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Fifty years ago, oMay 25, 1974a group of avocational
and professional archaeologists met idonesville
Louisiana, for the purpose of establishing a staide
society for the advancement and support of archaeology.
The Louisiana Archaeological Society was reconstituted
with the approval of bylaws atthat organizational
gathering The society had a brief, former existence in
1961 ¢ 1962, with Sherwood Gaglianas President.
Gagliano chairedhe meetingin 1974and Clarence H.
Webb was elected as the first President of the (g
LASSpecial PublicatioNo. 2)

The first annual LAS meeting was held in Lafaytsie
following yearpn March 1, 1975. That inaugural meeting
took placein the Student Union on theampus of the
University of Southwestern Louisiangnow UL
Lafayette). There were 79 registrardsid around 100
attendees at that meeting, which was chaired by Jon
Gibson (LASpecial PublicatioNo. 2). According to LAS
folklore, there were two participants at the 1975
meeting who have since then attended each and every
annual meeting2 ¥ (G KS
Richard Weinstein.

Fifty years after its organizational meetirgn February
23¢25, 2024 the LASheld its annuaktonferenceat the
Holiday Inn & Suites North in Lafayette. The 2024
meeting thus marked the 5@ anniversary of the
founding of theLASDuke and Richoth receivedawards

at the 2024 meeting in special recognition of their
achievements and astounding feats of perseverance and
endurance. Rich regaled meetingtemdees with a
keynote addresson ¢Fifty Years of Archaeology in
Louisiana (and a few other places) in Honor of th& 50
Anniversary of thelLouisiana Archaeological Sociéty
Plansare currently underway fothe 2025LASmeeting
and will be announced on the LA®bsite and in the
Newsletter.

This issue of th& AS Newslettefeatures photographs

and memories of the 2024 LAS meetiimyLafayette
along with other news and announcements. The Field
Notes and Recent Research section contains interesting
contributionsthat range from a discussion of plantation
landscapes in DeSoto Parish2 | [ [ FIF &S
archaeologyfield shool in Kisatchie National Foresh
oReconstructing Plantation Landscapes in DeSoto Parish,
Louisiana ¢ { &ilSr@htghows how data from the
National Register of Historic Places, historic architecture,
historic maps, and.iDARderived Digital Terrain Models

59{Y

(DTM), can be combined in landscape archaeology and
cultural resource management.

JamesGreentakes a closer look on a comparatively
smaller scale at a singlalack flake from the surface
collection at the Tew site (16BE78) southwest
Louisiana. Based on multiple lines of evidence, including
microscopy, Green presents a convincing argument that
the black flake iswovaculite from the Cossatot region in
the Ouaclita Mountains of Arkansag tapproximately
250 mi (410 km) away from the skt | y@2y S &
interest lithics will find his methods and argument
compelling. It is truly amazirnghat can be learned about

a single small flake of stone.

In what might be described as fortuitous coincidence,
Diana M. Greenlearchaeologist with th@overty Pont
Station Archaeology Program, and Chip McGimsey,
Louisiana State Archaeologist, describe two different
found objectsfrom northeast and southeast Louisiana.
Greenlee was shown a fragment of a notched and
engraved sandstone palette. McGimaiscribesagrog
tempered ceramic pipe found by aysterman in Bayou

[ 1 {SQ tvkKMd SiLPaimsRar] ChienThe pipe is incised with a motif

associated with the Southeastern Ceremonial Complex,
including ehand-eye motif. The palette ad pipe are both
remarkable, unprovenienced artifacts from different
regions of the state, but shardeep connections with
Mississippian culture of ca. 100B00CE. Read this issue
of the LAS Newslettdp learn more.

If you haveannouncementsnews or recent research of
interest to LAS members, please email the editor at
laarchaeology@gmail.com
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FIELD NOTES AND RECENT RESEARCH

Reconstructing Plantation LandscapesheSotoParish, Louisiana

Steven J. Filoromo, RPA
TRC Environmental Corporation, N&reans

The Antebellum landscape of western Louisiana followed
varying trajectories of developmentong after the
disputesof b 2 a | y Qrad dnde¢/ARshortage of
farmlandin the cotton country of the miéhtlantic and
Southeastwas among thecontributing factors that
brought thousand of people toLouisiana by the mid
1850s (Rogers 1967Y.he historical legacyof Anglo
Americans who moved to Louisianais visible in
architectural traditions DeSotoParish is one of three
rural parishes glong with St. Mary and East Feliciana)
widely-recognized as a center of Greek Revival
architecture(LADivision of Historic Preservatiptunlike

its counterparts,however, Greek Revivarchitecturein
DeSotoParishcorresponds with the cultivation of new
plantation landsby AngloAmericanswho moved to
Louisiandrom the Upland South.

Drawing from historical maps, archaeologidata, and

the National Register, this research demonstrates the
need for multiple data sources to reconstruct historic
landscapes. In reconstructing these landscapes, this
approach provides additional opportunities to integrate
locally specific information into regiondhtabasesthat

can better trace the transitional landscapes of rural
Louisiana.

Settlement Patterns and Agricultural Landscapes

Historical archaeologists often draw from the significant
spatial datathat plantation landscapes provide, to better
understand the construction of power, participation in
global networks, and development of social networks for
the enslaved (e.g., Farnsworth 2000; Orser 1996, 1986).
In more recent years, archaeologists have exmahd
upon these themes to trace out the development of
various social networks at multiple scaland better
define the social construction of community through
both a synchronic andliachronic lens (e.g., Boroughs
2021; Cochran 2021; Palmer 2011; Roberts Thompson
2020). Moreover, through more recent practice,
archaeologists utilize built and natlrfeatures of the
landscape to better understand the practices of
movement, define the feeling of control, or freedom
(Bassett 2020; Roberts Thompson and Finch 2023;
Singleton 2015; Skipton 2021; Smith and Bassett 2016).
With these approaches in mind, recstructing
plantation landscapes from archaeological and historical
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data is a worthwhé@ endeavorVarious éements on the
landscape, either built or natural, provide significant
information regarding land use histories at individual
locations over time.

Taken together, such themes require utilizing an
appropriate medium to explore change across spad
over time. In southern Louisiana, Rehder (1999)
demonstrates how the placement of plantation housing
often depends on the use of natural environments.
Moreover, the construction of the plantation landscape
Aad YSEIyd (2 LINRB2SOG OeNT | ;
families who owned these propertiesVhile major
waterways like the Mississippi River were conduits for
everyday traffic, some sought to create disti
separation between the main house complex and the
quarters of enslaved laborers (Blokker 2021; Turner

2021). Rehder (1999) alsoshows that specific
relationships  between  plantation  architecture,
organization, and land use can be localized

interpretations of culturally contingent practices.

Aninflux of German, Hungarian, Canary Islandidefq,

and Sicilian migrantgluring the nineteenth century
influenced how different areas changed over time.
Archaeological dataand material culture alonecannot
alwaysdistinguish theseultural identities Furthermore,

the names oflocal communitiesare often poblematic.
C2NJ SEI YLX S3 4. isdedvediom tNalza
CNBYOK g20R CGNINPEDHKSNIO2t 2y A
Louisiana often referred tdslenosas& NHIE S 56 S
given how they cleared land by fire, thus creating an
ethnonym that shaped local toponymy (e.g., Bruslie
Plantation, the town of Brusly St. Martin).

.Se2yR f20Fft 2Ly baybecdmel KS
a catchall in architectural studies, congealing what are
otherwise local interpretations of greater architectural
N} RAGAz2yasd ¢KS SEIFOG dz&AS
identity has changed dramatically over time, though the
first use in architectur was for describingpuildingsin
bSé hNISIya o6/ dz2NIAE mMpmy O d
elements of local aesthetic in construction practices and
design, there are still significant elements of the built
envionment that retain the integrity of historic (e.g.,
Greek Revival) design. From an archaeological
perspective, the layout of piers can reflect more of the
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Table 1. Individualisted residential properties listed on the National Register of Historic Places in Desoto
Parish, as available through the Louisiana Cultural Resources Map, April 2024.

Name Period NRHP | Area of Significance Style Classification
Guy House 1850 C Architecture Cottage Greek Revival
The Oaks 1855 C Architecture Cottage Greek Revival
Swearingen House 1840 C Architecture Cottage Greek Revival
Roseneath 1846 C Architecture Traditional Greek Revival
Two-Story
- . Single-Stor .
Williams House 1870 C Architecture Greek Revival
Frame
: Traditional .
Thomas Scott House 1858 C Architecture Greek Revival
Two-Story
Buena Vista 1859 C Architecture Traditional) - Greek Re\{lval, Gothi
Two-Story| Revival
. . Agricul Archi )
Myrtle Hill Plantation House 1852 C griculture, Arc {t_ectur Cottage Greek Revival
Landscape, Military
Mundy-McFarland 1850-1874 C Architecture Cottage Classical ngval/
Neoclassical
. Single-Stor .
Spell House 1850 Architecture Greek Revival
Frame
Allen House 1848 Architecture Dogtrot Greek Revival
Prude House 1870 Architecture Cottage Greek. REVIV{%L Gothi
Revival, ltalianate
Land's End 1857, 1864] A, c |AOriculture, Architecturf Traditional - oy oo ival
Military Two-Story|
Stribling House 1860 C Architecture Cottage | Greek Revival, Italiand

traditional colonial housing footprints, but without some
of the more ephemeral wooden decorative materials
(cornices, baseboards) it would be easy to mislabel (see
Filoromo2023 for an application of these ideas to the
Wilderness Plantation, 16EBR244biistorical arch
aeologydraws onprimary sources othe written record

as well as thebuilt environment These data are
necessary to develop appropriate cultural contexts to
evaluate not just sites, but historic landscapes.

Greek Revival and Landscape Archaeology iisdiie
Parish

In the late 1980s, representatives from theuisiana
Division of Historic PreservatiofDHP) completed
individual National Register of Historic PlagddRHP)
nomination forms to list several Greek Revival mansions
in DeSotdParish Each of these was listethder Criterion

C (Table 1). Many of theg@operties have not been
reevaluated, even as part of indirect areafspotential
effect, where vibratory or visual impactsom different
undertakings may adversely affect their integrity. There
has beenlittle to no archaeological work on these

4

properties,soit is not possible to conduct comparative
analyses of material culture. However, the built
environment does providean excellent source for
developing expectations about how various architectural
layouts and materials might translatednarchaeological
contexts (see Filoromo 2023).

Each 6 the 14 National Registdisted residential
properties inDeSotoParishboast Greek Revival styles
with vernacular expressions of design. Of these, only four
include a full second story f & dz2Sy Il +Aa&ad
End are consideredto be large mansions. Théllen
House dogtrotis among themost unique, with an
architectural design that reflestthe movement ofthat
tradition in the Upland South (Kniffen and Glassie 1966).
Many of the builders of theskousesare unknown Oral
histories of the Sthling Houseas recorded on th&lRHP
nomination form state that the owner contracted an
dGitinerant Germag OF NILJSY 0 SNX®» [ | YRQa
Vista were built by the same carpentehll of these
houses areaisedon brick piers. Roseneatls uniquein
having asemtraisedbrick basement.
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Each of thesehouseshas varying degrees of alterations
or additions, some of which reflect different water
management systems or changes to the kitchen.the
larger, twostory houses however, additional wings
were incorporated during their initial construction.
Roseneath has aear wing that, contrary tothe
symmetry of Greek Revival design, is asymmetdodl
extends from the southeastern wall of the houseit

[ ' YRQA 9 VY R-Storyawdh@sSand gallerids¢rs
attached to either side of the houseThesewere
demolishedin 1926 but were visible on the surface.
[ F YRQ&A  &sy Mterekting for its potential
archaeologicatleposits TheDHPstaff recorded surficial
SOARSYOS T2NJ AAE 318024z
piles indicatinghe location of quarters for the enslaved
population. None of thesdepositshave beerrecorded

as archaeological sites, nor is their exact location known.

For several of these homes, historical cartography
provides an excellent tool to reconstruct the historic
property boundaries, although such sources cannot be
taken without critique. For example, a ca. 1860 map of
DeSotoParish showing the historic boundaries of many
of the northern plantations and town is an excellent
source (Figure 1Many of the NationaRegistedisted
housesthat were built by the 1850s correspond to their
respective locations on the map (e.g., Thomas Scott

Greek Revival near Gloster
Desoto Parish, Louisiana

Plantation[ ™|

o |

=
RoSeneathis
B

] NRHP Listed
Property

House) [ I Y RQA& 9 yriRathl héwevewdd H&
appear on the map. The Marshall familyho owned

[ Iy RQ&oed nbRappear on the map, while the
Means family (Mrs. Means) does. The eattlyentieth
century Burford House (LHRI Resource-00873)
corresponds with the location of the Means Plantation,
yet there is no indication Roseneath was ever moved. As
of now, there is no clear explanation for this discrepancy.
Historical cartography, wigiluseful, can be problematic.
As Cochran and Honerkamp (2017) argue, it is important
to know the purpose ofa map and how surveyors
collected data. The miglot may be a matter of poor
scalar resolution.

%oqt&@%g\g(réuw&re%r? Blfaﬁtgtign% allioyim%ac?eg land NR
scapes inDeSoto Parish. Rolling hills presergd a
challenge in sustaining lorigrm crop healthfor cotton
planters in the Upland Soutlidosioncouldwash away
crops, leading farmers to terrace their properties
following natural contour®f the landscap&Drucker et
al. 1983).Given the difficulty of identification during
fieldwork, tese features are oftenoverlooked by
archaeological surveyés Drucker and colleagues (1983)
observed in Abbeville Count$outh Carolina, many of
the cotton terraces werdater replanted in pine.In
DeSoto Parish, LiDARerived Digital Terrain Models
(DTM)make it possibl¢o identify thesefeatures on the

Scotth :
M Burford|tome

/]
Roseneath

Figure 1. Greek Revival homes near Gloster, shown over a ca. 1860 untitled map of Desoto Parish. Courtesy of the Off
Archives, National Archives and Records Administration, Washington D.C.

5



LAS NEWSLETTER(3)

landscape. Bvidence of terracing is still visiblat Takeaways
Roseneath PlantationPipeline construction andan
absence ofvegetation in open areasontribute to
erosion, making traces of those terraces subtle (Figures
2 and 3).Terracing is still prominent isome forested
areasandaround the waterways.

This brief articlehasdemonstrated that there areways
to utilize and leverage alternativeources ofdata in
evaluaing cultural resources a& largerscale.National
Register listing can provide an important source of
information forevaluating historic residencesd for

Eroding Terrace

Terracing

200 Meters
ST T T T IS T Y B

Figure 2. LiDARerived DTM of Roseneafiantation and the surrounding area, showing terracing.
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Elevation Profile
79.0

:=—

Elevation (m)
4
&
n

Distance (159.5 m}

Elevation Min: 75.01 m Avg: 7674 m Max: 7859 m Gain: 131 m Loss:-4.86 m

Slope Max: 13.95% -15.71% Avg: 2.87% -4.27%

Figure 3. Elevation profile showing the typical profile of cotton terraces in modern wooded forests, near Roseneath

developing archaeological expectatiorSther sources
of data, such as historical mapedLiDARderived DTMs
can reveal featuresn the landscape Along with the

social history of architectural traditions, landscape

management practices and toponymyghould be
included in cultural resource management.
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Ouachita Mountains Connection t8ite 16BE78, Beauregard Parish, LA
James A. Green, Il
Services Unlimited, Hammond

The Tew site (16BE78) outside of DeRidder, Louisiana, 6 HamMmoY oyy0 Vy20iS o6fl 01 RS
still has some surprisegven though the bulk of the discussion of novaculite color variation in Arkansas.

cultural materials recovered during our 197980 Dorsal Ventral
salvage excavations is missiipcades ago, Mike Tew
gave me a cigar box full of lithic artifacts that he had
surface collected frona planed portion of the site. The
knoll in that area had been bulldozed approximately 30
to 35 cm vertically during land clearing operations. After
rains, Mike would pick up artifacts exposed on the barren
soil and loote backdirt piles. | had not paid much
attention to the box of artifactsintil recently,since they
had no provenience other than the site.
i 2

Bac kg roun d Platform 05 0 Platform

Centimeters

While examining the cigar box of unprovenienced  rigyre 1. Dorsal and ventral surfaces of the Tew flake.
artifacts for interesting flake tools, | noticed a black,

aphanitictextured flake (Figure 1) measuring 32.9 mm
wide, 39.5 mm long, and a maximum thickness of 9.2
mm. The lithic material was unlike the norngitronelle
gravel cherts commonly used in the regiddack is only

an occasional color within those gravel beds, although
there are a few glossy black chert flakes in the surace
collected artifacts.

Thislithic material, however, was compellingly familiar.

It looked like a black lithic material | had run across in the
Cossatot Basin of the Ouachita Mountains of Arkansas
west of Little Missouri Fal(§igure 2)In one location the
material was capping bluisgray novaculite, with the
interface containing banding of both materials and black
dendrites. Ashley (1892: 2389) lists the occurrence of
black novaculite beds on both the Cossatot River and
Little Missauri River. In addition, Etchieson and Tittub

0.5 1] 1 2
T

Centimeters

Figure 2. Black novaculite from the Ouachita Mountains.
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The CossatoBasin material was unidentified, but it
appeared to be what Banks (1990: 46) called novert

or perhaps even black novaculite, although none had
been recorded in that area by archaeologists. Banks
noted that novacherts are associated with novaculite
facies in the Ouachita Mountains. The source valley was
close enough to known deposits of Big Fork (alt. Bigfork)
chert, a gray to blacktypically quartzveined chert
(Perdue 1909: 35), to warrant further investigation of the
two material types as possibeources of the Tew flake
material. Both the Arkansas Geological Survey (2007,
2024) and Oklahoma Geological Survey (2022) mapped
geologic units show that novaculite and Big Fork chert
deposits almost always occur adjacent to each other
(Figure 3)Novaculite texturereportedly varies east to
west (Etchieson and Trubitt 2013: 388), while colors can
vary even within a specific locality (Banks 1990: 40;
Etchieson and Trubit2013: 388). In fact, Ashley (1892:

novaculite, providing an image of theaterial from the
University of Oklahoma comparative collection at 40x
magnification (personal communication). The image was
similar to magnified views of my sample materials from
the Ouachita Mountains and the flake from Site 16BE78.
| sent him an image igflure 4) showing the flake from the
Tew site (a) fitted against a sample of black novaculite (b)
| had obtained from the Ouachita Mountains in the
previously mentioned Cossatot Basin region. He thought
they were an identical match. He also confirmed the
white quartzstreaked black chert in my possession to be
the same material as Big Fork samples he had seen.

g¥MmMc U RA&OdzaaSa G(GKS LINBLISN 56 A
GKS 120 {LINAy3a I NBI @SN&dAz aiz
to the west.

0 25 5 75 100km
| we—— s

0 10 20 30 40 Somi
~ County Boundary
o City

/ State Boundary ‘

Figure 3Geologic map of the distribution of Big Fork chert
and novaculite (Source Arkansas Geological Survey [2007;
2024] & Oklahoma Geological Survey [2022]).

Preliminary Investigation

| contacted Jeffrey Lewig graduate student at the
University of Oklahoma, who has been trying to source
and characterize lithic materials in the Arkansas
MissourtOklahoma region where there is a confusion of
chert types, some with multiple names. Lately, he has
been working on thic material identification and
mobility during the Fourche Maline period in eastern
Oklahoma (Lewis and Crider 2023). He agreed that the
black lithic materials | possessed could be black

9

Centimeters

Figure 4Tew flake (a) next to a black novaculite flake (b).

Next, | consulted Mary Beth Trubitt, Ph.D., Arkansas
Archeological Survey Station Archeologist in Arkadelphia
and research professor of anthropology at Henderson
State University. Trubitt has authored and coauthored
several works on Arkansas novaculitecfii#tson and
Trubitt 2013; Trubitt 2007a; Trubitt 2007b; Trubitt,
Green, and Early 2004; Trubitt, Stumpf, and Hanvey
2016; Trubitt and Hanvey 2011). She was not familiar
with any novaculite or Big Fork chert deposits in the
region | described, though not labf the Ouachita
Mountain range has been explored in detail by
archaeologists. Most work has been done in and around
known Indigenous novaculite quarry sites (Etchieson
1997). Seeing the image of the sibgside black
novaculite and Tew flake (Figure 4y. Trubitt was
positive that the two materials were the same (personal
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communication).Figure 5 shows the location of Site
16BE78 and the region where my samples of black
novaculite and Big Fork chert were obtained.
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Figure 5. Location abck sample area and Site 16BE78.
Microscopic Examination

With two corresponding opinions that the black flake
from Site 16BE78 was black novaculite, it was time to
guantify those opinions with microscopy. Various
samples of Big Fork chert and black novaculite in the
I dzi K2 NQ &

image microscope eyepiece camera mounted in the
monocular tube of an Olympus JM trinocular microscope
using an offset AmScope Model MAGEEDS2-A 11

watt, 60 LED, 650 lumens lamp to provide consistent

lighting. Since the CMOS camera could pick up different

reflective wavelengths from clothing and other objects in
the room, most comparative images were converted to
8-bit grayscale, which provides @shades (e.g. values)

10

L2aaSaarzys weré 2y 3
photographed at 7.5x, 11.5x, 18.25x, 30x, and 45x using &
an AmScope Model MD500A 5.1 MP CMOS live color

of neutral, aka achromatic, color (Munsell 1954:6%).
Ultimately, microscopy of 7.5x was chosen to show
overall texture of the Tew flake, black novaculite, and Big
Fork chert, with 18.25x selected for close examination of
each texure.

The Tew flake (Figure 6) exhibited translucent white to
opaque beige inclusions similar in size and distribution to
those in some of my black novaculite samples (Figure 7)
at 18.25x power. The occurrence of carbonate rhombs in
Big Fork chert is mentionedybPitt et. al (19824, in
Banks 1990:35). Samples of Big Fork chert with the classic
white quartz veins from the Big Fork area in my
possession do exhibit tan to light oranbeown
carbonate rhombs, but those differ in color and shape
from the inclusionsobserved in the black novaculite
samples and the flake from Site 16BE78.

Figure 7Inclusions in black novaculite at 18.25x.
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Future Xray diffraction (XRD) tests could determine the
mineralogical makeup of these inclusions. It will have to
suffice for now to note the similarity of the inclusions in
both the Tew flake and black novaculite samples.
Additionally, the Tew flake (Rige 8) occasionally
exhibits unidentified linear fossils within the matrix. The
Arkansas Office of State Geologist (2024) states that
fossils can be common in some novaculite deposits.

Looking at the 7.5x grayscale images of all three
specimens, it is clear that the Tew flake (Figure 9a)
texture more closely matches that of the black novaculite
(Figure 9b) than the Big Fork chert (Figure 9c). The same
can be said for the grayscale imags18.25x. Here,
photographs from two locations on the Tew flake
(Figures 9d and 9g) are closer in texture and overall
appearance to two different novaculite samples (Figures
9e and 9h) than to the two different Big Fork chert
samples (Figures 9f and 9i).

Conclusions

Based on overall texture, appearance, and microscopy,
the black flake from the surface collection at the Tew site
(16BE78) appears to more closely match black novaculite
from the Cossatot region in the Ouachita Mountains of
Arkansas. The lithic source igpaoximately 250 mi (410
km) away from the site (Figure 5). Since novaculite does
not occur within the Citronelle formation, its presence at
the site can only be through trade or visit to the source.
We did encounter very small novaculite pebbles during
excavations in the Grand Bayou Reservoir in Red River
Parish (Davies et al. 1997), which is approximately 80 mi
(230 km) north of Site 16BE78, but that novaculite

Tew Flake

- b e
>

1.mm
—

Big Fork Chert

" w05 MM

Figure 9. Microscopy of the Tew flake, black novaculite, and Big Fork chert at-@)2n¢h18.25x (@ in grayscale format.
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washed down ages ago from its origins in the Ouachita
Mountains and was highly fractured and weathered; only
suitable for small flake tools.

Analysis of the tertiary flake from the Tew site suggests
difficulty in detaching it from the blank/core as evinced
by a heavily battered and crushed platform, with the
damage intruding onto the bulb of percussion. No
utilized edges or other modificationsere noted. This
would indicate the flake most likely was detached on
site. This finding makes locating the missing Tew site
archaeological salvage materials that much more
important both in terms of possibly identifying additional
black novaculite at thsite, but also tying it to a specific
stratum and occupation.
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Poverty Point Station Archaeology Program Update
Diana M. Greenlee

PovertyPoint Station Archaeologist

University of Louisiana Monroe

A Moundville Palette in North Louisiana

Earlier this year, a collector brought an unusual artifact
to Poverty Point WHS for identification (Figure3)1It is

a disk fragment of fingrained sandstone, about 2 cm in
thickness and, based on its curvature, about 29 cm in
diameter. It has a notcteerim, with 3 concentric lines
(each about 1.3 mm wide) engraved parallel to the rim
on one side, and a single line (about 2.4 mm wide) on the
other. This was identified as a fragment of a Moundville
palette.

Figure 1Top (obverse) side of Moundville palette fragment
from north Louisiana, with three concentric engraved lines.

Figure2. The bottom (reverse) side, with a single engraved
line.

Moundvillepalettes are generally round, ranging from 9
41 cm in diameter (with most 185 cm) and 22 cm in
thickness (Steponaitis 2016). They date to about AD
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12001450, which is consistent with the established age
of the site where this one was found. The top sides, with
multiple concentric lines, sometimes contain traces of
red, white, and/or black pigments (Moore 1905;
Steponaitis 2016). Some palettes havgeved designs

on the underside, such as the famous Rattlesnake Disk
with intertwined snakes encircling laand/eye (Knight
and Steponaitis 2011). Although many have been
recovered from burials, fragments (such as this one)
often are not.

Figure3. Rm of the Moundville palette fragmentshowing
the notch.

The source of the sandstone used to craft the palettes
has been determined to be the Upper Pottsville
Formation, about 30 km north of Moundville (Whitney et
al. 2002). While most Moundville palettes have been
found at the Moundville site in AL, others haleen
found at the Lake George, Anna, Glass, and Landrum sites
in MS and the Rosedale and Shellhill sites in LA
(Steponaitis 2016; Weinstein 1987). This find, more than
300 km from Moundville, represents the third known
occurrence of a palette fragment lrouisiana.

Steponaitis proposes that Moundville palettes, like those
from Etowah, were part of ritual bundles and, thus,
served a purpose more sacred than just mixing paint
(Steponaitis 2016; Steponaitis et al. 2011). They were
altars used in the ritual preparationf aolorful, yet
spiritually powerfulsubstances for ceremonial use.

ERTs at Poverty Point

The International Society for Archaeological Prospection
(ISAP) awarded a grant to Jimmy Adcock (Guideline Geo),
Rinita Dalan (Emeritus Professor, Minnesota State
University Moorhead), and Diana Greenlee to conduct
2D, 2.5D, and 3D Electrical Resistiviaygndgraphy (ERT)
investigations at Poverty Point WHS. Previous
investigations using 2D ERTs had demonstrated the
utility of this technique for imaging various subsurface
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features at the site (Dalan and Greenlee 2022; Hargrave
and Greenlee 2022). The funded research was designed
to provide more detailed information about the
subsurface structure and formation of buried anomalies
in the Poverty Point plaza.

ERT survey involves pushing electrodes into the ground
at a set spacing and connecting them to a meléctrode
cable (Figures 4 and 5). An electrical current is sent into
the ground via the electrodes and the resistance against
current flow is measured.The distance between

electrodes determines the depth and resolution of

resistance measurement. Resistivity will be lower in soils
that are moister, more saline, more organic, and/or finer

textured (i.e., have more clays and silts). Our initial
viewing of he collected data was very promising; we

anxiously await the fully processed results.

| &% A SRR T N AW, %

Figure 4. Transects of electrodes and cable for 2.5D modeling.
Jimmy Adcock (left) and Rinita Dalan (right) in background.
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The fieldwork was conducted from 25 April 2024. We
were fortunate that the weather forecast for rain every
day during that period turned out to be mostly wrong.
Adcock, his Guideline Geo colleague Makayla Shoup,
Dalan, and Greenlee were graciously abtyassisted by
volunteers Mark Brink, Tad Britt, and John Zumwalt;
head chef George Holley provided needed sustenance.

References Cited

Dalan, Rinita A. and Diana M. Greenlee

2022 Report on Horizontal Electrical Profilesl&WC5.
Unpublished report on file with Poverty Point Station
Archaeology Program, Pioneer, LA.

Hargrave, Michael L. and Diana M. Greenlee

2022 Horizontal Electrical Profile Investigations of Linear
Magnetic Anomalies in the Northwest Plaza, Poverty
Point World Heritage Site, 16WC5. Unpublished report
on file with Poverty Point Station Archaeology Program,
Pioneer, LA.

Knight, Vernon James, Jr., and Vincas P. Steponaitis

2011  Aredefinition of the Hemphill Style in Mississippian
Art. InVisualizing the Sacred: Cosmic Visions,
Regionalism, and the Art of the Mississippian World
edited by George E. Lankford, F. Kent Reilly 1ll, and James
F. Garber, pp. 20239. University of Texas Press, Austin.

Moore, Clarence B.

1905 Certain aboriginal remains of the Black Warrior
River.Journal of the Academy of Natural Sciences of
Philadelphial3:125244.

Steponaitis, Vincas P.

2016 Moundville palettes prestige goods or inalienable
possessions? IRethinking Moundville and Its Hinterland
edited by Vincas FSteponaitis and C. Margaret Scarry,
pp. 12%133. University Press of Florida, Gainesville.

Steponaitis, Vincas P., Samuel E. Swanson, George Wheeler,
and Penelope B. Drooker

2011 The provenance and use of Etowah palettes.
American Antiquityr6:81-106.

Weinstein, Richard A.

1987 ¢ KS w2aSRIFtS FYR {KSftfKACTT
evidence from southeastern Louisiaauisiana
Archaeologyl 1:6588.

Whitney, Cynthia, Vincas P. Steponaitis, and John J. W. Rogers

2002 A petrographic study of Moundville palettes.
Southeastern Archaeolo@i:227234.

Figure5. (left)3D array of electrodes and cables. Makayla
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canopy, with John Zumwalt looking on (far right).
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The BayouWPointe au ChiefRipe
Chip McGimseyLouisiana Division of Archaeology

Alocal oysterman was working in BayBuinte au Chien
in Februaryof 2024when he dredged up eemarkable
ceramic pipe(Figure 1) The exact location where he
collected the pipe has not been determined and it is

unclear if it is associated with one of the known sites
along the lower reaches of the bayou. The pipe is curated
by thePointe au Chiemdian Tribe and is presented here
with their permission.

Figurel. Side viewof the Bayou Pointe au Chien Pjjustrating the profile and incised hareye image.
15
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The pipe was examined by the author and Sam Huey of
the Division of Archaeology during a visit to fhginte Au
Chienin mid-Marchof 2024. We were not expecting to
be shown such an amazing artifaittus documentation

is limited to cell phone photographs.

The pipe is grogempered ceramic.There is no visible
shell tempering visible on any surface, nor in any of the
small fractures in the surface. Overall, the pipe isl21

cm long, 8 cm wide and®cm tall. The bowl opening is
3.5 cm wide and narrows somewhat at the base (Figure
2). The bowl itself is slightly bulbous with an incised line
circling the bowl opening. The pipe mouth is 2.5 cm wide
and also has an incised line encircling the opening (Figure
2). The bowl is blackened but there is no V&sithar on

the interior surface.

Figure 2. A toglown view of the pipe bowl.

One side of the pipe exhibits a hargle image (Figurg)

with three fingers, each with a fingernail. The palm
includes a triangular incised line with a large punctate or
incision running vertically through the triangle
NELINBASY(GAy3a (KSeyeWdodfSThe AY
opposite side of the pipe shows an identical image but it

is reversed, with the fingers pointing toward the rear of
the pipe (Figure B This side of the pipe is eroded and
the image is difficult to digen.

The back end of the pipe exhibits three circles defined by
exterior incised lines and a depressed cer{tégure 4)

On either side of the central circle there is a vertical
incised line extending down to the base of the pipe. The
decorative motifs on the pipe represent a classic

16

depiction of Southern Cult images. The Southern Cult, or
Southeastern Ceremonial Complex, is recognized
archaeologically by a series of distinctive motifs typically
expressed on copper, shell, and ceramic artifacts.

e —

2,01,

Figure4. View of back end of pipe with three circles and incised
lines.
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Imagesof the Southeastern Ceremonial Complex include

younger than that. On the basis of relatively little data,

I T22Y2NLKAO WYaye Miifyforke@ye G K 8 ha& beghfassumed that most of the sites in this region

symbol, bilobed arrow, and the cresscircle. These can
be found from the Cahokia site in the midwesterSU
throughout the southeastern 13 and appear in contexts
dating between 1000 and 1600 CE.

The age and context of this pipe is unknown. Sites along
this section of BayouPointe au Chienare poorly
documented Only very limited artifact samplesind
almost no temporally diagnostic sherdsave been
recovered. The regional geomorphic history indicates
BayouPointe au Chiers an element of the Lafourche
Terrebonne delta complex that began forming in this
area approximately 1,500 years ago (Wells et al. 2016:8).
As the pipe was found in an area closer to the distal end
of this distributary system, the local landforms may be

date to Coles Creek and/or Plaquemine timdse
appearance of an artifact bearing Southern Cult imagery
supports the inferred age of at least one occupation of
this area. These motifs could be foundlate Coles
Creek, Plaguemineand even late precontacearly
contact contexts.
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Archaeology Field School Kisatchie National Forest

Conan MillsLouisiana Public Archaeolobgb, UL Lafayette

In May of 2024 thé\nthropology Program anldouisiana
Public Archaeologhab at theUniversity of Louiaha at
Lafayette(ULL)held anarchaeologyfield school at the
latt Lake Bluff site (16GR59fh}he Catahoula District of
Kisatchie National ForestThe field crew included
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students faculty, and staffrom ULLand the Louisiana
Public Archaeology Labnd members of the Jena Band
of Choctaw Indiansin partnership with archaeologists
from the Kisatchie National Forest Heritage Program

N e Wy

of 2024,
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Therewasno shortage of artifacts from thsite. While
there were plenty of secondary and tertiatithic flakes,
as well agrojectile points, the majority othe artifacts
have beemottery sherdsStudents and staffvill have
plenty of work to do in the lab

The field school was made possible by an agreement
between the Kisatchie National Forest Heritage Program
and ULL.Held technicians arrivedn site one week
before the field schoolbegan This allowed uso
delineate the siteboundariesby shovel testing and
identify areas for further investigation. While some
excavations had taken place 20 years ago, this gaga us
opportunity tocollect more information about the site

TG iz ¥ T

Therewasalsono shortage of inclement weather during
the field school. Extra precautiomsere taken during the
oppressively hot and rainy days.

PN — B

2 &)

The field school began byyling out andstarting to
excavate iby-1-meter units. Field techiciansstudents,

and members of the Jena Band of Choctaw Indians are
shown in the above photograph, starting some of the

2 v LG N A a
first excavation unitsf the field schoolThese unithave Lunch break providedtime for everyone to visit, talk
provided additional information on the site,ith over about the artifacts and featuresbeing found, to
400 artifacts from one squareneter. The units were recharge and finish the day strong.

expandedand revealectulturalfeatures.
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NEWS AND ANNOUNCEMESIT

LAS 2024 Annual Meeting in Lafayette

The Louisiana Archaeological Society heldaitsual
meeting onFebruary 2825, 2024 at the Holiday Inn &
Suites Northin Lafayette Sanuel Huey served as the
Program Chair¢ KA & &SI NRa YSSthaiy3
anniversary of the founding of the LAS

There were 18 presentations and five posters displayed
at the meeting(see the Winter 2024 LA wsletterVol.

52 No. 1 for the Agendadlongwith the customary gent
auctionof books and miscellaneous thingspemorable
keynote address byRichard Weinste, as well as
executive committee and business meetingghe
following pages present some selected photographs and
memoriesof the 2024 LAS meeting.

BrileighElton, Tad Britt, and Sadie Whitehurst at registration.
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Nathanael Heller gave an overvi@m archaeology in New
Orleans

Above:Erlend Johnson spoke about recent archaeology in
KisatchieNational ForestBelow: Rich Weinstein at the Silent
Auction.
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| ¥
of P:r-Mound Structyres

Diana Greenlee gave a presentation on Poverty Point.

funny

Sadie Whitehurst and Sam Huey worked to make sure
everything ran smoothly

Gloria Church and Conan Milisesented posters.
20
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Conan Mills, first in line at the buffet.

Richard Weinstein delivered theynote address.

Duke Rivet provided the true story of what happened on that
day in the field 40 or so years ago.

UL Lafayette faculty and studembluntees in attendance.
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