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FOREWORD 

An Anniversary and a Revival 

The Anniversary: The Morgan Year - 1981 

The name of our NYSAA chapter honors and helps perpetuate 
the memory of a scholar whose name is inextricably connected 
with the City of Rochester and the Iroquois Indians--Lewis 
Henry Morgan, the "Father of American Anthropology." Textbooks 
on the subject also call him the founder of the science of 
kinship studies. Morgan was born in Aurora, New York, in 1818, 
but lived most of his active life here in Rochester- died here 
and was buried here. 

When he died in 1881, just 100 years ago, he was buried 
with the rest of his family in Mt. Hope Cemetery. His library , 
personal papers, ethnological collections and fortune were 
left to the University of Rochester (the latter for the education 
of women). Thus it is fitting that we take the opportunity 
to honor Rochester's most illustrous scholar of international 
renown in this one hundredth year since his death. 

Last fall the Morgan chapter Executive Committee, and 
then the general membership approved of the plan to declare 
1981 the Morgan Year and to form a special committee. Our 
monthly program set aside two meeting programs to honor himG 
Mr. Robert Gullo, Director of the Lavery Library at St. John 
Fisher College, spoke at our annual banquet recounting Morgan's 
young life and his Rochester connections. Atour January meeting 
Dr. Grace Harris of the University of Rochester presented him 
as a Rochester scholar and world renowned anthropologist. 

During the present year, the Morgan Year Committee 
(augmented by some distinguished non-member friends) are 
planning special events for the fall. Among these are: 
the refurbishing of Morgan's grave site, cemetery v i sits, an 
official Morgan Day, a distinguished Morgan speaker, and a 
special publication--thus, the revival. 
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2 THE IROQUOIAN 

The Revival: The Iroquoian 

The Committee could not think of a better way to affect 
a renewed interest in Lewis Henry Morgan than to revive the 
lamented defunct MORGAN CHAPTER NEWSLETTER for the education 
and (hopefully) the delight of chapter members. The publica­
tion committee decided, after long debate, to change its name 
to reflect a primary interest of Lewis H. Morgan and also of 
our chapter membership- THE IROQUOIAN • 

THE IROQUOIAN, for a start, will be published semi­
annually (spring and fall). Numbering will be by whole 
numbers. Members and others are invited to submit short 
articles or news items about archaeology for publication in 
THE IROQUOIAN. The present plan is to devote the entire Fall 
issue to the Morgan Year. 

THE IROQUOIAN depends on you, its readers, to make it 
a success and a credit to the Lewis Henry Morgan Chapter. 
Happy Reading! 

OFFICERS OF THE MORGAN CHAPTER, 1981 

President 
Vice-President 
Secretary 
Treasurer 

Rev. John R. Lee, C.S . B., Ph.D. 
charles Hayes III 
Robert J. Gorall 
Muriel E. Gorall 

Executive Committee: 

Floyd Schlosser 
George Hamell 
Rodney Johnson 
Richard McCarthy 
Dale G. Knapp 
Justin Tubiolo 
Dr . David Day 
Dale Ringrose 
James A . Buss 

Trustees: 

Charles F . Wray 
Donald cameron 
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THE J AND R SITE 

AN END OF SEASON REPORT 

by Richard W. Bark 
Laurence Kingsbury 
Kenneth Swanson 

The J & R Site is a multi-component archaeological site located on 
the lowest terrace level above the flood plain that make up the flat lands, 
in the area where the Canaseraga Creek joins the Genesee River . It is 
located three-quarters of a mi le south of Hampton Corners, on the east bank 
of the Canaseraga Creek, in the Township of Groveland, Livingston County, 
New York . 

This site was discovered in 1970 by one of the authors of this report . 
At that time, mass wasting of the creek exposed charred lenses and artifacts 
along a nearly vertical stream bank. In 1971, the discoverer, assisted by 
Dr. Wendell Rhodes and students of the Anthropology Department at SUNY­
Geneseo, began an excavation. This work resulted in the discovery of a nut 
storage p i t. The extracted charred nuts served a C-14 dating sample that 
returned a scientific date of 545 B. C. 

The artifact content from a test trench and two test pits consisted of 
Vinette I pot shards, a possible Madison point, and osseous material in Test 
Pit I . This test pit was two feet from the trench in which the nut storage 
pit was found . Pot shards were found in the charred ground over the nut 
storage pit. Test Pit II, located 150 feet upstream, contained more artifacts . 
Here, four bi-pitted hammerstones were found at 4 to 5 inches . In addition, 
one complete projectile point and eight partial points described in a previous 
report as Brewerton were recovered within the same level as the hammerstones . 
Vinette I pot shards accompanied these finds. 

Dr. William Brennan of the Geology Department, SUNY-Geneseo, conducted 
a paleomagnetometer analysis of the area under excavation . The highest 
(positive) anomalies occured a round Test Pit I I. 

The above is a brief account of previous excavations carried out at 
J & R in 1972. An associate, Mr. Jay Wells, wrote a report of the above 
findings the next year for the Archaeological Survey Center, SUNY-Geneseo . 
Following are some extractions from that report: ••---The ground consists of 
undifferentiated hard clay---soil samples---taken at 5,7 and 9t inch depths 
and found to have a pH of 6 . 0 (slightly acid) at each . 11 

Mr. Wells goes on to say 11---Rather than violatingthe limited amount 
of information we have concerning the J & R by stating a def initive inter­
pretation, allow me to conclude by posing some possible theories . The C-14 
date of the nut storage pit found in the test trench could indicate a Wood­
land stage, Meadowood phase of habitation.•• 

3 



4 THE IROQUOIAN 

Mr. Wells illuded to the imminent Genesee Expressway construction 
through the site ar~a and . erosional slumoina as inducements for further 
research on the site. Following Mr. \.Jells prophetic concern, we resumed 
excavation in the Spring of 1974. 

Before giving an account of this season•s work, some further 
description of the site area is appropriate. The east bank of the Canaseraga 
(actually a northern face at a wide bend in the stream channel) is higher 
than the opposite bank. The west bank represents the true flat lands of 
Groveland and Mt. Morris, and hence has been subject to the overspill of the 
modern flood stages. Therefore, the west side of the bank is a slip-off 
slope created as the excurvate bend of the creek invades the lowest terrace 
level on the site-located east bank. It appears that the archaeologic 
habitation has been subject to mass v-1asting that perhaps has erased most of 
the prehistoric occupation area. This location is one of the few spots where 
the Canaseraga occilates away from its underfit flood plain and invades an 
abandoned surface of a former flood plain. 

The terrace consists of a hard, uniform clay with very little 1 ithic 
content. Geological stratification, if it exists, is not apparent. The 
terrace is disected by lateral drainage gullies that serve storm and snow­
melting run-offs. These gullies are well-established and 1 ittle mass wasting 
is evident here. 

Although much of the eroded face of tbe terrace facing the creek forms 
a near vertical plain, the area is more characterized by slumping of large 
sections of ground. This slumping is often accompanied by sol ifuncting. 
However, in many places remnants of hearths and artifacts are found inclined 
to a near vertical position, suggesting that as the slumping occurs these 
features maintain their original horizontal attitude. One of us has actually 
found projectile points sticking straight up in this slumped ground. 

The eroding surface in the immediate vicinity of excavation has 
stabilized somewhat over the past two years. The bank has developed from a 
near vertical incline to a slope with a less steeply inclined angle of repose. 

Upon resuming excavations at J &/ R, we decided to re-assign earlier 
excavation units. Test Trench I and Test Pit I were designated J &'R, 
Locus I. Test Pit I I was changed to Test Pit I, Locus 2. 

Test Pit I is a 10 x 10 foot pit. This was excavated to a 14 through 
16 inch depth. Its position relative to the creek bank is north-south. The 
area between the test pit and the creek is designated the South Trench of 
Test Pit I. A single 5 x 5 foot quadrant was excavated as an extension of 
the northeast end of the test pit, and is assigned ON-OE (zero-north zero­
east). We emphasized the surface of the creek bank by smoothing off the 
face vertically to two and a half feet, creating an artifical step. 

Our first find was a charred pit with fragments of a single pot 
radiating from the center. The broken sbards were identified as Vinette I. 
Superimposed and adhering to some of the larger pieces of pottery were three 
clastic, grained, angular, fire-fractured rocks interposed with fragments 
of bone, antler tips, and flint chips. The pot shards in turn were super­
imposed over three relatively smooth, rounded, fist size stones. It is easy 
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to visualize the context of this find; a conical based pot held up by three 
stones resting on a fire, with "boiling stones" inside with a mixture of bone 
in a broth-type prehistoric dinner. Presumably the flint was introduced 
later. However, the use of rough stones as boiling stones and smooth stones 
to serve as a stand for the pot seems peculiar. Antler tips as soup bones 
does not diminish the precul iarity of the situation. 

The feature in which this composite of bone, pot shards, flint, and 
stone in a charred pit, was ass i gned Feature 1. We identified seven features 
in all (Features, Appendix 2). 

As mentioned before, there was not any clear stratification evident in 
the excavation. Cultural stratification is represented by the nature of the 
archaeological features. Four of the seven features were well defined. We 
have not reached the base of three of these charred pits as yet. The feature 
closet to the surface begins at 4 inches, two features begin at 8 inches . 
Dimensions of the features, along with descriptions, are detailed in the 
appendix of this report, but some general description will serve to give the 
reader a clearer picture of natural deformation of the site area, and cultural 
relationships. 

Although pot shards were scattered throughout Test Pit 1 and the 
ancillary trench and quadrant, these were 1 imited to levels above 7 inches. 
Pot shards were in direct association with two features and indirectly with 
all others. Bone material was distinctly present in three features and 
dominant in one. There was one feature ringed with fire-fractured rock . Three 
features had fire-fractured rock in association, but not occuring in any 
symetrical pattern. 

Feature 4, one of the charred areas which we have not completed 
uncovering to the base, had a Jarge deer bone ( a probable tibia basal end) 
and small particles of calcide bone. At 8 inches and 10 inches , corner 
notched, hafted end scrapers with Brewerton bases were found intrusive in 
Feature 4. 

The .occurence of well-defined features with shallow, emphemeral charred 
areas strongly argues for different cultural phases as the origin . Based on 
artifact content (see below), Archaic, Transitional, and Early Woodland stages 
may be represented at J & R. 

In the area of approximately one hundred forty-five square feet 
excavated to an average depth of one foot, twenty-four artifacts and numerous 
fragments of pot shards and osseus material were recovered (Artifacts, -
Appendix 3). The dominant artifact inventory were end scrapers and projectile 
points fitting a Brewerton typology. Three Brewerton points were found, one 
eared notched, two corner notched. Four end scrapers were found with 
Brewerton type corner notching. These ranged in depth from 8 to 10 inches. 
Two probable and one certain Susquehanna broad points were found, ranging in 
depth from 7 to 7 i/2 inches. Two of these broad points were complete, one 
of Onondaga chert and one of a material unknown to the writers, but probably 
not the argo) ite or rhyolite we associate with the Susquehanna broad points. 

5 
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Subsequently identified as Normanskill flint by Mr. Charles Wray. The 
material of this unknown type is a cryptocrystaline, dark green-gray 1 ithis 
material. The third Susquehanna type found was also Onondaga chert. 

A bi-pitted hammerstone at 8 inches, paint stone at 10 1/2 inches in 
direct association with Feature #4, drill tip at 5 1/2 inches, a stone hoe 
made of steatite at 9 1/2 inches, two partial points at 5 inches and 1 inch 
(not typologically identifiable), partial blade at 5 inches, and a problem­
atical stone tool resembling a pestle at 7 inches , complete the 1 ithic 
artifacts recovered at J & R. 

We need to keep in mind that these are in addition to those artifacts 
recovered in the 1972 excavation, which are stored in the Anthropology Lab 
at SUNY-Geneseo. 

Viewing the complex relationship of seven features and twenty-four 
artifacts representing three cultural stages and as many phases, we have 
drawn some tentative conclusions in assigning cultural phases to specific 
features. First, we noted the distinct difference in degree of definition 
of the charred pits. Some are well-defined and have depth. Others are 
ephemeral and shallow. We believe the difference is due to local aggradation 
and degradation of the soil stratums that occured between periods of habitat ion . 

The deep features, specifically Feature #2 and #4, probably represent 
Laurentian phase habitiation, followed by a period of soil build-up or 
aggradation. Later, Transitional Stage habitation of the Frost Island phase, 
represented by the Susquehanna broad points, made intrusive features super­
imposed over the deeper features excavated on a supposed higher living floor 
that has since down-graded through mechanical erosion. A subsequent 
degradation of the area at or near the present surface may have served as a 
living floor for Early Woodland habitation, represented by the Vinette I pot 
shards (Features #1 & #2). In essence, this assumption argues that the 
middle occupation is evident in the shallow features (Features 6, 7, and 8) 
and represent a Transitional Stage habitation, preceeded and followed by 
down-grading soil stages (Diagram 1). 

The presence of Susquehanna broad points at 7 to 7 1/4 inches in a 
superposition over the Brewerton points suggest some cultural stratification. 
Pottery above the level of Susquehanna points supplies the clue to Early 
Woodland as a later habitation. This stratification needs to be quantitatively 
tested by more excavations. 

I feel the J & R site deserves a systematic and contemplative treatment, 
not so much in urgency as with well-planned thoroughness. 

It is a multi-componentsite with some indications of cultural 
stratification. These cultures represent Archaic, Transitional, and Early 
Woodland Stages. The presence of Frost Island Phase, as represented by 
Susquehanna points, is of particular interest because of the application of 
a regional treatment being given this phase by other archaeological investigators . 



No. 1, SPRING 1981 . 

Peripheral finds of Meadowood, including mortuary cache blades, probably 
tie in with the Vinette I pottery and the C-14 date of 545 B.C. 

The quantity of hammerstones and probably butchering tools, particularly 
the Brewerton base hafted end scrapers (4 excavated in Test Pit I alone, plus 
two found eroding from the creek bank) suggest intensive preparation of game 
foods. Th i s tool type represents the Archaic Stage. 

Viewed in the geographical context of the nearby confluence of the 
Canaseraga Creek and the Genesee River, archaeological data suggest long­
standing prehistoric habitation with extensive chronology represented in 
the J & R area. 

These generalized conclusions more define and describe the archaeological 
context at J & R than they define content. I feel we need to do more work 
before we can effectuate a comprehensive analysis of this site . 

APPENDIX I 

ARTIFACTS AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL MATERIAL 

C-14 sample removed from Features #1, 2, 3 & 4 were primarily bone; with 
charcoal in #1 & 2. 

Pot shards located in two foot extension (southern) of test pit . Pot shards 
found in Features #1, 2 & 6. Some scattered throughout test pit above the 
6 inch level . 

Bone found in Features #1, 2, ~ 4. Bone was confined to specif i c features 
except for occasional chalky fragments. 

ARTIFACTS 

Artifacts from the initial work in 1971 include eight partial points, drill 
base , pot shards, and four hammerstones. These are stored at the Anthropology 
Department, SUNY - Geneseo . ' 

1. bi-pitted hammerstone 8 inches deep 
2. paint stone 10 1/2 II II 

3. drill 5 1/2 I I I I 

4. corner-notched end scraper 8 1/2 II I I 

(Brewerton base) 
s. projectile point, eared 

Brewerton 8 II II 

6. projectile point, corner 
notched Brewerton 8 1/2 II I I 

7. partial blade tool 8 II II 

8. end scraper, probable corner 8 II II 

notched Brewerton base 

7 



8 THE IROQUOIAN 

9. projectile point base, 7 II II 

probable Susquehanna 
l 0. scraper 2 II II 

11. scraper 2 II II 

12. stone too I, possible 7 II II 

pestle end 
]3. projectile point base surface 
14. corner notched end scraper, 8 II II 

Brewerton base 
15 . projectile point, Brewerton 

corner-notched 10 II II 

16. corner-notched end scraper, 10 II II 

Brewerton base 
17. stone hoe 9 1/2 II II 

18. part i a 1 point 5 II II 

19.- part i a 1 blade 5 II II 

20. projectile point, 
Susquehanna 7 II II 

21. probable stone tool, 
problematical use 10 1/4 II II 

22. part i a 1 blade or projectile 
point tip 8 II II 

23. partially worked flint, 
p robab 1 e 11 b 1 ank 11 6 1/2 II II 

24. projectile point, 
Susquehanna 7 1/4 II II 

STRATIGRAPHY 

As noted above, there seems to be a uniform consistency of hard clay with 
no geological stratification. The only difference appears to be a chemical 
and organic one with the root zone being relatively soft. Another degree of 
hardness occurs at the 8 to 10 inch level. Coloration of clay subtly changes 
from a light buff color to a reddish clay. We were able to confirm that the 
area was plowed years ago. This could account for the disruption of features 
and scattering of stones that may have been ringed around some of the features. 
It could also explain the softness of the ground above 8 inches depth, although 
it should be stressed that 11soft 11 is to be used relatively. 
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APPENDIX I I 

FEATURE #1: 4 inches to 8 inches deep, pot shards, charcoal, flint chips, 
bone, antler, boiling stones, and pot-foundation stones. 

FEATURE #2: Minimum depth of 5 inches, diameter of 2 ft 2 inches; ringed 
in indurated ground, baked red, one pot shard, much bone, charcoal. 

FEATURE #3: 6 to 11 inches deep, diameter, 1 ft 3 inches; ringed with fire ­
fractured rock, mostly charcoal. 

FEATURE #4: 5 inches to 7 deep; supposed diameter is approximately two feet; 
much bone, flint, charcoal. The deer bone (Find #2, bone), two end 
scrapers with Brewerton bases, (Finds #14 & 16) found in direct 
association with this feature. Also, a paint stone with incisions 
(Find #2 at 10 1/2 inches). 

FEATURE #5: None. This number assigned to a cluster of charcoal that lacked 
enough definition to define as a feature. 

FEATURE #6: 7 1/2 inches to 9 inches deep, diameter 2 ft by 2 ft 2 inches; 
fire-fractured stone scattered in no symmetrical pattern, charcoal, 
relatively soft ground, pottery (Vinette I type). Two scrapers, 
Finds #10 & 11, and a probable Susquehanna projectile base found 
at 7 inches (1/2 in above the feature). 

FEATURE #7 : 8 to 9 inches, diameter one ft 10 inches by 1 ft 8 inches; fire­
fractured stone not arranged in any specific pattern. 

FEATURE #8: 8 to 10 inches, diameter approximately 1 ft 6 in; fire-fractured 
stone in no specif i c pattern a probable stone tool at 10 1/4 in 
found below feature, charred ground. 

NOTE : Features #7 and #8 separated by a half a foot of very hard ground. 
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UNUSUAL FIND FROM. SAVANNAH, NEW YORK 

by Harold Secor 

During the past summer, while excavating in a midden area of the 
Hunter•s Home site near Savannah, N.Y., a small but very interesting object 
turned up in the layer of Kipp Island age refuse we were investigating. 
This artifact has the shape of and is made of the same material often used 
in platform pipes in New York. The remarkable thing about this stone pipe 
shaped piece is that it is only li. 11 long. It is perfect in all detail 
except that it is not drilled i n the stem or bowl 

Platform pipes have been found with Kipp lwland material in New York, 
many mended and even broken pieces saved as if they were treasured as some 
kind of heirloom or medicine p iece. Is this 1 ittle black steatite copy of 
a platform pipe just such a lucky piece or charm? 

Another use for this object has been suggested. This may have been 
used as a labret or 1 ip ornament worn in the lower 1 ip as in the case of 
some Eskimo people. The material used in the carving of this unique orna­
ment or charm is a dark gray steatite, probably of a northern origin. 

assign a Kipp Island time period for this ~rtifact because of its 
association with known Kipp Island material, such as Kipp Island criss cross 
pottery, Port Maitland and Long Bay chipped points and many small unilaterally 
barbed bone points typical of Kipp Island times . 

I would appreciate any comment or ideas from readers as to the use or 
origin of this artifact. 
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ROCKSHELTERS IN THE LOWER GENESEE REGION 

by Robert J. Gorall 

In order to better familiarize you with 1 rockshelter 1 sites, I want 
to briefly give you some background about the aboriginal shelters that have 
been discovered nearest to our area of the lower Genesee. In my research 
I have uncovered no indication that this type of site has been located and 
documented in western New York, North of Pennsylv~nia or west of the Hudson 
River region. It is of course possible, that such sites do exist but I have 
found no evidence of them. Some of the 1 rockshelters 1 that have been found 
and published in the Northeast section of the country are summerized as 
follows: 

Erb Rockshelter Lancaster County, Penna. Published in the Pennsylvania 
Archaeologist, December, 1969. The dimensions of this 
site are: 35 1 long by 7 1 deep by 5 1 high ... 

Buchanan Rockshelter- Beaver County, Penna. Published in the Pennsylvania 
Archaeologist, August, 1961. The dimensions are : 35 1 by 
8 I by 41- 1 high • • • 

Hound Dog Rockshelter- near the Hudson River of New York . Published in 
the New York State Bulletin, November, 1969 by Paul and 
Tom Weiman. The dimensions are: 23 1 by 6 1 by 4• high ... 

These are but a sample of the published reports that I have studied 
but, they are typical of •rockshelter• sites found in the Northeast. The 
rock itself is generally 1 imestone and it appears that a front footage of 
about 20 1 to 35 1 is standard. The occupational material excavated from the 
1 iving areas ranges from the early Archaic to late Woodland period. Arthur 
C. Parker documented in, 11The· Archaeological History of New York 11 

- 1920, 
that sites, 1 did exist on the bluffs above the Genesee and one half mile below 
the lower falls at a natural landing place which attracted camps•. Apparently , 
the excellent fishing at the base of the lower falls and in the adjacent 
shallows was an important food resource in prehistoric times . 

After reading these reports I contacted three different friends of 
mine who as youngsters 1 ived in Rochester, near the falls area . Each claimed 
to have found Indian relics in the gorge banks such as points, scrapers and 
in one instance, a mortar and pestle tucked back into a rock crevice. I was 
then determined to personally survey the place that they spoke of . As time 
permitted over the past two years, I have criss-crossed the steep bank of 
the gorge on the east side ... that is, the Seneca Park side. My su r vey took 
me from the Memorial Bridge northward to where the landscape begins to level 
out and drop toward Lake Ontario at Rattlesnake Point. A word of caution 
please: Anyone who may be considering this type of survey in that area is 
advised of two prominant dangers. First, the gorge itself is not only steep 
( I estimate it at about a 45 degree slope-more or less) but, the footing can 
be quite treacherous, especial l y in wet weather or when leaves are on the 
ground. Secondly, you must be careful of the debris scattered about the banks 
which includes glass, metal, plastic and an occasional abandoned automobile 

11 
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which has been pushed over the edge above. These irritations aside however, 
I did locate from my excursion what I consider to be four possible shelter 
or trail sites which show promise . Unfortunately, I wasn't able to properly 
test these places because of time 1 imitations however, they do fit very 
nicely into the dimensional pattern of the aforementioned pub! ished sites. 
One in particular which I call SPZ-1, is a I imestone outcropping measuring 
over 35' long, 9' deep and over 6' high. This overhang has considerable floor 
space and is quite dry and protected . 

During April of 1980, my wife and I attended the Annual Meeting of 
the Pennsylvania Archaeology Society in Greensburg, Penna. I had an 
opportunity at that time to speak with Stanley Lantz of the Carnegie Museum 
who has had extensive experience in the locating and excavation of rockshelter 
sites. After describing my situation, he agreed that the potential for sites 
where I was looking, was indeed, very good. Mr. Lantz pointed out that 
springs or at least a good water supply may prove to be an important clue to 
discovery. Such springs do exist in this area. He suggested that when such 
shelters are located, workshop areas may be near by and would have been used 
perhaps, because the 1 ight available in the shelter itself may be poor. 
Mr. Lantz has written that wherever rock overhangs exist along major waterways 
they probably have been used at one time or another, regardless of location 
or elevation. No doubt this is due to the fact that such great numbers of 
people travelled these waterways for so many years. Many shelters were used 
only occasionally or temporarily and certainly not for long periods of time. 
They were probably primarily used by earlier people who had not yet developed 
permanent housing patterns or in later years by solitary hunting groups or 
as a single family unit. 

In conclusion I would 1 ike to add, that the importance of these sites 
cannot be stressed too strongly for they should show very 1 ittle sign of 
disturbance. Unlike large village sites in the open, no plows, cattle or 
horses have invaded the terratn or disturbed what material was left there so 
1 ong, 1 ong ago .... 

I-
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STONE TOOLMAKING 

by Justin A. Tubiolo 

Experimental archaeology encompasses the reconstruction and function 
of archaeological remains. Trails have run the gamut for making and smoking 
clay pipes to trans-oceanic voyages and the erection of monumental architec­
ture. The manufacture of stone tools intrigues archaeologists and laymen 
alike. Reasons for this attraction range from the prominence of 1 ithic 
materials in archaeological assemblages, to the artistic quality of a hand­
crafted masterpiece. For those who are interested, many references on 
stoneworking are available, but it is difficult to find direct comparisons 
of the different basic technologies. Perhaps the following information can 
help to fill that void. 

Igneous silicas (Si0 2) are the required raw material for skilled 
chipping, or knapping. Most important of these are obsidian (a volcanic 
glass of the very same composition as man-made glass) and quartz. Varieties 
of quartz that are employed include flint, chert (an impure form of flint), 
jasper, and chalcedony. Other stones ~ith diverse origins and compositions 
are capable of being pecked, then ground and polished by hand into desired 
forms. This category includes slate, granite, quartzite, soapstone, steatite, 
basalt, and catl inite. The table below offers a comparison of the virtues 
and drawbacks in each group. 

THERE ARE TWO BASIC CATEGORIES OF STONE 

TOOLS; EACH IS DISTINGUISHED BY THE 

METHOD OF MANUFACTURE: 

I. CHIPPED 

2. GROUND AND POLISHED 

COMPARISONS 

CHIPPED 

FAST TO MAKE 

REQUIRES CONSIDERABLE SKILL 

PRODUCES VERY SHARP BLADES 

VERY FRAGILE 

RE-SHARPENING OFTEN INVOLVES 

REWORKING ENTIRE PIECE 

GROUND t POLISHED 

VERY TIME -CONSUMING TO MAKE 

LITTLE OR NO SKILL REQUIRED 

PRODUCES DULL CUTTING EDGES 

VERY HARD AND DURABLE 

CAN BE SHARPENED EASILY 

13 
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Reprint/MORGAN CHAPTER NEWSLETTER February 1962 

ARCHEOLOGISTS NEED RECORDS 

by Dr. Alfred K. Guthe 

Our editor, Mike Ripton, has asked me to prepare something for the News­
letter. There are many random thoughts which come to mind, but they are 
difficult to crystalize. The past few months have been busy ones, but occas­
ional pauses for reflection have resulted in the forming of opinions regarding 
similarities and differences between Rochester and Knoxville. These are 
probably snap judgements based upon too short a period of observation here in 
Tennesee. Since these may be erroneous and misleading, I choose to comment 
upon a more general observation. This is confirmation of a conviction I had in 
Rochester. 

It is the tendency for archeologists to lose sight of the forest because 
of the trees. Periodically, at least, it is necessary to recall that the 
purpose of archeology is to reconstruct the story of the past. Excavations are 
carried on to acquire data which through study and analysis provide information 
pertaining to the ways of life of earlier people. However, too frquently, the 
desire to possess artifacts dominates as · the motive for digging. It overshadows 
the need to record information regarding their location in the soil. Thus 
evidence regarding an assemblage of tools, or suggestions pertaining to the 
function of an artifact, may be lost for all time. As archeologists we deal with 
unique situations. Once an artifact is removed from its context, it is rarely 
possible to record the information as to its exact location (stratum, associa­
tions). In our haste to examine a piece, or "finish" a job, we may prejudge 
the value, or lack of value, of associated material, only to find years later 
that we need data once available, but not recorded, if even observed. 

In the Tennessee Valley, site salvage has been going on for 25 years. It 
seems as though some dam is always under construction which in a few years will 
hold back enough water to flood several hundred acres. The artifacts hastily 
retrieved from the soil are numerous. They can be 3orted, measured, classified 
in terms of material, form and the technological skill exibited. But is not 
such an ordering of these merely a step, a means, torward the ultimate end; i.e. 
telling the story of past ways of life? Is such material evidence of a culture 
sufficient for our purpose? Is it not probable that information regarding the 
relative position of these in the soil, the kind of feature (house, burial, 
refuse, mound) with which they were associated could provide greater insights 
into their meaning and use by those who used them to eke out an existence, or to 
communicate some thought to their deities? 

We now know the broad outline of American Indian prehistory. Hunters of big 
game preceded those who adjusted more readily to a woodland enviornment. These 
were followed, in turn, by pottery makers and gardeners who understood the use 
and cultivation of crops. We can give dates for several sites within each of 
these periods of adjustment. We can demonstrate, to our subjective satisfaction, 
that some technological development can betraced from one variety of artifacts 
to another. But do we know what motivated these developments? Can we ascertain 
with every assurance that the thoughts guiding us in our analysis guided the 
Indian when he produced the artifacts with which we deal? If distinct develop-
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mental series can be determined in several localities it would help assure us 
that an hypothesis for the broader area was sound. I still believe we have 
only determined the broad categories of cultural development. We have yet to 
determine and understand the smaller periods of time and their many developmentse 
The degree of cultural homogeneity with which we are familiar in our country 
does not characterize the cultures of the American Indians. 

The above is prompted by the observation of material being excavated by a 
group of men who are members of the Knoxville Chapter, Tennessee Archaeological 
Society. The material is considered Early Woodland, but its character is 
recognized as being somewhat unusual in this area. Caches of blades, red ochre, 
cremation, antler combs, birdstones, two-holed gorgets and tubular pipes consti­
tute a part of the inventory from the Rankin Site. Did I hear someone say 
Oberlander II? These are similarities, to be sure, but why is this pattern in 
eastern Tennessee? Did it develop independently? Was there a movement of 
people? Which direction did they move? Were ideas transmitted without the 
people making the trip? How are we to interpret this? Who knows? But don't we 
have to know if we are to tell the story of prehistoric people? Certainly more 
work is needed on related finds in the intervening geographic space. What is 
now available in the way of information? Is it recorded in sufficient detail to 
be of value for our study?· 

These and many other questions will, I am sure, come up as more data is 
gathered and studied. Lets do our best now, so future workers can build upon 
our efforts. Mnay collections now extant are merely artifacts with no data 
regarding their original situation in a complex or even a site. Collections 
made today should never be in this condition. 

15 
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MEMO: 5 

Pewi~ de. ufto'tffan ~ltajtle't 

JYW/7~~ 

MAY 1981 MEETING J\NN()UNCEMENT 
Lewis Henry Morgan Chapter, NYSAA 

The next regular meeting of the Lewis Henry Morgan Chapter will be held at 

8:00 P.M. on Friday evening, May 8th, in the auditorium of the Rochester MuseUm 

and Science Center. Guests are welcomed. 

INVE S TIG AT-I 0 N S 
IN 

SENECA PREHISTORY 
*CHARLES F. HAYES 

two seasons, the Rochester Center's Research 

Division through the Rock Foundation, has sponsored excavation of the Phelps Site 

near Phelps, N.Y. Phelps is a late prehistoric village located midway between the· 

_a~s . ID..s.-:t9.rt.c.al_j.y_ associ.ated wi..th-the- Seneca- and-Cayuga. - 1\Iar.y-Ann-N-'iemez..yek-± - (SUNY-/- -

Buffalo) will describe ·her investigations on the site as well as its possible role 

in Seneca prehistory. William Engelbrecht (SUC/Buffalo) spent the last summer ex-

amining ceramics from the Farrell, Footer, and Clifton Springs sites in the Rochester 

Museum. He will compare the ceramics from these sites with those of later Seneca and 

Cayuga sites and discuss the significance of these sites for an understanding of the 

origin of the Seneca. In addition, other archaeological research at the RMSC over 

the past year by Arthur c. Parker Research Fellows will be summarized by Charles F. 

Hayes III. 

The May meeting will be the Chapter1 s last meeting of the 1980-81 program sea-

son and all our members and friends are urged to attend. Our next regular meeting 

will not be scheduled until September 1981. The Chapter will however, hold its annual 

picnic probably in late August. Further details will be mailed out several weeks be-

fore its scheduled date. REMEMBER THE BOOK AUCTION! BEGIN THINNING OUT YOUR LIBRARY 

NOW! 

Note: Jiu.A 'will be the i.aAt ~ fo/l th.o-1.e who have not /lenewed th.ei.A membe;vJ}u_p 

fo/l 198! •.••• 

Robert J. Gorall, Secretary 
Morgan Chapter, NYSAA 
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