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ABSTRACT 

Pheasan t View Hamlet (Site 5MT2192), excav ated in 1979 by the Dolores 

Archaeological Program, represents a single-family household cluster 

occupied during the Pueblo I period. The site, located in Montezuma 

County in southwestern Colorado, consists of a pithouse, adjacen t 

roomblock , borrow pit, and associated features . The architectural style 

of the roomb lock, contiguous surf ace rooms with a basal course of slabs 

whic h probably supported jacal walls , suggests a temporal setting of 

approximately A.D. 780-825 . The ceramic profile , in particular the 

presence of t·1occasin Gray ceramics , suggests a temporal setting of at 

l eas t A.D . 775. It is therefore inferred that Pheasant View Hamlet was 

occupied sometime between A.D . 775 and 825. The absence of remode l ing to 

the structural units, the low frequency of artifacts, an d the volume of 

midden deposits indicate an occupation of less tha n 20 years. 

Two post-occ upational burials were encountered at the site , probably 

interred there by occupants of a nearby household . 

.. -, __ .. .... - · "- ..;. 
#. • --

-vii i-



I 
I 

•• 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

• 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
f 
I 

INTRODUCTION 

Pheasant View Hamlet (Site 5MT2192) was first surveyed in October of 

1972 under the direction of the Dolores River Project crew (Breternitz an d 

Martin [1]). Surface indications described duri ng survey were a mass of 

i rregular sandstone rub ble, localized to a 20 by 20m area , and artifact 

scatters to the south and east (Figures 4.1 and 4.2.). Based on the 

surface coll ection and the architectural surface indications (i nferred as 

contiguous surface rooms) the site was recorded as a Pueblo I, Anasaz i 

Tradition habitati on. 

Excavations at Pheasant View Hamlet (Si te 5MT2192 ) began on 22 April 

1979 as a part of the Dolores Archaeological Program (D.A.P.). A 

stratified random sample was completed on 1 June 1979 and the testing of 

magnetometer anomalies was also completed on 1 June 1979. The 

documentation of all excavations was completed by 3 July 1979, except for 

the mec hanical removal of the disc zone peripheral to the household 

cluster. Approximately 3800 person hours were expended in excavations at 

Pheasant View Hamlet. 

The following persons contributed in the excavations at Pheasant View 
...... t . -

Hamlet::- .~ R. .:-"Yarnell (crew chief), R. Harper and R. Hai-.riman (ass istant 

crew chiefs), and K. Bauman, K. Green, J. Guda, L. Honeycutt, H. Hoy, K. 

Kuckelman, M. Van Ness, and A. Tucker. Students of the University of 

Colorado field school we re G. Bruno and M. Chenault. Members of the 

Colorado Archaeological Society provided volunteer assistance in the 

probability sampling and the Youth Conservation Corps also contributed 

personnel and equipment provided during field operations. 
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I ~- ::: ·..i:.· ,~ 4.1 Pheasant Vi 2w Hamlet b~fore e x c a vation , 
looking wes~ (D.A.P. 005403). 

-,. 

:·_<' ic,ure I+. 2 Fheas s n t \ 'i(;W Eamlet aft~r c leei.ring of s ite , 
showing r oomblock rubble (looking s outhwest). 
Stakes c elh:ea te roo-;r-.block (D. A . P . 0 0 5410) 



I 
I 

•• 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

• 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
{' 
I 

Location 

Pheasant Vi ew Hamlet is located in the Northwest Quarter of Sec 36, 

T38N, R16W on the Trimble Point Quadrangle, Colorado, U.S.G.S. 7.5 Minute 

Series 1965 Topographic Map . Universal Transverse Mercator coordinates 

for Site 5MT2192 are 714,420 mE , 4,154,620 mN, zone 12. 

In the spatial terms of the D.A.P . , Pheasant View Hamlet is in the 

Sagehen Flats Locality, Escalante Sector, Yellowjacket District in 

southwestern Colorado. The site is 2 km west of the Dolores River and 

6 ~n northwest of the town of Dolores, Colorado, at an elevation of 2116 

m. Located in the Dolores River drainage, the site is situated at the toe 

of a north-south ridge that extends approximately 2 km up a dip slope to 

the north (Figure 4.3). Two intermittent arroyos form the east and west 

margins of this ridge . 

_.. _ - - · - ..... 
~ . . 

-3-
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ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

Climate 

According to Kane [2], Pheasant View Hamlet receives a bimodal 

pattern of precipitation in the form of summer thunderstorms and winter 

snows. United States Weather Bureau (U.S.W.B.) statistics collected in 

Montezuma County for 1964-1975 indicate that May, June, and November are 

the driest months , and July, August, and October are the wettest month s . 

Precipitation in the locale is 460. 5 mm annu ally (U . S.W.B. in Dolores, 6.4 

km southeast of Pheasant View Hamlet). Historically, the annual growing 

season of the locale averages about 120-125 frost-free days . This would 

be a suitable growing season for some races of maize and other cultigens , 

although those years with a 100 day frost-free period might result in crop 

failure . If this was the climatic trend prehistorically between A.D. 

600-950 then crop failures may have been frequent and a heavy dependence 

on cultigens as the plant food source would not have been reliable from 

year to year. 

Local Geography 

· ·-.,. -P,heas-a-nt ~ View Hamlet is · located on slope wash and old channel 

alluvium sediments. The site is flanked by modern arroyos located 100m 

to the west and about 20m t o the east (Figure 4. 3) . Both of these 

intermittent drainages flow during spring runoff and summer thunderstorms , 

but are dry after midsummer unless there is abundant moist ure. The site 

location allows good drainage . Water sources for Pheasant View might have 

been local intermittent arroyos or the permanently flowing Dolores River, 

2 km east of the hamlet . 

-5 -
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A marsh located approxi mately 1 km southeas t of Pheasant View Haml et 

currently has open pools of water throughout the year; this might be the 

resu l t of seepage from a nearby irr igation canal. Pr el iminary 

investigations in the marsh indi cate that i t has been al ternately wet and 

dry through a re l atively l ong peri od of ti me {V. Clay , personal 

commu nication ). If the mars h ex i sted during Anasazi occupation i t migh t 

have provi de d an exploitable microenvi ro n~ent fo r the recovery of flora , 

f auna , and avifauna re sou rces typical of a marsh ecosystem ; it might al so 

have served as a permanent water supply. 

Fl ora 

Present- day pl an t species in the i mmedi ate vic i nity of Pheasant 

Vi ew Haml et include squawbush {Rhus aromatica), pr i ckly pear {Opun tia 

sp.), bi g sagebrush {Artemisia tr i dentata), r abbi tbrush {C hrysothamnus 

nauseosus), snakeweed {Guti errezia sarothrae), buttercup {Ranunc ulus sp.), 

Indi an paintbrush {Castill eja chromosa), Ind i an Ri cegrass {Oryzopsis 

hyme noides), and l upine {Lupi nus sp.). Sunf l ower {Heli anthus annu us) and 

aster {Ast er sp.) are common wildfl owe rs i n the hamlet's vici nity. So ut h 

and north of t he hamlet are a few low hills with stands of pi nyon {Pinus 

edul i s l. a~d Ju.ni per_ {J uni p er,t,.~ s osteosperma). Fremo.nt cot tonwood {P op ul us 

fremontii) occurs in t he arroyo to the west of Pheasant View Haml et. 

Further disc ussion of the vegetation in the vicinity of Pheas ant View 

Hamlet can be found i n Bye [3]. 

Fauna 

Ani mal spec i es observed near t he haml et during the 1979 field season 

i nclude bl ack- t ail ed j ackrabbit {Lepus californ i cus), cottontail rabbit 

-6-
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(Sylvil agus sp.), prairie dog (Cy nomys sp.), ground squirrel (S pe rmophilus 

sp.), gop her (Thomomys sp.), deer mo use (Peromyscus maniculatus), coyote 

(Canis latrans), badger (Taxidea taxus), striped skunk (Mephitis 

mep hitis), mu le deer (Odocoileus hemionus), American elk (Cervus 

canadensis), and rat tlesnake (Crotalus sp.). Avifauna observed include 

gol den eagle (Aguila chrys aetos), red-tailed hawk (Buteo j ama icensis), 

Cooper's hawk (Accipi t er cooperii), American kestrel (Falco sparverius), 

common rave n (Co rvus corax), turkey vulture (Cathartes aura), scrub jay 

(Aphelocoma coerul escens), mo urni ng dove (Zenaidura macroura), night hawk 

(Chordeil es sp.), common fl i cker (Colaptes aura t us cafer), black-billed 

mag pie (Pica pica), mountain bluebird (Sialia currocoides), wes t ern 

meadowlark (Sturnella neglecta), great blue heron (Arde a herodias), and 

ri ng-necked pheasant (Phasianus colchicus torguatos), for which the hamlet 

was named. Refer to Emslie [4] for additional information on the 

present-day fauna in the D.A.P. project area. 

Soils 

Soils mapped by Leonhardy [5] indicate that Pheasant View Hamlet is 

located on Sagehen Paleosol which is overlain by slope wash and arroyo 

fill.- -:- .As·.:-discussed in Appendi-x A, the paleosol is .indicated by an A 

horizon which has been incorporated into the Bt horizon. This occurs as a 

visible humic zone in the upper part of the Bt horizon. The present A 

hori zon is developing in slope wash and recent arroyo fill. The C horizon 

is sandy loam with obvious carbonate inclusions. The sand in this horizon 

is a residual sandstone weathering product. 

-7-
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On the site proper, mos t of the Bt horizon has eroded away and the 

Cca hori zon i s located near the ground surface. This phenome na might 

explain why the Pheasant View Hamlet inhabitants developed a borrow area 

to the east of the pithouse . Here the Bt Horizon is intact and an "adobe" 

clay resource could be more readi ly secured. The pithouse had been du g 

primarily i nto the Cca hori zon , which provides a poor "adobe" clay source 

for construction material. It was noted that carbonates precipitated 

preferentia lly on the walls and floor surface of the pithouse in response 

to different soil texture , structure , and permeability fac t ors between 

pithouse fil l and the surrounding undisturbed soil. 

Agricultura l potenti al assessed through cursory investigations by 

Leonhardy [6] , indicate good soils suitable for modern agricu l ture occur 

north of Pheasan t View Hamlet . Lesser soils for this purpose occur in the 

Sagehen Basin and on the hillocks, high scarps, and steep slopes bounding 

Sagehen Flats Locality to the north , west, and south. These landforms are 

in part composed of Mancos Shale wh ich has eroded to form the Midway, 

Belmear, and Renohill series soils. 

Pheasant View Hamlet, although located on the Sagehen Paleosol (of 

unpredicted agricultural potential), borders soils of apparentl y good 

agric~_l.tux..a-l .P9tenti al (Leonhardy [6]). The haml et_j~- b·o·unded immediately 

on the north by Witt loam and on the south by Ackmen loam. Since these -

soil s are currently good agricultural soils they might have been 

cultivated prehistorically. 

Historic Land Use 

At present, mos t of the vegetation in the vicinity of Pheasant View 

-8-
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Hamlet is disturbed due to local cattle and sheep grazing since the 1870s 

and whea t and bean cultivation just north _of the site since the 1930s 

(Duranceau [7]). 

Historic use of a "harrow disc" at Pheasant View Haml et sli ced 

through the A Horizon and truncated the upper portion of the Bt horizon. 

The depth of the disc zone varies across the site from approximatel y 10 t o 

20 em . This agricu ltural activity represented only a brief attempt at 

cultivating a rye gras s crop on th e site of Pheasant View Hamlet. Because 

the soi ls around the site ho ld ground moisture too long, the av ailable 

growing season is reduced, an d this cultivation fa il ed. 

Available Resources 

Environmental resources which would have been useful to the 

inhabitants of Pheasant View Hamlet, other than those previously 

menti oned, include lithic and clay materials for tool production. Lithic 

materials found in the Sagehen Flats Locality were predominantly procured 

from the Burro Canyon and Morr ison formations. Lithic items found at 

Pheasant View Hamlet consist of orthoquartzite, siltstone, sandstone, and 

chert. Artifacts made from oolitic chert, banded chalcedony, and 

.co.ur.~ e.-g r:a :i n.ed .orthoquartzite have been traced to quarry sites near the 

Sagehen Flats Locality. Dakota Sandstone, found 40 m from the site, was 

the source of building materials and nonflaked lithic tools; rounded river 

cobbl es from the terrace of the Dolores River were also used for nonflaked 

lithi c tools. 

Clay sources for ceramics are abundant within the Sagehen Flats 

Locality. l~ancos Shale lies to the west and south of Pheasant View Hamlet 

and numerous clay sources have been recorded in this formation (W. Lucius, 

-9-
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personal communication). The arroyos wh ich surround the site also cu t 

through deposits wh ich could have provided cerami c cl ays. 

'"' . " -~ .. - - :- -
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SOCIAL SETTING 

Pheasan t Vi ew Hamlet is in terp ret ed as a Sagehe n Pha se, Dos Casas 

Subphase (A.D . 760-850; Kane and Phagan [8]) nu cl ea r f am ily habi ta ti on, 

l ocated in the West Sagehen Neighborhood, a di spersed l ocal comm un i ty . 

According t o D. A.P. sy st emati cs, a comm un ity encompasses "the space , 

fac i l ities, an d architecture " shared by a grou p (Kane [9: 38-39]); it may 

be defi ned as nucleated or dispersed, dependi ng upon the extent t o wh ich 

t he consti tuent hous ehol ds exhib it a t ende ncy towa rds central ization 

arou nd a l arge , focal habitation (Kane [9 :39]). 

Within a 1-km radius of Pheasant View Haml et are 20 habi t ation sites 

which are interpreted as dating to the Sagehe n Phase (Fi gure 4.4); as 

Pheasant View Haml et was occupied for only a brief period duri ng the Dos 

Casas Subphase of the Sagehen Phase, some of these sites may not be 

exac tly contemporaneous. The closest contemporaneous Dos Casas Subphase 

habi t ati ons which have been excavated by the D.A.P. are Site 5MT2193, 

loc at ed 300 m west, and Site 5MT2236, located 900 m east- southeast. 

I nferred from the spatial relationshi~ of these sites is a neighborhood in 

which social and subsistence cooperation occurred among the households of 

t he commu nity (Kane [9]). 
- -;-. . · --~ - .· .. 
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SURFACE EVIDENCE 

Mag netometer Survey 

A fiv e- block ma gnetometer recon naiss ance was conducted at Pheasant 

Vi ew Haml et bet wee n 9 September an d 5 November 1978. Twe nty-one of t he 

anomali es reco rded dur i ng the survey were of possible archaeological 

or igin. All of these we re tested either by excavation or auger t ests 

(Figure 4.5) . 

Pi thouse 1 an d Feature 38 appeared as anomali es with a Priority 1 

ra ting, tha t bei ng most i ndi cati ve of cultural material. Another Priority 

1 anomaly located i n t he western half of the magnetometer grid block 

proved afte r testing to be the underlying Dakota Sandstone. Two Priority 

2 anomali es, however, did prove to represent cul t ural features; these 

feature s we re t he southern half of the roomblock and a warm ing pit 

(Featu re 2). Other Priority 2 anomalies, located in t he west half of the 

magnetometer grid, represented the underlying Dakota Sandstone . Those 

anomalies in the central portion of the magnetometer grid which were not 

associated with cultural features were found to represent rodent activity 

(this area of the site had numerous rodent burrows) . Anomalies in the 

e_ast~~n; e_~_r_t i_ ~~ _of the magne_!?_meter grid were tested and proved to be 

resedi mented arroyos or washes. 

Further information concerning magnetometer sur~ey operations at 

Site 5MT2192 is provided in the 1978 magnetometer report (Huggins and 

Weymouth [10]). 

Surface Indications 

Prior to implementing sampling procedures at Pheasant View Hamlet, 

-13-
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the following observations were made concerning materi al culture surface 

indications. On the crest of the hill, a concentration of unshaped 

sandstone rubble was observed localized in an area of approx i mately 10 

m2. Eight meters south of the rubble scatter was a shallow circular 

depression of dark humic-stained soil approximately 4 by 4 m in area . 

Peripheral to the depression and within and around the rubb le was a 

surface scatter of ceramics and flaked and nonfl aked li thi cs items. The 

scatter was located alo ng the crest of the hill; this area covered about 

36 m on a north-south ax is and about 40 m on an east-west ax is. 

Surface Collection 

A horizontal datum was pos itioned abou t 32 m west an d 8 m north of 

the sandstone rubble. This datum served as the 000 S, 000 E coordinate 

for the horizontal excavation grid. The site was cleared of brush, the n 

gridded into 4 by 4 m squares extending south and east from t he datum. 

In preparation for surface collection and other sampling procedures, 

the site was cleared of brush by hand to facilitate surface vis ibility. A 

total of 72 4 by 4 m units were intensively surface coll ected; sixty-four 

of the 72 units yielded cultural material (Figure 4.5). 

. .. .A.r.ti..facts. r.ecovered in t_he surface collection were c'eramic items and 
• s• ... _._ . • ,. 

nonflaked and flaked li t hics items. No nonhuman bone, human bone , or 

historic artifacts were recovered during the surface collection. 

Ceramic sherds were recovered from 37 of the 72 su rface collection 

units. A high frequency of sherds was observed over the roomblock an d in 

the adjacent 4 by 4 m units (Figure 4.6). The amount of ceramics 

distributed in those units overlying the pithouse was l es s tha n those over 

roomblock units. The highest frequency of ceramics was recovered from 

-15-
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those units west of the roomblock . Ceramic types represented in the 

surface collection were all from the ~1esa Verde cultural category . 

Nonflaked lithic items were recovered from 14 of the 72 surface 

units (Figure 4.7). t•laterial types for nonflaked lithic items were 

sandstone , igneous river cobbles, orthoquartzite, and chert . Tools 

recovered inclu ded manos, poli shing stones , a notched axe , an unworked 

hammerstone , a grooved abrading stone, and a grooved axe. The majority of 

nonflaked lithic items was concentrated in the area of the roomblock and 

in those units south and east of the pithouse. 

Flaked lithic items we re recovered from 36 of the 72 surface 

collection units (Figure 4.8}. Tools recovered were choppers , a core, 

scrapers , a projectile point, and utilized fl ak es. The fl aked lithics 

were distributed throughout the site, with fifty percent recovered from 

the roomb lock area and in the area southeast of the pithouse . 

The surface distribution of artifacts was positively related to the 

cultural features and to cultural magnetometer anomalies at the site. 

Likewi se, there was an absence of artifacts in those areas of the site not 

associated with cultural activity, for example, in areas where the 

magnetometer anomalies proved to be noncultural. Surface units overlying 

~~~ .PlJ:.h.Ql!S_e _ha~ a 1 ower fr.e_g_~ency of artifacts . This phe nome na is often 
• .#" ... - . • • 

characteristic of a natural fill sequence in a pitstructure. 
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EXCAVATION METHODS AND OBJECTIVES 

Sampling 

As a part of the sampling strategy at Pheas ant View Hamlet, a t wo

stage cluster probability sample was initiated (Kohler [11]). This 

required the division of the site into five sam pling areas (Figure 4.5). 

These areas we re defined by the presence or absence of architect ural 

evidence, the distribution of surface artifacts, the location of 

magnetometer anomalies, and the possible activity- use areas desig nated 

from one or a combination of the above at tribut es. 

Area 1, approximately 256 m2 in area, is a gene ral de si gnation for 

the area containing the roomblock and peripheral surface space (Figure 

4.9). Area 2, about 192m2 in area, is the area where the pithouse is 

located and includes surface space peripheral to the pithouse (Figure 

4.10). Area 3, approximately 320m2 in area, was defined as a possible 

occupation area located south of the pithouse (Figure 4.11). Surface 

artifacts in this area did not suggest a high degree of cultural activity. 

Area 4, approximately 528 m2 in area, was interpreted as a possible 

occupation area to the west of the roomblock and pithouse areas (Figure 

4_ . .12L~ The" at:'ea 1 acked any a.rchi tectural evidence ~nd t hose magnetometer 
·• ~ . . . .. 

anomalies recorded in the area proved to be noncultural. The frequency of 

surface artifacts within Area 4 was sparse with the exception of two 

surface collection units which exhibited high frequencies of ceramic 

sherds. These units were adjacent to the roomblock area and were probably 

associated with activities which occurred there. 
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Figure 4. 9 Area 1 at Pheasant VieT..·l Iiamlet, after excavation 
(looking south) (D.A.P. 013214) . 

... ~ .. --.. . 

Figure 4.10 Area 2 at Phea s ant VieT..·J Hamlet , after excavation 
(looking south) (D.A.P. 013 2 ~ ~ ) . 
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figure 4.11 
Area 3 at Pheasant View Haml et , after excavation {l ook i ng wes t) 
{O.A.P . 013220 ) . . 

:r i ::.;:urt:.. L; . 12 A-..-c.., ' t-- Pl Tr • ~ ..._ c~. 4- a ~ :1easant v l eW Hamlet' after ex·ca\7B t ion 
( looking south) (D. A.P. 013212) . 
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Area 5, approxi matel y 464m2 in area , was defined as containing use 

areas east of the roomblock and pi thouse , and a possib l e midden area 

(Figure 4 .13 ). 

The t arget for the prob ability sample was the artifact popu l ations i n 

the areas peri pheral t o the roombl ock and pi thouse (Areas 3, 4, an d 5). 

This strategy wa s adopt ed to esti mate arti fact popu l ati ons for those areas 

at the site no t intensively excavated. The sampl ing units, 2 by 2 m un i t s 

randomly selec t ed from each area , were excavat ed t o a noncultural horizon 

i n 20 em arbitrary 1 evel s; all f ill from these units was passed through a 

one-quarter-inch screen. Twen ty -three probab i l i ty units were sel ected 

from Areas 3 , 4, and 5, with 6 units in Area 3, 10 in Area 4 and 7 i n Area 

5. Artifacts recovered from these uni t s are i nterpre t ed as represent i ng 

i t ems deposited by the household in a sheet t ra sh context . 

Excavati ons 

The portion of the site which was i ntensively excavated was divi ded 

int o th ree units, termed Nonstruc t ural Units 1, 2, and 5 (Fi gure 4.14); no 

Nonstructural Units 3 and 4 were assigned. These study units were 

strictly admi ns t ra tive field provenience units and do not necess arily 

corresp ond~ to - ~ny cultural uni ts. 

Wi th i n these three nons t r uctural units, five specific loca tio ns were 

sel ect ed for i nte nsive excavations, based on architectural surface 

indications, the distri but ion of surface ar ti facts, an d descri ptive da ta 

retrieved f rom the magnetometer su rvey. 

Nonstr uctural Unit 1 was a priority for i ntensive excavations based 

on the followi ng ev i dence: a concent ration of sandstone r ubble indicative 

of a surface struc t ure or structures, a high frequency of surface 
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Figure 4.13 Area 5 at Pheasant View Hamlet, after excavation (looking south) 
(O.A.P. 013221) . 
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artifacts indicating a possible dom iciliary unit with in the surface 

structures, and a Priority 2 magnetometer anomaly. Magnetometer 

reconnaissance only included the roomblock up t o the 12S excavation grid 

coordinate . Therefore no magnetometer data was recorded for any 

structures or cultural features north of the 125 line . This exc l uded 

Rooms 2, 3, 4, an d 5. 

The second foc us for intensive excavation was 4-m2 depression 7 m 

south of the roomblock (in Nonstructural Unit 2), inferred to be the 

pitstructure . Soi l within the bas in was soft an d l es s compacted than the 

surrounding Bt Horizo n. (This observation was in the ~pring when there 

was sufficient ground mo isture to differentiate the softe r fill from the 

adjacent natu ral subsoi ls. During the sumner, drying of the soil makes 

this type of observation mo re diff icult.) The surface artifact 

frequencies were lowe r in this area than in the roomblock area . This 

location was also recorded as a Priority 1 magnetomete r anomaly. 

Two locations within t he northern portion of Nonstructural Unit 5 

were also selected for intensive investigations. One location (Feature 

38, borrow pit-midden deposit) was a slight surface depression 4.5 m2 in 

area, located 10 m to the east-southeast of the roomblock. Included 

wJ.~hio... . ..tbts .. s]i ght basined ar:ea were surface artifa<;ts. 'The soil in thi s 
. ; ' ' --. - . 

area appeared more humic and dark brown in color, in contrast to the 

red-brown soil peripheral to the basin . The soil within the basined area 

wa s less compacted than the surrounding structurally well -developed Bt 

Horizon. In contrast to the soil observed in the f ill of the 

pitstructure, this soil appeared to have resulted from organic 

decompos ition. The evi dence from a small test pit (20 by 20 by 40 em) 
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indi cat ed that the fill res embled a midden. A Priority 1 ma gn etometer 

anomaly was located in this area. 

The other location of intensive excavations in No nstuctural Unit 5, 

3 m north of Feature 38 (borrow pit), was a Priority 2 magnetometer 

anomaly i nte rpreted as a burned surface. Excavation revealed a food 

processing activity area indicated by a warm ing or parching pit f eature 

and two ot her indeterminate pit features . 

The fi f th area of intensive excavation was the su rface area 

surrounding the pithouse. The objective of this excava tion was to 

distinguish any activity areas not previously observed. 

Description of Excavation Methods 

The excavation of Pithouse 1 began with the removal of Stratum 1 

(agricultural plow zone) in 2 by 2m study units . At the base of Stratum 

1, the pitstructure fill was observed as a dark brown humic stain, 

subrectangular in outline, covering 20.25 m2 . A 1-m-wide, north-south 

test trench was used to determine the structure•s length, depth, and 

stratigraphic sequence . The trench was excavated with trowel and shovel 

in 20 em arbitrary levels until roof fall, in the form of adobe melt, was 

encou~te.r~d . . · A. small test pit was then used to det_ermine depth of fill 

above floor contact . When the location of the floor was determined, the 

fill was excavated to a depth of 15 em above the floor . A second test 

trench was then initiated on an east-west axis for defining the 

pitstructure•s east and west walls. The pitstructure•s fill was divided 

into five strata and documented graphically with photography and mapping. 

Excavation of a 1 m2 stratigraphic control column was then implemented 

and pollen and bulk soil samples were collected from each stratum . These 
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strata were dry screened through one-quarter-inch hardware cloth . The 

r emaining pithouse fill was excavated stratigraphically by trowel and 

shovel . For administrative purposes , the pitstructure was divided into 

two rooms, the north room (north of the wingwal ls) and the south r oom 

(south of the wingwalls ). The remaining 15 em of fil l was then stratified 

into an upper 10-cm level and a lower 5-cm-to-floor-contact level. The 

main room was then gri dded into 1 m2 loci from a datum at the center of 

the hearth. The southern room was divided symmetricall y into east and 

west sides. Fi ll from the 15-to-5-cm level and 5-cm-to-floor-contact 

level was dry screened through one-quarter-inch mesh for artifact recovery 

according to locus provenience. Artifacts lyi ng within the 5-cm-to-floor

contact level or on the floor we re given point location (PL) designations; 

pollen and bulk soil samples were taken from the floor surface . When 

excavation of the floor was comp l eted, excavation of wal l features and 

subfloor features was implemented. The venti lator system was excavated as 

an architectural feature. Inside the ventil ator system was Burial 1 

(Feature 10), the result of post-abandonment activity. 

Although the roomblock could be generally located , the distinction of 

individual rooms was greatly complicated by post-abandonment processes. 

·The-·-s trategy· adopted involved excavating 2 by 2 m study units to remove 

all wall fall and to recover artifacts included in Stratum 1 (all disc 

zone fill more than 5 em above the prehistoric ground surface) by trowel. 

This procedure was intended to give a cl ear outline of the contiguous 

rooms within the roomblock. As this stage of roomblock excavation 

progressed, however, contig uo us walls were not observable. Though the 

outline of the roomblock was observed, the boundaries of distinct rooms 

were not; therefore, the 2 by 2 m study units were maintained as a 
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horizontal provenience within Nonstructural Unit 1 throughout the 

excavation of the roomblock. Room designations were not given until al l 

room surfaces were excavated an d wall outli nes distinquished from wal l 

fa ll and/o r disturbed plow zone. In conjunction with this procedure , room 

surfaces were traced to remnants of walls to distinguish particular rooms. 

Though plow distu rbance was extensive, art ifacts were nevertheless found 

at a common stratigraphi c level which was interpreted as the floor of the 

rooms. 

Any features detected during roomb l ock excavation were documented 

unde r the standards specifi ed in the field manu al (Kane [12]). Subsurface 

features were detected as localized stains or as loci of soft fi ll, 

depending upon the depositional process. Features were isol ated and 

bisected for internal stratigraphy. Depending upon the degree of 

post-abandonment disturbance, bulk soil and/or pollen samples were 

collected from the features. Stratigraphy of the f ill for each feature 

was mapped and photographed, follo wed by excavation of the remaini ng fill. 

All features were documented in plan and profile. All material from 

features was recovered either by trowel or one-quarter-inch mesh dry 

screening. 

· ·. ·'fhe bo rrow ·pit-midden de-posit (Feature 38) was ·sampled with 

techniques similar to those used in excavating a structure. The feature 

was defined by a 1-m-wide test trench which determined the depth,· internal 

stratigraphy, and north-south limits of the unit. A second trench along 

an east-west axis was dug to def ine the unit's boundaries and internal 

stratigraphy. Both test trenches were then documented with profile ma ps 

and photographs. Two firepits were detected in the test excavati ons. 

These features, located on the borrow surface, indicated that Feature 38 
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was used for purposes other than a borrow and midden area. Stratigraphy 

revealed only the midden de~os it, which continued very few artifacts, and 

the a cultural use surface associated with the two hearths. This surface 

was treated as an occupation surface with all artifacts within surface 

contact point located. This was done to document the spatial relati onshi p 

between the two hearths (Features 7 and 8) and the artifacts on the borrow 

surface . The mi dde n was excavated as one stratum, without screens. 

The differing locations and conditions of the two post-abandonmen t 

human burials necessitated two different excavation procedures . For 

instance, Buria l 1 was very well preserved and was interred approximately 

60 em deep in the vent shaft of Pithouse 1; Burial 2, interred in a 

shallow pit intrusive through the wall and into the floor of Rooms 2 and 

3, was fragmentary and very poorly preserved • 

Burial 1 was encountered during the excavation of the vent shaft; the 

small space (approxi ma tely 76 by 80 em) made it difficult to excavate the 

feature . The vent shaft was bisected along a vertical plane extending 

50 em to the east and west of the vent shaft . The excavation was then 

extended approximately 1 m to the south, opening up an area meas uring 1.75 

m2 . This aided in determining the dimensions of the burial pit, which 

were _wjth.in _ the _limits of the. existing vent shaft. ' Bull( .soil and pollen . ; .. . .. 

samples were taken from cranium, chest, and pelvic regions. With 

documentation of the burial completed, the remaining vent shaft fill was 

excavated in two stages . The profile plane used in the upper vent shaft 

(interment pit of Burial 1) was excavated to the base of the vent shaft, 

but confined to vent shaft boundaries. This bisect profile provided data 

on the depositional sequence below Burial 1 and was documented with a 

profile map and photographs. The remaining fill north of the profile 
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plane was excavated and the vent shaft was then mapped and photographed in 

its entirety . 

Burial 2 was detected during the excavation of Rooms 2 and 3. Burial 

2 had been i nterred in a very shallow pit wh ich intruded through the 

floors and the common collapsed wal l of Rooms 2 and 3; it was located 

predominantly in Room 3. The burial pit was detected by a textu ral 

difference between the pit fill and Bt soil horizon underlying the rooms' 

surfaces . Due to post-abando nme nt disturbances (agriculture, rodents) and 

to the proximity of the burial to surface weathering, the burial was not 

well preserved, and only cranial and tibial fragments were recovered . 

Bu rial 2 was documented by photographs an d plan an d profile drawings, in 

conjunction with standard documentation of feature fo rms, burial forms, 

an d excavation notes . No pollen or bu lk soil samples were taken due to 

the poor condition of the burial. 

Archaeomagnetic samples were taken from four f ea tures at the site, 

but none yielded feasible dates for the occ upation of the hamlet. Both 

the methodology and the results of this sampling are discussed in Appendix 

B. 

-- - -- .; 
~· .. -. 
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ARCHITECTURAL REMAINS 

Post-Abandonment Processes 

Numerous post-abandonment processes infl uenced the depositional 

setting of Pheasant View Hamlet. These will be discussed sequentially 

from abandonmen t of the hamlet throug h histori c times. 

It is inferred that at the time of abandonment, or shortly 

thereafter, the site was salvaged for wood resources . This was indica ted 

by the absence of wood or post i mpressions within the prepared postholes 

in Pithouse 1. Salvaging activity wo uld have encouraged an active 

defl ation of the prehistoric ground surface and might also explai n the 

lack of evidence for leaner posthol es on the prehistoric ground surface. 

Likewise , this would have contributed to the absence of support post molds 

in the roomb lock and partially accounted for the tumbled walls (later, 

historic agriculture wo uld be the pri mary cause of this event). 

.Five strata were identified in the fill of the pithouse at Pheasant 

View Hamlet (Figure 4.15) . The bottommost stratigraphic level (Stratum 5) 

included adobe melt which was apparently part of the earth covering for 

the roof . Some alluvial or eolian deposits we re observed in this stratum. 

This .. s~ratum _ w.as resting directly on the floor, ind_icating that Pithouse 1 

collapsed rather quickly . The three strata overlying the adobe melt 

(Strata 4-2, from bottom to top) were indicative of natural alluvial and 

eolian deposits. Strata 4-2 represent most of the fill sequences of the 

pitstructure and are primarily derived from alluvial activity. These 

three strata we re very similar in color and texture, but could be 

differentiated by compaction. Stratum 4 was mo re compacted that the upper 

strata, while Strata 3 and 2 represented a less compact deposit. 
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Figure 4.15 ~ ~ratigraphic profile of Pith ous e 1, Pheasant View Eamlet. 

(Area indicated as overexcavated was removed before 
p f tstructure wall was identified . ) 
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Stratum 1, the uppermos t level and plow zone , was a humic deposit 

resulting from decay of organic material near the surface . 

Burial 1 (Feature 10), whic h was placed in the upper 60 em of the 

vent shaft of Pithouse 1, is interpreted as a late Sagehen-early McPhee 

McPhee Phase inhumation which took place shortly after t he si te was 

abandoned. Following the structural collapse of the roomblock (a resul t 

of post-abandonment activity) Bu rial 2 was pl aced in Room 3, and 

marginally in Room 2, intruding through the wall shared by both rooms . 

Burial 2 was i nterred in a shallow-basined pit and therefore was 

susceptible to pos t- abandonment processes and scavengers , whic h 

contributed to the poor preservation of the bone . 

The deflation of the prehistori c ground surface was probably mos t 

active during the first few yea rs fo llowing the abandonment of the hamlet . 

This is based on the inference that the hamlet inhabitants removed the 

ground cover , exposing areas adjacent to the structural units. Therefore, 

until the regenera tion of ground cover the prehistoric ground surface 

would have been more susceptible to natural env i ronmental conditions than 

had surface surface cover been there. 

Rodent burrowing also had an adverse affect on site preservation, 

partj c4larly .w_here fi 11 from. burrow construction ob.scured the modern 

ground surface . Burrow intrusions and spoils were moderate on the site as 

a whole, but specifically affected Nonstructural Units 1 and 2, ~specially 

Rooms 1, 2, an d 3 and the two burials. 

Probably the most adverse post-abandonment process at the hamlet was 

the brief attempt at cultivating a rye grass crop during the 1930s. This 

act ivity caused a disc zone 10-12 em deep across most of the site and 
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approxi mately 20 em deep in the pi tstructure an d structural borrow pit 

fi ll units , where the soil structure was l ess compact and more subject t o 

a deep disc penetrati on. No plow scars were evident at the base of 

Stratum 1, indicating that only disci ng had occurred- -no pl owing. The 

discing disturbed wall r emnants in the roombl ock an d possib ly disturbed 

Buria l 2 and the floor surface of Room 5. But disci ng occurred only once 

and in conside ra tion of the type of impl ement used (a "one-way"), it is 

though t t ha t the artifacts on the prehistoric surface we re not radical ly 

displ aced . Many art i fact s were point l ocated on t he occupation su r f aces 

in Nonstr uctural Un its 1, 2, an d 5. Approxi ma tely 3-5 em of eol ian 

sedi ment had devel oped as an upper humic l ayer on t he modern grou nd 

surface since the ag ricul t ural ac tivity of the 1930s. 

Cultural Units at the Site 

Pheas ant View Hamlet represents a si ngle household cl uster occupi ed 

during the Dos Cas as Subphase (A.D . 760-850) of t he Sagehen Phase (Kane 

[9]). As defi ned by the D.A.P., a household cluster consists of a 

pits t ructure (pi thouse), a sui t e of su rface rooms ( roomblock), a cl uster 

of surface features, a midden , peripheral out door space, and assoc iated 

an~ i } } ~_ry :-te~_t_u re s (Kane [9]) .. All of these househol d cl uster attr i butes 

are demonstrated at Pheasant View Hamlet (Figu res 4.16, 4.17, and 4.18). -

These att r i butes will be discussed i n the te rms of use areas and their 

associated ac tiv iti es. 

Use areas are def i ned as discrete spatial units which served as a 

l oc us for a set of activities . These use areas are classi f ied by general 

fu ncti on and/or by architecture . The following four use areas were 
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Fi gure 4.18 Photograph-of household cluster at Pheasant View Haml et after 
excavation (D.A.P. 013211) • . 
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recognized at Pheasant View Haml et {Fi gure 4.14): Us e Area 1 includes the 

roomblock and periphe ra l surface space. Use Area 2 i s the pithouse , which 

served as the pr i mary domic il e . Use Area 3 comprises the features an d 

peripheral surface space that l ie south of the roombl ock and around the 

pi thouse . Use Area 4 con t ains mos t of Nonstructural Unit 5 and incl udes 

seven pit f eatures. 

Use Area 1 

Di mensions: 

North-south maxi mum l ength: 
Eas t -west maxi mum width : 
Total area: 

11 m 
12 m 

100 m2 

Use Area 1 consists of Nonstructural Unit 1 t o the 15 S line , i ncl uding 

the roomblock {Fi gu r e 4 . 19). All rooms were of a si milar construct i on 

style : wall s an d roof are i nferred t o have been co nstructed of j acal 

incorporated onto a basal co urse of up right sl abs. Based on t he pau city 

of wall rubb l e , the structures probably had no more than a single coarse 

of rock above the basal slab course. Althou gh no main support pos t s were 

found in the roomb l ock, it is l i kely that the roof was supported by an 

i nteri or support system. Construction of th is type was foun d at 

contemporaneous surface structures at Site MV1676, Hou se 3, Room s 1, 2, 

aod. 3_,_J1esa _V erd~ Nati onal Park {Hayes and Lancaster [13:8]). Floor 
• r• .. - - • • 

surfaces wi th in Rooms 1, 2, 3, and 4 are basined and graded up t o the 

wall. The f l oors are use-compac t ed surfaces overlying the Bt hor i zon and, 

i n some pl aces, the exposed Cca horizon. The floor of Room 5 is not 

basined, but is l evel at the top of the Bt horizon an d has a sparse amo unt 

of artifacts on t he su rface. In general, the f l oo rs wi t hin t he roomblock 

were very susceptible t o numberous post-abandonment proces ses and were in 

poor condi t ion. 
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Figure 4.19 Pl an map of Use Are a 1, Pheasant · View Eamlet . 
(Refer t o Tables 4.1 , 4 .2 , and 4 . 3 for 
numbered a rtifa ct desc r i p t i ons.) 
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Functionally, Use Area 1 was probably used for a variety of domestic 

and economic activities. The use area can be spatially broken down into 

units where different activities took place. These units are domicile, 

Room 1; Storage, Rooms 2, 3, 4, and 5; and Fea ture 39, an artifact 

concentration north of the roomblock. 

Room 1. 

Dimensions: 

North wall length: 
East wall length: 
South wall length: 
West wall length: 
Roofed area: 
Dept h of floor below 

base of wall: 

4. 7 m 
3.0 m 
4. 7 m 
2.5 m

2 14.8 m 

15.0 em 

It is inferred that Room 1 served as an ancillary domicile to Pithouse 1. 

The str ucture apparently was constructed of jacal incorporated onto a 

basal course of sandstone slabs. The floor is use compacted and might 

have been divided by a north-south partition that joined in the north wall 

at approximately the same position as the wall between Rooms 2 and 3. 

This was evident in a slight upgrading of the floor surface along a linear 

axis. Room 1 contained four features: a pit, a warming pit, a central 

hearth, and a surface bin. 

Dimensions: 

Length: 
Width: 
Depth: 

,.-· ... .. . -

50 em 
46 em 
24 em 

Feature 6 (Figure 4.20) is associated with the floor of Room 1 and lies 

approximately 20 em east of the warming pit. The pit is basin shaped and 

is constructed in the Bt soil horizon. The pit fill was a post-
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Central hearth (Feature 33), 
Room 1, Pheasant Vi ew Hamlet. 
(Cruciform trench 1ndicates 
subfl oor testing . ) (D.A.P • 
013224). 

Figure 4.20 Pit (Feature 6), Room 1, 
Pheasant View Hamlet 
(D.A.P. 005424) . 

Figure 4.22 - Storage bin (Feature 4), 
Room 3, Pheasant View 
Hamlet (D.A.P. 055417). 
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abandonment deposit. A specific function could not be determined, but due 

to ~ts proximity to the hearth, the pit might have served for storage in 

conjunction with food processing activities. Some rodent disturbance was 

observed in the feature. 

Warming Pit (Feature 31): 

Dimensions : 

Length : 
Width : 
Depth: 

47 em 
40 em 
7 em 

This feature is a shallow-basined pit that exhibited some reduction from 

heat on its sidewalls and base . Pit fill was a post-abandonment deposi t. 

It is inferred that Feature 31 served as a warming or parching pit, 

adjacent to the hearth, for food-processing activities. Some roo t 

disturbance was evident. 

Hearth (Feature 33): 

Dimensions: 

Diameter : 
Depth: 

47.5 em 
20.0 em 

The hearth is basined shaped and contained a cultural deposit of ash and 

refuse (Figure 4.21). A thin deposit of wall and roof fal l overlay the 

cultural fill. The feature is beli eved to have been used for food-. . 
"' ~ ..... ~ __ ...... --- -· .. . - . 
processing act"ivities and heating . The warming pit(.Feature 31) and the 

possible storage pit (Feature 6) may have been used in conjunction with 

the hearth. 

Surface partition (Feature 36): 

Dimensions: 

Length: 
Width: 
He ight (above surface): 

-43 -

1.7m 
0.12-0.15 m 
0.15 m 



I 
I 

' I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

• 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
f 
I 

The partition consists of a single course of angular sandstone fragments 

in a linear aJig nme nt, foo t ed approximately 6 to 8 em into the surface of 

Room 1. Due to post- abandonment processes, neither height or construction 

of the partition could be determined. Floor surfaces appeared to be the 

same on both sides of the partition, and no further basini ng of the floor 

surface was evident. The partition may have formed the south wall of a 

storage bin . Post-abandonment salvaging activities apparentl y disturbed 

Feature 36 . 

Floor artifacts : Artifacts recovered from Room 1 include flaked 

lithic items, nonflaked lithic items, ceramic sherds, and nonhuman bone 

(Figure 4 . 19 and Tab le 4.1). There were 16 flaked lithic items associated 

with Room 1, two of which were tools : one thick biface (PL 15) and one 

used core (PL 14). The flaked lithic debitage items predominantl y fa ll 

into two locations, one associated with the food-processing activity of 

the hearth , warming pit, and possible storage pit, and the second in the 

southwestern portion of Ro om 1. Several of t he flakes were dispe rsed 

ou t side the inferred boundaries of Room 1, and it is believed that 

pos t -abandonment processes, in particular discing, might have accounted 

for this. In any event, the frequency of debitage is low, and if 

intensjv~ lithic· manufacturi ng occurred in Room 1, the debitage was 

discarded in other areas of the site. 

One nonflaked lithic tool, an anvil stone (PL 76), was point located 

in Room 1, but could not be associ ated with any specific activity. 

In terms of the preliminary analysis of sherds from Room 1, 80 

percent are Early Pueblo Gray jar sherds, 6.1 percent are Early Pueblo Red 

bowl sherds, 4.6 percent are Moccasin Gray jar sherds, 3.1 percent are 
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PL # 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

9 

14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
23 
24 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
44 
45 
46 
52_ 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
60 
69 
70 
72 
73 
74 
75 
76 

Table 4.1 Point Located Artifacts in Room 1, Use Area 1, 
Pheasant View Hamlet (Page 1 of 2) 

-
Item Descri tion 
Cerami c, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Cerami c, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic , DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Cerami c, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherds (2) 
Ceramic, DL Moccasin Gray jar sherds (2) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherds (18) 
Cerami c, DL Chapin Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic, thick biface (6) 
Flaked lithic, used core (4) 
Nonflaked lithic, undifferentiated 
Nonfl aked lithic, undi f ferentiated 
Nonfl aked lithic, undifferentiated 
Cerami c, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Cerami c, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Cerami c, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Cerami c, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL Moccasin Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Red bowl sherds (2) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Red bowl sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Red bowl sherd 

-;- Fl-aked.· li-thi c debitage (1) 
Flaked li thic debitage (1) 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Nonflaked lithic, undifferentiated 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic, item misplaced 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Flaked lithic, utilized flake (2) 
Nonflaked lithic, anvil stone 
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83 
84 
85 
86 
87 
88 
89 
93 
94 
95 
96 
97 
98 
99 

100 
106 
200 

.. 
Table 4.1 Point Located Artifacts in Room 1, Use Area 1, 

Pheasan t View Hamlet (Page 2 of 2) 

I tern Description 
a e 1 t 1 c e 1 tage 

Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Fl aked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL Chapin Gray jar sherd 
Cer amic, item misplaced 
Ceramic, DL EP Red sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Corn concentration 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Nonf l aked lithic, undifferentiated 
Ceramic, DL Black-on-red sherd 

*See Figure 4.19 for artifact locations. 

( ) - Nu mber of items 
DL - Dolores Tract 
EP - Early Pueblo 

-, . . 

-46-

I 

J 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

J 
I 
I 



I 

•• I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
1e 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

•• 
I 

Chapin Gray jar sherds , and 1.5 percent are Bluff Bl ack-o n-red sherds . 

S~orage jar sherds far exceed the utilitarian bowl sherds , possibly 

reflecting the necessity for the household to maintain the appropriate 

number of storage jars to accommodate the processed foodstuffs. 

Interpretatio ns : Based on the features an d artifact populations 

point located in Room 1, it is inferred t hat a number of economic and 

domestic tasks occurring in Room 1 were si milar to tasks occurring in 

Pithouse 1. This suggests that Room 1 served in a compl ementary role as a 

dorni cil e in associ ation with Pithouse 1. This may reflect a trend 

involving a transfer of activity areas whic h became more evi dent as 

household organ i zation progressed through the Pueblo period (Hayes an d 

Lancaster [13: 182]). 

Room 2. 

Dimensions: 

North wall length: 
East wall l ength: 
South wall length: 
West wall length: 
Roofed area: 
Depth of floor below base of wall: 

2.0 m 
2.0 m 
2.4 m 
2.2 m

2 4.6 m 
10.15 m 

qoom 2 has a single feature, a surface partition (Figure 4.19); Burial 2 

was placed into the floor of Rooms 2 and 3 after abandonment of the site 

single artifact point located in Room 2 was an Early Pueblo Gray jar 

sherd. 

Surface partition (Feature 35): 

Di mensions: 

Length: 
Width: 
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The parti tion consists of stones footed in the f l oo r approxi mate ly 6-8 em 

and protruding above the f l oor approx i mately 12-15 em . It was no t 

pos sible t o determine the height of t he parti tion due to post- abandonment 

processes. A 50 em wi de ope ning in the partition wall was observed north 

of the common wall for Rooms 1 and 2. No specific functi on for the 

partition cou ld be determined; however, it is infer red , bas ed on i t s 

attributes, tha t it probably served as a division for speciali zed 

st orage. 

Interpretations: It is in ferred that Room 2 served as a storage room 

based on the following observations: (1) the typical arrangem ent of r ooms 

fo r thi s per iod is t wo (or more) back rooms, fronte d by a l arger room. 

The back rooms are i nf er red t o have been for storage and t he f ro nt r oom 

for the pri mary livi ng an d work area (Hayes and Lanc aster [13:18]). 

Since the rooms at this site di splay th is arrangement, i t is assumed they 

served t he same purpose; (2) the absence of any si gnifi cant number of 

floor artifacts su ggests that the activities which occu rred i n t he room 

did not produce arti f act ual debris. For example, in Room 1, categories of 

artifacts we re recove red from the floor which i ndicate that act iviti es 

such as lithic manufac turing and maintenance, an d food proces si ng and 

P.r:~p arati o.r1 too~ place. Rooro __ 2 1 acked arti f actu al _evi deilce of these types . ., . ~ . . 

of activities; (3) Room 2 is smaller than Room 1, an i nf erred livi ng room . 

It also lacks a hearth, which is generally considered to be nece.~ sary in a 

living room. Therefore, it is inferred that it was used for storage 

pur poses. 
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Room 3. 

Di mensions: 

North wal l length: 
East wa ll length: 
South wall l ength: 
West wa ll l ength: 
Total roofed area: 
Depth of floor bel ow wall footing: 

1.6 m 
2.2 m 

· 1. 7 m 
2.2 m

2 3.0 m 
0.15 m 

A single feature is associated with Room 3. Four sherds we re point 

located on the floor of Room 3: two we re Early Pueblo Gray jar sherds ; 

one was an Early Pu eblo Red bowl sherd; t he fourth was misplaced and 

unavai l ab le for analysis. 

Storage Bin (Feature 4): 

Di me nsions: 

Length: 
Width: 
Surface area enclosed: 

1.5 m 
0.6 m

2 0.60 m 

The storage bi n is elliptical in shape , consisting of the wes t wall of 

Room 3 and an arch of footed stones (Figure 4.22). The stones are footed 

approxi mately 6-8 em into the floor of Room 3 and protrude above the floor 

surface approximately 12-15 em. The floor within the bin is common to the 

rest of Room 3. It is inferred that the bin was used for speciali zed 

storage. No palynological samples were taken due to the _proximity to the 

m;de~n :g ~~u-nd surface , and due t o root and rodent activity. No height 

could be determined for the bin due to post-abandonment disturbances. 

Interpretations: Due to the similarity in morphological attributes 

(e.g., absence of significant numb ers of floor artifacts, location in the 

roomblock, and si ze of the room), it is inferred that Room 3 probably 

served as a storage facility in association with Rooms 2 and 4. 
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Room 4. 

Dimensions: 

North wall length: 
East wall length: 
South wall length: 
West wall length: 
Total roofed area: 
Depth of floor surface 

below footing: 

1.3 m 
2.3 m 
1.3 m 
2.0 m

2 3.0 m 

0.15 m 

The floor of Room 4 was predominantly constructed on the Cca soil horizon; 

it was no t as distinctly upgraded toward the inferred outer wall li mits as 

were the floors in Rooms 2 an d 3. No fe atures we re observed in Room 4. 

In Ro om 4, t wo flaked lithi c i tems were point l ocated ; these 

consisted of one piece of debitage and one utilized flake. 

Room 4 is also inferred to have been used as a storage facility , 

based on the si milarity in morphological attributes to Rooms 2 and 3. 

These storage rooms are remarkably similar to Rooms 2 and 3 at House Site 

MV 1676, Mes a Verde National Park (Hayes and Lancaster [13·:18]). 

Room 5. 

Dimensions: 

.. . ~ -" ':"" .: -..: :- ... 

North wall: 
South wall: 
West wall: 
Total roofed area: 

~ .Depth of fl oo.r . 
· · below wall footing: 

1.8 m 
1.6 m 
3.0 m

2 5.2 m 

0.15 m 

The design of Room 5 varies from that of the other surface rooms in the 

absence of an east wall and in a floor with less basining. Walf remnants 

enclosed the structure on the north, south, and west sides. Due to lack 

of rubble, these walls are inferred to have been made of wattle and daub 

supported by a basal course of slabs. No support posts were detected 

along any of the walls. As with the rest of the roomblock, any evidence 
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for support posts probably had been obli t erated by post-abandonmen t 

salvaging activities. The floo r is moderately comp ac t in contrast t o the 

mixed f ill within the pl ow zone. 

Four artifacts were poi nt l ocated on the floor : two Early Pueblo 

Gray jar sherds, one misplaced cerami c item , and one piece of f l aked 

1 i thi c debi tage. 

Room 5 does no t appear simi l ar in morp ho l ogical characteri sti cs 

to Rooms 2, 3, an d 4. It is inferred that t he fac i l i ty might have served 

for the storage of some no nperi shabl e items , e.g., wood, or possibly as a 

t emporary work area (one in wh ich reducti ve debri s would not be 

significant). 

Artifac t scatte r (Featu re 39). 

Inferred Dimensi ons: 

North t o south axis: 
Eas t t o wes t axis: 

4.0 m 
7.5 m 

The artifac t sca t ter, l ocat ed north of the roomblock in Use Area 1, con-

sisted of lithic and ceramic debris (Figure 4.19 an d Table 4.2). The 

center of the scatter lies 1.7 m nort h of the roombl ock (Figure 4. 19). 

There was no evi dence of walls, support posts, or a use-compacted surf ace. 

However, the high frequency of sandstone rubble occ u ~r i ng wi thin t he 
.. .... ---::;: -~ :...;, ·. : .... .... 

ar t ifact scatter is may indicate an earlier str uc tu re at t his l ocati on. 

If there was an earlier structure here, it was apparently dismantl ed, 

possibly for construction materials, and the location developed into a 

discard area. 

The following categories of cer amic sherds were point located in 

in the artifact scatter. Sixty-five percent are Early Pueblo Gray jar 

sherds, 8. 3 percent are Chapin Gray jar sherds, 1.7 percent are Moccasin 
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Table 4.2 Point-located Artifacts in Artifact Scatter (Feature 
39), Use Area 1, Pheasant View Hamlet (Page 1 of 2) 

PL #* 
122 
123 
124 
125 
126 
127 
129 
130 
131 
132 
133 
134 
135 
136 
137 
138 
139 
140 
141 
142 
143 
144 
145 
146 
147 
148 
149 
150 
151 
152 
153 
154 
155 
156 

. 157- -;-:. 
158 
159 
160 
161 
162 
163 
164 
165 
166 
167 
168 
169 
170 
171 
172 

I tem Descri tion 
Nonhuma n Bone , Sciur1dae 1 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Nonhuman Bone, Cynomys gunni soni ( 1) 
Vegetation, Pinus edulis wood 1.4 grams 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic , DL EP Red bowl sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Nonhuman Bone , Lepus californicus (2) 
Nonflaked lithic, 1tem misplaced 
No nflaked lithic, undifferentia ted 
Flaked lithic, undifferentiated 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Nonhuman Bone , Large mamm al ( 1) 
Ceramic , DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, item misplaced 
Non flaked lithic, und ifferentiated 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL Moccasin Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Red jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 

~ Ceramic, DL EP Gray. jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherds (2) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Red jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
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Table 4.2 Point-located Artifacts in Artifact Scatter (Feature 
39 ) , Use Area 1, Pheasant View Hamlet (Page 2 of 2) 

PL #* 
1 3 
174 
175 
179 
180 
181 
182 
183 
188 
191 
204 
206 

207 
208 
209 
210 
211 
212 
213 
214 
215 
216 
217 
218 
219 
220 
221 
222 
223 
224 
225 
226 
227 
228-._. 
235 
236 

I tem Description 
Cer am1c, DL EP Gray Jar s er 
Cer amic, DL EP Red jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Fl ak ed lithic debitage (2) 
Ceramic, DL EP Red bowl sherd 
Cer amic, item misplaced 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Cer amic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Fl aked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, item missing 
Fl aked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL Chapin Gray jar sherds (4) 
Cerami c, DL EP White jar sherd 
Fl aked lithic deb i tage (1) 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Fl aked lithic debitage (1) 
Ce r amic, DL Bluff Bl ack-on- red bowl sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic , DL Chapin Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Flaked l ithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic , DL EP White jar sherds (2) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Cerami c, DL EP Red bowl sherd 
Ceramic, item misplaced 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic, utilized flake 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherds (2) 
Ceramic, SJ EP White jar sherd 

- flaked li th ic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 

*See Figure 4.19 for artifact locations 

SJ - San Juan 
DL - Dolores Tract 
EP - Early Pueblo 
( ) - number of items 
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Gray jar sherds, 6.7 percent are Early Pueblo White jar sherds , 1.7 

percent are Early Pu eb lo Red jar sherds, and 5 percent are Early Pueblo 

Red jar sherds , 5 percent are Early Pueblo red bowl sherds, an d 1.7 

percent are Bluff Black-on-red bowl sherds. The proportion of sherds 

coming from storage jars (88 percent) is consistent with the trend fo r 

more jar forms than bowl forms also evi dent in Use Areas 2, 3, an d 4. 

Lithic items associated with the arti f act scatter are one utilized 

flake (PL 225) and 25 flaked lithic debitage items. It appea rs from the 

frequency of flake lithic deb i tage items that this area served as a locus 

for a mini mal degree of l ith ic manufacture, or perhaps as a discard l ocus 

for debris from li thi c manufacture in other areas of the hamlet . No 

features were internally associated with the artifact scatter. Table 4.3 

lis ts poin t located artifacts in Use Area 1 wh ich were not l ocated in 

either the rooms or the artifact scatter. 

Use Area 2/Pithouse 1 

Dimensions: 

North wall l ength: 
East wall l ength: 
South wall length: 
West wall length : 
Total roofed area: 
Greatest depth below modern ground 

· . ...,. - ;:·: --::.- - s~-.~rfac e: 

2.9 m 
2.9 m 
2.9 m 
3.0 m

2 8. 7 m 

1.5m 

Pithouse 1 (Figures 4.23 , 4.24, and 4.25) is interpreted as the primary 

domicile at Pheasant View Hamlet. Two structural surfaces were · excavated 

in association with the pithouse. Surface 1 is the floor of the Pithouse, 

and was the living surface in the structure. Surface 2 is a structural 

surface wh ich circumvents the pithouse. In profile this Surface 2 appears 

as a shallow basin which upgrades to the base of the disc zone . No 

postholes were found on this surface. However, the absence of these 
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Table 4.3 Point- located Artifacts on Occ up ation Surface of 
Use Area 1, Pheasant Vi ew Hamlet (Excludes Arti 
f acts in Rooms 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 and Feature 39 ) 

====~~=========== 

PL #* 
11 
12 
13 
21 
22 
25 
26 
41 
42 
43 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
61 
62 
63 
64 
65 
68 
92 

101 
102 
105 
107 
108 
109 
111 
113 
119 
120 
121 
128 
190 - ;:-
198 
199 
201 
202 
203 
230 
231 
232 
233 
234 

I tem Description 
Ceramic , DL B 1 uff--:8::-.--a-c,.....k --o-n---r-ed-,---,j.-a_r____,s h-e-r.....,d _________ _ 
Fl aked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Nonfl aked l ithic, undifferentiated 
Ce ramic, DL EP Gray jar sherds (5) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray j ar sherd 
Ceramic , DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Fl ak ed lithic debi tage (1) 
Ceramic, item mis pl aced 
Cer amic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Nonflaked li th ic, undifferenti ated 
Flaked li thic debitage (1) 
Fl aked lithic debitage (1) 
Flaked lithic debit~ge (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherds (3) 
Fl aked l i t hic debitage (1) 
Fl aked li th i c debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherds (2) 
Ceramic, i tem misplaced 
Nonflaked lithic, i ndeterminate 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherds (2) 
Flaked li thi c debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Nonflaked lithic, polishing stone 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL Mocc asin Gray jar sherds (2) 

-.:FTai e·d. lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL Chapin Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic, deb itage (1) 
Nonhuman bo ne Sylvilagus sp. (1) 
Nonhuman bone, 1 a r:...;g:!..:e:.....:.:.:.m=am.:..:::m~a~l ___;_:( 1~)~-------------

*See Figure 4.19 for artifact locations 

DL - Dolores Trac t EP - Early Pueblo 
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Figure 4.23 Plan map of Pithouse 1, Use Area 2, 
Pheasant View Eamlet. (Refer to 
Table 4.5 for numbered artifact 
descriptions.) 
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features might have been due to post-abandonment salvaging activities. 

This would have left the surface exposed to natural erosional agents which 

might have obscured any evidence of l eaner posts on the surface. 

The main support for the pitstructure roof was indicated by seven 

postholes associated with Surface 1. These postholes were filled with 

adobe melt and some alluvial sedi ments; none contained any wood f r agments. 

This absence of wood and/or post molds from the features is t hought to be 

due to the previously mentioned wood r esource salvaging which is inferred 

to have occurred following site aban donment. Also, the depositional 

sequence r epresented by Stratum 5 indicat ed a complete roof collapse in 

one sequence, with only a marginal amount of alluvial sedi ments present in 

the stratum. 

The walls of Pithouse 1 were probably coated with a thin slip of 

adobe. Remnants of this coating were observed only on those areas of the 

wall that roof fall had protected from erosion. 

The floor of the pithouse is a use-compacted charcoal brown sand 

approximately 3 em thick. The development of this use-compacted floor 

might be due in part to its resting on the Cca horion and in part to 

prehistoric activity which aided in winnowing off the fine sediments. The 

resul t1ng- use-compacted surface is a mixture of sand and other floor 

debris. 

Main Support Posts 

Seven postholes occurred on the floor of the pithouse (Figure 4.23); 

their di mensions are given in Table 4.4. These postholes based on their 

locations in the corners of the pitstructure (Figure 4.23), are inferred 

to have been main support postholes for a superstructure. All seven of 

these postholes are circular in plan, and rectangular and slightly basined 

-59-

I 

~ 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
~ 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

J 
I 
I 



I 

.. 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
p 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

•. 
I 
I 

in profile . All were filled with post-abandonment structural co ll apse 

debris ~ in the form of adobe melt. Fea t ure 11 (Figure 4.26) is the onl y 

posthole among the seven which was incorporated into the wingwall. There 

were two sandstone slabs fitted around the posthole whi ch seem t o have 

served as support to keep the post agains t the south part of the west 

wi ngwall. 

Table 4.4 Di mensions of Postholes in Pithouse 1, Pheasant View Hamlet 

Feature Number Di ameter (em) Dep th (em) 
24 12 8 
17 13 11 
15 15 20 
14 14 15 
20 18 22 
11 14 13 
23 20 22 

The seven main support posts apparently supported the main cross 

beams against which the l eaner posts rested . The main cross beams were 

probably overlaid with horizontal poles or brush with adobe construction 

material. Based on the depth of Stratum 5 (roof fall), the roof is 

inferred to have been 20-25 em thick . Although no ladder rests were 

detected on the pithouse floor, there were no indications of an entry 

other than one through the roof , possibly in combination with a smoke 
I .. . " -· .. ..-

• l' • - . 

. .; ........ 

hole. 

Ventilator (Feature 9) . 

Di mensions: 

Shaft: 

Length: 
Width: 
Depth bel ow modern ground 

surface: 
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Figure 4.26 Posthole (Feature 11) in 
southwest corner of Pit
house 1, Pheasant View 
Hamlet (D.A.P. 007631). 

Figure 4.28 Nonflaked li thic tool 
storage area, south of 
east wingwall, Pithouse 
1, Pheasant View Hamlet 
(D .A.P. 007630) . 

Figure 4 . 27 . Ventila tor shaft (from 
above) , Pithouse 1, 
Pheasant View Hamlet 
(D.A.P . 007619). 

Fi gure 4.29 Cental hearth (Feature 
13), Pheasant Vi ew Hamlet 
( 0. A. P. 011104) • 
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Tunnel: 
Length : 57 em 
North aperture: 

9iamete r: 35 em 
. South aperture : 

Height : 47 em 
Width: 80 em 

The ventilator (Figure 4.27) for consists of two parts: the shaft 

(vertical portion ) and the tunnel (horizontal portion). The base of the 

shaft is approximately 10 em lower than the base of the tunnel . This 

design probably served to catch any surface runoff that might have seeped 

into the ven t. A tabu lar sandstone slab approxi mately 2 em thick and 35 

by 30 em in diamete r was lying on the floor direc tly north of the vent 

openin g. This slab was probably placed over the tunnel opening to 

regulate the ai r flow through the tunnel. Five sandstone slabs, each 

ap proxi mately 3 by 25 em, were found in the lowe r 40 em of vent fill. 

These slabs might have been the remnants of a small surface superstructure 

partially covering the shaft opening. The fill of the vent was a 

post-abandonment depos it of debris resulting from structural collapse 

and alluvial and eolian deposits; about 90 em of fill had accumulated 

before Burial 1 was placed in the vent shaft. 

Deflector (Feature 37). 

Di mensions: ____ _ ..., -~ - .... 
,... .. --

Height: 
Width: 
Thickness: 

35 em 
50 em 
3 em 

The deflector is a sandstone slab that probably functioned with the 

ventilating system to divert the main current of air away from the hearth. 

This slab had been vertically footed into the floor surface and secured 

with adobe. There was no evidence of adobe on the slab above the 

footing. · 
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Wingwalls (Feature 34). 

Di mensions: 

East: 
Length: 95 em 
Width: 12-15 em 
Height: 45 em 

We st: 
Length: 110 em 
Width: 12-15 em 

45 em 

The east and west wingwalls each consist of t wo t abular sands t one slabs 

footed into the floor of t he pithouse and secured with adobe. The adobe 

served as a coating approxi mately 5-7 em thick on all faces of the sl abs. 

The wingwalls are located approxi mately 50 em north of the south wall of 

t he pitstructure (Figure 4.23). Between the wi ngwalls is a space 

ap proxi mately 95 em wide; 50 em of this space is filled by t he defl ect or, 

with a 15 em west gap and a 30 em east gap. These wingwalls form a 

partition that divides the pithouse into north and south rooms. 

South Room. 

Dimensions: 

Length: 
Width: 
Total area: 
Depth of floor from 

modern ground surface: 

3.0 m 
0.5 m

2 1.5m 

1.5m 

nie '.· s~uth-- f;oni 'is defined as the area of the main ch-amber south of the 

wingwalls (Figure 4.23). The presence of eight nonflaked lithic tools in 

the southeast corner of the south room indicate an area used for iool 

storage (Figure 4.28 and Table 4.5). These tools include five manos (PLs 

60, 61, 62, 64, and 66), one polishing stone (PL 65), one abrading stone 

(PL 63), and a metate (PL 67). The mano and metate were probably 
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associ a ted with an eco nomic food-processing activity . . A me tate fragmen t 

in the southwest corner (PL 35) was possibly associated with gr inding 

activity . A pollen sample was taken near the metate fragment , but the 

sample contained only 1 percent of Cl eome ; no other economical pollen 

types were noted (Appendix C). A frequ ency this small is not considered 

sufficient t o infe r the presence of food storage or preparation. 

The artifacts from the floor of the south room (Table 4.5), exc luding 

the cluster of nonflaked lithic tools, indicate a l ight build-up of floor 

deb ris at the ti me of abandonment. Based on the artifactual evidence, it 

appears tha t the south room serv ed as a l ithic tool storage area and 

possibly as a ancillary storage location for items other tha n food stuffs . 

The presence of the manos and metate also indicates that resource process-

ing might have taken place in this portion of the pithouse. 

North room . 

Di mensions: 

Length: 
Wi dth: 
Total floor area: 
Depth below modern ground surface: 

3.0 m 
2.4 m

2 7.2 m 
1.5m 

The northern room of the pithouse, or that area north of the wingwalls, 

served as a facility for a diverse range of economic and domestic 

a~tiVtti e~; this inference is based on the amount of floor space and on 

the presence of the hearth and other features (Figure 4.23). 

Hearth (Feature 13): 

Dimensions: 

Diameter: 
Depth: 

63.5 em 
18.0 em 

Feature 13 is a hearth with slightly convex sidewalls and a basin-shaped 

bottom. An adobe coping approximately 10-12 em wide and approxi mately 

-64-



I 
I 

•• 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
II 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I , 
I 

PL #* 
1 
2 

3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 

12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 

. . -~~ ~: 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 

Table 4.5 Poi nt - located Artifacts in Pi thouse 1, 
Use Area 2, Pheasant Vi ew Hamlet (Page 1 of 2) 

Item Descr ip t ion 
Nonf l aked l i t hic, not cu tura y modified 
Ceramic, DL Cha pin Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL Bluff Black-on-red bowl sherds (2) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Fl aked li t hic deb itage 
Ceramic, DL Bluff Black-on-red bowl sherds (2) 
Ceramic, DL Bluf f Bl ack- on-red bowl sherds (2) 
Flaked li th ic debi tage (1) 
Fl aked l ith ic debi tage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Fl aked li th ic debitage (1) 
Nonfl aked lithic, not culturally modified 
Fl aked li th ic debi tage (1) 
Nonhuman bo ne, Sciuridae (1) 
Nonhuman bone, small mamm al (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherds (3) 
Fl ak ed li th ic, utilized flake 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Fl aked lithic debitage (1) 
Flaked lithic, utili zed flake 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked li t hic debitage (1) 
Flaked lithic, utilized flake 
Nonflaked lithic, not culturally modified 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherds (2) 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Flaked lithic, used core 
Nonflaked lithic, item misplaced 
Cer amic, DL EP Gray jar sherds (2) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Fl aked lithic debitage (1) 
Fl aked lithic debitage (1) 
Flaked lithic debitage (2) 

_ .Nonfl a ked 1 i thi c, anvil stone 
·Nonfi aked lithic, not culturally modified 
Cer amic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Nonflaked lithic, metate fragment 
Flaked lithic, utilized flake 
Nonfl aked lithic, undifferentiated 
Nonflaked lithic, undifferentiated 
Flaked lithic, thick biface 
Flaked lithic debitage 
Nonflaked lithic, not culturally modified 
Ceramic, DL Bluff Black- on-red bowl sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherds (2) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Nonflaked lithic, not culturally modified 

-65-



.I 
I 
I 
I 
I_ 

I 
I 
I 
I 

• 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
f' 
I 

PL #* 

49 
50 
51 
52 
53 
54 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
60 
61 
62 
63 
64 
65 
66 
67 
68 
69 
70 
72 
73 

Table 4.5 Point-located Artifacts in Pithouse 1, 
Use Area 2, Pheasant View Hamlet (Page 2 of 2) 

Item Description 
a e 1 t 1 c e 1 tage 

Ceramic , DL Chapin Gray jar sherd 
Nonhuman bone, Sciuridae (1) 
Fl aked lithic debitage (10 
Nonflaked lithic, generalized nonflaked lithic tool fragment 
Flaked lithic deb itage (1) 
Flaked lithic, utilized flake 
Nonhuman bone , large mamm al 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP White bowl sherd 
Inorganic , Red ocher 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Nonflaked lithic, one-hand mano 
Nonflaked lithic, one-hand ma no 
Nonflaked lithic, one-hand mano 
Nonf l aked lithic, abrading stone 
Nonflaked lithic, one-hand mano 
Nonflaked lithic, polishing stone 
No nflaked lithic, notched axe 
Nonflaked lithic, metate 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Nonflaked lithic, undifferentiated 
Nonflaked lithic, undifferentiated 
Flaked lithic, thick biface 
Nonflaked lithic, not culturally modified 

*See Figure 4.23 for artifact locations. 

DL - Dolores Tract 
EP - Early Pueblo 
( ) - number of items 

. ·~ .. . .. 
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6 em high circumvented the edge of the pit (Figure 4.29). The fill of the 

feature was a cultural deposit of ash intenni xed with cha rcoal . 

The highest counts of economic pollen were recovered near the hearth : 

Cucurbita, Opuntia , Cleome, Typha, and Zea (see Appendix C for a detailed 

description) . The poll en might be assoc i ated with activities centered 

aro und the hearth and with another economic activity area northeast of the 

hearth, i ndicated by possib le adobe metate rest and a small floor storage 

cist (Feature 21). 

Storage cist (Feature 21): 

Di me nsions: 

Diameter: 
Depth: 

27.5 em 
17.0 em 

This floor storage cist is positioned approxi mately 80 em northeast of the 

hearth , approximatel y 55 em north of the east wi ngwall. The cist is 

circular in plan, with sidewalls that slope towards the bottom . The fill 

of the feature i nc luded debris resulting from structural coll apse, 

i ndi cati ng the storage ci st v1as em pty at the time of abandonment. This 

facility could have also served as a rest for a bowl or jar. 

Storage cist (Feature 18): 

Dimensions : 

.. . ..,_ --.. - - -- .·.Diamete r: 27_ em 
r • ~ --

Depth: 15.5 em 

This cist is oval in plan and basin shaped in profile. The fi 11 of the 

cist was roof fall, which indicates that the cist was open at the time of 

abandonment. No pollen samples were taken due to rodent intrusions . 

.,.. -67-
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Wall cist (Feature 19): 

Dimensions : 

Height of opening: 
Width of opening: 
Dep th into wall: 
Greates t interior height: 

18 em 
46 em 
44 em 
36 em 

The wall cist was constructed in the west wall of the pi thouse. The cist 

is slightly basined , extending approxi mately 12 em below the pithouse 

floo r. The cist is inferred to have been used for storage, possibly in 

association with activities centered around the hearth. The cist . 

contained debri s resulting from structural col l apse, wh ich indicates the 

cist was in us e at the ti me of abandonment. This cist was disturbed 

heavily by rodents; therefore, no pollen samples we re taken. 

Sipapu (Featu re 16): 

Dimensions: 

Diameter: 
Dep th: 

10 em 
16 em 

The location and size of Feature 16 suggest it served as the sipapu for 

the pithouse (Figure 4.23). The sipapu is interpreted as a floor feature 

which incorporated a symbol of the Anasazi religion into the architecture 

of the pithouse (Wormington [14:52]). No prayer stick impres sions, often 

~o~nd_ jn_ sipapus we re detected. The sipapu is circul ~~ ~ n plan and . ~· ... . . . 
rectangular in profile, with a relatively flat base. 

Floor artifacts: Twenty-two flaked lithic items were recovered from 

the north room of the pithouse (Table 4.5). The tools were point located 

and include two thick bifaces or choppers (Pls 39 and 72), and four 

utili zed flakes (Pls 14, 17, 20, and 54) and one used core (PL 25); the 

remaining 15 items we re pieces of debitage. 
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The ce r amic as semblage falls into the following categories: 50 

pe rcent of t he sherds are Early Pueblo Gray jar sherds, 10 percent are 

Chap in Gr ay j ar sherds, 35 percent are Bl uff Bl ack- on- red bowl sherds, and 

5 percent are Early Pueblo White bowl sherds. 

Two spec i mens of ani mal bone were recovered from the northern extreme 

of the pi thouse. These include the radius of an i iTTil ature squirrel (PL 50) 

an d a bone from large mamm al of indeterminate gen us (PL 55). Neither 

specimen exhibited utilization or butchering marks. 

Based on the concentration of nonflaked lithic items found in the 

south room, on the low freq ue ncy of nonhum an bone, and on palynological 

evi de nce, it is inferred t hat a large percentage of the economic 

activiti es that t ook pl ace in the pithouse i nvolv ed processing plant 

foo ds. 

Use Area 3 

Di mensions: 

Diameter: 
Total area: 

14 m 
184 m2 

Use Area 3 includes all of Nonstructural Unit 2, Nonstructural Unit 1 

south of the 15 S line, and Nonstructural Unit 5 south of the 18 S line 

(Figure 4.14). This area comprises the prehistoric ground surface 
..... .. . .. . -

adj ac·ent -t o- Pfthouse 1 (Figu re· 4.30 ). All features · detected in Use Area 3 

we re trunc ated by modern discing activities. 

Hearth (Feature 26) . 

Di me nsions: 

Di ameter : 
Depth: 

113 em 
45 em 

The side walls and base of this hearth exhibited evidence of extreme 

oxidation and reduction, indicating extensive use, perhaps as a roasting 
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pit (Fi gures 4.31 an d 4.32). The fill of the feature consisted of three 

strata . Stratum 1 was a compacted ash and charcoal matr ix approximately 

10 em thick, containing cul tural materials, i.e., ceramic sherds, nonhuman 

bone, and lithic materials. This basal stratum was overlaid with 

approximately 20 em of secondary refuse , wh ich was overlaid with a 

post-abandonment depos it of alluvial sediments. The presence of the 

secondary refuse in the fill of the feature was interpreted as i nd i cating 

a transition in use from food processing/p reparation to discard acti vity. 

Storage cist (Feature 3). 

Dimensions : 

Diameter: 
Depth : 

25 em 
11 em 

This storage cist is pos iti oned approximately 1.5 m due west of Pi thouse 

1. The storage cist was apparently used to store three notched axes 

(Figure 4.33) . The cist was detected as a textural difference between the 

pit fill and encompassing sterile Bt Hor i zon at the base of Stratum 1. 

Pit (Feature 1) . 

Di me nsions: 

Diameter: 
Depth: 

49 em 
24 em 

This pit (Figure 4.34) is positioned 3.5 m south-southwes t of the 
.. . ~ - - • - - - .... • 7-

pithou'se . -- No. burning was eviden t within the pit, no r was any function 

identified . The pit is basin shaped and was filled with eolian and 

alluvial deposits. No economic pollen was observed in the pollen sample 

(Appendi x C) . 
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Figure 4 . 31 

Figure 4.33 
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Hearth profile (Feature 26 ) , 
Use Area 3 , Pheasant View 
Hamlet (D. A. P . 01110 7) . 

Storage cist for notched 
axes (Feature 3), Use Area 
3, Pheasant View Hamlet 
(D.A.P. :'l07720) . 

I 

.. - - - - - - --

i • ) 

~,_ --~ 

? ~ 
A)t.,~• 

,.,.,: ... 
·.f.. 

/ · \1 

e 
< 

' --~ 
' 

Figure 4 . 32 l:earth overvie\v (Feature 26) , 
Use Area 3, Phe2sant View 
}-~am 1 e t ( D . A . P . ') 111 0 8 ) . 

Figure 4.34 Pit (feature 1), Use Area 
3, Pheasant View 1-it::.mlet 
(D.A.P. 005412) . 
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Pit (Feature 5). 

Di_me ns ions: 

Diameter: 
Depth: 

69 em 
11 em 

This pit is pos iti oned 2.5 m north of Pithouse 1 (Figure 4.30). The 

f eature is a shall ow- basined pit which shows no evidence of burning and 

could not be identified to a specifi c function. The fill of the pit was 

post-abandonmen t eolian and al l uvial sediments slightly intermixed with 

charcoal. 

Pit (Feature 27). 

Dimensions: 

Diameter: 
Depth: 

59 em 
14 em 

Feature 27 is a shallow- basined pit with no evidence of burning . No 

specific funct ion was identified for the pit. However, the fill of the 

pit consisted of secondary refuse, indicating the pit•s original purpose 

had been terminated and the location was then used for discard. The pit 

is located approximately 4 m east of the pi thouse (Figure 4.30). 

Floor artifacts. As indicated in Table 4.6, in Use Area 3, 79 

percent of the sherds are Early Pueblo Gray jar sherds, 1 percent is an 

E.ar lY. -;·:P.ueQ~o .Gray bowl sherd1 2 percent are Moccasin ·Gray jar sherds, 1 

percent is a r~occasin Gray bowl sherd, 7.2 percent are Early Pueblo Red -

seed jar sherds, 6.1 percent are Early Pueblo Red bowl sherds, and 1 

percent is a Bluff Black-on-red seed jar sherd. The emphasis on storing 

items is demonstrated by the high frequency of jar sherds. 

There were 79 flaked lithic items point located on the occupation 

surface in Use Area 3. Of these point locations, 90 percent are debitage 

an d 10 percent are tools. The tools recovered from this area include 
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PL #* 

10 
12 
27 
28 
29 
66 
67 
78 
79 
80 
81 
91 

103 
176 
177 
178 
185 
186 
187 
189 
193 
194 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
L . a·· . 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 

Tab l e 4.6 Point- l ocated Arti facts in Use Area 3, 
Pheasant Vi ew Haml et (P age 1 of 4) 

I tem Description 

Non structural Unit 1 

Non fl ak ed l i th i c , undifferentiated 
Fl ak ed lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked li thic debi t age (1) 
Flaked li thic, thick biface 
Cer amic , DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray j ar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray j ar sherd 
Ceramic , DL EP Gray j ar she rd 
Ce ramic , DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Nonfl aked li thi c, i ndetermi nate 
Fl aked li th ic debi tage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gr ay jar she rd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray j ar sherd 
Flaked lithic deb i tage (1) 
Ceramic, DL Pi edra Bl ack-on-wh i t e j ar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Red bowl sherd 
Fl aked li thic~ thick biface 
Fl aked li th ic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gr ay j ar sherd 

Nonstructu ral Unit 2 

Ce r amic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Red j ar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Red bowl sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Red bowl sherd 
Fl ak ed lithic debitage (2) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 

_Fl ake9 1 i t hi c debi_,t(ige (1) 
·· ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 

Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Nonfl aked li t hic, notched axe 
Non fl aked lithic, notched axe 
Nonf laked lithic, notched axe 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar she rds 
Fl aked li t hic debitage (1) 
Fl aked lithic debitage (1) 
Cer amic, item mispl aced 
Flaked li t hic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Fl aked li t hic debi tage (1) 
Fl aked lithic debi tage (1) 
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PL #* 

23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
53 
54 

- 55 - -;. 

56 
57 
58 
59 
60 
61 
62 
63 
64 
65 
66 
o7 
68 
69 

Table 4.6 Point-located Artifacts in Use Area 3, 
Pheasant Vi ew Hamlet (Page 2 of 4) 

Item Descriptio n 

Nonstructural Uni t 2 (cont.) 

Flaked lithic deb itage (1) 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Flaked li th ic, uti li zed fl ake 
Ceramic , DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Flaked li thic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, item misp l aced 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked li thic, thin biface 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherds (3) 
Ceramic, DL EP Red jar sherd 
Flaked lith ic, notch 
Cerami c, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Flaked li thi c debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, item mi spl aced 
Inorganic, fossilized shell fragment 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 

Yia.k"e<1 .li thic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, item mis pl aced 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, item mis placed 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
~eramic, DL EP Red seed jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
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Table 4.6 Point-located Artifacts in Use Area 3, 
Pheasant View Hamlet (Page 3 of 4) 

Item Description 

Nonstructural Unit 2 (cont.) 

70 Flaked li thic deb itage (1) 
71 Flaked lithic, th ick biface 
72 Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
73 Ceramic , DL EP Gray jar sherd 
74 Flaked l ithic debitage (1) 
75 Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
76 Ceramic , DL EP Gray jar sherds (2) 
77 Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
78 Cerami c, DL EP Red bowl sherd 
79 Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
80 Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
81 Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
82 Flaked li th ic debitage (1) 
83 Ceramic , DL EP Gray jar sherd 
84 Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
85 Flaked li th ic debitage (1) 
86 Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
87 Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
88 Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
89 Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
90 Non flaked lithic , undifferentiated 
91 Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
92 Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
93 Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
94 Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
95 Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
96 Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
97 Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
98 Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
99 Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 

100 Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
- 101-~ .- --- £erami c, DL EP Pi edra Black-on-white jar sherd 

102 Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
103 Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
104 Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
105 Non flaked lithic, generalized nonflaked lithic tool 
106 Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
107 Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
108 Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
109 Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
110 Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
111 Ceramic, DL EP Red jar sherd 
112 Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
113 Flaked lithi c , utilized flake 
114 Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
115 Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
116 Ceramic, item misplaced 
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117 
118 
119 
120 
121 
122 
123 
124 
125 
126 
127 
128 
129 
130 
131 
132 
133 

50 
51 
52 
53 
54 
72 
73 
74 
75 
76 
77 
78 
79 
99 

100 
103 

. 104- -
105 ,. 
106 
107 
108 
109 
110 
111 
112 
113 
114 

Table 4.6 Point-located Artifacts in Us e Area 3, 
Pheasant View Hamlet (Page 4 of 4) 

Item Description 

Nonstructural Unit 2 (cont.) 

Flaked lithic deb itage (1) 
Flaked lithic, utilized flake 
Ceramic , DL EP Gray jar she rds (2) 
Ceramic , DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic , DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic , DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1 ) 
Ceramic, DL EP Red bowl sherd 
Ceramic, DL Bluff Black-on-red bowl sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Red jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Red bowl sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Red bowl sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherds (2) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray indeterminate sherd 

Nonstructu ral Un it 5 

Fl aked lithic, item mi splaced 
Fl aked lithic debitage (1) 
Nonflaked lithic 
Flaked lithic, utilized flake 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Fl aked lithic debitage (1) 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 

- :F1ak~d lithic debitage (1) 
Flaked lithic debita~e (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray Jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Flaked lithic debitage (2) 
Flaked lithic deb ita~e (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray Jar sherd 
Cerami c, item mis placed 
Ceramic, item mis placed 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherds (2) 
Ce ramic, item mis laced 

*See Figure 4.30 for artifact locations. 

DL - Dolores Tract EP - Early Pueblo ( ) - number of items 
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three utilized flakes, a thin biface, three thick bifaces, and a notch . 

No nonflaked lithic items were recovered. 

Use Area 4 

Di mensions: 

North-south diameter (max i mum): 
East-west diame ter (maximum): 
To t al area: 

10 m 
8 m

2 53 m 

Use Area 4 (Figure 4.35) includes Feature 38 (borrow area), seven 

pit features , and peripheral surface space and is located in the northeas t 

central portion of the hamlet . Activities inferred to have taken place in 

Use Area 4 are pri marily economic: construction resource borrowing, food 

processing, li th ic ma nufacture, and refuse discard. These activities will 

be discussed in terms of two locations within Use Area 4. The first locus 

is Feature 38, a borrow pit. The second locus is defined as a cluster of 

four pits constructed near a warming or parching pit (Feature 2). This 

~ cluster of features is located approximately 1.5 m north of the borrow 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
f' 
I 

pit. 

Borrow pit (Feature 38). 

Dimensions: 

Length: 
Width: 
Depth: 

· , -· -- .· - ~ - ·Total area: 

4.5 m 
3.5 m 
0.25 m

2 15.75 m 

Feature 38 is inferred to have originated as a borrow source for clay 

which was processed into adobe for use in the construction of the ·jacal 

walls and roofs in the roomblock and in the superstructure of Pithouse 1. 

Adobe was also used in the plastering of the pithouse walls, wingwalls, 

hearth, and in structural repairs. The need for the borrow is probably 

related to the household cluster being situated on the eroded Bt horizon 
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Figure 4 . 35 Plan map of Use Are a 4 , Phe asant Vie w Eaml et. 
(Refer to ~ables 4.7, 4.8, and 4.9 for 
numb ered artifact des criptions . ) 
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and deflated Cca horizon, with the Cca horizon being the dominant horizon 

impacted during the construction of Pi tho use 1. The Cca horizon clay is 

too high in carbonates, too brittle, and too bulky to be a good clay 

source for adobe (V. Clay, personal commun ication). The borrow is located 

where the Bt Horizon has accumulated from upslope erosion and has 

sufficient depth for exploitation as a clay source for adobe . 

Following the prehistoric excavation of the borrow to a depth of 

approximately 40 em below the prehistoric ground surface and encompassing 

a 3.5 by 4.5 rn area, the emphasis in usage changed from a borrow area to 

an economic food-processing loci, evidenced by t wo hearths . This was 

followed by the development of the borrow into a midden area . The use of 

Feature 38 as a borrow probably was maintained intermittently (depending 

upon the need for adobe) throughout the occupation of the site until such 

a time that midden deposition in the borrow wou ld have become an obstacle 

to clay recovery . No secondary borrow area .,.,as detected at the hamlet . 

Hearth (Feature 7): 

Dimensions: 

Diameter: 
Depth : 

45 em 
15 em 

The hearth is a circular basin-shaped pit which exhibited some reduction 

arid' oxldation ·tin· the sidewalls an d base. The pit cofi'tained secondary 

refuse, possibly the result of discard activity within the borrow. The 

hearth probably served in food-processing activities prior to the use of 

the borrow area as a midden (Figure 4.36) . 

Hearth (Feature~): 

Dimensions : 

Diameter: 
Depth: 
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~ igure 4.37 Warming pit (Feature 2) , Use Area 4, 
_Pheasant Viev7 Haml;:>:t (:{eature number 
photo board i~ i~correct) (D . A.P . 
005414). 

Figure 4.36 Hearths (Features 7 and 8), Use Area 
4, Pheasant View Hamlet (D.A.P . 
005427). 

- - - - - ---

Figure 4.38 Pit (Feature 30), Use Area 
4, Pheasant Vi ew Eamlet 
(D.A.P. 013203). 
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The hearth is a circular basin-shaped pit, al most identical to Feature 7. 

The f ill of the Feature 8 was al so secondary refuse representative of the 
-

discard phase of the borrow . Both hearths have similar attributes and are 

considered to have had similar functions. The fi ll of both features was 

predominatel y cultural discard refuse with ash and charcoal present only 

along the base of the f eatures. Both hearths probably represent locations 

of food preparation at the hamlet (Figure 4. 35). 

Artifacts: Based on the frequency of artifacts found on the surface 

of the borrow pit (Tab 1 e 4. 7) and the amount of secondary refuse in the 

hearths, it is inferred that the construction and food processing 

activities took place early in the habitation ; later th is area was used as 

a discard area . 

On the surf ace of the borrow pit , 35 sherds were point l ocated. 

Seventy-one percent are Early Pueblo Gray jar sherds, 2.8 percent are 

Chapin Gray jar sherds , and 26.7 percent are Early Pueblo Red sherds. Jar 

sherds accoun t for 80.0 percent, seed jar sherds account for 2.8 percent, 

and bowl sherds account for 14.3 percent. The economic storage 

interpretation appears to be reinforced in the ratio of jar sherds to bowl 

sherds. 

Fourteen flaked lithic items were point located o~ __ the surface of the 
-- .... - -..: : .... 

borrow pit . One was a thin biface and the remaindeir 'we re debitage. Few 

nonflaked lithic items were found on the surface of the borrow. 

Warming pit (Feature 2) . 

Dimensions: 

Length: 
Width: 
Depth: 
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PL #* 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
30 
3L_ 
42 -
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 

101 
102 

Table 4.7 Point-located Artifacts in Borrow Pit (Feature 38), 
Use Area 4, Pheasant View Hamlet 

Item Description 

Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Nonflaked li th ic, undifferentiated 
Ceramic, DL EP Red bowl sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherds (2) 
Ce ramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL Ch ap in Gray seed jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked li th ic debitage (1) 
Flaked li thic debita~e (2) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray Jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Nonf l aked li th ic, undifferentiated 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherds (2) 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Red jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Flaked lithic, thin biface 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Red bowl sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debita~e (1) 
Ceramic, DL · EP Gray Jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Red bowl sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Red jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramici DL EP Red bowl sherd 
Flaked ithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Red jar sherd 

__ ceramic, DL EP Red . bowl sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Red figurine sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Nonflaked lithic, undifferentiated 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherds (2) 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 

*See Figure 4.35 for artifact locations. 

DL - Dolores Tract EP - Early Pueblo ( ) - number of items 
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Located north of the borrow pit is an economic activity area represented 

by a cluster of three features : a warming or parching pit, and two 

unspecified pits {Features 28 and 29). 

The wanning pit {Figure 4.37) is a large shallow basin-shaped pit 

that exhibited some oxidation and reductio n along the feature's base; 

approximately 20 fire-cr ac ked rocks were fo un d in the pit. The pit is 

interpreted as functioning as a warm ing or parching pit for food 

preparatio n. The fill of the wanning pit was a cultural deposit of 

primary refuse overlaid with eolian and alluvial sediments . The feature 

is interpreted as being operational at the time of abandonment . Two other 

pitfeatures whi ch are peripheral to the warm ing pit are interpreted as 

facilities involved in the foo d-process ing activity centered around the 

warming pit . Table 4.8 lists artifacts point-located in the warm ing pit . 

Pit {Feature 28) . 

Di mensions: 

Length: 
Width : 
Depth: 

1.6m 
1.2m 

16 em 

This pit is oval in plan and very shallow in profile, with basin-shaped 

sidewall s. A specific function for the pit could not be determined, but 

due .tp . i .ts pr~ximity to the wa rming pit {directly adjacent, to the 

northeast) it is inferred to have been used in conjunction with the 

economic activity performed at Feature 2. The pit was filled w~th a mixed 

deposit of sparse amoun ts of cultural material and eolian and alluvial 

sediments . 
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PL #* 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 

Table 4.8 Point-located Artifacts in Warming Pit 
(Featu re 2) , Use Area 4, Pheasant View Hamlet 

Item Description 
CeramiC, DL EP Gray Jar sher 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Flaked lithic deb itage (1 ) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherds (2) 
Vegetal, Artemisia/Chrysothamnus wood (1.0 grams charred) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherds (2) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Red bowl sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Nonhuman bone, Sciuridae (1 ) 
Ceramic , DL EP Red jar sherd 
Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd (1) 
Flaked l ithic debitage (1) 

*See Figure 4.35 for artifact descr i ptions. 

DL - Dolores Trac t 
EP - Early Puebl o 
( ) - number of items 

.. . ..... -- ~ - - .... .,. •. -.. 
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Pit (Feature 29 ). 

Di me nsions : 

Diameter : 
Depth : 

54 em 
7 em 

This pit is a circular shallow-basined pit positioned 1.2 m northeast of 

the warming pit . The fill of the pit was a sp arse amount of cultural 

material intermixed wi t h eol ian and alluvial sedi ments. No spec ific 

function was de termined for the pit, but due to its location in 

relationship to t he other pit and warming pit , it is inferred that Feature 

29 was associ at ed with the activities that were performed at this cluster 

of pits . 

Other Features . Two other features are associated with Use Area 4; 

both are pits not specified to function and are located in the northeas t 

portion of Use Area 4. 

Pit (Feature 30). 

Dimensions : 

Diameter: 
Depth: 

43 em 
6 em 

Feature 30 is a circular shallow-basined pit with no indication of 

burning (Fi gure 4.38). No specific function was determined for the 

feature . __ ~Tlle..fj ll of the pit _was a mixed depos it of_-_cul'tural material and 
. ~· .. -... . . 

wind- and water- laid sediments. This pit lies in the extreme northern 

edge of Use Area 4. 

Pit (Featu re 32): 

Dimensions: 

Diameter: 
Depth: 

-86-
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Feature 32 is a circular shallow-basined pit with no indication of 

burning . The fill of the pit was a mixed deposit of cultural material and 

wind- and water-laid sedi ments . No specific function was determined for 

the feature. 

Artifacts . The point- located artifact assemblage of Use Area 4, 

excluding Features 2 and 38, included 36 sherds (Table 4.9). Of these , 

77.1 percent are Early Pueblo Gray ware jar sherds, 5.7 percent are red 

ware seed jar sherds, 2.9 percent are red ware bowl sherds and 5.7 percent 

are Chapin Gray seed jar sherds . These data support the haml et-\'li de trend 

of more jar sherds than bowl sherds . 

Exclusive of Features 2 and 38, 13 flaked lithic items were point 

located in Use Area 4, of whic h 2, or 15.4 percent are tools. The tools 

were one utilized flake, and one side-notched, short-stemmed proj ectile 

point . The latter is of a type similar to Form C identified at Badger 

House (Hayes and Lancaster [13:144]) . No nonflaked lithic items were 

recovered from the occupation surface in Use Area 4. 

Other Features at the Site 

A single isolated pit feature was excavated southwest of the central 

area of the household cluster . 

.. , ..... _ _ _pit_ (Eeature 12) • 

Dimensions: 

Length: 
Width: 
Depth: 

3.0 m 
3.2 m 
30 em 

Feature 12 is located 13m southwest of the pithouse (Figure 4.5). The 

feature is a large irregular pit which showed little evidence of burning 

on its surfaces. The fill of the feature consisted of post-abandonment 

eolian and alluvial deposits and two items of debitage; no other artifacts 

-87-



I 

•• 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

• 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
f 
I 

Table 4.9 Point-located Artifacts on Occu pation Surface of Use 
Area 4 (Excluding Artifacts in Features 2 and 38) 

PL #* Item Description 
2 

49 
55 
56 
57 
58 
59 
61 
62 
65 
66 
67 
68 
69 
70 
71 

a e 1 t 1 c e 1 tage 
Flaked lithic deb itage (1) 
Flaked li thic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Red i ndeterminate sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Red jar sherd 
Flaked li thic, uti li zed flake 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
Fl aked li thic debitage (1) 
Flaked li thi c debitage (1) 
Fl aked lithic debitage (1) 
Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherds (3) 
Ceramic, DL EP Red bowl sherd 

80 Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherds (3) 
81 Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherds (3) 
82 Ceramic, DL Chapin Gray seed jar sherds (2) 
83 Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
84 Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
85 Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
86 Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
87 Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
88 Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
89 Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
90 Flaked lithic debitage (1) 
91 Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
92 Ceramic, DL EP Red jar sherd 
93 Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
94 Flaked lithic, side-notched projectile point 
95 Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 
96 Ceramic, DL EP Gray indeterminate sherd 

, 9..7 --.·: -..: .:Cer.a111 i c, i tern misplaced 
98 • Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherd 

116 Ceramic, DL EP Gray jar sherds (2) 
117 Flaked lithic debitage (1) 

*See Figure 4.35 for artifact descriptions. 

DL - Dolores Tract 
EP - Early Pueblo 
( ) - number of items 
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were recovered . No specific purpose could be determined for the feature , 

and due to its depositional attributes some problems were encountered in 

determining if the pit had been constructed prehistorically in context 

with other units in the househol d cluster. The feature lacked a compacted 

matrix of charcoal and ash , whic h wo uld normally be associated with a 

heating facility; therefore, it i s assumed that th is feature was not used 

for heating purposes . No other features or material culture were found in 

association with the feature . 

-- .... -- .... :r• .. - -
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MATERIAL CULTURE 

With the exception of Burials 1 and 2, which represen t separate 

pos t-occupational episodes, all artifacts recovered during the excavation 

of Site 5MT2192 are interpreted as representing the material culture of a 

single househo ld l ate in the Sagehen Phase. The depositional setting of 

Burials 1 and 2 suggests these interments probably occurred several years 

after the haml et was abandoned, either later in the Sagehen Phase (A.D. 

600-850 ) or early in the McPhee Phase (A.D. 850-975). 

The artifacts will be discussed at the total site l evel. Add itional 

detail can be found in the technical appendixes (D through G). Results of 

vegetal specimen analysis, not discussed here , can be found in Appendix H. 

Cerami cs 

The ceramic assemblage recovered at Site 5MT2192 is predominated by 

gray wares, particularl y Early Pueblo sherds (Appendi x D). These sherds 

represent body sherds, which , because of the absence of a rim and coiling 

or fillets, can not be more specifically typed. The high proportion of 

the assemblage represented by gray wares is typical for an Anasazi hamlet 

profile and generally indicates an emphasis on storage and other .. ~ -" ..- - ~· - .. . . -... ... 

utilitarian activities . The presence of the Moccasin sherds is inter-

preted as indicating a temporal setting of A.D. 775 to 900; the occupation 

of Pheasant View Hamlet is estimated to have occurred at the earlier end 

of this range (A.D. 775-825). 

The remainder of the assemblage consists red and white wares, with 

the white wares l ess specifically typed as Early Pueblo White. Whi le some 

of the red wares are more specifically typed as Bluff Black-on-red, the 
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r emainder are typed l es s spec i fica lly as Early Pueblo Red. With no 

specific type recogni zed for the white wa res, i t is inferred that t hese 

sherds came from either Chapin and/or Pi edra Black-on-white vessel s, or 

from unpainted white wares. These white ware types t emporally co i ncide 

with t he Moccasi n, Ch api n, and Bl uff Bl ack-on-red sherds, with Bluf f 

Bl ack-on-red ceramics appearing by A.D. 800. The red and white wares are 

interpreted as representing domestic ac tivi t i es such as serv i ng and foo d 

preparation . The domestic interpretation of these red and white wares 

is supported by t he occu rre nce of t hese items i n the domestic structures 

such as Pi thouse 1 an d Room 1. 

The presence of the Bl uff Bl ack- on-red sherds (A . D. 800 t o 900) 

suggests a l ater tempo ral setti ng than do the Moccas in Gray Wares. The 

absence of Mancos Gray Wares from the assembl age suggests the haml et was 

abandoned before A.D. 850 . The refore, based on the ceramic assemblage it 

ap pears the haml et was occupi ed between A.D. 775 and 825. 

Li thi cs 

Lithic items recovered during t he excavation of Pheasant View Hamlet 

were separated into two reductive-technologi cal categori es. I tems 

cul turally produced by flaking comprise the flaked li th ic · tools and 
- ~ ...... -;: ... =' -,;: . .. . . 

deb i tage , whil e i terns primarily produced and/or used by exerting 

horizontal press ure were analyzed under nonfl aked t ool sys t em. 

Generally t he li th ic assemblage at Site 5MT2192 is dominated by 

flake d l ithi c debitage i tems whi ch represent the debris produced du ring 

the manufactur ing of f l aked and some nonfl aked tools . The fl aked lithic 

tools represent a expedi ent tool technology (Appen dix E), with most of the 

items produced by a margi nal amo unt of facial decorti f icati on (i.e., 
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utilized flakes comprise 41 percent of flaked tool assemblage with 27 

percent of the flaked tool s having cortex on their dorsal surface). In 

both the flaked tool an d debitage assemblages roughly half the items are 

very fine-grained materials with the remainder either fine-grained or 

microcrystalline materials. These items generally represent material s in 

secondary refuse contexts outside of the roomblock and pithouse . Figure 

4.39 illustrates the whole projectile points recovered at the site . 

The high ratio of nonfl aked tools to fl aked tools (Appendix E) is 

inferred t o indicate a heavier emphas is on plant food-processing. In 

general, the nonflaked tools are items wh ich were produced f rom nodules 

with no production input; only 25 percent of the nonfl aked assemblage is 

represented by items with moderate-to-high production input. Forty-seven 

percent of the nonflaked tools were discarded or abandoned as compl ete 

i tems, wh ich probably is reflective of those items produced from nodules. 

Five whole axes were recovered at the site and are illustrated in Figure 

4.40 . 

The lithic tool assemblage at Pheasant View Hamlet represents a 

expedient (low-input) tool technology with a emphasis on tools associated 

with plant food-processing. 

... . " -~ ; --~- - . . 

Faunal Remains 

The relatively small size of the faunal assemblage at Pheasant View 

Hamlet might be attributed to several factors. The absence of bone tools 

is probably due to the mode of abandonment . There were no i ndications 

that abandonment was catastrophic; therefore, it is possible that bone 

tools were taken with the occupants. In addition, mea t may have played a 

subordinate role to the protein provided from plant food sources of both 
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Figure 4.39 Whole ~~ojecti l e poi nts recovered at Pheasant View Hamlet: (A ) 
modern ground surface, 4 by 4 m gri d, lOS, 28E; (B) Stratum 1, 2 by 
2 m·grid, lOS, 36E ; (C ) St~atum 1, 2 by 2 .m grid, 8S, 38E; (D) Pl 
94, Surface 1, Nonstructural Unit 5-(D .A. P. 109301). 
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Figure 4. 40 Whole stone axes recovered at Pheasant Vi ew Hamlet: (A) st orage 
cist (Feature 3), Wse Area 3; (B) modern ground surface, 4 by 4 m 
grid, 205, 36E ; (C) pithouse floo r, PL 66; (D) storage cist 
(Featu re 3 ), Use Area 3; (E) st orage cist (Feature 3) Use Area 3 
(O .A.P. 115201) . 
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cultigens and wild plant foods. In the midden deposit excavated from 

Feature 38 (the borrow pit), only one faunal speci men was recovered, sug-

gesting that the inhabitants were not using animals as a protein source or 

that they were utilizing most of the skeletal remains afterwards . Another 

factor that might have contributed to absence of faunal remains is the 

prehistoric presence of scavengers such as rodents, avifauna, and domestic 

dogs. Although no definite expl anation can be given for the low frequency 

of faunal remains, a likely reason would be a heavier dependence upon 

cultigens and wild plant foods than on small and large game . For the 

analytical description of faunal remains at Pheasant View Hamlet refer to 

Appendix F. 

Human Remains 

Two hum an burials were recovered from excavations at Pheasant View 

Hamlet; for detailed analysis refer to Appendi x G. 

Burial 1 (Feature 10). 

Chamber Dimensions : 

Length: 
Width : 
Depth 

75 em 
70 em 
68 em 

~u.riJ1.9 . the _ exca.vation of the. vent shaft (Feature 9l . Burial 1 was 
• I'" .. _, ' • 

encountered (Figures 4.41, 4.42 , an d 4.43) . Buri al 1 is the nearly 

complete skeletal remains of an adu l t male (age 27-35) i n a good state of 

preservation . Only marginal post-mortum damage had scarred the bone . 

This damage was confined to rodent activity, which was responsible for the 

displacement of the cranium approximately 20 em to the south and for the 

absence of some small facial bones, several small foot bones , and bones of 

the right forearm and hand . Red stains were apparent on the left hand and 
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Figure 4.41 Burial 1, Pithousc 1, 
Pheasant View l-Iamlet 
(looking south) (D.A.P. 
007605). Soutl1 half of 
vent shaft has been en
larged to aid in removal 
of the burial f 

- • - - - - - - ---

Figure 4.42 Burial 1, Pithouse 1, Pheasant 
Vi e\v Ham 1 e t ( D . A . P . 0 0 7 6 0 6 ) . 

Figure 4 .l~3 Burial 1, Pithous e 1, Pheasant 
View Hamlet. Note cranium in 
lower center of photograph. 
(D.A.P. 007608). 
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foreleg. These stains are probably indicative of red ocher usage, 

implying the performance of a ritual with the interment of the burial. 

Burial 1 was interred as a primary inhumation in a semiflexed 

position, in the upper 60 em of the vent shaft of Pithouse 1. Four 

sandstone slabs approxi mately 25 em in diameter and 3 em thick were used 

to line the sidewalls of the burial pit. There was no evidence of grave 

goods associated with Burial 1. The cranium displays lambdoidal 

flattening. Also present were pathological indications of an unspecified 

joint disease, perhaps resulting form severe trauma. 

From t he following observations, it is inferred that the inhumation 

of Burial 1 had taken place soon after Pheasant View Hamlet was abandoned 

and was probably the mortuary activity of a r•tcPhee Phase (A.D. 850-975), 

West Sagehen household: (1) the deposition of the burial within the 

original boundaries of the vent shaft, without modification of the shaft; 

(2) while 90 em of fill had accumulated in the vent shaft prior to the 

inhumation, much of this might have been the result of post-abandonment 

salvaging activities; (3) there was only marginal erosive action to the 

sidewalls of the vent shaft prior to interment; and (4) the cranium 

exhibits lambdoidal flattening, a cultural trait common to the Pueblo 

T,r~di_!.t9'l.J !Jormi. ngton [14 J). . .,.. ... _.., . . 
Burial 2 (Feature 25) 

Dimensions: 

Length: 
Width: 
Depth below floor surface: 

1 m 
51 em 
6 em 

Burial 2 is the fragmentary skeletal remains of a child approximately 

4-6 years old (Figure 4.44). Only fragments of the cranium and tibia were 

recovered. The burial was interred in a shallow-basined pit approximately 
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Figure 4.44 Burial 2, Rooms 2 and 3, Pheasant View Hamlet (D.A.P. 007717). 
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8 em deep , l ocated predominantly in Room 3 (Figure 4.19) . The burial ha d 

been greatly distu rbed by post-abandonment processes, especially rodents 

and/or other scavengers. 

Burial 2 is interpreted as a pos t -abandonment activity in that the 

burial pit is intrusive through structural collapse debris, including the 

collapsed wall common to Rooms 2 and 3. An intrusion of this nature could 

only occur fo llowing the structural coll apse of that portion of the 

roombl ock. There were no grave goods associated with the burial . The 

inhumation of Burial 2 might have been performed by a neighboring 

household associated with the McPhee Phase , perhaps in conjunction with 

Burial 1. 
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CONCLUSIONS 

Chronology 

Site 5MT2192 is interpreted as a single household habitation 

occupied during the middle portion of the Dos Casas Subphase (A.D. 

760-850) of the Sagehe n Phase. The contiguous architecture of the surface 

rooms and the upri ght slab wall footings indicate a temporal setting of 

A.D . 780-825 in the West Sagehen Community (A. Kane, personal 

communication) . The ceramic profile of the site suggests occupation 

between A.D. 750-850; however , the presence of Moccas in Gray ceramics 

suggests occupation no earlier than A.D. 775 (Appendix D). Together, the 

presence of t~occa s in Gray ceramics and the absence of any si gni fi cant 

horizontal coursing in the contiguous surface rooms suggest an occupation 

between A.D. 775 and 825 . 

Based on the frequency of artifacts, the absence of major remodeling 

in the structural units, and the volume and contents of the midden 

deposit, it is inferred that the habitation was occupied for a period of 

less than 15-20 years. 

Adaptation and Economy 

It is inferred that Pheasant View Hamlet represents a year-round 

habitation located near garden and/or agricultural plots. This infe rence 

is based on the presence of both domiciliary and storage facilities at the 

site, the proximity of the site to soils of good agricultural po tential, 

and the emphasi s on plant-food processing indicated by the lithic tool 

assemblage. The inhabitants probably also exploited locally available 

faunal and avifaunal resources, as well as certain seasonally available 

nondomesti c plant foods. 
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Paleodemography 

In considering the total roofed area provided in the roomblock, 

Room 1 as a living room would have provided 14.8 m2 of floor space; 

Rooms 2, 3, and 4, serving as storage rooms, would have provided a total 

of 10.6 m2 of floor space; and Room 5 would have provided 5.2 m2, 

yielding total floor space of 30.6m2. 

Based on Casselberry's formula of one-sixth the total roofed living 

and storage space (Birkedal [15]), Pheasant View Hamlet is inferred to 

have been inhabited by a single household , probably a nuclear family 

consisting of five or six individuals . The imp l ementation of this formula 

was slightly modified so as not to duplicate primari ly living floor space 

in Room 1 and Pithouse 1. Therefore, the total roofed floor space for the 

household is approximately 43 m2, minus the 9 m2 of Pithouse 1, or 34 

m2. According to Casselberry ' s formula , a floor area of 34m2 

indicates a population of 5.6 individuals (Birkedal [15]) . 
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APPENDIX A 

GEOLOGY REPORT FOR PHEASANT VIEW HAMLET 

by 

Richard Glaser 
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Site 5MT2192 is situated on the crest of a hill on the toe of a 

southfacing dip slope. It is bounded to -the east and west by arroyos. A 

backhoe trench was dug from the east edge of the site across the arroyo to 

the east. The trench is approxi mately 45 m long and 1-2 m deep. Three 

profile descriptions were made and give a good control on the indigenous 

soil. 

The soil mapped for this area is the Sagehen soil, a Paleosol (old 

soil) buried by slope wash and arroyo fill. The original A horizon for 

the Paleosol has been incorporated into the Bt horizon (high clay content, 

highly structured) and is evident as a humic zone in the upper part of the 

Bt horizon. The new slope wash and arroyo fill functions as the present A 

horizon (poorly structured humic horizon). The C horizon is below the Bt 

horizon and is composed of sandy loams with well-developed carbonates 

(Cca). This sand is residual weathered sandstone. 

At the crest of the hill where the site is situated, some to all of 

the Bt horizon has been eroded away and the Cca horizon has been exposed. 

This could not be seen until excavation was well underway and the A 

horizon had been removed. The exposed Cca horizon could be seen as a 

white circle of carbonates surrounded by the partially eroded Bt horizon. 

The pithouse at Pheasant View Hamlet had been dug into the Cca 

horizon. The carbonates had formed a crust on the walls of the structure 

due to differences between the fill and the soil, and the effect it has on 

water percolation and deposition of carbonates in the soil. The 

pitstructure's floor is also made of this sand, but the carbonates could 

not be seen until the sand dried. 

-103-



I 
I 

•• 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
~ 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
f 
I 

The location of Pithouse 1 at Site 5MT2192 is typical in that it is 

located on the crest of a hill; this provides good drainage and a good 

overall view of the environment in which it is situated. It is not 

typical in that it is built into a calcareous sandy soil horizon and, 

altho ugh this provides good material for stable walls, most of the other 

pitstructures in this area are built into noncalcareous Bt horizons (such 

as Site 5MT2193 and Site 5MT2235). 

The arroyo to the east of the site is ep hemeral and will not supply 

water except during early spring runoff. The arroyo to the west was still 

wet at the end of September 1979, but was not flowing. There is a seep 

further south, down the arroyo, but this may be affected by a modern 

sedi ment t r ap (check dam) just upslope that may be acting as a temporary 

aquifer. 
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Arch aeomagnetic dating is a relatively recent chronometric method 

employed by archaeologists. Archaeomagnetism is based on the -fact that 

burned mat erial can record the direction of the earth 's magnetic field at 

the ti me of incineration at that location. By using the Southwest master 

cu rve (D ubois [16]) of independently dated magnetic pol es and other known 

pole positi ons for the area under study, the magneti c orientations of 

cultural contexts can be relatively dated. For a complete discussion of 

laboratory and field methods employed by the D.A.P., as we ll as an 

evaluation of the applicability of the current Southwest master curve to 

the Dolores area, see Hathaway and Eighmy [17]. 

Sampling and Methods 

Site 5MT2192 is located at lati tude 37.52° Nand longitude 251 .43° E, 

on a small knoll just east of an intermittent drainage in the Sagehen 

Flats Locality. Seven archaeomagneti c sampl es were collected on Site 

5MT2192 during the 1979 field season. Samples 5-7 are not of prehistoric 

nature and will not be reported here (see Hathaway and Eighmy [17]). 

Sample 1 was collected from the central hearth (Feature 13) of 

Pithouse 1. Sample 3 was collected from a temporary hearth (Featu re 7) 

located in the borrow pit (Feature 38). Sample 2 was collected from a 

hearth (Feature 26 ) located on the prehistoric ground surface in Use Area 

3. Sample 4 was collected from a surface hearth (Feature 33) located in 

Room 1. 

Twelve specimens were collected fo r each of the samples from Site 

5MT2192 . Each specimen (an estimated volume of 3.4 cm3) was encased in 

a 2.5 em plaster cube (15.6 cm3). The orientation of each specimen was 

maintained by leveling the cube and meas uring the magnetic declination of 
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one cube side. To control for current local magnetic declination, North 

Star was sighted on 2 Sep tember 1978; The average observed magnetic 

declination was 13.5°, one- half degree different than the U.S.G.S. 1965 

geological map, and in substantial agreement with expected values 

calculated from the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration Map, 

" t~agneti c Declination in the United States-Epoch 1975 ." 

Laboratory Results 

Results from Samples 1-4 are included in Table 4.8.1. Samples were 

demagnetized (degaussed) at 25 oersteds. Demagnetization is a laboratory 

process used to eliminate effects in a speci men from secondary components 

such as viscous or low temperature thermoremanent magnetizations (Hathaway 

and Eighmy [17]) . 

Individual magnetic directions are plotted for Sample 4 in Figure 

4.8.1, using the declination and inclination method . Samples 1-3 were too 

scattered and were not plotted. Three outliers were identified from 

Sample 4. Outliers were determined in the following manner . The sample 

was rerun with relatively extreme specimens excluded and a new mean and 

the angular deviation calculated . The excluded specimens were defined as 

outliers of the new mea n (smaller sample) if they fell beyond two standard 

deviations . It is felt that there is a strong possibility that these 

outliers are not a part of the same population and that the new "cleaned" 

sample is a better representation of the true direction created by the 

ancient firing. 

Three tests were used to determine sample reliability. Alpha 95 is 

defined as the radius of a circle centered on the observed mean direction 

within which the true mean will fall 95 percent of the time. Small values 
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Table 4.8.1 Archaeomagnetic Results from Pheasant View Hamlet 

Archaeomagnetic 
Designation 

Specimens used in 
final analysis/ 
tot a 1 co 11 ec ted 

Degaus s 1 evel 

Mean Inclination 

t~ean Declination 

Mean Intensity 

Mean Sample Vector 

Precision Parameter (k) 

Alpha 95 

Paleolatitude 
I 

Paleolongitude 

Error along great 
circle ( EP) 

Error perpendicular 
to great circle (EM) 

1 
Feature 13 
Pithouse 1 
Surface 1 

12/12 

25 oersted 

72.01 

29.64 

0.797x1o-4 

10.09 

5.75 

19.83 

62.41 

286.99 

30.84 

34.98 

Sample 
2 

Feature 26 
Use Area 3 
Surface 1 

12/12 

25 oersted 

73.15 

4.39 

o.517x1o-4 

10.44 

7.06 

17.58 

68.54 

257.66 

28.07 

31.41 
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3 
Feature 7 
Borrow Pit 
Surface 1 

12/12 

25 oersted 

71.94 

343.02 

o.479x1o-4 

9.21 

3.94 

25.18 

67.59 

226.69 

39.09 

44.37 

4 
Feature 33 
Room 1 
Surface 1 

9/12 

25 oersted 

68.02 

6.29 

0.342x1o- 4 

8.98 

367.91 

2.69 

75.72 

267.62 

3.78 

4.51 
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Specimens 6 , 8 , and 11 were identified as outliers. 
o indicates sample mean di rection, excluding outliers . 

Figure 4.B.1 Individual magnetic directions for Archaeomagnetic Sample 4, 
Pheasant View Hamlet . 
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i ndicate tighter clustering about the mean. A good archaeomagnetic sample 

was defined by al pha 95 values of less tban 3.5°. Provided this criterion 

was met, samples we re then plot ted and their rela t ive position to the 

Southwest master curve reported. The precision par ameter (k) is esti mat ed 

by Fisherian sta tistics and val ues increase geometrically with internal 

consis tency. The mean sample vec t or indicates internal consistency as the 

value ap proaches t he number of speci mens us ed for det ermination of the 

mean. Er ror along the great ci rcle (EP) and perpendicular to the great 

circle (EM) are functions of the alpha 95, which has an oval distribution 

when plotted, with a short axis which runs along the great ·circle bet ween 

the collecting site and paleopole position. The long axis is 

per pendicular to the short axis; both are centered on the paleopole. The 

range of error for each sample is determined from the value calculated for 

EM . 

A pal eopole position for the demagnetized and cleaned results of 

Sample 4 was calculated and plotted on the virtual geomagnetic pole. This 

position was then compared to the current Southwest master curve; dates 

reported reflect correspondence with this curve. Because of the nature of 

the Southwest pal eopole curve, several interpretations may be possible 

given a particular paleopole position . In such instances it is the 

responsibility of the archaeologist to determine the most plausible 

alternative. 

The paleopole plot of Sample 4 (Figure 4.8.2) falls far from the 

prehistoric curve of the Southwest; however, a modern interpretation may 

be possible with a~ 45 year range of error. 

A hydrometer test performed on soil collected from Feature 13 

(Sample 1) by the Colorado State University Soils Laboratory (Ft. Collins, 
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Solid portion is based on DuBois [16] 

Dashed portion is based primarily on Wolfman [18] 

Modern portion is calculated from U.S.G.S. magnetic 
declination and inclination maps for the United 
States - Epoch and from Svendsen [19] 

Figure 4.B.2 Paleopole plot for Archaeomagnetic Sample 4, Phesant View Hamlet. 
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Colorado} indicates a ratio of 46 percent sand , 30 percent silt, and 24 

percent clay and is categorized as a l oam . Cl ays and clay-based soils are 

optimum for recording and retaining the ancient magnetic pole positions . 

Sand is less conducive to good archaeomagnetic results due to the size of 

grain particles . The presence of clay is but one characteristic necessary 

for the production of good archaeomagnetic resu l t s . The firin g 

atmosphere, maximum attained temperature, type of affected ferrou s 

mineral, and amount of intrusive ma terial all contribute t o the resu l tan t 

thermoremanent magnetization created by the ancient firin g. 

-112-



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
le 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 

APPENDIX C 

POLLEN REPORT FOR PHEASANT VIEW HAMLET 

by 

Linda J. Scott 
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Pol l~n sampl es were coll ected at various D.A.P. sites to obtain 

i nfo rmation concerning the preh istoric environment and potential economic 

resources used by the prehistoric peoples. Discussion of the methodology 

i nvolved and intersite comparisons are presented in the Pollen 

Admi nistrative Report (Scott [20]) . Not all the pollen recovered is 

di sc ussed i n detail in that report, but mention is made of the various 

types and t he entire pollen record is graphical ly represented . 

All the pollen samples f r om Pheasant Vi ew Hamlet were taken from 

Surf ace 1 in Pi thouse 1, with the exception of t he samples from the burial 

pit (Burial 1) and a samp le t aken within an isol ated pit, Feature 1 (Table 

4.C.1). 

The six samples from the surface of Pithouse 1 contain slightly 

varying amounts of arboreal pollen . These variations are relatively small 

and are probabl y indicative of the distribution of ambient pollen within 

the pitstructure rather than due to activities within the pitstructure. 

The nonarboreal pollen frequencies also vary within these six 

samples. The most notable variations occur in some possible economic 

pollen types. Cleome pollen occurs as 4 percent or less of the pollen in 

the samples from the northwest and northeast corners of the structure, and 

to the northwest of the hearth. However, Cl eome occurs as 15 percent of 

the pollen present in the sample taken in front of the east wingwall. 

This increase in Cleome pollen in this single location in the pitstructure 

might indicate that this area was used for food preparation, specifical ly 

the preparation of Cleome . 

Zea pollen occurred only in the samples from the northeast corner of 

the pitstructure and in front of the east wingwall . This accounted for 
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•• Table 4.C.1 Contents of Pollen Samples from Pheasant 
View Hamlet (P age 1 of 2) 

I Sample Numbers* 
Taxon 1 21 24 26 29 

I Juniperus 8 4.0 4 4.0 12 10.3 7 7.0 14 6.9 
Picea 
P1nus 83 41. 5 12 12.0 19 16.2 2 2.0 10 4.9 

I 
Quercus 3 1.5 2 2.0 3 2.6 2 2.0 3 1.5 
Salix 
Achi llea 7 3.5 13 13.0 10 8.5 6 6.0 17 8.4 
Ambros1a 

I Artemisi a 61 30 .5 28 28 .0 36 30 .8 39 39.0 60 29. 6 
Compos1tae 13 6.5 17 17.0 2 1.7 21 21.0 32 15 .7 
Cheno-Am 9 4.5 15 15 .0 14 12 .0 7 7.0 33 16.3 

I Sarcobatus 2 1.0 
Cleome 2 2.0 4 2.0 
Cruciferae 1 0.5 

I 
cf. Lepi di urn 1 1.0 
Cucurb1ta 
Ephedra nevadenses-type 5 2.5 2 2.0 3 2.6 1 1.0 1 0.5 
Ephedra torroyona-type 1 0.5 

I Eriogonum 2 1.0 2 2.0 1 0.5 
Graminae 1 0.9 5 2.5 
Li l i aceae 1 0.5 

• Opuntia 
Polygonum 1 1.0 
Polygonum sawa tchensis 2 2.0 

I 
Rosaeceae 
Sheperdia 
Sp haeralcea 2 1.0 2 2.0 

I 
Typha 
Zea 1 0.5 
Poorly Preserved 6 3.0 4 4.0 17 14.5 8 8.0 18 8.9 

I TOTAL COUNT 200 100 117 100 203 

I 
I 
I 
I 
f 
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•. Table 4.C.l Contents of Pollen Sampl es from Pheasant 
Vi ew Hamlet {Page 2 of 2) 

I Sample Numbers* 
Taxon 31 J2 . 36 3S 

I Ju niperu s 2 2.0 6 6.0 8 4.0 13 7.0 
Picea 1 0.5 
Pinus 14 14.3 15 15.0 19 9.5 31 16.7 

I Quercus 2 2.0 2 2.0 4 2.0 5 2.7 
Salix 1 0.5 
AcFiil l ea 6 6.1 6 6.0 4 2.0 9 4.8 

I 
Ambrosi a 22 22.4 28 28.0 65 32.5 70 37.6 
Artem1s1a 16 16.3 9 9.0 30 15.0 26 14 .0 
Compos1tae 
Cheno-Am 17 17.3 11 11.0 20 10.0 22 11.8 

I Sarcobatus 
Cleome 4 4.1 30 15.0 2 1.1 
Cruciferae 

I 
cf. Lepidium 
Cucurbita 1 1.0 
Ephedra nevadenses-type 1 1.0 1 1.0 3 1.5 1 0.5 

I 
Ephedra torroyona-type 1 0.5 3 1.6 
Eriogonum 2 2.0 4 2.0 
Graminae 1 1.0 1 0.5 2 1.1 
L i1 i aceae 

• Opuntia 1 1.0 
Pol ygonum 1 1.0 
Polygonum sawatchensis 3 3.0 1 0.5 

I 
Rosaeceae 2 1.1 
Sheperdia 
Sphaeralcea 
Typha 1 1.0 

I Zea 1 0.5 
Poorly Preserved 12 12.2 14 14.0 7 3.5 

I TOTAL COUNT 98 100 200 186 

I 
*Provenience key: 

Sample Numb er Provenience 

I 1 Fill of Feature 1 
21 Burial 1, rib cage 
24 Burial 1, under cranium 

I 26 Pithouse 1, floor, NW corner 
29 Pithouse 1, floor, NE corner 
31 Pithouse 1, floor, NE of hearth 

I 
32 Pithouse 1, floor, NE of hearth 
36 Pithouse 1, floor, north of east wingwall 
38 Pithouse 1, south of west wingwall 

{' 
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one percent of the total pollen. This dis t ribution of Zea pollen within 

t he pi t structure _makes inter pretation very ambi guous. The presence of Zea 

pollen within this pitstructure, however, is i nd i cative of its use. 

Cucurbita pollen (1 percent of the t otal poll en) was noted only in the 

sample t aken northeast of t he hear th, as was Opuntia pollen. Cl eome 

poll en was noted as 4 percent of the t otal pollen in the sample t ak en 

northwest of the hearth. The occurrence of Cuc urbi t a, Opuntia, an d Cl eome 

pollen in samples t ak en near t he hearth may be associ ated with cooking 

acti viti es at this hearth. 

The sample t aken from behind the west wingwall near t he southwest 

corner cont ains t he l east amount of economic pollen observed in this 

pi t st ructure. This sample contains only 1 percent Cleome pollen; no other 

economic pollen types were noted. The palynological ev idence do es not 

i ndicate that this area was utilized for the storage or preparation of 

vegetal foods. 

The largest amount of arboreal pollen at this site was observed in 

the fill from Feature 1. Feature 1 is a round, basin-shaped pit that had 

been dug into the prehistoric ground surface about 5 m southeast of the 

pitstructure. This pit has no direct association with any structural unit 

at the site and is unlined and unburned. No artifacts were recovered from 

the pit, and no function has been postulated. The arboreal pollen in 

this sample consists almost totally of Pinus pollen, which accounts for 42 

percent of the total pollen and is more than double the Pinus pollen 

observed in any other sample from this site. This sample contains similar 

amounts of Artemisia pollen when compared to the rest of the site, but 

slightly less high-spined Compositae and Cheno-am pollen. There are also 

fewer pollen types observed within this pollen sample than in most of the 
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other samples at this site . The sign ifi cance of the large amount of Pinus 

pollen in this s ample cannot be determined until more is known about thi s 

feature . 

Pollen Samples 21 and 24 were taken from the rib cage and beneath the 

crani um of Buria l 1, respectively. The buri al was loc ated in the vent 

shaft of Pithouse 1. Pol l en Sample 21 appears to contain pr imarily 

ambi ent pollen , as it closely resembl es most of the other pol l en samples 

f r om the pitstructure , with the exception that it contains no economi c 

pollen . Pollen Sample 24, t aken from under the cranium , may also 

represent ambient pollen . The arboreal poll en from Sample 24 is higher 

than in most of the samples from thi s site due to an inc rease in both 

Juniperus and Pinus pollen. No economic pollen types were observed in 

this pollen sample. 

The poll en evidence from Site 5MT21 92 indicates t~at the prehistoric 

environment offered the following types of vegetation which may have been 

utilized by the inhabitants of this site: Juni perus, Pinus, Quercus, 

Salix, short-spined Compositae, Artemisia, high-spined Compos itae, 

Cheno-ams, Sarobatus, Cleome, Cruciferae, cf. Lepidium, Ephedra 

nevadensis-type, Ephedra torreyana-type, Eriogonum, Graminae, Liliaceae, 

Opuntia, Polygonum, Polygonum sawatchensis, Rosaeceae, Sphaeralcea, Typha, 

and Umbel liferae . Both Cucurbita and Zea were probably cultivated and 

utilized at this site. The archaeological samples establish a fairly 

consistent record of ambient-pollen types from this site, representative 

of an open environment dominated by Artemisia. The pollen record for thi s 

site is very similar to that of other sites from the Sagehen Flats 

Locality. The pollen record at thi s site also contains evidence of the 

riparian environment of the Dolores River, wh ich is not ev i dent in most of 

-118-



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

• 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
f 
I 

the other sites from Sagehen Flats. Both Salix and Typha pollen were 

noted at this site, albeit in very low frequencies. 

Cultigens noted in the pollen record at th is site include both Zea 

and Cucurbita . Zea pollen was noted in the northeast corner of the 

pitstructure and the sample taken in front of the east wingwall. 

Cucurbita pollen was noted in the sample to the northeast of the hearth . 

Pollen from severa l plants with documented economic importance was also 

noted in these samples. Cleome occurred in relatively small frequencies 

in the samples from the northwest and northeast corners of the 

pitstructure , northwest of the hearth, and behind the west wingwall . A 

much larger frequency of Cleome pollen was noted in the sample taken in 

front of the east wingwall. Opuntia pollen was noted in the sample taken 

to the northeast of the hearth only. Sphaeralcea pollen was observed in 

the northeas t corner of the pitstructure and also in Feature 1, while 

Typha occurred only in the sample taken to the northwest of the hearth. 

The economic pollen occurred mos t frequently in the samples taken around 

the hearth and in front of the east wingwal l, which might be indicative of 

the preparation of foods in these areas . 
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APP EN DIX D 

CERAM IC REPORT FOR PHE ASANT VIEW HAMLET 

by 

Wi ll i am A. Lucius 
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Preli mi nary (inventory) analysi s of the cerami c artifacts from Site 

5MT2 192 was carri ed out by members of the Additive Analysis Laboratory of 

the D.A .P. subsequent to the fie l d operat ions . Descriptions of the 

preli minary analysis procedures, structure , and data interpretabil ity i s 

avail able in Lu cius [21 ]. Famili arity with the i nventory analys i s program 

will aid in the understandi ng of the data and interpretations provided 

below . 

Table 4.0.1 is a summary of cerami c f requencies fo r the site as a 

whol e (ceramics coll ected during t he 1972 inventory survey we re not 

availabl e for analysi s an d are not incl uded ). Sher ds are grouped by . 

"culture categori es and wares" (Lindsay et al. [ 22]). Except for t hree 

i ndeterminate white ware sherds, all sherds from Site 5MT 2192 were 

assigned t o wares of the Me sa Verde Cul ture Category and reflect a local 

(Mes a Verde region ) manufacturi ng tradition an d exchange system . Pottery 

types within each wa re are li sted sequenti ally from early t o l ate, an d 

grouped types (e. g., Early Pueblo Gray) are li sted l ast and i ncl ude 

sherds no t as si gnab l e t o spec i f ic types (e.g., gray ware body sherds). No 

reconstructable vessel s were recovered at Pheasan t View Hamlet. Tab le 

4.0.2 subdivides the s i t e ceramic assembl age into small er proveni ence 

un i ts . 

Re l ative weight s of temporally di agnostic types have been extracted 

f rom Table 4 .0.1 and are presented graphically in Fi gu re 4.0.1. Each type 

is expressed as a percentage of its ware total (exc l uding sherds not 

i de ntifiab le to type ). The relati ve contribution of each ware t o the 

class i fiab l e site t otal i s li sted on the l eft. Temporal spans for the 

diagnostic types are based on Breterni tz et al. [ 23] wi t h some adj ustments 

based on dating results from wi thi n the D.A. P. This f i gure ill ustrates 
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the i ntensity of occupation as well as the temporal range of occupation, 

and it can be comp ared with similar figures prepared for other D.A.P. 

sites . 

The ceramic compl ement from Si t e 5MT2192 refl ects a firm date range 

of 50 years (A.D . 775-825 ) based on the occurrence of the diag nosti c type 

Moccasin Gr ay in nearly all un i t s of t he site (Tabl e 4. D. 2). Recent 

dati ng of the type indic at es that it does not occur in the project area 

prior to A.D . 775 . Bluff Bl ack-on-red, al so foun d in associati on with the 

site begins to occur at about A.D . 800. Thus cerami c dating of the 

occupation would pl ace t he site i nto the Dos Casas Sub phase (A .D . 760-850) 

of the Sagehen Phase, according t o the t emporal systematics of the D.A.P. 

(Kane [8]). 

The majori ty of cerarni cs recovered from the excavation activities 

associated with Si te 5MT2192 co ntai ned t he l ocally availab le crushed ri ver 

cobble temper (94. 6 percent) . Those cerami cs were probably produced 

locally . Also recovered i n the si te were ceramics wi th a crushed 

sandstone temper (5.1 percen t ). The l ocation of man ufacture of those 

sherds i s at prese nt untested bu t it is thought that they represent 

contact wi th popu l ations located t o the wes t of the projec t area, but 

still withi n the Mesa Verde regi on. A t ot al of 0.2 percent (by weight) 

contai n temper types li sted as "ot her" and are not diagnos tic for 

determinati on of l ocale of man ufacture . 
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Table 4.0.1 Sunnary of Cercmic T~ Frequencies 

w.RE 
TAAJITHlW ... oow... 
TYPE # 

I ndeter. Vlh1 te 1 

tlesa Verde Gray 
Chapi n 
~'occas1n 

Early Pueblo 

lv'esa Ve~ 'n'hl te 
Early Pueblo 14 

ltesa Verde Red 
Bluff B/R 33 
Early Pueblo llZ 

TOTALS 160 

Indeter - i rdetenni nate 
B/R - Black-on-red 

'.t 
.6 

8.f: 

20 .E 
/U 

at Pheasant Vi erl HCilllet 

BY COUNT 
JAA _UIJil:R TOT.AL RIMS 

# '.t # '.t # '.t # '.t 
~ .2 3 .2 

4( 3.1 3 lJ 43 Z.Y 43 42 .t 
z~ 1.8 23 1.5 13 12.~ 

117( 89.6 6 26. lllE 79.1 

~ .3 lt l.t 6 s.c 

.2 2 8. 31: 2.E 14 13.( 
61 4.7 12 52. t 1& 12 .~ 25 24.E 

1303 23 14&5 101 
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Table 4.D.2 Ceramic Assemblage from Pheasant View Hamlet, by Cultural Units (Page 1 of 3) 

SURFACE COLLECTION 
Units east Units west Units north Units north 

Ceramic Types Units south Units over of pithouse of pithouse of pithouse of pithouse Total 
of pithouse pithouse 20S to 40S 16S-40S to 16S to 20S Surface 

(N = 1) (N = 9) (N = 5) ( N = 28) (N =51) (N = 9) Collection 
% % % % % % # % 

MESA VERDE GRAY WARE 2 1.9 
Chapin Gray 3.9 
Moccas in Gray 
Early Pueblo Gray 100 88.9 88.0 96 .4 78.4 88.9 88 85.4 

MESA VERDE WHITE WARE 
Early Pueblo Wh1 te 

MESA VERDE RED WARE 
Bluff Black-on-red 20.0 3.6 2.0 11.1 4 3.9 
Earl y Pueblo Red 11.1 15.7 9 8.7 

TOTALS 103 99.9 
VESSEL FORMS 

Bowl 11.1 20.0 3.6 7 6.8 
Jar 100 88.9 80.0 89.3 94 91.3 
Other 7.1 2 1.9 
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Table 4.D.2 Cerami c Assemblage from Pheasant View Ha~let, by Culture Units (Page 2 of 3) 

-------

SURFACE STRUCTURES PITHOUSE 
Rooms 2,3, Pithouse 1 

Ceramic Types Room 1 Room 1 4,5, Fill Strata 1, Pithouse 1 
Stratum 1 Floor PLs & Floor Total 2, 3, & 4 Stratum 5 Floor PLs 
(N = 80) (N = 95) (N = 72) (N = 51) (N = 11) (N = 72) 

% % % # % % % % 

MESA VERDE GRAY WARE 
Chapin Gray 2.1 2.8 4 1.6 7.7 
Moccasin Gray 3.2 3 1.2 2.0 9. 1 
Early Pueblo Gray 90.0 87 .4 81.9 214 86.6 76.5 81.8 61.5 

MESA VERDE WHITE WARE 
Early Pueblo Wh1 te 2.6 

MESA VERDE RED WARE 
Bl uff Black-on-red 1.3 2. 1 4. 2 6 2.4 7.8 9. 1 25.6 
Early Pueblo Red 8.8 5.3 11.1 20 8. 1 13 .7 2.6 

TOTALS 24/ 99.9 
VESSEL FORMS 

Bowl 8.8 6.3 11.1 21 8. 5 
Jar 91.3 91.6 86.1 222 89.9 19 .6 9.1 30 .8 
Other 2.1 2.8 4 1.6 80.4 90.9 69.2 

-- -e 

Total 

# % 

3 3.0 
2 2.0 

72 77.4 

1 1.0 

15 14 . 9 
8 7.9 

101 100.0 

23 22.8 
78 77 .2 
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Table 4.0 .2 Ceramic Ass embl age f rom Pheasant View Hamlet, 
by Culture Units (Page 3 of 3) 

USE AREA 3 
Feature 2b 

Cer amic Types Pls in and 
Fl oor Fill aro und Total 

( N = 47) (N = 102) (N = 79) 
'.t '.t '.t # '.t 

MESA VERDE GRAY WA RE 
Chapi n Gray 1. 3 1 0.4 
Moccasi n Gray 2.1 2.0 1.3 4 1.8 
Early Pueblo Gray 89 .4 83.3 83. 5 193 84. 6 

MESA VERDE WHI TE WA RE 
Ear ly Puebl o White 

ME SA VERDE RE D WARE 
Bluf f Blac k-on- red 2.0 3.8 5 2.2 
Early Pueblo Red 8 .5 12.7 10.1 25 11. 0 

TOTALS lUl lUU .U 
VE)_SEL FORMS 

Bowl 2.1 8 .8 5.1 14 6. 1 
Jar 95 . 7 89.2 87 .3 205 89 .9 
Other 2.1 2.0 7.6 9 3 .9 
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The data presented in Tables 4.E.l, 4.E.2, and 4.E.3 represent part 

of the li thic reductive-technology analysis completed for Site 5MT2192 . 

Lithic materials collected during the 1972 survey are not included . From 

a 12-attribute Flaked Lithic Tool (FLT) analysis system, 4 attributes were 

selected to ill ustrate general technological, functional, and raw-material 

variablity . A traditional morphological-use cl as sificat ion, a ranked 

estimati on of production technology input for dorsal and ventral surfaces, 

and a grain-size evaluation are included. Six variables are incl uded from 

the Flaked Lithic Debitage (FLO) analysis system : grain-size rank ing, 

classification of items with cortex, items which retain a striking 

platform, obsidian items, mea n weight, and total number of debitage items. 

The Nonf l aked Lithic Tool (NFLT) analysis system is represented by four 

variables: traditional morphological- use i tem classification, production-

input evaluation, indication of item completeness, and raw-mater ial 

grain-size evaluation . The complete lithic-analysis systems are described 

elsewhere in D.A.P. publications (Phagan [24]). 

During 1980 the D.A.P. lithic-laboratory personnel have repeatedly 

revi ewed the utility and reliability of the lithic-analysis systems. In 

this review, a number of analysis variables have been modified, 

particularly the item morphological-use variables on both the FLT and NFLT 

systems. Analytical perspectives change as information accumulates and as 

models of tool production and use improve. In order to minimize the 

effects of this analytical modification on interpretation, the observed 

values of these variables have been regrouped into larger categories 

within which analytic consistency is reliable. 

For comp arative purposes , the tables include, in addition to the 

individual site data , data for a grouping of temporal ly and functionally 
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Table 4 . E.1 Lithic Analysis Data Summary for Pheasant View 
Hamlet, Flaked Li thic Tools (P age 1 of 3) 

Room 1 
Surface Pi thouse Pithouse Floor 

Coll ectior Fi 11 Floor & Fi 11 
(N = 10) (N = 2) (N = 9) (N = 2) 
# '.t Jf_ % # '.t # '.t 

MORPHO-USE FORM 
Indeterm1nate 
Utilized flake s 3 30.0 2 100 5 55 .6 1 50.0 
Cores 1 10.0 2 22.2 
Choppers , Scraper planes 2 20 .0 2 22.2 1 50. 0 
Thick scrapers 1 10 .0 
Thin scrapers 1 10.0 
Bifaces 
Proj ectile points 1 10.0 
Specialized form s 1 10 .0 

I_H_INNlNG SlAGE : 
Indeterminate 

uo_~_!-_ 

Nonfacial item 1 10.0 2 22.2 
Unthinned item , w/cortex 2 20 .0 5 55 .6 
Unthinned item, no cortex 3 30.0 2 100 1 11.1 1 50.0 
Prelim. shaping , w/ cortex 1 10 .0 1 50.0 
Prelim. shaping, no cortex 1 10 .0 1 11.1 
Primary thinning 
Secondary thinning 
Well -shaped 1 10.0 
Highly styli zed 1 10.0 

THINN ING STAGE : VENTRAL 
Indeterminate 
Nonfacial item 1 10.0 2 22.2 
Un thinned item , w/ cortex 
Unthinned i tem , no cortex 5 50.0 2 100 6 66.7 1 50.0 
Prelim. shap ing, w/ cortex 1 11.1 
Prelim . shaping , no cortex 3 30.0 
Primary thinning 1 50.0 
Secondary thinning 
Well- shaped 
Highly styli zed 1 10.0 

GRAIN SIZE 
Med ium (coarse ) 
Fine 3 30.0 7 77.8 
Very Fine (detrital ) 4 40.0 2 100 2 22.2 1 50.0 
Microscopic (nongranu lar) 3 30.0 1 50.0 
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Table 4.E .1 Lithic Analysis Data Summary for Pheasant View 
Haml et , Flaked Lithic Tools (Page 2 of 3) -

Rooms 2, . Total Other 
3, 4, and 5 Total Excavated 

Floor and Fill Use Area 3 Units 
(N = 4) (N = 4) (N = 39) 
# % # b # % 

f¥10RPHO-USE FORt~ 
Indeterm1nate 
Uti 1 i zed flakes 3 75.0 2 50 13 33.3 
Cores 8 24.2 
Choppers , Scraper planes 7 21.2 
Thick scrapers 4 10.3 
Thin scrapers 1 25.0 1 2.6 
Bifaces 1 25 3 7.7 
Projectile points 3 7. 7 
Speciali zed forms 1 25 

THINNING STAGE : DORSAL 
Indeterminate 
Nonfac ial item 8 24 .2 
Unthinned item , w/cortex 1 25 .0 14 38 .9 
Unthinned item , no cortex 3 75.0 2 50 7 21.2 
Preli m. shaping , w/cortex 1 25 5 12 .8 
Prelim. shaping, no cortex 1 2.6 
Primary thinning 
Secondary thinning 1 25 
Well-shaped 2 5.1 
Highly styli zed 2 5.1 

THINNING STAGE : VENTRAL 
Indeterm1nate 
Nonfac i al item 8 24.2 
Unthinned item, w/cortex 
Unthinned item, no cortex 3 75.0 3 75 22 56 .4 
Prel im . shaping, w/cortex 
Prelim. shaping , no cortex 1 25.0 5 12.8 
Primary thinnin g 
Secondary thinning 1 25 
Well -shaped 2 5.1 
Highly styli zed 2 5.1 

GRAIN SIZE 
Medi um (coarse) 
Fine 1 25 5 12 .8 
Very Fine (detrital) 1 25.0 3 75 25 64.1 
Microscopic (nongranular) 3 75.0 9 23.1 
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Table 4.E.1 Lithic Analysis Data Summary for Pheasan t Vi ew 
Haml et, Fl aked Li th ic Tools (Page 3 of 3) 

Si tes 
5fH2193, 
5MT2854, & 

Total 5MT4644 Anasazi 
Site 5MT2192 Total Group 

(N = 70) (N = 1968) (N = 7048) 
# '.t # '.t '.t 

MORPHO-USE FORM 
Indeterminate 8 0.4 0.5 
Ut il ized fl akes 29 41.4 883 44.9 43.6 
Cores 11 15.7 401 20.4 19.0 
Choppers, Scraper pl anes 12 17.1 227 11.5 10.4 
Thick scrapers 5 7.1 156 7.9 6.4 
Thin scrapers 3 4.3 127 6.5 10.1 
Bifaces 4 5.7 73 3.7 3.9 
Projecti le points 4 5. 7 43 2.2 3.7 
Speciali zed forms 2 2.9 50 2.5 2. 3 

THI NNING STAGE : DORSAL 
Indeterminate 10 0.5 0.3 
Unmodifi ed core 11 15 . 7 413 21.0 19.8 
Unthi nned item , w/ cortex 22 31.4 540 27 .3 31.7 
Unthi nned i tem , no cortex 19 27.1 698 35.5 31.4 
Prel im . shap ing, w/ cortex 8 11.4 73 3.7 3.7 
Preli m. shap ing, no cortex 3 4.3 74 3.8 2.6 
Primary th i nning 40 2.0 1.2 
Seconda ry t hinning 1 1.4 23 1.2 1.1 
Well- shaped 3 4.3 91 4.6 7.5 
Highly stylized 3 4.3 6 0.3 0.7 

THINNING STAGE: VE NTRAL 
Indeterm1nate 9 0. 5 0.2 
Unmodif i ed core 11 15 .7 411 20.9 19.5 
Unthinned i tem , w/cortex 33 1.7 1.9 
Unthinned item , no cortex 42 60.0 1309 66.5 64.4 
Preli m. shap i n:; , VI / co rtex 1 1.4 22 1.1 1. 4 
Prel im . shapi ng, no cortex 9 12.9 63 3.2 3.4 
Pri mary thinn i ng 1 1.4 36 1.8 1.2 
Secondary th i nn i ng 1 1.4 17 0.9 1.0 
Wel l -s haped 2 2.9 62 3.2 6.4 
Hi ghly styli zed 3 4.3 6 0.3 0.7 

GRAIN SIZE 
Medium (coarse) 26 1.3 2.1 
Fine 16 22.9 74 3.8 6.2 
Very fi ne (detrital) 38 54.3 1327 67.4 65.3 
Mi croscopic (nongranular) 16 22.9 541 27.5 26.3 

Prelim. - preli mi nary 
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Tabl e 4. E. 2 Lithic Analys is Data Summary for Pheasant View 
Haml et, Fl aked Li thic Debitage (Page 1 of 3) 

Room 1 
Surface Pi thouse Pithouse Floor & 

Coll ection Fill F1 oor Fi 11 
(N = 73) (N = 36) (N = 25) (N = 82) 

J_f_ % # % # % # % 

GRA IN SIZE 
l~edi urn (coarse ) 2 2.7 3 8.3 2 2.4 
Fine 30 41.1 22 61.1 18 72 .C 42 51.2 
Very Fine (detrital) 31 42. 5 10 27.8 4 16 .C 30 36 .6 
~1 i croscopi c ( nongranul ar ) 10 13 .7 1 2.8 3 12 .C 8 9. 8 

I tems with Cortex 27 37.0 14 38 .9 12 48 .0 26 31. 7 

Items with Platform , % 53 72.6 24 66 .7 18 72.0 39 47. 6 
- -

Obsidian Items, # 

Me an Weight (g rams ) 7.92 33.08 29.72 8. 28 

Total Debitage, # 73 36 25 82 
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Tabl e 4.E.2 Li th ic An alys i s Data Summary for Pheasant Vi ew 
Haml et, Fl aked Li thic Deb i tage (P age 2 of 3) 

Total 
Rooms 2, 3 Other 
4, and 5 Tot al Exc avated 

Fl oor and Fi 11 Use Area 3 Units 
(N = 54) (N = 70) ( N =467) 
# '1 # '1 # '1 

GRAIN SIZE 
t~edium (coarse) 5 1.1 
Fi ne 38 70.4 4 5.7 118 25.3 
Very Fine (de t r i t al) 7 13.0 52 74.3 267 57 .2 
Mic roscop i c (nongran ul ar) 9 16.7 14 20.0 109 23.3 

I tems wi t h Cort ex 21 38 .9 20 28 .6 190 40 .7 

Items wi t h Pl atform , '1 37 68.5 36 51.4 275 58 .9 

Ob si di an Items , # 

Mean Wei gh t (grams) 8.85 6. 41 11. 2t 

Tot al Deb i tage , # 54 70 467 
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Tabl e 4 . E.2 Li th ic Anal ys is Data Summary fo r Pheasant View 
Haml et, Fl aked Lithic Debi tage (Page 3 of 3) 

Sites 
5MT2193, 

Total 5MT2854, & 
Site 5MT4644 Anasazi 

5MT2192 Total Group 
(N = 807) (N =14499 ) (N = 66,095 ) 
# % # % % 

GRAIN SIZE 
Medium (coarse ) 12 1. 5 627 4. 3 3.2 
Fine 272 33.7 1954 13.5 21.4 
Very Fine (detr i t al) 388 48.1 7731 53.3 51. 6 
Microscopic (nongranul ar) 135 16.7 4187 28 .9 23.7 

Items wi th Cortex, % 297 36.8 3340 23.0 25.9 

I tems with Pl atform , % 475 58.9 6230 43 .0 38.8 

Obsidi an I tems , # 2 0.1 18.0 

Mean We i gh t (grams) 11 .3( 8.61 7.93 

Total Debitage , # 807 14,499 66,095 
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Table 4.E.3 Lithic Analysis Data Summary for Pheasant View 
- Hamlet Nonfl aked Lithic Tools (Page 1 of 3) , 

Room 1 
Surface Pithouse Pithouse Floor & 
Collect. Fi 11 Floor Fi 11 
(N = 15) ( N = 7) (N = 10) (N = 5) 
# % # % 7r % # % 

MORP HO-USE FORM 
Indeterminate 4 26.7 4 80 .0 
Generali zed, unhafted 3 20.0 2 20.0 
Hammers tones 2 13.3 2 28.6 1 10.0 
r~anos 3 20.0 1 14.3 4 40.0 1 20 .0 
Slab Metates 1 14.3 1 10.0 
Trough Metates 1 14.3 1 10.0 
Unspecified & Frag Metates 1 14.3 
Generalized, hafted 2 13.3 1 14.3 1 10.0 
Miscell aneous Specialized 1 6.7 

PRODUCTION EVALUATION 
Indeterminate 2 13.3 3 60.0 
Module 9 60. 0 2 28.6 7 70.0 
Mini mally Shaped 2 13.3 1 14.3 1 10.0 
Well-shaped 2 13.3 4 57.1 2 20.0 2 40. 0 
Highly stylized 

ITEM COMPLETENESS 
Indeterminate 
Small Fragment 2 13.3 4 80.0 
Partial Implement 5 33.3 5 71.4 3 30.0 
Complete (+ or -) Implement 8 53.3 2 28.6 7 70.0 1 20.0 

GRAIN SIZE 
Indeterminate 1 6.7 2 20.0 
Coarse 4 26 .7 1 10. 0 1 80 .0 
Medium 6 40.0 6 85.7 3 30.0 4 20.0 
Fine 4 26.7 1 14.3 4 40.0 
Nongranular 

Collect. - Collection 
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Table 4.E.3 Lithic Ana lysi s Data Summary for Pheasan t View 
Hamlet , Nonflaked Li th ic Tools (Page 2 of 3) 

Total 
Rooms Other 

2,3,4,5 Excavated 
Fl oor & Fill Units 

(N = 5) (N = 23) 
# % # % 

MORPHO-U SE FORM 
Indeterminate 2 40 .0 6 26.1 
Generalized , unhafted 1 20. 0 3 13 .0 
Hammers tones 7 30 .4 
Manos 2 40 .0 1 4.3 
Slab t~etate s 
Trough Metates 3 13.0 
Unspec ifi ed & Frag Metates 
Generali zed, hafted 2 8.7 
Miscel l aneous Specialized 1 4.3 

PRODUCTION EVALUATIO N 
Indeterminate 2 40.0 6 26.1 
Nodule 1 20.0 12 52 .2 
Minimal ly Shaped 1 4.3 
Well-shaped 2 40.0 4 17.4 
Highly styli zed 

ITEM COMPLETENESS 
Indeterminate 
Smal l Fragment 2 40 .0 4 17.4 
Partial Implemen t 1 20. 0 8 34 .8 
Complete (+ or-) Implement 2 40.0 11 47.8 

GRA IN SIZE 
Indeterminate 1 4.3 
Coarse 
Medium 3 60 .0 16 69 .6 
Fine 2 40 .0 5 21.7 
Nongranular 1 4.3 
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Table 4.E.3 Lithic Ana lysis Data Summary for Pheasant View 
Haml et, Nonf l aked Lithic Tools (Page 3 of 3) 

Sites 
5MT2193, 
5MT2854, & 

Tot al 5MT4644 Anasazi 
Site 5tH2192 Total Group 

(N = 65) (N = 1008) (N = 4318 ) 
# '1. # % b_ 

MORPHO-USE FORM 
Indeterminate 16 24.6 162 16 .1 9.2 
Generalized , unhafted 9 13.8 305 30 .3 24.0 
Hammers tones 12 18.5 79 7.8 9.9 
Manos 12 18. 5 276 27 .4 33.5 
Slab t~etates 2 3.1 20 2.0 2.1 
Trough Metates 5 7.7 38 3.8 9.4 
Unspecified & Frag Metates 1 1.5 75 7.4 5.2 
General ized , hafted 6 9.2 23 2.3 2.5 
Miscell aneous Speciali zed 2 3.1 30 3. 0 4.0 

fRODUCliON EVALUA I ION 
Indeterminate 13 20.0 131 13 .0 8.4 
Nodule 31 47.7 630 62 .5 53 .5 
Minimally Shaped 5 7.7 189 18 .8 16.7 
Well -shaped 16 24.6 57 5.7 21.1 
Highly styli zed 1 0 .1 0.1 

ITEM COMPLETENESS 
Indeterminate 2 0 .2 0.9 
Smal l Fragment 12 18 .5 64 6.3 3.3 
Partial Implement 22 33.8 409 40 .6 45.6 
Complete (+ or -) Implemen t 31 47.7 533 52. 9 50. 8 

liKAlN SIZE 
Indeterminate 4 6.2 105 10 .4 8.1 
Coarse 6 9.2 164 16 .3 16.5 
Med ium 38 38.5 226 22 .4 39.4 
Fine 16 - 24.6 498 49 .4 34. 5 
Nongranular 1 1.5 15 1.5 1.2 
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similiar D.A.P. sites, as well as data for all D.A. P. Anasazi sites 

analyzed prior to the 1980 field season. These latter "Anasazi group" 

data have been generated from compute r files wh ich have not undergone 

complete editing , and final figures may differ slightly from those 

presented here . Comparisons an d i nterpretations presented here , partiall y 

those of an inters ite nature , are based on a quali tati ve assessment of 

lithic profi le variation, since significance has not been statistically 

establis hed. 

Site 5MT2192 is a unit hamlet placed .in the Dos Casas Sub phase 

(A.D. 760-850) of the Sagehen Phase. Three si tes, Sites 5MT2193, 5MT2858, 

and 5MT4644 have been grouped together for comparative purposes. These 

three sites are all unit hamlets of the Dos Casas Subphase. 

The flaked lithic assembl age from Site 5MT2192 is consistent with 

othe r unit haml ets of the Dos Casas Subphase and with other Anasazi sites 

in general. The fl aked lithic assemblage from Site 5MT2192 can be 

characterized as representing an expedient tech nology, or one with li ttle 

technological input into tool forms . This assemb lage is dominated by 

uti li zed flakes, cores, and choppers/scraper planes. Though the relative 

frequencies vary slightly between the different profiles, the differences 

are probably not significant. One diffe rence in the profiles that might 

be important is the relatively high proportion of fi ne-grai ned raw 

materials at Site 5MT2 192. This difference probably reflects a cultural 

selection of raw mate rials, probably Mancos Hornfels. Another feature of 

the profile that might have interpretative significance is the high 

nonflaked tool percentage. Site 5MT2192 has a relatively high proportion 

to nonfl aked tools, roughly 48 percent . The Anasazi Group of si tes has 38 

percent nonflaked li thic tools. The group of simi lar temporal/functional 
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sites has 33 percent nonflaked tools . This divergence is unusual for an 

Anasazi ho usehold cluster and might reflect a more significant food

processing assemblage at the site. The high number of indeterminates tool 

forms and small fragments for Site 5MT2192 does not support the above 

suggestion. 

The flaked lithic debitage from Site 5MT2192 confirms the differences 

noticed in the fl ak ed tool profile . The large pe rcentage of fine-grained 

raw materials and the high percentage of cortex and platforms on the 

debitage indicate that the raw materials are i ndeed different from other 

similar sites . The above observation, along with the large mean weight of 

the debitage, indicates that relatively more of the initial tool

production stages were taking place at the site. Though a technological 

difference is apparent, the selection of different raw materials i s 

probably a cause of some of the variability . 

The nonflaked lithic assemblage from Site 5MT2192 is relativel y 

consistent with the other two profiles. Two divergences are apparent in 

the profile from Site 5MT2192. The large number of hammerstones, hafted 

tools, and indeterminates , and the underrepresentation of manos are 

suggestive of minor differences in the assemblage . Food processing is an 

i mportant activity represented by the assemblage even though manos are 

relatively infrequent . The frequent occurrence of hafted tools and 

hammerstones is interpreted as representing a unique activity at the site; 

perhaps these heavy vertical force tools represent wood procurement or 

some similar activity. 

The lithic profiles indicate that Site 5MT2192 fits well with other 

unit hamlets within the project area . A number of differences are 

apparent: the selection of coarse-grai ned raw materials and the relatively 
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high number of pounding tools indicate that speciali zed activities were 

present at the site . Understanding of the exact nature of the differences 

must awai t more detail ed analyses . 

-141-



I 

•• 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I APPEND IX F 

I FAUNAL REMAINS FROM PHEASANT VIEW HAML ET 

• by 

S.D. Ems 1 i e 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
f' -142-

I 



I 

•• I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

• 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
f 
I 

Methods 

Faunal remains from Site 5MT2192 were identified using modern 

comparative skeletons collected in the D.A.P . region . Al l bones were 

identified to species when possible . Bones of the cottontail, Sylvilagus 

sp., were iden tified only to genus , as several species occur in the D.A .P. 

region wh ich are not osteologically recognizable . 

Minimum number of individuals (MN I.s) for each species represented in 

the site collection were calculated by counting the most numerous element 

of the same side . 

Data 

A total of 64 bones, representing eight taxonomic catagories , was 

recovered from the site (Table 4.F .l) . Bones, and MN I represented, were 

numerous for the spotted ground squirrel, Gunnison •s prairie dog, and 

cottontail, followed by unidentifiable mammal, rodent, and black-tailed 

jackrabbit . Point locations (Pls) of bone identified at the site are 

provided in Table 4.F.2. Uni dentifi ab le mammal, rodent, prairie dog, and 

cottontail are again represented in these PL•s. No worked bone or bone 

displaying cut marks were recovered from the si t e. 

Discussion 

The relatively smal l faunal coll ection from this site allows few 

interpretations. Rodent bones may be intrusive in the site and not 

related to prehistoric occupations. However, the prairie do g is used by 

modern tribes for foo d (Underhill and Littlefield [25]). The spotted 

ground squirrel remains include a partial skeleton which is probably 

intrusive in the site . This species is rare in southwestern Colorado, 
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with only four reported records from Montezuma County (Armstrong [26]) . 

This species prefers open areas with sandy soil and sage and may occupy 

ab andoned prairie dog burrows (McCampbell [27]) . 

Cottontails and jackrabbits are common in the D.A.P . region and may 

be intrusive in the site, but were probably used by the prehistoric 

Indians as food. The presence of prairie dog and cottontail as Pls 

supports interpretations for the cultural use of these species at Site 

5MT2192 . 

Comparison of this site with other sites in the D.A.P. region, once 

all analyses are complete , may reveal further information on the 

prehistoric faunal utilization at Site 5M2192 . 
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Table 4.F.1 Taxa Identified at Pheasant View Hamlet 

Taxon No. of Bones MN I* 

Marm1alia, smal l 10 

Mammal ia 2 

Malilllalia, l arge 5 

Cottontail rabbi t 
( Syl vil a gus sp .) 7 2 

Black-tailed jack rabb it 
(Lepus californicus) 4 1 

Sciuridae 11 

Gunnison 's pra1r1e do g 
(Cynomys gunnisoni) 10 3 

Spotted ground squirrel 
(Spermophilus spilosoma ) 15 2 

TOTAL 64 

*MNI -Minimum number of individuals 
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Tabl e 4.F.2 Point Locations (PLs) of Bone Iden tified 
at Pheasan t Vi ew Hamlet 

FS/Cat. No. /PL 

62-02-1, PL 55 

162-02-2 , PL 50 

170-02-1, PL 12 

170- 02-2 , PL 12 

210-02-2 , PL 122 

219-02-1, PL 126 

229-02-1 , PL 39 

294-02-1, PL 233 

294- 02-2 , PL 234 

Taxon 

Mammali a , 1 arge 

Sci ur idae 

Mammal i a , small 

Sciuridae 

Sciuridae 

Cy nomys gunnison i 

r~amm a 1 i a , 1 arge 

Sylvil agu s sp . 

r~amm a 1 i a, 1 arge 
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El ement 

l ong bone f ragment 

r ig ht radi us, i lllnature 

l eft i nnom i nat e, 
medial 

l eft illi um wi t h ends 
broken 

l eft tibia , proximal 

ri ght mandible 

vertebra f ragme nt 

right humerus 

long bone f ragme nt 
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I HUMAN REMAINS FROM PHEASANT VIEW HAMLET 
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Excavation at Site 5MT2192 produced the skeletons of two individuals, 

one adult male, Buria l 1- (Feature 10) which was found in the upper fill of 

the ventilator shaft of Pithouse 1, and a child , Bur i al 2, (Feature 25 ) 

was recovered from a shallow grave pit intruded into Rooms 2 and 3. For 

specific details about these burials , refer to Table 4.G. 1. 

Burial numbe rs used in this report we re assigned in a project-wide 

sequence ; therefore , Burial 11 is equivalent to Burial 1 in the text and 

Burial 12 is equivalent t o Burial 2. 

Burial 11 (Feature 10) 

Remains of this individual are extremely well preserved . Dental 

attrition an d anal ysis of the'pub i c symphyses (Todd sys tem with Brooks ' 

correction) place the indi vidual in the middle adult age range of 27-35 

years . The cranium exhibits l ambdoidal deformation . Red stains we re 

observed on several skel etal el ements . 

Bi fid or unfused spinous processes are present in two cervical 

vertebrae, indicati ng a congeni t al anomaly wh i ch , when present i n thi s 

slight degree , i s not of functiona l significance. 

This individual exhi bi t s the only evidence of severe trauma in the 

D.A .P. skel etal sample . Advanced devel opment of arthri ti c exostoses , or 

lipping, on the l umbar vertebra, an d deformatio n an d distal inc l ination of 

the spinous processes (mos t devel oped in the f i rs t and second lumbar 

vertebra) accompany the compl ete bony fusion of the pelvis at the proximal 

surface of the right sacroili ac joint and nearly complete fusion at the 

left sacroi li ac . Thi s condi tion appears to be the result of a bad fal l 

which damaged the pelvi s and possibl y resulted in a si mu ltaneous twis t 

fracture in the lower back . The bony fusion of the sacroi l iac joints and 
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osteophytosis in the lumbar vertebrae almost certainly restricted this 

individual's movements, but would have alleviated pain . A slight 

hypertrophy at the left first rib and clavicle joint is perhaps the result 

of simultaneously incurred injury. 

General robustic ity and ruggedness of muscle attachments in this 

individual indicate that the injury was suffered during adulthood, as 

there is no evidence of disuse atrophy in the postcranial skeleton such as 

would have resulted from a long period of restricted movement; it can 

therefore be inferred that the injury occurred only a few _years before the 

individual's death . Whether the injury was responsible for the 

individual ' s death cannot be determined , but it seems likely that it would 

have had some effect on the individual's life expectancy . 

Burial 12 (Feature 25) 

This child was 4-6 years old at the time of death , based on dental 

development . Of the postcranial skeleton, only a portion of the right 

tibia was foun d in the grave pit, whic h was heavily disturbed by rodents . 

The cranium is warped and very fragile; portions of the parietals , 

temporals , and occipital are preserved as well as some of the max illary 

mixed deciduous and permanent dentition. The cranium is filled wi th 

burial matrix in which some of the more fragile facial bones are perhaps 

embedded . No pathology or anomal y is observed in the remains of thi s 

chi ld. 
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Table 4 .G.1 

Burial 11* 

Human Remains at Pheasant View Hamlet (Page 1 of 2) 

Element Present 

cranium 

hyoi d 

maxi l lary dentition 

mandibular dentition 
R:PM2 M2 M3 
L:PM2 M2 M3 

vertebrae 
cervical: 1- 7 
thoraci c : 1-12 
1 umba r : 1- 5 

clavi cl es R,L 

rib s 

scapula R,L 

humeru s R,L 

radius L 

ul na L 

hand L 

patella R,L 

femu r R,L 

tibia R,L 

fibula R, L 

foot R 

foo t L 
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Observations 

two parietal fragmen ts and 
occipital 

one canine 

premortem loss of both 
M1' s, followed by 

al veolar resorption 

c3 4 bifid (?) 
' 

advanced trauma-related 
os teophytos is 

hypertrophy at L costo
cl avicular joint 

L1 hypertrophy at costo
cl avic ular joi nt 

all carpals, metacarpals 
and phal anges present 

talus, cune i form ; meta
tarsals 1-5; two phal anges 

cal caneus, cuboid , navicular, 
tal us, cune i form ; meta
tarsals 1-5; four phalanges 
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Table 4.G.l Human Remains at Pheasan t View Hamlet (Page 2 of 2) 

Buria l 11 
(cont.) 

Buri al 12** 

Element Present 

pelvis 

cranium 

maxillary dentition 

tibia 

*Burial 1 at Site 5MT2192 
**Burial 2 at Site 5MT2192 
R - right 
L - left 
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Observations 

innominates and sacrum 
present; bony fusion of right 
sacroiliac joint at sacral 
al a, incomplete fusion of 
left sacroiliac joint 

portions of the parietals, 
temporals, and occipital 

deciduous central and lateral 
incisors, two deeciduous 
molars two permanent 
unerupted incisors 

R shaft and proximal fra~nent 
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APPENDI X H 

VEGETAL SPECI ME NS FROM PHEASANT VIEW HAMLET 

by 

Mered i t h H. Matthews 
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Analysis of the vegetal specimens from Site 5MT2192, Pheasant View 
-

Hamlet, identified five fami l ies and seven genera of plants represented in 

the botanical remains that were recovered from a variety of proveniences 

(Table 4.H.1}. Excep t for vegetal specimens from a wanning pit (Feature 

2}, hearth (Feature 26 }, an d trash-fi ll ed borrow pi t (Feature 38}, vegetal 

materia l was col l ected from structural and nonstructural fil l s . Little 

vegetal material was encountered during excavation of the site; only the 

fi ll of Feature 2 was primary refuse and that al l other fills were 

secondary refuse, defacto refuse, or wind or water deposits. 

Based on the limited quant i ty , fragmentary condition, and 

proveni ences, the charred wood fragments of Artemisia , Pinus eduli s , P. 

ponderosa, Salix and Popul us are j udged t o represent fuel resource . The i r 

inclusion in the nonstructural areas of the si t e (e.g., Table 4.H.1, FS 

171 , 280 } probably represents general preh i stori c debris incorporatd into 

post-occupational f ill. Remains of Zea mays were collected from features, 

surfaces , and general fi l l s. The occurrence of Zea mays remai ns indicates 

utilization of this domesticated pl ant, most l ikely as a food resource . 

However, the presence of Zea mays cob fragme nts in Feature 26, a hearth, 

may also indicate the use of cob s as a fuel res ou rce, once the kernels 

were removed and the cob s were dr i ed. 

The one , noncharred. Opu nt ia seed is not bel ieved to be associated 

with the prehistor ic occupat ion of Site 5MT2192. Al thou gh the seed is not 

sti ll viable, the site is an open air site and t he seed was recovered 

fair ly close to modern ground surface. Opuntia i s a common type of cactus 

in the area of Si te 5~H21 92, and the seed may well have been incorporated 

into the site throug h bioturbative processes. 
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Table 4.H.1 Content s of Vegetal Specimens for Pheasant View Hamlet 

Taxon 
FS 96 FS 104 FS 121 FS 129 
Feature Feature Pi thouse 1 12S, 

2 38 Roof Fall 32E 
Cuc taceae 

Opunti a sp. 
seed 

Compos1tae 
Artemi sia sp. 

wood ++/C +/C 
liram1 neae 

Zea mays 
-kernel +/C 

cob frags. 1/C 
cupule NA/C 

P1naceae 
Pinus edulis 

wood 
P. ponderosa 
- wood 

Sa l icaceae 
Sali x sp. 

wood 
Po pulus sp. 

wood 
- - - · - - - -- --~- -- - --- --- - ----- --- ---- ----

KEY: 
-Field Provenience Nu mb er FS 

1/ 
+I 
++I 
+++/ 

- numbe r of reproductive parts present 
- 1 g or less of materi al 
- betwee n 1 and 10 g of material 
- between 10 and 50 g of material 

Proveni ence 
FS 133 FS 136 FS 14b FS 111 FS 11:39 FS 219 

12S, 15S , Feature 18S, Room 1 08S , 
34E 46E 38 18E Sur f ace 1 34E 

1/N +++/ C 

+/C 

2/C 11 / C 
55+/C 

++/C 

+/C 
---- --- -- ~-~ ~-----~ 

NA/ - only fra gments present 
/ N -pl ant part nonc ha rred 
/C - plant part charred 
Nonstr - nonstructural uni t 

--- -
FS 232 FS 21:30 
Featu re Nstr 5 

26 ll S, 47E 

+/C +/C 

9/C 

' 

++ /C 
' 

+/C I 

+/C 
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No Change Comments 

Volume View Hamlet 

5. This passage of the report has been clarified. The reference in the 
text is to the general availability of clays in the Mancos Shale at 
the present time. This is not a reference to document prehistoric 
quarries. No map locating all of these sources exists at the present 
ti me. Furthermore, the author is simply suggesting that clay sources 
are available in the vicinity of the site. A map showing the 
location of these sources would add nothing to the textual discussion 
or the readers ability to understand the report. 

13. Yes, both the height listed in the text and the height depicted in 
the drawing are correct. Note that, following our standard practice, 
the height as listed in the text is the maximum height of the 
feature. The profile intersects the wingwall at a point where it is 
not at its maximum height. Other comments under this number have 
been addressed in the text. 

Page 19, Line 11 

14. As the text indicates, all of the fill was screened. 

Page 19, Line 15 

As we have indicated in the past when this topic has come up, such a 
map would provide no information not readily available from the 
text. 

19. The figure is correct. The inferred extent of the common wall is 
indicated. The requested profile is not available. 

20. The requested illustrations are not available. 

22. The requested E-W profile is not available. 

23. The requested drawings are not available. Further, they would not 
provide any information not already available in the existing text 
and photographs. The other part of this comment has been addressed 
in final preparation of this report. 

24. The two groupings of stone are not cultural. The PLs have been 
described in a PL table. 

28. The triangular slab may be a hatch cover, but it is not our 
convention to provide such inferential labels on figures of this 
type. The other part of this comment has been addressed in final 
preparation of this report. 

29. No profile drawing of this burial is available. The plan drawing 
does not show anything not shown in the photograph. 
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33. The requested illustrations are not available. 

45. The trench has been depicted on a figure. The text refers to profile 
descriptions, not drawings. No such drawing exist. 

46. It is not feasible at this point in time to redraft a complicated bar 
diagram for this appendix. We have provided the same information in 
tabular form. 

47. The grid coordinates given in the column headings are provided only 
when necessary to clarify the area being discussed. The provision of 
exact grid coordinates would make the column heading unwieldy and 
would not provide much extra information. The coordinate in the 
fourth column has been corrected. The column headings reflect the 
output and analysis procedures that were in effect at the time that 
the report was written. It is not feasible to change the table at 
this point in time. 

49. The column reflects all fill. It is not possible to distinguish fill 
and floor artifacts for the purposes of this table. 


