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President's Page 
Throughout the past forty nine years, 

the Ohio Archaeological Society has been 
involved in quite a number of endeavors 
of which we are proud. All, we like to 
think, have had some lasting impression 
on the study and preservation of the story 
of Ohio archaeology. 

First of these endeavors is the publica
tion, distribution and content of our maga
zine the Ohio Archaeologist. Second are 
the regularly scheduled programs and 
meetings at both the State and Chapter 
levels. With a 2,500 membership all of the 
above are a necessity. 

I want you to continue to actively par
ticipate in our Society. Your participation 
is, in a way, an investment in the lasting 
good health of archaeology in our State. 
Insurance that the new members of to
morrow will have access to kinds of pri
mary knowledge and resources needed 
for research and interpretation of Ohio's 
great past. 

Recently, while attending a meeting of 
the Johnny Appleseed Chapter in 
Mansfield, I was given a listing of all the 
counties in Ohio. Did you know that no 
other state in the union honors the 
Revolutionary Fathers in names of its 
counties as Ohio? First, we have counties 
named for the Revolutionary Presidents: 
Washington, Adams, Jefferson, Madison 
and Monroe. Secondly, we have the 
Revolutionary Generals in Warren, 
Greene, Montgomery, Putnam, Mercer, 
Hamilton, Knox, Wayne, Stark, Clinton, 
Fayette, Marion, Morgan and Shelby. 
Then we have counties named for the 
three capturers of Major Andre, Benedict 
Arnold's colleague, namely, Paulding, 
Williams and Van Wert. We have the 
Revolutionary names as civilians in 
Hancock, Franklin, Carroll and Harrison. 
We might also add Andrew Jackson who 
was just a boy during the Revolution, but 
received a wound from a British officer 
which he carried to his grave. 

I thought that this information would be 
of interest to everyone interested not only 
in archaeology, but in the history of Ohio. 

James G. Hovan 
President 

FRONT COVER 
A pregnant woman pipe from Jackson County, Ohio. Made of quartzite, the pipe was originally collected by John 
Spires of Lancaster, Ohio. See article on pages 4 & 5. 



A JACKSON COUNTY PREGNANT WOMAN PIPE 

In 1986, a bulldozer operator named 
Darold Haynes was working at the 
Jackson County Highway Garage located 
on the Appalachian Highway just outside 
Jackson, Ohio. He uncovered with his 
bulldozer what appeared to be a worked 
but broken piece of stone and showed it 
to a fellow worker at lunch time. At the 
suggestion of his friend, they hunted 
through the disturbed soil for the missing 
portion. Although the search revealed 
one additional piece, part of the artifact 
was still missing. 

Nevertheless, the two recovered 
pieces, which neatly fit together, were 
most revealing. They form almost the en
tire effigy of a woman in the form of a 
pipe, the stem hole of which runs from 
the nape of the neck to the middle of the 
back. Unfortunately, the pipe is broken 
through the stem hole and the portion 
containing the bowl is missing. Enough 
of the pipe remains however, to allow a 
reasonably accurate restoration. 

The effigy is of a woman who is obvi
ously pregnant and who may be in the 
throes of childbirth. The arms are along 
the sides with the hands on the thighs, 
the stomach is distended, and the legs 
are flexed. Most unique are the two pairs 
of breasts which, although not anatomi
cally impossible, do occur but are ex
tremely rare (Dr. John Winsch, personal 
communication). Other features not read
ily apparent in the photograph are lines 
denoting hair, and on each cheek is a tiny 
conical projection. Strangely, the pipe 
would have to be held with the effigy face 
down to smoke it. 

Examples of pipes similar to the 
Jackson County pregnant woman pipe 
are known. Of course, the most notable 
example is the well publicized pregnant 
woman pipe collected in Preble County 
by Dr. Meuser and now in the Ohio 
Historical Society Museum. Another 
specimen is an Athens County pipe once 
in the Max Shipley collection which por
trays a woman holding a bowl or basket 
rather than a distended stomach, but 
strikingly similar to the Meuser pipe. The 
Shipley pipe was originally collected by 
Don Gehlbach at a farm auction at the 
Plains, north of Athens, Ohio. A third ex
ample is now in the Gehlbach collection 
and also portrays a pregnant woman in 
childbirth. It was originally collected by 
the late Donald MacBeth of Kingstone, 
Ohio, and was labeled Ross County, 
Ohio, although later research provided a 
provenience of near Mt. Vernon, Indiana, 
on the Ohio River and probably from the 
Mann Site, a Hopewell location. 

by 
Robert N. Converse 
199 Converse Drive 

Plain City, Ohio 43064 

The Jackson County pregnant woman 
pipe is made of a brownish-orange 
quartzite. Most of the other examples are 
of sandstone (Quartzite is a metamor
phosed sandstone). Quartzite may have 
been chosen for its color rather than its 
tractabil i ty for it may have closely 
matched skin color. Quartzite itself is not 
the most difficult stone to sculpt, but nev
ertheless, it is fairly well along on the 
hardness scale and is not susceptible to 
detailed sculptural treatment and polish 
as are many other types of stone. Despite 
the fact that quartzite is not the most 
promising of mediums, for fine work, 
there is an astonishing amount of detail in 
the Jackson County pipe and it is a trib
ute to the craftsman who made it. 

The meaning for this and similar pipes 
is open to conjecture. Whether they are 
representations of mythical or legendary 
figures or even sculptures of actual indi
viduals will never be known. Because of 
the obvious pregnant condition and extra 
breasts, it is possible that this and other 
effigies portray fertility figures or god
desses. Since there seems to be more 

than accidental similarities between the 
known "pregnant woman" examples, it 
appears quite unlikely that they are sim
ply accidental alike figurines or whimsical 
sculptures by prehistoric pipemakers. 

The cultural origin of the Jackson 
County pipe cannot be ascertained be
cause of its accidental discovery. Nor can 
any of its counterparts reveal anything 
more than general information since none 
came from any solid archaeological con
text. The sculptural treatment, the stone 
employed, and the general style would 
lead to the assumption that they are Fort 
Ancient in origin. Their provenience does 
little to help since Jackson County, 
Athens County, Preble County and the 
Mann site are not hotbeds of Fort Ancient 
activity. In fact, it seems unusual that 
similar pipes have not been recovered 
from the large Fort Ancient locations 
along the Ohio River in southern Ohio, 
northern Kentucky and West Virginia. 
Even though the cultural affinity of these 
pipes may be tentatively assigned to Fort 
Ancient, their actual association remains 
somewhat of a mystery. 

Fig. 1 (Converse) Pregnant woman pipe from Jackson County, Ohio. Editor's collection. 

4 



Fig. 2 (Converse) Rear of Jackson County pipe showing broken stem 
hole. 

Fig. 3 (Converse) The Meuser pregnant woman pipe from 
Prebel County, Ohio. 

Fig. 4 (Converse) Side view of Athens County pipe. 
Fig. 5 (Converse) Female effigy pipe in sandstone, Mount Vernon, 
Indiana. 
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EARLY ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVESTIGATIONS 
IN LICKING COUNTY, OHIO 

by 
Bradley T. Lepper 

The Ohio Historical Society 
Newark Earthworks State Memorials 

Newark, OH 43055 

Archaeological Investigation at the 
Newark Earthworks: Excavations at 

Observatory Mound, 4 July 1836 
The following account of archaeologi

cal investigations undertaken at Octagon 
State Memorial is taken from the first vol
ume of the Journal of the Calliopean 
Society of the Granville Literary and 
Theological Institution (now Denison 
University). The journal is preserved in 
the Denison University archives in 
Granville, Ohio. The colorful entries de
scribe exploratory excavations at 
Observatory Mound as well as additional 
work at a large conical burial mound lo
cated between Granville and Newark. 
The account of the latter is included for 
the sake of completeness and because 
the conclusions arrived at through these 
researches were quite remarkable for the 
times. For example, the observation that 
the skeletons of the "Moundbuilders" 
were strikingly similar to those of extant 
Native Americans would not gain wide 
acceptance for another sixty years. 

The most important aspect of this re
search, however, is the basic scientific 
approach which was followed. Specific 
"conjectures" based on previous work 
were tested by excavations and the find
ings were carefully studied and inter
preted. It is surely no coincidence that 
Lyman C. Draper, a leading figure in the 
Calliopean Society, would go on to help 
found the Wisconsin State Historical 
Society, one of the first and finest institu
tions of its kind in this country. 

Journal of the Calliopean Society 
of Granville Institution, 

Vol. 1 Saturday June 18th, 1836 
It was moved and unanimously 

adopted, "that the members of this 
Society celebrate the ensuing fourth of 
July, by going to the ancient "Forti
fications" near Newark, and there make 
researches for articles of antiquity, and 
whatever may be discovered, shall be 
deposited in the "Cabinet of Curiosities" 
belonging to the Society; and that others, 
not members of the Society, friendly to 
the object be respectfully invited to join 
us on that occasion." Mr. A.M. Faxon 
was unanimously elected Marshal of the 
day. 

Monday, July 4th 1836 
Independence Celebration 

Reported by A.M. Faxon, Esq. 
According to previous arrangements, 

the Society met at the Baptist Meeting 

house. At 5 o'clock the procession moved 
in regular order, under the direction of Mr. 
E. Doud, to the large 'Mound' on the road 
between Granville and Newark, and, upon 
arriving there, the company were drawn up 
in a line, and gave three hearty cheers in 
honor of the day and occasion. After which 
the Declaration of Independence was read 
by L. French, Esq., and addresses were 
made by Messrs A.M. Faxon and J.P. 
Cornell. It had been thought proper to di
vide the company and attack the two 
points of research (viz: the aforementioned 
"mound," and the "Observatory" on the 
south side of the Raccoon,) at the same 
time; but for the want of implements for 
digging, it was decided unanimously that 
only one object should be attempted at a 
time, and the company crossed the creek 
to the embankment described by Priest in 
the American Antiquities, page 159. It had 
been conjectured by Atwater, that in the 
"Observatory" on the south west side of 
this embankment, were to be found the re
mains of a subterranean arch or passage 
as a point of egress to the river. The argu
ments for this conjecture were, the neces
sity of a passage at that place, the appear
ance of the embankment, which was 
sunken in the middle and might have been 
the result of a decayed arch, and the two 
small embankments on the outside, per
pendicular to the observatory, about fifteen 
yards in length and ten asunder, and might 
have served as walls or sides to the sup
posed passage. To discover the remains of 
this passage, the south west side of the 
observatory was removed, and an excava
tion sunk to its bottom at a point where its 
centre was intersected by one of the paral
lels, but without success. The humid yel
low clay was well adapted to the preserva
tion of timber, yet no remains whatever of 
wood or stone were discovered, except a 
stratum of the latter upon the artificial sur
face. 

Another point of research was the re
cess between the embankment which 
forms the boundary of the fort and the ob
servatory which covers the opening in this 
embankment, as these two embankments 
are parallel, it had been conjectured that 
narrow entrances might have existed be
tween them, which time had filled by the 
spreading of the embankments, an exca
vation was made to intersect the sup
posed walls of this entrance, the result of 
which was the discovery of a stone wall 
laid without cement, parallel with the em
bankment, on the south side of the sup
posed passage. It was composed of cal-

carious stone, the imperfect secondary 
lime strata of the vicinity, and separated 
under the mattock into thin laminae. 

The company then partook of a cold 
collation on the bank of the stream under 
the shade of some venerable sycamores; 
after which addresses appropriate to the 
occasion were delivered by Messrs L. 
French, J.M. Knox, E. David, and J.M. 
Hurst. The company then proceeded to 
the embankment or mound, which was 
excavated Propria forma from its eastern 
margin to the centre perpendicular height 
fourteen feet. Five or six skeletons were 
discovered, each in distinct layers of 
earth, some in yellow clay, others in the 
black alluvium of the water course, the 
layers were disposed in a conical form, 
each skeleton accompanied with the 
marks of fire, coal of the oak, calcined 
stone, ashes & c. 

It is improbable that the decomposition 
of the organic remains had been effected 
by heat, as those members most ex
posed, the cranium for example, were in 
the best state of preservation. The 
phrenological character of the skulls ob
tained: they bore a striking resemblance 
to that of the American, locality large, ad
hesiveness full, philoprogenitiveness very 
small; most of them exhibited the frontal 
sinus with low receding foreheads. It is a 
singular circumstance, that the teeth, 
which alone retained their former consis
tence and polish, were in some instances 
worn to the socket, while others in the 
same cranium retained their notched out
line. In the lower jaw of one of these 
skeletons were four teeth that had not yet 
protruded from their sockets, and exhib
ited the rough surface of the grinder in 
the concavity of the jaw - which circum
stance, with the diminutive size of the 
skeleton, denoted a person less than 
twelve years of age. 

From these circumstances we would 
infer that the tumulus was not raised at 
one time to its final dimensions, as it 
consists of the relics of several supposed 
funeral rites, disposed in conical form, 
one above the other, nor in commemora
tion of a mighty chief, as adults and chil
dren were entombed at different times in 
the same mound. 

Besides the organic remains, the fol
lowing articles were found in different 
strata of earth: A stone resembling in 
shape the frustum of a cone, four inches 
in circumference at the base, used per
haps for pulverizing colours. A stone axe; 
arrow heads; and large pieces of coal of 
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black oak. A hollow tube of baked clay 
and sand about five inches in length, one 
end terminating in an oblong square 
base, resembling the bottom of a smith's 
anvil, the hollow contracting and pressing 
out at one of the ends - used probably 
for a smoking pipe. 

The exercises of the day were closed 
by an address by the Secretary of the 
Society - L.C. Draper. 

L.C. Draper, Secy. 
Allen M. Faxon, Marshal 

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 
Much appreciation is extended to Kay 

Smith of the Licking County Archaeology 
and Landmarks Society for informing me 
of the existence of this reference. Also, 
Florence W. Hoffman, University Archivist 
of Denison University deserves thanks for 
her gracious cooperation in tracking 
down the original document. 

Fig. 1 (Lepper) "Observatory" Mound in the Newark Earthworks excavated by the Calliopean Society in 1836. 
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WISDOM AND ARCHAIC ATLATL WEIGHTS CONVENTIONAL 

Conventional wisdom has it that the at
latl or spear-throwing-stick was first intro
duced on the Ohio scene by Early Archaic 
man, who found it a convenient tool to 
augment his personal strength in the hunt
ing of such animals as the deer (his pri
mary target), the elk, the black bear, and 
the cougar. And it was Early Archaic man 
who also discovered, perhaps 8,000 years 
ago, that attaching stone weights to his 
throwing-stick would propel his spear far
ther and faster, making it a much more ef
fective weapon in his struggle to survive. 
He may not have been able to define the 
principle of Physics known as kinetic en
ergy — that energy of a body which results 
from its motion and is proportional to the 
square of its ve loc i ty — but he soon 
learned that with a stone weight attached 
to his throwing-stick he could split even 
the backbone of a bear with his spear, 
while without it he might have a difficult 
time even slowing the animal down. 

Of all who have been challenged to know 
more about Archaic man in eastern North 
America, his weapons, tools, and way of 
life, no one researched him more thor
oughly or published articles and books 
about him more extensively than the late 
Dr. William S. Webb of the University of 
Kentucky. In 1960 I had the pleasure of at
tending a lecture by Professor Webb in the 
aud i to r ium of the old Ohio His tor ica l 
Society Museum at the entrance to the 
Ohio State University campus on North 
High Street in Columbus. His particular 
topic on that occasion was the atlatl or 
throwing-stick, which he described as the 
primary utility artifact of Archaic man. He 
brought a demonstration atlatl with him, 
one which he had made entirely from wood 
(ash, as I recall). From its grip at one end to 
its carved hook at the other it had a length 
of approx imate ly 25 inches over-a l l . 
Holding this throwing-stick behind him in 
one hand, he explained that the purpose of 
the hook was to engage the butt end of the 
spear. The business end of the spear he 
held before him in his other outstretched 
hand. Noting that later atlatls were often 
composi tes of antler handles, wooden 
staves, drilled stone weights of a variety of 
shapes and sizes, and antler hooks, he ob
served that the earliest atlatls probably had 
been made entirely from wood and that 
their weights were probably no more than 
simple bar-type stones lashed onto the un
derside of the throwing-stick. 

To my regret, that was the only time I 
had the opportunity to meet and to hear 
Professor Webb. But I subsequently read 
many of his books and articles on both the 
Archaic and Adena cultures. Of them all, 
the classic as far as I am concerned is his 

by 
Phillip R. Shriver 
Miami Universtiy 

monumental report of his two-year investi
gation of the Archaic Indian Knoll Site in 
the valley of the Green River, a tributary of 
the Ohio, in west-central Kentucky. What a 
wealth of information he gleaned from this 
enormous shell midden, a midden which 
reflected intermittent Archaic occupation 
over 2,000 years of time! Interestingly, the 
site had been partially investigated in 1915 
by Clarence B. Moore and 8 assistants 
from the Academy of Natural Sciences in 
Philadelphia. In 22 days the Moore expedi
tion exhumed 298 skeletons! In burial as
sociations they uncovered quantities of ar
tifacts, among which were 28 antler hooks 
(which Moore believed to be fish-netting 
"needles"), 22 prismoidal objects drilled 
longitudinally of limestone, slate, granite 
and other stones (which Moore called fish-
netting "sizers"), and many cut antler sec
t ions, also dri l led longitudinally, which 
Moore too thought to be "sizers." (See 
Webb, 1974: 319; Moore, 1916.) 

Webb, with a small army of federally-fi
nanced W.P.A. workers, spent two years in 
the late 1930s completing the excavation of 
the Indian Knoll Site which Moore had be
gun in 1915. During this time, Webb and his 
associates exhumed 880 more skeletons, 
44 of which had in burial association ob
jects similar to those found by Moore. But 
Webb, taking far more careful note of exact 
locations of these objects vis-a-vis the hu
man burials, noted the alignments of these 
objects one to another, and observed that 
the internal diameters of the longitudinally 
drilled prismoidal stones were proximate to 
the external diameters of the antler hooks, 
which in turn were proximate to the internal 
diameters of the longitudinally-drilled, cut-
sections of antler often found with the 
same burial. He concluded that these ob
jects were not relevant to the making and 
sizing of fish nets but rather were part and 
parcel of composite Archaic atlatls, with 
only the wooden staves to which they had 
been socketed and attached having long 
since disintegrated into the soil. (See Webb, 
1974:319-332.) 

Of the 36 stone atlatl weights found by 
Webb in burial associat ion, most (24), 
like those found by Moore, were pris
mo ida l w e i g h t s , each l ong i t ud ina l l y 
drilled. (See Figure 1). Six were compos
ite shell weights, also longitudinally drilled . 
But 6 others were stone bars (See Figure 
2). One of these was with Burial 69, a male 
of 21 years, in a pit at the base of the mid
den 8.5 feet below the surface. Another, 
with Burial 495, a male of 17-18 years, was 
buried only 2 feet below the surface. (See 
Webb, 1974: 1 6 1 , 163.) Interest ingly, 
Moore, too, had found similar stone bars in 
burial association in 1915, but having failed 

to recognize the presence of the atlatl as a 
basic tool of the Archaic at Indian Knoll, 
had mistakenly identified the stone bars he 
found as "bar amulets" or "celt-shaped im
plements." (See Webb, 1974: 332; Moore, 
1916. See also Figure 2.) 

While Webb found atlatl weights and/or 
atlatl hooks and/or antler handles or grips 
in burial associat ion with 44 graves at 
Indian Knoll, he also found 73 prismoidal 
stone weights (most of slate, limestone, 
grani te, or diori te) and 173 stone bar 
weights (most of these of slate) not in 
burial association but distributed through
out the midden and uncovered during the 
general excavat ion. (See Webb, 1974: 
331.) Struck by the predominance of stone 
bar weights and the comparative absence 
of accompanying antler sections or hooks 
in the general excavation in the midden, 
Webb concluded that "stone bars were 
adapted to use as weights on atlatls of 
which the body was made of wood, with 
the wooden hook cut out of the shaft. This 
large number of bars in the midden seems 
to demonstrate that the majority of atlatls 
at this site were wooden staves with (pre
sumptively) wooden handles and wooden 
hooks, all in one piece, and with a stone 
bar as a weight." (See Webb, 1974: 332. 
See also Figure 2.) 

As for the prismoidal-type stone atlatl 
weights (see Figure 1), Webb concluded 
from their burial alignment with antler han
dles and antler hooks and from the occa
sional residue presence of asphalt in their 
longitudinal perforations that the atlatls 
with which they had been associated had 
been constructed in the following manner: 
". . . the body of the atlatl was made of 
wood, perhaps from a broad flat stave, as 
much as 5cm. wide and perhaps 40 cm. or 
more long. One end of this wooden bar 
was worked to a cylinder about 13 mm. in 
diameter. On this end was slipped a 'ban
ner stone,' having a longitudinal perfora
tion of the proper size, and following it, an 
antler hook, conically reamed at its base, 
was attached. This was done by pointing 
the wooden shaft and inserting it tightly in 
the base of the antler hook, perhaps using 
asphalt as an adhesive, and binding all to
gether. On the other end of the stave, a 
hand grip or finger holes or notches may 
have been carved in the wood to complete 
the atlatl. Instead of carving the handle, an 
excellent hand grip could have been made 
by drilling an antler section and thrusting 
into it a spindle cut on the proximal end of 
the atlatl shaft, using asphalt as an aid in 
cementing and binding all together." (See 
Webb, 1974:322.) 

In their 1986 report on "The Archaic of 
Northeastern Ohio," Olaf H. Prufer and 
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Dana A. Long called attention to the dis
covery of atlatl weights at both the Lukens 
Hill Site in Portage County and the 
McKibben Site in Trumbull County. At the 
former, three broken pick atlatl weights 
were found. At the latter, one bar-type and 
seven fragments of winged or crescent-
shaped "bannerstones" or atlatl weights 
were found. All but one were shaped from 
green banded slate. The exception, at 
Lukens Hill, had been formed from lime
stone. (See Prufer and Long, 1986: 41.) 

In his investigation of the Archaic 
Raisch-Smith Site at the confluence of the 
Talawanda and the Little Talawanda in the 
opposite corner of Ohio, in what is now the 
Hueston Woods State Park north of 
Oxford, Ross Moffett published (1949: 433) 
the discovery of 31 "flattened, unperfo-
rated, rectanguloid, or tapering objects of 
plain and banded slate, some of which are 
well-made and polished" which appeared 
to him to have been "used as weights for 
the atlatl." Russell J. Long subsequently 
called attention to 16 more from the same 
site. (1962:63-65.) 

At a not dissimilar Archaic site in nearby 
Montgomery County, Robert N. Converse 
reported the discovery of an "inordinately 
large number" (a half-bushel!) of rectangu
loid slate pieces, both in whole and frag
mentary conditions, which also appear to 
have been early atlatl weights and have 
striking resemblances to both those found 
at Raisch-Smith and at Indian Knoll. (See 
Converse, 1976: 5, 7. See also Figure 2.) 
Puzzled by their size (up to 6 3/4 inches in 
length and as many as 3 inches in width), 
which seemed to him to be excessive for 
attachment to a throwing-stick, he noted 
that whole specimens often resembled a 
long trapezoid with excurvate edges. With 
the exception of one made of sandstone, 
all were shaped from banded slate or 
shale. Interestingly, 5 of the bars appeared 
to have been slightly notched at the center, 
an indication, he observed, that they might 
have been hafted. (See Converse, 1976: 5.) 

Subsequently, in his Ohio Slate Types 
(1978: 5), Converse referred to subrectan-
gular and trapezoid bar atlatl weights of 
the type found at Raisch-Smith and at 
Montgomery County as among "the oldest 
of all slate forms" and as probable forerun
ners "of all ground and polished atlatl 
weights" and noted that "these objects are 
not common outside the drainage of the 
Miamis in western Ohio." 

Converse has also called attention to 
another, distinctive form of bar atlatl 
weight, one widely distributed in western 
North America but not common in Ohio or 
Kentucky, the ellipsoidal bar weight. (1978: 
8-9; Webb and Haag, 1939: 54.) According 
to Converse, "Ohio weights of this type are 
usually long and slender with a flat bottom 
and a semicircular or square cross section. 
(See Figure 3.) The upper surface is curved 
from end to end and is thickest at the cen
ter. There is never any drilling present but 

there may be a transverse groove or notch 
across the upper portion, usually at the 
center. Workmanship and surface finish 
vary from fine to crude." He has also noted 
that elliptical bar weights usually fall within 
the 4 to 7 inch range in length and are 
most often made of banded slate." (See 
Converse, 1978: 8-9.) 

In searching the issues of the Ohio 
Archaeologist over the past 35 years, I 
have been struck by the general meager-
ness— indeed, absence — of materials rel
ative to this type of atlatl weight. Perhaps 
this reflects the fact that these weights lack 
the attractiveness and appeal of those 
which usually predominate in books and 
articles on atlatl weights or bannerstones: 
the balls, the crescents, the tubulars, the 
winged, the picks, and the panels. (See 
Knoblock, 1939; Converse, 1977. See also 
Figure 4.) It also doubtless reflects the fact 
that ellipsoidal bar-type atlatl weights sim
ply are not all that common in Ohio. 

In my own personal collection I have but 
one. Ellipsoidal in configuration, it is 4 1/8 
inches long, 1 1/8 inches wide, and 5/8 
inch thick at mid-section. Fashioned from 
dark gray slate, it has a flat bottom and is 
semi-circular in cross-section. The upper 
surface is curved from end to end and is 
thickest at the center. There is a transverse 
groove across the upper portion, at the 
center, which shows plainly in the photo
graph shown here as Figure 4, which was 
taken from directly above the artifact. The 
workmanship is fairly good, though the 
piece does show a good deal of wear at 
one end of the upper surface. Like the 
other atlatl weights illustrated in this article, 
it is Archaic in tradition. 

Interestingly, though he spent the major 
portion of his professional life engrossed in 
the study of the Archaic, William S. Webb 
also found himself subsequently chal
lenged by the Adena of Early Woodland 
tradition. With Raymond S. Baby, he ob
served that "excavations of Archaic sites 
have yielded many traits and burial cus
toms so similar to Adena that contact of 
these basically different cultural complexes 
has been suspected.... (See Webb and 
Baby, 1957: 113-114.) Among the similar 
traits which suggested contact between 
the two cultures was the continued use of 
the atlatl by the Adena centuries after the 
end of the Archaic era, and with it stone 
bar atlatl weights, including those which 
many latter-day archaeologists would mis
takenly call "expanded center gorgets." 
(See Webb and Snow, 1974: 216. See also 
Shriver, 1983: 4-8.) But after all, if some ar
chaeologists can see "fish-net spacers" in 
Archaic prismoidal atlatl weights, then why 
shouldn't others see "expanded center 
gorgets" in Adena bar atlatl weights? It is 
the search for ultimate answers which is 
the stimulus for continued research, in ar
chaeology as in most other facets of the 
human experience. Even "conventional 
wisdom" is not a guarantee forever that 

another, better explanation may not some 
day appear, even for Archaic atlatl weights. 
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Fig. 1 (Shriver) Prismoidal atlatl weights from Scioto County (left) and 
Williams County (right). Reproduced here through the courtesy of 
Robert N. Converse from page 132 of The Meuser Collection. 

Fig. 3 (Shriver) Ellipsoidal bar atlatl weight from the author's personal 
collection. Pronounced transverse groove shown in this photograph 
taken from directly above the weight. 

Fig. 2 (Shriver) Early Archaic rectangular bar atlatl weights of slate 
from the Montgomery County (Ohio) Archaic Site described by Robert 
N. Converse in the Summer of 1976 issue of Ohio Archaeologist. 
Reproduced here through courtesy of Mr. Converse. 

Fig. 4 (Shriver) A selection of Archaic atlatl weights from the William 
Jacka Collection of the Heritage Hall Museum, Lakeside, Ohio. Top is 
a ball bannerstone; bottom, a single-notched winged bannerstone; 
left, a pick bannerstone; right, a tubular bannerstone. All are slate. 
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A MADISON COUNTY KNIFE 

This knife was found on December 9, 
1987 on a farm in Monroe Township, 
Madison County. The property is halfway 
between the towns of Rosedale and 
Plumwood along Spring Fork, a tributary of 
Little Darby Creek. 

I had been working in the woods on the 
farm in the morning and decided to walk 
back to my car in the fall-plowed field 
rather than take the farm lane. I found the 
knife about five minutes after starting into 
the field. After a hurried lunch, I found a 
pestle and two points in the same general 
area I had found the knife. In an hour or so 
I had found as many artifacts as I had in 
the previous several years. 

by 
Jim Bartlett 
Cable, Ohio 

These finds sparked my interest in col
lecting Indian artifacts and I was encour
aged by Owen Cowan of Urbana and Bob 
Converse of Plain City to join ASO and en
ter the best field finds contest. The knife 
was awarded the best field find of the year 
1987 in the flint tool category. 

The measurements of the knife are 4 %" 
long by 2%" wide. It is made of blue and 
gray Flint Ridge chalcedony with purple 
streaks and orange spots. The outer sur
face of the reverse side has a crystalline 
coating covering an opaque white inner 
material. This white material has been 
finely pressure chipped on one edge of the 
blade. The uneven nature of the base of 

the knife may point to an archaic time pe
riod origin. 

I have been fortunate to hunt several 
sites in the Darby Creek watershed in 
Champaign, Union, and Madison Counties 
in the last three years. From what my son 
and I have found and from what I have 
seen in other collections made in the wa
tershed, I know that there was a long term 
occupation during the archaic era. 

I would like to thank my father, Thayer 
Bartlett, for taking the pictures of my find 
so it could be published in the magazine. 

Fig. 1 (Bartlett) Obverse and reverse of Flint Ridge knife found in Madison County, Ohio. 
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WIDE BASE DOVETAILS 
by 

Robert N. Converse 
199 Converse Drive 

Plain City, Ohio 43064 

Dovetails are unquestionably the most 
popular of all flint types among collec
tors. Fine flint, workmanship, examples 
tending to large size, are attributes which 
make them appealing. Scarcity is also 
another factor, although dovetails in 
themselves are not all that rare. 

There are a number of variants of 
dovetails and those who study them can 
see a patterns of chipping and design 
treatment from one style to another even 
though these differences may be some
what subtle. 

One dovetail variant is the wide based 
type in which there is a wide expansive 
base, fan-shaped and nearly as wide as 
the shoulders of the blade. Generally 
speaking, I would guess that this style is 
not as common as some of the other 
variants and I would also estimate that 
they do not tend to be as large as other 
styles. 

Shown are five dovetails, four of the 
wide based variety and, upper right, is 
one which is a gradatiant between the 
small based type and the wide based 
type. Of course, as with many flint types, 
there are gradations between subtypes. 
The center specimen would be consid
ered classic, with a large fan-shaped 
base as wide as the shoulders and with 
notches which are nearly horizontal. 

Fig. 1 (Converse) Five Ohio Dovetails. Center is of caramel colored Flint Ridge flint with brown 
inclusions 4 1/2 inches long. It was found in the 1930's by Maurice Depp on the McKitrick Farm, 
Bethel Road, now part of the city of Columbus. Upper right is of Carter Cave flint and was found 
south of Plain City, Ohio, Madison County by Lyia Phillips. Upper left is of cream colored Flint 
Ridge flint and was found along Parsons Ave. also now part of Columbus. Lower left was found on 
the Rausch farm five miles north of Plain City in Union Co. on Rt. 736 by Willis Rausch. It is also of 
cream Flint Ridge flint. Lower right, heavily patinated Flint Ridge flint, found near Refugee Rd., in 
the southern part of Columbus. Editor's collection. 
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RARE FEATURES OF A BIRDSTONE 
by 

Kenny Simper 
Hamilton, Indiana 

One of the more unusual features of this 
birdstone is the tail which is approximately 
one fourth inch higher than the top of the 
head. Earl Townsend mentions in his book 
"Birdstones of the North American Indian" 
that very few genuine specimens have tails 
that reach a height taller than their head. 

Another uncommon feature is the eyes. 
The majority of this type of birdstone do 
not have eyes at all, however, these ap
pear to have been the cylindrical type 
with very little elevation. On the opposite 
side the eye has smoothed down to a 
mere bump. 

Fig. 1 (Simper) Faulted slate birdstone from Seneca County, Ohio. 

TRAINING COURSES, 1991 
Organization: Dayton Museum of Natural History (Cosponsors: Dayton Museum of Natural History, SunWatch Museum) 
Title: Senior Archaeology 
Date: Summer 1991, specific dates TBA, 2-week course, may be offered up to 5 times, Dayton, OH. Annual. 
Description: A survey of the prehistoric cultures of the Ohio Valley with emphasis on the relationship of prehistoric people with 
their environment: archaeological techniques, participation in excavation and reconstruction on the SunWatch National 
Historic Landmark. 
Audience: High School Students, Adults. 
Contact: J.M. Heilman, Dayton Museum of Natural History, 2629 Ridge Ave., Dayton, OH 45414-5499; 513-275-7431. 

The third unusual feature is the material 
from which the birdstone is made. While 
slate is the most common substance of 
b i rdstones, the material in this bird is 
faulted slate - a substance created by the 
shifting of the earth as the stone was be
ing formed. 

Also visible in the photograph is an im
purity that begins in the front of the tail 
and runs downward to the central part of 
the body. This leads me to believe that it is 
almost a miracle that the bird is still in a 
whole condition and not broken when the 
maker was pecking and smoothing it. 

Found in Seneca County, Ohio, the 
color is green with black banding, tinted 
slightly yellow from age. It measures four 
and three fourths inches long by one and 
one-half inches tall at the tail. Both perfo
rations are intact with a fairly deep starter 
hole above the hole on the back of its tail. 
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SLATE FROM THE WILKINS COLLECTION 
by 

Mel Wilkins 
155 Seriff Drive, Lima, Ohio 45807 

Fig. 1 (Wilkins) Row 1: Butterfly banner - 5 mi. west of Kalida, Putnam County, Ohio; Unfinished 
double crescent, green banded slate, partial drilling at each end - ex-Wachtel collection, Ohio, 5¥e 
in.; Butterfly banner, dark green slate - Van Buren Co, Mich. Row 2: Butterfly banner, green 
banded slate - Rushsylvania, Logan Co.,Ohio; Spineback gorget - Van Wert County, Ohio. Green 
banded slate; Spineback gorget, green banded slate - Ohio; Reworked single notched ovate, red 
slate. Hancock Co., Ohio. Row 3: Notched ovate, green banded slate. Lenawee Co., Mich.; 
Ridged gorget, green banded slate. Ohio; Boatstone, red banded slate, Jefferson Co., Ohio; 
Ridged gorget, green banded slate, Franklin Co., Ohio; Notched ovate, green banded slate, 
Hartman Farm, Franklin Co., Ohio. Center bottom: Knobbed bar found on the Bashor Farm, 
Newton Twp., Miami Co., Ohio (ex-Meuser collection). 

Fig. 2 (Wilkins) Pick banners and crescent banners. Row 1: Green banded slate, Hardin Co., Ohio; 
Green banded slate, 5'A inches, Hillsdale Co., Mich.; Green banded slate, Tuscarawas Co., Ohio. 
Row 2: Green banded slate, Butler Co., Ohio; Greenish—black hardstone, Illinois; Chlorite, 
unfinished, Ohio; Green banded slate, Miami Co., Ohio; Green banded slate, Indiana. Row 3: 
Green banded slate, Morrow Co., Ohio; Green banded slate, Ohio; Green banded slate, Ohio; 
Green banded slate, Whitley Co., Ind. Row 4: Green banded slate, Williams Co., Ohio; Green 
banded slate, 3 mi. south of Piqua, Miami Co., Ohio; Green banded slate, Darke Co., Ohio; Red 
banded slate, Brown Co., Ohio; Dark green banded slate, Arcanum, Darke Co., Ohio; Brown 
banded slate, Attica, Seneca Co., Ohio; Green banded slate, Montgomery Co., Ohio. 
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THEBES CLUSTER EARLY ARCHAIC KNIVES 
IN THE BUCKEYE LAKE REGION 

by 
Jonathan E. Bowen 
419 Sandusky Ave. 

Fremont, Ohio 43420 

Introduction 
The Buckeye Lake region of east-central 

Ohio is located at the interface of Fairfield, 
Licking, and Perry counties. The northern 
portion of this approximately 400 square 
kilometer tract is drained by the South 
Fork of the Licking River, while the south
ern portion includes the Walnut/Jonathan 
Creek divide. Those streams drain into the 
Scioto and Muskingum rivers, respectively. 
Buckeye Lake itself is not an ancient fea
ture. It was constructed in the last century 
to provide a supply of water for the canal 
system. Prior to that time, it was known as 
the Great Swamp (Sterling 1972). 

Early in 1990 James Dutcher of the 
Standing Stone Chapter of the Archa
eological Society of Ohio began a program 
of recording archaeological sites within the 
Buckeye Lake region. By the end of July 
he had recorded 150 new sites with diag
nostic prehistoric artifacts, dramatically in
creasing the available data base. Most of 
the other archaeological sites in the area 
which have yielded diagnostic artifacts 
were recorded by Robert Sterling of the 
Archaeological Society of Ohio, with assis
tance from William Dancey and his stu
dents at the Ohio State University. All of 
the data used in this study are on file in the 
Ohio Archaeological Inventory. 

Thebes Cluster Knives 
Just ice (1987: 54-59) has inc luded 

both Archaic Bevels (Converse 1970: 22, 
24) and Dovetails (Converse 1970: 34, 
40) in his "Thebes C lus te r " of Early 
Archaic (8000-6000 B.C.) biface types. It 
is likely that they were used primarily as 
kn ives . Bo th A rcha i c Beve ls and 
Dovetails are abundant in artifact sam
ples from the Buckeye Lake region. Most 
have been manufactured from either Flint 
Ridge or Upper Mercer materials, both 
which outcrop at the eastern edge of the 
Buckeye Lake s tudy area (Converse: 
1972; Murphy 1975). 

Archaic Bevels 
A total of 60 Archaic Bevels (Fig. I) have 

been recorded from 17 Archaeological 
sites within the Buckeye Lake region (Fig. 
2). They cluster around the former Great 
Swamp. While the majority are made of ei
ther Upper Mercer or Flint Ridge materials 
from the eastern edge of the study area, a 
minority are made of other, unidentified 
cherts. 

Two sites, Fairfield-267 and Licking-330, 
have yielded at least 20 Archaic Bevels, 
and Fairfield-295 has yielded at least six 
specimens (Fig. 2). The clustering and nu

merous Archaic Bevels at particular sites, 
and the abundance of isolated finds is sim
ilar the record from the lake plains of north
western Ohio, in the Maumee (Bechtel 
1988; Payne 1982) and Portage (Bowen 
n.d.d.) River drainages. No site in the 
Sandusky River drainage in north-central 
Ohio has yielded more than four Archaic 
Bevels (Bowen n.d.b: Table 8), and they 
are qui te scarce in the Mohican River 
drainage of central Ohio (Bowen 1990). 
They, the clustering and the abundance of 
Archa ic Bevels in the Buckeye Lake 
Region is surprising. The situation more 
closely resembles northwestern Ohio than 
that in the intervening areas. 

Dovetails 
Twenty -one Dovetai ls (Fig. 3) have 

been r e p o r t e d f rom 16 s i tes in the 
Buckeye Lake region (Fig. 4). They are 
apparently more abundant there than in 
the Maumee (Payne 1982), Por tgage 
(Bowen n.d.d, Sandusky (Bowen n.d.b.) 
or Mohican River (Bowen 1990) drain
ages to the north. The only site in any of 
those areas which has yielded several 
Dovetails, as has Fairfield-267, is Knox-
40 (Fath 1980). Knox-40 is located only 
about 60 kilometers to the northeast of 
Fairfield-267. Virtually all of the Dovetails 
from the Buckeye Lake region have been 
made from Flint Ridge material. 

Conclusions 
Justice (1987: 54-59) has included both 

Archa ic Bevels and Doveta i ls in his 
"Thebes Cluster" of closely related types. 
The Buckeye Lake region is the eastern 
limit of the distr ibut ions of both types, 
wh i ch occu r all the way west to the 
Mississ ippi River. Both types of Early 
Archa ic kn ives are abundan t in the 
Buckeye Lake region, and several speci
mens of each of the types occur at partic
ular sites there. 

Bowen (1990) has hypothesized that 
Archaic Bevels and Big Sandy (Justice 
1987: 60-62), or Archaic Side Notched 
(Converse 1970: 17) points were regional 
functional equivalents, and thus should not 
be found in abundance in the same re
gions. Archaic Bevels are abundant, and 
Archaic Side Notched points scarce within 
the Portage River area of northwestern 
Ohio. Both types occur in moderate num
bers in the Sandusky/Scioto River corridor, 
which runs north-south through the center 
of Ohio, dividing the eastern and western 
portions. Finally, Archaic Side Notched 
points are abundant and Archaic Bevels 
scarce in the Mohican River area of the 

western port ion of northeastern Ohio. 
Thus , it was hypo thes ized that whi le 
Archaic Bevels were used in western 
Ohio, Archaic Side Notched points were 
used in eastern Ohio. 

The abundance of Archaic Bevels in the 
Buckeye Lake area of east-central Ohio 
does not fit with the expectations of the 
model developed by Bowen (1990). On the 
other hand, Archaic Side Notched points 
are indeed scarce in the Buckeye Lake re
gion, which does conform to the expecta
tions of the model. 
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Fig. 1 (Bowen) Archaic Bevels (a, Upper Mercer; b, tan chert; c, 
Upper Mercer; d, Upper Mercer; e, Flint Ridge). 
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Fig. 2 (Bowen) Archaic Bevel Components in the Buckeye Lake 
Region. 
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Fig. 4 (Bowen) Dovetail Components in the Buckeye Lake Region. 

Fig. 3 (Bowen) Flint Ridge Dovetails (a, preform; b, finished; c, 
exhausted! 
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MY BEST FIND 

On March 11, 1990, my Dad and I and 
two friends drove to one of our best sites 
along the Little Darby Creek and saw that 
the farmer had been putting anhydrous 
ammonia on the field. There was a tractor 
in the drive that had a flat tire. We thought 
that maybe out farther in the field they 
hadn't put ammonia on. We started walk
ing into the field and when we got to one 
rise which was close to the creek we 
started hunting. We got up on the rise and 
walked back and forth. I was walking with 
one of my friends and my Dad was with 
the other friend. I had gone to the end of 

by 
Danny Bartlett 

Age 10 
Cable, Ohio 

the rise and was going back to the center. 
I was walking east when I saw the point 
sticking up sideways out of the ground. I 
ran over to it, lifted it out of the ground 
and started yelling. My Dad and friends 
thought I was hurt because I was yelling 
so much. When they finally got over to 
where I was I showed them the point. 
Once they saw it my friends said "OK, let's 
go, you found the big one." My Dad and I 
wanted to keep hunting. We walked up 
and down the rise a few more times and I 
found a bifurcate. 

The point is made of pink flint ridge flint 
with blue flecks. It won a ribbon at the 
ASO meeting in May 1990. The judges 
said that it is an early archaic point that 
was larger at one time with a reworked 
base. The top of the notches of the origi
nal point show at the base of what is now 
the smaller point. 

The point measures 3" long by 2" wide. 
It has not been resharpened because 
there is no beveling on the edges. 

I want to thank my Grandfather, Thayer 
Bartlett, for taking the picture of my point. 

Fig. 1 (Bartlett) Archaic point found in Madison County. Note 
remnants of previous notches on the base. 
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The birdstone in the upper color plate 
was found in Gibson County, Indiana. It 
was originally collected by the late B. W. 
Stephens of Quincy, Illinois. It was later 
obtained by Dr. Stanley Copeland from 
whom I acquired it. It is made of banded 
slate, as are most bar type birdstones, and 
the maker used the bands of the slate to 
form an eye on the left side. 

In the lower plate is also a birdstone of 
banded slate but no eye is formed by the 
banding. Instead, the eyes are formed by 
two small conical depressions, a feature 
rarely found in birdstones of this type. It 
was found on the Tiro Road, three miles 
southwest of Plymouth, Richland County, 
Ohio. 

TWO BIRDSTONES 
by 

Kenneth Black 
Mt. Vernon, Ohio 
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THREE BUST TYPE BIRDSTONES 
by 

Kenneth Black 
Mt. Vernon, Ohio 

Shown are three bust birdstones from 
my collection. Bust type birdstones are 
found in a variety of styles and there is a 
wide array of stone, some of it quite color
ful. Such stones as gneiss, speckled gran
ite, quartzite and even pipestone can be 
seen in bust birds, but strangely, banded 
slate was rarely used. 

In the upper picture is an example from 
Franklin County, Ohio, collected by Dr. 
Gordon Meuser. It is made of speckled 
granite and is undrilled - which is the case 
in many specimens. Lower left is of black 
and granite and was found in Calumet 
County, Wisconsin. If was formerly in the 
Joseph Ringeisen collection of Wisconsin. 
Lower right is a distinct type and is made 
of gneiss. This variety is rarely drilled and 
the features are often not well defined. It 
was found in Fulton County, Ohio. 
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EFFIGY STONES FROM THE BILL TIELL COLLECTION 

The function of many kinds of prehis
toric Indian artifacts is a complete mystery. 
Slate items especially are difficult to cate
gorize since a great number of the wide 
variety of styles has never been found in 
any kind of cultural context. Effigy stones 
are a prime example of this problem. 

These unusual artifacts are called ef
figy stones - probably for want of a better 
name - for many of them appear to be 
rather amorphous and carelessly made. I 
don't remember ever seeing two of them 
which are alike, and yet all of them have 
a certain degree of commonality. They 

by 
Robert N. Converse 
199 Converse Drive 

Plain City, Ohio 

usually have a head which occasionally 
may have eyes, mouth etc., and a body 
which may be only an expanded or 
ridged portion, and a tail which tapers 
away from the head. The bottom is al
most always flat and drilling is extremely 
rare. Seldom does there appear to be any 
areas where they seem to have been at
tached to anything, and overall, they 
seem to be rather rough or sloppy in ap
pearance. Not often are they finely fin
ished or symmetrical. 

There is not a wide variety of material 
found in their manufacture. In fact it is 

unusual to see one of anything but 
banded slate. 

As stated previously, their cultural affili
ation is a mystery. However, an effigy 
stone similar to the one top left in the 
photograph was found on the Scioto 
Trails site in the southern part of 
Columbus (Martha Otto - pers communi
cation) at which a great deal of Middle 
and Late woodland material was found. 
This is the first instance that I know of 
where one was found under any sort of 
excavated situation. 

Fig. 1 (Converse) Seven effigy stones from the Bill Tiell collection. All were formerly in the Dr. Meuser collection. Top row - Delaware Co., Marion Co., 
Mercer Co., Bottom row - Knox Co., Clermont Co., Scioto Co., Warren Co. 
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FOUR PENDANTS WITH ABRADING MARKS 
by 

Robert N. Converse 
199 Converse Drive 

Plain City, Ohio 

The four pendants in Fig. 1 were origi
nally collected by the late Dr. Meuser and 
are now in the collection of Bill Tiell, 
Lakewood, Ohio. The illustration is shown 
actual size and shows the curious and rare 

abrading marks sometimes found on these 
artifacts. It is thought that these oblique 
grooves are the result of sharpening bone 
awls. When the pendants are placed with 
the holes uppermost, the grooves always 

run from upper left to lower right, as 
though the sharpener was right handed. I 
have never seen one with the groove from 
upper right to lower left. 

Fig. 1 (Converse) Left to right, Richland Co., Delaware Co., Defiance Co., grooved on each face and tally-marked, Miami Co. 
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TWO FISH EFFIGY GORGETS 
by 

Bill Tiell 
13435 Lake Ave. 
Lakewood, Ohio 

Two small gorgets from the Dr. Meuser 
collection are shown in Fig. 1. Top is an 
unusual gorget made of green banded 
slate. Dr. Meuser's inscription says 
"Unusual gorget of green banded slate 
with the stone worked into the shape of a 
fish. Numerous workings depict scales, 

fins and tail. Found along the Ohio River at 
Chilo, Clermont County, Ohio". 

The bottom gorget is made of tan 
steatite. The Meuser data is "Rare gorget 
of tan steatite carved to perhaps represent 
a fish and elaborately carved. Pickaway 
Plains, Pickaway Co., Ohio". 

Quite often such gorgets are reworked 
from larger gorgets or pendants which 
have been broken. Seldom are such 
pieces carved into likenesses of anything 
recognizable and more often they are sim
ply engraved or tally-marked. 

Fig. 1 (Tiell) Two effigy gorgets from the Meuser collection. Pictured in actual size, both represent 
what is thought to be the likenesses of fish. 
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THE HAPPY VALLEY SITE 
Near West Lafayette, Coshocton County 

by 
Wayne Mortine 

Newcomerstown, Ohio 
and Doug Randies 

Warsaw, Ohio 

In late October 1984, Wayne Mortine, 
Doug Randies, Jeff Carskadden, John 
and James Morton and Richard Gartley 
dug two adjacent 5 foot by 5 foot test 
squares about ten feet from the north 
bank of the Tuscarawas River and about 
100 feet from the utility building marked 
"Happy Valley." The site is located on a 
gravel levee elevated about seven feet 
above the surrounding flood plain. It is on 
the north side of the Tuscarawas immedi
ately west of the bridge crossing the river 
abou t 3/4 mi le due no r th of West 
Lafayette. 

We were first informed of the site by Ron 
Ashman, Coshocton. In 1969, Ashman had 
found and excavated a refuse pit uncov
ered during the construction of the utility 
building. The pit contained 16 sherds of 
cordmarked surfaced, grit tempered pot
tery and 5 triangular projectile points. The 
sherds were all f rom the same vessel 
making reconstruction possible. The re
construction was that of a portion of the 
rim sect ion wi th a caste l la t ion and a 
mammiform lug (Figure 1). 

In the test excavation numerous chips 
of Upper Mercer and locally available 
beige and light gray Vanport flint were 
encountered in the plow zone and mid
d e n . Soi l was sandy w i t h a b u n d a n t 
gravel which made digging slow and dif
ficult. The profile exposed along the cut 
bank of the river reveals that this gravelly 
layer only extends four feet below ground 
surface and that below this is a layer of 
yellow sand. Evidently this soil is quite 
acidic since little bone or shell seems to 
be preserved, at least in the test squares. 
However, Ron Ashman's excavation in 
the foundation of the barn or utility build
ing 100 feet N-NE of the test squares re
vealed a few poorly preserved fragments 
of bone and shell. The gravel terrace or 
levee has been transected by the river 
cutbank and it is assumed that much of 
the site itself has been carried away, per
haps as much as half of it. The site may 
extend from somewhere on the east side 
of Route 93 all the way to the western 
extremity of the gravel knoll, a distance 
of approximately 300 feet. (Figure 2 - 3). 
One pit was found eroding out of the cut 
bank abou t 10 feet S-SE of the test 
squares. This pit (Feature 1) contained a 
deposit of pottery about two feet below 
the ground surface. 

Subsequent excavations at the site by 
Mortine and Randies enlarged the test 
site to a ten foot square. One additional 

refuse pit (Feature 4) was uncovered at 
this t ime. The work was then extended 
eastward along the bank of the river in ten 
foot squares. Five additional squares were 
completed making an excavated area 60 
feet long by 10 feet wide. (Figure 4) 

After the init ial success in our test 
squares, the results of the extra work at 
the site were disappointing. Over thirty 
feet of eastward excavation was c o m 
pleted before addit ional features were 
uncovered. These features consisted of 
three well defined refuse pits (Features 
5,6,7). All the pits were approximately 24 
inches in diameter. Features 5 and 6 con
tained the usual flakes of charcoal, flint 
ch ippage, and darker soil but nothing 
that added any information to our report. 
Feature 7, however, contained a broken 
t r i angu la r base (Figure 5) and th ree 
sherds of cordmarked surfaced, grit tem
pered pottery. 

OTHER FEATURES 
Feature 1: Feature 1 was a refuse pit 

found eroding out of the cut bank of the 
river in our surface survey of the site in 
the late summer of 1984. It contained 
forty sherds of cordmarked surfaced, grit 
tempered pottery at a depth of two feet 
below the ground surface. All the sherds 
belonged to the same vessel and could 
be used in a partial restoration (Figure 6). 
The vessel was globular in shape, 27.5 
cms. in height and 17 cms in diameter at 
the opening or mouth. Smoothing of the 
vessel's surface created areas where the 
cordmarks were completely erased. The 
two sides of the vessel are missing that 
would have plainly shown castellations 
and appendages. However, the one side 
does have enough area to show evidence 
of the start of a castellation and a collar 
or added rim strip. The color ranged from 
a dark cha rcoa l to a t a n . Feature 2: 
Feature 2 was a refuse pit 36 inches in 
diameter. (Figure 7). It was uncovered in 
our initial five foot test square. It con
tained 56 cordmarked surfaced, grit tem
pered pottery sherds, 42 plain surfaced, 
grit tempered sherds and two smooth 
sur faced , shell tempered pot sherds. 
Both the shell tempered sherds were 
small r im sect ions wi th no tched l ips. 
I nc luded in the coun t of the c o r d e d 
sherds were 15 r im sec t ions . One of 
these rim sections had a collared castel
lation with a mammiform lug (Figure 8). 
Flint artifacts from the feature consist of 
one Late Woodland, Levanna triangular 

point, one broken basal portion of a wide 
notched (Ashtabula) point and one corner 
notched scraper (Figure 5). Feature 3: 
Feature 3 was a deposit of pottery lying 
on what we considered to be the living 
surface of the site 16-18 inches below 
ground level. The diameter of the deposit 
was approximately 16 inches. The feature 
contained 101 sherds of plain surfaced, 
grit tempered pottery whose surface ap
pears to have been wiped with a soft ob
ject to erase the cordmarks. Some recon
struction of the rim section of this dark 
brown vessel was possible. (Figure 9). 
There were 51 sherds of buff co lored 
plain sur faced, gri t tempered pottery. 
One of these was a damaged rim section. 
The only reconstruction possible on this 
pottery showed a vessel with a flattened 
base (Figure 10). This pottery base and 
rim sherd resemble Early W o o d l a n d , 
Adena Plain types of pottery. Only three 
sherds of cordmarked surfaced, grit tem
pered pottery were found. One of these 
corded sherds was a small rim section 
with a castellation and a mammiform lug 
that because of its size must have been 
part of a toy or miniature vessel . The 
mammiform lug was merely a piece of 
c lay that had been pressed on to the 
cas te l la t ion w i th a po in ted t o o l . The 
castellation raised .7 cm. above the lip of 
the vessel. Flint artifacts associated with 
the deposit of pottery were three tr ian
gles, one broken with a wide base and 
the other two narrower with slightly ser
ra ted s i des , one w i d e n o t c h e d or 
stemmed point (Ashtabula) and one side 
no tched point (Figure 11). Feature 4: 
Feature 4 was a large refuse pit 42 inches 
in diameter. It contained two small sand
stone abraders with shallow grooves, 41 
cordmarked surfaced, grit tempered pot
tery sherds, two of these were rim sec
tions (Figure 12), 84 plain surfaced, grit 
tempered pottery sherds, and 6 plain sur
faced, shell tempered pottery sherds. 
Flint artifacts from the feature consisted 
of the basal portions of two broken trian
gular points (Figure 5). 

CONCLUSION 
Although a large portion of the Happy 

Valley site has been destroyed by ero
s ion, we feel that our excavat ion was 
large enough to make some observa
tions. First we believe that the site was a 
mult i -component site with Early Wood
land, middle Late Wood land, and late 
Late Woodland components. These oc-
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cupat ions represent a series of short 
term visits by small groups of people. 
Our findings do indicate a cluster of ac
tivity areas in the form of refuse pits lo
cated 30-40 feet apart. These pits con
tained triangular projectile points and grit 
tempered, cordmarked surfaced ceram
ics with collared, castellated rim sections 
and mammi fo rm lugs. This pot tery is 
similar to what Mor ton (1984) termed 
C o l e / B a l d w i n in his s tudy of Late 
Woodland in the Muskingum Valley. The 
presence of shell tempered, smoothed 
surfaced pottery in Feature 2 ( 2 . 1 % of 
sherd count) and Feature 4 (4 .8% of 
sherd count) may represent some inter
action with late prehistoric groups in the 
Musk ingum dra inage. The c loses t of 
these groups were the Philo Phase, Fort 
Ancient people whose year round villages 
were located south along the Muskingum 
River. The nearest Philo Phase vil lage 
was the Tumblin Site (Mortine-Randles, 
1988) a distance of about 15 miles using 
the Tuscarawas and Muskingum water
ways. The globular shape of the partially 
restored vessel in Feature 1 and the high 
castel lat ions wi th mammi fo rm lugs in 
other features shows some similarities 
between the two sites in ceramics. It 
should also be noted that 20 of the 21 
storage/refuse pits at the Tumblin Site 
produced grit tempered collared late Late 
Woodland pottery that was 13 percent of 
the total sherd count. 

The natural advantages of the site with 
its higher elevation, well drained soil, and 
immediate proximity to a major river of 
the Muskingum water shed made it an at
tractive location as a camp site. The oc
cupants of the site were probably exploit
ing the Vanport flint that outcrops in the 
hills one mile N/E of the site. Much of the 
numerous f l int ch ippage found in the 
plow zone and all the excavated areas 
were from this source. While there is little 
evidence of village refuse in the features 
or midden, it is not unreasonable to ex
pec t tha t much of th is mater ia l was 
merely tossed into the nearby fast flowing 
s t ream. Ano ther natura l fea ture tha t 
would have had some impact on the site 
was the fact that the White Eyes Creek 
f l o w i n g in f rom the no r th j o ins the 
Tuscarawas River 200 yards east of the 
site. 

We would like to thank Jeff Carskadden 
and Jim Morton for their assistance on 
this report. 
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Fig. 1 (Mortine & Randies) Ashmen's find of a cordmarked surfaced, grit tempered, 
castellated rim section with a mammiform lug. This rim section was found in association 
with five triangular points. 

Fig. 2 (Mortine & Randies) Start of the test excavation at the Happy Valley Site. Looking 
west, the Tuscarawas River is just beyond the trees. 

Fig. 3 (Mortine & Randies) Test squares at the Happy Valley site looking south towards 
West Lafayette. The Tuscarawas River is in the background. 
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T U S C A R A W A S R I V E R 

c u t bank 
F.I 

F.7 
F.6 

F.6 
F. 2 

F. 3 

F.4 

'Happy V a l l e y " barn 

**—Ashman's f i n d 10 feet 

Fig. 4 (Mortine & Randies) Site map, by James Morton. 

Fig. 5 (Mortine & Randies) The first three points in the top row are from feature 3. Number one is a corner notched scraper, number two is a wide 
notched Ashtabula point, and number three is a Late Woodland Levanna triangle, 3.6 cm. in length, 2.4 cm in width and .4 cm thick. The fourth point in 
the top row is a broken triangular base from feature 7. The bottom row consists of two broken triangular bases from feature 4. 
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Fig. 6 (Mortine & Randies) Partially restored grit 
tempered smoothed over cordmarked surface vessel 
from Feature 1. The cordmarks on some areas of this 
vessel have been completely erased leaving a plain 
surface. The thickness of the base of the vessel is .9 
cm. The thickness of the base of the side wall at the 
center of the vessel is 1 cm. 

Feature 3 

concentration of pottery 
at bottom of midden 

1 8 " deep 

possible post 
moulds c 

- 3 feet 

Fig. 7 (Mortine & Randies) Line drawing of the initial test 
pits by James Morton. All the refuse pits at the site had 
the same conformation as Feature 2. The refuse pits at 
the site varied in diameter from 24 inches to 42 inches. 

plowzone = 9 " brown 

pottery 
concentrations.:-:.;.:-:.:.. 

midden • 8 " light brown 

feature 2 
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Fig. 8 (Mortine & Randies) Grit tempered, cordmarked surfaced, rim sections from Feature 2. 

Fig. 9 (Mortine & Randies) Reconstructed rim section from Feature 3. The surface of this vessel had been smoothed wiping it with a soft object. 
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Fig. 10 (Mortine & Randies) Profile of a 
reconstructed flattened base of a grit 
tempered, smoothed surfaced vessel. 
Included with the profile from the base is a 
profile of a damaged rim section of the same 
vessel. This style of pottery resembles Early 
Woodland, Adena Plain ceramics. The vessel 
is 1 cm thick at the base and .6 cm thick on 
the side wall. The rim section was 1.1 cm 
thick at the thickest part of the collar. 

_ _ _ _ 

Fig. 11 (Mortine & Randies) 
Flint artifacts found with the 
deposit of pottery on what 
we considered the living 
surface of the site. From left 
to right, a wide notched or 
Ashtabula point, a side 
notched point, and three 
triangle points. 

Fig. 12 (Mortine & Randies) Two grit tempered, 
cordmarked surfaced, rim sections from 
Feature 4. 
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Events have occurred over the past few 
years that I think will be of interest to 
members of the Archaeological Society of 
Ohio. Before detailing them I would like to 
provide some background information. 

I have a B.A. degree in history, but did 
not take any anthropology courses during 
my undergraduate years at Kent State 
University. My introduction to the subject 
came later and overwhelmed me when it 
did. I know I need not try to describe this 
passion to most of you - suffice it to say 
that I cou ld not sat iate my desire for 
knowledge on this subject. I read every
thing I could find on American prehistory, 
participated in digs or surface hunted in all 
of my spare time, and, indeed, in some 
that wasn't spare - in short, engaged in ar-
chaeologically related activity and thought 
to the exclusion of nearly everything else 
for several years. 

Before I found my first artifact I had the 
good fortune of meeting Charles Sofsky, a 
first-rate archaeologist for whom, despite 
his lack of a university degree, the term 
"amateur," as it relates to his knowledge, 
abilities, and field techniques, is totally in
appropriate. Chuck, who at the time of our 
introduction had just completed the sec
ond of what was to be eventually eight 
seasons of excavation at the Erskine Site 
in Mahoning County, Ohio, introduced me 
to various aspects of archaeology. One of 
these was that when one surface hunts 
one saves and records everything that one 
finds. As a result of this I have saved virtu
ally every flake of flint and worked stone 
that I've seen in the field and have prove
nience data on all of it. 

One of the places that I surface hunted 
was the West Branch, since renamed 
Michae l J . K i rwan , Reservoi r on the 
Mahoning River in Portage County, Ohio. 
In the course of ten years, with some 800 
hours put into the search, and without 
prior knowledge of their existence, over 
one hundred loci indicating man's prehis
toric presence were recorded along the 
lake's shores. 

Over the course of numerous visits one 
of these locations produced several frag
ments of at least six shattered banner
stones: three double-crescent and three 
pick types. I believe these to have been 
from Archaic burials similar to those re
po r ted f rom the Indian Knol l Si te in 
Kentucky (Webb, 1946). I wrote a brief de
scription of these finds which was pub
lished in the Ohio Archaeologist (Pigott, 
1979). 

This brings us to the topic of amateur-
professional cooperation in Ohio archaeol
ogy. It would seem that most professional 
archaeologists are willing to assign only 

SERMONS IN STONE 
by 

Thomas R. Pigott 
4801 Woodland Grove, N.W. 

Warren, Ohio 44483 

very limited roles to amateurs in the field 
of archaeology. One of these is as free su
pervised labor on their digs. Another is 
that of informant, i.e., you find it, come 
and tell us about it, and we'll do the inves
t iga t ing . Readers of the Ohio Archa
eologist are familiar with requests for, and 
praise of, this latter type of activity ( e. a., 
Anonymous, 1986; Blank and Lallo, 1976; 
Potter Otto, 1976 and 1986; Pratt, 1979). 
What follows is an account of my experi
ences when I attempted to perform this 
type of function. 

The first such occasion was in 1979. A 
local site, the Morgan Site (33-TR-24), just 
south of Warren - one that may well have 
been the most productive site in Trumbull 
County - had had a large part of it re
moved for fill dirt in the 1950's. These 
earthmoving activities had been dormant 
for many years, but began again in the late 
1970's. Visits to the site in late 1979 re
vealed exposed sheet midden covering 
several hundred square feet. It was littered 
with chippage, bone debris, potsherds 
and other artifacts. One wall cut revealed 
midden up to 6" thick extending for over 
sixty feet before d isappear ing into an 
undisturbed wall. Pits up to four feet deep 
were also exposed in walls cut by the bull
dozers . This in format ion was passed 
th rough an in te rmed ia ry to the Ohio 
Historical Society. I received a phone call 
from Keith Voil of the Cleveland Museum 
of Natural History seeking verification that 
one of "their" sites (initially recorded by 
Sofsky and one they hadn't bothered to 
check on in twenty years) was being de
stroyed. I told him what I knew of it, invit
ing him to visit and examine the evidence 
that I had recovered. He said that he 
would, and would advise me as to what 
ensued. Time passed and I didn't hear 
from him. Eventually, I contacted him at 
the museum. He told me that he had con
tacted the owner, obtained permission to 
conduct work at the site, and, indeed, had 
spent two days there during which he had 
collected "six bags of artifacts." Inclement 
weather had arrived in the meantime, and 
he said that work would be resumed in the 
spring. That was our last communication. 
A visit to the site the following summer 
showed no evidence of any archaeological 
activity there. The area of exposed midden 
was gone, and bulldozers continued to 
load soil from the site into dump trucks to 
be hauled away as fill dirt. 

The following summer I met Al Lee of 
the Cleveland Museum of Natural History. 
I approached him after a presentation he 
had made and discussed the above infor
mation with him. He told me that Keith Voil 
had moved to Mon tana f o l l ow ing a 

change in administrat ion, that he knew 
nothing of the site in question, and had 
seen no reference to it at the museum. I 
told him that the part of the Morgan Site 
where the Late Prehistoric midden had 
been exposed was near the property line 
and there was reason to believe that it ex
tended onto the adjacent property. If he 
made any attempt to follow up on this in
formation, I am unaware of it. (Later, in 
1986, I sent him a copy of a newspaper 
article, including photographs, reporting 
that part of the Morgan Site was being 
used as a landfill. It evoked no response.) 

In our discussions he indicated that he 
was just beginning an archaeological sur
vey of Trumbull County. We discussed 
some of my f inds here, inc lud ing the 
Purdy Village Site where I was conducting 
a limited excavation at the time. He ex
pressed an interest in seeing what I had 
discovered. I extended him an open invita
tion to visit and examine the materials I 
had recovered, and he said that he would 
be in touch in regards to the survey. I 
never heard from him again. In the report 
of his survey he stated that "in Trumbull 
County the large agr icu l tura l v i l lages 
which give comfort and employment to ar
chaeologists are conspicuous by their ab
sence," (Lee, 1982) despite the fact that 
he had been to ld of t w o of t h e m . 
Apparently he didn't feel it necessary to 
pursue the information he had been given. 

In April of 1985 I received a letter from 
my niece who at the time was employed 
as a newspaper reporter. She had con
ducted an interview for her paper with 
David Bush of Case Western Reserve 
University who was initiating a survey of 
Stark County. She told him of a site on her 
parents' Stark County property where I 
had conducted invest igat ions, and re
ported that he had expressed interest in it. 
Therefore, I sent him a letter, including four 
pages of art i fact drawings, offering to 
have the material and site included in his 
survey. As on the other occasions, that, 
too, elicited no response. 

Which brings us back to West Branch 
and the bannerstones. In February, 1985, I 
received a letter from a graduate student 
at Kent State University telling me that 
Kent State under the direct ion of Olaf 
Prufer was conducting a survey of Portage 
County. They had come across my article 
on the bannerstones in searching the liter
ature and wanted to know the "precise lo
cation" of the site. "All such information," 
it stated, "becomes the property of the 
Por tage Coun ty Regiona l P lann ing 
Commission." 

Had I been uncooperative, I would have 
thrown the letter in the trash, and that 
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would have been the end of it. Instead, 
having learned nothing from my previous 
contacts (or lack thereof) with professional 
archaeologists, I decided to answer it. My 
initial reaction was to provide them with 
the location of the site - by that time my 
surface hunting activity had been reduced 
to a very occasional foray into the field. 
However, the co-discoverer of the site re
minded me of the fragmentary nature of 
the bannerstones we had recovered from 
it and of the potential for finding additional 
pieces of them. The lakeshore still pro
duced artifacts, and we knew from per
sonal experience what to expect when a 
site location becomes general knowledge. 
West Branch had apparently already be
come a popular place to look for artifacts 
since, when I did go there, I frequently 
found modern footprints instead of prehis
toric remains. Having learned of the loca
tions of the sites at the lake through long 
hours of trudging through the mud, we 
opted not to hand them over on demand 
for someone else to preempt our discov
eries and investigations. It was decided 
that the purposes of science would be 
served as well if only the general, not the 
specific, provenience was known. 
Therefore, I wrote a reply telling them that 
the artifacts were from West Branch 
Reservoir, that we had a significant collec
tion of artifacts from the lake, carefully col
lected and conserved by site, and offering 
to allow them to be studied, pho
tographed, and recorded for the survey, 
but giving only West Branch Reservoir as 
the provenience. Olaf Prufer later told me 
that without the precise provenience data, 
the artifacts were "totally worthless." This 
struck me as a strange statement coming 
from a man whose best known work on 
Ohio archaeology is based on a survey of 
an artifact type provenienced only to the 
county level (Prufer and Baby, 1963). 

In my naivete I thought that they were 
interested in the prehistory of this area; in 
reality they were only interested in our site 
locations. They didn't want to see any of 
the material, they only wanted to know 
where it came from. In fairness to Olaf it 
should be noted that this was due in part 
to the nature of the survey they were con
ducting. I had offered to meet and discuss 
it, giving them my address, place of em
ployment, and home and office phone 
numbers. At the time I had returned to 
school and was enrolled in an evening 
class in cultural anthropology at Kent 
State. The graduate student who had writ
ten the letter met me before class one 
evening, topo map in hand, insisting that I 
show him the precise site location and un
willing to discuss anything else. I refused 
to supply it. 

The incident passed, and I forgot about 
it. In the fall of 1985 I was enrolled in two 
graduate courses in anthropology at Kent 
State. Some of the students who had 
been involved in the Portage County sur

vey were in the same classes. I started 
hearing rumors that Olaf Prufer was "in
censed" at my "failure to cooperate" with 
the survey, that it was illegal to collect arti
facts at the reservoir, and that he was go
ing to initiate legal proceedings against 
me. I was further told that he would not 
"allow" me to take any of his classes. A 
meeting was arranged with Prufer whereat 
he denied any personal animosity or 
vendetta, but indicated that it was indeed 
against the law to remove artifacts from 
the reservoir. He had forwarded the letter 
wherein I indicated that I had recovered 
artifacts from the lake to the Ohio 
Historical Society (Prufer and Long, 1985). 
He denied any direct involvement in initiat
ing legal proceedings against me, but said 
that he had been informed from the Ohio 
Historical Society that the Army Corps of 
Engineers was going to take some action 
against me, he knew not what. 

A few days later the local chief of police 
showed up at my place of employment 
along with a representative of the U. S. 
Army to deliver a certified letter to me. It 
was from the Pittsburgh office of the Army 
Corps of Engineers and stated that it had 
been reported that I had "periodically re
moved archaeological artifacts from the 
shores of the . . . Kirwan Reservoir project 
. . . in violation of Title 36, Section 327.14 . 
. . subject . . . to a fine of not more than 
$500 or imprisonment for not more than 6 
months, or both." I was directed to cease 
such activities and given ten days "to re
turn all gathered artifacts...to avoid any 
further action..." 

If Olaf Prufer was incensed at my earlier 
response, I was totally outraged by this 
development. I had no idea that surface 
hunting at the lake was illegal. None of my 
activity there was done surreptitiously-it 
was all in the open, frequently in view of 
dozens of people. In ten years I was not 
once approached by any park official or 
law enforcement officer to inquire as to 
why I was methodically walking areas of 
shoreline, staring at the ground, using a 
stick to turn over stones, and bending 
down to pick them up. I even discussed 
what I was doing on one occasion with 
two park rangers who not only did not tell 
me that such activity was illegal, but did 
tell me that one of their colleagues col
lected from the lake, even discussing 
which parts of the lakeshore he had found 
most productive. 

I sought legal counsel, chose to ignore 
the deadline, and awaited the next devel
opment. Months passed, nothing hap
pened, and the matter was once again for
gotten. 

In the meantime I continued taking 
graduate courses at Kent, signing up for 
Dr. Prufer's "Prehistory of Ohio" course, 
refusing to be intimidated by the earlier ru
mors. I should say here that I have the 
greatest respect for Dr. Prufer's intelli
gence, erudition, extensive field work and 

expansive grasp of the subject of anthro
pology, particularly his amazing and inti
mate knowledge of Ohio archaeology. At 
his initiative Olaf and I became personally 
acquainted and eventually developed a 
working relationship that I believe has 
been mutually satisfying. However, I even
tually succumbed to a growing disillusion
ment with archaeology as a profession 
and as a science. Having completed half 
of the course work required for an M.A. 
degree (with a 4.0 or "straight A" average), 
I chose after the spring semester in 1987 
not to enroll in further classes. 

In October, 1988, three years after the 
last contact on the subject, the matter of 
surface hunting at Kirwan Reservoir again 
came to light. My cousin, who I had men
tioned in both the article and the letter to 
Kent, and I both received letters from the 
U. S. Attorney's office in Cleveland giving 
us thirty days to turn over all materials col
lected at the lake to avoid the initiation of 
legal proceedings. 

Several courses of action were possible. 
To keep the artifacts would mean having 
to either engage in costly legal proceed
ings of dubious outcome, or having to 
compromise my integrity by henceforth 
concealing their place of origin - denying 
their correct provenience. Millions of arti
facts have already been removed from 
their places of rest in the earth and been 
left with unknown origins. To keep these 
from becoming part of them (thereby 
negating the hundreds of hours of re
search put into their retrieval and curation) 
and to partially correct the record con
cerning the intensity of past human habi
tation on this part of the planet, a collec
tion of over 1500 implements and nearly 
19,000 pieces of debitage, boxed and la
beled by site, was prepared for surrender 
to the U. S. Army. My attorney contacted 
the U. S. Attorney's office before the pas
sage of their deadline and offered to ex
change the materials for a letter of release 
from prosecution. While this decision was 
made without our having been subjected 
to warrants, summons, or court appear
ances, it was hardly voluntary - it was 
done under duress and coercion. 

In August of 1989 the U. S. Attorney's 
office again contacted my attorney, and 
an arrangement was negotiated for trans
fer of the cultural materials to the Army. 
This transfer was accomplished in late 
September of 1989. Despite the interpre
tation applied to the law, it is my belief that 
the Army Corps of Engineers has no moral 
right to possession of this material. As 
Woody Guthrie aptly put it, there are "lots 
of funny men, some will rob you with a 
six-gun, and some with a fountain pen." 

Entrusting prehistoric cultural materials 
to the care of the Corps of Engineers 
strikes me as the equivalent of putting the 
proverbial fox in charge of the chicken 
coop. Isn't it interesting that, when the 
Army Corps of Engineers is tasked with 
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constructing a dam, a report is commis
sioned which says that there are no ar
chaeological sites to be negatively im
pacted by its cons t ruc t ion - and yet, 
when the waters have been impounded, 
and are washing away the archaeological 
sites which have miraculously appeared 
where none existed before, the Corps is 
suddenly so concerned about the preser
vation of archaeological materials and 
sites? It is as a direct result of their ac
tions (in constructing the dam) that the 
integrity of the archaeological sites has 
been destroyed. 

Wave action washes the artifacts from 
their original context, leaving them ex
posed on the surface. If they are not col
lected when and as they are exposed, 
they wash into the deeper waters and are 
eventually reburied in silt, lost forever 
from the knowledge of this generation of 
archaeologists and in a position to pro
vide distorted information to any future 
generation that may happen to discover 
them. This is apparently the goal of the 
Corps since to my knowledge neither 
they nor the professional archaeological 
community is making any attempt to re
trieve this data. 

The impact statement for West Branch 
Reservoir's construct ion indicated that 
there was nothing of significance there 
(Mayo and Baby, 1963). $17,500 was 
awarded for a survey of the Ravenna Army 
Arsenal, immediately north of the reservoir, 
which yielded two projectile points and a 
500 page report (Blank, 1982). A subse
quent survey of the reservoir and its im
mediate surroundings netted a total of 137 
flaked stones (128 of which were "unmod
ified flakes and core remnants") and a 
nearly 200 page report in which it was re
confirmed that "the aboriginal use of the 
M. J . Kirwan Dam and Reservoir area 
seems to have indeed been very light 
throughout prehistory" (Gundy, Adavasio, 
and Pedler, 1988). And yet over 20,000 
man made stones from over 100 loci were 
collected from just the narrow shoreline of 
the lake. Imagine what must lie below the 
low water level and above the high water 
mark. The Mahoning valley has supported 
a human presence for millenia. Prehistoric 
ar t i facts recovered range f rom f lu ted 
points of the Palaeo-lndian period to Late 
Prehistoric triangles. And this is but one 
j ohnny -come- l a te l y co l l ec t ion begun 
nearly ten years after the river basin was 
flooded! But, of course, the official surveys 
were all done by professionals-the sites 
were discovered and the cultural materials 
retrieved by mere amateurs. 

One has to wonder, given the results 
which they fail to produce, if these surveys 
are not designed to produce negative re
sults so as not to interfere with the con
struction activities of the Corps. One also 
has to wonder about the "professional
ism" of those who conduct such surveys. I 
have seen in print and heard the word 
"amateurs" used derogatorily. To those 

who play such word games it should be 
pointed out again that this word has its et
ymological roots in the Latin verb amare, 
"to love." An amateur is someone who 
does something for the sheer love of do
ing it. A professional is someone who 
does something for pay; another word for 
this is "mercenary." 

Unlike some on both sides of the ques
tion, I recognize that there is a great deal 
of diversity in knowledge, ability, motiva
tion, and approach among the individuals 
who make up both the amateur and pro
fessional ranks, and that one should not 
generalize when discussing or dealing 
with either group. Some professionals 
speak of amateurs as though they repre
sent a monolithic block of thought and ac
tion composed solely of "potholers" and 
" looters." They continue to decry what 
they perceive as a lack of professionalism 
and morality among non-professionals. 
Some of this undoubtedly exists, but per
haps they should also strive for a better 
view of themselves and the activities of 
their colleagues before casting stones. 

I'm sure that different people will view 
these events from different perspectives 
and come away with radically different 
conclusions. From my perspective the end 
result is that an attempt has been made to 
punish me for offering to cooperate with 
the professional archaeological commu
nity. Individuals have collected and, I'm 
sure, cont inue to col lect art i facts from 
Kirwan and other reservoirs with impunity. 
The law against it is obscure and, as writ
ten, open to other interpretations than 
those currently being applied to it. The 
section quoted in the letter from the Corps 
of Engineers declares, ironically enough, 
the illegality of the "destruction...(or) re
moval...of public property, including but 
not limited to constructed facilities, natural 
formations, historical and archaeological 
features..." "Feature" has a precise mean
ing in archaeological terminology and 
does not apply to individual artifacts. I 
don't believe the intent of the law was to 
prohibit surface hunting, but it was written 
broadly enough that it can be interpreted 
in that way. No attempt is made to enforce 
it in the field, and I have to believe that it is 
largely unenforceable. 

If the approach of the archaeological 
community is to confiscate the materials 
of collectors when they reveal their site lo
cations, the end result is to consign all 
materials from all of the federally owned 
reservoirs to obscurity. Had my character 
and outlook been different, I could have 
retained the bulk of my collection by sim
ply surrendering a handful of material and 
saying that that was all there was - their 
"professional" surveys had them expect
ing little more. It may be the desire of our 
federal power structure to ignore and con
ceal the evidence of the prehistoric pres
ence of indigenous cultures on this land, 
but I cannot believe that anyone who sees 
himself as a discoverer and conservator of 

mankind's pre-literate history, i.e. an ar
chaeologist, wants to see it happen that 
way. It seems to me that the initiators and 
supporters of this type of action should re
examine where they stand. 

Editor's Note 
Mr. Pigott 's art icle t i t le is f rom Wm. 

Shakespeare's "As You Like It." The text 
reads, "...and this our life, exempt from 
publ ic haunts, f inds tongues in trees, 
books in running b rooks , sermons in 
stones, and good in everything." 
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ELLIPSOIDAL BAR ATLATL WEIGHTS 
by 

Robert N. Converse 
199 Converse Drive 

Plain City, Ohio 43064 

Bar atlatl weights are fairly simple in 
design compared to the wide variety of 
other atlatl weight or bannerstone styles. 
If simplicity of design can be used as a 
criterion of age, then bar weights must be 
considered among the earliest. However, 
to my knowledge, such weights have 
never been found in any sort of archaeo
logical context in the Ohio Valley despite 
the fact that they have a rather wide spa
tial distribution (Converse 1978 - 8). 

Basically, these weights are bars of 
stone flattened on the bottom and ellip
soidal on the upper and side surfaces. 
Most of them are somewhat square in 
cross-section. Presumably, the flat side 
was placed against the atlatl shaft, per
haps secured by pitch or resin, and tied 
across the middle. To facilitate the lash
ings, a groove usually is cut transversely 
across the sides and top, normally in the 
center of the weight. I have seen exam
ples which have no groove but have a 

roughened or scratched area where they 
were tied. 

Not many of them are precisely fash
ioned, most being rather functional rather 
than artfully done. Specimens in Figure 1 
are above average examples, the center 
one being a particularly fine weight. 

It is unusual to see one tally-marked or 
engraved, but numbers one, three and 
four have these characteristics. The first 
example is of banded slate ( a common 
material) and has a parallel line/criss
cross design on the upper end. It was 
found on the Secrist Farm near Belleville 
in Richland County. Second is a maroon 
ferruginous slate bar from Adamsville, 
Adams County. The center one is of 
black slate and square in cross-section. 
Just above the center groove are four 
tally marks cut into each side of the up
per surface. It is from Clermont County. 
Number four is of banded slate with 
grooves in the sides only and is semi-cir

cular in cross-section. Five deep notches 
are cut into the lower end. It is from Allen 
County. On the right, from Walnut Twp, 
Pickaway County, is a banded slate bar. 

Despite the rather mundane appear
ance of these weights, they are not at all 
common and not many of them are found 
in surface collections. Distribution pat
terns are somewhat hazy and there 
seems to be as many of them in southern 
Ohio as there are in the slate-rich north
ern areas. 

Sizes range from three to seven inches 
- most being on the lower side of that 
range. Center specimen in the illustration 
is four inches. 

One misconception regarding these ar
t i facts is that they are often called 
"picks", which they are not. Picks are 
much large and thicker in cross-section 
and are never grooved and are much, 
much rarer. 

Fig. 1 (Converse) Ellipsoidal bar atlatl weights, Editor's collection. From left to right, Richland County, Adams County, Clermont County, Pickaway County. 
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THE REFITTING OF A BACKED KNIFE 
by 

Larry L. Morris 
901 Evening Star S.E. 

East Canton, Ohio 44730 

In the spring of 1990 my wife Nancy 
found a broken artifact while we were sur
face hunting a favorite site near our home 
in East Canton, Ohio. We speculated that 
it must be a broken preform as the one 
lateral edge had a natural fracture plane 
giving the piece an unfinished appear
ance. Upon returning home we carefully 
catalogued the piece. We then placed it 
with this year's finds and thought nothing 
more about it. 

As surface hunting wound down, it was 
time to segregate this year's finds by site. 
While storing the material by site, I care
fully compared each broken piece to the 
other broken pieces from the site. This 
annual ritual had in the past been fruit

less. This time I was delighted to find the 
rest of my wife's artifact (Figure 1). The 
piece was not a preform but a fine 
backed knife of black Upper Mercer flint. 
Backed knives are bifacially worked with 
a purposely created or naturally occurring 
dull edge directly opposed to the cutting 
surface. This presumably allowed safe 
hand use of the knife. This knife form, al
though not common, is found in Paleo as 
well as later cultures. 

It measures 3.96 inches (10.058 cm) 
long, .98 inches (24.892 mm) wide, and 
.365 inches (9.271 mm) thick. Careful cu
ration by site can be its own reward, as 
the refitting of these two pieces found 
eight years apart shows. 
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Fig. 1 (Morris) Obverse and reverse of knife found in two parts near East Canton, Ohio. 
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MONUMENT ERECTED ON FORT SALEM SITE 

On August 12, 1990, the Fort Salem 
Chapter of the Archaeological Society of 
Ohio officially commemorated the Fort 
Salem Earth Works located on Certier 
(pronounced Cher-shee) Road in Highland 
County, Ohio. A large granite monument 
was purchased by the chapter during the 
winter of 1989, and work on its actual 
erection could not begin until ground con
ditions made it possible. The initial con
crete form was placed at the site on June 
10,1990, but because of rainy conditions, 
the chapter voted to place the monument 
at a later time. August 12th proved to be 
an ideal day, and under a bright morning 
sky the monument was finally set in place 
to help protect and preserve one of the 
few remaining earthworks of this type. 

Fort Salem was described by Mills as 
being a Woodland enclosure encompass-

by 
Duke Snider 

Secretary Fort Salem Chapter 

ing a three and one-half acres with twin 
Adena mounds in the center. The area is 
now heavily overgrown with wild rose
bushes and extremely large, mature trees. 
The earthen walls are from 2 to 3 feet in 
height, and unfortunately show the rav
ages of cattle allowed to pasture over the 
grounds. A spring once flowed near the 
enclosure, but has now been reduced to 
little more than a trickle in a wet spot of 
earth. However, the mounds remain fairly 
well intact, and are easily defined in the 
site's center, the largest being about 
twelve feet in height, with an estimated 
circumference of about thirty feet. A sec
ond, smaller mound, is directly east, and 
touching the first and is about three feet in 
height and covering about a ten foot area. 

An interesting piece of history occurred 
at Fort Salem: the "lost girl of Clermont 

County" was traced to this particular site, 
where a doll belonging to her and a 
makeshift hut were discovered. The girl 
was never found, but it is generally be
lieved she had been taken by Indians that 
found her there alone. 

A special thanks goes to the following 
members for helping us erect the monu
ment: 

Clinton McClain 
Brent Weber 
Marty Nutgrass 
Bud Bulloum 
Mike Bauer 
Charlie Secrist 
Duke Snider 

Fig. 1 (Snider) Fort Salem President, Clinton McClain, and Fort Salem 
Secretary, Duke Snider, place the monument to Fort Salem Earth 
Works on a permanent concrete base. 

Fig. 2 (Snider) Monument reads: FORT SALEM IS ONE OF A 
QUICKLY DIMINISHING NUMBER OF WOODLAND EARTHWORKS. 
TIME IS BUT ONE VANDAL. THANKS TO ALL HER PROTECTORS. 
FORT SALEM CHAPTER ARCHAEOLOGICAL SOCIETY OF OHIO. 

Fig. 3 (Snider) Duke Snider & Clinton McClain stand on one of Fort 
Salem's two earth mounds. 
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NEWS RELEASE us. department of the interior NEWS RELEASE u.s. department oF the interior 

national park service national park service 
For release October 1, 1990 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

For Release September 13, 1990 
Anita Clevenger 202/208-7394 
Michela Aubry 202/343-1876 

INTERIOR ISSUES NEW REGULATION 
FOR PRESERVATION OF ARCHEOLOGICAL COLLECTIONS 

A new regulation to toughen the way Federal agencies care tor 

collections of prehistoric and historic archeological remains and 

records has been issued by the Department of the Interior. 

"These new standards are an integral part of the Department's 
strategy to preserve and protect America's archaological heritage," 
noted Constance Harriman, Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife 
and Parks. 

Many Federal laws direct Federal agencies to preserve and 
maintain prehistoric and historic artifacts, specimens, and 
associated records that are excavated or removed in conjunction 
with their projects and programs. Harriman said, "These 
collections often are the only remaining evidence of places and 
events significant to our nation's prehistory and history because 
the actual archeological or historic site has been destroyed." 

The National Park Service and the Smithsonian Institution have 
significant collections and operate museums that are well known to 
the public. Many other Federal agencies have archeological 
collections, such as Interior's Bureau of Land Management and 
Bureau of Reclamation, the Department of Agriculture's Forest 
Service, the Department of Defense, the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers and the Tennessee Valley Authority. These collections 
typically are stored at state and non-profit museums and 
universities. 

A General Accounting Office report in 1987 found that Federal 
agencies generally were doing little to ensure that the artifacts 
sent to curatorial facilities were accounted for and properly 
preserved. 

In the 1980's, the National Park Service took major steps to 
assess and improve the documentation, condition, and storage of its 
collections. The Service's curatorial program served as a model 
in drafting the new regulation, which establishes standards, 
procedures, and guidelines to be followed by Federal agencies. 
"The regulation addresses the problems reported by the General 
Accounting Office," Harriman said, "by ensuring that federally-
owned and administered archaological collections are deposited in 
museums that can provide adequate long-term curatorial services." 

"Museums that currently are caring for collections but do not 
meet the standards will be given a reasonable period of time within 
which to make needed improvements,• Harriman said. "In addition, 
Federal agencies are encouraged to work cooperatively with 
deficient museums to eliminate the inadequacies," she said. 

The curatorial regulation, which appeared in the Federal 
Register on September 12, 1990, goes into effect on October 12, 
1990. Copies of the regulation are available free of charge from 
the Publication Specialist, Archeological Assistance Division, National Park 
Service, P.O. Box 37127, Washington, DC 20013-7127. 

P.O. Box 37127 Washington, DC 20013-7127 

BACK COVER 
Three pick bannerstones from the collection of Bill Tiell, 13435 Lake Ave., 
Lakewood, Ohio. Top pick is of banded slate, center is of quartz (an unusual 
stone for this type) and bottom is of chlorite. 

Debbie Dortch 202/208-6843 
Juliette Tahar 202/343-5266 

NPS FOSTERS THE USE OF THE FEDERAL 
COMPETITIVE PROCUREMENT PROCESS IN ARCHEOLOGY 

National Park Service (NPS) Director James M. Ridenour today announced the issuance 
of a new report (Technical Brief No. 7) entitled Federal Archeological Contracting: Utilizing the 
Competitive Procurement Process. 

"The report," Ridenour said, "fosters the use of the Federal competitive procurement process 
as a tool to conduct public archeology in a creative and beneficial way." The report also 
emphasizes the utility and importance of the Request for Proposal (RFP) type of competitive 
procurement as a significant process which can facilitate better and more innovative archeological 
surveys, evaluation, and data recovery. 

The brief acts as a guide that provides detailed information on what needs to be in an RFP 
for archeological services, identifies the various individuals involved in the process and describes 
their roles, and outlines how contracts should be procured, evaluated, and administered so that the 
resultant project is understandable and useful. 

Technical Brief No. 7 is addressed to all archeologists and program managers responsible 
for archeological work as part of construction or development projects. It is also recommended for 
non-archeologists whose duties include archeological or historical resource management, compliance, 
and contracting. 

This brief is the most recent in a series of technical briefs published by NPS's Archeological 
Assistance Division. The technical briefs cover topics that emphasize improving the effectiveness 
of archeological programs and are designed to improve communication, cooperation, and exchange 
of information about Federal archeology programs and other successful approaches to archeological 
preservation by local governments, State agencies, and private organizations and individuals. 

Technical Brief No. 7 is available free of charge by writing to: Publication Specialist, U.S. 
Department or the Interior, National Park Service, Archeological Assistance Division, P.O. Box 
37127, Washington, DC 20013-7127. 

WE INVITE YOU 
TO ATTEND 

The Fort Salem Chapter 
Annual Show 

ON 
February 17,1991 

at 
U.S. Grant Vocational 

School 
Bethel, Ohio 

8:00 am - 3:00 pm 
For information and table 

reservation 
call 

513-734-2079 (E) 

NECROLOGY 
Dean Driskill -1907-1990 

It was with great reget that we heard of the passing of Dean Driskill of Dola, Ohio. Dean was one of our old time members and had 
belonged to the Society for over thirty years. 

He was born April 23, 1907, in Washington Township in Kenton County, and died in Dola December 12, 1990. He was a veteran of 
WW II and served with the 532nd Engineer Battalion in the South Pacific. He was retired from the Pennsylvania Railroad and was an 
active collector until his death. 

Our sympathies go to his family and his many friends. 
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OBJECT OF THE SOCIETY 
The Archaeological Society of Ohio is organized to discover and conserve 
archaeological sites and material within the State of Ohio, to seek and 
promote a better understanding among students and collectors of 
archaeological material, professional and non-professional, including 
individuals, museums, and institutions of learning, and to disseminate 
knowledge on the subject of archaeology. Membership in the society shall 
be open to any person of good character interested in archaeology or the 
collecting of American Indian artifacts, upon acceptance of written 
application and payment of dues. 


