappahannock

Fabric-Impr

Town. Cord-Marked

Albemarle Fabric-lImpr

Bane

L. mammatl
Tool
Other
5. mammal
Bird
Fish
Reptile
Amphibian

!

1111

Shell
Ovster
Clams
Mussel

Mod1iti1ed
tExplain):

!

Seeds

|

Nuts

Other

PROJECTILE POINT TYPES

Otherz:

Point Tvoe

Material
(abbr)




y

January €, 1929

Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Date

Component {(s) X__ Prehistoric X Historic

PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory

Site # _44pBR342 ~ Site Name

Lot # 209 = 230 STP 1133,1134,1135
Frovenience Alt 1:Seg. t N1136.,113751138
Recorder {print last name) _D. Heck +Radials

Superviso

LITHICS

Material Tvpe

Culturat
Periods _Unknown

r J. S. Stevens

# Flake Cateaory

Lz ‘Otz ] ch I Cl

Rh ’Ara | Ss

dther
Gr 1 | @

Complete flake 29 1 1

Broken flake 39 1

Flake fragment [

dads

Debris 2

Chipped Stone Tools
Projectile point

Complete

Base

Midsection

Tip

i

Biface

Complete {

i
o

Fragment L3

H

Blank

Early

Middle

Late

1]

Drail

Complete { | | | i ] I

Fragment I ] i ! i 1 |

L

Scraper 1

Flaked Cobble Tool

[TE T

Ground Stone &

Miscel lanaous

Axe

Celt

Mano

Milling stone

Hammerstone

Core

Body

Ware/Type

Comments

Floral & Faunal

e

REEERRRRY

||

T T
L TE TEEETTT

REIERREY
[T T

LT

AR RNAN

IRRRRARR

E. Woodland

Marcey Creek Plain

Accokeek Cord-Marked

Fopes Crk Net-Impr

Stony Creek
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed

Other:

M. Woodtand
Mockley
Plain
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed
Albermarle
Cord-Marked
Net-lmpressed

Stony Creek Fabric-Impr

Other:

L. Woodland

Fotomac Creek
Plain
Cord-Impressed

Moyaone
Ptain
Cord-impressed

Townssnd
Rappahannock

Fabric-Impr

Town. Cord-Marked

Albemarle Fabric-Impr

Other:

—___ Bone

L. mammal
Tool
Other
S. mammal
Bird
Fish
Reptile
Amphibian

[T

Shell
Ovster
Clams
Mussel

L1111

Modifi1ed
(Explainy:

Seeds

Nuts

Other

PROJECTILE POINT TYPES

Foint Tvpe

Material

(abbr)




Project name: Charlottssville Route 29 Date _Januarv 6, 1929
Component (5) 3 ¥ Prehistoric X Historic

HISTORIC Artifact Inventory

Site # _44aB342 Sita Name

Lot # 209 - 230 STP 1134,1135,1136

Provemence Alt.7;Seq. & 113751138 +

Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Radials Supervisor _J. S. Stevens

CERAMICS Tatal Date range

TPQ

Ware Tvpe

Description

Tin-glazed

e

White salt-glazed sw

HP | TP | SE AN | PL

Creamware

Pear lware

Whiteware

ironstone

Ret. earthenware

Stopeware

Buff body dark blue glaze

Ungl. earthenware

G1. earthenvare

Yellowware

Rockingham

Hard-paste porcelain

Bone china

RRRRRRNRERR R RN RRARER

FLORAL & FAUNAL

[¥7)
=
P,
o
5
-4
c
k=
o
-

7 Window glass' _5__ Bone
. Wrought nails - L. mammal
3 Cut narls S. mammal
Wire nails ?;r:
2 Umd. nails ish o
_ Gther 5. _Unidentified
— Shell
SAMPLES Oyster
Clam
— Mortar 1 Coal — ?ussels
Plaster Clinker RS
Brick Slag . HModified
State So1l (Explain}:

Terra cotta

Seeds

!

\\

Nuts

fo]

!

\

~
T
[
3

o

2 Container
DKGWB

Type Cescription

Pat. med.

BG | HT | CS {CC | FA

Liguor

1 Qlive, 1 Amber

Soda

1 Green

Other Mason Jar

Bady Sherg

Amethyst

Haody Shevd

Unidentified

Miscellaneous
Table glass
Plain

MG

9 Clear Body Sherds
1 Amber Lysol, 1 Cobalt bye, 1 S

Pressed

Cut

dther

Ty

Lighting

MISCELLANEGQUS

Material

Descraiption

drganic
Leather

-
l I‘
-

Unidentified

Cloth

Wood

T

Metal
Iron

-

Copper allay

Tin

Battery

Pewtar

Silver

Lead

Other
Kaclin pipes

Vinyl

Buttons

Phonograph Record Fragments

Marbles

HHE T




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Date _ Janzare €, 1939
Comppnent{s): _x Prehistoric ____Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Culturat -
Site # _44aB343 Site Name Pericds ¥id/Late Woodland
tot # 235 = 2490
Provenience Alt.7:Sea, & STp lle2 Total Total
Recorder (print last name) D. Heck Supervisor J. §. Stevens Ware Type Rim Body Ware/Tvpe Comments Floral & Faunal
— E. Woodland
LITHICS — .. Marcey Creek Plain Bone
L __ Accokeek Cord-Marked L. mammal
%  Flake Category Material Tvoe T . Popes Crk Net-Impr ool
L l ' l ' Sther e Stony Creek T Other
z 19tz JCh 1€l | RN [Arg 1Ss P16 |1 c i Cord-Marked T8, mammal
e Net-Impressed 7 Baird
Other: T Fish
_11 Complete flake 9 1 1 ! — Reptile
11 Broken flake 10 1 e "~ Amphibian
_1 Flake fragment 1 e A
1 Debris 1 : Shell
M. Woodland Ovster
Chipped Stone Tools ) : - Mockley T Clams
Projectile point e i Plain Mussel
____  Complete I Cord-Harked
____ Base . _—_ Net-lmpressed Mod1+ied
___._  Midsection 2 2. Albermarle plain T (Explaind;
.2 Tip 2 [, Card-Marked
— F— Net-Impressed
Bitace — Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
— . Complete { ! | ] | ] ] I ! f Other:
__ 3 Fragment IEN | ] ] 1 1 1 . o Seeds
Blank - - T
.1 Early 1 !
Middle ] L. Woodland Nuts
Late ! ____ Fotomac Creek -
N Plain -
Drill . Cord-1mpressed -
. Complete {1 ! I | | { ' T Moyaone Dther
Fragment Ll i ! ! 1 I ! ] B 7 Plain =
R Cord-Impressed R —
Seraper o . Townsend B
Ftaked Cobble Tool i Rappahannock

Fabric~-Impr
Town. Cord-Marked

[

RN ERRRRRR
L TEEEETT

Albemarla Fabric-lmpr -PROJECTILE POINT TYPES
Ground Stone & Gther:
Miscellan2ous Material
e [ i ] - Point Tvoe (abbr)
Celt i ! -
Mano i
e Milling stone i + ——————— e
1 Hammerstone 1! !
o Core | T
o !
|




Froject name: Charlottzsville Route 29 Date _Januarv 6. 19229
Component(s): - Prehistoric X Historic GLASS
HISTORIC Artifact Inventory % Tvpe Description
Site # _44AB344 Site Name ) _6._ Containmer
Lot # _251 § 252 . ____ DKGWB
Provenience Alt. 1lA:Seg. f 3TP_1057&Radial
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevers : MT BG | HT [ CS [CC | FA
Pat. med.
e Liquor
CERAMICS Total _____ ___ Date range PR . Soda
2 Other Mason Jar Milk Glass Lid Liners
8 Ware Tvpe Descraption 4 unidentifiable 2.Clear, 2 Agua Body Sherds
_ . Tin-glazed —
——_ White salt-glazed sw . . Table glass MG
- Plain
HP | TP J SE I AN | PL o Pressed
_._ Creamware . Cut
— o Other
___ Pearlware —_
. Whiteware
— Lighting
_ 3 lIronstone . Spondgewaxe
:::: Ref. earthenware
o MISCELLANEOUS
11 Stoneware Body Sherds
- _h Material Descrintion
e Ungl. earthenware
_— . Orgamc
. B, earthenware __ Leather
— e Cloth
.. Yellowware ____ Wood
. Rockingham
1 Hard-paste porcelain Molded Rimsherd - Metat
_.. Bone china e Iron
e __ Cooper atlov
— - Tin
Pewtar
STRUCTURAL FLORAL & FAUNAL T Sitver
- e Lead
_ 1 uindow glass — Bone e Sezds
___ Wrought nails —r L. mammal — -
T Cut nails e 5. mammal [ R -
_1  Wire nails — - Bird Other
__umd. nails — Fish i huts T Kaolin pipes
— DOther — ———— et —_
— e . Buttons
— Shell . Marbles
SAMPLES e, Dyster . Otner
. Ciam I -
__Mortar . Coal — Mussels — ——— ———_
. Plaster e Clinker —_—
T Brick T Slag ____ HModified
____ Slate . So1l (Explaind: .

Terra cotta




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Date _ Januarv 6, 1929
Component(s): _x  Prehistoric ____Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Culturatl
Site # _443B345 Site Name Periods _Unknown .
Lot # 121 - 131
Frovemence Alt.11612;:Seq.j  STP 20Q0lsRadialé Total Total
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type Rim Body Ware/Tvpe Comments Floral & Faunal
E. Woodland .
LITHICS . Marcey Creek Plain Bone
. ___ Accokeek Cord-Marked T L. mammal
% Flake Category Material Tvpe — — . ____ Fopes Crk Net-Impr Tool
L I t l I Other o Stony Creek Other
2 otz jCh 1€l [Rh JArg |5s IGr | 1 5 e Cord-Marked 5. mamnal
e Net-Impresgsed Bird
Other: Fish
_18- Complete flake 18 S - Reptile
12~ Broken flake 12 —_— Amphibian
_.8. Flake fragment 7 1 —
6 Debris 6 : Shell
M. Woodland Ovster

Chipped Stone Tools Mockley Clams

Projectile point I Plain Mussel
Complete I Cord-Marked

___  Base - - - Net-lmpressed ____ Modified
Midsection _ - e e Albermarile T (Explain:
. Tp . Cord-Marked
— Net-Impressed
Biface P Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
_ . Complete i | ] | | | ] I | | Other:
Fragment | | I | ! | f [ - Sesds

Blank : i T

Early R
____ Mddle ) L. Woodland Nuts
. Late e e Fotomac Creek -
) o Plain —

Drill R, Cord-Impressed I —
Complete | [ | i ] ! P - __ Moyaone Dther
Fragment | | ] i 1 ] | { [ - ___ .. Piam -

I, Cord-1mpressed I

Scraper - ____ ____ Townsend - T

Flaked Cobble Tool - Rappahannock

Fabric~Impr
e Town. Cord~Marked
. . Albemarle Fabric-Impr PROJECTILE POINT TYFES

Ground Stone & Gther:

Miscallansous e Matsrial

Ax2 I —_— R Point Tvpe tazar)

Cott - '

Mano

. Mitling stone
- Hammerstone
Core




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Date __ Januarvy 6, 1989

Component {s) ¢ x . Prehistoric x Historic

PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory ’ CERAMILS
Culturat
Site # __44pB346 Site Name Periods
Lot # 134 - 145
Provenience Alt1l;:Seq.i STP 2Q1782019 % Total Total
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heci Raciats Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type Rim = Body Ware/Type Comments Floral & Faunal

E. Woodland
LITHICS . Marcey Creek Plain

—_—— i et ———— — . Bone
e e Accokeek Cord-Marked L. mammal
4% Flake Category Material Tvpe L Popes Crk Net-Impr Tool
' l | l l | }.QLESL% i _____. Stony Creek Other
z otz Jch lct I Rh larg 15s 16r 1| & __ . ___  Cord-Marked S. mammal
- Net-Impressed Bird
Other: Fish
_5_  Complete flake 5 — Reptile
.19~ Broken flake 17 1 3 1 i o it | e Amphibian
1 Flake fragment 7 —_— et
3. Debris 3 : Shetl
M. Woodland Ovster
Chipped Stone Tools — et e Mockley Clams
Projectile point S Plain Mussetl
___ Camplete e Cord-Harked
Base e e Net-Impressed Modi f1ed
——  Midsection et oo Albermarle (Explainy:
Tip e Cord-Marked
R, Net-Impressed
Biface — e o Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
— . Complete | [ 1 ! | ] { L1 Other:
2 Fragment Lol ] I ] ! { ! ] — e Seeds
Blank — —— :::: —
Early
Middle . L. Woodland . Nuts
o Late o Fotomac Creek
Plain
brall Cord-Impressed
____  Complete 1 ] ] ] { I | 11 Moyaone Dther
Fragment | ] I ! ! l ! ! [ - Ptain -
Cord-Impressad - T
Scraper Townsend R
Flaked Cobbte Tool Rappahannock

Fabric~-Impr _
Town. {ord-Marked

m

|
LEE T T
RUAERRRNREE
T T

Albemarle Fabric-Impr PROJECTILE POINT TYFES
Ground Stone & Cther:
Miscellan=ous Materiatl
Axe | Foint Tvpe (abbr)
Cett —_—
Mano
Mi1tling stone
Hammerstone .
1 _ Core (Rediced) 1 ] ———— e




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Data _Januarvy 6. 1239
Component (s) ¢ X Prehistoric _x Historic BLASS
HISTORIC Artifact Inventory [ Tyoe Descrintion
Site # _44AB346 Site Name Container
Lot # 134 - 145 ____ DKGuWB
Provenience Alt, 11;:Seg.i
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Radialg Supervisor J. S. Stevens T BG | HT | CS | CC | FA
. Pat. med.
. Liquor
CERAMICS Total Date range T™PQ __ Soda
. Other
_ 8 Ware Tvoe Description —
. Tin-glazed
__ . White salt-olazed sw . Table glass 4G ]
Plain
HP. | TP | SE AN | PL — Pressed
— Creamware e Cut
R ___ Other
—_ Pearlware e
— . Whiteware
— Lighting
- Ironstone —_—
___ Ref. earthenware
— MISCELLANEQUS
__._ ‘Stoneware
—_— # Material Descraption
— lUngl, earthenware
— drgamic
- Gl. earthenware Leather
- - Cloth
. Yellowware . Wood
- FRockingham
.___ Hard-paste porcelain . Metal
. Bone china o Iron
SR ____ Copper allov
S . Tin
Pewtor
STRUCTURAL FLORAL & FAUNAL —_ Sitver
- __ Lead
___ window glass . Bone . Seeds 3
____ MWrought nails —— L. mammal —_— —— s
T2 Cut nails - 5. mammal [
__ uire nails —— Bird Other
T Umd. nails — Fish e Nuts Kaolin pioes
. Other —_— o e e -
PR, _—— ——————— Buttons
) Shell Marbles
SAMPLES e UOyster . Otbher -
- —. Ciam I R
. Mortar Coat — Mussels —_—
—___. Plaster Clinker —
. Brick Stag — "odx‘xed‘
T slate — soil (Explain): .

Terra cotta



Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Date Januarv &, 1929

Component (s) 3 X.. Prehistoric Historic

PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory

r
m
o
el
4
(¥}
w

Cultural
Site # - 44AB347 Site Name Periods Unknown
Lot # 231 - 233
Frovemience Alt7; Seq. t STP 114381144 + Total Total
Recorder (primt last name) D. Heck Radial _ Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type  Rim Body Ware/Tvpe Comments Floral & Faunal

E. Woodland
LITHICS Marcey Creek Plain : . Bone
Accokeek Cord-Marked -

L. mammal

%  Flake Category Material Tvpe . —_ Fopes Crk Net-Impr Toal
k L ’ ' ‘ ! ' Other . ___ ___ 5tonyCreek Other
z 0tz [Ch {ClL I Rh fArg |Ss 16 |1 | & e Cord-Marked "5, mammal
R Net-Impressed T Baird
Other: Fish
e Complete tlake S, Reptile
3 __ DBroken flake 3 —_ PR Amphibian
.. Flake fragment — — —
o Debris Sheltl
M. Woodland T ovster
Chipped Stone Tools . .. Mockley Clans
Projectile point I Plain T Mussel
__ Complete o Cord-Marked -
__._ - Base o Net-Impressed T Modified
___  Mdsection — . MAlbermarle T (Explain):
. Tip o Cord-Marked
I Net-Impressed
Biface e i e Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
— . Complete I I | { | I | [ Other:
_1_  Fragment Ll f | | ! | I [ —_ Seeds
Blank : : [ —
Early
. Mgadle L. Woodland Nuts
o lLate — e __._. Fotomac Creek -
i - — Plain -
Driti —_— Cord-Impressed ~
_ - Complete {1 ] | | ] ] ] [N T T ‘Moyaore - Other
Fragment i 1 ] i | ! ] { T - __ —— Plain -
I Cord-impressed R —
—_ Scraper . Townsend
. Flaked Cobble Tool I, Rappahannock
I Fabric-Impr
. i Town. Cord-Marked
. . Albemarle Fabric-Impr PROJECTILE POINT TYPES
Ground Stone & Other:
Miscallan2ous —_ Material
o Axa —_— Point Tvoe (abbr}
. C=21t e
. Mano
. Milling stone
o Hammerstone
_ Core




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Date __ Januarv &, 1989
Component (s} : % Prehistoric Historic
PRERISTORIC Artifact Inventory

Cultural
Site # 44AB348 Site Name Periods Unknrown
Lot & 159 - 162 N
Frovenience Al : STP _10705Radials
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens

LITHICS

# Flake Category Material Tvpe

Other
Gr 1 e

Lz Ith ' Ch l Ct Rh ‘Aru Ss

Complete flake 3

Broken flake 3

Flake fragment 2

| B

Debris

Chipped Stone Tools
Projectile point

Complete

Base

Midsection

|11

Tip

Biface

Complete { ] | i ] ] i L4

H

Fragment

Blank

Early

Middle

11

Late

Drall

Complete { |

Fragment L1 | i | | i ] 1]

Scraper !

Flaked Cobble Tool
Side Scrazex/ 1

| H

Fleshing Tool

Ground Stane &
Misczllarsous

Axe ]

Celt

Mano.

Mitling stone

Hammerstcne

Core

Body

Ware/Type

Comments

Floral & Faunal

|
REINERRRNNY

||
||

ne

T THHE

RIERARN

L TEETT

LTI

IERRRRAY
T

1]
1

[T

€. Woodland

Marcey Creek Plain

Accokeek Cord-Marked

Popes Crk Net-impr

Stony Creek
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed

Other:

M. Woodland

Mock ley
Plain
Cord-Harked
Net-Impressed

Albermarle
Card-Marked
Net-Impressed

Stony Creek Fabric-Impr

Other:

L. Woodland
Potomac Creek
Plain
Cord-Impressed
Maoyaone
Plain
Cord-1mpressed
Townsend
Rappahannock
Fabric-Impr
Town. Cord~Marked
Albemarle Fabric-Impr
Other:

Bone
L. mammal
Tool
- Other
S. mammal
Bird
Fish
Reptite
Amphibian

11

Shell
Qvster
Clams
Mussel

i

Modif1ied
(Explain):

Seeds

Nuts

— e

Other

PROJECTILE POINT TYPES

FPoint Tvpe

Material
tabbr)




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Date _ Januarv &, 1933

Component (s): _x  Prehistoric Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Cultturatl —
Site # __44apaso Site Name Periods Unknown.
Lot & 253 - 285
Frovenience Al 11A:Seq, £ 3TP 1075&Radials Total Total
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type Rim Body Ware/Tvpe Comments Floral & Faunal

€. Woodland
LITHICS . Marcey Creek Plain

—_— — — —— Bone
) o . Pccokeek Cord-Marked j L. mammal
¥ Flake Category Material Tvpe T T T T kopes Crk Net-Impr Tool
L | I t | ’ l Other o Stony Creek Other
2. Btz ]ch 1Cl | Rh [Arg |Ss 16Gr |1 ¢ — Cord-Marked 5. mammal
Net-Impressed T Buird
Other: T Fish
2 Complete flake 2 — i s Reptile
_ 2 Broken flake 2 P - Amphibian
_  Flake fragment —— — — O ——
. Debris - Shell
M. Woodland Ovster
Chipped Stone Tools e e e o Mockley Clams
Projectile point e — Platn Mussel
— . Complete e Cord-HMarked
_ . Base I Net~Impressed Modified
____ Midsection - — . Albermarle (Explain) :
. Tip SR Cord-Marked
— Net-1mpressed
Biface I . Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
___ Complete | S ] ] | | | L1 1 Other :
____ Fraogment i ] | | ] | ] 1 1 e Seeds
Blank = = =
Early
—. Migdle L. Woodland Nuts
1 Late 1 o ____ Potomac Creek
- - Plain ——
Dratl — Cord~Impressed
. Complste ] 1 | | T I ] ! 11 Moyaone Other
Fragment | ] f I ] ! ! 1] - _ Plain -
s Cord-impressed D
Scraper -l ____ Townsend -
e Flaked Cocbble Tool — Rappakannock
i Wilized Flakes 2 Fabric~Impr
- Town. Cord-Marked
Alpemarle Fabric-Impr PROJECTILE POINT TYPES
Ground Store & Other:
Miscellarzsus S I Material
Axe e Point Tvpe (abbr)
Celt o
Mano
Mitling stone
Hammerstona

Core




Project name: Charlottesville Route @9

Component (s) ¢ x_ Premistoric Historic

PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory

Site # __44aAB350 Si1te Name

Date Januarv_ 8, 1339

Cultural
Peri1ods Upkrown

Lot # 183
Provenience Alt..7: Seq, t
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck

Supervisor J. S. Stevens

LITHICS

4 Flake Category

Material Tvpe

Lz |D(z t Ch I Ct

' Other
Rh | Arg | Ss 1Gr 1 g

Complete flake

Broken flake

Flake fragment

-

Debris 1

HH

Chipped Stone Tools
Projectile point

Complete

Base

Midsection

111

Tip

Biface

Complete | | !

Fragment b1 |

H

Blank

Eartly

Middlie

Late

||

Drill

Complete | ] | ]

Fragment | | | i

Scraper

Flaked Cobble Tool

Ground Stone
Miscellansous

11 4

Axe

Calt

Mano

Milling stone

Hammerstone

Core

[T

Body

Ware/Type

Comments

Floral & Faunal

|

RN
REERRRANY
REEERRRRRY

e

T T
T TETTTTH
RAREERRRRRRRY

T
[T T

E. Woodland

Marcey Creék Plain

Accokeek Cord-Marked

Fopes Crk Net-Impr

Stony Creek
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed

Dther:

M. Woodland
Mockliey
Plain
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed
Albermarte
Cord~Marked
Net-1mpressed

Stony Creek Fabric-Impr

Other:

L. Woodland

Potomac Cresk
Plain
Cord-Impressed

Moyaone
Plain
Cord-Impressed

Townsend
Rappahannock

Fabric=-1mpr

Town. Cord-Marked

Albemarlia Fabric-Impr

Other:s

Bone

L. mammatl
Tool
Other

S. mammal

|

L

11

Seeds

Nuts

Shetl
Oyster
Clanms
Mussel

Reptile
Amphibian

Modi fied
(Exptain):

Other

PROJECTILE POINT TYPES

Point Type

Material
{abbr)




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29

Component (s) ¢ X

Prehistoric

Historic

PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory

Site # __44aB351 Site Name

Lot & 269 - 276
Provenience Al :
Recorder (print last name)

LITHICS

# Flake Category

Date

Januarv 6, 1939

+R

D. Heck

Cultural
Peri0ds Unknown

Supervisor J. S. Stevens

Material Tvpe

5 Comptlete flake
_9 _ Broken flake
_1. Flake fragment
_8  Debris

Chipped Stone Tools
Projectile point
Complete
Base
Midsection
Tip

Biface
Complete
Fragment

Drill
Complate
Fragment

Scraper
Flaked Cobble Yool
Possible Coxe.

| H |

Ground Stone &
Miscellanzous

Celt

Mano

Milling stone
Hammerstone
Core

[T

Lz lth l Ch ' Cl ' Rh

Ara

Other
Gr 1 | &

Ss

0 |3 RO Jun

Rim

Body

Ware/Tvpe

Comments

Floral & Faunal

LTI
REERRRRREEE
RAERRRANY

e

[

T
TETTTHH
AR

| T

RERRRRY

LT EE TEETTH

|

€. Woodland

Marcey Creek Plarn

Accokeek Cord-Marked

Popes Crk Net-Impr

Stony Creek
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed

Other:

M. Woodland
Mockley
Plain
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed
Albermarle
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed

Stony Creek Fabric-Impr

Other:

L. Woodland
Potomac Creek
Plain
Cord~Impressed
Movaone
Plain
Cord-Impressed
Townsend
Rappahannock
Fabric-impr
Town. Cord-Marked
Albemarie Fabric-Impr
Other:

___ Bone
L. mammal
Tool
Qther
S. mammal
Bird
Figh
Reptaite
Amphibian

1111

: Shell

Oyvster
Clams
Mussel

Modified
(Explain)

PROJECTILE POINT TyFES

Material

Point Tvoe {abbr)




Project name: Charlottessville Route 23 Date _January €. 1939
Component(s): - Prehistoric _x Historic GLASS
HISTORIC Artifact Inventory 4 Type Pescription
Site # _44pR352 Site Name ) 13, Container
Lot # _260 - 268 1 _ DKGWB BEasal Sterd with kKick-up
Provenience Alt, 6B:Seg.q STP 152,.58153+
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Radials J. §. Stevers a7 BRI TCs TCF | 7a
1 Pat. med, 1 Body Sherd
. Liguor
CERAMICS Total Date range T™Po 1 _ Soda 1 Sepsi Colar Jessup Bottling Work
— .1 _ Other 1 Unidensifiable .
4 Ware . Type Description 8 Body Shards
? 1 Rlie Tigish; Bodv Sherds
Tin-glazed
. White salt-glazed sw 1 Table glass MG
Plain
[HP TP SE AN PL 1 Pressed 1
____ Creamware . Cut
- : Other
. Peartware
2. Whiteware 2 Base Fragments. . .
—— Lighting
_l Ilronstone . 1
—. Fkef. earthenware
- MISCELLANEOUS
. Stoneware
- [ Material Descrapticn
. Unal, earthenware
drgame
— . Bl. earthenware Leather
S Cloth
—— ‘Yellowware __ Wood
:::: Rockingham
:}Z: Hard-past2 porcela:in Rlain 1 Metal
—_ Bone china 2 Iron Knif ade; Horseshoe
- Conper_alloy
- Tin
- Pewtar
STRUCTURAL FLORAL & FAUNAL Silver
- Lead
_1  uindow glass —— Bone — Seeds -
____ Wrought. nails — L. mammal ) _—
. Cut nails - 5. mammal e
1 uwire nails — . Bird Other
____ Umd. naits w0 Fish —— Nuts Kaolin pipes
- Other — — ——
i RN Buttons
—__ Shell Marbles
SIMPLES — QOyster Other -
I . Ciam - .
____ Mortar —___ Coal . Mussels —_
Plaster Clinker —_—
T Brick — slag — HModified
____ Slate T sont (Explainl: .

Terra cotta




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Date _ Januarv 6, 1929
Component (s) : x __ Premistoric Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Culturatl
Si1te # _44aB353 Site Name Periods _Unknown
Lot # 291 -~ 295
Provemience “1Alt, 6B;Seq, g STP _90&Radials Total Total
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type - Rim Body Ware/Type Comments Floral & Faunal

E. Woodland
LITHICS Marcey Creek Plain

—— e — mmninm Bone
R . Accokeek Cord-Marked L. mammal
B Flake Category Material Tvoe T T T Popes Crk Net-Impr _ Tool
L l ' l l Gther - e ... Stony Creek Other
z |0tz Jch {cl [Rh jArg |Ss I6r [ 11 & o Cord-Harked TS, mammal
. Net-Impressed T Bird
Other: Fish
1. Complete flake 1 _— - Reptile
_5_ . ‘Broken flake 4 1 — — Amphibian
2 Flake fragment 2 P S
.3  Debris 3 . Shell
M. Woodland T Ovster
Chipped Stone Tools : e . MoCkley Clams
Projectile point —_ . . Plan Mussel
- Complete — Cord-Harked
—__  Base - —— ..  Net-lmpressed Mod1+1ed
____ Midsection — ___ Albermarle T Explaind
. Tip I Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed
Biface - - o Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
. Complete 1 ! ! ] | I ] | ! | Others
_____ Fragment l | ] ] ! | | ] S Seads
Blank - T
. Early R
. Madle L. Woodland Nuts
. Late : . Fotomac Creek -
Plain - T
Drilt Cord-Impressed -
— . Complete ] | ! ] ] | ! ! L1 Moyaone Other
_ Fragment | ] i i | I I | 1 4 - Plain -
Cord-Impressed e —
Scraper Townsend -
Flaked Cobble Tool Rappahannock

Fabric-Impr
Town. Corg~Marked

m

Atbemarte Fabric-lmpr PROJECTILE POINT TYPES
Other:

Ground Stone &
Miscellan2ous

Axa

Celt

Mano

Mitling stone

Hammerstone
Core

Material
Point Tvpe (abbr}

|
T
L T
RUIREERRRRRRY

e

[T




Date January &, 1339

Project name: Charlottesville Route 29

Component{s): x_ Pretastoric Historic

PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory
Cultural

Site # _44aB354 Site Name Periods Unknowp

Lot # 277 - 281

Provenience A ; STP. _325Radialg

Recorder (print last pame) _D. Heck

Supervisor J. S. Stevens

LITHICS

# Flake Cateqory Material Tvpe
’ Other
z Btz Ch Ct Rh | Ara Ss | Gr 1 =

Complete flake 3
Broken flake 2
Flake fragment
Debris 3

Chipped Stone Tools
Prajectite point
Complete
Base
Midsection
Tip

111

Biface
Complete I ] | ] ] | I
Fragment i | ] ] ] | [

S

||

Blank
Earty
Middle 1
Late

| H

Drall
Complete { 1 | | | ] | i | [ |
Fragment { ] I | i | | | 1 ]

Scraper |
Flaked Cobble Tool

111

Ground Stone &
Miscellansous
Axe

C=1t

Mano

Milling stone
Hammerstone
Core

[T

CERAMICS

Total Total

Ware. Type Rim Body Ware/Type Comments Floral & Faunal
E. Woodland
- . Marcey Creek Plain Bone
e Accokeek Cord-Marked L. mammal
e —oe . ____ Popes Crk Net-Impr Tool
e Stony Creek Other
— Cord-Marked 5. mammal
Net-Impressed Bird
Other: Fish
e Reptile
- Amphibian
: Shell
M. Woodland Ovster
o Mock ley Clams
Ptain Mussel
Cord-Marked
Net-lmpressed Mod1fi1ed

Atbermarle
Cord-Marked
Net-lmpressed
Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
Other:

REENERERY
REEERRRNNS
RNEERRENY

L. Woodland
Fotomac Creek
Plain
Cord-Impressed
Moyaone
Plain |
Cord-impressed
Townsend
Rappahannock
Fabrig-Impr
Town. Cord-Marked
Albamarle Fabric~lmpr
Cther:

|
L T
LT TEEEEET
L TEEEEET

e

(Explain):

Seeds

Nuts

FROJECTILE POINT TYFES

Material
Foint Tvoe tabbr)




_ 3 . .
5

Project name: <Charlottesville Route 29 Date _December 20, 1988

Component (s) x Premistoric X Historic

FREHISTCRIC Artifact Inventory CERAMILS
Cultural
Site # _44pB355 Site Name Periods
Lot # 118,119,148 ’ i
Frovemience - A1y, 11g12:Seq.c Near STP 3004 Toatal Total
Reccrcer (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Tvpe Rim Body Ware/Tvpe Comments Floral & Faunal

€. Woodland
LITHICS e Marcey Creek Plain
Accokeek Cord-Marked T L. mammal
Popes Crk . Net-Impr Tool
Stony Creek Other
Cord~Marked s

Bone

# Flake Category ) Materi1al Tvpe

’ I [ l ! Other
2 0tz | Ch {CU { Rh lArg |Ss | Br 1| &

S. mammal

[T T
[T T

Net~Impressed T Bird
Other: Fish
.2 Complete tlake 2 —— N Reptile
_2 . Broken flake 2 — Amphibian
. Flake fragment R [
—___ Dbebras Shelt
M. Woodland T ovster
Chipped Stone Tools I — Mockley Clams
Projectile point — e e Plain T Mussel
— Complete . Cord-Harked
____  Base e Net-lmpressed _ Moditied
— . Midsection e . MAlbermarle - (Explain):
e T1p — Cord-Mariked
— Net-1mpressed
Biface . —_ e moi e, Stony Creek Fabric-Iimpr
____ Complete { | 1 | ! ] | 1 Other:
Fragment | ] ] | I [ 1 | { J — : . Seeds
Blank - - : :
Early
Middle L. Woodtand Nuts
Late R ___ _.__. Potomac Creek -
e Plain T
Braill Cord-Impressed
___ Cemplete | [ | f | i ] | L1 T Movaore Other
Fragment L1 [ ! ] | ! | N T T T T man -
. [ Cord-Impressed T T T
—__ Scraper ! . . ___ Townsend
—. . Flaked Cobble Tool ' o fappahannock
L ! Fabric-lmpr
- L . Town. Cord-Marked
- - Albemarie Fabric-Impr PROJECTILE POINT TYPES
Ground Stone & Other:
Miscellansous . e o Material
__ Axe b o Point Type (abbr)
—_Celt
Mano - -
__Milling store
. Hammerstone .
— Core !
e !
i i




Froject name: Charlottesville Route 29 Data Januarv €. 1929
Componentis): _X. _ Prehistoric _x Histornic GLASS
HISTORIC Artifact Inventory # Type Description
Site # _44aR3sS Site Name 1 Container
Lot # 118,119,148 DKGWB
Provemience Ale, 11s512:Seq.c Near. STP 3004
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens MT BG | HT | €S | CC| FA|
Pat, med.
Liquor
CERAMICS Total ______ ~ Date range ™Q Soda
— ) 1. Other Basal Shexd
8 - Ware Tvpe Description ’
. Tin-alazed
.. White salt-olazed sw : Table glass MG
Plain
HP | TP | SE | AN | PL Pressed
_— Creamware ) Cut
— OJther
. Pearlware
el Whiteware Sponge Decorated Rimsherds
— Lighting
. lronstone —_
_.— Ret, earthenware
— MISCELLANEQOUS
. Stoneware Pt
. # Material Description
. Ungl. eartnenware
. ) grgamec
e Bl. earthenware o Leather
IR —..__ Cloth
. Yellowware Wood
:::: Rockingham
_1_ Hard-paste porcelain Plain 1 HMetal
—._ Bone chira 1 Iren Possible Furniture Decoration
Cooper_allov
:::: Tin
. Pewtar
STRUCTURAL FLORAL & FAUNAL  Silver
. Lead ’
—___ Window glass 1. Bore . Seeds ;
. Wrought nails — L. mammal —_— ——
e Cut naals . S. mammat -
. Wire mails ~1_ Bird Qther
. Uumd. nails —0 Fash — Nuts kaolin pipes
1. Other Sanitary Ceramic Tile —_— —_— —_— ——————
——— — ——————— Buttons
—— Sheld Marbles
SAMPLES . UOyster ... Other -
. Clam . I
... Mortar o Coal — Mussels ——
Plaster Clinker R,
T oBrick T slag —— Podified
:::: Slate T soil (Explain): R

Jerra cotta




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Cate __January €, 1239
Component(s): _x __ Prehistoric ___Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Cultural
Site # _44AB356 Site Name Periods Unknown
Lot # 82.§ 83 -
Provenmence Alt. 10:Seg, co. STP 66 5 68 Total Total
Recorder {print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type Rim Body Ware/Tvpe Comments Floral & Faunal
E. Woodland
LITHICS e Marcey Creek Plain Bone
L. Accokeek Cord-Marked ) T L. mammal
_#_ Flake Category Material Tvpe . - . ... Popes Crk Net-Impr Tool
L | [ I i ’ Other . ___ ___ -stony Creek T Other
z_lotz | ch 1ct | Rh JArg [Ss 16 |1 & —— . ___~ Cord-Marked 5. mammal
— —__ Net-Impressed T Bird
Other: Fish
_1 = Complete flake 1 RSN - Reptile
e Broken flake e e Amphibian
e - Flake fragment o
1 'Debris 1 : Shell
M. Woodland T ovster
Chipped Stone Tools — . _____ Mockley Clams
Projectile point e Plain Mussel
Complete ] . Cord-Harked
. Base ] e Net-Impressed T Modified
___ Midsection ! o ___ ___ Albermarle T (Explain
1. Tip X | i Card-Marked
i Net-Impressed
Biface e .. Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
- . Complete I ] | ] ] ] 1 ] ] Other:
Fraagment I i ! [ [ { ! r] . Seeds
Blank e R,
Early -
.~ Mgddle L. Woodland Nuts
—  Late — .. Potomac Creek -
o Plain
Orill — i e Cord-lmpressed -
Complete | | | ] ] I ] | L1 1 - HMoyaone Other
____ Fragment | | ! | ] ! | ! 1T ] —— . Plain —
T Cord-Impressed
_____‘Scraper - _. . Townsend e
__ Flaked Cobble Tool i Rappahannock
R Fabric-impr
- e Town. Cord-Marked
e e .. MAlbemarle Fabric-Impr PROJECTILE POINT TYPES
Ground Stone & Gther: : .
Miscallanzous T Material
. Axa e Point Tvpe (abbr)
e Celt e
— . Mano
—_ Milhing stone
. Hammerstone
. Core




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Late anuarv 6, 1939
Component(s): _x _ Prehistoric ___Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Culturat
Site # _44ap357 _ Site Name Periods Unknown
Lot # _296 - 297
Provemence Alt. 12:Seg, h ETP J&Radial Total Total
Recorder (print last name) D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type Rim Body Ware/Tvpe Comments Floral & Faunal
: E. Woodland
LITHICS — . Marcey Creek Plain Bone
——— - — _.__ Accokeek Cord-Marked T L. mammal
8 Flake Category Materiat Tvpe : T 7 " ropes Crk Net-lmpr Tool
L ' i l I [ | I Other | . ___. stony Creek T Qther
z 1otz {Ch J €1 | Rh lAra {55 [Br {1 | & I Cord-Marked 5. mammal
e Net-Impressed Bird
Other: Fish
__ Complete flake e Reptile
_ 2. DBroken flake 2 e Amphibian
Flake fragment ——
____. . Debris : Shelt
M. Woodland T Dyster
Chipped Stone Tools — . Mockley Ciams
Projectale point T, Ptain Mussel
Complete S Cord-Marked -
. bBase i Net-Impressed Modified
_____ Midsection e wmm Albermarie (Explain} :
Tip T Cord-Marked
m— S Net-Impressed
Bitface e _L.. Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
. Complete { | | | [ ] ! 1 1 Other:
Fragment | i | i ] ] ] ] ] e Seeds
Blank i
. Early " —
—— Migdie L. Woodland Nuts
. Late — . ___ . FPotomac Creek -
i Plain
Drall P Cord-Impressed
___. Comptete | | { ! 1 [ | LT - ____ Moyaone Other
Fragment L L i ] ! | I ! [T . - - - Plain -
I Cord~lmpressed -
Scraper i e Townsand -
. Flaked Cobble Tool e Rappahannock
Fabric-Impr
Town. Cord-Marked
FE . .. Albemarle Fabric-lmpr PROJECTILE POINT TYPES
Ground Stone & Other:
Miscailanzous [ Material
Ax2 [ Foint Tvoe tabbry
Celt N e
.. Mano
Milling stone
. Hammerstone
. Core




pDate December 20, 1988

Project name: Charlottesville Route 29

x Historic

Component(s): -_x _ Prehistoric
PREHISTORIC Art:ifact Inventory

Cuttural
Site # 44aBR3%8 Site Name Periods
Lot # 298 - 303
Provemience a1t 12; Sea., m STP_48548 +Rad,

Recorder {(print last name) _D. Heck

LITHICS

#* Flake Category Material Tvpe

Dther
Gr 1] &

Lz jD\z l Ch l Ct Rh - | Arag ' Ss

Comptete flake
Broken flake
Flake fragment
Debris

deay

Chipped Stane Tools
Projectile point
Complete
Base
Midsection
Tip

[

Biface
Complete { | | i | ! | |-
Fragment i |

||

Blank
Early
Middle
Late

1

Draill
Complete | | i | | ] ! | o1
Fragment

Seraper !
Flaked Cobble Tool

Supervisor J. S. Stevens

LT

Ground Stone &
Miscellaneous

Milling stone

Hammerstone

Core

[T

l

Total Total
Ware Type Rim Body Ware/Type Comments Floral & Faunal
E. Woodland
- _ Marcey Creek Plain . ‘Bune
- e e ____ Accokeek Cord-Marked T L. mammal
e e e’ —_ Popes Crk Net-impr T ool
et e _____ Stony Creek . Other
. o Cord-Marked TS, mammal
o - Net-Impressed T Bird
Other: 7 Fish
—_—— — — ____Reptile
—— e e e —_ Amphibian
. Sheli
M. Woodland Oveter
e e __ Mockley T Clams
— — Plain T Mussel
PR Cord-Marked -
e Net~-Ilmpressed T Modified
—— v e Albermarle - (Explain :
i Cord-Marked
S, Net-impressed
—— — e e Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
Other:
_ — —w_ Seeds
L. Woodland Nuts
— i e e FPotomac Creek -
- — Plain -
e Cord-Impressed R —
- e i e Movaone Dther
— . Plain -
o i Cord-Impressed I
— i Townsend -
O Rappahannock
Fabric~Impr
e Town. Cord-Marked
i _)_ Albemarle Fabric-impr PROJECTILE POINT TYPES
Other:
J00 N S dntvped - Material
o o Point Tvpe (abbr)




: i b S
) 3 - . g v "

Project name:
Component (s) ¢ X _ Prehistoric
HISTORIC Artifact Inventory

Site # _44AB358 Site Name

Chartottzsvilta Route &9

Date _Joanuary 6, 1239

x _Historic

Lot # -

Provemence Alt.12:;Sea, m
Recorder (print last name) _D.

STP_48£49 +Rad.
Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens

CERAMICS Total

# Ware

Date range ™a

Tvoe Description

Tin-glazed

White salt-glazed sw

Creamware

HP | TP | SE AN | PL

Peariware

Whiteware

Ironstone

Ref. earthenware

Stoneware

Ungl. earthenware

Gl. earthznware

Yellowware

Rockingham

Hard-paste porcelain

Bone china

ARAERRRRRRRARRRRRNNNRY

w
—
P
c
iy}
-
famy
e
ped
&

FLORAL & FAUNAL

Bone Seeds

— . Window glass —_— JS——
—___ Wrought nails L. mammal
. Cut nmails — 5. mammal
e Wire nails __ bird
i Umd. nails . Fisn Nuts
. Gther .
'—“ ___ Shell -
SAMPLES —— Oyster Other
— Clam
. Mortar Coal . Mussels
. Plaster Clinker —_—
Brick Slag __ Modirfred
T state T se1l (Expldin) ¢ )

Terra cotta

)
=
o
ut
(2]

e

Container
DKGWB

Type Descraption

Pat. med.

MT

BG | HT | €S | CC | FA)

Liquor

Soda

Gther

[ H]

Table glass
Plain

6]

Pressed

Cut

Other

N

Lighting

|

MISCELLANEOUS

Material

Descrintion

[ 't

drgamc
Leather

Cloth

Wood

11T

Metal
Iron

|

Copper _alloy

Tin

Pawtar

Silver

Lead

[T

Other .
kaolin pipes

Buttons

Marbles

!




Project mame: (Charlottesville Route Z3 Date __Januarv 5, 1939
Component (s) ¢ x__ Prehistoric Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Cultural
Site # _4aasazo Site Name Pariods Upknown
Lot # 304 =~ 235
Provenience Axt, 12; Seq. h §72 2a%Radial Total Totat
Recorder (praint ltast name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type Rim Body Ware/Type Comments Floral & Faunal
€. Woodland
LITHICS i Marcey Creek Plain Bane
’ Accokeek Cord-Marked L. mammal
# Flake Catsgory HMaterial Tvpe Fopes Crk Net-lmpr Tool

Fadbric~Impr
Town. Cord-Marked
Albemarle Fabric-Inmpr PROJECTILE POINT TYPES
Gther:

' ' I Other - Stony Creek Other
z otz 'ch [ct {rh larg |5s 16r |1} & e Cord-Marked 5. mammal
— Net-Impressed T Bird
Gther : T Fish
_1_ ~Complets #lake 1 ! e i — - Reptile
‘—l. ~ Broken flake 1 ! —_— e —_ amphibian
1 Flake fragment 1 i e -
____  Debras t . Shell
M. Woodland T Oyster
Chioped Stone Tools - — . Mockley Clams
Projectile point I Plain Mussel
. Complete s Cord-Marked
___ Base e Net-Impressed Modified
___ Midsection ! e e Albermarie (Explain):
. T ! e Cord-Marked
— Net-lmpressed
Biface : . e . Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
___.  Complete { ! ! ! ] [ ! ! 1 | Other:
__.__  Fragment L1 ' | ] | | { | i ] L _____ ‘Seeds
Blank . . T
. Early ! .
— . Mugddle ! L. Woodland Nuts
Late i Fotomac Creek
Plain -
Brill Cord-lImpressed -
Complete | I : [ ! ’ [ Moyaone Other
. Fragmant Lt ] ! { | | ! [ Plain -
Cord-impressed R —
Scraper Townsend -
Flaked Cosble Tool Rappahannock

Ground Store &
Miscallarzcus
Ax2

Celt

Maro

Milling store
Hammarstore
Core

Material
Point Tvoe (abbr)

|
T
L HE P
L T

T




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Date _ _January &, 1989
Component(s): __ x _Prshistoric = ___ Historic
PREHISTGRIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Cultural
Site # 44ap360 ___  Site Name Periods Late Archaic
Lot # 306 - 307
Provenience  Alt. 12:Seq. n STP_4&Radial Total Total
Recorder {(print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor v. S. Stevens Ware Type Rim Body Ware/Tvpe Comments Floral & Faunal
E. Woodtand
LITHICS . — e ____ Marcey Creek Plain Bone
. . ____ Accokeek Cord-Marked T L. mammal
4 Flake Category Material Tvoe _ T 7 T Popes Crk Net-Impr Tool
L ’ ' l Gther o Stony Creek Other
z Itz jeh ICt [Rh jArg |Ss lGr {1 | & - __. ___.  Cord-Marked TS, mammal
- Net-Impressed T Bird
Other : T Fish
Complete flake e e Reptile
Broken flake — Amphibian
1 Flake fragment 1 e e e ——
1. Debris 1 - Sheltl
M. Woodland T Oyster
Chipped Stone Tools : — e . Mockley Clams
Projectiile point e eeee e Plain Mussel
A Complete 1 e Cord-Marked
Base e . Net-Impressed ___ Modified
Midsection — Albermarle (Explain)
Tip T Cord-Marked
R Net-1mpressed
Biface —— i ____ .Stony Creek Fabric-lmpr
Complete I ! ] | ] ] | L Other:
Fragment I ] ] 1 ! ] I ! I J N — Seeds
otank R — —
— .  Early
Middle L. Woodland Nuts
Late e e ____ eotomac Creek -
R Plain D
Drall . Cord-Impressed B —
Complete | I | ] | i [ ] -1 1 T T royaone Other
Fragment i | f ] ] [ I ! L T T T Plan -
‘ — Cord-lmpreéssed e
__ Scraper — Townsend -
Flaked Cobbis Tool I Rappahannock
— Fabric-Impr
e Town. Cord-Marked
. ___. Albemarle Fabric-Impr PROJECTILE POINT TYPES
Ground Store & : » . T Other:
Misceilanaous it i Material
Axe b o Point Tvoe abbry
Celt . e
Mano 1 _Brewerton Ch
- Mlling stone —
____ Hammerstcre '
Core . - : D —
— {




.i'l. lllll' ll!!l .IIII !lll.' 1.'... 'IIII'u 1lIII. III.I' ‘IIIII ﬁ'lll' 'III'\ ‘lllll" '..l'\

Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Bate

Januarv 6, 1929

Component (s)': x. Prehistoric Historic

PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory

Site ¥ _44aB351 Site Name
Lot & 308_- 309

Frovemence Alt.12:Seq, n STP 1lsRadial
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck

Supervisa

LITHICS

4 Flake Cateogory Material Tvpe

Cuttural
Peri1ods Unknown

r J. S Stevens

be fowe |on [

Rh Arg

l Jther
Ss Gr 1| &

Complete flake ' i

Broken flake

Flake fragment 1 b

}a

Debris

Chipped Stone Tools
Projectile point

Complete

Base

Midsection

Tip

Biface

Complete { ] ] | | 1

||

Fragment { ] | | ] |

Blank

Early

Middie

||

Late

Drati

Complate | | | | ] ] f

Fragment { | 1 | i I I

Scraper |

Flaked Cobble Tool

1]

Ground Stone &
Miscellan=ous

Axa

€21t

Mano

Milling stone

Hammerstone

Core

[T

R1;

El

D

ody

Ware/Type

Floral & Faunal

|

|
LT

e

L TTH
HE T
[ TTHT

||

T TR
T TR

TE T
RUIRRRRRREE

€. Woodland
Marcey Creek Plain
Accokeek Cord-Marked
Fopes Crk Net-Impr
Stony Creek
Cord-Marked
Net-Imgressed
Other:

M. Woodland
Mockley
Plain
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed
Albermarte
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed

Stony Creek Fabric-Impr

Other:

L. Woodland
Potomac Creek
Plain
Cord-lmpressed
Moyaone
Plain
Cord-Impressed
Townsend
kappahannock
Fabric-impr
Town. Cord-Marked
Atbamarte Fabric-Impr
Other:

Bone

L. mammal
Ts01
Cther

S. sammal

Birg

Fish

Regtile

Ampribian

|

111

Shell
Ovster
Clans
Mussel

|11

Modified
(Exalain)

ul
T
n
n
w

Nuts

Other

PROJECTILE POINT TYPES

Material
Point Tvoo . takbr)




. Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Date __January &, 1233

Component(s): ' _y _ Prehistoric . Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory
Cultural
Site #_44a8362 Site Name Per:iods _Unkxoown .
Lot & 310 - 312 .
Frovenience Alt. 11;Seq, e STP SsRadials
Recorder (print last name} _D. Heck i

Supervisor J. S. Stevens

LITRHICS

# Flake Category Material Tvpe

l Other
Ss | Gr 1 c|

Lz |0tz l Ch ] cl Rh IArc

Complete flake
Broken flake 3
Flake fragment
Debris 2

H H

Chipped Stone Tools
Projectile point
Complete
Base
Midsection
Tip

P o - I T
Complete
Fragment | | ] | i ] 1]

||

Blank
Earty
Middle
Late

1]

Orall
Complete | | ! | | ] i ! [
Fragment { i ! | | i | ! ! | ]

Seraper o
Flaked Cobble Tool

s

Ground Stone &
Miscatlanezous
Axa t
Celt

Mano

Mitling stone
Hammerstone
Core

CERAMICS

Ware Type Ria Body Ware/Tvpe

Comments

Floral ¥ Faunal

E. Woodland

Marcey Cresk Plain

Accokeek Cord-Marked

Popes Crk Net-Impr

Stony Creek
Cord-Marked
Net~-Impressed

Other:

RERERERY
RERNRRRNY
RIS RY

M, Woodland

|
[T
RERRERRRRNY
REEERRRENY

Cord-Harked
Net-Impressed
Albermarle
Cord-Mar ked
Net-Impressed
Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
Other:

||

L. Woodland
Fotamac Creek
Plain
Card~Impressed
Moyaone
Plain
Cord-Impressed
Townsend
Rappahannock
Fabric-Iimpr
Town. Cord-Marked
Albazmarl2 Fabric-impr
Other:

LT

|
L T
LT T

e

]

Bone

L. mammal

Tool
Other
S. mammal

|

Bird
Fish

1111

Shell

l'

Reptile
Amphibian

Oyster

1111

Clams
Mussel

Modafied

{Explain):

Seeds

Nuts

Other

PROJECTILE POINT TYPES

Point Tvoe

Materaal
(abbr)




Project rame:  Charlottesville Route 29 Bate _ Januarv 6, 1223
Compenentis): _x Prehistoric ___Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory : CERAMICS
Cultural
Site # __44AB363 _ Site Name Periods Unkrown .
Lot # 313 - 314
Provenience Al : STR_10&Radial Total Total
Recorder (print tast name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type Ria Body Ware/Tvpe Comments Floral & Faunal
E. Woodland
LITHICS — e Marcey Creek Plain Bone
Y— e . . Accokeek Cord-mMarked L. mammal
_%  Flake Category Material Tvoe - . _.._ Fopes Crk Net-Impr Taol
L I I ] l Other e e —__ ____ sStony Creek 7 Other
z {0tz | ch {Cl {Rh [Arg |S5s |Gr | 1 a e oo . Cord-Marked 5. mammal
- Net-Impressed T Bird
Other: T Fish
— Complete flake e e i e Reptile
2 Broken flake 2 —_— e Amphibian
Flake fragment ot
1. Debris 1 : Shell
M. Woodland T ____ovster
Chipped Stone Tools — e . Mockley Clams
Projectile point I, Plain Mussel
o Complete PR, Cord-Marked
o Base e Net-lmpressed Modt f1ed
. Midsection - o i .. Albermarle (Explain):
. Tip [ Cord~-Marked
e Net-lmpressed
Biface e et e Stony Creek Fabriac-Impr
- . Complete { | | | ] ] ] I ] Dthers
Fragment | | i | | I | 1] o Seeds
Blank [
Early
____ Muaddle L. Woodland Nuts
Late e L __. Potomac Creek -
o Plain -
Dratl : E Cord-Impressed
Complete | | ! | | i ! L1 1 T T Moyaone Dther
Fragment 1 | i I { | ! o " Plain -
I Cord-tmpressed -
Scraper I _ . " Townsend B
Flaked Cobble Tool ! I Rappahannock
I Fabric~-impr
| Y ___. . Town. Cord-Marked
S Albemarle Fabric~Impr FROJECTILE POINT TYFES
Sround Stone & Gthers
Miscallansous —— e e Materral
4xa D Poi1nt Tvpe tabbr}
L Calt _ .
‘Mano p
" Milling stone !
____ Hamrerstone i !
. Core T




Jerra cotta

Projact pame: Charlottssvalle Route 2% Date 6, 1239
Component (s) 2 X _ Prehastoric _Xx Historic GLASS
HISTORIC Artifact Inventory # Type Cescrigticn
Site # _44aB364 Sita Name _2_ Container
Lot # _284 - 290 ____ DKGWB
Provenience Alt 6BSRt, 250 Structure 2
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens M7 BG | HT | CS [CcC | FA
___Pat, med,
o Liguor
CERAMICS Total Date range PR . 3oda
_1._ Other Amner Sode Shewd
# Ware Tvoe Description 1 Clear Tvacmert
Tin-aglazed
. White salt-glazed sw _5_ Table glass (5]
.. Plain
P TP | SE [AN | PL ____ Pressed
— . Creamware e Cut
—_ -2 Qther Buvzed . tpidentifighle
Pear lware -2 Fracments
- 1 Possible Cup Handle Fragment
Whiteware
o 1. Lighting
2 lronstone ) 2 ot Light Bulb Fragmept -
: Ref. earthenware
— MISCELLANEDUS
____  Stoneware
# Material Descraption
____ Ungl. earthenware
. UOrgamc
. Bl. earthenware e Leather
__ Etloth
— 1. Yellowware Plain . Wood
: Rock1ngham
10 Hard-paste porcelain 7 undecorated, 2 blue underglaze -2 Metal
___ Bane china ~1_ Iron Hire
_1 Terra Cotta Drainage_Tile . Cooper _allov
P ; e i
Pewtar
STRUCTURAL FLORAL & FAUNAL T Eiver
) - . Lgad
1146 - Window glass —2.. Bone o Seeds _1  Unidentifiable
Wrought nails — L. mammal —_—
-:1 Cut natls . 5. mammal o —
_ia Wire nails —_ Bird __ Other
— 2 Umd. nails — Fash ——— Nuts ____ Kaolin pipes
L1 Other chain —2_  Unideptified —
— Staples — Buttons
— Shell Marbles
SAMPLES — Oyster . Otner —
M .. Clam . —
____ Mortar .. Coal — Mussels —_—
. Plaster Clinker —
T Brick — slag . Modified
__.1 slate . Son (Explain): .



Project mame: Charlottesville Route 29

Component {s): x _ Premistoric

PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory

Site # _44aB38S% Site Name

Lot # 282 - 283

Frovenience Alt, 128676;Seg.m
D. Heck

Recorder (print last name)

LITHICS

Flake Category

Ic

Complete flake
Broken flake
Flake fragment
Debris

b -

Chipped Stone Tools
Projectile poant
Complete
Base
Midsection
Tip

1]

Biface
Complete
Fragment

||

Blank
Early
Migdle
Late

1]

Dritt
Complete
Fragment

Scraper
Flaked Cobble Tool

T

Ground Stone &
Miscellanaous
Axa

Celt

Mano

Milling stone
Hammerstone
Core

[T

Date _ Januarv &, 1983

Historic

Cultural
Periods Unkrown

Supervisor J. S. Stevers

Material Tvpe

I‘.)z ]Olz lcn lcl IRh

l ! Other
Arg Ss Gr 1 =

bt |8

CERAMICS

Total Total

Ware Type Rim Eody Ware/Type Comments Floral & Faunal
E. Woodland
Marcey Creek Plain Bone
: Accokeek Cord-Marked L. mammal
- ____ Popes Crk Net-lmpr Taol
Stony Creck Other
" Cord=Marked . mammal
Net-Impressed - Bard
Other: Fish
Reptite
Amphibian
Shell
M. Woodtand Ovster
Mockley Clams
Plain Mussel
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed - Modified

Albermarte
Cord-Marked
Net-lmpressed
Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
Other:

|
[TETTEEET
EETTTHETT
RERRRRY

e
||

L. Woodland

Potomac Creek
Plain
Cord-Impressed

Moyaone
Plain
Cord-Impressed

Townsend
Rkappahannock

Fabric-lImpr

Town. Cord-Marked

Albemarle Fabric-Impr

Other:

INERRRNRE

|
T T
L T

] ]
11

(Explain)

Seeds

Nuts

PROJECTILE PQINT TYPES

Material
Point Tvpe (abbr)




Project nam2: Charlottasville Route 29

Component (s) ¢ x  Prahistorac Historic

PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory

Site #  44AB366 Site Name

Cuttural
Peri1ods Unknown

Lot & _79 - 31
Provenmence Alt, 10:Seg.cc ¥

Recordsr (print last name) _D. Heck

Suparvisor J. S. Stevers

LITHICS

# Flake Category

Material Tvoe

l]z 'Otz lCh ’C\

i ‘ l Other
Rh | Arg Ss Gr 1§ &

Complete flake K

Broken flake 1

Flake fragment 4

| FH

Debris

Chipped Stone Tools
Projectile point

Complete

Base

Midsection

1]

Tip

Biface

Complete

H

Fragment

Blank

Earty

Middle

Late

Drall

Complate | | ] |

Fragmant | i i |

Scraper 1

Flaked Cobble Tool

[F T

Ground Stone &
Misca2llansous

Axa

Ca1t

Mano

Mitling stone

Hammarstona

Core

Total Total
Ware Type Rim Body Ware/Tvpe commants Floral & Faunal
£. Woodland
.. Marcaey Creek Plain Bone
. . ____ Accokeek Cord-Marked ) L. mammal
_ . Fopes Crk Net-Impr . Tool
____ _.__ Stony Creek Other
PR Cord-Marked S. mammal
I Net-Impressad Bird
Cther: Fish
e Reptite
e Amphibian
: Shell
M. Woodland Oyster
Mockley Clams
Plain Mussel
Cord-HMarked
Net-Impressed Mod1 fied

|

T

T T

RUR N ERRRRAN

RARRRRE

RARRERARRRN

REERRRY

11

Albermarle
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed
Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
Other:

(Explain):

Seeds

L. Woodland
Fotomac Creek
Plain
Cord-Impressed
Movaone
Plain
Cord-Impressed
Townsand
Rappahannock
Fabric-Impr
Town,. Cord-Marked
Albamarle Fabric-lmpr
Other:

Nuts

——

Other

PROJECTILE POINT TYPES

Material

FPoint Type (abbr)




Project namey Charlottssville Route 23 Data _Janvarv £, 1373
Component(s) ¢ Prenistorac x Historic SLAZS
HISTORIC Artifact Inventory # Type Cescripticn
Site # _44aR373 Site Nare : 19 Container
Lot & 243 g 1% 1 DKGWB
Provenience Alt.lA:Seq, STP_1048&Radjial
Recorder (print last nane) _D. Heck Supervisor J. §. Stevens . AT BG THT 1 &S Jcc 1 Fal
Pat. med.
Liquor
CERAMICS Total _______ Date range ™Pa Soda
4  Other clear Unidentified
" Ware Tyne Description 5 5 Bodysherds
Tin-qlazed
White salt-glazad sw Tabtle glass MG
Plain
HP j TP { SE AN ‘| PL Pressed
Creamware Cut
Jther
Pear lware
Whiteware
Lighting
Ironstane —_—
Rkef. earthenware
MISCELLANEDOUS
Stoneware
—— # Material Descraintion
Unal. earthenware
Orgamc
61, earthenware Leather
_— . Cloth
Yellowware Woaod
1 Rock1ngham
1 Hard-paste porcelain Plain Bodysherd 10 Metal
Bane china i 3. Iron strips
— Copper_alloy
" e e hin
FAUNA Pewter
STRUCTURAL FLORAL & FAUNAL S1lver
Sesd Lead
28 -
1 Window glass -l_. Bone . O30S ‘7. Tin Can Fragments S _Round, 2 Rectangular
Wrought nails — L. mammal
Cut nails — . S. mammal —
2_ Mire nails — Bird Other
Umd. nails — Fish o . huts Kaolin pipes
Gther .l _Unideptifiable —_
Tooth Buttons
— Shetl Marbles
SAMPLES Qyster Qther
Clam B
Mortar Coat — Mussels —
Plaster Clinker it
T Brick - Siag . Modified
R Slate — Sa1l (Explain):

.Terra cotta




Froject nama: Charlattszzvilla Route 23

Date Januarv 6. 1929

Component(s)s . Premistoric _X_ Historic GLASS
HISTORIC Artifact Inventory 4 Type Description
Site ¥ _ 44AB374 Site Name 3 Containmer
Lot # _ 208 __ DKGWB
Provenience Alt. 7; Seq, t STP 1129
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens MT BG [HT 1 €S [CC | FA
Pat. med,
1 Liquor « £
CERAMICS Total Date range P0 : Zoaa Amber Zlask fracment
2. Other Clear Bosysherds
# Wara Type Description
Tin-glazed R
White salt-glazed sw Table glass MG
e Plain
HP TP SE AN PL Pressed
. Creamware o Cut
- Other
Pear lware
2 Whiteware 2
—_— Lighting
e Ironstone —
kef, earthenware
MISCELLANEOUS
Stoneware
# Material Descrintion
e Unol, earthenware
drgantic
_1_ Gl. earthenware Plajin Leathar
e Cloth
. Yellowware Wood
T Rockinabam
Hard-paste porcglain Metal
Bone china . 'lIron
—— Cooper atloy
:::: — - Tin
Pewtor
STRUCTURAL FLORAL & FAUNAL Sitver
Lead
____ Window glass . Bone —— Seeds
Wrought nails — L. mammal — ——————
—_ Cut nails e 5. mammal R N S S,
— Wire nails —— Bird Other
Unid. nails . Fish ____ Nuts Kaolin pipes
. Gther — —_ S,
— — ot e Buttons
— Shell Marbles
SAMPLES o UOyster ____ Dther o
EE— ___. Clan I -
___.. HMortar . Coal ——— Vs —_— ———e
. Plaster Clainker e
T Brick T sSlag . Modified
T slate So1l (Explain):

Jerra cotta




APPENDIX II. ARTIFACT INVENTORIES FOR ISOLATED ARTIFACT LOCATIONS




Project name: Charlottesvilla Route 29 Date _ Japuary 6, 1239
Component (s) ¢ X _ Prehistoric Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact [nventory CERAMICS
Culturatl
Site # Site Name Periods
Lot # __155 .
Provenience Segment. b STP_101Q Total Total
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Steyens Ware Type Rim Body Ware/Type Camments Floral & Faunal

) . E. Woodland
LITHICS Marcey Creek Plain

Fabric-Impr
Town. Cord-Marked
Alb2marle Fabric-Impr PROJECTILE POINT TYPES

—— | —— — e Bone
e — .. PAccokeek Cord-Marked j L. mammatl
4 flake Cat=gory Material Tvpe S Fopes Crk Net-Impr Tool
L | I l ' l Other e ____ sStony Creek Other
- 5z Dtz jch | Cl | Rh 1Arg [Ss P6Gr .11 g e Cord-Marked TS5, mammal
T Net-Impressed T Bird
Other: T Fish
Complete flake B, I Reptile
Broken flake —_— -
Flake fragment R U, I, —— Amphibian
Debris . .
M. Woodland - Shgiéter
Chipped Stone Tools e e i’ — Mockley Clanms
Projectile point R, Plain T Mussel
Complete — Cord-Marked e
Base S Net-lmpressed T Modified
Midsection e e _____ Albermarle T (Explaini
. Tip i Cord-Marked
S, Net-Impressed
Biface ) — ... Stony Creek Fabric-lmpr
Completa I ] | | | | t ] | ] Other:
Fragment I | | ! I N Seeds
Blank — L '“—'—
Early 7 —_—
Middie t. Woodland Nuts
Ltate _____ Potomac Creegk -
- Plain I —
Drill : Cord-Impressed e
Complate { | | ! | ] ! ] 1] T Moyaone ? . Oth
Fragment i ] ! ] i ] ] ! ! ] - :::: Plain - er
— Cord-1mpressed -
1_ Scraper 1 __ - Tounsand R
Ftaked Ccbbia Tool R kappahannock

Ground Stors & Other:
Miscatlaraous
Ax2

a1t

Mano

Milling stone
Hammerstona

Cora

Mater:al
Point Tvpe (abbr)

|
RERAEERRRRNN
T LT

]
1]




Project name: Charlottesvilla Route 29 Date _ January 6, 19289
Component (s) X__ Prehistoric Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Culturat
Site # _ Site Name Periods '
Lot # 156
Provemience Segment b STP 1017 Total Total
Recorder {print tast name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type Rim Body Ware/Tvpe Comments Floral & Faunal

E. Woodland
LITHICS Marcey Creek Plain

Town. Cord-Marked

— s Bone
e Accokeek Cord-Marked R L. mammal
[} Flake Category Material Tvpe o Fopes Crk Net-Impr Tool
- L l t l , ' I Other - Stony Creek Other
z otz fen Jer {Rh dlArg |Ss 16 |1 gl I Cord-Marked T S. mammal
. Net-Impressed T Bird
Other: -Fish
Complete flake - e e — Reptile
1 Broken flake 1 —_— — — — Amphibian
Flake fragment — —— —
Debris Shetl
M. Woodland Ovster
Chipped Stane Tools e e e e MoCk ley Clams
Projectile point e Plain Mussel
Complete I Cord-Marked
Base —— —— —— Net-Impressed Mod:ified
Midsection i o i —— Albermarle (Explain) i
Tip N Cord-Marked
IR Net-Impressed
Biface e s Stony Creek Fabric-lmpr
Complete { | | ! ] ] ] 1 | Other:
Fragment | ] I ] ! ] 1 ! ! J — —_— — Seeds
Btank ) A, P S
e - Early
Middle ! L. Woodland Nuts
Late ! I Fotomac Creek -
. Plain —
Driltl e Cord-Impressed -
Complete 1 ] | | I | | 1 ] - Moyaone Other
Fragment | ] I i ] I ! ! 1] e Plain -
e Cord-Impressed -
Scraper o __ . Tawnsznd -
Flaked Cobbla Tool . Rappahannock
Fabric~Impr

Albemarle Fabric-Impr PROJECTILE POINT TYPES
Ground Stone & Other:
Misc2llan=ous Material
VP — i ‘Point Tvoa tabbr)
Calt
Mano
Miiting stone
Hammerstona
Caore :




Project name: Charlottesvilla Route 29 Date _ January 6, 19283
Component {s) ¢ X __ Prehistoric Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
. Cultural
Site # Site Name Periods
Lot #
Provenisnce Seqment b STP_ 1021 Total Totatl
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type Rim Body Ware/Type Comments Floral & Faunal

€. Woodland

Town. Cord-Marked

LITHICS Marcey Creek Plain Bone
—_— Accokeek Cord-Marked . L. mammal
# Flake Category Material Tvpe T __ Fropes Crk Net-Impr Tool
L I ' l l ] Other o Stony Creek Other
z lotz Jen fecr [ Rh larg fSs lBr 11§ & IR Cord-Marked 5. mamnal
e Net-Impressed T Bird
Other: Fish
1 Complete flake 1 e e . Reptile
1 Broken flake 1 —_ —— Amphibian
Flake fragment i —— e -
. Debris B Shell
M. Woodland T oyster
Chipped Stone Tools . Mockley Clams
Projectiie point -— _ Plain T Musset
Complete . I Cord-Harked -
Base I Net-Impressad - Modified
Midsection - e ____ Albermarle (Explain)
. Tip PO S, Cord-Marked
I Net-Impressed
Biface R, Stony Creek Fabric-lmpr
) Complete | ] | | ] } | 1 Other s
___  Fragment i i | ] ] ] { I ! ] — Seeds
Blank - :
Early -
Middie L. Woocdiand Nuts
Late _____ Potomac Creek -
— Plain
Dratl | l ; | | l I I T — Cord-Impressed -
Complete Moyaone
T Fragment T 7 1 1] — — hlain —— Other
_— Cord-1mpressed R ———
Scraper ___ Townsend -
Flaked Cobble Tool [ Rkappahannock
Fabric~-Impr

|
RN ERRRRRN
LT T

Aibamarta Fabric-Impr PROJECTILE POINT Tyees
Ground Stone & Gther:
Miscallansous R Material
Axa —_ Foint Tvpe (abbr)
Ca1t —— ——
Mano
Mi1lliny stone
Hammerstone

Core

[T




Fabric-lmpr
Town. Cord-Marked
Albamarla Fabric-impr PROJECTILE POINT TYEES
Other:

Project name: Charlottesvilla Route 29 Date __ Januarv 6, 1279
Component(s): _X_. Prehistoric _._Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Cultural
Site # - Site Name Periods
Lot # 158
Provenience Segment b~ STR_1039 Total Total
Recordar (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type Rim Body Ware/Tvpe Comments Floral & Faunal
€. Woodland
LITHICS e . Marcey Creek Plain Bone
: . — _. _._ Accokeek Cord-Markad T L. mammal
# Flake Catsgory Material Tvpe Fopes Crk Net-Impr Tool
L I I | ' I Other o Stony Cresk Other
z otz fch {ClL{Rh |Arg |58 IGr |1 | & e Cord-Marked 5. mammal
T, Net-Impressed - B;rd
Other: I Fish
1 Complete flake 1 — — Reptile
Broken: flake -
Flake fragment i —— Amphibian
—_— Debris ’ Shell
M. Woodland - Ovster
Chipped Stone Tools Mock ley - Ciams
Projectile point o Plain R Mussel
Complete Cord~Harked - )
Base — Net~Impressed T
e Midsection — Albarmarle - ng;{;T:):
Tip I Cord-Marked
e Net-Impressed
Biface : Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
Complete . { | ] | | ] | I | 1 Other:
Fragment | ] | ! 1 I J ] ] Seads
Blank . -
Early ——
Migdle ’ ) ] L. Woodtand Nuts
Late FPotomac Creek -
Plain -
Draiti Cord-Impressed -
Complete [ 1 ] { ! | [ J L] Moyaone i Other
Fragment L1 P 1 ! [ ] ! 1] Plain — e
Cord-Impressed _
Scraper Townsend A ——
Flaked Cobble Tool kaopahannock

Ground Stone &
Misca2ltan=ous
Ax2 |
Calt )
Mano

Milling stone
Hammarstone
Cora

Material
Point Tvpe (abbr}

T T
L TTEHHTT

RERN
T T

LT




Project nave: Charlottssvilla Route 23 bate

Componant (57 ¢ Prehistoric X _Histeric
HISTORIC Artaifact Inventory

Site ¥ . Site Name

1229

Lot # 23
Provemencs _Seament b
Recorder (print last name)

STP_1076
D. Heck

CERAMICS

Ware Tvoe

Supervisar

J. S. Steverns

© Description

E

Tin-glazed

Whita salt-alazed sw

HP_ 1 TP | SE |AN | PL

Creamware

Pear lware

Whiteware

Ironstone

Ref. zarthenware

Stonew~are

Unal. earthenware

61. =arthenware

Yellowware

Rock:nrabham

Hard-caste porcelain

Bone zhina

ARRRRRNRRRRRRRORRARRNE

STRUCTURAL FLORAL & FAUNAL
— Windcw glass ____ Bone
. Wroug~t nails —___ L. mammal
_1 0 Cut maals —— S. mammal
. Wire nails —__ Bird
L Unid. nails — Fish
Other .
. Shetl
SAMPLES — UOyster
.. Clam
. Mortar Coal — . Mussels
_ - Ptaster Clinker —
Brick Slag ____ Modified
Slate Soi1l (Explain):

Jerra cotta

Seeds

|

H

Nuts

!

\

Other

!

\

GLASS

Type

|-

Descraipt:ian

Container
DKGWB

CC | FA

Pat. med.

Liguor

Soda

Other

T

Tabte glass MG
Plain

Pressed

Cut

Other

I

Lighting

||

MISCELLANEQUS

Material

Descraiption

||

drgamc
Leather

Cloth

Wood

nl

Metal
Iron

Copper _alloy

Tin

Pewtar

Silver

Lead

Other
Kaclin pipes

Buttons

Marbles

!




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Date _ January 6, 1939
Component (s} X__ Prehistoric Historic
PREHMISTORIC Artifact Inventory . CERAMICS
Cultural —_
Site # Site Name . Periods ______ .
Lot # 49, )
Frovenience Segment d STP 97 J . Total Total
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type Rim  Body Ware/Tvpe Comments Floral & Faunst

€. Woodland
LITHICS . Marcey Creek Plain Bone
Accokeek Cord-Marked

e i e e L. mammal
# Flake Category Material Tvpe _ . Fopes. Crk Net-Impr Tool
Jous Lo | [are [ss Lo P T T st e
z otz len ler I rn lArg §8s 16r [1 4 & i Cord-Marked TS, mammal
I Net-Impressed 7 Bird
Other: T Fish
Complete flake —— — —— et Reptile
Broken flake U — Amphibian
1 Flake fragment 1 e e
Debris : Shetl
M, Woodland - Ovster
Chipped Stone Tools _— e . Mockley Clans
Projectile point —_— — — Plain Mussel
Complete e Cord-Harked
Base S Net-Impressed Mod:fied
Midsectian - . " = Albermarle (Explain):
Tip I Card-Mar ked
JE Net-Impressed
Biface Y- _ ____ sStony Creek Fabric-impr
Complete l l | ' ' ' l ] ] ] Other:
Fragment | i 1 ! 1 ] ! ' ] —— s e Seeds
Blank e e i e
Early
Middle L. Woodland Nuts
Late | - __-.. Fotomac Creek -
I Plain -
Drill — Cord-lmpressed -
Complete 1 ] ] ] | ! | 11 —_ ___ Moyaone Other
Fragment | ] | | ] ] J ] ! ! J e Plain
[ Cord-Impressed T ———————
Scraper . | Y __.._ ‘Townsend -
. Flaked Cobble Tool e Rappahannock
Fabric~-1mpr
e Town, Cord-Marked :
. Albzmarl2 Fabric~Impr PROJECTILE POINT Tyees
Ground Stone & Gther:
Misc21lan20us — Matarial
Axa T e Point Tvoa (abbr)
Calt — P
Mano
Milling stone
Hammerstona
Core




Project name: Charlottesvilla Route 29 Date _ _Januarv &, 12393
Component (s) ¢ X _Prehistoric Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
) Cultural
Site # Site Name. _ Periods
Lot # 149
Frovenience S STP 1006 Total Total

Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type Raim Ware/Type Comments Floral & Faunal

LITHICS

A

-

T

|

111

LT

Flake Category

Complete flake
Broken flake
Flake fragment
Debris

Chipped Stone Tools

Projectite point
Complete
Base
Midsection
Tip

Biface
Complete
Fragment

Blank
Early
Middle
Late

Dratl
Comp lete
Fragment

Scraper
Flaked Cobble Tool

Materi1al Tvpe
I ] Other
Lz Iotz ' Ch Cl Rh Arg Ss Gr 1 c
- \
1
{ ] ] ! | | { L1 ]
Lt ! ] | ] { [
! I
| ]
i 1
[ ! [ 1 ! ] [T 1
[ | | ] ] ! | 1 1

Ground Stone &
Miscellansous
Axa

Cetlt

Mano

Miiling stone
Hammerstone
Core

RENNRERE
RINARERY

T

||

LHE L T

RENRRRY

RERRRER

IR

|

€. Woodland

Marcey Creek Plain

Accokeek Cord-Marked

Fopes Crk Net-Impr

Stony Creek
€ord-Marked
Net-Impressed

QOther:

M. Woodland
Mockley
Plain
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed
Albermarle
Cord-Marked
Net~impressed
Stony Creek Fabric-lmpr
Other:

L. Woodland
Potomac Creek
Plain
Cord-Impressed
Moyaone
Plain
Cord-Impressed
Townsend
Rappahannock
Fabric-Impr
Town. Cord-Marked
Albamarle Fabric-lmpr
Other:

w

one
L. mammal
Tool

. Other
S. mammatl
Bird

Fish
Reptile
Amphibran

1111

. Shetll
Ovster

Clams

Mussel

1

——— e

Modi fi1ed
(Explain):

Seads

Nuts

||

Otner

PROJECTILE PIINT TYSES

Materiat

Point Tvpa tabbr)




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Date _ Januarv &, 1939
Component(s): _x Prehistoric . Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMILS .
Cultural
Site # Site Name Periods
Lot # 150
Frovemence Segment & STP 1015 Total Total
Recofder (print last name) D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type ~ Rim Body Ware/Type Comment's Floral & Faunal
€. Woodland
LITHICS [ —. Marcey Creek Plain Bone
. __ Accokeek Cord-Marked T L. mammal
8 Flake Category Material Tvpe - —_ Popes Crk Net-Impr Tool
- L ’ ' I , I Other S ____ Stony Creek Other
z_ 10tz JCh {CY [Rh JArg [Ss [Gr |1 = o Cord-Marked 5. mammal

Net-Impressed

REIERRER
RENERERY

Bird
i Dther: Fish
.. Completa flake 1 — — Reptile
—.._ Broken flake —— — Amphibian
—. Flake fragment S —
... Debris Shell
t. Woodtand T pvster
Chipped Stone Tools — e Mockley Clams
Projectile point —_— e . Plain T Mussel
____  Complete e Cord-Marked -
____ Base S Net-Impressed - Mod:fied
—— . ~Midsection - . ... Albermarle T (Explain) i
— - Tip o Cord-Marked
I Net-Impressed
Biface — e e . Stony Creek Fabric-lmpr
. Complete i | | ] | ] { ! ! i Other:
—. Fragment [ ] { ] | I | ! l J J — _ - Seeds
Blank [
Earty e——im,
——  Mddle L. Woodland ) Nuts
. Late . S —— ___. Fotomac Cresk -
o Plain T
Dratl e Cord~Impressed
____  Complete L | | ! ! ] [ T T T movaone Other
Fragment | i | I ! ] ] I ! ] : e Plain -
e Cord-impressed — T
____ Scraper —_ ‘o . Townsend -
. Flaked Cobble Tool e Rkappahannock
— Fabric-Impr
— — Town. Cord-Marked
__. Albemarle Fabric-Impr PROJECTILE POINT TYPES
Ground Stone & - - Gther:
Miscellanzgus — Material
Axe EE Foint Tvoe tabbr)
Celt i
— Mano
Milling stone
——__ Hammerstone
Core




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Date _ Januarv &, 1989
Component{s): _X_ _ Premistoric _____Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
. Cultural
Site '8 Site Name Periods
Lot & 153
Frovenience Seqment d Stp_1017. Total Total
Recorder (print last mame) _D. Heck Supervisor. J. S. Stevens Ware Type Rim PBody Ware/Type Comments Floral & Faunal
E. Woodland
LITHICS e .. Marcey Creek Plain | Bone
Y ____ ____ Accokeek Cord-Markad T L. mammal
4 Flake Category Material Tvoe - T Popes Crk Net-Impr Tool
L l | Other Y _.._ ‘Stony.Creek T Other
2z otz |ch Jc1 | Rh fArg |Ss 16Gr |1 E - ____ ___.  Cord-Marked "5, mammal
I Net-Impressed 7 Bird
Other: T Fish
_1_ Complete flake 1 e T Reptile
. Broken flake e —_ Amphibian
____  Flake fragment el -
. Debris : Shell
M. Woocdland Ovster
Chipped Stone Tools - o Mockley T Clams
Projectile point S Plain Mussel
—  Complete — Cord-Marked -
__ Base e e —  Net-lmpressed —_ Modified
. Midsection —— —n —_ Aibermarie T (Explaind:
— Tip e Cord-Marked
) S Net-Impressed
Biface ... Stony Creek Fabric-Irpr
. Complete I ] ] ] ] | | ! [ Other:
. Fragment { | ] I I | [ ! I | . Seeds
Blank -
. Early -
. Maddle L. Woodland Nuts
___  Late . Fotomac Creek -
Plain I
Drill § Cord-Impressed -
. Complete 1 ] 1 [ I [N R Moyaone Other
Fragmant I ] 1 1 ] { ! [ Plain -
Cord-Ilmpressed —
Scraper Townsend I —
Flaked Cobble Tool Rappahannock

Fatbric-lmpr
Town. Cord-Marked

1]

|
T T
L T
LT T

Albemarle Fabric-lrpr PROJECTILE POINT TYFES

Ground Stone & Gther:
Miscellan2ous Material
Axa Poirnt Tvoe tabbr)
Celt

. Mano
Milling stone

e Hammerstone
Care




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Date _ Januarv 6, 1989

Component (s) : X_ Prehistoric

Historic

PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory

Culturatl
Site # Site Name Periods
Lot #
Frovemence STP 1020

Recaorder f{print last name) _D. Heck

LITHICS

# Flake Category Material Tvoe

Supervisor J. S. Stevens

Other
Gr 11 &

Otz [ Ch l C1 Rh ‘Ara l Ss

b

Complete flake 1

Broken flake

Flake fragment

Debris

Mk

Chipped Stone Tools
Projectile point

Complete

Base

Midsection

[T

Tip

Biface

Complete { ! ] i ] | | |

Fragment | | ] ] | I ] | [

Blank

Early !

Middle 1

i

Late |

Drall

Complete | ] [ | | 1 | I [

Fragment | | 1 1 | | | | ] 1

Scraper

Flaked Cobble Tool

1]

Ground Stone &
Miscellansous

Axa

Calt

Mano

Mitling stone

Hammerstone

Core

Ware/Tvpe

Comments Floral & Faupal

e

REERRRNNY
T

L T

L TTHHT

RARREEE

T T

[

[T

E. Woodtand

Marcey Creek Plain

Accokeek- Cord-Marked

Popes Crk Net-Impr

Stony Creek
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed

Dther:

M. Woodland
Mockley
Plain
Cord-Marked
Net~-Impressed
Albermarle
Cord-Marked
Net-1mpressed

Stony Creek Fabric-Impr

Other:

L. Woodland
Potomac Creek
Plain
Cord-Impressed
Moyaone
Plain
Cord-1mpressed
Townsend
Rappahannock
Fabric~Impr
Town. Cord-Marked
Atbemarle Fabric-impr
Gther:

_____ Bone

L. mammal
Tool
Other
S. mammal
Bird
Fish
Reptile
Amphibiran

o Shell

Oyster
Clams
Mugsel

Modified
(Explain):

FROJECTILE POINT TYPES

Material

Foint Tvoe tabbr)




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29
Component (s) X _-Prehastoric
PREHISTORIC Artifact [nventory

Site Name

Date January €, 1939

Historic

Cultural
Periods

Lot # 317
Frovenmience Seqment e STP 3
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck

LITHICS

Flake Category

Material Tvoe

Lz ’0(2 I Ch l cl I Rh

dther
i g

Arg l Ss ' Gr

Complete flake

Broken flake

Flake fragment 1

Debris 1

Chipped Stone Tools
Projectile point

Complete

Base

Midsection

111

Tip

Biface

Complete | |

Fragment I i

Blank

Early

Middle

1]

Late

Dratl

Complete { ] |

|

Fragment { ] ]

Scraper

Flaked Cobble Tool

11

Ground Stone &

———

Miscellan2ous

Axa

Superviser J. S. Stevens

Celt

Mano

Miiling stone

Hammerstone

Core

[T

CERAMICS .

Body Ware/Tvpe Comments

Floral & Faunal

|
REREERRERE

]

RERNRRE
[T T

L T
T TTTEEET
L TR

RARRREN

T

E. Woodland

Marcey Cresk Plain

Accokeek Cord-Marked

Fopes. Crk Net-Impr

Stony Creek
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed

Other:

M. Woodland
Mock ley
Plain
Cord~HMarked
Net-Ilmpressed
Albermarle
Cord~Marked
Net-lmpressed
Stony Creek Fabric-lImpr
Other:

L. Woodland

Potomac Creek
Plain
Cord-Impressed

Moyaone
Plain
Cord-impressed

Townsend
Rappahannock

Fabric~Impr

Town. Cord-~Marked

Albamarle Fabric-impr

Bone
L. mammal
Tool
Other
S. mammal
Bird
Fish
Reptile
Amphibian

|

1]

Shell
Ovster
Clams
Mussal

Modifi1ed’
(Explain):

PROJECTILE POINT TYPES

Other:

Point Tvpe

Materiatl
{abbr}




Project raze: Charlottesville Route 29 Date _ Januarv 6, 1229
Component (s): X  Prehistoric Historic
PREHISTCRIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Culturat
Site # Site Name Periods
Lot & 313 g
Provenmence Seagment e STP 9 ’ Total Total
Recorder {print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens ) Ware Type Rim  Body Ware/Type Comment s Floral & Faunal

E. Woodland
LITHICS . Marcey Creek Plain Bone
Accokeek Cord~Marked
Fopes Crk Net-Impr

L. mammal
Tool

4 Flake Category Material Tvoe

Fabric-Impr
Town. Cord-Marked

L ‘ l l Sther _ Stony Creek Other
z otz (ch lcv I Rh larg [Ss fGr 11 ] & e Cord-Marked " 5. mammal
— Net-Impressed 7 Baird
Other: T Fish
. Cewplete flake U S — Reptile
_1 _ ~ Broken flake 1 — —— e Amphibian
.1 _  Flake fragment 1 —_—
2  Debris 2 : Shell
M. Woodland Dvster
Chipced Stone Tools — e e Mockley Clams
Projectile point — Plain Mussel
___ complete e Cord-Marked
__ . Bases —— — Net-Impressed Modi fred
. Midsection e i e . Albermarle (Explaini:
T e Cord-Harked
i Net~-Impressed
Bifaca . _.._.. Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
___ Cemplete | | i | | I | [ Other:
____ Fragrent L1 | ] ! ! ! T ] - Seeds
Blank .
Earlv
. Middle . L. Woodland Nuts
Late ___ FPotomac Creek
e Plamn -
Drall [ ' ' l T | T ' | ' l R Cord-Impressed
Comnlete Movaane
T Frageen O S O N T N — — hlain — o
o Cord-lmpressed -
.. Serader ! i ——_  Townsznd I
. Flaxe3 Conble Tool . Rappahannock

|
T T
T TTEEET

Core

—___ Albemarle Fabric~Impr PROJECTILE POINT TYPES

Greound Stone & Other:
Migzsilanzous — Material
axe ! ! - Point Tvps (abbr)
Calt i -
Maro i
Milling store !
Hamrarstone i

i

|

1

LT




Project name: Charlottesvilla Route 29

Component {(s) : X __ Prehistoric Historic

PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory

Date Januarv &, 1923

Cultural
Site # Site Name Periods
Lot # 320
Provemence Seqment h STP 25, R=11-N

Recorder {print last name) _D. Heck

LITHICS

b Flake Category

Material Tvpe

Supervisor J. S. Steverns

Lz loxz lcn lm

Rh | Arg l Ss | Gr 11 ¢

Complete flake

Broken flake

Flake fragment 1

Debris

| H |

Chioped Stone Tools
Projectile point

Complete

Base

Midsection

[1]]

Tip

Biface

Complete I ] ]

||

Fragmant | ] 1

Blank

Early

Migdlia

11

Late

Dr1ll

Complete | | | ]

Fragmant I | | |

Scraper

Flaked Cobble Tool

LT

Ground Stone &
Misc2ilanzous

Ax2

Ca1t

Mano

Milling stone

Hammerstonz

Cora

CERAMICS

Ri

E]

Body Ware/Tvpe

Comments Floral % Faunal

YRR RNNY
RENRERRRNNY

||

RN
T T

T
RENNERERY

LT T

E. Woodland

Marcey Creek Plain

Accokeek Cord-Marked

Fopes Crk Net-Impr

Stony Creek
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed

Other:

M. Woodland
Mockley
Plain
Cord-Marked
Net-Ilmpressed
Albermarle
Cord-Marked
Net-1mpressed

NURRRRY

Other:

t.. Woodland
Potomac Creek
Plain
Cord-Ilmpressed
Moyaone
Plain
Cord-Impressed
Townsand
Rappahannock
Fabric-lImpr
Town. Cord-Marked
Albamarte Fabric-lmpr
Other:

[T THHEETT

Stony Creek Fabric-Impr

Bone

L. mammal
Toot
Other
S. mammal
Bird
Fish
Reptile
Amphibian

|

Shell
Ovster
Clams
Mussel

Modified
(Explain) :

FROJECTILE POINT TYFES

Material
FPoint Tvpa tabbr)




Project name: Charlottzsvaille Route &3 Uata _Januarv 6. 1233
Companent (s) ¢ Przhistoric _X Historice GLASS
HISTORIC Artifact lnventory # Type Description
Site # Sita Name ) 1_ Container
Lot # 32l ~J_ DKG6WS Bodveherd
Provenience Segment h SIp 25
Recorder (print last name) D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Steverns T BT TS T TFa
. Pat. med.
o Laguor
CERAMICS —___ Soda
—ou_ Uther
8 Ware Tvoe Dascription .
Tin-qlazed
o White salt-olazed sw ) _ - Table glass MG
. Plain
HP P SE AN | PL —_ Pressed
v Creamware . Cut
—_ —_._ Other
. Pearlware —_—
— Wmrteware
Lighting
Ironstons e
:::: kef. earthenware
— MISCELLANEQUS
___ . Stonewars
— # Material Descraption
. Ungl, earthenware
drganic
__ Bl, earthenware __ Leather
— __ Cloth
. Yellowware . Wood
. Rockingham N
____ Hard-paste vorc2lain Metal
____ bBone china —_Iron
— — . Cooper alloy
- Tn
) Pewtar
STRUCTURAL FLORAL & FAUNAL T Silver
- . Lead
Window glass —— Bone — Seads -
Wrought nails — L. mammal ——— -
T cut nails e S. manmal O
____ Wire nails — Bird Other
Umd. nails . Fish . Huts _—___Kaolin pipes
— _ Gther —— P U S e
— . __ Buttons
—— Shell Marbles
§3MPLES . Oyster ____ DOther -
. Clam R ) —
. Mortar Coal — HMussels — e
Plaster Clinker _
T Brick ks Slag —____ Modified
Slate - Soil (Explain):

Terra cotta




II!III lIIII'} IlIIII ll'l.l lllll} l.llll lllll‘ .lllll ]!lll’ lll!.l 1llllll ‘Ill.' 'IIII' IIIII. ‘illll l.llll 'Illll 'Illli .IIII'

Project name: Charlottesville Route 29
Component (s) ¢ X Prehistoric

PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory

Cate znuarv £, 1929

Historic

Cultural
Periods

Site # - Site Name
Lot # 319
Fravenience Segment {i D

Recordar f(print last name) _D. Heck

LITHICS

# Flake Ca\euorx

Material Tvpe

Supervisor J. S. Stevens

Lz !Dlz ‘ Ch ‘ Ct

Other

Gr 1 Gl

Rh |Aru ' Ss

Compliete flake

Broken flake 1

Flake #ragment

[H

Debris

Chipped Stone Tools
Projectile point

Complete

Base

Midsection

L]

Tip

Biface

Complete | |

Fragment | ]

||

Blank

Early

Middiz

|11

Late

Draill

Complete

Fragmant

Scraper

Flaked Cobble Tool

[T T

Ground Stone &
Miscatlanzous

Axa2

C=1t

Mano

Milling stone

Hammerstone

Cora

CERAMICS

Total Total

Fabric-Impr
Town. Cord-Marked

Ware Type Rim  Body Ware/Tvpe Comments Floral & Faunal
E. Woodland
- Marcey Cresk Plain Bone
. Accokeesk Cord-Marked . L. mammal
— . FPopes Crk Net-Impr Tool
. Stony Creek Other
— _ Cord-Marked s, mammal
e Net-Impressed . Burd
Other: Fish
e Reptile
e Amphibian
Shell
M. Woodland Ovyster
Mo;Tley — Ciams
ain
. Cord-Marked Mussel
e Net—[m?ressed Modifi1ed
Albarmarle :
R Cord-Marked (Explain ¢
e Net-lmpressed
i Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
Other:
Seeds
L. Woodland Nuts
—.. Potomac Creek
—_— Plain
— Cord-Impressed
. Moyaone Other
— Plain
_ Cord-impressed
— Townsand
— Rappahannock

REN
RAIREERERRRRRR

L TETEEET

Albamarla Fabric-Ilmpr
Gther:

PROJECTILE POINT -TYFES

Material
Foint Tvpe (abbr)




Project name: Charlottesvilla Route 29

Componant (s) ¢ X _ Prehistoric

Histori

PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory

Site # Site Name

Lot # 132
Frovenience

_Searent {

Date __Januarv

12293

c

Cuttural
Periods

STP_2006

Recorder {(print last name)

LITHICS

# Flake Cateqory

Complete flake
Broken flake
Flake fragment
Debris

[TH

Chipped Stonae Tools

D. Heck

Projectile point
Complete
Base
Midsection
Tip

1]

Biface
Complete
Fragment

||

Blank
Early
Middle
Late

||

Drall
Complete
Fragmant

Scraper
Flaked Cobbla Tool

m

Ground Stone &
Miscallan2ous
Ax2
Calt
Mano
Milling stone
Hammarstana
Core

LT

Material Tvpe

Supervisor J. S. Stevers

Othe
Lz 'Gtz j Ch ICI Rh | Arag Ss l Gr 1 rE
1
| I | ] ] | 1
Lt | ] ] ! I}
] ] ! | ] ] 1 [
If | 1 ] i ! ] ! [

CERAMICS

Ware Type Ri

E
o
o
a0
<

Ware/Type Comments

Floral & Faupal

E. Woocdland

Marcey Cresk Plain

Accokeek Cord-Marked

Fopes Crk Net-Impr

Stony Creek
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed

Other:

LT
RN

M. Woodland
Mockley
Plain
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed
Albermarie
Cord-Marked
Net-lmpressed
Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
Other:

NERRRNY
RENRRRY

LTI

||
||

L. Woodland

Fotomac Creek
Plain
Cord-Impressed

Moyaone
Ptain
Cord-1mpressed

Townsend
Rappahannock

Fabric-1mpr

Town. Cord-Marked

Albamart2 Fabric-Impr

RARRRAR

Bone

L. mammal
Tool
Gther
S. mammal
Bird
Fish
Reptile
— . Amphibian

||

Sheltl

Ovster
Clams
Mussel

Mod:f1ed
(Explain):

FPROJECTILE POINT TYFES

|
T T
LT TEEHETT

Gther:
J— J— Material
Foint Tvpe (abbr)




Project names Charlottesvilla Roule 29 Pate _ Januarv &, 1233
Component {s) ¢ X._ Prehistoric Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Cultural
Site # Site Name Periods ____
Lot # 133
Frovenience Segment i STP_ 2010 Total Total
Recorder (print last name) D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type - Rim Body Ware/Tvpe Comments  Floral & Faunal

E. Woodland

LITHICS e Marcey Creask Plain Bone
. . ... Accokeek Cord-Markad T L. mammal
4 Flake Category ¥ateri1al Tvpe  __ ___ Fopes Crk Net-Impr T teol
' ' l l I l Other  ____ ___. stonyCresk Other
z otz jch lery 1 An jArg 1Ss 1Gr 11§ @ o I Cord-Marked "~ 5. mammal
. Net-Impressed T Bird
‘ Other: Fish
_1.. Complete flake 1 [ S Reptile
____  Broken flake e i e Amphibian
_1 _ Flake fragment 1 e o
e Debras Shell
M. Woodland T Ovster
Chipped Stonre Tools _ e . Mockley T Clams
Projectile point —_— - Plain T Mussel
Complete R, Cord-Harked I
____  Base e Net-Impressed - Mods: f1ed
Midsection e Albermarle - (Explain) 3
Tip e Cord-Mar ked
- S Net-lmpressed
Biface . . Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
___  Complete | R ] | ] I | 1 ] " Other:
. Fragment L1 ] ! ! ] [ T i o - Seeds
Blank e e
Early -
. Madls L. Woodland Nuts
— Late I Potomac Creek -
Plain -
pritt Cord-Impressed B ——
. Complate 1 | | ] ] ] 1 p 1 Moyaone Other
___ Fragmant I | i ] | ] ! 0] Plain -
Cord-impressed -
Scraper Towns2nd D —
Flakad Cobble Tool Rappahannock
Fabric—Impr

Town, Corg=-Marked

|
T T
T T
T EE T

Atbamarle Fabric-lmpr PROJECTILE POINT TYPES
Ground Stone & Other:
Misczllanaous Material
Axa ] Point Tvpe {abbr)
Calt !
Mano
Mitling stone -ﬁ—_—_—————_
Hammerstone

Core

T




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Date __Januarvy &, 1239
Componant (s) @ X Prehastoric Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
. Cultural
Site # Site Name Periods
Lot # 146
Frovemence Segment i STP 2021 ’ Total Total
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck . Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type Rim Body Ware/Type Comments Floral & Faunal

E. Woodland
LITHICS i Marcey Creek Plain Bone

e e Accokeek Cord-Markad T L. mammal
%  Flake Category Material Tvoe . T T T popes Crk Net-Impr . Tool
L | ' | Other . . ... sStony Creek Other
2 otz fcn fcy 1 An lArg ISs t6r 1 2] & __ __ __-. . Cord-Marked TS, mammal
R, Net-Impressed - B;rd
Other: T Fish
1~ Complete flake 1 J Reptite
_1__  Broken flake 1 e - i
__. Flake fragment T T —— Amphib1an
Debris .
M. Woodland - Shg:;'er
Chipped-Stone Tools — . Mocktey T Clams
Projectile point e Plain T Mussel
Complete i Cord-Marked .
Base N S Net-Impressad R Mod: f1ed
Midsection — e e . PAlbermarle - (Explain) ¢
. Tip I Cord~Mar ked
R, Net-lmpressed
Biface . . . s5tony Creek Fabric-Impr
____ Complete { | ] | | ] | 1 1 Others
. Fragment Ll ! ! I ! ‘ [ 1] _— _ Seeds
Blank -
Early - -
____  ™Mgddle L. Woodland Nuts
Late Fotomac Creek -
Plain - T
Dratl Cord-Impressed -
Complate I 1 | | | | ] I L1 i Moyaone Gther
Fragmant 1 ] | ! I ! I [ Plain -
Cord-lmpressed e
Scraper Townsand -
Flaked Cobble Tool kappahannock

Fabric-1mpr
Town. Cord-Marked

N

|
T LT
L TE T
L T

Albamarle Fabric-lmpr PROJECTILE POINT TYPES
Ground Stone & Other:
Miscallansous [ . Material
Ax2 O Point Tvpe tabbr)
Calt P
Mano
Mi1lting stona
Hammerstone

Cora

[T




Praject name: Charlottzsville Route 23 Date _Jansarv 6. 1939
Component (s) 3 Prehistoric _X Historic SLASS
HISTORIC Artifact Inventory # Type Description
Site ¥ Site Name Container
Lot # 147 DKGWB
Provenience _Seqment i STP. 2029
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens T BG [HT fcsicC| FA
Pat. med.
Liguor
CERAMICS Soda
ther
8 _Ware Tyoe Description
Tin-alazed
White salt-oglazad sw Tabtle glass M3
Plain
HP 1 TP | SE AN | PL Pressed
Creamwar2 Cut
—— _ Other
. Pearluware ———
—.  Whmiteware
— Lighting
_ Ironstone2
:::: fief. earthanware
- MISCELLANEOUS
... Stoneware
R # Matarial Descriotion
___ Ungol, earthenware
— Organic
—_ Gt. sarthenware Leather
—_— ___ Cleth
__ Yellowwara Wood
— FRockingham
. Hard-paste porceslain Matal
.. Bore china : Iron
— Cooper "allay
— Tin
Pewter
5TRUCTURAL FLORAL & FAUNAL T Siiver
- — . bLead
____ dindow glass — Bone i Sezds
Wrought nails — L. mammal B —
1. Cut narls . 5. mammal o —_
o Wire-nails — Bird Other
___ Umd. nails — Fish — Nuts  _ Kaolin pipes
. Gther —_— e —— ————en
. — ——— Buttons
. Shell ’ Marbles
§AMPLES o QOyster ____ Other —
— e Clonm [, —
. Mortar Coal e Mussels — e
Ptastar Clinker o
T Brick T slag —. Hodified
- Slate So1l (Explain) :

Terra cotta



Fabric-Impr
Town. Cord-Marked

Project mame: Charlottesville Route 29 Date __January 6, 1929
Componant(s): _Xx Prehistoric __Historic
PREMISTORIC ‘Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Cuttural
Site # Site Name Pariods
Lot & 322
Provenience _Segment m STP 37 Total Total
Recorder (print tast name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type Rim Body Ware/Tvpe Comments Floral & Faunal
E. Woodland
LITHICS : I Marcey Creek Plain Bone
Accokeek Cord-Markad -
M Flake Catogory Material Tvoe T T T T Fopes Crk Net-Impr L-Tg:Tmal
L | ' ' ' I Other o Stony Creek T Other
2 10tz Jch JCU | Rh Varg [Ss [Ge 11 | & — o  Cord-Marked T3, mammal
— Net-Impressed T Bird
Other: T Fish
2 Complete flake 2 e - Reptile

Brokan flake -

5 Flake fragment 5 e e —— Amphibian

Debris :

: . Woodland - Shgiéter
Chipped Stone Tools — i e . Mockley T Class
Projectile point —— e — Plain Mussel

Complete P Cord-Harked —

Base . Net-Impressed T Modified

Midsection - e e e . Albermarle - (Explain)s

. Tip P, Cord-Marked
R Net-lmpressed
Biface ' Stony Creek Fabric-lmpr
. tComplete | | | | ! ] ] | ! ] Other:
___ Fragment | | | i I 1 1 1] . o Seeds
Blank - = T

Early ! -

Middie ! L. Woodland Nuts

Late ! —_— Potomac Creek -

—— Plain R
Dritl [ | ' | 1 ' ' I ; - —— Cord-Impressed e —
Complete Moyaone
Fragmasnt | I 1 | | i ] [ - Plain —— Dther
—_— Cord-1mpressed D
Scraper ! I Townseand -
Flaked Cobble Tool . Rappahannock

1]

|
L T
T T

Albzmarla Fabric-Imor PROJECTILE POINT TYEES
Ground Stone & Other:
Miscallansous I Material
Axa | Foint Tvoe (abbr)
Calt
Mano
Milling stone
Hammerstona
Core




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29

Component (s) X Prehistoric Historic

PREHMISTORIC Artifact Inventory

Date

Cultural
Site # Site Name Peripds
Lot # 323
Provenience _Segment _m STP 40 . .
Recorder (print. last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevers

LITHICS

Flake Category

Matertal Tvpe

lc

————t e E e

l:z ‘th lcn lcn

Rh | Arg I Ss ! Gr |

Complete flake

Broken flake

Flake fragment 1

Debris

Chipped Stone Tools
Projectile point

Complete

Base

Midsection

Tip

Biface

Complete I ! ]

Fraoment | ] ]

Blank

Early

Middie

||

Late

Drall

Complete

|

-
Fragment 1 i f

Sgraper

Flaked Cobble Tool

m

Ground Store &
Miscallansous

Ax2

Celt

Mano

Millang stone

Hammarstone

Core

LT

Rim

Ware/Tvpe

Commznts

Floral & Faunal

|

IR R R

RRRRRRN

|
L TETEET

1]

REENERRRRRY

||

]

T T

[T
LTI

||

RENNRRR

e

E. Woodland

Marcey Creek Plain

Accokeek Cord-Marked

Fopes Crk Net-Impr

Stony Creek
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed

Other:

M. Woodland
Mock ley
Plain
Cord—-tarked
Net-Impressed
Albermarle
Cord-Marked
Net-1mpreassed
Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
Other:

L. Woodland
Fotomac Creek
Plain
Cord-1mpressed
Moyaone
Plain
Cord-Impressed
Townsend
Rappahannock
Fabric-Impr
Town. Cord-Marked
Albamarle Fabric-Impr
Gther:

Bone

L. mammatl

|

Tool
Other

S. mammal

Bird
Fish

1]

Sheltl

:

Reptile
Amphibian

Oyster

|11

Clams
Mussel

Modified

(Explain):

Seeds

Nuts

B S ———

" Other

PROJECTILE POINT TYPES

Soint Tvpe

Material
(abbr)




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Date _ Januzrv &, 1973

Componant (s) ¢ X __ Prehistoric Historic

PREMISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Culturatl

Site # - Site Name Periods

tot # __324.

FProvemence STP 13 Total Total

Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck

Supervisor J. S.

Ware

Type

Rim

Body Ware/Tvpe

Comments

Floral & Faunatl

E., Woodland

LITHICS — i ., Marcey Creek Plain Bane
e ... Accokeek Cord-Marked T L. mammal
4 Flake Category Material Tvoe —— . Fopes Crk Net-Impr T Yool
k | ' I ' Other . Stony Creek Other
z lotz Jch | €V [ Rh {Arg |Ss 16r j.1 | & - - Cord-Marked —s. ma;ma‘
T Net-Impressed 7 Bird
Other: T Fish
Complete flake e — Reptile
Broken flake [ - Amphibian
Flake fragment [ -
1 Debris 1 Shell
M. Woodland " Dvster
Chipped Stone Tools e Mockley Clams
Projectile point S Plain Mussel
Complete [, Cord-Marked -
Base o Net-Impressed T Modified
Midsection —ee . _._ Alpermarile - (Explain) :
Tip | T 7 cord-Marked
I, Net-1mpressed
Biface e e Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
Complete { | ! ! ! ! | | Other:
Fragment i ] i | ! ! [ . e Szeds
Blank — —— — —_—
Early ] —_—
Middls ! L. Woodland Nuts
Late ! _— FPotomac Creek -
e Plain
Dritl . _ Cord-Impressed -
Complate | | | | ] | i 1 - Moyaone Giher
Fragmant T N I N —_ Plain —_
_— Cord-Impressed -
Seraper e Townsend -
Flaked Cobble Tool . kappahannock

1]

T T

Fabric-Impr
Town. Cord-Marked
Albemarle Fabric-Impr

L TEHTTT

PROJECTILE POINT TYSES

Ground Stone & Other:
Misceltansous Material
Aix= ! Foint Tvoe (abbr)
€21t
Mapo
Miriling stone
Hammar stona ! N
Corz !
|
- 1




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29

Componant (s) ¢ X _Prehastoric
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory

Site Name

Historic

Ca

-
g

anuar

v A,

Cultural
Pariads

Lot # 327

Frovemence Segment. ¢ STP 33

Recordaer {print last name) D. Heck

LITHICS

Flake Catzgory

Material Tvpa

Supervisor J. S. Stevers

Ia

Lz 'th l Ch

ICI ’ Rh

Arg '

s

S

Gr

Othar

=

Complete flake

Broken flake 1

Flake fragment

[TH

Debris

Chipped Stone Tools
Projectile point

Complete

Base

Midsection

RN

Tip

Biface

Complete | |

Fragment | |

L

Blank

Earty

Middie

1]

tate

Dratt

Complate i ] |

Fragment | | I

Scraper

Flaked Cobble Tool

[T

Ground Stone &
Misc2llan2ous

Axa

Calt

Mano

Milling ston2

Hammerstone

Cora

Body

Ware/Type

Commantsg Floral & Faunal

|

REERRRNNY

1]

T T
LT THHETT
T THEETT

REEEREY
RENARERY

RARRRRY

RRRNERRRNNY

E. Woodland

Marcey Cresk Plain

Accokeek Cord-Marked

Popes Erk Net-Impr

Stony Creek
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed

Other:

M. Woodland

Mock ley
Plain
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed

Albermarle
Cord-Marked
Nat-Impressed

Stony Creek Fabric-lmpr

Other:

L. Woodtand

Potomac Creek
Plain
Cord-Impressed

Moyaone )
Plain
Cord-1lmpressed

Towns=2nd
Rappahannock

Fabric-lImpr

Town. Cord-Marked

Albamarle Fabric-lmpr

Other:

___ Bore

L. mammal
Tool
Other
. mammal
Bird
Fish
Reptile
Amphibian

|

|

Shell
Oyster
Clams
Mussel

Modi4:ed
(Explain):

FROJECTILE POINT TYPES

Material

Point Tvoa tabbr).




Project name: Charlottesvillie Route 29 Date _ January €, 1923
Component(s): _X Prehistoric Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact. Inventory CERAMICS
Cutturat
Site # Site Name Pzriods
Lot # 326
Provanience Seaqment o STP_1Q6Q Total Totatl
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Typs Rim Body Ware/Tvpe Commants Floral & Faunal

' €. Woodland
LITHICS Marcey Creek Plain Bone
' Accokeek Cord-Marked j

Fabrac-Impr
Town. Cord-Marked

e i e e L. mammal
# Flake Cateaory Materjal Tvpe IR Fopes Crk Net-Impr Tool
| l ’ I I l Other - . Stony Creek T Other
z 9tz Jch Jcrt I rh [Arg 1S5 FGreb 1 | & e Cord-Marked T S. mammal
. Net-Impressad Bird
Other: Fish
Complete flake — e e e - Reptile
1 Broken. flake 1 L e —— Amphibian
Flake fragment J -
Debris Shell
M. Woodland - Oyster
Chipped Stone Tools e . ____ Mockley Clams
Projectile point P Plain Mussel
Complete e Cord-Marked
Base I ST Net-Impressad Mod1 f:1ed
Midsection i Atbermarle (Explam) :
Tip i Cord-~Mar ked
I Net-Impressed
Biface —— . . Stony Creek Fabric~Impr
Complete = ] | ] | 1 L1 | Other:
__. . Fragment l | 1 { ! ! ! [ - —— - Seeds
Blank o e
Eartly ! D —
Middie ! L. Woodland Nuts
Late ! . Fotomac Creek
Plain -
Drill Cord-Impressed R
Complate R ! I [ ! ] i 1 | Moyaone Other
Fragmant | 1 ] ! i ] ! ] [T Plain
Cord-1mpressed - - T
Scraper Townsend T e
Flaked Ceobbia Tool kappahannock

|
L TR
T TEHEEET
T T

Albz2martas Fabric-Impr PROJECTILE POINT TYPES
Ground Store & Gther:
Miscatlanzous ; Material
Ax2 FPoint Tvpe {abbr)
Calt ——— — Nl _YorR.
Mano
Milting ston2
Hammarstora !

Core

T




Januarv €, 12293

Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Date

Componant(s): X Prehistoric Historic

PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Cultural

Site Name Pariods

Site #
Lot # 120

Frovemence _Segment o

STP 1019

Recordar (print last name) _D. Heck

LITHICS

4 Flake Category

Complete flake
Broken flake
Flake fragment
Debris

| Fh

Chipped Stone Tools
Projectile point
Complete
Base
Midsection
Tip

1]

Biface
Complete
Fragment

||

Blank
Early
Middle
Late

1]

Dritl
Complete
Fragmant

Scraper
Filaked Cobbla Tool

1] ]

Ground. Store &
Misczllansous
Ax2

Catt

Mano

Mi1iling stone
Hammarstona
Cara

T

Material Tvoe

Supervisor J. S. Stevens

,Lz lOtz l Ch l cl . Rh | Ara ' Ss ' Gr ?t?gr
e
|
i
E 1

Total Total
Ware .Type

Rim

Sody Ware/Tvpe

Floral & Faunal

L T

L TEEEEEET TEE THET
|| RURRERNY
T

e

L TR
[T TEETTTT
IR

RERRRER

E. Woodland
Marcey Cre=k Plain
Accokeek Cord-Marked
fPopes Crk Net-Impr
+ Stony Creek
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed
Other:

M, Woodland
Mockley
Plain
Cord-Harked
Net-Impressad
Albarmarle
Cord-Mar ked
Net-1mpressed
Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
Other: :

L TETEET

L. Woodland

Potomac Creek
Plain
Cord-Impressed

Moyaone
Plain
Cord-Imprassed

Townsend
fappahannock

Fabric~-Impr

Town. Cord-Marked

Atbamarl2 Fabric-impr

Other:

Bone

) L. mammatl

Tool

Other
S. mammatl
Bird
Fish
Reptile
Amphibian

|

Shell
Oyster
Clams
Mussel

Modified
(Explain):

FROJECTILE POINT TYPES

Matarial

Foint Tvpe tabbr)




Project nase:  Charlottesville Route 29

Component(s): _x _ Prehistoric
PREHISTORIL Artifact Inventory

Site # Site Name

Date January &, 1929

Historic

Cultural
Peripds

Lot # £5
Frovenience Segment o

Recordsr (print last name) D, Heck

LITHICS

4 Flake Category

Material Tvpe

Supervisor J. S. Stevers

Lz iD(z ‘ Ch I cl

l l Other
Arag Ss Gr 1 2

Rh

Cemplete flake 1

Broken flake

Flaka fragment

[TF

Dabris

Chipced Stone Tools
Projectile point

Complete

Bass

Midsection

1]

Tip

Bifaca

Complete { |

||

Fragment I |

Slank

Early

Migdla

1]

Lste

frall
Carplate { ]

Fragment 1 [

Scrapar

Flaked Cobble Tool

m

Ground Store &
Misz2{lanzcus

Axa

€alt

Mano

#i1lling stone

Hamearstone

Cars

[T

CERAMICS e
Total Total
Ware Type Rim Body Ware/Tvpe Comments

Floral & Faunal

RUINERRRRNY
RENNRRRRRNY
RN

|
L T
L T
L T

ne

[T THHT
RRENRRE

E. Woodland

Marcey Creek Plain

Accokeek Cord-Marked

Fopes Crk Net-Impr

Stony Cresk
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed

Dther:

M. Woodland
"Mockley
Plain
Cord-Harked
Net-Impressed
Albarmarle
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed
Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
Other:

L. Woodland
Potomac Cresk
Plain
Card-Impressad
Moyaone
Ptain
Cord-Impressed
Townsand
Rappahannock
Fabrigc=-Impr
Jown. Cord-Marked
Albamarte Fabric-Impr

Bone

L. mammal
Tool
Other
S. mammal
Bird
Fish
Reptile
Amphibian

Shell

Ovster
Clams
Mussel

Modified
(Explain}:

PROJECTILE PCINT TYPES

Gther:

Material

Foint Tvpe - tabbr)




Projact name: Charlottesville Route 29

Componentis): _X__ Prehistoric __Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory

* Cultural
Site # Site Name Periods
Lot .4 325
Frovenience Segment 1t STP 14

Supervisor J. 5. Stevens

T

Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck

LITHICS

Mater1al Tvoe

| I l Other
: lorz Jcn lci | an Grlll.’:!

Complete flake |
Broken flake 1
Flake fragment
Debris

4 Flake Category

Arg 'Ss

[1H

Chipped Stone Tools
Projectile point
Complete
Bas2
Midsection
Tip

Bifaca
Complete
Fraament

||

Blank
Early |
Migdle |
Late {

1]

Dritl
Complete 1 | | | | ]
Fragment { | | I ] ] ] 1 [

L]

Scraper
Flakad Cobble Tool

i

Ground Stone &
tlanaous

Mitling stone
Hamrerstona
Core

T

[
n
b
»
=X
=
©
('

Total Total
Ware Type Rim Body

Ware/Type

Commants Floral & Faunal

|
[THETTT
NERRRER
RURRRRR

||
||
||

l

[THTTT

|
T T
T T

]

|

E. Woodland

Marcey Cresk Plain

Accokeek Cord-Markad

Fopes Crk Net-Impr

Stony Creek
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed

Other:

M. Woodland
Mockley
Plain
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed
Albarmarle
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed
Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
Other:

L. Woodland
Fotomac Creck
Plain
Cord-Impressed
Movaone
Plain
Cord-Impressed
Townsand
Rappahannock
Fabric~impr
Town. Lord-Marked
Albamarle Fabric-Impr
Other:

Eone
L. mammal
Tool
Other
S. mammal
Bird
Fish
Reptile
Amphibian

|

111

Shell
Ovster
Clams
Mussel

1]

Modi faied
(Explain):

Seeds

Nuts

||

Other

PROJECTILE POINT TYPES

Material
Foint Tvpe tabbr)




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Date __Januarv &, 1929
Component (s) ¢ X _ Prehistoric . Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Cultural
Site # ____ . Site Name Periods
Lot & 328
Provenience __Segment 'y STP 2 _SE Quad Total Total
Recorder ({print last name) D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type Rim Body Ware/Tvpe Comments Floral & Fgaunal
E. Woodland
LITHICS ) ___. Marcey Cre=ak Plain Bone
. Accokeek Cord-Marked ) T L. mammal
% Flake Catesgory Material Type .. FPopes Crk Net-Impr Tool
L I ] l ] ’ ‘ Other - . Stony Creck Other
2 _iotz Jch | €1 [Rh jArg §Ss [Gr [ 1] & __ . Cord-Marked 5. mammal
R Net-Impressed I B;rd
Other : T Fish
. Complete flake — - Reptile
_1_  Broken flake 1 e S - Amphibian
Flake fragment e N, .
Debris . Shell
M. Woodland T Dvster
Chipped Stone Tools . Mockley Clamsg
Projectile point e Plain " Mussel
Complete — Cord-Marked §
Base R Net-Impressed - Modified
Midsection . Albermarle R (Explain)
Tip — Cord-Marked
R Net-lmpressed
Biface ___ Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
Complete | | | | ] 1 { P11 Other:
Fragment | i | I ] ! { [ o Sesds
Blank — : S
Early / -
Middle ! L. Woodland Nuts
Late { Folomac Creek -
‘ Plain -
Brill r ‘ 7 l ' T I ] | ’ | Cord-Impressed [ —
Complete N . Moyaone
Fragment L1 L ] ] ! ] ! [ Plain — Other
Cord-impressed _— T
Scraper Townsend e ——
_..  Flaked Cobble Tool Rappahannock
Fabric—-Impr

Town. Cord-Marked

|
RRRRRERRRARARY
ARIRRIRARRRENY
T HE T

Albamarle Fabric-Impr - PRIJECTILE POINT Tyegs
" Ground Stone & Other:
Miscatlan2ous Materiatl
P a— [ Point Tvpe (abhr)
Calt —
Mano
Milling stone
Hammerstona

Core / !

LT




Project name: Charlottesvilla Route 29 Date __January &, 19293
Componznt (s): X_ Prshistoric Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Culturatl
Site # Site Name Periods
Lot # __ 184
Frovemence Segment + STP 1078 Total Total
Recorder {print last name) D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type Rim Body Ware/Tvpe Commants Floral & Faunal

E. Woodland
LITHICS Marcey Cregk Plain
Accokeek Cord-Marked L. mammal
Fopes Erk Net-Impr Tool
Stony Creek Other
Cord-Marked 3
Net-Impressed

Bone

# Flake Category Mater1al Tvpe

l]z IOtz lCh ICI ’Rh 'Arn

I Dther
Ss 1 Gr {1 | &

S. mammal

RENNERARY
RENERREY

Bird
Other: Fish
. Complete flake - Reptile
.. ~Broken flake I PRI, Amphibian
1 Flake fragment 1 — PR
——_ Debris - Shetl
M. Woodland ODvster
Chipped Stone Tools - . Mockley Clams
Projectile point - N Plain " Mussel
____ Complete o I Cord-Harked -
. Base e Net-Impressed ~ " Modified
Midsection — _ Albermarte T (Explaim s
___ .Tip . — Cord-Marked
—_— Net-Impressed
Biface . Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
____  Compleie L1 | ! ! | [ . Other:
1 . Fragment I | ] ] 1 ! ! J e — Seads
Blank —— — — —— _
— . Early ——
____  Madle L. Woodland Nuts
Late . Potomac Cresk —
- Plain T
Drall — i Cord-Impressad I —
Complete 1 | | I i IO T S —._ Moyaone Other
Fragment { 1 | | 1 | i [ T T T Plam —
. I A Cord-Impressed —
Scraper i . Townsend I
Flaked Cobble Toot ! o Rappahannock
_ ! Fabric~Impr
— I — Town. Cord-Marked
e e Albamartz Fabric-Impr FROJECTILE POINT TYPES
Ground Stone & Gthar:
Miscellansous — —_ Material
Axa o Point Tvpe (abbr)
ot e
. Mano
Milling stone
Hammer stona T
Core




Date _ January 6, 1939

Project name: Charlottasville Route 29

Componant (s) % . Prehistoric Historic

PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Cultural
Site # Site Name Periods
Lot # 185 b
Frovenience Seament t STP_1084 Total Total
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type Rim Body Ware/Tvpe Comments Floral & Faunal

E. Woodland

Fabric~Impr

LITHICS . __._ Marcey Creek Plain Bone
- . e . Accokeek Cord-Marked T L. mammal
% Flake Category Material Tyoe " Fopes Crk Net-lepr Tool
L ' ! ' Other e ___ ____ Stony Creek Other
2 otz Jcn lecr [ rRh larg | Ss 16r 1] — e ___ - Cord-Marked 5. mammal
e Net-Impressed T Bird
Other: T Fish
_1_ Complete flake 1 — Reptile
. Broken flake [ S
. Flake fragment e i Amphibian
Debris Shell
M. Woodland T Dyster
Chipped Stone Tools e e Mockley T Clams
Projectile point - " .~ Plain T Mussel
Complete s Cord-Marked R
Base RS Net-Impressed - Modified
Midsection et e e’ ewn—. - Rlbermarle T (Explaind:
Tip ! Y _...  Cord-Marked
- S Net-Impressed
Biface e e ___._ Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
Complete I | | | | ] ] | | —_] Other:s
—  Fragment | ] | ] ] ! { ! L e Seeds
Blank o : : -
. Early , — -
e Middle L. Woodland Nuts
Late —.. Fotomac Creek
S Plain -
Dratll ' ' ’ ' ' | I ; ' ] — Cord-Impressed -
- Complete Moyaone !
Fragment I | ] i ] | ! ] I - ;‘axn Other
— Cord-1mpressed I e
Scraper ___  Townsend T T
Flaked Cobble Tool . Rkappahannock

|
L TR
E T

Town. Cord-Marked
Albzmarle Fabric-Impr

PROJECTILE POINT TYPES

Ground Store & Gther:

Misc2llansous Material
Ax2 ! Foint Tvpe (abbr)
Ceolt —

Mano

Mitling stone ————
Hammer stone T

Core

T




January &, 1929

Project name: Charlottesvilla Route 29 Date

Component (s) X _ Prehistoric Historic -

PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory
Cultural

Site Name Periods

Lot # 24
Frovenience
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck

STP 217

LITHICS

Matzrial Tvpe

4 Flake Category

Supervisor J. S. Stevenrs

Other
Gr |1 | &

Lz Iﬁtz I th ] Ct l Rh

Arag ' Ss

Complete flake
Broken flake
Flake fragment
Debris

[

Chipped Stone Tools
Projectile point
Complete
Base
Midsection
Tip

]

Biface
Complete
Fragment 1 | | i { | ] | |

Ll

Blank
Early | |
Middls 1 {
Late ! t {

1]

Brill
Complete |

Fragment | ] | ] | ] ] | ! [

Scraper 1
Flaked Cobble Tool

[HTE

Ground Stone %
Miscallan2ous

Ax2 | ]

Ca1t

Manp

Milling stone

Hammarstona

Cora

R

CERAMICS

Body Ware/Tvpe Comments

Floral & Faunal

|

E. Woodland

Marcey Cresk Plain

Accokeek Cord-Marked

Fopes Crk Net-Impr

Stony Creek
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed

Other:

M. Woodland

Mock ley
Plain
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressad

Albermarle

|
L T
L TTEEHT
T T

ne

||

Cord-Marked
N=t-Impressed
Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
Gther:

L. Woodland

Potomac Creek
Plain
Cord-Imprecsed

Moyaone
Plain
Cord-lmpresssd

Townsand
Rappahannock

Fabric-Impr

Town. Cord-Marksd

Atbamarte Fabric-Impr

Bone
L. mammal
Tool
Other
S. mammal
Bird
Fish
Reptile
Amphibian

: Shell

Oyster
Clams
Mussel

Modified
(Explain)

PROJECTILE POINT TyeES

Other:

Material

Point Tvpa (abhr)




January 6, 1229

Project name: Charlottesvilla Route 29 Date

Componant (s): X. Prehistoric Historic

PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Cultural
Site # Site Name Periods
Lot # 84
Provenience Seament bb Total Total
Recordar (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Typ2 Rim FBody Ware/Tvpe Cormaents Floral & Faunal

6round Stone &

Misc=1lan=ous

E. Woodland

Town, Cord-Marked
Alb2marle Fabric-lmpr
Other:

FROJECTILE POINT Tyrcs

Material

LITHICS — .. Marcey Creek Plain Bona
— oo Accokeek Cord-Marked T L. mammal
% Flake Category Material Tvoe -~ ____ ropes Crk Net-lmpr Tool
I ' l l Other ¢ __._ Stony Creek Other
52 otz Jen Jci 1 re larg {8s 1or 1T € T T T Cord-Marked 5. mammal
e Net-Impressed T Bird
Other: T Fish
2 Complete flake 2 e et —— Reptile
Broken flake —_— - Amphibian
Flake fragment —— — i
Debris . Shell
M. Woodland - Ovster
Chipped Stone Tools . Mockley Clams
Projectile point — I Plain T Mussel
Complete [ Cord-Marked —
. Base U Net-Impressad I Modified
Midsection R .. Albermarle T (Explaini:
Tip e Cord-Mar ked
T Net-impressad
Biface - o . -Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
Complete { I | 1 Other:
Fragment | [ ! I ] —_— Seads
Blank —_ — R
Early D —
Middle L. Woodland Nuts
Late - i ___. -Fotomac Cresk -
- - Plain -
Drall I Cord-Impressed R
Complete | ! ! ! [ :::: . —._ Movaone Other
Fragmant | i ! ! I J e Plain
el Cord-Impressed -
Seraper —— .. Townsand -
Flaked Cobble Tool e kappahannock
Fabric-Impr

e
[

Ax2 Point Tvpe tabbr)
Catt i ——— tanar)
Mano
Milling stone
Hammarstone
Core

———




Town. Cord-Marked

Project nama: Charlottesville Route 29 Date __January &, 1229
Componznt(s): _x Prehistoric ____Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Cultural
Site # _______ Site Name Periods __ .
Lot # 4
Frovenience Seament. o STP_34 Total Total
Recordar (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Typ2 Rim . Body Ware/Tvpe Cormants Floral & Faunal
E. Woodland
LITHICS e Marcey Cre=k Plain Bone
T o __._ Accokeek Cord-Markad T L. mammal
8 Flake Category Material Tvoe T T T T Fopes Crk Net-Impr Tool
| l ' Other e e . stony Creek Other
2z 1otz ' ch lcr | An JArg §8s 16 41 | & e Cord-Marked T 5. mammal
e Net-Impressed 7 Bird
Other: T Fish
1 Ccmplete flake 1 T - Reptile
Broken flake — —— —— —— Amphibian
Flake fragment e i —— —— -
e Debris : Shell
M. Woodland T dvster
Chipped Stone Tools S Mockley T Clams
Projectite point e Plain T Mussel
Complete R Cord-Marked
Basa o Net~Impressad " Modifiegd
Midsection — . __._ Albarmarle T Explain :
Tip e Cord-Marked
* e Net-Impressed
Bifaca Y— e i —.. Stony Creek Fabric-lmpr
Comalate | i | | ] [ L. Other:
Fragmant | | | ] | ] ] I ] e Seads
Blank :::: P
Early
Middlz L. Woodland Nuts
Late : — e Potomac Cresk -
e Plain o
Dratl _ . ___ Cord-lmpressed T
Complate | I ] | [ | ) | . ___ toyaone Other
Fragmant 1 ] ] | I ] i [ - . . Plain -
S Cord-Impressad T
Scraper S S Townsz2nd T
Flaked Cobble Tool R Rappahannock
Fabric-Impr

Albsmarle Fabric-impr PROJECTILE POINT TYEES
Ground Stone & Others
Miszellaraous Material
PR | Point Tvpe (abbr)
Calt ! =
Mano .
Mitting stone
Hamrarstone

Cora |

LT




Unid. nails Fish Nuts Kaglin pipes

Project namet Charlottessvillas Route 29 Data _Januarv 6. 1239
Component (s) s - Prehistoric X _Historic SLASS
HISTORIC Artifact Inventory 4 Type Description
Site # Sita Name 2 Container
Lot # 75 DKGWB
Provenience Segment cc STP 35
Recorder {(print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S§. Stevens MT BG | HT | CS | CC | FA
Pat. med.
Liguor
CERAMICS Soda
-2 Other ~Clear Bodysherds
) Ware Tvoe Description , erds
Tin-glazed
White salt-glazad sw 1 Table gtass MG
Plain
. HP | TP | SE AN | PL 1 Pressed
Creamware Cut
—— . Other
Fear lware
Whiteware
—— Lighting
Ironstong
Ref, earthenware
— . MISCELLANEDUS
Stonaware
—— # Material Description
Unal. earthenware ,
. drganic
61, earthenware : Leather
_— Cloth
Yellowwar2 Wood
Rock:ngham
Hard-paste porcelaxn Metal
Bore china Iran
Cooper _alloy
J— . Tin
FLORAL & FAUNA — Peuter
STAUCTURAL FLORAL & FAUNAL Silver
- Lead
Window glass o bBone . 322ds A
Wrought nails —— L. mammal —
Cut mails . 5. mammal R, —_—
Wire nails — Bird ather

[T

Other — ———————— -
ahell —_—— — Buttons
-3 .
— - Marples
§aMPLES Oyster Other I
— Clam —
Mortar Coal — Mussels —— — i -
Plaster Clinker —
Brick Slag —m Modifaed
Slate Soul (Explainy: N

Terra cotta




Project name: Charlottesvilla Route 29 Pate __Jznuary &, 1983

Component (s) @ X__ Prehistoric Historic

PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory

Cultural
Site # - Site Name Periods
Lot # 76 ’
Provenience Seament &c STP 38 Total Teoal
Recorder (print last name) D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevers Wara Tvze Rim bBody Ware/Tvpe Comments Floral & Faunal

. E. Woodland
LITHICS Marcey Creek Plain

Town. Cord-Marked

— — —— —— —_ Bone
—— Accokeek Cord-Marked L. mammal
%  Flake Category Material Tvoe T ___ ropes Crk Net-Impr Tool
L I ' ] ' l Other Y— e ____ Stony Cresk Other
z Btz jCh | C1 Rh | Ara Ss_i Gr 1 c| o Cord-Marked S. mammal
e Net-Impressed Bird
Other: Fish
1 Complete flake 1 ! — e e —— Reptitle
Broken flake . e i Amphibian
_._. . Flake fragment e ——— — e —_—
Debris k : Shell
M. Woodland T Dyster
Chipped Stone Tools —_— e e . Mockley Clams
Projectile point — —— Plain Mussel
Complete e Cord-Marked
Base R Net-Impressed Modi141ed
HMidsection . Albermarle (Explain):
Tip e Cord-Marked
S Net-1mpressed
Biface Y . ___. Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
Completa ! I ] 1 | | | 11 ‘ Other:
—  Fragment | i | ] i ] | ! I J — — —— —a Seeds
Blank — e et e
Early | .
—_.  Maddle ! L. Woodland Nuts
Late ! . ___ .__. Potomac Creek
; o Plain T
Dritt ' . ' I ' I T ' ' ™ IR Cord-Impressad —
Complete - Moyaone
Fragmant | ] 1 ] | | I [T _ ___ __ etam — Otner
- . Cord-Impressed T
Scraper e Townsend -
Flaked Cobbla Tool — Rappahannock
Fabric~Impr

Albamarta2 Fabric-Impr PRQJECTILE POINT TYEES
Ground Store & Other:
Miscallan2ous . Material
Axa ! Foint Tvpa (abbr)
C21t
Mano
M1iling stone
Hammerstona i !
Cora




Project name: Charlottesvilla Route 29 " pate _ Januarv €, 1973
Component {s): X__ Prehistoric Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Cultural
Site & Site Name Periods
Lot # 77
Frovenience Segmerst cc STP 44 Total Total
Recorder (print last name) D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Steverns | Ware Type Rim EBody Ware/Tvpe Comaents Floral & Faupnal

€. Woodland
LITHICS ) Marcey Creak Plain Bone
Accokeek Cord-Marked

— e e e L. mammal
4  Flake Category Material Tvoe T ___ FPopes Crk Net-Impr Tool
' ' I ‘ | Other . ____ .__ Stony Cresk Other
3z otz | ch Jel [ Rh lara 15s 16r |1} & - - - - Cord-Marked -3, ma;ma]
— Net-Impressed T Bird
Other: Fish
—. Complete flake e et e — Reptile
Broken flake —— ——— ——— — Amphibian
1 Flake fragment 1 JE T S -
o Debris : - Shell
M. Woodland T gyster
Chipped Stone Tools - Mockley Clams
Projectile point I Plain T Mussel
Complete —— Cord-Marked -
. Base R Net-Impressed - Mod:dfied
Midsection ___ Albermarle T (Explaind:
Tip e Cord-Marked
— Net-Impressed
Biface . ____ _.__ Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
Complete I ] i | ] i | 1 Other :
____ Fragment | ] | | | I | ! r_J e Seeds
Blank P 0
— Early ! ! -
Middle I ! L. Woodland Nuts
Late ! ! . ____ Potomac Creek —
U, Ptain
Dritl e Cord-Impressed -
Complete 1 ] | | ! I ! [ . ‘Moyaone Giher
Fragmant | ! ] ] i ! I ! ! / J S Plain —
e Cord-Impressed -
Scraper ! ! ! . Townsand -
Flaked Cobble Teol | — Rappahannock
! Fabric-lmpr
! Town. Cord-Markad
___ . Albzmarle Fabric-lmpr PROJECTILE POINT TyPES
Ground Stone & Other:
Miss2llaraous I, Material
Ax2 ) I i Paint Tvpe (abbr)
e E21t [ e
e Mano
Milling stone
. Hammerstcne
. Core




- B N NE Bn WE 2 EE EB T W A A BN B B G T .

Project name: Charlottzzvilla Reoute 29 Data _Jarcary 6. 1229
Componznt{s) ¢ : Przhistoric X Historic BLASS
HISTCRIC Artifact Inventory # Type Description
Site # Sita Name : 13 Container
tot-# __ 78 DKGWB
Provenienc2 Seament ¢C STP 49
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevers MT BG | HT [ CS [cC | FA
Pat. med.
Liguor
CERAMICS Soda
A3 Other —Bodyshexds
# Wara Tvoe D2scriotion
Tin-aglazed
White salt-glazed sw Table glass MG
Plain .
HP TP SE AN PL Pressad
Creamware Cut
Other
Pear lware
Whiteware
I Lighting
Ironstone —
Ref. sarthenware
MISCELLANEQUS .
Stoneware
# Material Description
Ungl. earthenwar2
Organic a
61. earthenwars Leather
PR ___Cloth
_ _ Yellowwars e Wood
T kockingham -
Hard-paste porcalain i Matal
Bone china —_Iron
! Copper_atloy
Tin
. N Pewtar
STRUCTURAL FLORAL & FAUNAL Siiver
= oo Lead
] Window glass .  bone . Seeds T
Wrought nails — L. mammal — ———
.. Cut nails .. 5. mammal R —
Wire nails — Bird Other
Unid, nails e FisH ___ RNuts Kaolin oipes
. Other e e e —————
— i, Buttons
- Shell Marbl=s
8aMPLES Oyster Other
Clam -
Mortar Coal o Mussels e —_-_
Plaster Clinker _—
Brick Slag ——— Modxflgd
T glate T g (Explain): B

Terra cotta




Praoject name: Charlaottssville Route 23 Data _January 6, 1929
Companant (s) 3 Prehistoric _Xx Historic BLASS
HISTORIC Artifact Inventory 4 Type Description
Site # Sita Name Container
Lot # 72 DKGWB
Provenience Seament dd STP 18 -
Recorder (print last name) __D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevers T 56T HT [ C3 TcCTFa
Pat. med.
. Liauor
CERAMICS ____ Soda
— Other
4 Wara Tvpa Description
Tin-glazad
. Wb1te salt-olazed sw o Tabte glass MG ]
. . Plain
HP | TP I SE | AN | PL ____ Pressed
Creamware . Cut
— i . Other
.. Pearlware e
. Whiteware
R Lighting
— Ironstone PO,
. FRef. parthenware
- MISCELLANEOUS
_ 1  Stoneware —_— 2
—_ # Material Description
. Ungl. earthenware
drgamec
___ Bl. earthenware . Leather )
—— ~ Cloth
. Yeliowwarsz o, HoOM
:::: Rockingham
. Hard-pasta oorcaslain . Metal
.. Bone chira e lron
— _ Cooper alloy
— ) T
= = Pewtar
STRUCTURAL FLozaL & FAUNAL T Siiver
- . Lead
__ Window glass - Son2 . Seads T
___ Wrought rails e L. mammal e e .
e Cut naails —_— Sf mammal . ——
___ Wire nails — Bird Other
- Unmid. nails . Fish . Nuts _Kaolin pioes
—er Other —_— —_— —— —
: —_— Buttons
- . Shetl Marbles
§aMPLES . QOyster i, DOther —
- . Clam R —
o Mortar . .Cocal e Mussels — N
______ Plaster ___. Cunker ——
Brack ___ Slag — Modified
T Slate e Sonl (Explain): R

Terra cotta




HE R N B B B IR S R T EE B S B UE B R B e
!

Prajsct namat Charlattzsvilla Route 237 Data _Januarv 6. 1923
Componant ts): _- Przhistoric _X_Historic GLAS
HISTORIC Artifact lnventory # Type Deseription
Site 8 Sita Name 1 Containar
Lot # 72 1. DKGxB ‘ Bodyenerd
Provemence Seament_dd STP 17
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. §. Stevers MT BG KT JCS |CC ] FA
Pat. med.
Liguor
CERAMICS Soda
Other
e Ware Tvpe Descrintion
Tin-glazed
. uphite salt-plazad sw Table glass MG
’ Plain
HP | TP | SE _{AN | PL Pressad
Creamware Cut
— Qther
. Pearlware
Whi teware
. Lighting
. Ironstone —_—
. Fkef. parthenware
. MISCELLANEOUS
— . Stonsware
I # Material Description
. Unol. earthenwarz
drgamc N
. Bl. sarthenware . Leather
S Cloth
.. Yellowwarz Wood
.. FRockinaoham —
____ Harg-paste porczlain . Metal
- . Bone china e Iron
N Cooper_atlov
:::: Tin
) Pewtar
STRUCTURAL FLORAL & FAUNAL Sitver
- Lead
___ HWindow glass . bBone . 3eads -
_____ Wrought nails —— L. mammal ——
- CEut pails 5. mammal T e
. Wire nails —_ bBird ; Other
Unid. nails —- Fish e Nuts Kaolin pipes
Other —_ O U,
e i Buttons
. Shell Marbles
§aMPLES . Qyster ___. Otner
— . Clanm — I
__ Mortar . Coat — Mussels —_— ——
. Plaster —_ ‘Clinker —_
Brick Slag — Modified
—__ Slate T goit (Explain): .

Terra cotta




Projact name: Charlottesvilla Routa 29
Companant (s) X Prehistoric
PREHISTGRIC Artifact Invenlory

Site Name

Data Januarv 8, 1323

Historic

Cuttural
Pariods

i

Provemence Segment ee STP 28

Suparvisor J. S. Stevens

e s

Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck

LITHICS

Material Tvoe

4 Flake Catezgory
Lz 'th l Ch

l I ' ] Dtherl
Ct | rRh |Arg {8 46Gr i1 | &

Complete flake

‘Broken flake

Flake fragment

b

Dabris 1

Chipped Stone Tools
Projectile point

Complete

Base

Midsectiron

Tip

1]

Biface

Complete | |

||

Fraagmznt 1 ]

Blank

Early

Middla

||

Late

Drall

Complate { | |

Fragmant

Scraper

Flaked Cobblz Tool

[T

t

Ground Stone &
Miscallansous

Milling ston2

Hammarstona

Corsa

l

CERAMICS

Total Total
Wars Type

Rim

Sody

1

Ware/Tvpe

Commants

Floral ¥ Faunal

1]

| I
11

|
T THTEHTH
RRRRRRRRNAY

] ]
R

AR
L TEEHTL

REINRRREE
RENNNEE

T THEEEET
LT T

i

RRRRNRE

€. Woodtand

Marcey €re=k Plain

Accokeek Cord-~Marked

Fopes Crk Net-Impr

Stony Creak
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressad

Other:

M. Woodland
Mockley
Plain
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressad
Albarmarla
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressed

Stony Cresk Fabric-Impr

Other:

L. Woodland

Fotomac Cresk
Plain
Cord-Imprassed

Moyaone
Plain
Cord-Impressad

Townsand
kappahannock

Fabric~Impr

Town. Cord-Markead

Alpamarla Fabric-Impr

Gthers

Bone
L. mammal
Tool
Other
S. mammal
Bird
Fish
Reptile
Amphibian

1]

Shell
Ovster
Clams
Mussel

Modified
(Explain):

Cther

PROJECTILE POINT Tyses

. Material
Foint Tvpe (ahhr)




Projsct name: Charlottzzvillas Route 29 Data
Componant (s) 2 - Przhastoric X Historic

HISTORIC Artifact Inventory

Site # Site Name

2

Lot # 4
Provenience _Seqment ee STP_ 28
Recorder (print last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevers
CERAMICS
L Wara Type Description
Tin-qlazed

White salt-glazad sw

HP [ TP [ SE AN | PL

Creamware

Pearlware

Whiteware he

Ironstone

Ref. earthenware

Stoneware

Ungl. earthenwara

Gl. earthenware

Yellowwara

Rockinaham

Hard-paste porcelan

Bone china

NARRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRAREE

STRUCTURAL FLORAL & FAUNAL
_____. ndow glass —_. Bone 322ds
Wrought nails L. mammal
__—_ Cut naals ST mammal
Wire nails B@rd
e Umd. naiis Fish Nuts
— Other P
- Shell
S4MPLES Oyster Other
Clam
_~ Mortar Coal e Mussels
Plastar €linker —
- Brack Slajz v Modirfred
. . Slate Sao1l (Explain): R

Jerra cotta

Type Pescription

Container
DKGWB

Pat. med.
Liguor
Soda
Other

Table glass MG
Plain
Pressed
Cut
Other

|

Lighting

||

MISCELLANEDUS

Material Deseription

|k

drganic
Leather
Cloth
Woad

1]

s

Metal

Iron —Wire Fragments
Copper_allov

Tin

Pewtar

Silver

Lead

I

Other
Kaolin pipes

Buttons
Marblas

nm




Project name: Charlottesvillz Route 29 Date _ January 6, 1923
Component (s) 5 Prehastoric ____Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMIES
Cultural B
Site # _ Site Name Pzriods
Lot # 10
Praovanience Secment ee STP 51 Total Total )
Recorder (print last name} _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens | Ware Type  Rim Body Ware/Tvpe Commants Floral % Faunal
E. Wocdland
LITHICS ___ Marcey Creek Plain Bone
. ____ Accokeek Cord-Markead T L. mammal
_4%  Flake Category Material Tvoe . __. Fopes Crk Net-Impr Tool
! ’ l Other - ____ Stony Creek Other
32 10tz !Ch ct | sh larg 185 1Grol"1 | & ____  Cord-Marked TS, mammal
— Net=Impressad — B;rd 8
Others T Fish
. Completa flake — - Reptile
Broken flake P -
__ -~ Flake fragment e —— Amphibian
Debris o
- M. Woodland — Shg;;ter
Chipped Stone Tools e, Mockley T Clams
Projectile point — Plain T Mussel
___ Complete — Cord-Marked — -
Bace Net-Impressad _— Modi fied
—___ Midsection —_ e e Albermarle T (Explain) s
. Tip - Cord-Marked "
Net-lmprassed
Biface Stony Creek Fabric~Impr
____ Complete | | ] | ! ] 1 Other:s
. Fragmsnt i 1 | i | | ] ] r — Seeds
Blank — —_—
__ . Early R
Middl2 L. Woodland Nuts
e Late . ____ Potomac Creek -
- _— Plain e a—
Drill | ] ‘ ' ' i ‘ ' ' ] S Cord-Impracsed -
Complate ! ___ _ Moyaocne
__ . Fragmant | | | ! t | ! ! [ . e ;laxn —— Other ;
] o Cord-Impressed —_—
_1. _ Scraper 1 ! . Townsand . —_ T
Flaked Cobble Tool R Rappahannock
Fabric-lmpr
Town. Cord-Marked
. Albemarla Fabric-impr FROJECT[LE POINT TypEs
Ground. Store & Gthars
Miscz2ilaraous — Materiat
Ax2 — Foint Type tabbr)
. Cet S S,
. Mano
Milling stone
Hammarstona ! T e
Corz -
— —————
—————




Projact ram2: Charlottesvilla Route 29 Pate __January £, 19239

Componant (s) ¢ X __ Prehistorac Historic

PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Cultural

Site # Site Nama2 Periods ___.__

Lot % 22

Provenience Seqment ee STP 173 Jotal Total

Recordzr (print last nama) D, Heck Suparvisor J. S. Stevers

LITHICS

Ware Type Rim PBody Ware/Tvpe

Comma2ntsg

Floral % Faunal

E. Woodland

Marcey Cresk Plain Bone
R . Accokeek Cord-Marked T L. mammal
kil Flake Category Material Tvoe - e el Fopes Crk Net-Impr R
| I l ' [ ather I . Stony Cresk Other
Sz ‘0tz ’ ch j{ct [ rn lAra (85 [Grit | & . Cord~Marked TS, mam 1
- Net-lmpressad - B;rd na
Other: - Fish
1 Completa flake i P B Reptile
Broken flaka I Amphibian
2 Flake fragment 2 — — ——
Dabris .

— M. Woodland — Shg:;{er
Chipped Stone Tools e __.._ MocKley S
Projectile point _— i Plain T Mussel

Complete —— Cord-Marked - -
Base — Net-Impressad - Mod: f1ed
Midsection — e e e Albermarle - (Explain):
Tip I Cord-Marked )
I Net-Impressed
Biface — ___. Stony Cresk Fabric-Impr
Completa { | ] ! i ! ] 1 1 Other:
Fragmant l 1 ] ] t ! ! [ —_— Seeds
Blank - - — R —
Early | R —
Middla ! L. Woodtand Nuts
Late ! Folomac Creek
Plain A —
Drill ' A ] ‘ I ' I I ’ ] Cord-Impressad _—
Complate 1 ] Moyaone
Fragmant { ! | ] I | | | [ Ptain Dther.
§ Cord~-Impressed -
Seraper Townsznd T T
Flaked Cobbla Tool Rappahannock

m

Ground Stone &
Mizcaliamools

Ca1t .
®ano
“1l1ting stone

Hammarston2
Core

[T

Fabric-Impr
Town. Cord-Markad
Albzmarle Fabric-lapr
Other:

T T
L T

RRT
LT THEHTE

PROJECTILE POINT Tvecs

FPoint Tvpe

Material
(abbr)y




Project name: Charlottesville Route 29 Date _ January 6, 1923
Companent(s): X__ Prehistoric . Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inveniory CERAMICS
Cultural A
Site # Site Name Periods
Lot » 23
Provenience Segment ée STP 177 Total Total
Recorder (print last namg) D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type Rim Body Ware/Tvoe Commants Floral & Faunal
’ E. Woodland
LITHICS Marcey Crezk Plain Bone
: Accokeek Cord-Marked ) L. mamnmal
4 Flake Category Material Tvoe Fopes Crk Net-Impr = roat
' ' | ’ I I Dther’l Stony Cresk Other
5z Iptz | ch {CU I Rh fArg §Ss I1Gr i1 | @ - Cord-HMarked S ma;ma‘
Net-Impresssd —— B;rd
Other: — Fish
Complete flake —— Reptile
Broken flake — N
—_ —_—— — — Amph
___  Flake fragment i Phibian
Dabris -
—_— N She
M. Woodland Oiiter
Chipped Stona Tools — i Mockley Clams
Projectile point R, Plain - Mussel
Complete Cord-Marked — =
Base Net-Impressad -
—— — — Modifie
Midsection Albermarle - (Exll;::)-
Tip Cord-Mar ked P '
Net-Imprassad
Biface Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
Complets 1 | ! ] | I i ] Dther:
1 Fragmant f1 I ] J f ! ! J —_— Seeds
Blank J ——————
Early : —_—
Middlis L, Woodland
— Nut
—_ Late I S Fotomac. Creek s
Plain - T
Dratl Cord-Impressad — ———
Complate I { | | | ! I J L (. Moyaone Other
Fragmant | | | | ] | ] t 1] Plain
Cord-1mpressed - T
Scraper Townsznd R ——
Flaked Cobbla Teol fRappahannock

m

Ground Store %
Miscallaraous
Ax2

Ca1t

Mano

Milling stcna
Hammarstor2
Cora

[T

1] ]

T THEL
RRIREIRRNARANY

T TETEEET

Fabric-lmpr
Town. Cord-Markad
Alb2marla2 Fabric-Impr
Gther:

Point Tvpe

PROJECTILE POINT Typcs

Matarial
{abdr)




Fabric=Impr

Project name: Charlottesvilla Route 29 Date __Januazv &, 1923
Component(s): _X  Prshistoric . Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Cuttural )
Site # - Site Name Peryods ___ .
Lot & 70
Provenience Segment f£f STP_190 Total Total
Recorder (print last name) D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type Rim PBody Ware/Tvpe Camments Floral & Faunal
E. Woodland
LITHICS _ ____ harcey Creesk Plain Bone
— . Accokeek Cord-Markad T L. mammal
8% . Flake Category Material Tvoe T~ ___. ropes Crk Net-Impr ool
l ; ’ ' Other — ___ Stony Creek Other
b lota. l ch lci | re |aArg lss lGr-l1 | & - T Cord-Marked T S. mammal
. e Net-Impressed T Bird
Other: T Fish
1 Complete flake 1 ! e i Reptile
Broken flake — e e Amphibian
Flake fragment e e v i B - -
Debris . Shell
M. Woodland R Ovster
Chipped Stone Tools -— — HMockley T Clams
Projectile point i — Plain T Mussel
Complete o I Cprd-Marked -
Base — - Net-Impressed "~ Modified
Midsection i — . . Albermarile T 4Explainy:
Tip [, Cord-Marked
i Net-Impressed
Biface R ____ Stony Creek Fabric~Impr
Complete i | | ! ! ] Cther:
Fragment { 1 [ ! ! (. . Seads
Blank R, -
Early ! ! D
Middla ! ! L. Woodland Nuts
Late ! ! Fotomac Creek —
Ptain DR ——
Drill — ; ‘ - ' | i Cord-Impressed R —
Complete Moyaone
Fragmant | [ ] | ! [ Plain — Other
Cord~impressed - T
Scraper Tewnsand - T
Flaked Cobbla Yool fkappahannock

Ground Stone &
Miscallansous
Axa

Ca1t

Mano

Millang stone
Hammerstone
Cora

1]

L EE TEETTTL
L TE PR
RUBRERRRRNAEY

Town. Lord-Marked
Albamarle Fabric-Impr
Other:

OO REE—
Y SO U

PROJECTILE POINT TyeES

Material

Point Tvpe {abbr)




Project mam2: Charlottesvills Rout2 29 Qate _ January €, 1983
Component {s): X _Przhistoric Historic
PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Cultural ,
Site 8 Site Nams Periods .
Lot & 46 .
Frovenience Segment_gg. ST2 S8 Total Total
Recorder (print last nam2) D. Heck Suparvisor J. S. Stevens Wara Tyoe Rim Body Ware/Tvpa Commants Floral & Faunal

’ E. Woodland
LITHICS . Marcey Creak Plain Bone

Accokeek Cord-Marked B L. mammal

Fabric-Impr
Town. Cord-Markad

[T

L Flake Category Material Tvoe - T ___ Fopes Crk Net-Impr Tool
’ ‘ ' l l ‘ Gther . Stony Creek Othe
e otz | on lev | larg lss fer- (11 @ T T cord-Marked 5.
i Net-Impressad - B;r;\ammal
Other: - Fish
__. . Completa flake L, - Reptile
1 Broken flake 1 B - Amphibian
2. Flake fragment 2 I, -
Debris .
M. Woodland — Shg:;te’_
Chipped Stone Tools . Mockley N Clams
Projectile point e s Plain  Mussel
Complete S, Cord-Marked - h
Base I Net-Impressed -
Midsection . ____ Albermarle - TE:;;?:) R
Tip e Cord-Marked *
R, Nz2t-lmprassed
Biface Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
Conplste I S N T N M S T T T others i
. Fragmant i f ] | ! ! | rJ - — — Seeds
Blank - R ——
Early : - = I ——
. Middla L. Woodland
Late ! ____ FPotomac Creek —— Nuts
0 — Plain -
Dry Cord-Imprassad ——
____  Complste 1 ! | ] ] ] ! | " toyaane P
Fragmant | ! | i ] ] ! ! ] - Plain — Other
- Cord-Impressed B ———
Scraper ! ___. Townsznd - - T
R fRappahannock

|
Flaked Cobbla Teol |
\
I

|
LD T
T T

Albsmarla Fabric-impr FROJECTILE POINT Tysts

Ground Stone % Gtharse

Miscallar=ous 7 7 —_— U — Material

Ax2 Foint Tvoe ¢ n
. Catt ——‘___ P R abbr)

Mano :
__ Miling stone

Hammarstona

Core

!




Projysct name:

Component (st

HISTORIC Artifact Inventory

Site #
Lot # 65

—— e

Provenience

Sita Name

Charlattzsvilla Route 29 . Data

Prshistoric

January 6, 1939

x Historic

Segment i1

STP 96

Recorder {praint last name)

CERAMICS

Ware

D.

Heck Supervisor J. $. Steverns

Tyoe Dascription

|«

Tin-glazed

White salt-glazed sw

Creamware

HP- | TP SE AN

Pear lware

Whiteware

Ironstone

Ref. parthenware

Stongware

Ungl, earthenware

Gl. earthenwarg

Yellowwar2a

Rockingham

Hard-paste porcelain

Bone china

RRRNRERRRRNECRERRANRE

STRUCTURAL

Window glass
Wrought nails
Cut rails
Wire nails
Umid. na1ls
Cther

[T

Mortar
Plaster
Brick

Slate

Terra cotta

1]

Coal

Clinker

Slagy
Soil

w

i

bon2

L. mammal
5. mammat
Bird
Fish

Nuts

i

e e e

|

M

Shell
Qyster
Clam
Mussels

Cther

|

Modified
(Explain)

11!

GLASS

Container
DKkGWB

Type

Description

Pat. med.

MT

BG

HT

cs

CC | FA

Liquor

Soda

Other

Table glass
Plain

Pressad

Cut

Other

TR

tighting

|

MISCELLANEOUS

Material

Description

||

drgame
Leather

Cloth

Wood

|11

Metal
Iron

Conper atloy

Tin

Powtar

Sitver

Laad

]

Other
Kaolin pipes

Buttons

Marples




Date Januzarv &, 1933

Project nas2: Charlottesvilla Route 29

Componénl(s): X_ Prehistoric Historic

Town, Corg-Markad
Albemarla Fabric-Impr

PROJECTILE POINT TyeEs

PREHISTCRIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Cultural
Site -~ Site Name Periods
Lot # 132
Frovanisnce Seament 11 STP 1055 \ Total Total
Racorcdar (print last name) D. Heck Supervisor J. S: Stevens | Ware Tyoe Rim Body Ware/Tvpe Commants Floral & Faunal
) E. Woodland
LITHICS —— Parcey Cresk Plain Bona
I Accokeek Cord-Markad T L. mammal
4 Flake Catagory Material Tvoe . Fopes Crk Net-Impr Tool
| ' l I I Other — Stony Cresk Other
l]z otz Jch lct | Rh |Arg 1S5 IBr 1 1| & R Cord-Marked . mar;mal
R Net-Impressad " Birg
Other: - Fish
. Completa flake e — Reptile
1 Broken flaka 1 - Amphibian
Flaka fragment R I
Dabris .
’ M. Woodland _ Sh;\l’;ter
Chipced Stone Tools e Mockley T Clams
Projectile point —_— — — Plain T Mussel
Complate I Cord-Marked — h
Bass i Net-Impressad — Mod:iied
Midsaction I Albermarle — (Explain ¢
Tip e Cord-Marked :
. Net-lmpressed
Bifaca Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
Comoleta ] ! | | ! 1 | L1 - 7 Other:
Fragmsnt i ] I ] ! ] I . e m Seeds
Blank e —_—
Earty | ——
Middla . ] L. Woodland Nuts
e Late ] — . Potomac Creesk
e Plain -
Driit i i : ' | T 7 ’ ’ i ] S Cord-Impressed -
— . Complzie i . ____ Moyaone
Fragmant 1 | ] i | | | | | [ —— "—_— — Plain ____ Other '
_ e Cord-Impressed _—
Scraper e Towns2nd -
Flaxad Ccbbl2 Tool A Rkappahannock
— Fabric~Iepr

Ground Ston2 & Other:
In ] e ) Material
T — Foint Tvoe tabbr)
Mano
—

Mi1iling stona
Hamrm2rstone
Czre

———— e
——— e




Project name: Charlottesvitls Routz 29

Componant (s) ¢ X _Prehistoric

PREHISTORIC Artifact Inveniory

Date . Januarv &, 12273

Culturatl
Periods

Site # Site Name
Lot # 47
Frovemence S

Suparvisor J. S. Stevers

Seqment g§
Rocordar (print last name) _D. Heck

LITHICS

4 Flake Category

Material Tvpe

Lz tOiz l Ch I [of!

l l } ' I Dlherl
Rh lArg {8s I Gr-f't | &

Complete flake

Broken flake
1 Flake fragment 1
1 Dabris 1

Chipped Stone Tools
Projectile poaint

Complete

Basz

Midsection

Tip

Bifac2

Complata {

Fragment

||

Blank

Earty

Middlia2

|11

Lste

Drall

Complate L
Fragmant |

Scraper

Flakesd Cobblz Tool

LT

Ground Stone &

Misc2llar2ous
Ax2

Calt

Mano

Milting stone

Mammarstona

Cora

T

©

ZRAM

—
(o]
s

Total Total

Ware

Type

Rim

Body

Ware/Tvpe Commants

Floral % Faunal

[T

1]

1]

RIS
T T
T T

LT

LEEEE TEETEED
T T

RRRRRERARARANY
L L T

REINERRRENY

E. Wocdland

Marcey Creek Plain

Accokeek Cord-Markad

FPognes Crk Net-Impr

Stony Cresk
Cord-Marked
Nat-Impressad

Other:

M. Woodland
tock ley
Plain
Cord-Marked
Net-Impressad
Albarmarls
Cord-Marked
Net-lmpressad
Stony Cresk Fabric-Impr
Other:

—— e ————

L. Woodland
Fotomac Craesk
Plain
Cord-lmpreesad
Movaone
Plain
Coard-lmpressed
Townsznd
Raopahannock
Fabric-impr
Town. Cord-Marked
Albaaarla Fabric-Impr

Bone
L. mammatl
Tool
. Gther
S. mammatl
31ird
Figh
Reptile
Amphibian

Mod1f1ed
(Explain) :

PROJECTILE PIINT TyrPEs

Gther:
Material
Point Tvoe tabbr)




Project name: Charlottesvilla Rout2 29 Date

Component (s} : X _ Prehastoric Historic

PREHISTORIC Artifact Inventory

Januarv 6, 1983

Site # Site Name

Lot & 48

Provenience STP 83
Recorder (print last name) D. Heck

LITHICS

# Flake Category

Cultural
Fariods

Supervisor J. S. otwvens

Materi1al Tvpa

Lz |th t Ch l 9] ' Rh

Arg ’ Ss

Other
Gr [ 1 | &

Complete flake

Broken flake

Flake fragment

Debris

Chipped Stons Tools
Projectile point

Complete

Base

Midsection

Tip

Biface

Complieste

||

Fragment i | | i |

L

Blank

Early

Middla

Late

Dratl

Complete

Fragmeznt | | I, ] | |

n

Scraper

Flaked Cobbl2 Tool

1] ]

Ground Stonre &

Miscallan2ous

Milling ston2

Hammarstonra

Cora 1

-1

CERAMICS

Total Total
Ware Tybe

Rim

Body Ware/Tvpe Commants

Floral & Fauynal

[ T
T
T
T HHE

|

|
[THTTTT

]

||

RRRR.
RRRRRIRARRRRNN

T
L T

D TR
T THHEE

|

€. Woodland

Marcey Creak Plain

Accokeek Cord-Marked

Fopes Crk Net-Impr

Stony Cresk
Cord-Marked
Nat-Impressad

_Bone
L. mammal

|

Tool
Cther

S. mammal

Bird
Other: Fish
Reptile
Amphibian
Shel
M. Woodland Dv;ter
Mockley Ciams
Plain
M
Cord-Marked nesel
Net-Impressad Modifi1ed

Albermarle
Cord-Marked
Net-lmpressed
Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
Other:

L. Woodland
Fotomac Creesk
Plain
Cord-Impressed
Moyaone
Ptain
Cord-Impressed
Townsend
Rappahannock
Fabric-lImpr
Town. Cord-Markad
Albamarle Fabric-lmpr

PROJECTILE POINT

(Explain):

TyRES

Other:

Point Tvoe

Material

(abbr)

VA
—— e



Prosect rasz2s Charlottesvilla Route 29 . Date _ January &, 1983
Componznt {s) ¢ X _ Prehistoric Historic
PREHISTCRIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
. Cultural
Site # _ Site Name Periods . ___
Lot 8 179
Provaniance Seqment mm STP 1G29 . . Total Total
Recordar tprint last name) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Steverns Ware Type Rim PBody Ware/Tvpe Comments Floral ¥ Faunal

: E. Woodland
LITHICS ’ Marcey Cresk Plain Bone
: Accokeek Cord-Marked

L. mammal

Fabric~Iapr
Town. Cord~Marked

% Flake Cateoory Material Tvoe . . _____ Fopes Crk Net-Impr T Toot
l | | l_Qt_hE_"__I R, Stony Cresk Othe
‘be lotz len Tev len larg Jss lor i1 T e - T Cord-Marked 5. .
. Net-Impressad - Bl-rdnamma
. Other: - Fish
Ceplete. flake R, - Reptile
_1_ i Breckan flake 1 I, § - Amphibian
2 Flaka fragmant 2 e — -
Dasris . : .
. M. Woodland — Shgsl/;ter
Chinzad Stone Tools - Mockley — Clams
Projectile point T, Plain - Mussel
. Cosplete i Cord-Harked - =
Basa —_— R Net-Impressad -
_.. Mazsection . S . MAlbermarile R ng;{;f:) .
— T . — Cord-Marked :
. [ Net-1mpressed
Bifaze . . Stony Creek Fabric<Impr
Czzolete 1 | ] I | | 1 i Other: P
. Frazment | ] I ] [ ! ! ! ) —— ——— — Seeds
Blark e : — ——
e Zardly e
o Mizdle L. Woodland
. La= . Fotomac Cresk — Nt
Plain S—
Drill Cord-Impressad - T
. Cz-plste | | i { ! ! | -t Mayaone P Oth
Fraament L1 I 1 | ] ] i 1 - Plain — er
Cord-Impressed -
. Szraper Towns2nd _—
____ Flaxed Cobble Tool fappahannock

|
[T TR
LT TR
T T

- Albamarla Fabric-lmpr - PROJECTILE PQINT TyeES
o] Other:
"
= i B — i Boint T Material
2 oin pa
- Cslt - FPoint Tvoe (abbr)
“ana
Miiling stone
Ha=mzzrstone
Csra ————




Projact nama: Charlottesvilla Rout2 29 Date _ January 6, 1229

Component(s): _X Prehistoric Historic

PREHISTCRIC Artifact Inventory CERAMICS
Culturat

Site # - Site Name Periods ___ |

Lot # 180

Provenience Segment mm STp 1032 \ Total Total

Recorder (print last namz) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens

Rim

Eody

Ware/Tvpa Commants Floral & Faurat

LITHICS

Matorial Tyoe

# Flake Category

Other
Grel1 ] &

Lz IO!z [ Ch I %) ' Ph .| Arg ' Ss

Complete flake
Broken flake 2
Flake fragment
Debris

Chioped Stone Tools
Projectile point
Complete
Basa
Midsection
Tip

|

Biface
Comnleta
Fragment

||
RRERERNREEY

e
||

Blank
Early | i
Middla ! !
Late ! ]

1]

|

Dralt
Complate { | | | | | ] |
Fragmant | ] | | i ] | | 1

L TEETTTL
L EE T
L TEETTTT

l

il

Scraper
Flaked Cobblze Tool

|

LT

Ground Stone &
Miscallara
Ax2 i
Catt P
Mano

titling ston2
Hammarstions
Csra |

[T

[T

RERARERY
REERREY

NARRRRR

AEERRERRY

E. Wocdland

Marcey Creak Plain Bone
Accokeek Cord-Marked L. ma~zal
Fopes Crk Net-Impr To:f
Stony Creek Cther
Cord-Marked -—_E. na:~al
Nazt-Impressad eré o
Other: ; Fish
Reptite
Amphitian
M. Woodland Shgclger
Mockley — Ciams
Ptarn - Mussel
Cord-Marked
Net-Impress=d Modifi=d

Albermarla
Cord-Marked
Nzt-Impressed

Stony Creek Fabric-Impr

(Explain):

Other:
Seeds
T ettt et
l.. Woodland Nuts
Fotomac Crask
Plain —_—
Cord-1mpraszsad —
Moyacne Other
Plain
Cord-Impress=d _—
Towns=2nd e
Rappahannock

Fabric-Impr
Town. Cord-Marked
Albamarlas Fabric-lmpr
Othar:

PROJECTILE POINT Ty=:3

~aterial

Point Tvoe tanbr)




Project nane: Charlottesvilla Routz 29 Late __ Januarv 6, 1929
Component (s) ¢ X__ Prahaistoric Historic
PREHISTCRIC Artifact Inventory : CERAMICS
Cuttural
Site # Site Name Periods
Lot # 381
Erovenisnce Seqment._ Tm STP 1042 Total Total
Recorder (prini last nam2) _D. Heck Supervisor J. S. Stevens Ware Type Rim Eody Ware/Tvpe Comments Floral & Faunal

’ £, Woodland
LI1THICS : Marcey Crezk Plain

— — e — Bone
s . hActokeek Corgd-Markad i L. mammal
4 Flake Category ‘ Materyal Tyoe - . ___ . Fopes Crk Net-Impr : i
. | , | Other __  ____ ___ stony Creek T Bther
5z lotz Joh lcl [ Rh jarg 18s G-l 1 | & _ _ __ ____  tord-Marked T, mammal
IR Nat-Impressad I B;rd
Cther: T Fish
2 Completa ilake 2 . - Reptile
Broken flake [ S, - .
oo Flake fragment e —— Amphibian
Dabras .

- M. Woodland - Shg\l/;'er
Chipped Stone Tools . _ . Mockley Clams
Projectile point — Plain " Mussel

Complete e Cord-Harked I -
pasa e Net-Impressad : T Fodifieg
Midsection e et e s Albermarte T (Explain):
Tip i Cord-Marked
I, Net-Impressed
Bifaca - e e ——___ ‘Stony Creek Fabric-Impr
Completa 1 | ] ] ] ] I i | Other:
Fragmesnt i | . | ] ] ] ] ! ] . Seads
Blank — e ——
Earty ! I —
Migdiz t L. Woodland Nuts
Late ' - e e Fotomac Creek -
[ Plain R ——
Drall - I, Cord-Impressad T T
Complate 1 | ] ] ] | I [ T T~ HMoyaone Other
Fragmant | ] 1 ! ! ! ! [ R ) PP —
— Cord-Impressed —— T———
Scraper ! Y e __._ Tounsz2nd -
Flaked Cobbla Toot I Rappahannock
Fabric-Impr
—— S Town, Cord-Markad
— ... MAlDpamarla Fabric-impr PROJECTILE POINT TYeES
Bround Ston2 & Othar:
Miscatlaceous S Matarial
Ax2 ¢ e i Point Tvoe tabbr)
ca1t ! - I R
Mano .
Mitling stona

o Hammazrstona
Core !

- I

t







