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Ohio’s Timeline

Period Names Subeeriods Time
Cultural Years Before
Periods Calendar Years Present
Historic-Era Eﬁﬁ,ﬁ:ﬁ;ﬁm A.D.2012 Today
Sure-American A.D.1800 —— 212
L ate-Prehi _ Fort Ancient A.D.1650 362
ate-Prehistoric A.D.1000 —— 1012
Late ___‘Intrusive Mound” 5 o 4pq _____ 1562
Woodland Middle Hopewell
————————————————————— 200B.C. --—-—-- 2212
Early Adena 1000 B.C. —— 3012
Glacial Kame/
Late Maple Creek
--------------------- 3000 B.C. ----- 5012
Middle
Archaic
--------------------- 5000B.C. ----- 7012
Early
8000 B.C. ——— 10,012
Paleoindian Folsom/
Clovis

12,000 B.C.—— 14,012
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Fire-Cracked Rock




Archaeological Survey Efforts

* Archaeological Surveys
— 1997 ASC Group, Inc. Survey

— Phase Il Archaeological Surveys of 13 Historic-era
Farmstead Sites

— Reconnaissance Surveys of Additional Historically
Mapped Farmsteads

— Enhanced Phase | Surveys of Historic-era
Farmsteads

— Phase | Prehistoric Settlement Surveys



Combined Survey Results

 Documentation of 53 Archaeological Sites
with Prehistoric Artifacts within PORTS

—I.e., PORTS contains 53 prehistoric
archaeological sites

— 18 overlap with historic-era farmstead sites
and cemeteries



Site Types?

e 29 |solated Finds

— Locations where a single prehistoric artifact
was found

e 24 Lithic Scatters

— Locations where multiple prehistoric artifacts
were found



Survey Recommendations

 Phase Il Surveys were Recommended for
Four Prehistoric Sites

— Site A
— Site B
— Site C
— Site D

— 33Pk210 (Duvall & Associates 2003)



Phase |l Field Methods

Geophysical Survey
— Magnetometer Survey
— Magnetic Susceptibility Survey

5-meter (15 ft) Interval Shovel Testing
1x1 m Unit Excavation (Artifact Sampling)

Selected Feature Documentation and
Excavation



Archaeological Features

 The remains of below-ground “facilities”

 Examples
— Earth Ovens
— Hearths
— Structural Post Molds
— Storage Pits
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Temporal Data

« Temporally Diagnostic Artifacts
— Projectile Point Typology
— Pottery
— Micro-Drill Technology?

e Radiometric Dates

— Obtained from Carbon Samples Extracted
from Features

11



FEATURE 1

~

+ Shovel Test
« Excavation Unit

Q 20

METERS
0 60
I I —
FEET
5 ft contours

FEATURE 2

12



Site A
Magnetic Survey Results
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Site A

Magnetic Survey Results
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Site A Artifacts
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Site B
Magnetic Survey Results
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Magnetic Survey Results
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Feature 1, Site B




Feature 1, Site B

Plan View







Site B Artifacts
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Site C
Magnetic Survey Results
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Site C
Magnetic Survey Results
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Feature 2, Site C




Feature 2, Site C
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Features 8 & 10, Site C
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Site C Artifacts
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Site D
Magnetic Survey Results
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Site D

Magnetic Survey Results
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Feature 8, Site D
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Unique Tools and Objects from Site D




Temporal

Site Diagnostic Radiometric Time
: Dates Period
Artifacts
Triangle Cluster A.D. 1260-1290 Late Prehistori
o A P.Pt. (A.D. 700-1200) - ) ate Frenistoric
Site Notched P.Pt. | ate Archai
(4000-1700 B.C.) ate Archaic
. . 1000-840 B.C. Late Archaic/
Micro-Drill
Site B Technology 1010-900 B.C. Early Woodland
750-680 B.C.?
( ) 1290-1280 B.C. Late Archaic
_ _ Late Woodland
Thick, Grit-Tempered A.D. 660-780
Pottery 380-180 B.C. Early Woodland
Site C (1500-300 B.C.) 660-780 B.C. Late Archaic/
e 810-760 B.C. Early Woodland
Projectile Points 1010-830 B.C. Late Archai
(8000-6000B.C.) 1210-1200 B.C. ate Archaic
Early Archaic
Micro-Drill
Technology7 Early Woodland
Thick, Grit-Tempered 2460-2260 B.C.
Pottery Late Archaic

(1500-300 B.C.) H



Archaeological Interpretations

...based on about 1-2% excavation

Unplowed Contexts

Excellent Site Structure

Intact Cultural Features

Temporally Diagnostic Artifacts
Datable Material (C-14 dates)
Well-Defined Micro-Drill Technology
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NRHP Eligibility

e Criterion D: Sites that have yielded, or
may be likely to yield, information
Important in prehistory...
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