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Dear Reader-

As Forest Supervisor of the Hoosier National Forest, I'm pleased you’re interested
in this book. Here in Indiana we have a wealth of cultural heritage sites. We
continue to discover more about past human use of southern Indiana’s hill
country and are excited to share this overview with you.

In 1992, we published a book, detailing the history of the area, entitled Looking at
History: Indiana’s Hoosier National Forest Region, 1600 to 1950. The book you’re
holding now is the companion to that earlier work. It focuses on human use of the
region during the prehistoric period, prior to use of the written word.

Consider it. We have 400 years of history and perhaps 14,000 years of prehistory.
Since the glaciers receded from the area, untold numbers of people have come and
gone--changing and adapting to the environmental conditions. Modern
archaeological methods and techniques are crucial to our ability to understand as
much as possible about what little evidence remains.

As public land managers, we are entrusted with the care of these important non-
renewable resources. Because archaeological sites are highly valued resources,
numerous federal and state laws have been enacted to protect them from
intentional and unintentional damage and destruction. Please help us protect our
cultural heritage. If you find artifacts, leave them undisturbed and report their
location to the heritage resource specialist in our Bedford office.

The timing of the publication of this book coincides with the 100t anniversary of
the U.S. Forest Service and the 100th year of the Antiquities Act. For a century,
our agency has been “Caring for the Land and Serving People,” and this book
dovetails well with our continuing efforts to do both.

Now, we are pleased to present this overview of the prehistory of the Hoosier
National Forest region. We hope you enjoy and learn from these pages!

Sincerely,

Kenneth G. Day %

Forest Supervisor
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Looking at Prehistory: Introduction

Remains of the first Americans are all
around us, on the surface and buried in
the ground. For perhaps 14,000 years
people lived throughout Indiana, taming
the wilderness to suit their needs,
building homes, raising children, and
establishing important cultural
traditions long before Europeans came
to the region in the mid-1600’s.

Though many people today envision
the lives of the First Americans as a very
simple existence, archaeological
research reveals complex societies,
vibrant technical and artistic traditions
and, moreover, an understanding of the
natural world which rivals our own.
Lacking all modern conveniences, Native
Americans learned the rhythms of the
natural cycles of life by experimentation
and observation. Knowledge was carried
by elders who taught the wisdom of the
ages to the new generations using
stories and songs. Unlike people today,
prehistoric families made almost
everything they needed. If they desired
goods and raw materials from far away
places, they traveled by canoe and
overland trails or traded with
neighboring tribes to obtain them.

Early peoples who lived within the
Hoosier National Forest were little
different from people who lived outside
the hill country. In fact, many of them
came seasonally to the south central
Indiana hills to hunt, fish, and collect
foods, while living in adjacent areas
during other times of the year (Figure 1).
Even though the hill country is dissected
by deep ravines and ridges and is rugged
compared to other parts of Indiana,
prehistoric people living in the Hoosier
National Forest were never cut-off from
their neighbors for any length of time,
except perhaps during infrequent heavy
snows and floods while enjoying the
natural protection and comfort of the
many rockshelters (Figure 2). They

INDIANA
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Figure 1: Location of USDA Hoosier
National Forest lands within Indiana.

enjoyed access to trade goods from
distant places and took part in new
social, political and technological
developments. The tools and other
artifacts that they left behind for us to
discover and study often show
connections on many levels to other
groups who lived over a wide territory of
the Midwest.

Within these pages we will explore
what is known about prehistoric peoples
of the Hoosier National Forest and their
cultural traditions, from the time Native
Americans first came to southern
Indiana until people of European
descent arrived and began logging the
forest and reshaping the land into family
farms.

It is difficult to understand how
much people can change over thousands
of years, particularly when there is no
written record of their lives to document
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Looking at Prehistory

past. Clusters are simply groups of
projectile point types that date to the
same time period, are similar to one
another, and have overlapping
distributions. The name supplied for the
cluster is often that of the best known
type within it, which is also often the
most common and the one with the
widest geographic distribution. By using
well-defined type and cluster names for
projectile points and pottery types as
keys, archaeologists can confidently
record the camps and villages of people
living over a particular territory, within a
given time period, and know many other
things about them based on carefully
collected evidence. There are a number
of books and other reference materials
where the reader can get information on
all the variations and groupings for
prehistoric projectile points and pottery
beyond what is covered in the present
work.

A tradition is a particular way people
behave over a period of time. There are
many kinds of traditions (e.g. cultural,
religious, ceremonial, political,
technological, projectile point, ceramic,
hunting, trading, agricultural, etc.). A
cultural tradition is the broadest and
often includes most of the other kinds of
traditions within it. In general
discussions, the term tradition can often
be equated with people recognizing
many common themes that separate
them from others. For example, the
Crab Orchard tradition is defined for the
lower Ohio Valley and the known sites
are all recognized by particular types of
pottery that occur there and not at other
archaeological sites outside the area. It
is common to also refer to the sites and
artifacts as belonging to the Crab

Orchard people or simply Crab Orchard.

The last term I wish to define is
phase. A named phase is always
defined as part of a named tradition. It
represents a smaller unit of people
within the tradition, and is based on
differences in ceramic types, geography,
and other things. Many different
phases can be contained within one
tradition that spread over a large
territory. A good example of this is the
Mississippian tradition that is marked
by many unifying themes, especially the
use of crushed shell in the manufacture
of pottery that took place all over the
eastern United States between about

A.D. 1000 and 1650. However, the
people living in the numerous
Mississippian towns and villages

throughout this large region were
probably speaking more than one
language with many dialects and were
doing many different things locally on a
regular basis. Yet, just like Americans
today, many tangible things were
nonetheless shared between them all.

With the establishment of a phase,
we often recognize some particular
pottery designs and types, organizational
structure and distribution not shared by
other named phases. It is also
appropriate to equate a phase with
particular people. Thus, we can speak
of the Angel phase people, who
established the large Angel Mounds site
near Evansville, just as we can talk
about Mississippian societies at
Cahokia, East St. Louis, Illinois;
Moundville, Alabama; or other
prehistoric Mississippian towns across
the southeastern United States (Figure
16).
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Looking at Prehistory: Early Archaic Period 8,000 to 6,000 B.C.,

The Early Archaic period is a time
when hardwood forests and prairies
were established in Indiana in response
to the warming climate after the Ice Age.
Whitetail deer became a primary source
of meat for Archaic peoples, along with
black bear, elk and many smaller
animals that live in Indiana today. In
Indiana black bear and elk were finally
hunted to extinction by around 18S50.
Collections housed at the Glenn A. Black
Laboratory of Archaeology contain a
black bear skull reportedly found near
Hazelton, Indiana that exhibits a round
hole in the skull, indicating a musket or
rifle was used to kill the animal. Bison
were numerous and heavily exploited on
the central Plains during the Paleoindian
and Early Archaic periods, but not in the
eastern United States.

Early Archaic people, much like the
Paleoindian people frequently changed
the locations of their hunting and
collecting camps to take advantage of
hunting opportunities. = Their camps
were most often small and only used for
a short time. A camp fire or two with
some rocks and debris from making
tools along with a few broken and womn-
out tools is all that many sites contain.
While there is no archaeological evidence
of structures during the Early Archaic
and the earlier Paleoindian period, their
homes were probably made with poles
and covered with hide, grass, or bark
depending on the location of the camp
and the available building materials.
These remains are so old and scarce that
little has survived to help us understand
these people and their lives. Early
Archaic peoples are no doubt descended
from earlier Paleoindian people, but the
genetic relationships can only be
determined generally because early
human remains that can be used for
genetic analyses are scarce and widely

scattered. Based on the numerous types
of tools and the wide geographic
dispersal of these tools, we can be sure
that there were numerous individual
groups of people, more or less related,
but nonetheless distinct in their own
right. This same statement applies to
what we also know for many later
archaeological periods.

Like Clovis and earlier Paleoindian
peoples, Early Archaic people frequently
revisited chert quarries where large
pieces of high quality chert could be
used to make projectile points and
butchering tools. Early Archaic
projectile points are some of the most
common and readily recognized tools in
prehistory because they are larger than
average, were made in large numbers,
and were left at thousands of hunting
camps spread across the landscape in
all areas of Indiana.

The most common Early Archaic
projectile points belong to the Thebes
and Kirk Corner Notched clusters, but
there are several other major clusters of
point types that are known for this
period (Figure 33). There are many
types and varieties that represent
different Indian groups that may have
spoken different languages and dialects.
This is because the tools themselves
were manufactured and re-sharpened
using unique manufacturing strategies
and techniques that were difficult to
master and had to be taught to novices
who maintained the different
manufacturing traditions for generations
without significant changes. Thus, it
appears even at this early time, there
were many Indian cultures that over
time only became more numerous and
complex.

The manufacturing process begins
with controlled percussion on blanks
and large flakes struck from cores.
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Local chert raw materials of all kinds
found near camps within hunting
territories were regularly selected for
manufacturing projectile points. There
was little or no reliance on major chert
quarries to supply raw material for flint-
knapping needs. For example, at
Rockhouse Hollow Shelter the Middle
Archaic projectile points are nearly all
made from different raw materials
obtained locally, with few coming from
locations beyond the hill country.
Resharpening and reworking the tips of
the projectile points is common during
this period, indicating the points were
regularly recycled as hide scrapers.
Atlatl weights, flake debris and many
other items were discarded in the
rockshelters at this time.

People living in the Midwest during
the Middle Archaic period may have
been concentrated into smaller areas or,
more importantly, may have used the
landscape differently than previous
people had done for hunting and
collecting. At least the evidence
indicates there are fewer campsites and
fewer tools to mark where they camped
compared to those pertaining to the
Early Archaic period. Most evidence
suggests the environment was not too
warm and dry for plants, animals and
man to survive. Pollen evidence, on the
other hand, suggests the environmental
conditions favored plants that flourish in
dryer conditions and prairie areas may
have experienced less productivity. This
may have led people to use more
biologically rich areas, such as the Ohio
River valley, for major camps without a
need to establish many smaller camps
any great distance away from the river.
There are few signs that camps located
in other areas, including smaller
tributary streams, were used to any
great extent. This conclusion is based
upon excavations at sites in the valleys
now impounded by Lakes Monroe and
Patoka.

Looking at Prehistory

The big rivers were apparently
shallow enough in the summer months
to attract people there to collect
mussels and fish, which became very
important foods in the subsequent Late
Archaic period. There is also an
increase in the size of groups of people
and a trend for population growth
which continues throughout
subsequent periods. The evidence for
the population increase comes from the
recording of larger occupation sites
liberally strewn with fire cracked rocks
from use in cooking with many fire and
roasting pits and more evidence of
human deaths and burial ceremony.
Perhaps people were living at sites for
several months with some year-round
occupations of base settlements within
environmentally productive zones.
Heavily occupied base settlements have
numerous fire pits, storage and
roasting pits and extensive refuse
accumulations called middens. People
were no doubt building houses on
these midden sites, but these are often
impossible to detect in archaeological
investigations. Why? Because the
trash and all other cultural materials
left behind are often mixed by
overlapping pits and repeated digging
by humans and animals in the soft
organic midden soil. In affect, we don't
know how big the houses were or how
many were located at the base camps.

During this period of higher than
normal temperatures and changing
habitats in surrounding areas, perhaps
the hill country of the Hoosier National
Forest was a refuge area, as it probably
was at the close of the Ice Age, but
especially now that heavy forestation
acted to cool the local temperatures. It
was probably an attractive place to live,
at least on a seasonal basis, to avoid
the summer heat by camping in the
ravines that open to the Ohio River.

Page 32



Original from

INDIANA UNIVERSITY



Original from

INDIANA UNIVERSITY



Original from

INDIANA UNIVERSITY



Original from

INDIANA UNIVERSITY



Original from

INDIANA UNIVERSITY



Original from

INDIANA UNIVERSITY



Original from

INDIANA UNIVERSITY



Original from

INDIANA UNIVERSITY



Original from

INDIANA UNIVERSITY



Original from

INDIANA UNIVERSITY



Original from

INDIANA UNIVERSITY



Original from

INDIANA UNIVERSITY



Original from

INDIANA UNIVERSITY



Looking at Prehistory

country. There are some reports of
looted Adena culture mounds in Spencer
and Harrison counties along the Ohio
River close to the boundaries of the
Hoosier National Forest and some may
eventually be documented within the
forest. The Adena culture is known from
a site by that name in Ohio and was one
of the first cultures to construct burial
mounds with tombs and have elaborate
ceremonies for the deceased.

Some of the larger Adena culture
sites occur along the Ohio River near the
Wyandotte chert source where this
resource was heavily exploited for tools
and leaf-shaped blades for trade outside
the region. Both of these products of the
flint-knapping arts were brought to sites
in the Hoosier National Forest for use, as
they were to other kinds of habitation
sites up and down the Ohio River (see
Figure 65). Most of the shell mounds
formerly occupied during the Late
Archaic period have evidence of smaller
Early Woodland and later occupations
associated with them. These occurred

largely after the shell middens had
already been accumulated. We do not
know why later people were not as
focused on mussel collecting. Did they
prefer another type of meat or is there
another reason for the change? Several
factors together probably account for
less mussel collecting. The rivers may
have been depleted of mussels because
of over-collecting in the Late Archaic
period. Perhaps more importantly, the
environment of the rivers, such as
annual water level and biological factors,
made it less likely for large colonies of
mussels or shoals to be available for
exploitation. Even so, evidence for the
use of river resources and fishing
certainly continues throughout the
archaeological record. This is known not
so much by the presence of fishing
equipment but, when bone preservation
is good, by the presence of fish bones in
most middens that accumulated along
with many species of animals used for
food.
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Looking at Prehistory:
Middle Woodland Period 200 B.C. to A.D. 500

The Middle Woodland period marks a
high point in trade and ceremonialism
that is unparalleled by anything before
or after this time period. Hopewell,
named for a site in central Ohio, is a
ceremonial and cultural phenomenon
that spread throughout the eastern
Woodlands early in the period. People
began constructing complex burial
mounds that included the building of log
tombs, earthworks, and the use of goods
made from exotic raw materials within
burial tombs representing the wealth
and status of elite persons. Average
community members may never have
seen or handled some of the exotic trade
goods destined for use in the afterlife.
Hopewell ceremonialism and long
distance exchange took place between
Middle Woodland communities spread
over a wide territory.

Middle Woodland period camps and
small villages are located over all of
southwestern Indiana. They are
probably more numerous in the hill
country of southern Indiana and the
Hoosier National Forest area than the

current data shows, but rockshelters
were heavily used early in the period.
The Mann site, along with the GE or
Mount Vernon Mound, which is named
for a location near that town in
southwestern Indiana, are the largest
and most complex Hopewell sites known
in the region. These sites became
important ceremonial centers that
probably attracted people of different
cultural and social affiliations, along
with a large variety of exotic goods
traded from sources far outside the
region (Figure 67). Many other mound
sites of Middle Woodland affiliation are
probably also located in southwestern
Indiana but, they have not yet been
recorded (Figure 68). There are some
reports of possible Middle Woodland
mounds from the region immediately
adjacent to the Hoosier National Forest
in the Tell City and Harrison County
areas along the Ohio River, although
very little is documented about them.
The Crab Orchard tradition and the
Mann phase represent the most notable
Middle Woodland cultures in the region.
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Erect knotweed Smartweed
Polygonum erectum Polygonum

Lambsquarters
Chenopodium album

Little barley

. Marshelder/Sumpweed Maygrass
Hordeum pusillum

Iva Amaranthus Phalaris caroliniana

Figure 72: A few wild food plants used in prehistory. There are many species and varieties
of food and medicinal plants used by Native Americans today and long ago. Some of the
plants identified at archaeological sites apparently went extinct before the present day
such as a species of marshelder (Iva annu) that was domesticated. The oily seeds of this
plant appear in archaeological sites during the Middle Archaic period, and the plant was
regularly harvested for its nutritional value along with many others for several thousand
years thereafter. The illustrations shown here are modified from several sources (USDA

1971:Figs. 33, 60, 64, 71 with drawings by Regina O. Hughes; Gleason 1952: Vol. II, p. 75,
Vol. III, p. 373; Cowan 1978:Fig. 2).
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by archaeologists show corn agriculture
was combined with collected fruits, nuts
and seeds and that there were
significant amounts of maygrass and
little barley cultivated along with the
hunting of deer, elk, turkey and other
animals.

From archaeological surveys in the
vicinity of the site, we know these people
also established smaller gardening and
collecting camps away from Cox’s
Woods. This settlement was established
in a remote location some distance from
the floodplain of the East Fork of the
White River and it is suspected that
future studies may show Oliver phase
village sites in other areas of the Hoosier
National Forest. Oliver phase villages
located nearby and further north have
been investigated in recent years, adding

Figure 85: The plan of the Cox’s Woods site
determined by limited test excavations over
selected segments of the site. Indiana
University field school, 1993.

greatly to our knowledge about these
people (Figures 88-90). The presence of
Half Moon Spring could have been a
factor in the location of the Cox’s Woods
site, where the people could have
extracted salt crystals from the saline
waters at the spring for cooking, the
preservation of meat and hides, as well
as exchange (Figure 91).

Yankeetown phase people lived
within an area encompassing the lower
Ohio River Valley from southern Illinois
and nearby Kentucky, the lower Wabash
Valley and into south-central Indiana.
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Forest may appear to be limited
compared to .other prehistoric time
periods, we must consider that much is
still unknown and remains to be
documented. Thus, it is imperative that
interested persons, avocational
archaeologists and professionals
collaborate to record information about
the archaeology of the wider region. A
major effort has been underway in
recent years to investigate the many Late
Woodland and other cultures that left
their remains in Indiana. Laypersons
can help save important sites and
information about the prehistory of
southern Indiana by reporting acts of
looting and vandalism and notifying
authorities about the existence of
archaeological sites. Archaeologists rely
on the good faith efforts of the public to
tell them about local discoveries so that
the information can help clarify what we
know about the settlement systems of
prehistoric peoples in the Late Woodland
period of the hill country and the many
cultures that came before and after this
time.

While there is a temporal overlap
between Late Woodland cultures and
those of the Mississippian period, many
Mississippian traits, including village
organization, mound building, trade and
ceremonial habits are substantially
different. Long before Mississippian
period cultures expanded north from the
southeastern United States however,
many Late Woodland period cultures
had evolved from the local Middle

Looking at Prehistory

Woodland cultures and were dispersed
throughout much of the Northeast,
Great Lakes, and Ohio Valley. We now
know that Late Woodland groups
continued to occupy a number of areas
in Indiana throughout the following
Mississippian period, and there appears
to have been interaction on a number of
fronts between Late Woodland and
Mississippian groups, though each
apparently retained their own cultural
identity. There is evidence at Cahokia
in Illinois and other Mississippian
centers that groups with traditional Late
Woodland cultural affiliation were
sometimes incorporated into
Mississippian society. One must also
consider that such factors as politics,
economics, and warfare presented a
dynamic situation involving groups
being incorporated and later splitting
into smaller communities to live again as
they once did. Groups splitting away
from a major town center could have
populated a new area or, when possible,
could have returned to an ancestral
home their parents and grandparents
kept alive in stories of former times.
This ebb and flow of cultural
associations and population movements
probably also took place in Indiana. For
archaeologists, the specific details of
cultural dynamics are difficult to pin
down because of the addition and
mixing of artifacts and traits at some
archaeological sites that belong to
several cultural traditions and bridge
two archaeological time periods.
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Passport in Time: Volunteers are needed across the country

Passport in Time (PIT) is a volunteer archaeology and historic preserva-
tion program of the USDA Forest Service. We invite you to work with professional
archaeologists and historians on projects including archaeological excavation,
rock art restoration, survey, archival research, historic structure restoration,
gathering oral histories, or writing interpretive brochures. That’s just a small sam-
ple! Volunteers have helped us stabilize ancient cliff dwellings in New Mexico, ex-
cavate a 10,000-year-old village site in Minnesota, restore a historic lookout tower
in Oregon, clean vandalized rock art in Colorado, survey for sites in a rugged
Montana wilderness, and excavate a 19th-century Chinese mining site in Hell’s
Canyon in Idaho. For more information contact your local National Forest or visit
www.passportintime.com.
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Important Federal and State Laws

O Antiquities Act of 1906

Provides for the protection of historic and prehistoric ruins and objects of antiquity
located on Federal lands by providing criminal sanctions against destruction of these
resources without a permit. www.cr.nps.gov/local-law/anti1906.htm

O National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended

Provides for the designation of State Historic Preservation Officers (SHPO) to adminis-
ter state preservation efforts. Established the Advisory Council on Historic Preserva-
tion as an independent Federal agency. Established procedures for Federal agencies
to follow in managing properties. Created the National Register of Historic Places and
established procedures for nomination. http://www.cr.nps.gov/local-law/
nhpal966.htm

O Archaeological Resources Protection Act of 1979, as amended

Requires a permit for excavation or removal of archaeological resources from public
and Indian lands. Permits are issued to qualified researchers. Violations include
civil and criminal penalties of two years prison, and $250,000 fine. http://www.cr.
nps.gov/local-law/FHPL_ArchRsrcsProt.pdf

0 Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 1990
Gives provisions for the inadvertent discovery of Native American remains and ob-
jects. Requires Federal agencies to inventory all human remains in their control and

attempt to determine cultural affiliation for repatriation. http:/ / wWww.cr.nps.gov/
local-law/FHPL_NAGPRA.pdf

O National Environmental Policy Act of 1969

Requires federal agencies to analyze the environmental affects of their actions and
disclose those affects to the public. http://www.nepa.gov/nepa/regs/nepa/
nepaegia.htm

O American Indian Religious Freedom Act
Protects Native American’s rights to exercise their traditional religions. http:/ /www.
cr.nps.gov/local-law/FHPL_IndianRelFreAct.pdf

O Executive Order 11593

Directs Federal agencies to take a leadership role in preserving, restoring, and main-
taining the historic and cultural environment of the Nation. http://www.gsa.gov/
Portal/gsa/ep/contentView.do?
P=XAEé&contentld=120948&contentType=GSA_BASIC

O Indiana Law IC 14-21 Historic Preservation and Archaeology
Requires that anyone disturbing the ground for the purpose of finding artifacts must

do so in accordance with a plan approved by the department. http://www.in.gov/
legislative/ic/code/titlel4/ar21/

0O Indiana Law IC-22-1 Human Remains, Burial Objects, and Artifacts

A person who disturbs the ground for the purposed of discovering artifacts of burial
objects must obtain a permit. A person who disturbs buried human remains or arti-
facts must cease work immediately and notify the Department of Historic Preserva-
tion and Archaeology within two business days. http://www.in.gov/legislative/ic/
code/titlel14/ar21/
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Archaeological Research Centers and Organizations in Indiana

Hoosier National Forest
811 Constitution Avenue
Bedford, Indiana
(812)275-5987
www.fs.fed.us/r9/hoosier

Indiana Department of Natural Resources
Division of Historic Preservation and Archaeology
402 W. Washington Street, W274

Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

(317) 232-1646

www.in.gov/dnr/historic/

Indiana State Museum

650 W. Washington Street
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204-2725
(317) 232-1642

www.in.gov/ism/

Indiana University

Glenn A. Black Laboratory of Archaeology
423 N. Fess Street

Bloomington, Indiana 47408

(812) 855-9544
www.gbl.indiana.edu/home.html

Indiana University/Purdue University at Fort Wayne
Archaeological Survey

2101 E. Coliseum Blvd.

Fort Wayne, Indiana 46805-1499

(260) 481-6892

www.ipfw.edu/archsurv/home.html

Ball State University

Archaeological Resource Management Service
Muncie, Indiana 47306

(765) 285-5328

http:/ /arms.iweb.bsu.edu/

University of Notre Dame
Department of Anthropology
Notre Dame, Indiana 46556
(219) 631-7638
Www.nd.edu/~anthrol
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Archaeology- the scientific study of material remains of past human life and
activities.

Atlatl- spear thrower
Artifact type- defined by what they look like and how they were made.
Awl- needle or punch used in leather or wood working

Biface- a tool with at least one edge sharpened on both sides, as opposed to a uniface
whose edge is only sharpened (flaked) on one side.

Cache- a group of high quality/finely crafted artifacts.

Celt- ungrooved axe used for cutting and hewing wood.

Chert- a variety of silica containing microcrystalline quartz used to make stone tools.
Cluster- groups of projectile points or pottery with similar age and distribution.

Culture- socially transmitted behavior patterns, arts, beliefs, institutions and all
other products of human work and thought.

Geophysics- see remote sensing.

Gorget- pendant or throat armor/ornament. Drilled decorative item often shaped like
a reel.

Midden- deposit of refuse, or garbage.
Phase- a smaller unit of people within a particular named tradition.

Post mold- a black circular soil stain that is the decomposed remains of a wooden
post used in building or other constructions.

Prehistory- period of time before the written record, A.D. 1650 in Indiana.

Remote sensing- the use of geophysical instruments such as magnetometer and
ground penetrating radar to detect subsurface changes which often signal site
features or artifacts.

Sinew- dried tendons used for sewing and cord making.

Stratigraphy- the strata of soil. When undisturbed, the older deposits are found
below more recent ones.
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Tradition- particular way people lived over a period of time.

Wattle and daub- a building construction technique using a framework of woven
rods and twigs covered and plastered with clay.
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