
-~ 

U.S. Depariment o1 tine lnte;rial' 
Bureau of La.nd Management 

Alas.ka State Office 
222 W. Sevenlti Avenue, Jf13 
Anchore.ge, Alaska 9513 

CU'ltur,a ll' R,esource Inventory 

BLM-A,laska Open Frie Flepmt 57 
BLMJ.AK/ST/95/009+8111+070 

July 1995 

In the IBen1,deleben a1ndl Dar·by M,o'Unt,ai'ns, 
Seward Peninsula, Alaska 

By Howard L, Smith and Janet Vreeman 



Cultural & ourc In nli ry in e. Bendeleben and Darb · ountains, 

How rd L. mith and Janet Vr-eeman. 



T: hie ,of Contenls 
Cl ............. , .... 1-r.r.7,l- .... ,.,,t,tl,tlllrl•*"'··i-*flllllillllll!IIIIII •t:4illllfllllllll:tll .. illtl-5 .. ,.~ ...... ...... , .................. , • • flllllll'lillf'llll!!li!I, ......... , ...... ... ,. ... ~ .......... "' 1 

ettJng· • ,..,t,'1111'"!1-'II f'l!lll''"'"•._,..!l'!lf'll•l!l'l!III ••1111 lllll''lil!la>,,,.t--l!l- 4'f'l ._.• ••a.ac ....................... ""f'f'••• 'l!•l•-.•.f'lf'••l!t'I 

and Hydmg,ap.h . .. .. .. .. ... .. . . .. . .. . . .. . .. ... .. . . ........ 3 
• a ............ :a .................... .. .............. . ... '9- ....................................... ._ ...................... :tl .............................. m.,. ........... i........................... . ............... ..... 3 

• •=• KIL•••:aca ••••• • •••••,a-p-..o::a-. rm:• ___ _...,.,., ii••••••••••_.• a.a.a:oi .... ..., • ._.,.,,._....,...,. r• .,.,..,.._._..,.,,.., rr••r,r,,..-.,..,._a1i ~ • •••li.i.••••ii 11 li••ii• ca••_.•••••••-..,••• a:••--+ 

- · • ..,. .. a.,,.•.., ................. ______ ...,.,..........., -----·--"'Ii"'····- •• ... ,. .... • a --- a • ..,., ..... .,.,-. ................ .._ ...... •-~ ... -..... • • "'***9·- .... .,_., • • ,., ......... ..... .._ 

hy ....... ., . ...-.. ..... _. .......... ..,. ... ..., ........... - .... ;j,<lili,.1 ....... ., ....................... ., .. --...,.. ... --..... ~ ....... ..,~ ......... it,l;,li ...... _,,, ___ .. ililil .... .._,., ...... .,., •• "'.,_ .... 

_,,, .......... .., .. .., ... 1 .. - ........... -li- ..,_.ii-I- ....... ,. ............. ....., ....... iii! ... - .. ._ --·----·· ............... + ......... .,.,., .......... ----... ,.,.... • ..,...,.. ... .. 

oo _"'_ .................. "'._ .. _ .. .._._ .......... ·~·· ......... .., ......... --..... _____ ..... _ ................. _ ............... _ ........ ,._ ...... a..__---·"'·-~._.._.. .......... ~ ..... 9 
......................... ~ ..................................... "' ............ ,.. .. ....,. ............................................. _ .................. "'" .......... , ...... ,. .............. ,. ........... ..,- ___ .., 9 

"'op- .................. .., .. -, .............. + ... - ........... .......................... " ....... _ .. ,__... .. , ••• --................. ,,,.. ........... 11 
................ + ..... , .......... , !IC• • 1 l'll'rt-'l!l l .. " I' ............. ..,. .............. .f't!· .. + ... ., .................................... ,.... • .... ," ................ ,., ...... f! .... , .................... +l'i ,o, _,.. .. I J 

mmendatfons fm .funher ·or· ···············-·-·················-·--············ ·· ............................. . - .. .. I J 
Ci ,ed ...... .. .. ..... ................................................................................................................... 13 

·ppendix 
· ppendi,t I. Site Descriptions ....... .... . ~i ... Mlllilhl:lli • .. . ....... 1 ....... , ....... .. ............ i; ........... ... , ... lii .. il t••• • ......... i1 • • • ••• i ................. . [5 

Tables 
11 bJe I. iLe ,rjj covered during l 991 inv nlory ond classification of ston 
·t:TUcL11res a.c prehistoric sites .. ...................... .. ...... ... ........................... ............. .... ............ .... .. .............. J.0 

igu 
ap ... ................................... ,,,~ .. ••• ., .............. +_ ....... ,._ •• ..., .................... ) 

Fi h R1 er and Tnburul.i · er drahila 

culmraJ chronolo fi r tile ard Pennsul .......... .......... . ............................. - ............ _ 

0->~r Phnro: Stan., tem ring at sire BEN.{)74. r1pp, r Bo:Ji·tun C,:eek, Alaska by Ja11er Vreeman .. 
u 



Table of Coo tents 
Abstra,ct ~ .. . ~ + F .... i ... ++ .. I-~ i ! ,, .... ~ •• ~ ... + i, ., ~. !t·+ .. , ~ ••• ~ ~ ~ ~, ... .. ~ ~ ~ ....... . ...... ... , ..... '! ..... ~ ..... ~ ........ , ........... .. ,., .•••• ~,,. , ..... • .... ..................................... '! •• i ...... I 
Location and SetUng ........................ ... .... ........ .................. .. .... ,. ....................... . ....... ................... ...... ...... 3 

Topography and Hydrography .... ............ .. ... .. ... .,. ... .. ................ .... .. ...... .... .. ................ .............. .. ..... 3 
Veg·etation .......................... ,., ...... ~-···· ,., ..... r ...................... .., ......... , .................. . ............ ............ ...... ,.,,. ..... ... .. .... ~ ...... .., •••• ,++.r ... ++•.,i,i,j,-1,+lelill,f ............ ... ... l-li'"',I,···"···~ M•• 31 

WJldJife .... .,,., ...... ~ .... ~ ~ ...... ... ..... ............................... , .... .. ... ~ ............... ,r .. .... . ii,. . ... .., ........ ...... ... .., ..... ,. ... Ii. i, ~ .... j, ~., ~ ....... ~. , ............... .... . 4 
Prehis.tocy . ,. ..... "' ................. .. ..,., ... .................... .., .... ,...., ........ ii .................... . ..... _..-1, t 11++ ~ -i .. ... +ii., ........ ....... + ... ... ........ ,~. , If ......... , •• • ~ . .... + . .. ,, ... .. ~.., .... ~ ... 4 
Histo.11"' ., ........ .... ,., ............ ... .... .... ... ... ........... ;, .. ,.. • ., .... ~ ............ + ••• ,..,.,.ii i of·+ •• of+ .. . .... ... ...... ~ .. ~ ... 'f"'I'", ........ ~ •• ~ +'"'~ •• • If ........... ..... ... ... ......... ...... " , .. ... ... ., .. 5 
E.thaography .......... ... ..... ......... ... ... ~ .. + ........... ii •• ++ ... ,. .. ++~, 1 ..... .,. ii .. + ... i + .. ~ i,. +"'. ~ .. + ..................... , ......... .... •+ .... ~ ~ . .... .................................... ,, ••• .• , 1 .. .., ., ...... 7 

Pr·evi.01US Work ... r. ...... .. +•••+•rr ...... + .. ....... . ~· ·· ···+~~ lt ....... ~ .... ... , ............. ,t ,J, .. i~+t- ~ .. ~_..,,. 't ... ~ ..... ~ ....... ~., ............ , .. ...... ~ .... .. , ... ....... .. ~ ....... ., ........ ......... .. + i ++ ..... 7 
Descriptio,n of In·veatory· l, l i l -i·+..,., ...... ~ .1~~ ~--~+ .......................... ...... ~, ... ,~ ....... , ........... ..... ............................... .,~ ..... .............................. ... ~~ . .,i. 8 

Ja·ventocy Design ... .. i ~ ~-.+r•li~-i ++i- • .. ~ +~ 1,1,1 ~ 11- .................. ........ .......... +- ........ .... ~ .. ............... ................ ............................ ... ...... ~ ................ I ..... ...... .... ~ ......... 8 
Inventory M eth.ods .... .. .......... ........... , ................................... ... ,. ...................... ................... .... ... .... .. .... 9 
'Loe ations Surveyed ..... ............ .......... ..... .. ......... .. ............. .. ............................. ,, ..... , .. ...... .. .... ,, ............ 9 

Inventory Results . . ... . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . ... ..... .. , ........ .. ., ............ ., .. .. .... ..... .... .... ... ...... ., ... 9 
Cone lusions and Re-eommenda.tio n s ..... .. .... ....... .. ........ ,. ........ . .... .... .......................... ., ..................... .. .. .. ... 1 l 

Site Evaluations ... ... ...................... .... ...... .... .. ... .......... ,. ......... .,. .. .... ,. ..... ..... ................................. .. ..... l l 
Reoommendations for Further Work ,, ., ......... , ..... , .............. ., ..... ., . ... ...... ., ...... .. .... . ,. ..... , ..................... .. .. .. LI 

References Cited .............. .. .......... ,. ....... ... .. ......... ...................... ...... ... ... ...... ······ ·····~· ···· ·· ······ ············· ·· ···· 13 
Appendix 

Appendix 1. Site D-escriptio1ns .. .. .., ........ + ............ ~. , ........ 1+•• • ............... i ···-·ili ... i •• ++ ••••+ ... ~·····•~+-+•~· li" ..... , ........ ,, ... f ... . . . , ............. ~"1, ............ 15 

Tables 
'fable 1. Sites discovered during I 991 inventory and classification of stone 
structures at prehistoric sites . .... .. .... ......•... ... ......•...... ... •....••. ..•.. ...•.•... ... .. .•. , ...... .. ...................... ... ... .... 10 

Figures 
Figure I. Area M.ap .... ... ...... ........... ...... ......................... ,. ....... . ,. ........... ...... ., .... . ,. ............................... ......... 1 
Figure 2. Fish River and Tuburulik River drainage.s ............... ................. ..... ..... .... .............. ........... - .... . , ... 2 
F'igu.re 3. A cultural chronology for the Seward Pennsula ......................... ...... ...... ....... , .... ..... ............ .. ... 3 

Cover Photo.: Stone renl ring ar site BEN..()74, upper Boston Creek, Alaska by Janet Vreeman 
l] 



ABSTRACT 
This report ,documents archaeological ittveutory conducted biJ the Bureau ofl.tmd Mamigement's Kobuk District on 

the Seward PeHinsr1f.a in 1991. The inventory rmis ccmdude;d in a larg:e can.tigw:nra blade (Jf BLM Land cnmprising parts 
of the Fish River tmd Tubutulik Rivi.'f drainages, ,a:nd was part of an on-going progr:am of &ase-line inve11tory for 
cultuml r,esources. A total of 13 ites was tecorded as a result of the inventory, representing prehistoric, historic, arzd 
rocen t- periods. Most sites appal'ently dated to prehistoric times and .typically a.msisted of one or mote stone features 
such t1S each s or te11t rings. Tl: e sites most likely represent l'ate prehistoric hunting camp or po ibly infreqwmtl'y 
u ed campsites associated with travel from tfie 00l1St to the interior ,of tire peninsula. 

Inventory work conduc ed in 1991 was part o.f a 
continuing effort by the district to as~ss cultural re­
sources located on publk land . Since ithe early to 
mid 1980 ,. when la ge tracts of land pa_ssed out of 
BLM managem :nt, the district has suHered from a 
near-total Jack of information on the nature and ex­
tent: of culhu:al .resources for which it is responsible,. 
Responding to this ack, the district developed a set 
o priorities for carrying out base-line inventory on 
BLM-ma:naged la:r1.ds ¾ithin the district. These pri­
ori.ties were established in the · or hwest Manage­
ment FramPwork Plan in 1985 and wer,e expanded 
m the district's Cultural .Resour-ce Inventory Plan. in 

Norton Sound 
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I 
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I 
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1991. Work done in l' 9 rep:re ent:s a continuation 
of the district'~ long-range plans to acq_uire ultural 
resource base data. 

The Bureau trategy for cultural resource manage­
ment involves an approach based on dassify:rng sites 
for their most appmpriate uses .. The Bureau system 
provides tha all culltural resources should be allo­
ca red to one or more of the following use ,categories: 

• Scientific Use - Th.is category" ppHes to sites 
uitabJ.e for scientific or hi- torica] study using 

curren· research eduuques. Sites in ,1:rus cat­
,egory would not be consenrecl, prov· ded an ap-

Fig.r.ff.e J. Areo map lwwrng the location of.BLM·ma11aged lands in which survey was cmuiucted irl /991. 
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propriate research or data recovery proposal 
were developed for their use . 

• Conservation for Future Use - This category in­
dudes sites that are not currently appropriate 
for sdentific use. Sites in this category will be 
protected from all l.15es until specified provisions 
are met in the future. 

• Management Use - This category co115ists o,f 
ites considered nest useful for controll.ed ex­

perimental study bhat would result in physical 
al te-ra Hon of the site. 

• Socio-cultural Use-Sites placed m lhis category 
would be. those: re'ouroes felt t:o be important in 
maintaining the heritage of one or more social 
or cultural groups. 

NORTON 
SOUND 

lnve11tory Area 

• Public Use- this category applies to those site 
and resources that are deemed appropriate for 
interpretation or for us.e in ed uca-lional or recre­
ational purposes. 

• Discharged Use-This category appHes to sites 
that were origi.naUy de.emed appropriate for one 
or more of the above categories, but which no 
longer qualify for inclusion in that or any other 
category. A site that has been fully excavated or 
one that has been destroyed by natural processes 
might be put in this category. 

Ev a lua tion of .;it-es depends on a decent under­
stainding of the types and numbers of sites present 
in an area. Only wi ha rea:sonab le idea of what kinds 
of sites and how many are present can we begin to 
realistically evaluate appropriate uses for indi id ual 
sites. 

Figure . The Fisli River and n,butulik River drainages, showl'n spec{flc areas where inventory was conducted. 
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artifacts bear strong resemblances to those of 
Denbigh occupied western and northern Alaska. As 
m,entioned above, tl.1cere is disagreement as to the de­
gr,ee of continuity be tween Denbigh and the u bse­
quen t cultures. There is also a differenc-e in the terms 
applied to them. South of the Seward Peninsula. the 
te.rni. "Norton" has been applied to the entire se­
quence, and the archaeological remains are gener­
ally seen as more homogenous than in the north, In 
the north, the sequence has long been divided into 
three separate cu:ltur-@s labeled "Charis," " ort.on" 
and ulpiutak. '' 

Whatever tenns are applied, begum.ing about 1,500 
to 1,000 B.C., the area was inhabited by peoples who 
appear to be more oriented toward the coast and 
marine resources than were the Denbigh peoples. 
Large coast-a] villages have been discovered at Cape 
Nome and. near U nalaldeet, and smaller winter seittle­
ments are also known from the Choris Peninsula. 
Smaller sites from these cultures are also known from 
the northern and northwestern coasts of the Seward 
Peninsula, bllt with the exception of one site at Gla­
cial Lake, no sites of Chods1 Norton1 or Ipiutak affili­
ations have yet been located in the interior of the 
peni.t1swa. 

We know much more about the peoples of this pe­
riod than we do about those from the earlier 
Denbigh/ Arctic Small Tool tradition period. Not only 
have several hm1se.s been ex.ca va ted, but the archaeo~ 
logical record for these people.s is riclter and morE 
extensive. They are repres,ented not only by stone 
rmplements and their by~products, but also by a 
range of organic tools and founal remains, which al­
low a fuller picture of the lives of the people who 
made th.em. 

During this period we see the fir.st large winter 
coastal settlements, and faunal remains and artifact 
types document the importance of marine resources. 
1his period also sees the .first ,evidence of fishing as 
an important subsistence activity, al though · t may 
become much less important during the later part of 
the period. Peoples of this period made pottery, and 
carved implements of bone, antler, ivory and wood. 
Houses were of se era1 different forms1 but were all 
semi-sub uerra nean pit houses similar in many re-
pects to those known from h:istor·c Eskimo sites. 

Settlements seem to have been mostly in coastal ar~ 
eas, with shod-term use of the interior, primarily for 
thehuntingofcaribou. In many respects, the peoples 
of this period appear very similar to modem Eskimo 
cultures in teI"JnS of their sub istence and settleme.u t 
patterns. 

B irnirk. At the end of orton times there appears 
to ha,,e been a period during which no one .inhab­
ited th~ coastal areas of northwes t Alaska, or at least 
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not in numbers sufficient to leave any significant a.r­
chaeologkaJ record. At least one author has inter­
preted this hiatus a the result of llm atic changes 
th.at reduced or Uminated salmon runs, followed by 
a decline in the caribou herds (Bocksto<e 1973; 
1979:90). Following fb.e break in the aKhaeological 
record, a new cultur,e, r.eferred to as Birnir.k, appears 
at scattered locations in northwestem Alaska. 
Bocks toce interprets the distribution of Bimirk sites 
as m indication that Hirnirk peoples specialized in 
the hunting of marine mat11n1als, and suggests that 
improved. harpoon technology, especially use of the 
inflatable float, gave them the ability to exploit these 
res,ou.rces more efficiently than Norton peoples 
( 1979:91 -9'2 ). 

Thufo. The marine mammal hunters of Bimirk were 
followed by the Thule culture, dearly antecedent to 
modem ES:kimos, and developing out of Bimir.k. In 
the years after about 1000 AD the people of this tra­
dition spread quickly acmss Arctic Alaska, Canada, 
and into Greenlandl and also along the subarctic 
B ring Sea coasts of Ala.ska. Thule peoples contin­
ued the strong orientation toward marine r,esouroes 
that characterized their predecessors. Whaling was 
an important subsistence activity in many coastal ar~ 
eas; and th@ hunting of smaller sea mammals and 
caribou continued. m certain areas, notably the 
Kobuk River and the central Brooks Range, subsis­
tence patterns developed which were more depen­
dent on inland resources such as salmon and caribou 
on the Kobuk, and caribou in the Brooks Range. 

Over time, local variations de eloped in groups 
belonging to the Thule tradition. At the N ukleet site 
at Cape Denbigh, Giddings excava.ted remains that 
document more or Less ontinuous occupation from 
the ~elfth to the eighteenth. centur.ie.s, and which 
show a subsishmce pattern involving roughly equal 
.reliance on sea mammals, fish, and caribou (Giddings 
1964;113-114). Bockstoce (1979:76) hypothesizes a 
s.imilar pa ttem at Cape Nome, but with greater use 
of walrus and less of beluga and birds. 

Tn generaL then, it appears that Timle times repre­
sent the spread of mostly coasral~oriented peoples 
into whal:: were largely unpopuiated portions of ,the 
Arctic and subarctic1 ollowed by adaptation to local 
conditions. 11tis trend continued until the historic 
period when contacts with Eu..rop ean and Am.erican 
culture initiated major changes in the cult:mes of the 
region. 

Hist<Jry 
The first part of the historic. period in and around 

Norton Sound lasted from about 1778 to 1850, and 
was d1arac ter.ized by a: few short visits by explorers. 
Captain Cook visited the area in 1778, exploring 



Norton Sound1 naming several geographic features, 
and noting a sma11 village, proba.bly at the mouth of 
theKwik river fust west of Bald Head (Ray 1975:41). 
Cook's party traded for food with Na, i ves near Bald 
Head and Cape Denbigh, leaving the area after a stay 
of about ten days. 

Two. trips were m1ade by explorers to the Seward. 
Perdnsula area, in l79L although neither visited the 
eastern par of the peninsula. Ivan Kobelev visited 
the Diomedes, Wales and King Island in I unef and 
an expedition in the charge ofJoseph Billings visited 
Cape Rodney, about 40 miles northwest of NomeF in 
Juiy of 1791 (Ray 1975;47-55). 

One last explorer visited the area during this earli­
est period of contact. In 1827 Frederick William 
Beecheyrs expedition visited Cape Rodney, Port 
Oarence, and Gran:tley Harbor; Once again, however1 

there appears to have heenno direct contact with the 
eastern part of the peninsula. 

Contacts involving the peoples of the eastern 
Seward Peninsula increased after 1850. he search 
for the mis.sing party of Sir John Franklin resulted in 
several ships over.wintering at Port Clarence in the 
years between 1851 and 1854 (Ray 1975:14:3-148). In 
1851 a party traveled overland from the Plover at Pod 
Oarence to St. Michael, passing through Fish River, 
Golovmn Bay and Shaktoolik, and returning by way 
of Egav.ik1 Shaktoolik, Go ovin~ \!Vhlte Mounta~ 
Casedepaga, and Kauwerak (Ray 1975;146}. 

In the years 1865-1867 the attempt to construct a 
telegraph line across Alaska. and the Bering Strait re­
suUed in additional contacts. Although ultimately 
uns1.u;:cessful, the attempt produced the first groups 
of Euro-Americans to stay more than a few days in 
the regfon. Base camp for the telegraph expedition 
was firs t established in St. Michael in 1865 (Ray 
1975;158). In 1866 a smaller gn:mp wa.5 established at 
Port Clarence (Ray 1975; 57). This Port C!.arence 
group was under the command of Daniel R Libby 
(Ray 1975: 164). A party associated with the telegraph 
expedition is credited by Brooks (1908! 13} wfth the 
first significant inland exploration, and with the dis­
covery of gold 011 the Ni ukluk River. 

This initial discove·ry of gold produoed no rush to 
~e north, and in fact appears to have had no imm@­
diate effect whats.oeve:r. Indeed, the first attempts to 
extract min.era ls from the Sew a rd Peninsula were to 
have nothing to do with gold or the Niukluk Rivet, 
although th y would occurm the same general area. 
In 1880 reports of rid1 silver ores from the Omilak 
mine near the Fish River were published in San Fran­
cisco, and. in 1881 a small rnining company v.ras 
formed to exploit them (Ray 1974:142-143). 0 er the 
next dec,ade several attempts were made to develop 
amine at Omilak, none of them very successful. Only 
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a.few hundred tons of ore were ever mined, and some 
of this never made it to market a.s a uesult of ships 
going astray (Ray 1974:144-145}. 

One employee ·Of the Oillllak silver mine was to 
play a role in the subsequent history of the region, 
however. John Dexter began prospeding on the 
Niukluk Riv,er in 1891 and oontinlled in. 1892. He es­
ta bllshed a trading post at Cheenik on Golovnin Bay, 
and supported at least one other prospec ing effo.r · 
into the Niukluk river (Castle 1912:8.:9). Altllough 
tllese various expeditions are reported to hm•e re­
sul red in 'the discovery of gold, the dJ coveries w@re: 
apparently not significant enough to justify further 
development. Dexter' trading post developed into 
something of a <enter ford eveiopmen ts m the region, 
and a Swedish Evangelical Mission and Protestant 
Episcopal Mission were both established there. In 
1896 reindeer he.rds were established at the two mis­
sions, as part of an early distribution of animals to 
missions by Sheldon Jackson (Stern et al 1980:2t> 27). 

The discovery of go,ld which led to the establi5h~ 
ment of Council and the beginnings of the rush to 
the Seward Peninsula, happened in 1898. After 30 
years away from Alaska, Daniel Libby relurned to, 
the area in 1897, Intent on relocating the streams 
where he had seen gold during his days with the tele­
graph expedition (Cole 1984:4). With his tluee part­
ners., Louis Mels:ing, H. L. Blake, and A. P: Mordaunt, 
he arrived at Dexter' · trading post i:n the fall of 1897. 
By spring of the following year, the Libby party had 
discov.er,ed gold on Melslng and Ophir creeks, and 
with . . 0 . Hultberg, a missionary from Cheenik; P. 
H. Andersen, a mission. teacher; and Dr. A. N. 
Kittlesen, assistant super:int-endent of the reindeer 
station al: Pod Clarence, had formed a mining d · s­
trict and staked out the toVll'IlSi te of Council City (Cole 
1984:19),. 

Later in 1898 a group of t:]uee men who had met at 
Council traveled west to the Snake River., where they 
staked claims that would begin the great rush to 
Nome. Although there is confusion about who may 
have first discovered gold in the Nome area, there is 
no disputing the fact that the first claims to be stak d 
were laid. out by the three ''luck Swedes" Jafet 
Llndeberg, John Brynteson, and Eric Lindblom. These 
three subsequently enlisted the aid of Dr. Kittle.sen 
and G. W. Price and establi hed the Cape Nome min­
ing district in October 1898. Prke, who had been 
working for Cha.de n . Lane, a successful Cajjfomia 
mine:r and millionaire, had been part of the abortive 
rush to Kotzebue Sound in 1898, staying be.h:ind a -
ter Lane returned home, and traveling to Council 
after hearing of the strike there. He arri. ed just in 
time to eru::oun ler the three locators from AnviI Creek 
and to become an active participant in the establish-
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period may well indkare a period of clim atic cool­
mg during which salmon we.re not available in suffi­
cient numbers to be a major subsistence resource 
(Bockstoce 1979:88-89). The Bmeau of Land Manage­
ment carried out small-scale excavations at the Nuk 
site near Safety Sound 'in 1977, excavating portions 
of two structures in what remained. of a nineteenth. 
century settlement tha had been seriously impacted 
by coastal st.orms {Smith 1985). 

Sev:eral survey projects have also been undertaken 
in the area of McCarthys Marsh and the Bendeleben 
Mountains. Gal recorded a number of sit.es along the 
Koyuk River in 1971 (Gal 1971) and in 1974 Powers 
SW'.'veyed portions of the area that was to become the 
Bering L.and Bridge National Preserve, document­
ing everal sites in the vicinity of mumk a nd 
Kuzitrin Lakes, just north of the Bendelebens . (Pow­
e.rs et aL 1982}. Gal's sites were niostly recent camps, 
with historic and late prehistoric times al.so repre­
sented. Si · es recorded by Powers et al. are predomi -
nate:ly prehistoric and consist of tent rings, cairns, 
hun.tingblinds1 caches and house pits. Among these 
sites were two villages, at Gosling Cone and Kuzitrin 
Lake (rowers 1975:30; 34). 

In 1985 and 1986 the National Park Service carried 
out extensive ard1aeological survey in the Bering 
Land Bridge National Presen•e (Schaaf 1988). As part 
of this project; they revisited Ku.zi trin Lake, mapping 
si,tes located by Powers and discovering several more 
sites. Schaaf describes sites around Kuzitrin Lili as 
consisting of fout settlements, one flake scatter, and 
five stone structures. Periods represented include 
Denbigh, late prehistoric Eskimo., and historic (1988, 
Vol. I:70). 

Within the block of BW-m anagedlands itseH, very 
little work had been done prior to the 1991 field ef­
fort. The Alaska Heritage Resource Survey data base 
listed only .31 sites for the entire block of ca.. 1.5 mil­
lion acr s, and of those, only 18 had been located on 
the ground, The remaining 13 were repo ·ted on the 
basis of various sources of information, but their lo­
cations and the nature of remains presen t at these 
sites, ii any, have rtevi:ir been verified. Among the dif­
ferent sources of reported information for the area, 
are sites listed in Ray (1964) and Koutsky (1981) both 
of which are based primarily on interviews with fo­
ca infurman ts. 

With only two exceptions, th~ 18 sites that have 
been surveyed on the grow,d a re sites for which 
Bering Straits Native Corporation has filed selections 
under the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act as 
cemetery or historic sites. These sites were visited, 
mapped and described in derail by Park Service or 
Bureau of Indian Affairs survey crews as part of th.E 
conveyance process. 
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Cultural re.sow:ce work done by the Bureau of Land 
I'vfunagement m Utis block of lands prior to the 1991 
survey had consisted only of a few limited si te-spe­
cifk inventories done to evaluate the impacts ofsur­
face disturbing acti.vi Hes such as placer mining or 
the operation of commercial guide camps. 

Of the 3,1 sites known or reported to occur in the 
B.endeleben block, 24 are historicF five are prehistoric, 
and two may be both. Historic sites indude several 
mining camps, roadhou es, a shelter cabin, a cabin 
that housed maintenance personnel for a minmg-re-
1a ted ditch, and sites associated w ith reindeer herd­
ing Prehistoric sites include ev,eral sn:mlI settlements 
reported aio.ng the Kuzitrin and · oxapaga rivers in 
the extreme northwestern portion o the block, and 
a small village .site on the south bank of Telephone 
Creek. in rhe McCarthys Marsh area. Other prehis­
toric sites reported by Kou tsky within the Be:ndeleben 
block apparoently could not be located on the ground. 

DESCRIPTION OF INVE TORY 
During the 1991 field season BLM staff surveyed 

ix areas on the Seward Peninsula. (Fig. 2). Survey 
was conducted by a crew of two persons, and was 
carried out-in three separate trips lasting ten days 
apiece, from J wy 2 to August 7. 

l11ventory Design 
Because b ase-line data was the primary goal of the 

inventory., a detailed research design was not devel­
oped. In fact, areas surveyed were determined to a 
significant extent on the basis of logistical consider­
a lions. In a very real senser the 1991 project was a 
survey of area.s surrounding fixed-wing landing 
strips in the Bendel.eben and Darb y Mountains. 

The process of choosing areas to explore began with 
~oliciting infurma tion from pilots in the Nome area 
regarding the locations of small aircraft I.anding strips 
located on public lands in the genera l area. Af~er re-­
viewing this inform.a tion, BLlvl staff flew a scouting 
trip to locate these airs trips and evaluate the poten­
tial for archaeological or historic sites within walk­
ing distanc of the strips. Based on this overflight, 
six locations were selected for survey because of their 
topographic settings and locations in major valleys 
in the mo1.111tains .. 

Th.e areas covered at each location were explored 
by the team on foot after con idering likely locations 
for prehistoric and historic sites. The excurs·ons from 
base camps were designed to cover maximum 
ground while being carefu] no t to miss areas that 
rnight contain. potential resources. The team looked 
for bare and rocky a.reas, terraces, bluffs, and other 
locations where i:t was possible ·o identify remains 
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to ; e U! rth, 
· omete o 
Wmdy C , uK111K.--u on the ridge be-

twem W.tndy Cre illl 11 J phon Creek It is ac­
cess d by an open; ·lop in , f u "h airstrip. The base 
camp was et up at th - n rth rid o the airstrip. Ar­
eas traversed and explored include the valley of Tele~ 
phone Creek to abou 6.5 l< .lorn -ters southwest of 
the airstr'p, and the mou tarn top t-o the northeast of 
camp. 

ma· r 

are approxima y 
, r: ngi.n fromo e 

.6 3.9m) and shapes 
. r, "U 1' haped, and piles 
ha · been roughly das-

ifi@d on th~ ba is of hap and i.ze. Circular, o al,, 
or even ub-re tangwar rrang,ements of tones mea­
suring more than 1.8 to 2J meter in at least one di­
rection wete generally a ' ·tuned to be tent rings. Small 



circular or oval arrangements of stones measuring 
.9 to 1.5 met rs We.t'e assumed to be caches. Larger 
stone features that gave the appearance of a smaller 
arrangement w·th scattered stones around th.em 
wern dassed as caches. Stone a.rrangemenis that ap­
peared to be semi-circular or U-shaped were, for 
vira n t of a better term, classed as b Iinds or wind­
breaks. h1 no case did we encounter the sort of fea­
ture described as a blind or windbreak by Schaaf. 
She depicts a structure of multiple courses of stone, 
standing perhaps l meter high, which she Gills a 
hunting blind (Schaff 1988:73), No structure that we 
located in the Bendeleben Mountains area had more 
than two or thrre stones stacked atop one another. 

This classifica lion uf features is arbitrary, and to 
some exten t subjective. Nonetheless, it may provide 
a bentative framework for examining and compar­
ing the sites from the 1991 inventory. The sites and 
their associated features ar~ shown in Tabie l. De~ 
tailed descriptions of individual sit~s, as weU as site 
and feature maps are contained iJ.1 the appendix. 

Two of the sites noted are recent, not dating before 
the tum of the century, and more likely,. within the 
last fifty years. The reindeer herder 's corral (BEN-
064) at lower Bo ton Creek dates to no earlier than 
the introd ucton of herding, and reportedly was used 
in the 1970s. The collapsed structure (SOL-074) along 
Omilak Creek is of unk 1own origin, but Ls not 
thought to be very old. 

A thirteenth site, the Pargon ditch (BEN-083) was 
observed in the field, bnt was not mapped or docu­
mented to any degree because w had limited time 
t·o, spend i11 the area, and because the feal:ur@ is shown 
on current U.S.G.S. maps. Subsequentl.y, ome his-

turk research was done on this site, and that infor­
mation is presented as part o this report. 

'Th.e remaining ten prehistoric sites range from 
those containing a single blind or wind break to one 
site that consjsted of three tent ring and three asso­
da ted sm aHer ea tures. Eight o the ten prehifltoric 
sites contained tent rings, and. three had cache~. All 
of the sites with caches also had at 1east one tent ring. 
Of the three sites with blinds or wind breaks~ two 
were single-feature sites and one contained only a 
single other feature. 

All prehistoric sites discovered. we!'€! located e ·ther 
in the upper Bos ton Creek area or along the Fish 
River. No prehistodc sites were recorded from any 
of the other areas where survey was conducted. Five 
sites were recorded for each of th.e areas in which 
prehistoric sites were encount-ered . 

Almost no artifacts were disA:overed an the surface 
of the sites or in the small test units that were exca­
vated. The oruy si~es where we encountered any ar­
tifacts were BE 073, where the weathered basal 
portion of a bone arrowhead was collected, and BEN-
082., where a piece of cut antler, possibly a tool handle 
of some sort, was noted. Only the arrow head frag­
ment was milected, as it was judged that its location 
on a known and curmntly used landb1g strip, indi­
cated a fair probability that it might be destroyed or 
removed. The antler piece was photographed and 
described in the field; and left in situ. This is consis­
tent with ~obuk district po.!.icy, which dictates that 
archaeological materials should not be collected un­
less there is .mason to believe they will be adversely 
affected if left in place. 

Table 1. Sites discovered during 1-J91 inventory and classification ·Of stone structu:re.s at prehistoric sites. 

Site Period Tent Rine: Cache Windbreak Other Total 
BEN-064. Recent J 

I 0 
BEN-073 I Prehistoric l 1 
BEN-074 Pre historic. 1 2 3 
BEN-075 Prehistoric 1 1 2 
BEN~76 Prehistoric I 1 

I 

1 
BEN-077 Prehistoric 2 2 1 1 6 
BEN-078 

I P11ehistoric. 1 2 3 
BEN~079 Prehistoric l 1 
BEN-080 Prehistoric 1 1 
BEN-081 Prehistoric I 2 2 I 

BEN-082 Prehistoric 2 2 
BEN-083 Hlstork 0 
SOL-0174 Recent 0 

Total: lO 6 4 2 22 

to 



11 



12 



REFERENCES CITED 

Anderson, Douglas D. 
1984- Prehistory of N ortk Alaska. In Handbook of 

North American Indians, Vol. 5: Arctic, ed. by D. 
D amais. pp, 80 -93. Smiths o nfa n Insti tu tio n, 
Washington. 

Bockstoce, John 
1973 A Prehis toric Popul.a tion Change in the 

Hering Strait Region .. Polar Record 6 ( 105) :·798-
803. 

1979 The Archaeology of Cape ome,. Ala.aka. Uni­
versi y Museum Monograph 38. The Universi y 
Museum, University of Pennsylvania, Philadel~ 
phia. 

Brooks, Alfred H. 
1908 Develop1uent of the Mining Industry. In The 

Gold Placers of Pa ·t of Seward Peninsula, 
A.la.ska by A.J. Collier, F.L. Hess, P.S. Smlthand 
A.H. Brooks, pp. 10-39. United States Geologi­
cal Survey Bulletin 32.8. U . S. Government Print· 
ing Office WaBhin.gton. 

192.2 The Alaska Mining Industry in 1920. In Min· 
eral Resources of Alaska: Report on Progress. of 
Investigations in 1920, by Alfred H. Brooks et 
al., pp. 7 -67. United State Geological Survey Bul­
le tin 722 .. U.S . Government Ptinting Office, 
Washington. 

Bureau of Land Management. 
n..d. a Case File, Histo:ric Pla.ce Selection FF022894. 
n.d. b Ga e File, Historic Place Selection FF022889 

Castle, .H. 
19 2 A Short History of Council and Cheenik. The 

Alaska Pioneer Vol. I(l) :8- i4. 
Cole, Ten:ence 

1984 Nome: City of The Golden Beach12s. Ala.ska. 
Geographic #11. Alaska. Geographies Inc .. , An­
chorage 

Dumond, Don E. 
1984 Prehistory: Summary. In Handbook of~ o.rth 

Americanfudians., Vol. 5: Aretic ed. by D. Damas, 
pp. 72·79. Smithsonian Institution,. Washington. 

Gal, Robert 
1971 Arclrnological Investigations in · he Koyuk 

Rive·r Region, Alaska. 1971. Ms. on file Bureau 
of Land Management, Fairbanks. 

Giddings, J .L. 
1964 The Archaeo]ogy of Cape Uenhigh. Brown 

Uni varsity Press, Providence. 
Giddings. J .L. and Douglas D. Anderson 

1986 Beach Ridge Archaeology of Cape 
Krusenatern. Publications in Archaeology 20. Na­
tional. Park Service, Washington. 

Hcnsha w1 Fred F. 
1:910 Water Supply Investigations in Seward Penin­

sula in 1909. 1n A. H. Bmoks et al, Ivfinera1 Resources 
of Alaska; Report on Progress of Investigations in 
1909, pp. 372-418. United States Geological Survey 
Bul1etin 442. U. S. Government Printing Office, 
Washington. 

13 

Hrdlicka, Ales 
1943 A1aska Diary. 'I"he Smithsonian nstitution. 

J agues Ca tteU P ·ess, Lnnca$ter. 
.,Jandt, RR. and A.E . Moikill 

1894 Waterfowl Production on the Central Seward 
Peninsula, Alaska: Final Report. ELM.Alaska 
Open File Report 52. U.S. Department of the In­
terior, Bureau of Land Management , Ala ska 
State O ffioe~ .Anchorage. 

Koutsky, Kathryn 
981 Ea:rly Days on Norton Sound a.nd Baring 

Strait: An OverviewofHisforic Sites in the BSNC 
Region. VoL UL The Nome, Fish River, and 
Golovin Al'eas. Oocasi.011al Paper No. 29 Anthro ­
pology and Historic Preserv13Ltfo.n., Cooperative 
Park Studies Unit. University of Alaska, 
Fairbanks. 

Larsen, Helge 
1962 The Trail Creek Cavehl on Seward Pen in ula, 

Alaska. Proceedings of the 34th International 
Coogi-ess of Amerfr;anists pp. 284-29 L 

Leedy, John D. 
o d . Nome's Ad vent a a lP'ermanent Mining Field. 

Chapter VII in Seward;s Land Of Go]d, by L. H . 
F11ench. Montrose, Clarke & Emmons, New Yo k. 

Moffit, Fred H 
1906 Gold Mining on Sewa.rd Peruns ufa In AJ.&ed H. 

Brooks et al, Report on Progress of Investigations 
of Mineral ,:,,es un:es ·Of Alaska in 1905, pp .. 132-
144. nited States Geological Sm"Vey Bclletin 284. 
U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington. 

Nelson, Ed.ward William 
1899 The Eskimo about Be.ring Strait . .Eighteenth 

Annual Report, Bureau of American Ethnology. 
U.S. GovernmeA t Printing Office. Waihi ngbm. 

Powers Wm.. Roger 
1975 1974 Chukchi-Imuruk Archa:eological Su.r ­

vey, Final Report. M.s.t Universitv of Alaska1 

Fairbanks. 
Powers, Wm. R., J. A. Adams A Godfrey, J. Kat..., D. 
Pla kett, and G. R. S oott 

1982 The Chukchi-Im uruk .Report: Arcliaool.ogical 
Investigations in the Bering Land Bridge Na­
tio.nal Preserve, Seward Peninsula,, Ala$ka, 1974 
and. 1975 Coopera. tive Park Studie,s Unit, Ocea­
s iona 1 Paper No. 31, University of Aln l·a, 
Fairbanks. 

Ray. Dorothy Jean 
1964 19th Century Setdem.ent and Subsistence 

Pa ttel'ns in Bering: Stra. it. Arctic .An thropoiogy 
2(2):61-91. 

197 4 The Omilak Silver Mine. Tua Alaska 
Journal 4{3):142 · 148. 

1975 TheEskimosCJf.BeringSt:rait, !650-18:98, Uni­
versity of Washingt-0n PTess, Seattle. 

1984 Bering Strait Eskimo. In Handbook of North 
American Indian$, Vol. 5: Arctic, ed. 
bv D. Damas. pp. 285-302. Smithsonian Institu­
t ion, Washington. 



me Dail: • Gol DI . r, 

, 




