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ADDENDUM: RADIOCARBON DATES FROll POTTS I TRACT 

Two samples of charcoal from Potts I Tract have been tested for 
Carbon-14 content by the Geochronology Laboratory. University of Georgia. 
Results of these tests were not received in tiJne for inclusion in the 
body of the present report. 

UGA-55 Small fragments of charcoal scattered throughout 
the fill of Feature 133. a large Hoodstock pit in 
Excavation Unit A. 

UGA-56 Charred timber laying on the floor of Structure ill 
benea th a thick layer of fired wall daub. This 
timber was undoubtedly derived from either roof 
or walls "hen the building burned and collapsed. 

Date 

1022 !. 40 
A. D. 928 

286 !. 45 
A.D. 1664 

UGA-55 dates the earlier component at the site and is consistent with 
the expected time range of Woodstock CUlture. UGA-56 dates the Barnett 
component. It is a little later than anticipated. but not at all un­
reasonable. No Furopean objects. with the possible exception of a small 
fragment of copper from Structure 1A. were associated with the Barnett 
component. 
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The purpose of thi s report i s to describe archaeological investigations 
undertaken at the Potts' Tract s ite in 19~8 . I nvesti gations were carried out 
under a !'emorandwn of Agreement he tween the llationa.l Park Service and the 
Universi ty of Georgia and are part of a lar r,er program of salvage archaeology 
being conducted at Carters Dam by the University in cooperation uith the 
National Park Service and the Corps of Enginners . 

A number of people made contributions to t he preparation of this report . 
Dr. Joseph R. CaldHell of t he University of Georgia provided valuable suggestions 
and criticisms and made unpublL~hed manuscript material available for the 
author's use. Dr. Grace Thomas of the University of Geor F:ia identified 
mollusk material . Dr. Richard D. Pobson of Fmory University aided the author 
i n interpreting site geolof Y. Donald Smith . William Steed and Chester DePratter 
assisted the author in sane phases of artifact analysis. " rs. Gloria 
Schroeder made all Figure draHings "ith the exception of figures I and 111 
" hich are the Hork of I'illiam Steed. Photographs are the Hark of ·'rs . 
Joyce Hudson . The manuscr i pt has been typed by I;rs . Sharman Fvere tt. To 
all of thes e people, the author wishes to express his deep appreciation. 
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n TRODUCTION 

The Potts' Tract site, 9-11u-103, is located in southeast f1urray 
County, Georeia, approximately l!, miles due south of Carters Dam. The site 
lies behind a proposed reregulation dam am will be inundated hy the impounded 
waters of Coosal-rattee River and Ta1.king Rock Creek when that dam is completed 
in 1972. The site, approximately 1500 feet Hest of Talking Rock Creek and 
1000 feet north of State Highway no. 156, is located on alluvial land 
formerly Olmed by !lr. Hilliam Potts of IInniston, IIlabama (Figure 1). 

Surface reconnaissance of the area behind the rerep.ulation dam has been 
carried out continuously over the past s everal years by members of Univer­
sity of Georgia field crel'S excavating at the Sixtoe (9-Hu-100) and Bell 
Field (9-:!u-10l) sites. One such reconnaissance, late in 1967, resulted 
in the discovery of the Potts ' Tract site. lit that time, artifacts were 
encountered over a surface area two acres in extent, and scattered clumps 
of red clay Here noted over a smaller area i mmediately to the south. 
Trenches excavated in both locations in February, 1960, sho"ed that the 
surface artifact concentration Has derived from a midden zone buried by 
up\.ards of n.o feet of recently depos ited alluvium and that the red clay was 
derived from a thin layer of clay immediately belo" plo~1 zone. lit the time, 
the investigators speculated that the latter feature mi ynt represent the 
prepared floor of a late prehistoric tOlm house. Analysis of artifacts 
obtained by these investigations indicated at least n ,o occupations in the 
area, a 1100dstock component and a later component in which both Lamar and 
Dallas pottery types occuredl • 

In 1968, the Univers ity of Georyia \,as to commence salva ge investigations 
at the nearby2 Little Egypt s ite, 9-~1u-l02, under contract l1ith the National 
Park Service. By the first of the year, hOl, ever, it had become evident that 
access to the site 110uld not be obtained i n d me to carry cut investigations 
during the summer f ield season. Federal Government acquis ition of the land 
upon I1hich Little Egypt i s located had been delayed, and the owner was 
reportedly unwilling to allo\1 excavation. Given this situation and the pre­
liminary evaluation of the Potts' Tract site, Dr. A.R. Kelly, principal 
investigator for the University of Georgia salvage projects at Carters 
Dam, proposed that the National Park Service trans fer funds allocated to 
Little Egypt to a ne", one-year project at Potts ' Tract. II contract amendment 
to this effect \-,as negotiated. 

Field investieations at Potts' Tract were commenced on June 17, 1968, 

1. This latter component is a s signed to a neuly defined phase described 
in the present report and designated Parnett phase. 

2. Located on the s outh side of the junction of -CoosaHattee River and 
Ta1.king Rock Creek, 1 mile northwest of 9- 1lu-103. 
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and terminated ten I-leeks later on August 23. The entire excavation was 
directed by the author with the assistance of t:r . Donald Smith of the 
Laboratory of Archaeology. University of Georgia. A University of Georeia 
Summer School course in archaeological field and laboratory techniques was 
offered by the author in conjunction I~i th site investigations. and the 
enrolled students comprised the labor force for the project. 

Approximately three acres of land. including both the area of scattered 
red clay and the area of surface artifact concentration were leased from 
the tenant farmer who was cultivating this section of the Potts' property. 
This three-acre tract will hence forth be referred to as the site . 

A cement property marker south and I'Jest of the site was utilized as the 
site datum. This marker has an elevation of 682.5 feet ahove sea level, but 
for ease in calculating site elevations. it I~as assigned the arbitrary 
figure of 100 feet. A horizontal grid system. oriented to the cardinal 
directions, was established, and site datum I<as chosen to mark the intersection 
of the grid axes. A contour map with half-foot contour intervals was made of 
the entire three-acre site (Figure 2). 

The basic unit of inVestigation lias the five-foot square. Frequently 
though much larger areas were excavated as a unit. Arti facts and features 
were located by reference to the northeast corner stake of the square from 
Hhich they were recovered. features were plotted on excavation maps by means 
of alidade and plane table or through use of a hand tape and the grid system. 
Excavation ~~s by natural or arbitrary levels dependine upon each situation . 

Excavation began tiith three test pits located in the south-west. east-central 
and northwest portions of the site. The first two pits encountered no 
occupation features and yielded virtually no artifacts. The third was an 
enlargement of the pit dug the preceding february for the purpose of determin-
ing the source of surface artifacts. This test pit was first expanded into 
an east-west trench ten feet Hide and sixty feet long. Superimposed Uood-
stock and Barnett phase occupation zones and associated architectural 
features were encountered throughout. Eventually, portions of the trench 
.. ere expanded southward a total of sixty-five feet in search of additional 
occupation features. Here, n 'IO Barnett phase houses, Structures 1 and 3, were 
located and completely excavated. This entire area of investigation. be~een 
N~l5 and N~80 and E~5 and EllO, has been designated r.xcavation Unit 1 (XU 1). 

Toward the end of July, investi gations " ere begun on the red clay 
feature near the south end of the site . Almost immediately it h~S apparent 
that the thin red clay stratum did not represent an aborip;inal. man-made 
feature. Interest shifted, therefore, to the investipption of a fossil 
stream channel encountered beneath that stratum. Several test trenches I-Jere 
excavated in the vicinity of this channel, and ultimately one such trench 
encountered a !!arnett phase house, Structure 2. south-west of the coordinate 
N200 E60. All excavations !'elated to the investigation of this structure have 
been designated as Excavation Unit 2 (XU 2). The various trenches excavated in 
exploring the stream channel are referred to only by their location on the site 
grid. 
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NATURAL STRATIGRAPHY AND SIn: GEOLOGY 

~lu-l03 lies on the flood plain of Talking Rock Creek. Excavations have 
shawn that most of the site is underlain by alluvial soils to an undetermined 
depth. Pre-occupation deposits in XU 1 and XU 2 consist of silt and clay 
learns, brOlffl in color in the south and yellow in the north (Figures 3 and 4). 
The upper surface of these soils ranges bett'leen 95.0 feet and 96.0 feet. 
Testing in SQuare N480 E75 shoHed that the yellol.l silt loam there continues 
dOlm to a depth of at least 90.0 feet. 

Excavation Unit 1 
\'!ithin the limits of XU I, the surface of sterile silt loam rises approx­

imately 1 foot from northwest to southeast. In square P480 E45 it occurs at 
95.0 feet, ~·:!dle in the vicinity of Structure 1 it is found at approximately 
96.0 feet. The overlying strata also rise s lightly from north.lest to 
southeast. 

Overlying yellow silt loam in XU 1 are t HO superimposed culture-bearing 
loam strata (Figure 3). The upper one, light bre>1D in color, is well defined 
by an overlying light gray fine sandy loam and by the underlying midden 
stratum, a dark brot-tll loam. The boundary bet.leen the lONer, dark brown 
loam midden and underlying sterile silt loam, on the other hand, is vague and 
difficult to determine due to a gradual change in texture and color bett4een the 
two strata. The line demarcating these tt.o strata in Figure 3 is therefore 
somewhat arbitrary. Supposedly all artifacts and features belonging to the 
bl0 major site components originate in these tt. o midden strata. 

Overlying the culture-bearing deposits in XU 1 are .4 to .5 feet of 
light gray fine sandy loam representing a buried plow zone. The bottom of 
plot~ furrows, running northeast-southwest, and at least two sets of wagon 
tracks could be detected in the top of the underlying light brot-tll loam midden. 
This plo>! zone may antedate the "Hhitestone Freshet", a disastrous flood 
in 1937, or it may have been buried by more recent flood activity. 

The last stratum to be deposited in the area of XU 1 is a homogenous layer 
of tan loamy sand which, as it overlies a relict plot. zone, is necessarily of 
recent origin. The entire site is covered by at least one foot of this material . 
In the vicinity of XU I, u?,<ards of n!o feet are present, a situation that 
is reflected in the slight rise in surface elevation at that point (see Figure 2). 
Local inhabitants attribute the deposit to the "Uhitestone Freshet . " 
F.xtensiv~ erosion and depostion of course-grained sediments are occuring today 
just southeast of the site, hOHever, and it seems not impossible that this 
loamy sand could be even more recent than 1937. Artifacts of both components 
are plentiful in it at the north end of the site. 

The contour map indicates a large pothole in the vicinity of N360 E240 
and a channel-like depression leading aHay from it to the northwest. This 
latter continues for a considerable distance and carries off surface 
1'later to Talking Rock Creek. A similar channel leads into the rothole from 
t he southeast. Pothole and channels alike cut through the ruried occupation 
strata at this end of the site , and it is probable that their formation 
and the heavy occurance of artifacts in the tan loamy sand of XU 1 are directly 
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related. The fields along the south side of Talking Rock Creek are covered 
\lith ridges and sHales Hhich are apparently formed by flood waters scouring 
out channels and thrO\dng up material along their margins. 

Excavation Unit 2 
In XU 2, sterile clay loam is overlain at 96.0 feet by one and one-

half to two feet of loam containing cultural material and architectural 
features (Figure 4). In texture and color, this material is basically similar 
to the two midden strata present at the north end of the site, and it is 
probable that all were deposited at the same time and under similar conditions. 
Throughout most of XU 2, ho\'lever, only a single uniform stratum is visible, 
and cultural material is restricted to its upper half. Only at the south 
end of the unit can tl~O separate zones be detected as in XU 1. These are 
a brown loam with cultural material and an underlyinr. sterile tan loam 
(Figure 5). 

Above the Culture-bearing stratum, lies the tan loamy sand of reputed 
Hhitestone flood origin. There are only .6 to .8 feet of this material and 
no underlying relict plow zone. Apparently this latter stratum has been 
destroyed by cultivation as plow furrows can be seen at the junction of tan 
loamy sand and brown loam midden. 

Channel Feature 
In the southeast portion of the site, the stratigraphic situation differs 

considerably from that described above. Instead of sterile silt and clay 
loarns overlain by cultural and recent flood deposits, there is belo\~ plow 
zone a series of stratified, fine-grained sediments \~hich extend downward to 
an undetermined depth (Figure 4). These were first encountered in a 20 
foot square excavation 0!260 E140) which had been undertaken for the purpose 
of investigating the thin red clay layer. tentatively identified in earlier 
investigations as a prepared floor. In a narrO\~ trench excavated betli/een 
N260 E120 and R260 E160, these strata could be seen rising from east to west. 
In the western end of the trench, they either lensed out or were truncated by 
plot< zone 3 • 

Given the size and configuration of the feature as indicated in this 
first trench. it was eventually concluded that an abandoned channel of 
Talking Rock Creek had been found. Operating on this assumption, several 
additional trenches4 and small test pitsS were excavated in order to determine 
the path of the channel liithin the site area (Fi gure 2). As in the initial 
test, three of these trenches succeeded in locating lihat is interpreted as 
the western bank of the channel. BrO\m clay loam at the left of Figure 4 is 
earlier floodplain soil like that encountered in XU 1 and XU 2. The various de­
posits of fine-grained sediments lying on top of and to the east of the brown 

3. Figure 4 is the profile for a trench located at M1S6 E85, but it depicts 
a situation similar to that encountered at N260 E140. 

4. N1S6 E84, N200 E120, N340 E180, N260 EIIO, N260 E320. 

5. These are not shown on the site map, Figure 2. 
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clay loam are interpreted as channel fill. The uppermost layer ,dthin the 
channel fill is a liltllt tan sand ,dth dark varve-like horizontal striations. 
Belo~7 are found layers of clay and loam. Flecks of what appear to be decayed 
organic matter occurred throughout these deposits as did occasional Barnett 
phase potsherds. All indications are that the majority of the sediments filling 
the channel were deposited by water Hi th little or no current. The depth 
to which these deposits extend was not determined • although the trench at 
N200 E120 traced them down to 6.5 feet below local ground surface. By "ay of 
comparison. it may be noted that on July 26. 1968. water level in Talking 
Rock creek at a point due north of the site was 17 feet below the adjacent 
banks. 

The opposite bank of the channel was not located. Trenches N260 E320 
and N260 EllO were placed some distance to the east, but they both yielded the 
stratified sediments indicative of channel fill. 

Or. Richard D. Hobson, a sedimentologist at F.mory University, was taken 
to the site in late autumn to look at the exposed trench profiles. He concurred 
with the author that the feature in question was quite likely an abandoned 
stream channel. Additional evidence far this interpretation can be found in 
the United States Department of Agriculture aerial photographs of the valley 
below Carters Dam. One or possibly tt<o meander loops, apparently produced 
by Talking Rock creek can be seen very clearly in Bell Field near the junction 
of Coosawattee River and the present creek bed. These indicate that the 
course of Talking Rock creek has changed recently, and no doubt has lik~1ise 
changed in remote times. The feature under discussion here may represent one 
such former meander path. Our inability to find an opposite bank for the 
channel would then be due to disturbance of the entire area to the east by 
the stream as it moved laterall'.' north,~estward to the point determined by our 
test trenches. 

A plausible alternative interpretation of this feature is that it represents 
a channel cut under flood conditions and never carried the active stream. The 
fact that no levee ridge seems to have formed along the bank supports this 
interpretation. Hhatever the actual mechanism of formation was, the fact 
remains that a depression of considerable size did exist adjacent to the site. 
The question is, when. 

As can be seen in Figure 5, the culture bearing loam stratum and the 
floor of Structure 2 appear to underly several lenses of channel fill, indicating 
that the Barnett phase occupation here antedates at least some of the period of 
channel filling. The channel can not be too recent in origin, however, as there 
is no sign of it in the aerial photographs. The fact that pottery of the 
Barnett phase occupation occured in small quanitites throughout the fill 
deposits excavated indicates that the channel was filling in during site 
occupation. In short, Structure 2 may have been erected adjacent to a body 
of water, perhaps the active channel of Talking Rock Creek. 

There are numerous references in the early European accounts of the 
Southeast that describe Indian fields and settlements located on the banks of 
active streams. Perhaps "e have an archeological example of this situation 
at Potts I Tract. 

No satisfactory explanation exists for the red clay layer located at the 
south end of the site. It occurs at the top of the last deposit in the channel 
fill series, a varved sand. It is about .2 feet thick and has been greatly 
disturbed by recent plowing. No artifacts t1ere found associated with it. 
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The tenant farmer from ~7hom the site Nas leased reported that it it soil 
brought in to fill a low place in the field. Because of the thinness of the 
deposit however. this is not a completely adequate explanation. 

COI·1PONENT IDENTIFICATION AND CULTURAL STRATIGRAPHY 

Cultural material representing three identifiable components-Barnett. 
l'!oodstock and Cartersville-lias recovered during excavations at Potts 'Tract6• 
The earliest component, Cartersville . consists of a few dozen check stamped. 
fabric marked and plain sherds found scattered throughout t he site. No 
architectural features can he identif ied Hith the component. Given this 
absence of features a nd the small quantity of Cartersville artifacts, it is 
probable that the occupation itself was either of brief duration or located 
beyond the areas of excavation. Some Cartersville sherds occured in the clay 
and silt loams indicating temporal priority over the tHO other components. The 
majority hOlfever ~7ere found in the overlying midden strata in association Hith 
'loodstock and Barnett material. 

The \'roodstoclc component as revealed in the 1968 excavations consisted of 
pottery. a limited inventory of stone and bone artifacts and architectural 
features. Pottery conforms closely to published l1oodstock type descriptions 
(J.R. Caldwell N.D. and l1auchope 1966 :60-63) Hith the result that the component's 
cultural affiliation is apparent. Woodstock pottery was found throughout the 
investigated portions of the site, but occured in only minor amounts in XU 2. 
A distinct I oodstock midden zone "i th habitation features occured in XU I, 
but was absent in XU 2. Intensive occupation at this time a pparently centered 
at the north end of the site. 

The Barnett component i s represented by pottery, stone artifacts and a 
number of architectural features including three domestic structures. 
This occupation has been assigned to a neHly defined phase, designated Barnett 
phase after one of the owners of property in t he valley below Carters Dam. 
Barnett phase artifacts and features Here encountered in both excavation units. 

The stratigraphic relationship of the l'oodstock and Barnett components 
is to be seen only in XU 1. Here. as descrihed in the previous section, ti70 
midden strata could be distinguishcd:a ligh t brOlm loam and an underlying 
dark brown loam. On the basis of artifact distributions. these may be assigned 
respectively to the Barnett and loodstock components. Ceramic samples from the 
upper stratum invariably contained a mixture of sherds from both components. 
Pottery from the ' lower midden stratum HaS often pure or at least predominantly 
Hoods tock. Due to the spatial proximi ty of t he UfO strata (Figure 3) and 
the large number of postholes and pits intrus ive into the 10lfer midden from 
above. some mixture is to be expected in most excavated collections. 

I'Thile cultural stratigraphy 1':aS clear cut and easily distinguished, it is 
unfortunate that the two middens were not separated by an intervening sterile 
stratum. As it was. postholes and to serne extent other architectural features 
could not be readily assigned to one or the other occupation. The feH features 

6. A small number of archaic projectile points and steatite bowl friigments 
were also found in excavating. but their cultural affiliation can not be 
determined. 
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that were identifiable as Hoodstock on the bas is of associated artifacts 
could usually be determined to originate in the lower midden or near the 
junction of the n~o strata. Structure 3. a Barnett phase house. lay within 
the upper midden, while the earlier floor of Structure 1. also Barnett 
phase. I~as intrusive into the lower midden and lay just above sterile silt 
loam. Structure 2. at the south end of the s i te. lay at the junction 
of Barnett midden and sterile sub-soil. No actual Uoodstock occupation 
zone could be detected in XU 2. 

The Potts' Tract site as defined by the three acres leased for excavation 
is a completely arbitrary unit relative to the spatial configuration of 
the actual pr~historic occupations . Since the site is buried beneath one 
to two feet of recent alluvium and excavations were confined to a three 
acre tract of land, there i s no way of knowing the true spatial limits of 
the two major components. 

Limited data on " oodstock (S . Cald1~ell 1 950, J.R. Caldwell N.D.) 
indicates that this culture has a s ettlement pattern characterized in part 
by compact palisaded villages . Had investigations at Potts ' Tract extended 
over a larger area, such a bounded settlement might have been defined. 
Barnett phase settlement pattern is probably characterized by a combination of 
compact villages and dispersed hanlets as described for southeastern Indians 
in early European accounts . Given the nature of investi r.ations at Potts' 
Tract, however. we have no l'lay of knouing "Ihet her Structures 1.2 and 3 
represent portions of a single compact and bounded village or a series of 
isolated and probably non-contemporaneous hamlets. 

It is unfortunate that s uch information could not be obtained during the 
1968 investigations. Since it was not. the site, a s described in this report. 
is nothing more than an arbitrary unit of investigation I;hich has yielded 
data on only limited portions of n ;o intensive and probably extensive pre­
historic settlements. 

HOODSTOCK CERAl'I CS 

The l100dstock component at Potts ' Tract consis ts of the following 
pottery types: l!oodstock Complicated ,talwed 7 . Hoodstock Check Stamped. Etowah 

7. In conformity with the published descriptions of Fears (1958) and 
~~auchope (1966). diamonds and line blocks are treated here as two design 
motifs wi thin the t ype . Hoodstock Complici!,!ted Stamped. 
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Hauchope (1966:61) the outer border line is occasionally crossed by the 
horizontal background lines and occasionally. the diamond is bisected by a 
single vertical line. 

TARLB 2 

Relative frequencies of Hoodstock Complicated Stamped designs 

Concentric circles 
LinE: block 
Diamond 

H· 
18% 
81% 

The line block design (figure 6c) is similar to published descriptions 
and requires no further description here. A small number of sherds "ith a 
stamped design consisting of concentric circles on a background of horizontal 
parallel lines is repres ented in the Potts' Tract cOllections. In many 
examples. stamping is crude, producinp. a rough. blurred design not at all like 
the usual Hoodstock Complicated Stamped l'ottery from the site (figure 6g). 
In paste however. these sherds are similar to 1100dstock pottery. and since 
examples with Hoodstock-like execution do occur (fip.ure 6f). it seems safe to 
assign them to that component. 

J.R. Caldwell (H.D.) found similar material at 9-Ck-85 and designated it 
Variant of Suift Creek Complicated Stamped. uhile noting its similarities 
in paste. surface finish and form to the other t1oodstock pottery at the site. 
He points out that stylistically the pottery is "intermediate bett.een some 
classic Swift Creek sherds and later Savannah Complicated Stamped sherds with 
the concentric cirCle motif. ' In most respects. the design conforms to the 
l-loodstock patt.ern of decoration and shoul,d be seen as merely an additional. if 
minor. design variation \'Iithin the type. \:'oodstock Complicated Stamped. 

Hoodstock Check Stamped 
A feu sherds in the Potts' Tract collections have been identified as 

check stamped. Check size is 2-3 em (Figure til), someHhat smaller than 
that found by J.R. Caldt<ell at the Foodstock fort site. 9-Ck-85 (N.D.). 
Paste and temper are similar to Hoodstock Complicated Stamped. 

The fact that check stamping is so rare, at Potts' Tract certainly sets the 
site off from 9-Ck-85 where the type apparently accounts for at least 10%9 
of all pottery. 

Uoodstock Incised 
As I·lith check stamping, incised pottery is extremely rare at Potts' 

Tract (figure 6 h.i). Paste resembles ~oods~~ Complic~ Stamped. 
In the one example Ifith recognizable design, line filled triangles are 
represented. Incised pottery is also a rare type at 9-Ck-85 (Caldwell N.D.) 

9. Based on author's own observations of 9- Ck -P5 collection. 
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Ftowah Complicated Stamped 
A number of sherds hearing a ladder base diamond designlO (Figure 6 j,k), 

but in other characteristics similar to I'oodstock Complicated Stamped, 
are represented in the collections from Potts' Tract. Both Sears (1958:151-190) 
and J.R. Caldwell (~! .D.) distinguish this design from the 2-bar or interrupted 
diamond design in Hhich there is no background of horizontal lines and the 
diamond motif is liorizontally bisected by two or three lines (bars). 
Sears and Cald"ell agree in identifying the Line block and ladder base diamond 
as the sole r.towah Complicated Stamped designs in HOl'lah I phase . The later 
2-bar diamond appears initially in f.towah II phase and is not present at Potts' 
Tract. 

At 9-Ck-85, the one site Hhere Woodstock material has been previously found 
in stratigraphically isolated context (J.R. Caldwell ~ . D.) only three complicated 
stamped designs Here represented, the diamond, line block and concentric 
circles. HOt' is the rresence of ladder base diamond design at Potts' Tract 
to be interpreted? !.ere there two separate occupations of ~roodstock and 
Eto,rah I affiliation. or was there only a single occupation of a transitional 
nature? 

Two large pits. Features 122 and 133, contained 372 sherds assignable to 
Foodstock phase and 4 ladder base diamond stamped sherds . This association in 
apparently undisturbed pits strone!y suggests that Etowah Complica!ed ~tamped 
pottery with the ladder base diamond design was an integral part of the 
Hoodstock ceramic inventory at Potts' Tract. If as many Southeastern 
archaeologists believe. l'100dstock Complicated Stamped and rtowah Complicated 
Stamped constitute a developmental continuum, it is to be expected that 
transitional components containing both types will be found . This is evidently 
the situation at Potts' Tract . Despite this transitional nature of the 
component, however. the overwhelming preponderance of Poodstock material 
necessitates designating it as Hoodstock phase. 

Poodstock Plain 
At 9-Ck-85, there is a [;r'eat deal of smooth surfaced plain pottery which 

J .R . Caldwell O!.D.) has distinguished as '·loodstock Plain. Identical in paste 
and vessel shape to Woodstock Stamped. the diagnostic feature of the pottery 
according to Caldlfell is its Hell smoothed exterior and interior surfaces. 
J. R. Calduell presents pottery counts only for architectural features, but 
these together with observations made by the present author on the collection 
stared at the University of Georgia suggest that !Ioodstock Plain accounts 
for at least 10% of all pottery from 9-Ck-115. 

The figures for !':oodstock Plain in Table 1 do not reflpct the true frequency 
of this type at Potts' Tract. t'hen the counts for Table 1 were made, the 
author ... -as not aware of the existance of CaldHell's tyee, and he used the 
category ma.inly as a catchall for pottery ,·Ii thout visible decoration . 

Reanalysis of some of the lots used in compiling Table 1, with the aim 
of identifying Ifoodstock Plain as defined by Caldl<ell, indicates that 
only about one-third of the pottery listed as plain actually belongs to the 
type. The remainder apparently is "eathered, smoothed over and lightly 
stamped pottery from decorated vessels. Hoodstock Plain then is not nearly 
as common at Potts' Tract as at 9-Ck-~5. 

10. This terminology, ladder base diamond. is derived from Sears (1958:151). 
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Compar isons 
CaldHell (N.D.) has distinguished tt.o foci of Hoedstock culture: 

Hoodstock focus and Proctor's Bend focus. The l~oodstock site, 9-Ck-2, 
(Hauchope 1948: 203-4) is type site for the former, lihUe the "loodstock Fort 
site, 9-Ck-8S, is type site for the latter. ?roctor's Bend focus differs 
from lieodstock focus in its lack of Hoodstock Incised and its possession of 
Heodstock Check Stamped. The Potts' Tract component differs fran both foci 
in possessing only a . minute quantity of both supposedly diagnostic types. Further 
divergences from the two defined -foci are ~esented in Table 3. , , 

TABLE 311 

Comparison of selected Hoodstock ceramiC traits 

abundant plain pottery 
simple stamping 
stamped herringbone 

design 
stamped concentric 
circles design 

9-Ck-85 
(Proctor's Bend 
focus) 

+ 
+ 

+ 

9-Ck-2 9-lIu-103 
('-1ood stock 
focus) 

+ 

+ 

Despite a general uniformity in types, i t is obvious that the three 
pottery complexes are different in several respects. I~ether this reflects 
regional or chronological differences. or perhaps even sampling error, is 
difficult to say given present information. The occurance of Etowah Complicated 
Stamped at Potts' Tract however does indicate that this site at least may be 
slightly later in date than the tHO foci dis tin~ished by Caldwell. 

11. Data obtained from J. R. Caldlie11 (N.D.) and Hauchope (1966:272-5). 
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BARNETT PHASr. CF.RA1'ICS 13 

The 1968 excavations at Potts' Tract yielded a large collection of 
Barnett phase pottery. Laboratory analysis hO~lever has been largely restricted 
to the pottery obtained from the three houses. Structures 1.2 and 3. The 
following discussion is based primarily on this limited ceramic sample. 

The Barnett phase component at Potts' Tract is characterized by the types. 
Dallas Incised, Dallas Plain, Lamar Coarse Plain. Lamar Bold Incised, Lamar 
Complicat~tamped and Lamar Plain. Frequencies and percentages of these are 
presented in Table 4. Additional ceramic variants present include a shell 
tempered cordmarked type, a grit tempered cordmarked type and a fine, shell 
tempered ware with applique strips and modeled effigies, equivalent to 
Lewis and Kneber g' s Dallas Filleted and Da~ Ilodeled. 

Dallas Incised 
As defined in the Hiwassee Island relJOI't (Leuis and Kneberg 1946:105), 

Dallas Incised includes all shell tempered pottery with incised decoration 
belonging to the Dallas component. I-lithin this "Decorative sub-type", 
Lelds and Kneberg noted two distinct combinations of vessel shape and design: 

1. Incised, hachured triangles or angular guilloche placed on rims of 
jars with strap handles; and 

2. Bowls with interlocking scrolls or various "south appalachian motifs " 
incised on the rim area. 

In the present report these two variations are recognized as entirelY 
separate types: Dallas Incised 'ind Lamar Bold Incised respectively. 
Tempering . which is usually cited as a diagnostic attribute of these types, will 
be ignored. Thus all pottery with incised, hachured triangles and related 
rectilinear designs, whether shell or grit tempered. is included in the type. 
Dallas Incised. Likeldse, all pottery with incised, interlocking scroUs and 
related curvilinear designs, whether shell or grit tempered, is included in 
the type, Lamar Bold Incised. 

At Potts' Tract. Dallas Incised occurs on both a coarse, shell tempered 
ware (Figure 7 c) and a grit tempered ware (Figure 7 a,b) of the kind usually 
associated with the types Lamar Bold Incised and Lamar Complicated Stamped. 
Shell tempering greatly predominates. but - the other accounts for roughly 7% 
of the type. 

Vessel shape is that of the globular jar with constricted neck and straight 
or slightly ins loping rim. Strap handles (Figure 7 a) occur Hith sufficient 
frequency to indicate that they are a normal accompaniment of the vessel. 
Decoration is almost entirely the line-filled triangle. although' diagonal 
bands of parallel lines (Figure 7 a) and nested chevrons (Figure 7 b) also 
occur. Decoration is normally confined to the rim-neck area. but in a fet~ 

cases occurs on jar shoulders with the surface area above being plain. Strap 
handles may be plain or decorated Hith vertical lines. 

Dallas Plain 
There are a sufficient number of plain rim and neck shards in the Barnett 

phase collections to indicate that many shell tempered vessels are entirely 
without decoration. In contrast to the Dallas phase components at Sixtoe Field 
(9-!-lu-lOO) and Little Egypt (9-1·1u-lO:r2, ho",ever. undecorated. shell 

12. Field work is currently being conducted at Little Egypt. 
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tcmpercd vC':;-;clf} are relatively uncorrrr.onJ_:1 . , 
Jars are similar in term to those bearing L~las Incised decoration and 

are the predominant vessel shape. Strap handles occur as do flange-like 
lugs. The latter are placed just below the rim in a manner similar to vessels 
illustrated in the Hiwassee Island report (Lewis and Kneberg 1946: Plate 60 . 1) . 
The simple. rounded bO~11 is also represented. 

Dallas Ilodeled-Dallas Filleted 
A small proportion of the plain. shell tempered pottery is characterized 

by very fine textured paste. minute temper particles and well smoothed 
surfaces. Rims invariably have a narrow applique strip which is usually 
notched but may be plain (Figure 7 e). Crude effigy heads occur in association 
with such applique strips (Figure 7 d). In one instance. the modeled legs 
of an animal effigy are present on a bo,d fragment. This pottery would qualify 
as Dallas Filleted and Dallas :iodeled as described by Lewis and Kneberg 
(1946:l05). Eleven rims of the former ~ have been counted in the collections 
from the three Barnett phase structures I • 

Lamar Coarse Plain 
During initial analysis of the Potts t Tract pottery. the author 

classified a large quantity of sherds with a rough exterior surface. but 
wi thout distinguishable design. as Lamar Complicated Stamped. It was felt 
that such pottery merely represented the cruder end of the Lamar Complicated 
Stamped spectrum. Further consideration and subsequent reanalysis of the Barnett 
phase material however has led the author to conclude that this rough 
surfaced pottery should be distinguished as a separate type. In the present 
report it is referred to as Lamar Coarse Plain. The description that follows 
is not intended as a formal type definition. 

Lamar Coarse Plain occurs on a grit tempered paste similar to other Lamar 
types at Potts' Tract. Its distinguishing characteristic is a rough exterior 
surface that is cracked. bumpy and dotted with protruding temper particles. 
The technique whereby this finish is produced is not known. although a likely 
guess is that it is the result of not modifying surfaces in any way beyond the 
tooling necessary in shaping vessels. Instead of smoothing and polishing or 
stamping with a carved paddle. the craftsman simply left the vessel surface un­
altered I 5 • No tooling marks can be recognized on this pottery. and one 

13. This statement is based on impression only as complete counts have not 
been made of the collections from Sixtoe and Little Egypt. 

14. No attempt was made to sort out body sherds of these types as without 
the diagnostic rim and effigy features they can be diffiCUlt to distinguish 
from the coarse. shell tempered ware. 

15. Involved here is the question of whether Lamar Complicated Stamped 
is malleated into shape ,.,1 th a carved paddle or formed in some other 
fashion and subsequently decorated with a stamp. 
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"onders "hat technique was utilized in fashioning the clay into final vessel 
form. 

Uhatever the technique ~Ias, it is clear that the end result was intentional. 
Lamar Bold Incised vessels with this surface finish belm; the decorative 
zone are well smoothed on their interior surface and in some cases have also 
been smoothed on the exterior in the basal region. 

Lamar Coarse Plain occurs with four vessel forms: the typical Lamar Jar 
with pinched rim, globular jars ,dth handles, simple rounded bmlls and 
carinated bOHls. In the first case. it is normally an all-over surface finish, 
an exception being those jars Hith Lamar Bold Incised decoration in the neck 
rer,ion and a roughened surface on the body beloH (Figure 8 c). Rounded jars 
Hith handles appear to be roughened on the shoulder and lower body surface and 
smoothed on the rim and neck. Carinated bowls bear this surface finish on the,t" 
underside below a smoothed rim area that i s decorated with Lamar Bold Incised 
"cs ;p.ns (Figure 8 a). - -- - . - -- -

PerllarO I.a mar Coarse Plain is best seen as a ceramic mode rather than 
a type. Alth~~h it- most- fr;quently occurs as the all-over surface finish on 
bOl;ls and jars , it also served as an alternative to polishing belm; the zone of 
decoration on Lamar Bold Incised vessels. 

Considerahle-difficulty- has been encountered in "orking with Lamar Coarse 
Plain pottery as there are several distinct pottery types that caobe included 
in the cateyory on the basis of eross similarity. Crudely executed Lamar 
Complicat~~t~~ped sherds are nearly indisti nruish~ble from it. So also 
are sherds Hith I<eathered and eroded surfaces . Finally, some pottery resembling 
Lamar_Coarse Plain is apparently cordmarked (Fi~c ~ b) . This latter material 
is pri t temnered, crudely s tal'lped and possihl y smoothed over lii!htly. A fel< de­
finate examples have been identified (Table 4), but a much preater number 
have probably been mistakenly included in the Lawar Coarse Plain category. 
Since these three types can resemble Lamar Coa~~e Plain- under the conditions 
described. an accurate sorting of the ty?;-is - difficul t, if not impossible. 
The frequency of Lamar Coarse Plain ores en ted in Table 4 is most certainly 
too larl.'e a fir.ure. 

For the 'lilbanks Site ( 9--<:k-5), Sears (1958:177) reports that nearly half 
of the Lamar Plain pottery had a deliberately roughened surface' and fre­
quently occured on jars " ith pinched rims. He concludes that this surface 
finish lias deliberately produced, but he is unable to determine the technique 
employed in achieving it. This is the only published reference the author 
has found to pottery resembling Lamar Coarse Plain. 

Until the type is better unders tood, little more can be said ahout it. 
As classified for this report, Lamar Coarse Plain is the second most popular 
pottery type in the Parnett ceramic- comp~--rtS distinctive characteristic, 
the rough surface, is most likely the result of a laqk of surface modification 
rather than the application of some specialized decorative technique. 
It occurs most frequently on typical Lamar jars and beneath the decorative zone 
on Lamar Bold Incised vessels. 

Lamar Bold Incised 
Pottery of this type normally occurs on coarse grit tempered paste. 

Occasionally though vessels are tempered ,dth shell (Figure B b) as demon­
strated in Table 5. Vessel shape is almost exclusively the carinated bo,d 
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TABLE 5 

Frequency of Shell and Grit Tempering with Lamar Bold Incised 

Structure 1 Structure 2 structure 3 

Grit temper 30 73 29 

Shell temper 5 3 o 

,.,ith rounded bo1.tom •• Hraight or slirhtly convex sides and plain rim (Figure 8 a , 
A few exanroles of jars Ifith incised decoration 01' the Deck do occur and 
these normally have the outflaring. pinched rim characteristic of Lamar 
Complicat~2ta~ (Figure 6 c). A third vessel shape of infrequent occurance 
is apparently a bowl with outflarinp: rim, decoration being confined to the 
iulerior surface of the rim (Figure 8 e ). A fourth form is a bOlfl Ifi th 'L' -shaj)<. 
rim and decoration cODfined to the upper, horizontal rim surface (Figure 8 d). 
NODe of these shapes are neu. having heeD reported for the area in Hauchope 
(1966:85, Fig. 39) and !loorehead (1932: Fig. 36). 

Decoration conforms closely to published descriptions (JenniDgs and 
Fairbanks 1939:" and "lauchope 1966:86). IDcising for the most part is 
crisp and distinct, consisting of broad and deep lines. Designs are those typical 
of the type as described elselfhere. The zone of decoration is frequently 
bordered below by cane or dash punctates. The remainder of the vessel surface 
is either plain and polished, or roughened as previouslY noted. 

Lamar Complicated Stamped 
Lamar Complicated Stamped occurs exclusively on coarse, grit tempered 

paste. Vessel shape is predominantly the deep, conoidal jar with slightly 
constricted neck; the only other l'ccolln; ,,"'hle shape beiDg an opeD bowl. 
Rims are normally outflaring and decorated with a notched or pinched baDd 
on the exterior in typical Lamar fashion. Cane puDctates and applique nodes 
do not occur. 

The distinctive feature of Lamar CO!!!p!i~te~ Stamped pottery at Potts ' 
Tract is the poor quality of stamping. Designs are lightly impressed, 
overlap extensively and apparently ,-/ere smoothed over subsequent to stamping. 
l'Iauchope (1966:80) reports that approximately "0% of the Lamar Complicated 
Stamped pottery from sites in north Georgia bears designs that are recognizable 
only as either rectilinear or curvilinear. At Potts' Tract, an even greater 
propof'tion of the type bears designs that can be recognized only at this level 
of distinction. Specific designs that caD be identified include most commoDly 
Dested frets or rectangles (Figure 9 c) and iD smaller number, concentr ic 
circles and the filfor cross (Figure 9 a). r1any sherds bear only parallel, _ 
straight lines , and sufficiently large examples have been seen as to suggest 
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that this constitutes the entire designl~. 
A large prop~tion of Lamar Complicated Stamped pottery is so poorly 

executed that it is difficult to distinguish from Lamar Coarse Plain. 
Because of this sorting difficulty, it is probable that a substantial number 
of Lamar Complicated Stamped sherds have been classified as Lamar Coarse Plain 
in the present report. and that the type is actually more abundant than 
indicated in Table 4. 

Lamar Plain 
As defined here. Lamar Plain includes only smooth or polished plain 

pottery Hith coarse p.rit tempered pastel17 • A large proportion of Lamar Plain 
sherds doubtless derive from the 10l;er portion of Lamar Rold Incised 
bowls, but the simple, rounded bOl,l is also a common form: The latter frequently 
has a square lip bearinr small notches on the exterior edge (Figure 7 f). 
Portions of a single globular jar >lith constricted neck. straight rim and 
strap handles from structure 2 represent the sole recognized occurance of 
this vessel form in the three house structures. 

iliscellaneous Types 
Shell tempered pottery Hith cord impressed exterior surfaces occurs in 

minor amounds throughout the site. Only three sherds are included in the 
combined collections from structures 1,2 and 3. ~herds are never large 
enough to shoH more than the particular surface treatment, and therefore 
vessel shape and the placement of cord impressions are not known. 

As previously noted, there are a few p.rit tempered. cord marked 
sherds in the collections from Potts' Tract. In all examples. the cord 
impressions are not distinct, having been obliterated apparently by subsequent 
smoothing of the vessel surface. It is probable that this type is more 
abundant than indicated, and that additional sherds have been wrongly classified 
as Lamar Coarse Plain. An interesting variation Has noted in one instance in 
Hhich a sherd of Lamar Bold Incised appeared to have cord impressions beloH 
the zone of decoration. 

Observations and Conclusions 
In 1963, Dr. A.R. Kclly excavated two house structures at Sixtoe Field 

(9-t1u-lOO) which yielded pottery of both Dallas and Lamar affiliation 
(Kelly N.D.A.). Stratigraphic context indicated that the pottery belonged to 
a single component and not ~~o as the cultural affiliations of the various 
types present Hould suggest. In subsequent investigations at the nearby 
Bell Field ilound ( 9-tiU-10l). Kelly (N.D. R.) uncovered nine stages of mound 

16. J.R. Caldwell (1955:279, Fig. A3) illustrates a partial vessel bearing 
a straight line stamped design from an historic Cherokee site in Buford 
reservoir, Forsyth County. Straight line motifs Here common on the 
stamped pottery from protohistoric and historic Cherokee sites that 
CaldHell excavated along the Tugalo River in northeast Georgia (1955:279. 
personal communication). 

17. This conforms to t:auchope's type, ~ Plain Smooth (1966:86-7). 
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construction. the earliest of which were overwhelmingly Dallas in ceramic 
affiliation and the latest. pl'edominantl.y Lamar. A gradual transition from 
one ceramic complex to the other was manifested in the intermediate mound 
stages . Kelly has used the term "Dallarnar" to refer to this pl'ocess of 
replacement of Dallas ceramics by Lamar ceramics in the Carters Dam area 
(N.D.A . , N.D.B.). 

In an attempt to identify the late occupations at carters Dam with 
ethnographic tribes. Kelly has pl'oposed that Dallas culture repl'esents 
pl'ehistoric Coosa and the local. variant of Lamar culture represents Cherokee. 
The m~xture of pottery from the tuo distinct ceramic traditions at Sixtoe Field 
and Bell Field sites according to this interpl'etation represents the 
conmingling of Coosa and Cherokee during the period of gradual. replacement 
of the former by the latter (N.D.A., N.D.B . ). Recent ethnohistoric 
research by Carol Hill, a graduate student at the University of Georgia, has 
indicated that such a progressive replacement of Creek by Cherokee was occuring 
in the Carters Dam area at least during the historic period prior to 
RemovallS• 

The 1965 inVestigations at Potts' Tract have substantiated Kelly's 
finding of a ceramic complex containing pottery types of both Dallas and 
and Lanar affiliation. As can be seen in Table II, roughly- three-fourths of 
the pottery sample from Structures 1,2 and 3 is identifiable as Lamar. 
The entire Lamar ceramic inventory as described by trauchope (1966) for north 
Georgia is represented. All but a few of the minor Dallas types (Lewis 
and Kneberg 19116) are also represented and together account for approximately 
one-fourth of the pottery sample from the three structures. 

In the pl'eceeding pages, a discription has been given of this pottery 
assemblage at Potts' Tract. It is intended that the assemblage serve as the 
type collection for a new phase, designated Barnett phase. At the pl'esent time, 
phase definition is based on pottery alone. In future reports concerning 
University of Georgia investigations at Carters Dam, however, this definition 
will be broadened to include a greater variety of artifactual data. 

Barnett phase is clearly related to the larger phenomenon, Lamar, a 
fact that can be expl'essed taxinomically by identifying Barnett as a phase of 
Lamar culturel9. The nature of this relationship, however, Hill not be clear 
until Lamar itself has been broken do~m into well documented regional and tem­
poral variants and the relationship between these has been worked out. 

Other components have been investigated in the vicinity of Carters Dam 
that possess more Dallas ceramic elements than Potts' Tract. The Little Egypt 
site (9-!lu-102) located less than one mile to the west has yielded ceramic 
samples that are 75~ shell tempered and have in addition to the Dallas 
elements pl'esent at Potts' Tract, plain surface salt pans . A similar ceramic 
inventory was found in association with the earliest of tliO superimposed 

lS. Paper read at 1969 meeting of the Southern Anthropological Society, New 
Orleans. 

19. The terms, phase and culture, are used here as defined by Hilley and 
Phillips (1955). 
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domestic structures 20 at Sixtoe Field and at 9-Go-120, a site located several 
miles down river from Carters Dam. Table 6 presents the pottery counts 
for a surface collection made at 9-GO-120 in 1968. 

TABLE 6 

9-Go-120 Surface Collection 

Lamar Bold Incised 9 

Lamar Complicated Stamped 25 

Lamar Plain 31 

Dallas Plain 261 

Dallas Incised 7 

Dallas !lodeled 2 

Dallas Filleted 6 

Shell tempered cord marked 1 

fabric marked salt pans 5 

plain salt pans 7 

It seems clear that Dalla" culture, as defined by LeHis and Kneberg (19~6) 
occurs in the Carters Dam area. Components at Sixtoe Field, Little Egypt, 
Bell Field and 9-Go-120 can bes t be classified as Dallas or at least regional 
expressions of it. In the terminolo~y of Hilley and Phillips, these components 
could be classified as a phasc of Dallas culture. Except for the fact that 
Dallas Has first recognized in the Upper Tennessee River valley and the fact 
that more sites of this affiliation may have been excavated there. there is 
no evidence to suggest that the Carters Dam components represent an intrusive 
or geographically marginal expression of Dallas culture. 

According to the Bell Field llound stratirraphy. which ShOHS Lamar pottery 
types replacing Dallas pottery types through time, the Barnett phase post­
dates the local Dallas manifestation. 'lhether pottery of Dallas affiljation 
ever completely disappears from the Carters Dam area leaving behind a 

20. Structure 1 in F.xcavation Unit A (Kelly N.D.A.). The latest of the n<o 
superimposed structures has ~oduc9d a Rarnett ph~se pottery COllection. 
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"pure" Lamar ceramic complex is not known at present. Presumably this question 
will be resolved when· the hirtoric occupations at Carters Dam have been 
identified archaeologically21. 

The only adequate published description of Dallas culture is contained 
in the Hiwassee Island report (Le~ris and Kneberg 1 946). The ceramic inventory 
of that component is actually Quite similar to Barnett phase, as it contains 
pottery of Lamar affiliation: specifically Dallas Incised with "Curvilinear 
guilloche" designs and "Southern Appalachian motifs"22 and OVerhill Complicated 
Stamped. These can be seen as shell tempered variants of Lamar Bold Inc~ 
and Lama~ ComplJ.cat~_ S~~mped. At Potts' Tract, the only types ~f Dal~as 
affiliat10n not present are OVerhill Check Stamped, Dallas Negat1ve Pa1nted 
and salt pans, the former tl,o being minority types at Hiwassee Island. 
A more complete comparison of the pottery complexes at the "tl<o sites is 
presented in Table 7. It is evident that the difference betl<een them is 
largely Quantitative: proportion of ~it to shell tempering and relative 
frequency of specific pottery types. 

Several sites in north Georgia (Nacoochee, EtoHah, Potts' Tract) 
and farther south along the Georgia-Alabama b.)l'der (Neisler, Bull Creek, 
Abercrombee) manifest pottery assemblages that are predominantly Lamar but 
contain some "tlississippian" elements. The Dallas component at HiHassee 
Island fits into this same picture, hut lies at the other end of the spectrum. 
Hal' are these sites with "mixed" pottery assemblages to be interpreted? Is 
the shift through time from Dallas to Lamar pottery types that apparently 
occurs at Carters Dam actually a Hidespread phenomenon in northHest Georgia and 
eastern Tennessee? The answer to this question Hill certainly have a bearing 
on the manner in which the shift at Carters Dam is interpreted. 

Today most southeastern archaeologists deplore generalizations concerning 
the relationship betl;een Lamar, Dallas, Cherokee and Creek. Nevertheless, 
many still attempt to link Dallas and Lamar or local variants of these ,;ith 
specific tribal groups as though there \;as invariable a one-to-one relationship 
betl'leen pottery and people. In some instances this equation no doubt is correct. 
The apparently complete replacement of Dallas pottery by Lamar at Carters Dam 
may actually represent Cherokee groups penetrating .. hat was at one time 
Coosa territory. It may on the other hand actually reflect only the ebb and 
flow of ceramic styles independently of social and political boundaries. 
The possiHlity that ceramic shifts at Carters Dam are of this nature can 
not be ignored. 

21. The historically documented Cherokee settlement of CoosaHattee Old 
Town has yet to be located. Various types of evidence had indicated that 
the Little i.gypt site (9-ilu-l02) was Coosat·rattee Old TO\;n, but investi- ' 
~tions there in 1969 liave failed to substantiate this. 

22. Together these designs account for 35~ of the Dallas Incised pottery with 
identifiable design from Unit 37 (Lewis and Kneberg 1966:Table 22). 

, 



TABLE 7 

TYPOLOGICAL COMPARISON OF POTTS' TRACT (BARNETT PHASE) 
AND HHIASSEE ISLAND .(DALLAS CULTURE) POTTERY 

Potts' Tract site 

Lamar Bold Incised 
grit and shell 9.0% 

Lamar Complicated Stamped 
grit 11.0% 

Dallas Plain 
shell 

Dallas Incised 
shell and grit 

Cordmarked 
sneii and grit 

Dallas l10deled 
shell 

Dallas Filleted 
shell 

Lamar Coarse Plain 
grit 

Lamar PIa in 
grit 

absent 

absent 

absent 

23.0% 

2.0% 

1.0% 

, 1.0% 

: 1. 0% 

26.0% 

28.0 

Hiwassee Island site 

Dallas Incised (curvilinear designs) 
shell 1% 

Overhill Complicated Stamped 
shell 

and 
Lamar Complicated Stamped 

grit 1% 

Dallas Plain 
shell 

approx. 
75~ 

Dallas Incised(rectilinear designs) 
shell 

Dallas Cordmarked 
shell 

Dallas Modeled 
shell 

Dallas Filleted 
shell 

absent 

absent 

Overhi 11 Check 
shell 

Dallas Nel\ative 
shell 

Salt pans 
shell 

Stamped 

Painted 

1-2% 

25% 

approx. 
1% 

approx. 
1% 

<1% 

' 1% 

approx. 
5-6% 

n. Type desit..o~ tTons in the Potts' Tra .. r colunn 'are those defiJ)ed in the 
present st·,dy. Type desienations in the Hh'assee lsl·a nd column are ~ 

those used by LeIJis and i<ne'beq: (1946). 

24. Frequencies of types listed below were derived from Tables 19 and 20 
(Lewis and Kneberg 1946:101). 
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ARCHITECTURAL FFATURES 

~umerous features ~lere encountered during the 196B excavations at 
Potts' Tract. These include postholes, seements of prepared house floors. 
hearths. pits and hurials. 

Remains of three structures were fully investirated . ..... All belong to 
the Barnett component and Here apparently domestic in nature. Structures 
1 and 3 lay within xu 1 Hhile structure 2 occured in xu 2. 

Structure 1 
---StructUre 1 actually consists of two superimposed r.uildings which are 
designated IA (earliest) and IE (Latest). The major architectural features 
of both huildin~~ are ShO\1n in Figure 10, a ground plan for the southernmost 
portion of XU 1 • As can be seen. a larre number of postholes I<ere recorded 
in the vicinity of Structure 1, Hith the result that exact definition of 
walls and other structural members has been difficult. 1\,10 definite 
l100dstock features occur below the houses. and it is probable that a number ' 
of the recorded postholes belong to that component. Feature 64 is definitely 
later than Structure 1. and it can be concluded that some of the postholes 
plotted in Figure 10 also postdate it. 26 

According to the interpretation of recovered architectural data follOl;ed 
in this report both Structures IA and IB were hetween ~;enty-two and twenty­
four feet square. Outer \falls are clearly delimited only on the southwest side 
I<here the base of the wattle and daub wall of Structure I!l is marked by a 
strip of yello" clay with inClusive postholes and the \(illl of Structure IA 
appears as a regular alignment of post immediately to the east. These walls 
are respectively nlelve and eleven feet distance from the central hearth. 
Feature 136 and they indicate that both buildings \lere oriented twenty degrees 
west of nOE'th. Utilizing the southHes t ' Hails ' as a starting point probable 
",all alignments for both structures have been ",orked out and are indicated on 
figure 10 by the two sets of lines: solid for Structure IB and r..roken for 
Structure IA. Fairly good post alignments exist along the southeast side 
of the structures. but most of the northeast and northHest "'<ills are poorly 
defined. According to these alignments Structure IA lies slightly to the 
south and east of the later structure, and its southeast corner is a pparently 
beyond the limits of excavation. 

!!all posts were set in individually dug holes and occured at probable in­
tervals of one to ~~o feet. Postholes averaged . f, to .8 feet in diameter. 

25. 

26. 

Structure I B "as apparently destroyed by fire as a thick layer of fired daub 

---------------~-------

For the' sake of 
f!.om t hi s plan. 

clarity. several minor f Qatures havc been omitted 
~ ll featur,es are noted in t h" tf'xt. 

Pos t holes I vin, \"ithin tlJe neri"'ct('r of Fea tures i20. 1 33 . 1 37; und 138 
postdate t ho.se feature~" !'o"t!lol,,<; lyir" ','ithin the perhcter of 
Feature 64. ''Predate that pit. ~orne postholes situated within t he perimeter 
of the yellow sand floor s egments originated above these features. 
but most were earlier in date. 
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and charred timbers overlay the occupation floor. Immediately above the 
floor was a thin layer of charred debris, and the floor its e l f Has fil"ed in places 
Daub was tempered with grass and bore the impressions of round and split timbers. 
No cane impressions were found in the fired wall daub, but evidence of what 
can be interpreted as charred, split cane mattin[', occured at three locations on 
the floor. Several burned posts were found inside the structure protruding 
above floor IB into the daub layer. Thes e are shown on figure 10 as open 
circles. The location of many along t he diagonals of the structure at a 
distance of 7.5 to 8 feet from the central hearth su[',p,ests that they may have 
served as interior roof supports. Rurned timbers lying on floor IB tended to 
radiate out from t he central hearth. 

Structure IA was apparently not hurned. The floor was not fired, and 
no charred timbers or posts were associated with it. Unlike the overlying 
structure, few features and artifacts Here encountered directly on this floor. 
Figure II, a north-south profile through the center of the s tructure. "hows the 
s tratigraphic r e lationship of the two house floorS and the central hearth . 
Floor IB Has separated by .2 to .5 feet of soil from the underlying floor lA. 
This soil showed no eVidence of \>'ater sorting, and it can only be concluded 
that deposition \>'as by t he si te inhabitants . Occupation debris occured 
throughout indicating that t hc soil "as derived from the surrounding village 
area. Architectural continuity between the n ;o buildings is evidenced by 
their nearly identical location, size, compass orientation and utilization of a 
common central hearth. Apparently Structure lA ,·,as torn dOlm and covered by 
a thin layer of midden soil Hith construction of the later building follo,;ing 
soon afterwards. 

In the immediate vicinity of Structure I, the Rarnett phase midden lies 
between 96.6 and 97.0 feet, and the underlying "oodstock occupation stratum 
occurs betHeen 95 . 5-96.0 and 96 .6 f eet. Feature 135, a small Hoadstock pit 
located just beyond the s outheast corner of Structure 1, occurs at 96 . 6 feet. 
Since Floor I A lies directly on sterile silt loam at a depth of 95 .6 ieet, it 
can be definitely conCluded that Structure l A was constructed in a shallow 
depression 'lith a depth of at least . 8 fee t. UnfortunatelY no recorded 
profiles s how this depression in cross section. 

The central hearth, Feature 136 . consists of three separate, superimposed 
fire basins. The 10Hest, hearth A, i s associated Hi th the floor of structure 
l A. The remainin r. t>10 , hearths R and C, are associated \; ith the floor of Structur 
lB. The floor of Structure I R \,'<1S definab le by a thin layer of occupation 
debris and charred material immediately belOl' the daub layer. Evidence 
of a prepared floor "IaS encountered only in the vicinity of the central 
hearth " here a thin layer of yello" sand lay immediately beloH occupation 
debris and abutted hearth C (Figure ll). Hearth B .ras also associated 
with a t h in layer of yelloH sand. This prepared floor underlies that associated 
with Hearth C and merges Hith it at a distance of one to four feet out from 
the hearth (Figure 11). 

The floor of Structure IA Has defined primarily by the presence of sterile 
soil immediately beloH its pres umed location. Prepared floor was in evidence 
hOl.ever as a thin layer of yello" sand surroundin[! hearth A to a distance 
of two feet. A yello\< sand layer surrounding feature 128, a s econd hearth 
ass ociated \<ith Structure lA. can also be interpreted as a segment of this floor 
(Figure 10). 

Hearths were encountered in three separate place within Structure l. 



The central hearth. Feature 136, as noted above consisted of three superimposed 
basins. Complete investigation' could not be made of the two lowest· basins 
as it was necessary to leave a portion of this entire feature undisturbed for 
future archacomagnetic dating. It has been established however that both 
have Hell formed shallow basins. Hearth C has a square basin with rounded 
sides and a depth of .2 feet. Compass orientation of this last hearth is 
tuenty degJ'ees uest of north. similar to that of the structure itself. 
Hearth C was modified at some point in time by t he addition of clay to the 
north, east and south portions of its rim. Whether the other two fire basins 
were similarly modified could not be determined uith the limited excavation. 
Charcoal occured in and around all three basins. A layer of ash compressed 
into floor IB just to the northeast of the hearth probably represents 
sl{eepings from the basin of hearth C. 

The remaining hearths, Features 128 and 129, were situated in the south­
west quadrant of the house and had only a single construction stage. 
The southwestern-most, Feature 128. is definitely associated with Structure IA. 
The other. Feature 129, probably also belongs to Structure lA, but the str­
tigJ'aphic context does not al10'1 of a certain association. It could pertain 
to the earlier "Toodstock occupation in this area. 

Both hearths had square basins and outer perimeters. Feature 128 was 
well formed having a basin .5 feet deep with nearly vertical walls. 
The basin of Feature 129 was .2-.3 feet deep and rounded in cross section. 
Feature 128 is oriented like the central hearth. Feature 129 however is or­
iented sixteen degJ'ees east of north indicating that it may not be an integral 
part of Structure 1. 

Considering the bewildering array of postholes encountered in and 
around Structure .1. , i t 5::1 . ot sUl"-risint that d",finatc evidence of all 
entrance is lacking. The only indication of such is a single, four-foot long, 
shallo,·, trench stratigraphically associated wi th floor IB and located near 
the center of the southeast ~~ll . There was no indication that posts had 
been set into this trench. Careful search was made for a companion trench, 
forming the opposite side of the entry ~:ay, but none ,~as found. Except 
for its location in relationship to the presumed exterior walls of Structure 1, 
there is no evidence that this trench does indeed represent part of an 
entrance 1Iay. 

At least three pits "ere found within the limits of Structure I, but none 
appear to be associated with its occupation. Feature 133, a large pit 8 
feet northeast of the central hearth, definitelY belongs to the \·~oodstock 

component and stratigraphically preceeds the construction of Structure 1. 
Feature 138, a burial 'lith later intrusive pit (Feature 137) lies beneath the 
walls of Structure 1. Artifact association lias inconclusive for component iden­
tification, but the fact that postholes belonging to both Structures IA 
and IB occured in pit fill indicates that they at least preceed house con­
struction. 

Feature 64, lies outside the presumed >.'all of Structure IB l:A.tt inside of 
Structure IA. It i s stratigraphically later than the two structures, as 
it cuts through both Floor In and the midden stratum overlying portions of 
that floor (Figure 11). In addition, it cuts through the feature that has 
been identified as a wall trench and part of an entry passage for Structure 
lB. 

I 
J 
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A number of items lay directly on floor IB and presumably can be attributed 
to dancstic activities carried on Hithin the structure. 

1) A red sandstone slab with grinding surfaces on 
both sides was situated innnediate1y to the northeast of the central hearth. 

2) Less than one foot to the northeast of the grinding slab lay an 
oblong river pebble shooing some evidence of wear. It may have been used 
with the grinding slab. 

3) Several irregular slabs of limestone were distributed throughout 
the floor area except for the northwest quadrant. Two were rather large, 
measuring approximately one foot in width and one-and-one-half feet in 
length. These may have been used on the roof of Structure IB and would have 
fallen to the ground before the collapse of walls 14hen the building burned. 

4) Several turtle shells, seeminy,ly .thole in all cases. Here distributed 
throughout the house. They occured in squares N425 E65, 111440 E70 and 111435 E55. 

5) No complete pottery vessels 14ere found, but a large portion of a 
single shell tempered plain jar occured on floor IB above the hearth, Feature 
128. 

6) Concentrations of charred veeetal material, including hickory 
nut. acorns and corn kernels, Here found at three points: Squares 111420 E65, 
111430 E70 and E435 E65. Undoubtedly if all soil from floor IB had been processed 
by the flotation technique a considerable amount of such material would have 
been obtained. 

7) A concentration of flint debris occured just inside the presumed entranc, · 
to Structure IB in square N425 E70. Kelly has reported (N.D.A.) a similar 
occurance of flint debris just inside the entrance Hay to a "Dallamar" 
house. Structure 1 , ~t ~ L~toe r iclt.. In testing at the Little Egypt site in 
1969, a similar feature has been found in association 14ith a structure of 
Dallas affiliation. Its exact relationship to the architectural plan of the 
house will not be kno14D until intensive investig.aions are conducted in 1970. 

In trowelling dOlm to the floor of Structure IA, abundant artifacts and 
animal bones were encountered. l'ith the exception of the hearths already 
noted and a single concnetration of mussle shell, no features were associated 
with this earlier floor. The mussel shells occured in square 111425 E80 just 
inside the southeast wall. 

Structure 2 
Architectural information on structure 2 is of a limited nature. The 

building 14aS apparently not destroyed hy fire with the result that relatively 
durable items such as fired daub and floors and charred posts Here not 
present to aid investigation. 

Unlike Structures 1 and 3. this building is spatially isolated from 
other occupation features. It lies at the bottom of the brolm loam midden 
immediately above sterile loam and clay loam strata (Figure 5). Only one other 
architectural feature was encountered in XU 2. This lias an east-west line 
of post holes lying seven feet south of the presumed southeast corner of 
Structure 2 and parallel to the edge of the abandoned channel 14hich lies six 
feet further south. These posts may be part of a palisade. 

Considerable difficulty was encountered in distinguishine postholes as is 
evident in the sparse pattern illustrated in Figure 12. Postholes do form a 
cluster measuring about 25 feet square and oriented approximately forty-five 
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degrees east of north, but individual ,.,all alignments can not be discerned. 
The number and arrangement of recorded postholes indicate that perhaps tl<o 
different structures ,.,ere erected on this location. 

No evidence of a prepared floor lias discovered during excavation. 
Indeed floor level lias indicated only by a thin layer of sandy soil overlying 
sterile tan loam. Artifacts and features occured in the former and along 
the line of separation betlleen the tlfO strata. This thin sandy stratum probably 
ra~esents occupation debris accumulated during the existance of the structure. 
Postholes were detected in the tan loam belcm. 

The central hearth, Feature 139. is best characterized as an amorphous 
mass of fired clay in Hhich occur four recognizable fire basins. These ,.,ere 
poorly formed. bein~ generally circular in outline and rounded in cross section. 
Rims were not prominent. As can be seen in Figure 12, the basins are paired 
and appear to constitute tl<o separate hearth areas. In each pair, basins over­
lap slightly, and this together with the fact that the southern pair occurs 
at a slightly higher elevation suggests a s equential order of construction 
and use beginning with basin A and terminating ,nth hasin D. These four 
basins suggest that Structure 2, like Structure 1. may have been rebuilt one 
or more times. As indicated above, the number and arrangement of recorded 
Plstholes suggest that the external walls may have been rebuilt at least one 
time. Unfortunately, since there is no evidence of multiple floor levels and 
individual wall alignments can not be distinguished. the possibility of 
multiple structures must remain unproven. 

In addition to the central hearth area. only four features of interest 
occured within Structure 2. Eleven feet to the northeas t of Feature 139, 
a partially destroyed hearth. Feature 140. occured at the general house floor 
level. Although the east and west sides had been des troyed in prehistoric 
times. enough of the central portion remained intact to all~. identification. 
Unlike Feature 139, this hearth was Hell made. The basin is circular and 
is bounded by a distinct elevated rim. The location of the hearth would 
seem to place it beneath or very close to the outer house walls suggesting 
that it may be unrelated to Structure 2. It >rill be recalled hO~1ever that 
a hearth, Feature 128. was similarly situated in Structure IA. 

Six feet southeast of the central hearth. a posthole of slightly larger 
than average diameter Has found with the tl'10 parts of a stone hoe standing on 
end Iiithin its perimeter (Figure 17 b). Apparently these hoe fra gments were 
used as chocks to reinforce an unstable rost. Six feet south of the central 
hearth, two fine, greenstone celts were found lying parallel to one another 
on the house floor (Figure 17 a). The fish effi~. illustrated in Figure 14. 
was found lying on the house floor just north cf the central hearth. It 
is carved on a soft slate-like stone. 

No complete rottery vessels Here associated Hith Structure 2. Charred 
Vegetal matter was absent and animal bone, scarce. Done preservation here 
Has very poor. accounting perhaps for the scarcity of this material. 

Despite the limited information availahle. Structure 2, conforms in 
general to the characteristics of other rlomestic buildings at Potts' Tract. 
There is a central fire hearth, wall posts were individually set and the 
presumed size of the structure i s similar to that of other structures. 
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Structure 3 
Structure 3 is 'a rectangular buUdinr, measuring 20 feet by 22 feet Hi th 

central nearth, prepared floor and pos sible entrance passage on the southwest 
side. As ",as the case with Structure I, t his' huildinr, is situated in an 
area lihere. occupational activity was intense. Architectural features were 
\<Iell preserved, but the abundant remains of earlier and perhaps later construc­
tion activity tends to obscure the details of this structure (Figure 13)27. 
The floor of the structure occurs at an elevation of 96.7 feet, less than .3 feet 
belo\<l the buried plot-: zone. It in turn overlies a minimum of .5 feet of midden 
soil, most of ~lhich is attributable to the Hoodstock occupation. One large 
pit (Feature 122) and an undetermined number of postholes . date to this earlier 
component. 

A further difficulty in interpreting Structure 3 arises from the manner 
in which it "as excavated. Approximately one-fourth of the structure, the 
area along the northwest ,,-all, 'ias dug through to sterile soil before the 
first solid indications of its existance \-Iere encountered. Postholes 
defining the northwest wall and part of the northeast and southwest Halls 
Here consequently not recorded until identified in sterile soil below. 
The remainder of the structure hOHever ,,-as excavated as a unit, utilizing its 
well preserved sand floor as a guide in recognizing related features. 

Once Structure 3 had been recognized. i ts configuration ,~as readily apparent 
during excavation. Approximately tHo-thirds of the area within the building 
was covered by a prepared floor of yellow sand. A distinct line of post-
holes was observed during excavation at the same level as the floor and coinciding 
almost exactly " ith its south east perimeter. Despite tpe plethora of posthOles 
eventually recorded in this area, identification of the southeast wall is 
certain. The southHest and northeast '-lalls are equally certain of identification 
although portions of each Here not recognized until sterile soil had been 
reached. The northt<est wall is not as readily identifiable. The prepared 
floor was largely a bsent here and postholes Here seemingly spotty in occurance. 
The alignments iIXIicated in Figure 13 by solid lines hm;ever represent 
a probable interpretation of the building 's configuration. 

From these FOsthole alignments , the dimensions of Structure 3 are cal­
culated to be 20 feet easth'lest and 22 feet north/south. The compass 
orientation of the building i s twenty-five degrees east of north. 

A possible entrance rassage i s indicated by two lines of posts lying per­
pendicular to and centered in the southHest wall. A single posthole 
situated in the center of this entrance and in line tiith the southwest l-lall 
may be unrelated to Structure 3. On the otherhand, it may be seen as evidence 
that no entrance passa ge exists at this location. 

Inside the structure, three large postholes 28 0ccur in the northt<est, 

27. Postholes lying Hithin t he perimeter of Features 33, 76, 89 and 119 
postdate thes e fea tures. The majority of postholes situated along the 
southeast margin of the sand floor of Structure 3 origninated above that 
layer. The remaining postholes t<ith in the perimeter of Structure 3 
~lere first detected below the level of the saIXI floor. 

28. Represented by open circles. 
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northeast and southeast quadrants at a distance of 6 to 6.5 feet from the ~entral 
hearth. The latter two were observed :~o originate from the sand floor. The 
size of these postholes-diameters slightly in excess of one foot-and their 
location uith respect to the central hearth and the structure's compass orienta­
tion indicate that they s~ed as interior support posts. Unfortunately 
the -forth membeJ:' was not found during excavation. Its expected location 
places it Id thin :the perimeter of Feature l~l, and it was not detected during 
the investigation of that feature. 

There is some indici\tion that Structure 3 was destroyed by fire. "'hile 
no blanket of fired daub .and charred :timbers overlay the floor as in the 
case of Structure 11'1, large patch'ls of charcoal and fired daub did occur 
above floor level in three places: near the southeast corner, immediately 
north of the hearth ~' ,and above toe central portion of the northeast \-/cill. 

Considering the fact that a buried plow zone exists less than .3 feet above the 
house floor, it is possible ' that more extensive burned material once overlay the 
floor and has been obliterated by plowing. The impression of the author however 
is that these burned patches do not relate to Structure 3. The concentration 
of charcoal and daub is not very heavy in any of the areas, and there is 
no evidence that plow zone ever extended dcnm close enough to the house 
floor to have destroyed fallen 1-1<111 material lying directly on it. It is 
more likely that these features are remnants of later occupation activity 
in the area. 

The central hearth. Feature BO. is offset sli~htly toward the northeast . 
wall. It consists of a square area of fired clay. 2.2 feet on a side, with . 
a square basin, 1.5 feet across. The rim of the hearth was flush with floor 
level. The basin had nearly vertical sides and a flat bottom .5 feet ' belOl. 
rim level. The compass orientation of the basin is similar to that of the 
structure. 

Very few objects other than pottery and stone debris were recovered 
from the floor of Structure 3. tlo complete pottery vessels were present. 
Near the presumed entrance passage in the southwest wall, a shale gorget (Figure 
20 f) was found lying directly on the prepared floor. A second shale gorget 
(Figure 20 e) occured adjacent to the north~7est wall immediately beloH the 
floor. Finally, a single charred corn cob lay on the house floor four feet 
southeast of the hearth. 

Several features were situated uithin the perimeter of Structure 3 
that apparently predate it. .Feature 122 is a large pit that underlies the 
southeast wall. Artifact content identifies it certainly as !!oodstock. 
Feature l3~ is an oval shaped pit situated just inside the southeast 
1<811. Its contents were accidently mixed I'lith another artifact lot with the 
result that no definite cultural identification can be made. The pit 
was not visible in the prepared floor of Structure 3. and its walls could be 
traced only up to 96.3 feet - nearly one-half foot below the floor. 
On strati~aphic ~ounds therefore it appears tbat Feature l3~ predates 
Structure 3. . 

A burial pit, Burial ~ - Feature l~l. occured eight feet southwest of 
the central hearth. It too was not visible in the prepared floor. but was 
detected immediately below in midden soil. No ~ave goods accompanied 
the burial. Pottery sherds in the pit fill were exclusively Hoodstock. 
Quite possibly Burial ~ was excavated through the floor of Structure 3 
by the building's occupants. I f the floor were subsequently repaired. 
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no trace of the burial pit would be visable in it. 

Structure 3 is similar to Structures 1 and 2 in most details. It is 
distinctive hO\;ever by virtue of its single stage hearth and construction. 

Additional Structures 
Architectural features occured throughout XU 1 at various depths Hithin 

the two midden strata. In the area, ~ounded by the grid lines N465. N480, 
E75 and EIOO, there was however a slightly greater concentration of features, 
and these occured at approximately the same depth, 96.1 to 96.5 feet. During 
excavation, thin strata of yellow sand were encountered in squares N470-475 E85 
and N480 E90 at a depth of 96.2 - 96.3 feet. Apparently larger areas of 
this material were not detected during excavation as a similar stratum could 
be observed at the same depth in profiles left standing along the N470 line 
betHeen E75 and f90. A shallot; pit, Feature 66, definitely originated from the 
yellow sand layer in square N470 E85. 

In Square N480 [100, a large oval area of charcoal, charred logs, fire 
cracked rocks and pottery sherds (Feature 24) occured between 96.5 and 96.1 
feet. T"o other concentrations of fire cracked rock and pot sherds (Features 
22 and 29) occured at depths of 96.4 and 96.1 feet in squares N475 E90 and 
N475 E95. These were not accompanied by great amounts of charred material as 
~~s the case in Feature 24. Finally, a sandstone · grinding slab occured in 
Square N480 [90 in association Hi th one of the yelloH sand lenses. Artifact 
content indicates that all these features are Barnett phase in affiliation. 

Several lines of postholes can be discerned in this general area . 
These do not hO>lever form larger recor,nizable patterns such as house outlines. 

There is no definite evidence that the features described above are 
contemporaneous and associated in a single structure despite the fact that 
their spatial proximity indicates this. They may he part of a Barnett phase 
domestic structure situated in this area of XU 1; on the other hand, they may 
be due to separate and unrelated activities taking place at different times. 

Discussion of House Structures 
In a posthumously published report, Charles 14. Nash (196B) describes 

excavation of seven house mounds located on the Duck River in Humphreys 
County, Tennessee . Six of those mounds contained two superimposed buildings 
while the seventh contained only a single structure. The nature of the six multi­
structure mounds may be summarized as follows: 

1. The first building t;as erected on ground surface. 
2. l'hen this structure HaS destroyed (presumably intentionally) 

all debris Has cleaned aHay and the area covered ,·>ith a layer of 
soil. 

3. A second structure Has then erected directly over and several inches 
above the first . 

4. This later building Has eventually destroyed by fire: The collapse 
of wattle and daub walls around the structure's periphery being 
responsible for the characteristic shape of the mounds-depressed in 
the center with hip'pest elevation near the edges. 

5. Artifacts are found on the floor of the later structure but do not 
occur on the earlier house floor. 

---------------------------------------~ 
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Structure- I at Potts' Tract is characterized by a number of these 
same features. _ It vas erected, destroyed, covered by a layer of soil and 
rebuilt with almost identical dimensions and orientation. Occupation and 
architectural debris Ifere abundant on the later house floor, but absent 
from the first. 'ash found evidence of superimposed central hearths in two 
of the Humphrey's county mounds. _ In Structure 1, the central hearth was 
rebuilt twice and repaired at least once. 

There lIl'e also differences • Initial houses in tlash's samplc were erected 
on ~ound surface, while the floor of Structure IA was depress'.!<l approximately 
one foot below ground surface. Fallen wall debris was distributed evenly 
over most of Structure IB and did not farm a low ring-shaped mound as was 
invariably the case Ifith the Ilumphrey's county houses. 

There can be no doubt that at both sites, the superimposition of dwell­
ing structur .... wa .. an intentional practice. In Structures IA and IB, the 
ncar identity of wall dimensions and orientations and the exact superimposi­
tion of hearths A, B and C suggest that the entire sequence of destruction 
and construction took place over a short period of time and that the intention 
was to recreate or duplicate the 9l'iginal structure in the later one. 

This practice of erecting nfO or more domestic structures successivelY on 
the same location has been reported for late prehistoric cultures throughout 
much of the southeast. It is very definitely characteristic of Dallas and 
related cultures in eastern Tennessee and northwest Georgia as shown by 
the tabulation of house structures in Table B. It is curious therefore that 
the phenomenon has received so little attention in the literature. Even 
Nash, in the publication cited above, is primarily concerned with demonstrating 
that his houses are typologically intermediate bet\feen Small Log and Large 
Log type buildings. In regard to the significance of superimposition of 
houses he offers only the follOlfing comment: 

One miBht surmise that once the locus for a house had been selected 
it continued to serve as a house-lot for a long time, often throughout 
the life span of the village. A similar tenaciousness is indicated 
time after time in the Chucalissa excavations near r-lemphis (personal 
data) and has been noted in other Tennessee excavations by the auther. 
(196B:4) 

If it is recognized that this phenomenon is common throughout much of 
the Southeast in late prehistoric times, some effort should be made to 
account for it. A satisfying and verifiable explanation may never be found, 
but hypotheses should he formulated and tested. As far as the author knows, 
no field or library research has been directed toward this problem. 

The hypothesis is here offered that domestic structures were destroyed 
and reconstructed in conjunction Hith the new year-world renewal element of 
the green corn ceremony that is so widespread in the Southeast. l:aring 
(196B: 30-69) has made a similar proposal concerning the practice of construct­
ing temple mounds in multiple stages. His arguement runs as fOllows: 

1. The historicallY known Creek s;quare l'I'Ound may have developed from 
a prehistoric prototype consisting of ~ single, rectangular buildine 
situated on top of a platform mound. -_ 

2. During the Temple :~ound Period in the Southeast, platform 
mounds are constructed in several stages. each stage consisting of a plat­
form surmounted by one or mare buildings of perishable materials, one of 
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the latter being the sauare ground prototype. 
3. Nuch of the historicallY described Creek Busk ceremonial consists 

of the ritual renewal of important parapheni1ia: the fire pit in the square 
ground is destroyed and rebuilt; the red and while cabins surrounding the 
sq.1are r,round are replastered; seats in the a!Jins are recovered; and the 
arbor above the fire pit is rebuilt. 

4. These activities may be the survival of earlier more elaborate 
practices associated with the Busk: namely destruction of the square ground, 
covering it with a mantle of earth and subsequently rebuilding it. 

In Creek society. the Busk ceremony '.<as not merely a concern of the 
square ground and the adult males participating in rituals held there. 
The renelf"l .. lcmcut of the Busk Has apparently acted out in every household 
in the tcnm. Cooking fires Here extinguished and the hearth cleaned out. 
At least some pottery vessels used durine the prccccding year were broken and 
discarded at this time (Swanton 1928 pp. 580- 581). If Haring is correct 
t hat the periodic destruct jon and rebuildi ng of temple structures represents 
prehistoric elaboration of the Busk, then it is possible that performance 
of rene~~l rituals in the household may also have been more elaborate in 
earlier times, involving destruction and rebuilding of the entire dwelling . 
This practice seems a bit extreme for an annual rite. Perhaps complete 
renewal of the dl<elling was called for at less frequent intervals, perhaps 
every four years. Rebuilding and repairing the the cooking hearth may have 
taken place at more frequent intervals or may represent merely the 
zealousness of certa in individuals at the annual celebration. Table 8 
indicates that multiple and s ingle stage houses occur with about equal 
freauency at t hose sites tabUlated. Houses with only a single stage of 
construction may have been abandoned prior to t , e time at which their renewal 
was called for. Ahandonment of course could have resulted from any number 
of cauSes: a death in the family and movenent of the entire settlement heing 
t HO that come to mind. It is equally possible that the category of so called 
"houses" actually includes spveral functionally different types of domestic 
structures and that only certain of these were reneHed. Archaeolopists 
seem to assume that domestic s tructures of the late prehistoric period 
in the southeast are all of a single type. Yet Rartram (1853:55-56) describes 
Upper Creek households as being compOsed of up to four functionally different 
buildings. Perhaps the variable occurance of multiple, superimposed structures 
has significance in this regard. 

The above discussion is intended to be suggestive only. There is 
certainly insufficient evidence at present to support the hypothesis that 
has been offered. 



TABLE 8 

Single and Multiple Stage Domestic Structures from 

Da Uas Culture and Baruett Phase 

Site Hult iple Structures Single Structure 

Potts' Tract Str. 1 Str. 3 

Str. 2 

Sixtoe29 Str. 1 (XUA) Str. 2 (XUA) 

Str. 1 (XUJ) 

Str. 2 (XUJ) 

Hiwassee IS l and30 Str. U 

Str. 19 

St r . 22 

\'!a 1 ter' s Farm3l Feat . 9
32 Feat. 4 

Feat. 13 

Feat. 15 

Feat. 16 

Feat. 18 

29. Kelly , N.D.A. 
30. Lewis and ::neberg , 1946:75 
31. Webb, 1938: 115-121 
32. Webb describes only 1 structure (F9) as having multiple stages, 

the remaining houses were identified as single or multiple structures 
solely on the basis of ?hotographs ( Pla te s 73 and 74). FlO, a 
rectangular structure 41 by 43 feet, was not included in the above 
tabulations as its great size indicates it may not have been a 
domestic structure . 
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Feature 15 (Figures 13 and 15) 

Location: Square N~80 E7S 
Elevation: 95.7 feet 

FEATURES 

Size: Diameter 1 .1 feet. depth . 8 feet. 
Ceramic contents: 

Hoodstock Complicated Stamped 1 
Hoodstock Plain 1 
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The upper half of this feature contained abundant charcoal and daub 
flecks. while the remainder contained only scattered charcoal . Stratigraphic 
situation and pottery content indicate a Iloodstock affiliation . 

The small size and irregular configuration of this feature suggests 
that it may be a posthole C1r even an animal burrO>!. 

Feature 33 (Figure 13) 

Location: Square N~ 7 S E60 
r.levation: 95 . 4 feet 
Size: Diameter 3.0 feet. depth .2 feet. 
Ceramic cont ent: 

Iloodstock Complicated Stamped 1 

As observed this feature consisted of a thin horizontal layer of fairly 
concentrated charcoal three feet in diameter and . 2 feet thick. It occured 
at 95.4 feet near the lower limit of t he !Ioodstock midden . No pit outline 
was detected. and there " ere no associated features which might aid in inter ­
preting the deposit. Stratigraphical.ly the feature is Hoodstock in affiliation . 

Charred vegetal material obtained by floatation consisted almost exclusively 
of acorn shells. 

Feature 6~ (Figures 10.11.15) 

Location: Square N420 E70 
Elevation: 96.8 feet 
Size: Length 4.7 feet. Hidth 1.9 feet. depth 1.0 feet 
Ceramic contents: 

lIoodstock Complicated Stamped 12 
!·loodstock Plain 2 
Lamar Complicated St amped ~ 

Lamar Incis ed 1 
Lamar Plain 2 
Dallas Filleted 1 
Dallas Plain 7 
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Fill of this pit "'<IS a mottled, yello" and tan sandy soil. Pieces 
of limestone, the largest measuring over one foot in diameter were abundant 
and occupied a large proportion of the area within the pit. Animal bone was 
abundant, hut in poor condition. Deer accounted for the ueat majority of 
recognizable pieces. A portion of fill soil was floated. but the yield of 
charred begetal material lias very small. 

In the vicinity of Structure 1, the boundary bet>reen Barnett phase midden 
and the relict plow zone above occurs at 96.8 feet (Figure 11). Fired 
wall daub overlies Structure I E to this hei ght and was scared by plOl" furrows. 
Feature 64 Has first eLcountered at this same elevation . ' 'hile it Has not 
noted whether the feature 1!as like,dse ~ Cal'ed by plow furt'ows , it is likely that 
some portion of it has been destroyed by plowin p; .· 

There can be no doubt that this feature ' ·.'<IS constructed subsequent to the 
destruction of Structur~ IB by fire. The feature lies beyond the limits 
of the fired daub stratum and is therefore not directly associated with it. 
However it does penetrate both Structure I S and the overlying midden soil. 
This latter is stratigraphically later than the s tratum of fired wall daub. 

Feature 66 (Figure 13 and 15) 

Location: Square 1-1470 E85 
Elevation: 96 . 0 feet 
Size: Length 2. 6 feet, ~id~h 2.2 feet, depth .6 feet 
Ceramic content: 

Woodstock Complicated Stamped 2 
Etowah Complicated Stamped 1 
Lamar Co~plicated Stamped 2 
Lamar Plain 1 
Dallas Plain 1 

This pit is oval in outline liith a flat bottom and sloping sides. 
Fill was a bro,," loam with fairly abundant daub and charcoal and a light 
scattering of pottery, hone and stone pieces . The pit was dug from a yellow 
sand floor situated at 96.2 feet. As noted elsewhere, lenses of yellow 
sand are scattered throughout an approximately 15 by 20 foot area in the 
northeast corner or XU 1 at this same depth . All may belong to a single 
structure or occupation surface . 

Ceramic content indicates that this feature is Barnett in affiliation. 
In terms of absolute depth, hOl<ever, the pit .and associated yellow sand 
layer fall Hithin the <1oodstock stratum. It is possible t hat both represent the 
depressed floor of a Earnett phase Structure. 

Feature 76 (Figure 13 and 15) 

Location: Square N465 E90 
Elevation: 95.8 feet 
Size: Length 4.2 feet , Hidth 3." feet, depth 1.2 feet 
Ceramic content: 
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lIoodstock Complicated Stamped 12 
!'oodstock Plain 3 
Lamar Incised-- 1 
Lamar Roughened 1 
Lamar Plain 3 
Dallas Plain 6 

This feature differs from other pits encountered at Potts ' Tract in 
having an irregular conical shape . Pit fill "'as a dark broun l oam I<ith 
charcoal and daub flecks and scattered fragments of pottery, stone and bone . 
Fill was floated, and a small amount of charred material obtained. 

On stratigraphic grounds this pit is a Hoodstock feature. Pottery content 
hOl,ever is mixed, and I'e must conclude that it pertains to the Barnett occupa­
tion. It is quite conceivable that the actual upper perimeter of the 
pit Has missed during excavation and that the pit originates from a higher 
elevation than that recorded. No other features were associated to indicate 
that contempory ground surface I"'S 95. B feet. 

Feature ~3 (Figures 13 and 15) 

Location: Squares 11470 E4S and N475 E45 
F.levation: 95 . 2 feet 
Size: Diameter 1 . 6 feet, depth . 5 feet 
Ceramic content: 

~'oodstock Complicat~ Stamped 62 
' Ioodstock Plain 10 
Unidentified 1 

Considering the depth at which this feature was first encountered 
(95.2 feet) and its small si ze and rounded profile, it is probable that 
only the bottom portion of the pit has been recorded. 

A lar~e quantity of charred vegetal waterial has been obtained from pit 
fill by the floatation technique. This material has not been analyzed, but 
it is knolm that Mllnut predominates and t ha t acorn and hickory nut are present. 

Three other pits, Features B9A, B9B and Bge, occured Idthin a radius 
of three feet of Feature B3 . Sherds belonging to the same !'Ioodstock 
Complicated Stamped jar have been found in both Features B3 andS9!\.' 

Stratigraphic and artifactual evidence indicate that the pit is Woodstock 
in affiliation . 

Features B9A, B9B and B9C (Figures 13 and 15) 

Location: Squares ' 475 F4S, 1' 47S FSO, " 4BO EllS, and ~!480 ESO 
Elevation: 94.7 feet 
Size: Various­
Ceramic content: 

see Figures 13 and 15 . 
(Feature B9A only) 

'loodstock Complicated Stamped 
"oodstock Plain 
!loodstock Unidentified 

61 
3 
6 

These three pits I<ere first observed at a depth of 94.7 feet' slil.'htly 
belol< the level at which Feature B3 was recorded. All are small in size . 
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Doubtless all had gr-eater vertical dimEonsions than has been recorded. It 
is probable that all four pits (Features 83, 89A, 89B and 89C) in this restricted 
area originated from a common occupation floor lying at 95.2 feet or above. 
Features 89B and 89C may be simply large post holes. 

Fill of all three t«lS a dark brown loam. That of Feature 89A was 
floated and a small quantity of vegetal material obtained. 10 artifacts 
Here pt'esent within the observed perimeter of any of these pits. Above 
feature 89A, at an elevation of 95.2 feet however, a section of charred 
log and a cluster of sherds occured that in all likelihood >!ere located 
wi thin the undetected upper portion of that feature. The majority of these 
sherds belong to a single l:oodstock Complicated Stamped jar, portions of 
~Ihich were found in Feature 83 also. 

Absolute depth of these features sup,gests they are Hoodstock in affil­
iation. IHth seventy !:oodstock sberds occuring above its defined position, 
Feature 89 A is almost certainly Uoodstock. 

Features ll9A. ll9B and ll9C (Figures 13 and 16) 

Three small pit-like features I~ere encountered in a small area center­
ing on the p,J'id coordinate ~!1I55 E65 at a depth of 95.5 feet. During exca­
vation these \~ere felt to be segments of a single large feature and were given 
the designation, Feature 119. Analysis of the ceramic content of each 
however indicates that at least ~o separate pits may be rept'esented. 
These three features are therefore now designated Features ll9A, ll9B and ll9C 
and are described separately beloH. 

Feature U9A 

Location: Square NII55 £70 
Elevation: 95.5 feet 
Size: Length 2.2 feet, ",idth 1.0 feet, depth .5 feet 
Ceramic content: 

~loodstock Complicated Stamped 
Lamar Complicated Stamped 
Dallas Incised 
Dallas Filleted 
Lamar Plain 

8 
II 
1 
1 
2 

Fill was a dark brown loam. Ceramic content indicates a Barnett 
affiliation. Given this fact, it is certain that only the 10Her portion of 
this pit has been recognized and recorded. 

Feature l19B (not profiled 

Location: Square NIIS5 E70 
Elevation: 95.5 feet 
Size: Diameter 1.0 foot. depth .5 feet. 
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Ceramic content: 

Hoodstock Complicated ~tamped 111 
Etowah Complicated Stamp€d---- 9 
Dallas Pl<tin 2 

Pit fill is a dark brolm loam. Cultural affiliation is again uncertain 
I·lith the presence of tHO shell tempered sherds in the collection. The 
small size of this feature suggests that it may he a posthole. The occurance 
of fra[!1llents of large se[!1llents of a Hoodstock Complicated Stamped jar 
and an Etowah Complicated Stamped jar argue against this interpretation. 

Feature U9C 

Location: Square NII55 E70 
Elevation: 95.5 feet 
Size:Diameter 2.6 feet. depth .5 feet 
Ceramic content: 

l'1oodstock Complicated Stamped 21 
EtoHah Complicated Stamped 1 
\loods tock Plain 7 
Dallas Plain 1 
Lamar Plain 1 

Pit fill Has a dark brown loam with flecks of charcoal. CUltural 
affiliation is questionable. 

Feature 122 (Figures 13 and 16) 

Location: Squares NII60 nos and N~60 EllO 
Elevation: 96.3 feet 
Size: Length 6.11 feet. ",idth 5.11 feet. depth .8 feet 
Ceramic content: 

Hood stock Complicated Stamped 74 
Et~l.ah Complicated Stamped 1 
l!oodstock Plain S 
Hoodstock Unidentified 8 
Lamar P ~al.lI 1 
Dallas Plain 4 

Pit fill ,ms a brolm loam \lith scattered flecks of charcoal and daub. 
Bone preservation was peor. and only fragments of large mammal bone remained. 
Huch of pit fill was floated but the yield of charred vegetal material other 
than Hood Has small. No I .. hole or fragmentary stone tools were contained in 
pit fill. 

Feature 122 partially underlies the prepared floor and southeast I .. all 
of Structure 3 I'1hich occurs at 96.7. In profile. the upper limit of 
Feature 122 was observed to lie at 96.3. It is fairly certain then that the 
pit was not disturbed by the construction of Structure 3 with the exception 
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of intrusive postholes . 
Several postholes were intrusive into pit fill from the overlying I'arnett 

structure, and considerable care was taken during excavation to isolate them and 
sellX'egate their contents. As can be seen in the pottery count above, a 
fairly pure collection \r.)S obtained indicating the pit is of Hoodstock affil­
iation. It is unfortunate from the standpoint of defining Hoodstock material 
culture that stone tools and other cultural material were not present in 
pit fill. 

Feature 126 (Figures 13 and 16) 

Location: Square M470 EllO 
Elevation: 96.3 feet 
Size: Diameter . 8 feet, depth 1.1 feet 
Ceramic content: none 

In size and shape this feature resembles a posthole. It is being con­
sidered as a pit feature because of its contents: charred corn kernels 
scattered throughout fill and one solid mass of kernels near the center of 
the pit. There was no evidence that burning had occured in the pit itself. 
Three similar depostis of charred maize, involving either cobs or kernels 
or both Here found at the Little Egypt site (9-Nu-l02) hy the author during the 
1969 field season. 

Cultural affiliation of the feature is uncertain. 

Feature 127 (Figure 13) 

Location: Square N450 FolIO 
Elevation: 96 . 9 feet 
Size: Diameter 4. 5 feet, thickness .8 feet 
Ceramic content: none 

This feature cons! st of a circular area of fired soil. Firing must 
have been intense as the deposit is .8 f eet thick and changes color from 
red to white near the center of its upper surface. Its upper surface is 
slightly convex with no indication of a prepared basin. This peculiar shape 
and the evident extreme temperature to which the feature has been subjected 
suggest that it had a function not associated with hearths normally found 
within domestic structures . 

The occurance of Feature 127 at 96 . 9 feet places it well within the 
Barnett midden stratum and allO\~s us to assign it to that component \<i th 
certainty despite the absence of diagnostic artifacts. 

Feature 133 (Figures 10 and 16) 

Location: Squares H440 E75~ N440 E80, N435 E75 and N4 35 E80 
Elevation: 96.1 feet 
Size: Diameter 4 . 3 feet depth 1.7 feet 
Ceramic Content: 
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~ 'oodstock Complicated Stamped 195 
Etowah Compllcatea-5tamped 3 
Hoodstock IncISed 1 
~oodstock Plain 3 
I!oodstock Unidentified 24 
Lamar Plain 2 

Feature 133 is a large. carefully constructed pit lying irmIediately 
below the floor of Structure IA. Its shape is that of an almost perfect 
circle with vertical walls and flat bottom. It is probable that some of the 
upper portion of the pit has he en destroyed as ~tructure IA "as depressed 
approximately one foot below its contempory ground surface resulting in the 
removal of all Hoodstock midden below. 

Feature 133 " as f illed with layers of brown and !!pay loam. lEnses of ash 
and t HO lenses of mollusk shell. The latter occured near the bottom of the pit 
and were each .2 to .4 feet thick. There Ifas no evidence that pit walls and 
floor had been subjected directly to intense heat. despite the presence of 
ash lenses in the fill. In excavatine Feature 133. considerable care was 
taken to identify and segr~eate postholes intrusive from the overlying structure. 
The result lias a large, pure collection of \'oodstock material including the 
only definitely unmixed COllection of flaked ston" ; " I'l pll'i' r t <; t he only 
" orked bone and the lar gest collection of animal bone and charred vegetal 
material attributable to that component. 

Unlike the situation elsewhere At Potts ' Tract, bone preservation 
was excellent in Feature 133 . Species identification has not been undertaken. 
MIt the follcmi np roueh count i s of value in sho» in!, t he diversity of fauna 
Jlt'esent . 

Fish 
Turtle 
Bird 

15 
31 
68 

neer 61l 
linidentified mammal 11" 
Unidentified 415 

I'early the entire contents of feature 1 33 were floated resultinl' in 
the recovery of a 1aree auanti ty of charred s eeds. A rort i on of the mollusk 
layers Here floated r esul tj np in t he recovery of the shell sample tabulated 
belo,,33 It should Joe noted t hat C-oni ohasis i s a very s mal l mollusk . To 
derive any s i gnificant amount of nouris hment from i t, preat ouantities would 
have to he ea t e n . 

33. Identifications Here made by Dr. "race Thomas. Oept. of ZooloFY. 
Universi t ·y of C-eor r ia. Frequencies Itere determi ned by the author. 

'. 



TABLE 9 

Mollusks Present in Feature 133 

Mollusk Type Number of Individuals 

Fresh Water Snails 

Genus Goniobasis 

Genus Campeloma 

Fresh Water Clams34 

Land Snails 

Genus Triodopsis 

approx. 600 

15 

approx. 10 

approx. 8 

The only worked bone found at Potts' Tract came from Feature 
133. This Material has been identified as to function as follows: 

Awl 1 

Fish hooks 3 

Fish hook blanks 22 

All pieces except the awl are apparently bird bone . 

34. Genus identification was not possible due to the erroded character 
of the shell. 



Feature 134 (Fiees 13 a~ ""16) 

Location: Square N4S nos 
f.levation: 96.3 feet ."' 
Size: Length 3.0 feet, width 2.5 feet, depth 1.9 feet 
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Ceramk content: Collection not available for classification as it was 
accidently "mixed with another ceramic lot. 

Pit fill consists of a mottled yellow and brown loam with fle~ks of 
charcoal. Other than scattered fraflnents of pottery. stone and animal bone. 
no cultural material occured within the pit to indicate its possible function. 

Feature 134 is located beneath the floor of Structure 3 and apparently 
pr'edates its construction. :It did not appear in the prepared floor of the 
structure. and in profile ' colild be traced up to only 96.3 feet. whereas 
the floor of Structure 3 occurs at roughly 96.7 feet. Hithout diagnostic 
artifacts. the cultural affiliation of this feature can not be definitely 
established • 

Feature 135 (Figures 10 and 16) 

Location: Squares N420 E85 and ~~425 F.85 
Elevation: 96.6 feet 
Size: Diameter 1.6 feet. depth .6 feet 
Ceramic content: 

F.tol-lah Complicated Stamped 19 
Dallas Filleted 1 

Feature 135 is a small rounded depression containint' several fragments 
of limestone and sherds of an E1:OI,ah Stamped jar. It is located just be­
yond the southeast corner of Structure 1 at a depth of 96.6 feet and as 
such is .8 feet above the floor of Structure IA. Hoodstock midden lies 
between 96.0 feet and 96.6 feet in this area of XU 1 so that the elevation of 
Feature 135 is to be expected. It occurs at a higher elevation than the 
floor of Structure IA because that building was erected in a shallow depr'ession 
at least .8 feet deep. 

Given the elevation of Feature 135. the question arises whether it. 
like Feature 64, has been truncated by the relic plQW zone. Hhen plow zone 
was removed from the layer of fired daub and undisturbed midden soil over­
lying and surrounding Structure 1, Feature 135 was not in evidence. Given 
its ~l00dstock affiliation and the general level of the l~oodstock midden in 
this area. it seems unlikely that this feature has been disturbed by plol-ling. 

Feature 137 (Fir;ures 5 and 10) 

Location: Sauares N445 E65 and N445 E70 
Elevation: 96.0 feet 
Size: Length 4.4 feet. width 3.6 feet, 
Ceramic content: 

Hoodstock Complicated Stamped 1 
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The nature of this feature is not too well understood. It was not 
fully investigated until after the elose of the 196R field season and 
then under wet soil conditions. Pit fill eonsisted of mottled yellow and 
gray clay which was virtually devoid of cultural material: only 1 sherd 
and 1 fragment of deer scapula were found. The faet that the pit extended 
into elay sub-soil and had a elay fill made tracing its outline difficult. 

Feature 137 has a pear-shaped outline at 96.~ feet. the floor level of 
Strueture IA. and appears to taper down to a rounded base at a depth of 9:2.0 
feet. Below this, point however a burial (Feature -l3B. Rurial 3) I«iS 
encountered lightly flexed on its back and lying in a rectangular pit. 
This latter appeared at the time 9f ~cavation to be partly within the per­
imeter of Feature 137 and partly' outside it to the I~est. It was concluded 
that the pit. Feature H7, had been accidently dug into an ear~ier burial. 

An alternative. interPE'etation is that Feature 137 represents the shaft 
of Burial 3 and that· either its true outline was not discovered during 
excavation or the bottom of the pit was undercut to the west to accommodate 
the burial. Unfortunately the conditions under whieh Feature 137 and Burial 3 
were investigated prohibited mar'e exact infOl'1l1iltion. and as a result the 
true relationship between the two features can not be determined. 

Feature 137 lies across the presumed northwest walls of Struetures 
IA and lB. Postholes of both walls were visible in the fill and the brown 
loam midden overlying it. Pit outline was not visible at the floor level 
of Structure IB, and it definitely predates' -that str).lcture. Pit outline was 
first encountered in troweling dOlm to the floor of Structure IA. This floor 
is pearly defined in the vicinity of Feature 137 and the exaet stratigraphic 
relationship between the two could not be established. The fact that the 
nOl'thwest wall of Structure IA PE'esumably also cuts across the feature though 
indicates that it too postdates Feature 137. 

Given the' lack of grave goods and tbe absence of artifacts in pit fill, 
Feature 137· can not be definitely assil\Iled to either component. All that can 
be said is that on stratigra-phic grounds the feature does seem to predate 
the construction of Structures IA and lB. 

Feature ·143 (not profiled) 

Location: . Square MII60 E65 ' 
Elevation: 95; 5 feet . 
Size: Length 2.1 feet. width .B feet. depth .3 feet. 
Ceramic content: 

!!oodstoek Complicated Stamped :20 . " Etowah Complicated Stamped . 1 
\-Joodstoek Plain :2 

Fill of this pit was a dark brown loam. Cultural affiliation is 
probably lioodstock. 

Discussion of Features 
At least some pOl'tion of the fill from all of the above described pits ' ; 

was subjected to floatation. This was done In the ' field using a slight 
modification of the technique described by Strue;'er (1968). The results 

I 

j 



were quite encouraging with some features (DOS. 33, 83. and 133) yielding 
large samples- of identifiable plq!lt rema4-ns. UnfortunatelY analysis:;of 
this materiaJ....has not been completed. c_ 

As a whole, the architectural context of the -18 pits recorded at Potts' 
Tract was very poor. Given the thickness of the two midden deposits and 
the great number of post holes · ellCoun~ed in XU 1. it is probable that both 
Hoodstock and Barnett occupations kad some time depth and that during each 
a succession of houses- and other structures were erected and used in the 
area. Seventeen of the 18 pits are essentially free floating within the 
midden deposits. The spatial relationships of pits and other features tell 
us nothing ahout their relationships at the time they were constructed and used. 
Only one, Feature 66 , was associated with an occupation surface. lilth the 
possible exceptions of· Features 83 and 89. none of the pits can be shown to 
be contemporaneous or associated with one another. 

There is good evidence that Features 64, 83, 89. 119. 133 and 137 
were all either partially destroyed by later construction activities or 
incompletely observed and recorded during investigations. Features 15, 
76, 122. 126. 134, and 135 may have been recorded in their entirety, 
but it is difficult to tie them into any larger patterns of features. 
Feature 134 could be an exception if its cultural affiliation "ere knOlm 
definitely. If it is a Barnett phase feature, it might be a subfloor pit 
belonging to Structure 3. Feature 76 lies just beyond the northl~est Hal,l 
of Structure 3, and since it is known to be Barnett could be associated with 
the occupation of that building. Feature 127 may likel<ise be associated 
with the occupation of Structure 3. The point though is that this type 
of relationship can not be demonstrated with the available evidence. 

A second largely negative point can be made regarding the pit features 
described above: almost nothing is known of the functions for which they 
were originally constructed. Thirteen pits contained nothin!! that 1I0uld distin­
guish their fill from general midden soil. It is possible that these contained 
orppnic material that has ccmpletely decomposed, but an alternative explan­
ation - that at the termination of their use. these pits were filled with 
midden s oil either intentionally or throup~ natural processes - is equally 
plausible. 

Only Features 64, 83, 126. 133 and 135 contained items that seem to 
have been intentionally placed. Each feature deserves comment. 

1. Feature 126. Three small deposits of charred maize. measuring 
less than 1 foot in diameter and . 2-.4 feet thick Here found by the author 
at the Little Egypt site in 1969. In two instances, charred maize occured 
within small, recognizable pits. In no case lias there evidence that pit 
wal.ls had been fired. I"ith three knoo.m occurances at two different sites, 
it is likely that this combination of charred maize and small pit is not 
fortuitous but rather the result of intentional human activity. The pits 
themselves may have been specially constructed to receive their charred con­
tents or they may be merely postholes that have received this special treat-
mente 

2. Feature 83. This pit contained abundant charred vegetal matter­
Jredomi-nately lIalrruts .. but with acorns and hickory nuts also plentiful. 
Despite .the charred state of this material. the pit itself seems not to 
have been subjected directly to fire. Since only the shell portion of nuts 
was Jresen:t. it · is likely that this fill represents refuse material placed 
in a pit originally intended for other purposes. 
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3. t:ell,~~ ' ~~ and' 1-95. J>otts' Tract is located in alluvial bottom 
land. As a result nearly all stone occuring on the site has been brought 
in by humans. h fa4' amount' of limestone' in various shapes and sizes occurs 
on the site and is pE'Obably derived 'from the surrounding hills. Large slabs 
occured on the floor of Structure lB. but cobble-sized pieces are most 
frequent. Shape is usually amorphous due to some extelTt at least to weathering. 
No recognizable tools made from this material have been recovered. The 
abundance of this stone however suggests that it had a definite use ar uses 
fer the preHstoric inhabitants. These are not knoIm. but considering the 
concentration of limestone in Features 64 and 135. it is probable that 
these pits were somehoH related to activities involving use of the material. 

~. Feature 133. The distinct layering of !!ollusk shells and ash within 
Fea~ 133 indicates that this pit was intentioriall1cfilled bv the site 
inhabitants. The bulle of the shell layers conSists of '<'..cnlobasis shell. 
It is conceiVable that these shells were being stare<r tar future use either 
as food or in ~ad manufacturing, but mere likely they re~esent, refuse. 
The Jresence of other mollusks in these layers and the presence .of .ash 
lenses else\fhere in the fill support the interpretation that Featu're 133 
was last used for refuse disposal. ", ",' ,', I 

Considering the small amount of fish bone' "in pit , fill. the' quantity of 
I<erked bone PreSent presumably related to the manufacture of fish hooks, is 
surprising. , Fea~~ 133 b ',.the only pit at Potts' Tract in which bone , C'I'~sjilr­
vation IVclS at al,.l ,gQ9d. As a ' result. 'fe have no way of knowing whether ' 
its bone content i~ r.epresentative of Woodstock refuse in general. The 
ratio of fish bone to fish hooks indicates that it is not. " 

No pit features contemporaneous Hith building occupation ,Here found ,within 
the Ifalls of the three Barnett phase structures. The only pOssible exception 
is Feature 13~ for which artifactual evidence as to cultural affiliation is' 
lacking. On stratigraph.ic grounds however this pit seems 'to felearly preda'te 
Structure 3. ,,' ' '" ' , ' 

Kelly (N.D.A . ) reports only one interiar pit for ·fOJr "Dallamar" 
houses excavated at Sixtoe Field between 1962 and 1961i. '; That pit contained ' " 
three burials Ilhen excavated and may actually have been originally intended 
fer internments. ~lo pits are repori:ed to occur in five Dallas houses at 
Hiwassee Island (Lewis and Kneberg 1946). At t-1alker Farm, a Dallas site. 
in Ncrris Basin. interior pits are mentione:l as oCcuring in only one of six', 
domestic structures ( ! ebb 1938: 115-121). - The obvious conclusion to 'pe , ' 
dl'8WD is that pit features are seldom located inside ' domestic struc~ of Dallas 
and Lamar affiliation. 

" , " 

BURIALS 
", 

Burial 1 - Feature 123 (Figure 13) '.' 

Location: Squares N~60 E75 and N~60 r.SO 
, 

Burial 1. an adult, of undetermined sex, lay Hl a ligbtly flexed pos,ition 
on its left side Hith head t~ the southeast. The burial pit, first encountered 
at 96.0 feet, was , r oughly. circular in outline and five feet in diameter. ' 
Halls of the pit were vertical and the bottOin, oCcuring a-t 9~.9 feet, was flat • . ,' . 



45 

Traces of decayed bone occured about 1 foot southeast of the chest 
cavity and I.ere partially overlain by the right elbo~l. On the basis of 
the apparent size and orientation of these decayed bones, it is probable 
that they belong to an infant, Burial 2. 

A single Lamar Roughened jar ~~s situated on pit floor immediatelY 
against the back of Burial 1. This vessel appears to have been partially 
smoothed by scraping. Its shape consists of a globular body Nith slir..ht 
shoulder and tall, strai€bt, inslopinr. rim. No other burial furniture Has 
found. On the basis of this single vessel, Burial 1 can be dated to the Barnett 
occupation. 

Burial 2 - Feature 123 (Figure 13) 

Location: Squares r!460 F.75 and N460 ESO. 

Burial 2 is identified as an infant. Preservation I<aS extremely poor 
with only traces of bone remaining. It occured in direct association with 
Burial 1. Further information is provided above in the description of Burial 1. 

Burial 3 - Feature 137 (Figures 10 and 11) 

Location: Squares N445 E65 and N445 E70. 

Burial 3, an adult of undetermined sex, lay on its back in a lightly flexed 
position ,,Ji th head to the Hest. Hands Here folded across the chest. 
The burial pit I.as rectangular, four feet long and 2.2 feet I'lide. Pi t bottom 
occured at 91.1 feet and the body lay directly upon it. 

As described in the preceeding section, there is a problem interpreting 
the exact nature of this pit and its relationship I,ith Feature 137. Feature 
137 1,'3S observed to be pear-shaped in outline at 96.0 feet Hhere it was first 
encountered. It appeared to terminate at 92.5 feet and to be intrusive into 
the rectangular pit of Burial 3. The latter extends westward nearly one foot 
beyond the perimeter of Feature 137, but othen'ise falls within tis circumference. 
There are n,o possible interpretations of the relationship of these two 
features. 

1. Burial 3 preceeds Feature 137 in time. !!hen Feature 137 was COn­
structed, the upper portion of the Burial 3 pit Has destroyed. 

2. Feature 137 is actually the shaft for Burial 3, and either its true 
configuration Has not noted during investigation, or the lower portion 
containing the burial was excavated so as to undercut the upper pit wall. 

The latter interpretation is favored. Fill of Feature 137 "as a mottled 
(!pay and yellow clay, virtually devoid of cultural material . The pit appeared 
to terminate at 92.0 feet but h'3S of course underlain by the burial. A 
nearly similar situation was encountered in Burial 4. Apparently a specific 
burial type is represented by these n.o examples. 

No burial furniture accompanied Bur ial 3, Id th the result that cultural 
affiliation is difficult to ascertain . Fill of Feature 137 contained a single 
Hoodstock sherd. The only certain fact of a chronological nature is that 
Feature 137 and hence Burial 3, predates the erection of Structure 1 . 
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Burial 4 - Feature 141 (Figure 13) 

Location: N455 E90 and JIl455 E95. 

Bone preservation in the case of Burial 4 I·ras poor. General skeletal 
size indicated full adult stature had been attained. but sex was indeterminate. 
The body I-/aS rather tiE..htly flexed. laying on its left side td th head to the 
east. There was no burial furniture. 

The burial pit was rectangular in outline. measuring 3.2 feet in length 
and 2.3 feet in width. Pit outline "as first detected at 96.2 feet. Pit 
bottom occured at 93.6 feet. Pit !'-ills were straight and vertical, and the 
bottom, flat. 

Hith6ut diaenostic grave goods, dating Burial 4 is difficult. Several 
sherds. all Hoodstock types. I~ere obtained from pit fill, but stratigraphic 
context favors a Barnett phase identification. The burial pit Has first detected 
iJmllediate1y belo>! the yelloH sand floor of Structure 3. It Has not visible in 
this floor despite a carefull search of the area for evidence of interior roof 
supports. Quite possibly the burial was made through the floor by the building's 
inhabi tants. and the floor. subsequently repaired. 

This burial is similar in some respects to Burial 3. Neither had burial 
furniture. Both burial pits "ere rectangular. well formed and of nearly 
G1Wll dimens ions. Pit fill in both cases "as distinctive being composed of 
clays which were nearly devoid of cultural material. In both cases, .5 feet 
above the body a layer of sterile clay I.aS encountered that was initially 
interpreted as pit bottom. Sterile clays seem to have been prefered as 
burial pit fill over the more readily available midden soils. 

Since nothing is kno~m of {'!oodstock burial practices, it "ould be easy 
and satisfying to assign burials 3 and 4 to that component. There is no 
evidence in support of this however, and the stratigraphic context of Burial 
4 indicates it could very well be associated with the Barnett phase Structure 3. 

ARTIFACTS 

\'laRKED STONE 
The predominant material utilized in the flaked stone industries of 

the Hoodstock and Barnett components is a black chert that occurs locally 
in the form of river pebbles. These are generally of small size and may 
account in part for the diminutive character of the Hoodstock and Barnett 
industries. 

The numerically largest category of flaked stone artifacts consists of 
worked flakes. Out of 5078 flakes observed in nro-thirds of the site IS 
artifact lots, 709 or 14%. possess one or more edges that had been blunted by 
the removal of minute chips. Chips have been removed from one side only. 
usually the ventral side. Limited experimentation has shown that similar 



47 

appearing edges can be produced by using flakes as scrapers on a variety of 
materials. 110rked ed ges of the archaeolop,ical specimens are usually straight 
or sliehtly concave. rarely convex. Hhat is distinctive of these tools is 
their small size. Flakes ranf'e in diameter from 1 cm to 5 em, while thier worked 
edges vary between .5 em & 3.5 em I<ith an average of sliehtly less than 2 cm. 
Norked flakes of a similar diminutive nature have been reported by Kelly 
(N.D.A. from structures 1 and 2, XU-A, Sixtoe Field. 

Stratigraphic evidence indicates that these >lorked flakes were definitely 
being produced by the l1oodstock occupants. \Jorked flakes were found in ~l00dstock 

Features 15 and 33 as well as several artifact lots derived from the Hood-
stock midden. '-1hether they are also a Earnett phase trait is uncertain. 
Several lots from the three Barnett structures yielded worked flakes. but since 
in all cases l1oodstock pottery was also present this does not conclusively 
demonstrate their Barnett affiliation. The fact that they have been found 
at Sixtoe Field in association with Barnett and Dallas Structures however 
indicates that they are characteristic of the late component at Potts' 
Tract also. 

A total of 144 triangular proj ectile points, both whole and fragmentary, 
were recovered from XU 1 and XU 2. These can be divided into two classes 
on the basis of form and workmanship. In one (Type A. Figure 18 a). bases 
are straight to slightly conc~ve. and sides are straight or occasionally 
slightly concave. \-;orkmanship is very fine. Average dimensions are given in 
Table 10 below. The second class (Type B, Figure 18 b) consists of points 
that are slightly larger (Table 10), less regular in form and less skillfully 
made. Ilases are straight. occasionally slightly concave. Sides are straight 
or slightly convex and frequently of different length, causing the point to 
be asymmetrical. 

TABLE 10 

Average Dimensions of Difacially Flaked Artifacts 
In Centimet ers 

Sample Avera ge Sample Average Sample Avera ge 
cize -1.1 t " f"'i7..e .. t{'Ppt

'
1 ~ i z<' Thi cknes" 

29 1.19 16 2.15 30 .31 

24 1.60 12 2.68 21 .45 

8 1.22 11 3 .55 I' .63 

Out of the sample of 144 points, 55 have been clas sified as Ty pe A 
and 63, class ified as Type B. The remaining 26 were either aberant or too 
incomplete for identification. Attmpts to determine the cultural affiliation 
of t hese types stratieraphica11y have not been completely successful. 
Only two well dated pit features yielded points: Feature 64, Barnett phase, 
contained one Type B point ; Feature 133, 11oodstock phase, yielded seven 
points of Type A and one incomplete ~pecimen that could qualify as Type B. 
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Three Type A points and nine Type P points were associated with Structure I, 
while tHO of each point type tiere obtained from Structure 2. t'o points "ere 
found during the excavation of Structure 3. As noted above, artifact lots 
from these structures normally contain some \~oodstock pottery SO that it is to 
be expected that projectile points of !~oodstock affiliation "ould also i-e 
present. The stratigraphic distribution of the remaining ninety-three 
identifiable points was completely inconClusive. At Sixtoe Field, projectile 
points from the Dallas and Parnett phase houses, Structures 1 and 2, XU-A, con­
form to the characteristics of Type B. Points from the concentration of 
flint dehris at Little Egypt described in the previous chapter are also similar 
to Type B. There is then some evidence that Type A is of !'loodstock affiliation 
and Type B, of Barnett affiliation. 

The bifacially flaked artifacts illustrated in Figure l8c are distinctive 
by virtue of their elongated, tear-drop shape and relatively great thickness 
(Table 10). Only 8 examples Itere recovered during excavations, but their 
uniformity in shape and size is such as to indicate typological validity. 
Four of there \lere associated with Structure I, indicating their proi-able 
cultural affiliation. 

Two liandstone prinding slahs Here recovered during the course of excavation. 
One of these, situated immediately northeast of the central hearth in Structure IB 
measures 33.0 cm X 26.7 em X 6.9 em. It possess a single oval depression 
(22.8 em X 14.0 em X 1.9 cm) on one side and 'tWo smaller basins (14.0 em X 
11.4 cm X 0.6 cm and 11.4 cm X 11.4 cm X 0.4 cm) on the other. The former is 
Rough surfaced and appears to have been little used, while the surface of the 
paired depressions are smooth, presumably from wear. The entire slab I/aS 
cracked in several. places, as a result no doubt of the intense heat generated 
by the fire that destroyed Structure lB. 

The second grindinp.: stone, situated in Square N4BO EgO. lay just above 
and to the east of a layer of yellow sand at 96.3 feet. ~and layer and 
grinding stone are tt;o of several features in the northeast corn£1' of XU 1 
that are interpreted as belonging to a single occupation surface and activity 
area. The stone measures 28.5 em by 35.0 em by 6.5 cm and has one rough-surfaced 
basin on either side. There measure 15 em in diameter and 1.1 cm deep and 16 em 
in diameter and 1.B cm deer. 

~:ineteen pieces of graphite were found durin!!. the course of excavations. 
All ShOI'1 signs of having been worked in at least one of the four wa fS. One 
of the larger pieces (7.6 cm X 5.7 em X 2.B em) has been flaked into a roughly 
tabular shape. THo pieces bear heavy striation over much of their surfaces 
(Figure 20 g ). Similar striations can be produced by scratching the graphite 
with a chert flake. This also produces a fine graphite poHder. fill pieces 
show evidence of having been ground. The resulting surfaces are usually 
flat (Figure 20 h), but convex and, in one case concave surfaces also occur. 
Fine striations can be detected on all ground surfaces. Finally. tt;o pieces bear 
faceted surfaces that are highly polished. Presumably graphite was being used 
as a coloring agent and was applied either directly by rubbing ot' in the form 
of a po.>:l.er. 

One graphite piece (Figure 20 g) occured in Feature 133 and four others 
were obtained from the Foodstock midden in XU 1. One piece "as found in 
Feature 211, a concentration of charcoal and fire cracked rock in Square NII75 
FIOO that is assigned to the Barnett phase. Five additional pieces ..,ere derived 
from the three Barnett phase structures. It ",ould appear from this evidence 
that the material l'las bei ng utilized in both components. 
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There are three I<hole and two fraf,lllentary celts in the collections from 
Potts' Tract. Two of the Ithole specimens Here found on the floor of Structure 
2 (Figures 12 and 17 a). Thev measure 13.3 cm X 7.0 cm X 3.B cm and 13.1 
em X 5.4 cm X 3.2 em. All surfaces are polished and evidence no signs of 
usare. The third Hhole specimen is considerably smaller, measuring B.3 cm 
X 2.4 cm X 1.6 cm. It too is polished allover and shows no signs of wear. 
Unlike those above however, it is nearly rectangular in cross section and 
has a broad, squared -off butt . I t was obtained from the general midden 
excavations in XU 1. 

The hoe associated \d th Structure 2 (Figures 12 and 17 b) is made of 
a soft, blue and white banded schist and measures 29.0 cm X B.7 cm X 1.7 cm. 
It is flaked along the sides and butt, while the blade is ground to a blunt 
edge. The blade has been chipped in several places. apparently through use. 
There is no evidence to indicate hafting technique. The nature of the stone 
from which this tool is manufactured would seem to restrict its use to cutting 
only the softest material. Considering the location of the Potts' Tract 
site in an alluvial flood plain, identification of the tool as a hoe is most 
likely correct. 

Four chunky stones ranging in diameter from 13.3 cm to 5.5 cm were found 
in the course of site investigations. Only one, associated with Structure 2, 
had a significant provenience. 

l'!orked Bone 
As has been noted elsewhere, bone preservation was very poor at Potts' 

Tract. Normally only large fragments were found and these were so weathered 
and soft as to be unsalvagable. The only ex~cption to this general condition 
Has Feature 133 which fortunately did contain t<orked bone. Identifiable 
objects from this lloodstock pit include one small needle (Figure 19 c) 
<tnd one Hhole and two partial fis hhooks (Figure 19 a, b). The complete 
hook is barbless and has a constriction in its shaft belot< the butt apparently 
for securing a line. All three hooks were made from the shaft portion of 
bird bones . 

The most abundant artifacts are splints from the shaft of bird bones 
(Figure 19 d) \;hich have been ground along their edges and cut and ground at 
one end in the manner shOl<D beloit. The configuration of the I<orked ends 
indicates that the~e splints are blanks for the manufacture of fishhooks 
(Figure 19 a). The point and adjacent ground surface on the worked ends 
were produced as a r esult of shaping the point of 
the hook. The adjacent cut surface was Jroduced 
when the butt of the hook >las cut free. In all there 
are fourteen of these blanks "from 'l'eature TI'33. ' Fight 
other pieces of hird bone were recovered that are 
similar to the above described blanks except that they 
lack the particular characteristics of the Horked 
ends. These pieces may represent unused fish 
hook blanks . If this identification is correct, it 
is interesting that Hi th so much evidence of fish­
hook manufacturing, so little fish bone t<as found in 
the pit . 
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/ 
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Pipes 
Fragments of one stone and eleven pottery pipes were recovered in the 

excavation at Potts' Tract. All but one are comparable with pipes that have 
been obtained from "Lamar" sites else"here in Georgia. The exception. 
Figure 20 b. is a human head effigy found during the excavation of Floor 
1 in Structure 1. Because of the ill-defined nature of this floor. the pipe's 
exact association with the Structure is in doubt. It may actually have lain 
in Hoodstock midden. All features of the face and hair are appliqued. 
Eyes. nose and mouth are easily recognizable in the photograph. Fars are 
represented by the two crescent-shaped ridges at the side of each eye. 
The hair portion of the head is covered with small rounded nobs such as 
are visible above the nose. As it is oriented in the photograph. the pipe 
is upside dO\nl, and the i'ipe stem opening is behind the ear to the left. 

The pipe shown in Figure 20 d is apparently a fish effigy. The 
upper portion of the face is broken away. but the mouth, in the form of a 
deep round hole. is present as are two nostrils (not visible in the photograph). 
The bold. a corner of Hhich is visible in the upper right hand corner, is 
placed in the body of the fish _'!lne pipe has broken in half at this weak 
point. J.R. Caldwell (personel communication) found an almost identical 
pipe fragment in the historic levels of a pottery dump at Tugalo. The 
Potts' Tract specimen is from midden soil overlying Structure ID. Figure 20a 
represents the bowl portion of what w~s probably a monolithic axe effigy • 
• 0 pipe fragments can be identified as \'Ioodstock on stratip,raphic or typological 
grounds 
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SUI·lBARY 

The earliest of two major occupations at Potts' Tract is identifiable 
as 'loodstock. Pottery of this component conforms closely to published 
descriptions of Iloodstock ceramics Idth one exception. The type, EtOliiih 
Complicated Stamped, bearing ladder base diamond designs, occurs in small 
quantities in artifact lots from the early midden and can be sh0l1n to be 
an integral part of the component's pottery inventory. Since this type is 
diagnostic of Etol-/ah I phase, the Potts' Tract component is no doubt relatively 
late in the period of Hoodstock culture. 

The Hoodstock occupation is restricted to XU I. "here it is represented 
by a midden deposit containing abundant stone and pottery artifacts. Several 
pit features are attributable to the occupation, but evidence of domestic 
structures in the form of posthole patterns. prepared floors and hearths, 
is lacking. The richness of the midden and the presence of large pits such 
as Features 122 and 133 indicate that site occupation was more than sporadic. 
Permanent dwelling structures should be present. Apparently no structures 
Here erected uithin the area covered by XU 1. or evidence of them has been 
obscured by the later Barnett phase occupation. 

The second component at Potts' Tract has been designated Barnett phase 
in recognition of the distinctive character of its ceramics. Elements of both 
the Dallas and lamar ceramic complexes compose the ceramic inventory, and. 
rather than obscure this fact by assigning the component to one or the other 
of those entities. the author has established a neli phase for it. Excavations 
at Sixtoe Field, Bell Field llound, Little Egypt and Potts' Tract indicate that 
in the late prehistoric period at Carters Dam. there is a gradual shift 
from pottery assemblages which are predominantly Dallas in nature to ones 
that are predominantly Lamar. Rarnett phase represents a late stage -
perhaps the latest - in this developnent. This ceramic shift may represent actual 
population movement - replacement of Coosa by Cherokee - or merely a change in 
~eference for pottery styles. 

There is no evidence of European contact in the Barnett phase component 
at Potts' Tract. 

Investigations at 9-r;u-l03 were limited to a three-acre tract. Iiith the 
result that the horizontal extent of the Barnett phase occupation is not 
known. Barnett phase features investigated include three domestic structures. 
at least 1:IfO burials. several fired areas and a variety of pits . AU evidence 
indicates that the site was residential in nature. CUite prob3bly it was 
a satellite hamlet of the Bell Field or Little Egypt mound sites. 

There is some evidence of time depth to the Barnett component. Struc­
ture 1 was rebuilt one time and subsequent to its final destruction a pit. 
Feature 64, was excavated into it. Patches of fired soil overlying Structure 
3 may be attributed to activities subsequent to the destruction of that 
building. Some portion of the Barnett phase midden has been destroyed by 
recent cultivation as artifacts are relatively abundant in the relict plol< 
zone. It fOU0I1S. that all Barentt phase features are not necessarily 
contemporaneous. The three structures may represent an equal number of 
chronologically separate occupations of the area by single households rather 
than three contemporaneous houses in a single hamlet. 
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Structure 1 is of interest because of its multiple sta~es of construction. 
~1hile it is not knol-ltl hOIl or why Structure IA was destroyed. there is evidence 
that Structure II) Ir.lS erected soon afterwards and with the intention of 
duplicating the floor plan of the earlier building . Structure 2 may also 
have been rebuilt one time. 
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