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FROM THE EDITOR’S DESK  
J. Lynn Funkhouser, University of Louisiana at Lafayette  

Hello! I am excited to introduce myself as the incoming 
editor of the LAS Newsletter.  
 
I am an Assistant Professor of Biological Anthropology at 
the University of Louisiana Lafayette. I specialize in bio 
and zooarchaeology, with an emphasis in the study of 
ancient diseases and how social and political choices help 
or hinder the spread of disease. I am also a Forensic 
Anthropologist and work with students on cold cases for 
the Lafayette Parish Coroner’s Office. My research in 
forensic anthropology centers on distinguishing between 
human and animal skeletal material (medico-legal 
significance) and the expansion of methods to positively 
identify recovered individuals (biological profile).  
 
As the new editor for the journal, I'm keen to highlight 
and promote student and avocational research. Please 
encourage students, emergent professionals, and 
interested community members working in the state to 
get more involved with the organization and keep us 
posted on how their work in the state is progressing. I 
encourage you to reach out with your ideas and 
feedback. Thank you for this opportunity to serve as your 
editor. I'm looking forward to our journey ahead. 

On the cover are Society for Historic Archaeology Public 
Archaeology Day 2025 presentations at the New Orleans 
Jazz Museum. Presentations were tailored to provide 
area community members with an understanding of 
some of the current and recent work in the state and in 
New Orleans in particular. The final presentation of the 
program was an interactive introduction to underwater 
archaeology specifically designed for children; truly, 
Louisiana archaeology for everyone.  
 
The Louisiana Archaeological Society (LAS) and the 
Mississippi Archaeological Association (MAA) annual 
meeting was held just last weekend, February 21-23, in 
Vidalia, Louisiana. An overview is provided by Mark Rees 
on page 19. Please send your photos of the conference 
to louisianaarchaeologicalsociety@gmail.com for the 
summer Newsletter.  
 
Finally, bienvenue, D’Arbonne Chapter, to the Louisiana 
Archaeological Society! Chapter contact information can 
be found on page 38.  

Newsletter Contents 

Articles of interest in this Newsletter share a common 
theme of serendipitous opportunity resulting in dynamic 
and productive collaborations. These reports feature 
teams of researchers, many of them volunteers, working 
to understand, preserve, and protect Louisiana’s cultural 
heritage. Article topics include Middle Archaic fire 
cracked rock near Watson Break, a privy shaft in New 
Orleans, a shell midden in Mandeville, and new 
investigations into the age of the LSU Campus Mounds - 
prepare to be impressed. 
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F I E L D  N O T E S  A N D  R E C E N T  R E S E A R C H  

Watson Brake Off-Site Survey 
Diana Greenlee, Poverty Point World Heritage Site 
 
Over several years, Joe Saunders surveyed the 
Pleistocene terraces around Watson Brake (16OU175) to 
identify resource procurement sites associated with the 
Middle Archaic period occupation of Watson Brake (e.g., 
Saunders 1997, 1998, 1999, 2000). His search was limited 
by vegetation and dense leaf litter to locations that had 
been recently clear-cut or disturbed by burrowing 
animals. The recorded upland sites tended to be located 
along the terrace edge (Figure 1). Most were small, low-
density clusters of lithic tools and fire-cracked rock, and 
Saunders (1999) argued this was consistent with short-
term Archaic plant and/or animal procurement or 
processing sites. A few sites, identified as longer-term 
encampments, had denser and more diverse artifact 
assemblages. And, some locations located near the 
earthworks had qualitatively similar artifact assemblages 
to Watson Brake, indicating that the occupation and 
associated activities likely extended beyond the 
earthworks. Some sites produced a few pottery sherds, 
indicating continued use of edge locales by later cultures.   

Figure 1. Watson brake (16OU175) and adjacent sites. Lidar 
data courtesy of FEMA and the State of Louisiana; data 
distributed by “Atlas: The Louisiana Statewide GIS,” LSU 
CADGIS Research Laboratory, Baton Rouge, Louisiana. 

 
Of particular interest here, in 1999, Saunders noted 
artifacts in the backdirt of an animal burrow on the 
northeast side of a small erosional knoll located on the 
floodplain northwest of Watson Brake (Saunders 1999). 
The artifacts, including six pieces of fire-cracked rock and 
two pieces of gravel, were not collected, but Saunders 

recorded the site as 16OU316, Watson Brake Survey 
99#2. Given the proximity of this locale to Watson Brake, 
Saunders suggested it may have been an associated off-
site activity area. 
 
In the summer of 2023, trees were removed from areas 
north of Watson Brake. In March 2024, the Station 
Archaeologist and volunteers from the Louisiana Division 
of Archaeology (Chip McGimsey, Bailey Hall, Helen 
Bouzon, Sam Huey, and Sadie Whitehurst) conducted a 
pedestrian survey of the clearcut area (Figure 2). 
Artifacts were mapped with GPS and collected (Figure 3). 
Fire-cracked rock (FCR) was commonly observed; in this 
survey, its presence was noted, but those artifacts were 
generally not collected. The predominance of FCR is 
consistent with previous statements about Middle 
Archaic archaeological sites (e.g., Saunders 2010). 
Unfortunately, a fire associated with the lumber 
operation, which was centered on the knoll top, likely 
added to the frequency of heat-altered stone in the area.  
 

 

Figure 2. Sam Huey and Bailey Hall surveying north of Watson 
Brake. Photo: Chip McGimsey. 

 
The survey produced 414 artifacts, consisting mostly of 
chipped stone, along with a single hammerstone, a piece 
of unmodified sandstone, one fragment of fired earth, 
and five pieces of FCR. Notably, no aboriginal pottery was 
observed. The vast majority (85%) of artifacts were 
found in the large area adjacent to 16OU316 and that 
distribution is presumed to reflect a larger site boundary 
than originally proposed. The remaining 15% came from 
low areas just outside the Watson Brake earthworks, 
presumably representing debris dumps. If 16OU316 was 
a short-term resource procurement site, then it might be 
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expected to produce a different lithic assemblage than 
that at Watson Brake. If it was simply an activity area 
serving as an extension of the Watson Brake occupation, 
then a similar lithic assemblage might be expected. 
 

 

Figure 3. The distribution of all artifacts on a Lidar 
topographic surface model. The gap in artifacts at the top of 
the knoll reflects disturbance by the lumber operation and 
the firefighting response, and the presence of large debris 
piles. 

 
Chipped stone artifacts represent 98% of the total 
collection. Table 1 and Figure 4 present a breakdown of 
the 406 pieces of chipped stone according to various 
simple analytic schemes. Although the sample sizes 
between 16OU175 and 16OU316 are vastly different, the 
assemblages are surprisingly similar in composition. The 
greatest difference appears to be in the distribution of 
heat-altered classes, a measure that has likely been 
affected, for 16OU316, by the fire that occurred during 
the logging operation.  
 
Based on the number of dorsal scars, the debitage 
assemblages from these two sites appear to reflect a 
similarly early stage of reduction in the manufacture of 
chipped stone tools (Table 1). For 16OU316, more 
debitage has at least some cortex on the dorsal surface 
than either complete coverage or no cortex at all. Most 
of the debitage from 16OU175 lacks dorsal cortex, and 
fewer pieces have partial or complete coverage. This 
suggests slightly more reduction in the 16OU175 
assemblage.  
 
Few temporally diagnostic artifacts were recovered. Two 
bifaces commonly associated with the Late Archaic 
Poverty Point culture, Delhi and Macon points, were 

collected from 16OU316; one incomplete biface that 
appears to be a Gary or Maybon point was taken from 
the lowland adjacent to the Watson Brake earthworks 
(Figure 5). Gary points are considered an Archaic type, 
while Maybon points (which are probably a variant of 
Gary) are thought to be a Woodland type (Griffing 2022). 
Consistent with an Archaic attribution, microblade cores 
and several blades were recovered. 

 
The number of artifacts collected from the surface of 
16OU316 was significantly higher than at most upland 
sites previously explored by Saunders. This is likely due, 
at least in part, to better exposure, i.e., to the amount of 
ground surface exposed during the logging operation. 
The two lithic assemblages are remarkably similar in 
composition and, from this simple lithic analysis, it would 
appear that similar activities occurred at 16OU175 and 
16OU316. Saunders’ identification of 16OU316 as an 
activity area associated with the Watson Brake 
occupation based on six pieces of FCR and two pieces of 
gravel seems prescient. 
 

Table 1. Comparison of lithic artifacts from the 2024 Watson 
Brake Off-Site survey. 

 



 

5 

L A S  N E W S L E T T E R  5 3 ( 1 )  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 5. Select chipped stone artifacts from the Watson 
Brake Off-Site Survey. A) Delhi point; B) Macon point; C) cf. 
Gary/Maybon point; D) core “decap” flake; E) microblade 
core; F) novaculite flake; G) adze fragment; H, I) 
microblade. Artifacts C and I, 16OU175; the rest, 16OU316.  

Figure 4. Comparison of lithic assemblages from 16OU175 and 16OU316. 
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Some Thoughts from Urban New Orleans, Part 1 
D. Ryan Gray, University of New Orleans 
 
At the University of New Orleans, we often get calls from 
members of the public who think they have found 
something of archaeological interest on their property. 
And, in a city like New Orleans, this often involves the 
remains of some sort of artifact-rich pit feature –a privy 
shaft, well, cistern, or trash pit—unintentionally revealed 
during a household construction, landscaping, or garden 
project. In these cases, we typically visit the site, 
document what we can in the field, and emphasize that 
preservation in place is the best outcome, as long as the 
site is not in imminent danger of destruction. 
 
But what about when the feature or deposit will be 
destroyed otherwise? Or what if there is something 
unusual about it that, if we don’t act, we might lose the 
opportunity to document? Our experience with this is 
not new, and it certainly is not unique to New Orleans, 
though it is something that is especially common in 
urban settings, where contemporary, private-owned 
development is superimposed on the historic footprint 
of the city. Complicating urban sites further, even a 
relatively small excavation may produce a massive 
assemblage of artifacts, something that, in turn, 
snowballs into many other issues. A well-intended 
salvage of a privy could generate months of lab 
processing and analyses, some of which will invariably 
need specialists to deal with properly. A landowner may 
be willing to loan a recovered collection but may 
ultimately want it returned; even if they are willing to 
donate it, space to curate collections is increasingly in 
short supply. 
 
We have experimented with many ways to balance 
underlying ethical concerns with our role in educating 
the public about archaeology and doing research that 
contributes to the field. In these pages and in future 
issues of the Newsletter, I hope to share information 
about some small-scale salvage excavations we have 
completed in recent years that attempt to do this, with 
mixed results, perhaps not all of them successful. 
However, I do think they raise some interesting 
questions about how we make our data more accessible 
and more comparable, particularly in urban settings 
where it is abundant. 
 
 

Urban historical archaeologists do have some 
advantages in this area. We often deal with factory-made 
mass-produced material culture, and, with some 
training, much of it can be fairly accurately identified, 
even accounting for some variation in typologies and 
analysts’ approaches. Digital photography in all its forms 
has made documentation of artifacts quicker and more 
efficient than ever before (though, conversely, it has 
created new problems of storage space and of the sheer 
number of images to catalog and manage). There are also 
many ways to share data and make it consistent, 
whether through publicly accessible databases or cloud-
based file sharing. 
 
A small project on St. Andrew Street in the Central City 
neighborhood of New Orleans gave us one opportunity 
to experiment with salvage-based methodologies. We 
were contacted by a home owner, Ms. Rose Wilson, 
when a tree removal and subsequent landscaping in her 
back yard had revealed both brick courses and complete 
stoneware vessels in the associated fill. A site visit 
confirmed that this was, in fact, a brick-lined privy shaft 
that would have to be removed as her landscaping plans 
progressed. The UNO Department of Anthropology, led 
by the author, arranged to conduct a small volunteer-
based salvage excavation of the feature. The excavation 
was a simple bisection, divided into stratigraphic units 
that were further subdivided into no more than 10 cm 
levels.  
 
At the time, UNO’s archaeology lab had a significant 
backlog of work. After consulting with the landowner, we 
agreed to a plan where all ceramic vessels, glass 
containers, and personal items/small finds would be 
recorded and photo-documented on site and then 
remain in her possession. As there was no way to 
adequately analyze faunal material under the time 
constraints, Ms. Wilson allowed this to be collected for 
donation to the archaeology lab for use in comparative 
projects. 
 
Most of the fill consisted of a single deposit, apparently 
a trash ‘clean-out’ episode from around the time the 
house was connected to city sewerage (probably ca. 
1900). It contained a modest assemblage by urban 
standards. Ceramic vessels and glass containers (no more 
than 75 altogether) were assigned sequential numbers 
based on diagnostic elements. Small finds and other 
“personal” items were photographed in groups, and 
select items were photographed individually to highlight  



 

8 

L A S  N E W S L E T T E R  5 3 ( 1 )  

 
distinctive elements. All of the iron was highly corroded, 
but identifiable items (other than ubiquitous fragments 
of nails) were also incorporated into this inventory. 
Finally, the project was immensely aided by the fact that 
the fill contained surprisingly little faunal material. 
 
You can view the resulting field documentation on our 
CatalogIt page, at 
https://hub.catalogit.app/9619/folder/c2d7a340-c985-
11ef-9717-9d348aa530c8. 
 
As numbers were assigned in the field, with limited 
amounts of time, there were some errors, but the 
ceramic and glass container lists generated appear to be 
reasonably accurate and complete. It was more of a 
challenge to rapidly catalog the small finds, as this 
required more familiarity with artifact types and 
materials to inventory properly. All inventories were 
hand-recorded on forms in the field. In an effort to 
simplify and systematize reporting, all of the artifact data 
 

 
 
as then entered into an Access database, utilizing the 
publicly available “SHARD” (or Sonoma Historic Artifact 
Research Database) format, available for free download 
athttps://sha.org/resources/artifact-cataloging-system/. 
 
In the next installment of this piece, I will share the 
results of this cataloging effort and of another privy 
salvage, done under slightly different circumstances. I 
hope that, through this, we can contribute to efforts to 
help create some permanent repositories for the results 
of such projects, so that they can, at minimum, become 
comparative samples for use by other researchers. 
 
Thanks to Rose Wilson, who reached out to us and then 
helped in the excavation, and to the other volunteers and 
UNO students who participated in the dig and 
documentation: Elizabeth Williams, Michael Godzinski, 
Joan Garner, Charlotte Jones, Melanie Walker, Lauren 
Davis, Noah Fulmer, Peyton Foti, Anna Stebbins, and 
Alexander Farbo. Sorry if I have missed anyone! 
 

UNO students excavation a partially disturbed privy on St. Andrew Street. 

https://hub.catalogit.app/9619/folder/c2d7a340-c985-11ef-9717-9d348aa530c8
https://hub.catalogit.app/9619/folder/c2d7a340-c985-11ef-9717-9d348aa530c8
https://sha.org/resources/artifact-cataloging-system/
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Artifacts from privy being washed and cataloged in the field. 

Decorative ceramic tile recovered during excavations. 
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Continuing Investigations at 16ST301 
Chip McGimsey, Division of Archaeology  
 
16ST301 lies on the surface of the Pleistocene Terrace 
along the west bank of Bayou Chinchuba in Mandeville.  
There was an ephemeral Marksville-Baytown occupation 
of the site evident by the presence of occasional 
Baytown Plain sherds and stemmed dart points.  But the 
major occupation of the site occurred during the late pre-
contact when a series of small, discrete shell middens 
were deposited along the bayou.  The site is currently 
known only from one lot in a subdivision but it is very 
likely additional shell middens are present on other lots. 
Five spatially discrete shell middens ranging in size from 
5x5 m to 10x20 m in size are present, and range in 
thickness from 0.3 m to a little over 1.0 m.  The 
landowners have explored the various middens as well 
as several non-midden areas of the site.   
 
More recently, the landowners encountered what 
initially appeared to be two pit features associated with 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

one of the shell middens.  A second volunteer 
investigation was held over a three-day weekend in All 
the artifacts they have recovered have been loaned to 
the author for analysis.  The author, with the assistance 
of volunteers, undertook a limited test investigation in 
2023 of three of the shell middens along with a single 
shovel test transect.   
 
November 2024.  Participants included Lilyana Brocato 
from the University of Louisiana at Lafayette, Kelcey 
Morgan, Conan Mills, Sarah Miller, Janique Gray, Sydney 
Grafals, Cadence Lowry, Trent Rischer, Benjamin 
Winkelman, Trevor Chapman, Peyton Scoskie, and Ben 
Hodgin from Louisiana State University, along with Helen 
Bouzon from the Division of Archaeology, Bailey Hall 
from the Division of Historic Preservation, and Sam and 
Vivian Huey.  A 1x1 m unit was opened over each of the 
two possible features (Figure 1), along with a test unit 
into one of the shell middens not examined previously 
(Figure 2). 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 1.  Excavation of units 5, 6 and 7. 
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The results were not quite what we had hoped for.  After 
excavation of the two feature units as well as the 
landowners pit between them, it was apparent we had 
excavated a tree throw.  At some point in the past a large  
tree had uprooted and tipped over, leaving an elongate 
depression that filled in with shell and midden sediment 
from the surrounding shell deposit.  While the artifacts 
recovered still represent the shell midden occupation, 
they are just not in the contexts we were hoping for.  The 
1x1 m unit in an adjacent shell midden sampled the 30 
cm thick shell midden and found a very nice tree root 
hole masquerading as a post hole. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Analysis and interpretation of the collection is ongoing.  
Initial radiocarbon dates indicate occupation between 
1450 and 1600 CE.  The ceramic assemblage is very 
interesting and reflects styles typically found in the 
Pensacola – Mobile Bay area of the Gulf Coast (Figures 3 
and 4).  This site and at least one other site in the 
Mandeville area may represent a community of people 
who moved here from the east sometime after 1400 CE. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Figure 2. Excavation of Unit 8. 
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Figure 3.  Pensacola Incised. 

Figure 4. D’Olive Incised. 
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Coring the LSU Campus Mounds 
Chip McGimsey, Division of Archaeology 
 
Investigation of the LSU Campus Mounds began in 1982 
when Bob Neuman pulled several cores from each 
mound (Neuman 1992).  He recovered organic sediments 
from the mound base and sub-mound surface that 
produced dates ranging between 6700 and 4800 BP with 
consistent overlap between 6000 – 5000 BP.  A detailed 
analysis of the cores, together with limited testing 
around the mounds formed the basis of Jeff Homburg’s 
thesis (Homburg 1992).  Examination of the cores 
indicated each was built in a single stage of construction.  
No artifacts were found in or around the mounds. 
 
In 2009, an LSU geophysical class conducted remote 
sensing across both mounds (Ellwood 2009).  A large 
magnetic and electrical resistivity anomaly was identified 
in Mound A.  Assessment of this anomaly led to the 
recovery of a new core from Mound A along with a 
comparative core from Mound B (Mann 2009).  No 
evidence of what caused the anomaly was identified in 
the Mound A core.  A charcoal rich basket-load was dated 
to 6300-5990 BP supporting the earlier dates.  A 1x2 test 
unit was then excavated on the slope of Mound A in an 
effort to define the anomaly.  Although no evidence as to 
what caused the anomaly was identified, the unit profiles 
indicated the mound was constructed of A and E horizon 
materials (Mann 2010).  
 
Dr. Brooks Ellwood and colleagues examined the 2009 
cores in detail, including numerous radiocarbon dates 
based upon phytolith samples from the mound fill.  Their 
results were detailed in an article published in 2022 
where they argued that mound construction began as 
early as 11,000 years ago (Ellwood et al. 2022).  They also 
suggested there was a pause in the construction of each 
mound around 8,000 BP with construction ending by 
5,000 BP.  Shortly thereafter, McGimsey and others 
(McGimsey et al. 2022) addressed several concerns with 
the proposed timing and mound construction history. 
 
While the Ellwood et al. paper proposes a radical 
reinterpretation of current understanding of North 
American prehistory, it has done what provocative 
science does – it has stimulated additional research to 
further assess the age, structure, and construction of the 
LSU Campus Mounds.  One article addressing certain 
aspects of the Ellwood model is currently under review 
for publication (Hormes et al. n.d.).  More recently, a 

team organized by Tad Britt of the National Center for 
Preservation Technology and Training, and including the 
author, Dr. Liz Chamberlain of the University of 
Wageningen (Netherlands), Dr. Rolfe Mandel of the 
University of Kansas, and Dr. Kory Konsoer and Reilly 
Corkran of LSU undertook to address other aspects of the 
Ellwood model. 
 
This project proposes to specifically address the age and 
construction history of the mounds.  To that end, 
additional cores would be collected from each mound.  
One core would be used to study the sedimentological 
and soil development characteristics to determine if 
there is evidence for hiatuses in construction as well as 
the degree of soil development present in each mound.  
The other cores were obtained specifically for obtaining 
Optically Stimulated Luminescence (OSL) dates from 
each mound.  OSL dates identify when a sediment sample 
was last exposed to light.  By examining samples from the 
immediate sub-mound surface and initial basketloads of 
fill, the sample should indicate when those surfaces, and 
thus the initiation of mound construction, were last 
exposed. 
 
In early December, the team met at the mounds and 
began by trying to core Mound B (Figure 1).  We were 
utilizing the ATV-mounted Giddings soil core rig originally 
acquired by Dr. Joe Saunders for the Regional 
Archaeology Program.  Unfortunately, the clayey 
sediments of Mound B were hard as a rock and we were 
unable to penetrate more than 1.2 m below surface. 
So we then moved to Mound A (Figure 2).  These mound 
sediments are comprised primarily of A and E horizon 
sediments and were much softer.  Three cores were 
collected side-by-side.  One for Dr. Mandel’s sediment 
analysis and two for Dr. Chamberlain’s OSL study.  The 
OSL cores were collected inside black plastic tubes to 
keep them shielded from any contaminating light. 
 
We hope to return to the site in March with a different 
coring rig and collect the desired cores from Mound B.  
And by the end of the year we intend to have the new 
analyses completed and obtain a better understanding of 
the history and construction sequence of each mound. 
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  Figure 1.  Coring Mound B; drone image provided by Conan Mills. 

Figure 2.  Coring Mound A; image provided by Conan Mills. 
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Senna Chapman has joined the Louisiana Division of 
Archaeology 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
LSU Campus Mounds in the News  
 

Louisiana State University has released an overview of 
the new Campus Mounds investigations conducted by 
the Louisiana Division of Archaeology. 
 
 
 

Louisiana Archaeology Month 2024 
 

Louisiana Archaeology Month 2024 was a success to 
be trumpeted and celebrated! Please reach out to 
https://www.crt.state.la.us/cultural-
development/archaeology/discover-archaeology/ if 
you’re interested in hosting an activity or event in 
2025.

 
The Division of Archaeology welcomes Senna Chapman 
as our new Site Files Manager.  She takes over for Sam 
Huey who resigned earlier in 2024.  Senna got her start 
in archaeology with an undergraduate degree from LSU 
in Anthropology followed by two years working for 
Coastal Environments, Inc.  She left Louisiana for Texas in 
2010 and did contract archaeology across Texas while 
getting her MA degree in Archaeology from Texas State 
University.  Her degree examined the potential for 
medicinal plant use in the early Later Stone Age at the 
site of Erfkroon in South Africa. She studied both ground 
and chipped stone lithics and explored modern 
ethnobotanical proxies for ground stone tool use among 
Basotho traditional healers in the Free State. 
Beginning in 2015 she pursued a PhD at York University 
in England.  Her research focused on the 
archaeobotanical evidence for long term resilience 
across two intensive agricultural landscapes: Engaruka in 
Tanzania, abandoned in the 18th century, and Konso in 
Ethiopia, a UNESCO World Heritage Site, which is still in 
use. 
 
She returned to the States in 2018 and continued 
working contract projects in Texas for several years.  This 
included a stint reviewing projects in Puerto Rico for 
Section 106 compliance.  She transferred to Coastal 
Environments, Inc. for a second stint in early 2024. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

N E W S  A N D  A N N O U N C E M E N T S  

https://www.lsu.edu/blog/2025/02/5-mounds-chamberlain.php
https://www.crt.state.la.us/cultural-development/archaeology/discover-archaeology/
https://www.crt.state.la.us/cultural-development/archaeology/discover-archaeology/
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HISTORIC CEMETERY DATABASE 

  
An exciting announcement and press release! The 
Louisiana Trust has combined the known historic 
cemeteries from the Louisiana Division of Archaeology 
(LA DOA) and the Louisiana Cemetery Board (LCB) to 
create the Louisiana Register of Historic Cemeteries, 
which launched in late September 2004. The Trust is 
asking the public to share more information and photos 
about the sites, for research, maintenance and 
preservation purposes and will share information they 
receive from the public with the LA DOA. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The Louisiana Trust has certified 70 cemeteries, several 
which were not previously known by the LCB or LA DOA, 
in the first three months.  An available GIS map makes it 
easy for anyone to see what cemeteries are known and 
access some general information about those that have 
been certified. Over the next several months, the Trust 
will be adding a visual glossary and other resources to the 
site. If anyone has questions, please feel free to reach out 
to Brian Davis at bdavis@LTHP.org. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

mailto:bdavis@LTHP.org
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Old Jackson Cemetery, West Feliciana Parish 
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Annual Meeting of the Louisiana Archaeological 
Society and Mississippi Archaeological Association 
Mark Rees  
Louisiana Public Archaeology and Osteology Lab, 
University of Louisiana at Lafayette 
 
An annual joint meeting of the Louisiana Archaeological 
Society (LAS) and Mississippi Archaeological Association 
(MAA) was held in Vidalia, Louisiana on February 21-23, 
2025. The meeting was held at the Clarion Suites on 
Front Street, across the river from Natchez, Mississippi, 
and overlooking Old Muddy. There were approximately 
130 meeting attendees: 70 or so from the LAS and 
around 60 from the MAA. 
 
The LAS Executive Committee met on Friday, with onsite 
registration followed by a reception and social gathering 
at the hotel bar. Papers and posters were presented from 
8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. on Saturday, with a catered lunch, 
morning and afternoon breaks, and a catered banquet in 
the evening. The LAS silent  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

auction was held once again and proved to be 
exceedingly popular among bibliophiles and a 
resounding success. Megan Kassabaum delivered a 
fascinating and impressive keynote address, “On 
Elevated Ground: Interpreting 7,500 Years of Platform 
Use in the Lower Mississippi Valley.” Sunday morning 
dawned in a cold gray rain, with uncertain numbers of 
waking conference goers gathering in the hotel parking 
lot for a tour of area archaeological attractions across the 
river, including the Anna, Foster, and Emerald mound 
sites. The tour began at the Grand Village of the Natchez 
Indians, guided by the one and only Vin Steponaitis. For 
those readers of the LAS Newsletter unable to attend the 
annual meeting, plan to do so next year! 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Conference goers touring the Emerald Mound site, with Vin Steponaitis pointing the way (Photo courtesy of Nikki Mattson). 
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L A S  –  M A A  J O I N T  A N N U A L  M E E T I N G  
F e b r u a r y  2 1 - 2 3 ,  2 0 2 5  

S C H E D U L E  O F  P A P E R  P R E S E N T A T I O N S  
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P O S T E R  S E S S I O N  
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P A P E R  A N D  P O S T E R  A B S T R A C T S  
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Conference goers in the ballroom listening to the keynote address. 
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LAS President Sadie Whitehurst and Vice President Samuel Huey presided over the annual business 
meeting.  

T.R. Kidder presenting research co-authored with Anthony Ortmann and Ilaria Patania on Investigations of 
Mound C at Poverty Point. 
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Megan Kassabaum delivering the keynote address, “On Elevated Ground: Interpreting 7,500 Years of Platform Use in the 
Lower Mississippi Valley” 

Conference goers at Anna Mound site watch with rapt attention as Tony Boudreaux demonstrates his uncanny 
ability to heal dead leaves (Photo courtesy of Nikki Mattson). 
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Vin Steponaitis gives an opening presentation on the guided 
tour at the Grand Village of the Natchez (Photo courtesy of 
Nikki Mattson). 

 

Conference goers milling about at the Grand Village of the Natchez 
on a lazy Sunday morning (Photo courtesy of Nikki Mattson). 

 

Conference goers standing in the middle of the road on a gray and rainy Sunday morning, unaware of the large 
truck laden with logs speeding towards them (Photo courtesy of Nikki Mattson). 
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A packed house. Photo courtesy of Sadie Whitehurst. 

M E E T I N G S  

The 90th Annual Meeting of the 
Society for American Archaeology will be held on 
April 23–27, 2025, in Denver, Colorado. 
For more information, go online to: 
https://www.saa.org/annual-meeting 

2025 Annual Meeting of the American 
Anthropological Association will be held on 
November 19-23, 2025, in New Orleans, 
Louisiana. For more information, go online to: 
https://annualmeeting.americananthro.org/ 

https://www.saa.org/annual-meeting
https://annualmeeting.americananthro.org/
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  F I E L D  S C H O O L  A N N O U N C E M E N T  
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L A S  C H A P T E R S  

Acadiana Chapter 
The Acadiana Chapter of the LAS meets regularly and hosts a speaker series in partnership with the 
Anthropology Society at the University of Louisiana at Lafayette. Check our Facebook page at 
https://www.facebook.com/AcadianaLAS/ or email acadianalas@gmail.com for future dates and locations. 
Acadiana Chapter Officers are: 
Ian Robicheaux, President 
Parker Chouest, Vice President 
Sarah St. Germain, Secretary 
Sam Huey, Treasurer 
Gloria Church, Social Media/UL Lafayette Liaison 

Baton Rouge Chapter 
Contact: Brandy Kerr or Margeaux Murray, Co-Presidents 
Email: batonrougelas1975@gmail.com  
To receive information about our meetings, please email batonrougelas1975@gmail.com.  
 
D’Arbonne Chapter 
Contact: Tom Fields 
Email: nlaarcheology@yahoo.com 
 
Delta Chapter 
The Delta Chapter hosts a monthly speaker series from August through April. The Delta Chapter 
meets the 4th Thursday of each month at Tulane University, Department of Anthropology, 
Dinwiddie Hall, at 7 pm in Room 201. For more information, email Brian Ostahowski at  
brian.ostahowski@gmail.com.  
The Delta Chapter has a Facebook page at: 
www.facebook.com/DeltaChapterLAS  

Northwest Chapter 
Primary Contact: Tad Britt 
Email: tad.britt@gmail.com  
Secondary Contact: Jeffrey Girard 
Email: jeffreygirard@att.net 

West Louisiana Archaeology Club 
Contact: John Guy, President 
Email: johnnyhguy53@gmail.com 
Rockey Rockholt, Vice President 
Email: richardrockhold@yahoo.com 
 

 

https://www.facebook.com/AcadianaLAS/
https://www.facebook.com/AcadianaLAS/
mailto:acadianalas@gmail.com
mailto:batonrougelas1975@gmail.com
mailto:batonrougelas1975@gmail.com
mailto:nlaarcheology@yahoo.com
mailto:brian.ostahowski@gmail.com
http://www.facebook.com/DeltaChapterLAS
mailto:tad.britt@gmail.com
mailto:jeffreygirard@att.net
mailto:johnnyhguy53@gmail.com
mailto:richardrockhold@yahoo.com
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LAS Newsletter Information 
 
The Newsletter of the Louisiana Archaeological Society is published digitally three times a year for the society.  
Louisiana Archaeological Society (LAS) members receive email invitations for Newsletter content and regular 
notifications with links to the online Newsletter. Past issues of the Newsletter are available on the LAS website 
at https://www.laarchaeologicalsociety.org/ 

Information for Contributors 
Email all news, notes, announcements, reports, and Newsletter correspondence to the editor at: 
louisianaarchaeologicalsociety@gmail.com. Submissions should be in MS Word.  

J. Lynn Funkhouser 
Louisiana Public Archaeology and Osteology Lab  
P.O. Box 43543, Anthropology Program 
University of Louisiana at Lafayette, Lafayette, LA 70504 

Membership Information 
LAS members receive the digital Newsletter, one print copy of the annual LAS Bulletin, Louisiana Archaeology, 
and are invited to attend the annual LAS meetings. Annual membership dues are: $30 for individuals; $5 for 
associated family members; $15 for students (with a valid student ID); $45 for institutions such as libraries and 
universities. Life memberships for individuals or institutions are $300. Members can also choose among the 
following chapter affiliations: Acadiana; Baton Rouge; Delta; Northwest; West Louisiana.  

Visit the LAS website at https://www.laarchaeologicalsociety.org/ to join or renew. Membership requests, 
dues, and changes of address can also be directed to the LAS Treasurer: 

Rachel Watson, LAS Treasurer 
Louisiana Division of Archaeology 
P.O. Box 44247 Baton Rouge, LA 70804 

Make checks payable to the Louisiana Archaeological Society. 

LAS publications, including issues of Louisiana Archaeology, as well as shirts, hats, and other gear can be 
ordered from the LAS website at: https://www.laarchaeologicalsociety.org/ 

LAS Officers 
President: Sam Huey, Lafayette 
 Email: acadianalas@gmail.com  
Vice President: Steve Filoromo, New Orleans 
Secretary: Rachel Watson, Baton Rouge 
Treasurer: Rachel Watson, Baton Rouge 

Email: rwatson@crt.la.gov or 
treasurer@laarchaeologicalsociety.org  

Bulletin Editor: Mark A. Rees, Lafayette 
 Email: laarchaeology@gmail.com  
Webmaster: Sadie Whitehurst, Lafayette  
 Email: webmaster@laarchaeologicalsociety.org  
Visit the LAS website: www.laarchaeologicalsociety.org for 
additional information or to join the LAS. 
 

Opinions stated in the Newsletter are those of individual authors or the editor and do not necessarily represent 
the viewpoints or policies of LAS members or the LAS. 

https://www.laarchaeologicalsociety.org/
https://www.laarchaeologicalsociety.org/
mailto:louisianaarchaeologicalsociety@gmail.com
https://www.laarchaeologicalsociety.org/
https://www.laarchaeologicalsociety.org/
https://www.laarchaeologicalsociety.org/
https://www.laarchaeologicalsociety.org/
mailto:acadianalas@gmail.com
mailto:rwatson@crt.la.gov
mailto:treasurer@laarchaeologicalsociety.org
mailto:laarchaeology@gmail.com
mailto:webmaster@laarchaeologicalsociety.org
http://www.laarchaeologicalsociety.org/

