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ABSTRACT

This report presents a program for the management 
of cultural resources at Tuttle Creek Lake, Kansas, based 
on an intensive laboratory study of archaeological site 
survey forms, maps, records, and field notes. Tuttle 
Creek contains 132 archaeological sites; 101 are located 
on government-owned lands while the remainder are on flow- 
age easement properties. Many of these sites currently 
are threatened by adverse effects created by the lake.
Each site on government land is evaluated and a recommen­
dation for future work is made. A procedure which con­
siders each site's elevation, proximity to project fea­
tures, and cultural significance, is devised to rank into 
priorities the work recommended. Further field work, to 
evaluate adverse effects and cultural significance, is 
recommended for 84 sites. Additional recommendations 
are made for flowage easement sites, archaeological survey 
work, and historical and historic architectural studies.
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INTRODUCTION
Tuttle Creek Lake is a multi-purpose project of the 

Corps of Engineers, located on the Big Blue River near 
Manhattan, Kansas. The lake, completed and placed in 
operation during the summer of 1962, is formed by an 
.-earthfi.il dam 7500 feet long, 157 feet high, and 1050 
feet wide at the base. The dam is situated six miles 
north of Manhattan and 12.3 miles from the confluence 
of the Big Blue and Kansas Rivers. The multi-purpose 
pool extends upstreamnearly 30 miles. The shoreline 
at multi-purpose pool level is 112 miles. The drainage 
area controlled by the project is 9556 square miles. 
Portions of Pottawatomie, Marshall, and Riley Counties 
are inundated by the lake.

Several archaeological investigations have been con­
ducted in Tuttle Creek Lake since 1952. This report 
summarizes the environmental setting, previous archae­
ological investigations, and certain characteristics of 
the lake that have an impact on cultural resources.
Site locations and descriptive data are given for archae­
ological sites located within the boundaries of the
proj ect,

Included in this report is a program for the manage- 
. ment of cultural resources at Tuttle Creek Lake for 
Fiscal Years 78-83. Specific recommendations are made 
for known archaeological sites situated on government- 
owned land. Additional recommendations are made for 
future archaeological, historical, and historic archi­
tectural investigations.
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METHOD OF INVESTIGATION
This study consisted entirely of library and labor­

atory research at the Mus exam of Anthropology, University 
of Kansas. No field work was conducted. Information on 
previously-recorded archaeological sites was obtained 
from an intensive study of site survey forms, maps, 
récords, and field notes in the Museum of Anthropology. 
Published sources concerning Tuttle Creek Lake, as well 
as those regarding cultural resource management, were 
reviewed. The Corps of Engineers, Kansas City District, 
provided topographic maps, project maps, and other per­
tinent information regarding Tuttle Creek Lake.

A total of 308 site survey forms were reviewed. These 
represented the known archaeological sites in Marshall, 
Riley, and Pottawatomie Counties, recorded by individuals 
from the Smithsonian Institution, Kansas State Historical 
Society, and the University of Kansas. By plotting these 
sites on topographic maps, it was determined that 132 
sites are located within the limits of Tuttle Creek Lake 
project. Another 42 sites are situated on the periphery 
of the project, while the remainder are in other portions of the three counties.

Cultural materials collected during the 1952 survey 
were borrowed from the Smithsonian Institution. These 
materials and collections housed in the Museum of Anthro­pology, University of Kansas, were examined so that 
cultural affiliations could be determined for the archae­ological sites at Tuttle Creek Lake.
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ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING
Tuttle Creek Lake is located in the Central Lowland 

Province of the major physiographic division, the Interior 
Plains. More specifically, Tuttle Creek falls within two 
minor physiographic divisions, the Flint Hills Upland and 
the Attenuated Drift Border (Schoewe 1949:277). Generally, 
the lower third of the reservoir area falls within the 
Flint Hills division, while the upper two-thirds is located 
in the Attenuated Drift Border. These two physiographic 
units consist of a series of northeast-southwest trending 
scarps and valleys, a result of the differential erosion

alternating hard and soft Permian limestones and shales. 
The surface of the Flint Hills is gently rolling and 
characterized by the large amount of flint or chert present The Attenuated Drift Border is similar to the Flint Hills 
Upland and differs basically in that it has been glaciated. 
Evidence of glaciation occurs in the form of isolated 
patches of till, outwash, scattered erratics or boulders, 
cobbles, and pebbles of ice-transported material (Schoewe 
1949j280-291). Some of these materials were used by the 
prehistoric inhabitants for the manufacture of axes, hammers, and other implements.

The major stream in this area is the Big Blue River, 
which flows southward from its headwaters in south-central 
Nebraska until it joins the Kansas River near Manhattan.
The Big Blue has a deep, narrow, flat-floored valley. 
Topographic relief is on the order of 250-350 feet, as 
measured from the floodplain to the tops of adiacent bluffs and hills.

The Little Blue River, the major tributary of the Big 
Blue, begins in south-central Nebraska and enters the Big 
Blue near Blue Rapids, Kansas. Another large tributary, 
the Black Vermillion River, joins the Big Blue a few miles 
southeast of Blue Rapids. Both the Black Vermillion and 
the Little Blue flow a greater distance and are consider­
ably larger than the other tributaries of the Big Blue.

Numerous breaks occur along the course of the Big 
Blue River from which flow smaller spring fed tributary 
streams. These streams are generally short, with their 
headwaters occuring in the nearby hills.

This portion of Kansas has a variable climate of 
moderate winters and summers. The average annual temper­
ature is 55.3 degrees. The extremes in termperature 
occur in January and July (Flora 1948:195). The average 
annual precipitation is 28.30 inches. Precipitation 
ranges from .60 inches in January to 4.44 inches in June 
(Flora 1948:61). The growing season ranges from 137-197 
days. The first killing frost occurs in the Fall around 
October 11, while the last killing frost in the Spring 
occurs around April 24 (Flora 1948:223-229).
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Prior to extensive white settlement in the region, 
the stream banks, adjacent valley floors, and ravines 
were well timbered with elm, oak, burr oak, hickory, 
cottonwood, walnut, hackberry, sycamore, redbud, willow, 
hazel, box elder, ash, cedar, linden, dogwood, plum, and 
prickly ash (Barker 1969:533). Resources undoubtedly 
utilized by prehistoric peoples of the area include per­
simmon, papaw, elderberry, serviceberry, chokeberry, and 
wild grape (Wedel 1959:14).

The forested areas provided food and shelter for 
animals such as^deer, bear, squirrel, beaver, and cotton- 
tail^rabbit, Bison, antelope, coyote, and jackrabbit 
inhabited the upland prairie adjacent to the Big Blue 
River Valley. Wild turkey undoubtly was an important 
food source to the prehistoric occupants; of lesser im- 
P0Tr^a?ce were quail, ruffed grouse, and prairie Chicken (Wedel 1959:14). The Big Blue River itself was a probable 
source of various fish and turtles. Several varieties of 
fresh water mussels were present in local streams.

Much of the bottomland of this area has been altered 
by Euro-American settlers. Bottomlands were cleared of 
timber to build houses and to prepare fields for farming. 
The bottomlands were settled first and later some of the 
upland prairies were broken by the plow. Following the 
severe drought of 1872-1875, many upland farms were aban­
doned and reverted back to native grass. Presently, the 
uplands are used for grazing and the bottomlands for farm­ing (Barker 1969:533-534).



PREVIOUS ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVESTIGATIONS
Archaeological investigations in the Tuttle Creek 

area began in 1952, when Ralph S. Solecki and J. M. 
Shippee conducted a survey for the Smithsonian Institu­
tion, River Basin Surveys, to locate archaeological re­
mains likely to be damaged or destroyed by construction 
of the lake (Solecki 1953). They located and recorded 
a total of 119 sites in and around the lake area, includ­
ing sites of Paleo-Indian, Archaic, Woodland, and Central 
Plains cultural affiliations (Solecki 1953:20). Solecki 
felt that the lake area was archaeologically important 
and recommended that eight sites be totally excavated, 
six sites intensively tested, and 26 sites explored with 
tests (Solecki 1953:20). Solecki's recommendations and 
subsequent work conducted on these sites are presented in Table 1.

Table 1. Solecki's Recommendations and Actual Work 
Subsequently Conducted in Tuttle Creek.

Actual Work
Site Recommendation Conducted Reference
14MH1 Excavation
14MH2* Excavation
14MH3* Exploratory Tests
14MH6* Exploratory Tests
14MH8 Exploratory Tests
14MH9 Excavation
14MH10 Excavation
14MH14 Exploratory Tests
14MH18* Exploratory Tests
14MH28 Exploratory Tests
14MH29 Exploratory Tests
14MH39 Exploratory Tests
14MH40 Exploratory Tests
14MH41* Exploratory Tests
14MH42 Excavation
14MH44 Intensive Tests
14MH47* Intensive Tests
14MH50 Excavation
14MH56* Exploratory Tests
14MH60 Exploratory Tests
14MH61 Exploratory Tests
14MH64* Exploratory Tests
14MH70* Excavation

Test Excavation Johnson 1973 
Excavation Kelley 1966

Test Excavation Johnson 1973 
Test Excavation Johnson 1973

Test Excavation Kelley 1966

5



6

Table 1 (Continued)

Site Recommendation
Actual Work 
Conducted Reference
Excavation O'Brien et al

1973 ~~ —
14P01 Intensive Tests

14P03 Intensive Tests
14P04 Intensive Tests
14P06 Exploratory Tests
14P09* Exploratory Tests
14P012**
14P013**
14P014 Exploratory Tests
14P016* Exploratory Tests
14P018 Exploratory Tests
14PO20 Exploratory Tests
14P021 Intensive Tests
14RY5 Exploratory Tests
14RY6 Exploratory Tests
14RY8 Excavation
14RY10 Exploratory Tests
14RY13 Exploratory Tests
14RY17 Exploratory Tests
14RY18 Exploratory Tests

Excavation Schmits 1976
Excavation Johnson 1973

Test Excavation Cumming 1958 
Test Excavation Cumming 1958 
Excavation Cumming 1958

Excavation Kelley 1966

Excavation Cumming 1958

*These sites are not within the boundaries of the Tuttle Creek Lake project.
**These sites were not recommended for further work, but 
were subsequently tested due to their proximity to dam construction.

Subsequent salvage work by the River Basin Surveys 
was conducted in 1953 by a crew under the direction of 
Robert B. Cumming and J. M. Shippee (Cumming 1958).
During the 1953 field season, this party completely ex­
cavated one site and conducted sampling tests in three 
others, all of which were situated in the immediate con­
struction area of the dam (Cumming 1958:45-78).

The 1953 crew excavated Sweat Bee Mound (14P014), a small burial mound consisting of irregularly-placed lime­
stone slabs and containing seven individuals, one of 
which appears to be intrusive. Artifacts recovered 
suggest that this site belongs to the Woodland period 
(Cumming 1958:56).

Sites tested during the 1953 field season include: 
the Spillway site (14P012), an occupational area possibly 
related to the Glen Elder Focus; the Reany site (14P013),
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a habitation site containing native artifacts and some 
European trade goods, suggesting a proto-historic or 
early-historic Kansa campsite; (14RY10), a village site 
possibly of the Nebraska aspect. Cumming (1958:62) 
felt that 14P012, 13, and 14 could yield little addi­
tional information and required no further work, but 
recommended that 14RY10 be investigated further.

Additional work at 14RY10 was accomplished during 
July of 1953 by a volunteer crew organized by Dr. Linwood 
L. Hodgdon of Kansas State University and consisting of 
individuals from Kansas State, the University of Nebraska, 
and the River Basin Surveys (Cumming 1958:46). Later 
that year, the volunteer crew took to the field again to 
continue excavation of a dwelling structure that had been 
discovered earlier. Kelley (1966) prepared a report on 
this additional work. On the basis of the dwelling and 
the associated artifacts, Kelley (1966:100) assigns 
14RY10 to the Central Plains tradition.

In 1956, Dr. Hodgdon returned to Tuttle Creek Lake 
to excavate at 14P021. Kelley (1966:101-4) summarized 
the findings at this site and suggests that it was an 
earthlodge village belonging to the Central Plains 
tradition.

Salvage excavations in the northern part of Tuttle 
Creek Lake were conducted in 1957 by a field party from 
the University of Kansas under the direction of Dr.
Carlyle S. Smith. Five sites were excavated or tested 
by this group. The results of the major excavation are 
described in a report prepared by Johnson (1973). The 
Budenbender site (14P04), was a small village consisting 
of two or three earthlodges situated on the north side 
of Spring Creek, a small tributary of the Big Blue River. 
One earthlodge was completely excavated. A radiocarbon 
determination on charcoal from a support post of this 
earthlodge provided a radiocarbon date of A.D. 1190 
(Johnson 1973:291). This date, and comparisons of arti­
facts and features with those of previously excavated 
materials in Kansas and Nebraska, indicate a Central Plains 
tradition occupation (Johnson 1973:291).

Sites tested by the 1957 field party were: the Bean
Hollow site (14MH1), a site consisting of Archaic, Wood­
land and Central Plains occupations; the Walls site 
(14MH42), where one Central Plains tradition earthlodge 
was encountered during testing; 14P01, a site that pro­
duced a Folsom point and contains Archaic and Woodland 
occupations; 14MH44, an Archaic site (Johnson 1973:273).

Carl Miller directed archaeological salvage work for 
the River Basin Surveys in 1962. The major excavation 
that season was the Pishny site (14MH2), a small earth­
lodge village tentatively assigned to the Central Plains
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tradition (Kelley 1966:90). Miller also tested another 
site in^1962, the Hamilton-Russell site (14MH70). On 
the basis of the pottery and chipped stone artifacts re­
covered, Kelley (1966:106) places this site in the 
Central Plains tradition.

In 1970, a field crew from the Museum of Anthropology, 
University of Kansas, conducted a shoreline survey of 
Tuttle Creek Lake. They located 54 new sites including 
many which were in the process of being eroded away by 
wave action from the lake, and others which appeared to 
be "wash-up" from inundated sites just off shore. In 
addition to the survey, the 1970 crew conducted minor 
test excavations on three of the newly discovered sites. 
Recommendations made and sites tested by the 1970 crew 
are presented in Table 2; none of these sites have been 
excavated or tested since that time.

Table 2. Work Recommended and Sites Tested by the 1970 
Kansas University Survey Crew.

Site Recommendation Site Recommendation
14P065* Further

Observation
14P0358 Test Excavation
14P0365 Excavation
14P0366 Excavation
14P0370 Further

Observation
14P0371* No Further Work
14RY334 Further

Observation

14RY338 Test Excavation
14RY339* Further

Observation
14RY340 Test Excavation
14RY347 Test Excavation
14RY355 Test Excavation
14RY356 Test Excavation
14RY357 Test Excavation
14RY366 Further

Observation
*Sites tested by the 1970 crew.

Excavation of the Coffey site (14P01), was conducted 
by Dr. Patricia J. O'Brien and students from Kansas State 
University on weekends during thé fall of 1971 and spring 
of 1972 (O'Brien et: al. 1973). Further excavations at 
the Coffey site were conducted during the 1972 through 
1975 field seasons by crews from the Museum of Anthropology, 
University of Kansas. Excavations have revealed several 
cultural deposits of Middle Archaic affiliation. Large 
quantities of artifacts, cultural debris, and numerous 
features were excavated. In addition, efforts were made 
to recover floral and faunal remains. The results of the 
1972 and 1973 excavations are described in a report pre­
pared by Schmits (1976).
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TUTTLE CREEK LAKE
Land Acquisition

Tuttle Creek Lake is a multi-purpose project, pro­
viding both flood control and multi-purpose storage.
The flood control pool, elevation 1075 to 1136 feet, 
m.s.l., is used for the storage of flood waters. The 
multi-purpose pool, up to elevation 1075, provides stor­
age for recreation, navigation, water quality, and fish 
and wildlife conservation (Corps of Engineers 1968:1-28).

The majority of land for Tuttle Creek Lake was pro­
cured in accordance with the 1953 land acquisition policy

... lands were purchased in fee to the five-year 
flood pool frequency contour elevation 1101 feet, 
m.s.l., blocked out along real estate subdivision 
lines. Flowage easement rights were procured in 
lieu of fee simple title above the five-year fre­
quency contour to the 1140-foot contour... The 
lands acquired in fee are described as those reser­
voir lands so frequently inundated as to destroy 
their usefulness or economic value, which is con­
sidered to be land flooded on the average more fre­
quently than once in five years. In all a total of 
33,634 acres were obtained in fee simple title and 
flowage easement was acquired on a total of 26,309 
acres (Corps of Engineers 1968:13).
A total of 132 archaeological Sites are located in 

the Tuttle Creek Lake project. Using Corps of Engineers 
land-tract maps, it was determined that 101 of these 
sites are located on government-owned lands, while 31 
are on flowage easement properties. The locations of 
these sites are shown in Maps 1-5 in the appendix of 
this report. A tabulation of sites discussed in this 
report is presented in Table 3.

Table 3. Summary Table of Sites Discussed in This Report

Location

Survey
Government

Land
Flowage
Easement

Outside 
of Project Total

1952
Smithsonian 47 30 42 119

1970 K.U. 54 54
Other* 1 1
TOTAL 101 31 42 174
*Site 14MH145 recorded by Larry Schmits.
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Adverse Effects on Archaeological Sites
This section will focus on the possible adverse effects 

that the lake may have on archaeological sites. A discussion 
of the regulation of the lake and the possible impact this 
might have on these sites follows.

The multi-purpose pool is maintained, if possible, at 
elevations between 1078 and 1080. However, during extremely 
dry years the drawdown may fall below 1073 and in exceeding­
ly wet years the multi-purpose pool will rise above elevation 
1080 (Corps of Engineers 1968:10). Stage frequency curves, 
formulated by the Corps of Engineers, can be used to predict 
these fluctuations. For example, the lake will fill to ele­
vation 1090, on the average of once in five years (Corps of 
Engineers 1968:11).

The regulation of the lake is particularly important 
when one looks at the elevations of the archaeological sites 
within Tuttle Creek Lake. The elevations of the sites on 
government-owned lands range from 1070 to 1120 feet m.s.l. 
(estimated from topographic maps). Thirty-nine sites, at 
elevations 1070-1080, are situated along the shoreline of 
the lake. The remainder of the sites on government-owned 
land, with the exception of five, are at elevations below 
the five-year flooding frequency of 1101 feet. These figures 
suggest that: (1) a large number of sites are subjected to
shoreline processes; (2) virtually all of the sites on govern 
ment property are subjected to relatively frequent inundation

The effects of inundation on archaeological sites are 
not well understood. However, Garrison (1975) has formulated 
a qualitative model to be used as a basis for future research 
Drawing upon the fields of geology, hydrology, and open water 
chemistry, Garrison suggests several processes that would 
adversely affect shoreline and near shoreline sites. Several 
of these processes are discussed below.

According to Garrison, wave action damage is the most 
destructive of all the dynamic processes affecting shoreline 
archaeological sites. The most damage from wave action will 
occur during large surface level fluctuations due to flood 
inflow and subsequent drawdown. Wave action during these 
times, "will be more extensive as the effect will move up 
and down the slope gradient" (Garrison 1975:284). Sites sub­
jected to such processes, "will undergo a cycle of Exposure- 
Inundation- Expo sure -ad infinitum until the sites are de­
stroyed or until context is so altered as to be of limited 
use to the archaeologist" (Garrison 1975:284).

Wave action is not the only destructive process affect­
ing archaeological sites. Shoreline sites located near 
stream inflow will be subjected to the alternate silting 
and cutting action of currents (Garrison 1975:284-285). 
Additional currents may be generated by recreational 
activity, primarily boats and outboard motors (Garrison 
1975:285).
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Chemical processes will have a direct impact on in­
undated sites. "Leaching and weathering processes will 
occur in shallow sites removing discolorations and site 
features" (Garrison 1975:285). Chemical processes may 
also cause the mixing of sediments, resulting in contex- 
tural disturbance as well as obscuring natural strata 
that may exist (Garrison 1975:286).

The preceeding discussion indicates ways in which 
the regulation of the Tuttle Creek multi-purpose and 
floodpool could damage or destroy archaeological sites.
The destructive action caused by leaching, oxidation, and 
other chemical effects cannot easily be measured. On the 
other hand, adverse effects resulting from wave and cur­
rent action are very apparent.

The actual physical destruction of archaeological 
sites in Tuttle Creek Lake was noted by the 1970 Kansas 
University shoreline survey crew. Several sites were 
described as having cultural material eroding out of a 
slumping shoreline. Another 25-30 sites were described 
as "beach" sites, generally consisting of a scatter of 
cultural material on a "mud flat" or beach area. This 
type of situation suggests the removal of cultural 
material from its original context by wave and current 
processes; after it is removed, the material then would 
be redeposited on the "mud flap" or beach area.

Xu most cases, the survey crew suggested that a 
scatter of cultural material on a beach represented the 
remains of an inundated site washing ashore. However, 
two other explanations for this phenomenon are proposed:
(1) material was washed out of a shoreline site; (2) 
material was washed down onto the beach from a site 
above the shoreline.

It is unlikely that chert artifacts, for example, 
would wash up from an inundated site. Simple experiments 
conducted on beach sites in South Dakota demonstrated 
that material would wash into the lake rather than up onto 
the beach. Of the materials that were moved outward by 
wind and wave action, flat and light forms moved most 
while heavy and globular forms moved the least (Leaf 1976: 
37).

Explanations one or two are favored. Material found 
on a beach is probably the result of wave and current 
action eroding into a site. Explanation one suggests that 
the site was being eroded into when the survey was con­
ducted. It is probable that part of the site was under 
water. Explanation two suggests that the site was situ­
ated above the shoreline when surveyed. The site was 
eroded into during a high water period, and cultural 
material was deposited on the beach below.

Probable damage has occurred to 12 sites in Tuttle 
Creek Lake that are entirely inundated by the multi-purpose
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pool (Table 4). Although it is assumed that these sites 
are datnaged or destroyed, thé present condition is not 
known. Studies have shown that sites in shallow waters 
are rapidly destroyed (Thomas Witty, Kansas State Archae­
ologist, personal communication), but those in deeper 
waters may not be subject to such erosive processes, and 
indeed might survive. Thus, the possibility that these 
inundated sites in Tuttle Creek do still contain valuable 
scientific data is not ruled out.

Table 4. Sites Inundated by the Multi-Purpose Pool*

Site Elevation Cultural Affiliation
14P017 , 1045 Unknown
14P018 1050 Unknown
14P019 1060 Unknown
14P021 1040 Middle Ceramic14P023 1040 Unknown14RY2 1050 Unknown14RY11 1060 Unknown14RY12 1030 - Unknown
14RY13 1040 Middle Ceramic
14RY14 1050 Unknown
14RY19 1040 Middle Ceramic14RY20 1050 Unknown

*Multi-purpose pool elevation at normal level is 1075.
Land modification and construction activities associ­

ated with the lake are another threat to archaeological 
sites. The actual construction of the dam and operations 
facilities has destroyed four sites. Three sites, 14P012, 
14P013, and 14P014, were totally destroyed during land 
modification and construction of the spillway; 14RY10 was 
destroyed by land modification in the operations area. 
Fortunately, these sites were scientifically tested or 
excavated before they were destroyed, thus important cul­
tural information was not lost. Other land modifications 
in Tuttle Creek took place during the construction of 12 
public use areas. These areas were developed for recre­
ational purposes such as camping, picnicking, boating, 
swimming, fishing, and sightseeing (Corps of Engineers 
1968:3-6). The development of public use areas resulted 
in the construction of park facilities: roads, parking 
areas, boat ramps, group shelters, picnic areas, change 
houses, and comfort stations (Corps of Engineers 1968:22-8) 

Eighteen archaeological sites are located within the 
public use areas. At least two sites, 14RY17 and 14RY18, 
are known to have been adversely affected by land alter­
ation, and several others are in the immediate vicinity
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of boat docks, roads, or other heavily used facilities.
The number of people attending the 12 public use 

areas totaled 1,202,241 in 1975. Visitor distribution 
figures are presented in Table 5.

Table 5. Public Use Areas Attendance Record for 1975.

Public Use Area Attendance
River Pond* 410,802
Spillway Park* 135,420
Fancy Creek* 121,090
Overlook 65,956
Tuttle Creek Cove 194,565
Outlet 100,877
Randolph* 67,467
Stockdale 52,720
Carnahan Creek 25,867
Baldwin Creek 15,719
Garrison 11,748
Swede Creek 0

TOTAL 1,202,241
^Licensed to Kansas State Park and Resources Authority.
Attendance figures provided by the Corps of Engineers,
Kansas City District.

The large numbers of people visiting these public 
use areas are still another threat to archaeological sites. 
The damage inflicted on archaeological sites may range from 
pot-hunting, or digging for artifacts, to simple collecting 
of artifacts from the surface of the sites. The resultant 
loss of information from indiscriminate digging has been 
a serious concern of archaeologists in recent years (see 
Clewlow, Hallihan, and Ambro 1971; Davis 1972). Surface 
collecting seems innocuous, but results in the loss of 
valuable information. Projectile points, used by archae­
ologists as primary chronological indicators, are often 
removed from the surface of sites by collectors. Both 
pot-hunting and surface collecting in public use areas 
are in violation of Title 36, Rules and Regulations Govern­
ing Public Use of Water Resource Development Projects Ad­
ministered by the Corps of Engineers. By enforcing these 
rules, pot-hunting can be kept to a minimum. Surface 
collecting is a more subtle activity, and most likely 
will continue despite efforts to discourage it.
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General Site Information
Any program for the management of the prehistoric 

cultural resources of Tuttle Creek Lake should begin 
with the evaluation of known sites. Sites on government- 
owned lands were evaluated after site survey forms, field 
notes, maps, published data, and collections were studied 
in the laboratory. Specific information presented in the 
appendix of this report includes the location, previous 
investigations, site description, cultural affiliation, 
and a recommendation for future investigation. The loca­
tions of these sites are shown on Maps 1-4.

Although specific recommendations are not given for sites on flowage easement lands, a general recommendation 
for this group of sites is included in the management 
plan. Cultural affiliations and the elevations of flowage 
easement sites are presented in Table 6; locations are shown on the maps in an appendix to this report.

Table 6. Archaeological Sites on Flowage Easement , Properties. ...
. 0» '-V---—-- sS__ --S-.**..- *_* » - ....... . .. < ‘ r'l__ ^

Site • Map Elevation Cultural Affiliation
14P04 3 1130' Middle Ceramic14P016 1 1130 Archaic

Middle Ceramic14MH8 5 1130 Archaic14MH9 5 1120 Middle Ceramic14MH10 5 1130 Middle Ceramic14MH14 3 1120 Middle Ceramic14MH19 5 1120 Unknown14MH22 5 1140 Unknown14MH23 4 1130 Early Ceramic 
Middle Ceramic14MH24 4 1120 Unknown14MH27 4 1120 Archaic14MH33 3 1130 Archaic
Middle Ceramic14MH35 5 1130 Unknown14MH36 5 1110 Middle Ceramic14MH37 4 1130 Unknown14MH39 4 1120 Archaic14MH40 4 1130 Early Ceramic 
Middle Ceramic14MH42 4 1130 Middle Ceramic14MH44 4 1120 Archaic14MH45 3 1120 Archaic14MH49 5 1110 Unknown14MH50 5 1120 Early Ceramic 
Middle Ceramic
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Table 6. (Continued)

Site Map Elevation Cultural Affiliation
14MH51 5 1110 Unknown14MH52 5 1110 Unknown14MH58 5 1130 Archaic14MH61 4 1110 Unknown14MH63 4 1130 Early Ceramic 

Middle Ceramic14MH67 4 1140 Unknown14MH68 5 1120 Archaic14MH69 5 1130 Archaic14MH145 4 1120 Archaic

Cultural affiliations were determined by examining 
the material collected from each site. Five culture- 
historical periods were identified in Tuttle Creek, based 
on the presence of artifacts with known culture-historical 
distributions. The five culture-historical periods as­
signed to sites and the artifacts used to identify their presence in Tuttle Creek are:

1. Paleo-Indian--10,000-8000 B.C., fluted projectilepoints.
2. Archaic--8000 B.C. - A:D. 1.

a. Early--8000-5000 B.C., Hardin Barbed and 
Agate Basin-lilce dart points.

b. Middle and Late--5000 B.C. - A.D. 1, 
side-notched and basally-notched dart 
points. Munkers Creek dart points and 
knives.

3. Early Ceramic--A.D. 1-1000., corner-notched dart
and arrow points, and Woodland pottery.

4. Middle Ceramic--A.D. 1000-1500, small, unnotched
or side-notched arrow points, and Central
Plains tradition pottery.

5. Historic--A.D. 1700-1865, Euro-American tradegoods.
Representative artifact types from Paleo-Indian 

through the Middle Ceramic periods are illustrated in Figures 1 and 2.
Recommendations for future investigation are divided into five categories defined below:
1. No further work--This recommendation is made if 

the site has been investigated thoroughly, and is not 
likely to produce any more significant cultural information, 
or if it has been irretrievably lost due to inundation or physical destruction.
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Figure 1. Projectile points from Tuttle Creek: 
a, Paleo-Indian; b-d, Early Archaic; 
e-h, Middle and Late Archaic.
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Figure 2. Projectile points from Tuttle Creek: 
a-h, Early Ceramic; i-k, Middle Ceramic.
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2. Re-survey--This procedure consists of an in­
spection of the surface of the site. A surface-grab 
sample or a controlled, gridded surface collection would 
be gathered. Re-survey is recommended for sites on which 
surface cover was heavy, or, for some other reason, an 
adequate assessment of the site boundaries and content 
were impossible. Periodic re-survey may be required to 
evaluate susceptibility to erosion or other detrimental factors.

3. Preliminary testing— This category suggests 
that the site requires further investigation. Appro­
priate techniques such as shovel testing, auger boring, 
or cut-bank profiling would be used to determine extent 
of cultural deposits and whether further testing or 
excavation is justified at the site.

4. Test— Refers specifically to the evaluation of 
the subsurface nature of the site. Several test squares 
would be excavated to determine whether further effort 
is justified. Another objective of testing is the pro­
curement of a representative sample of cultural and 
environmental data. In this report, testing is recom­
mended for the most promising sites, i.e., those which 
appear most likely to yield significant cultural-histori­
cal and/or settlement-subsistence data. In some cases, 
test excavations may be necessary in order to make a 
proper evaluation of the significance of the site.

5. Salvage excavation-Consists of a major excava­
tion with the objective of recovering a representative 
sample of all cultural and ecological data contained at 
that site. This category is reserved for significant 
sites which are subjected to adverse effects created by 
the lake. Salvage is recommended only if protection is not feasible.

Recommendations for sites on government-owned lands 
are based on the following existing conditions:

1. All of these sites are well within the impact 
area of the lake and therefore, will probably be affected 
adversely in one or more ways by processes and activities 
associated with the lake. On some sites, the damage was 
actually observed by archaeological survey crew members. 
On others the damage, if any, is more subtle, and can not 
easily be detected by simple surface-survey procedures.

2. All of these sites potentially contain important 
cultural-historical and/or settlement-subsistence data.

3. None of these sites was examined in sufficient 
detail to permit a conclusive statement to be made con­
cerning adverse effects and/or scientific importance 
(conditions 1 and 2).
Site Ranking

A method was devised to rank into priorities the 
work recommended for sites on government lands. Three
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criteria were used to rank each site; these were the 
apparent cultural significance, the elevation, and the 
location of the site in relation to Tuttle Creek project 
features. These criteria are explained below:

1. Sites were assigned a numerical value of cul­
tural significance. This value, ranging from 1-4, is 
an evaluation of the theoretical importance of a site 
in cultural-historical and/or settlement-subsistence 
studies. A value of 4 was assigned to those sites that 
appear to be most significant; while those of lesser sig­
nificance were assigned a value of 3, 2, or 1.

Sites with diagnostic artifacts from 2 or more cul­
ture-historical periods were given a value of 3 or 4. 
These sites may contain a stratigraphic sequence which 
would be of importance in defining better the culture- 
history of the Tuttle Creek area. Diagnostic artifacts 
were not the only criteria used for evaluation, however. 
Others include the type, amount, and horizontal extent 
of cultural material.

2. Elevation is a critical variable; it reflects 
the degree to which a site is endangered by inundation.
It is evident that sites at lower elevations are more 
frequently flooded than those at higher elevations. Thus 
a numerical value between 1 and 4 was assigned to each 
site, based on the following classes:

4. Elevation 1080 or lower
3. 1081-1090
2. 1091-1100
1. 1101 and above

3. Finally, sites were evaluated in terms of the 
Tuttle Creek project features they were likely to be 
affected by. A numerical value between 1 and 4 was 
assigned to a site according to the land use area it 
was located in. This value is intended to reflect the 
degree to which a site is threatened by human activities. 
A site located in a public use area, for example, was 
assigned a higher value than a site in a wildlife manage­
ment area. Sites in public use areas would more likely 
be affected by land alteration and destructive human 
activities. The numerical value assigned to sites and 
the land use areas they represent are:

4. Developed public use areas and lands 
licensed to Fort Riley and Kansas 
State University.

3. Other priority one areas. These areas 
are adjacent to the present public use 
areas and provide for future expansion 
of the public use areas.

2. Priority 2 or 3 areas. These are areas 
leased or available for lease by non­profit organizations or agencies.
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1. Wildlife management areas.
A maximum total value of 12 and a minimum total 

value of 3 were possible when all three criteria (cul­
tural significance, elevation,and land use areas) were 
combined. Data for the sites are presented in Table 7. 
These sites are rearranged in the Management Program 
section, so that sites with the highest total value are 
recommended to be investigated first, with those of 
lower values being recommended in descending order.

Table 7. Data Used and Totals Obtained in the Ranking 
Procedure.

Site Cultural
Value

Elevation Value Land Use 
Area

Value Total

14MH1 4 1100 2 Wildlife 1 7
14MH25 1 1100 2 Wildlife 1 4
14MH26 2 1100 2 Wildlife 1 5
14MH28 3 1100 2 Wildlife 1 6
14MH29 3 1100 2 Wildlife 1 6
14MH30 1 1120 1 Wildlife 1 3
14MH31 1 1120 1 Wildlife 1 3
14MH34 1 1110 1 Wildlife 1 3
14MH38 2 1110 1 Wildlife 1 4
14MH43 1 1120 1 Wildlife 1 3
14MH60 1 , 1100 2 Wildlife 1 414P01 4 1090 3 Wildlife 1 814P02 3 1090 3 Wildlife 1 7
14P03 3 1090 3 Wildlife 1 7
14P06 3 1100 2 Wildlife 1 6
14P07 2 1100 2 Wildlife 1 5
14P08 1 1100 2 Wildlife 1 4
14P020 3 1070 4 Carnahan

Creek
4 11

14P022 1 1100 2 Wildlife 1 4
14P064 3 1090 3 Priority

One
3 9

14P065 4 1100 2 Garrison 4 10
14P066 2 1100 2 Garrison 4 8
14P0353 1 1100 2 Priority

One
3 6

14P0354 1 1080 4 Garrison 4 9
14P0355 1 1080 4 Garrison 4 9
14P0357 2 1090 3 Priority

One
3 8

14P0358 4 1080 4 Priority
One

3 11
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Table 7, (Continued)

Site Cultural
Value

Elevation Value Land Use 
Area

Value Total

14P0362 3 1080 4 Priority
One 3 10

14P0363 2 1090 3 Priority
One

3 8
14P0364 4 1080 4 PriorityOne

3 11
14P0365 4 1090 3 Carnahan

Creek
4 11

14P0366 4 1090 3 Carnahan
Creek

4 11
14P0367 1 1090 3 Carnahan

Creek
4 8

14P0370 2 1090 3 Randolph 4 9
14P0371 3 1090 3 Priority

One 3 9
14P0372 2 1080 4 Priority

One
3 9

14P0373 3 1080 4 Priority
One

3 10
14P0374 2 1090 3 Randolph 4 914P0375 2 1080 4 Randolph 4 10
14P0376 1 1080 4 Priority

One
3 8

14P0377 1 1080 4 Randolph 4 9
14RY3 2 1100 2 Wildlife 1 514RY4 2 1090 3 Wildlife 1 614RY5 2 1100 2 Wildlife 1 514RY6 4 1070 4 Wildlife 1 914RY7 2 1080 4 Priority

One
3 9

14RY8 4 1090 3 Wildlife 1 814RY9 2 1100 2 Wildlife 1 514RY15 1 1090 3 Priority
One

3 7
14RY16 1 1070 4 Fort

Riley
4 9

14RY17 3 1070 4 Baldwin
Creek 4 11

14RY18 4 1080 4 Baldwin
Creek

4 12
14RY326 1 1080 4 Fancy

Creek
4 9

14RY333 2 1100 2 Fancy
Creek

4 8
14RY334 1 1070 4 Wildlife 1 6
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Table 7. (Continued)

Site Cultural
Value

Elevation Value Land Use 
Area

Value Total

14RY335 1 1070 4 Priority
One / 3 8

14RY336 1 1070 4 Priority
One

3 8
14RY338 4 1080 4 Priority

One
3 11

14RY339 4 1070 4 Baldwin 4 12
14RY340 4 1080 4 Fort

Riley
4 12

14RY341 2 1080 4 Priority
One

3 9
14RY342 2 1080 4 Priority

One
3 9

14RY343 1 1080 4 Priority
One

3 8
14RY344 1 1080 4 Priority

One
3 8

14RY345 1 1090 3 Priority
One

3 7
14RY346 2 1090 3 Baldwin 4 9
14RY347 2 1080 4 Priority

One
3 9

14RY348 2 1080 4 Priority
One

3 9
14RY350 1 1080 4 Fort

Riley
4 9

14RY351 1 1090 3 Fort
Riley

4 8
14RY352 2 1090 3 Wildlife 1 6
14RY353 3 1080 4 Wildlife 1 8
14RY354 1 1080 4 Wildlife 1 6
14RY355 3 1090 3 Wildlife 1 7
14RY356 3 1090 3 Wildlife 1 7
14RY357 3 1090 3 Wildlife 1 714RY358 2 1080 4 Priority

One
3 9

14RY359 1 1080 4 Priority
One

3 8
14RY360 1 1080 4 Wildlife 1 6
14RY361 1 1080 4 Priority

One
3 8

14RY362 1 • 1080 4 Priority
One

3 8
14RY363 3 1080 4 Priority

One
3 10

14RY364 1 1080 4 Priority
One

3 8
14RY366 1 1100 2 Wildlife 1 4
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MANAGEMENT PROGRAM 

Recommended Archaeological Work

. A comprehensive plan is proposed for the investiga­
tion of known archaeological sites on government-owned 
lands. Previous work conducted on these sites consisted 
mostly of the identification of the cultural resources. 
The work recommended here will be directed toward evalu­
ation, and falls under the definition of a "cultural 
resources survey." This is:

an intensive, on-the-ground survey and testing 
of an area sufficient to permit determination 
of the number and extent of the resources pre­
sent, their scientific importance, and the time 
factors and cost of preserving, recovering, or 
otherwise mitigating adverse effects on them 
(Corps of Engineers 1975:2).

Further work is recommended for 84 of the 101 sites 
on government-owned lands. Four sites, 14P012, 14P013 
14P014, and 14RY10 were destroyed. Another 12 sites are 
currently entirely inundated by the multi-purpose pool- 

is recommended for these at this time. One site 
(14P0356) appears to be, rather than a site, cultural
muteiriaJ bi’ought in with road gravel. Thus, 84 sites 
should be investigated further; these are listed in
above ' according to the ranking procedure explained

Table 8. Priority of Sites for Years 1978-1983.

Site -pest Preliminary 
Test Re-survey

14P01*
14P020 X
14P0358 X
14P0364 X
14P0365 X
14P0366 X
14RY17 X
14RY18 X
14RY338 X
14RY339 X
14RY340 X
14P064 X
14P065 X
14P0354 X
14P0355 X
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Table 8. (Continued)

Site Test Preliminary
Test Re-survey

14P0362 X
14P0370 X
14P0371 X
14P0372 X
14P0373 X
14P0374 X
14P0375 X
14RY363 X
14P0377 X X
14RY6 X
14RY7 X
14RY16 X
14RY326 X
14RY341 X X
14RY342 X X
14RY346 X X
14RY347 X
14RY348 X
14RY350 X
14RY358 X
14P066 X
14P0357 X
14P0363 X
14P0367 X
14P0376 X
14RY8 X
14RY333 X
14RY335 X X
14RY336 X X
14RY343 X X
14RY344 X X
14RY351 X
14MH1 X
14P02 X
14P03 X
14RY15 X
14RY345 X X
14RY353 X
14RY355 X
14RY356 X
14RY357 X
14RY359 X
14RY361 X
14RY362 X
14RY364 X
14MH26 X
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Table 8. (Continued)

Site Test Preliminary
Test Re-Survey

14MH28 X
14MH29 X X14P06 X
14P07 X X14P0353 X
14RY3 X X14RY4 X
14RY334 X14RY352 X14RY354 X
14RY360 X
14MH25 X X14MH30 X
14MH31 X
14MH34 X X14MH38 X14MH43 X X14MH60 X14P08 X14P022 ^ X X14RY5 X X14RY9 X
14RY366 X X

*Given a higher priority that its value in the ranking 
procedure; see comments in the Recommended Archaeological Work section.

Further salvage excavations are necessary at the 
Coffey site (14P01) because the Big Blue River is rapidly 
eroding into the site. This site is one of the most 
Spectacular stratified Archaic sites in the Plains area, 
with at least 12 sequent occupations at Locality I and 
five more at Locality II. Salvage efforts to date have 
secured samples of significant size from three cultural 
horizons (Schmits 1976), but larger samples are required 
to establish the nature of the occupations at the other 
horizons. Salvage excavations at both Locality I and 
Locality II are recommended, and should be conducted as 
soon as possible. In addition, further analyses of Coffey 
site materials on hand'should be conducted. Additional 
laboratory analyses of previously-excavated materials 
could be used to determine the kinds of data needed to 
supplement the small samples already obtained from the 
various horizons. Thus, the results of the laboratory 
analysis could be used to guide future salvage excava­tions at the Coffey site.
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Survey work is recommended for two large areas of 
government property. These areas exhibit a lower site 
density than other areas. One extends from the Pottawa­
tomie County line southward to Fancy Creek State Park on 
the western side of the lake. The other extends from 
the Pottawatomie County line southward to Randolph State 
Park on the eastern side of the lake.

Sites on flowage easement properties are probably 
less endangered than those on government lands. The 
most serious threat to these sites appears to be agri­
cultural activities. At high water periods, however , flood 
waters from the lake probably do have adverse effects on 
flowage easement sites. For this reason, it is recom­
mended that known sites be revisited and evaluated to 
determine adverse effects and significance.

A systematic survey of flowage easement properties 
has not yet been accomplished. Therefore, a survey of 
these lands for previously unrecorded sites is recommended 
During this survey, the 31 recorded archaeological sites 
should be revisited and evaluated. Preliminary testing 
will probably be required for most sites. This survey 
should begin in 1978 or 1979.
National Register of Historic Places

The Coffey site (14P01)V has been nominated to the 
National Register by the Kansas Historic Sites Board of 
Review (Dr. Carlyle Smith, personal communication).

Materials excavated from the Bean Hollow site (14MH1) 
indicate that this site would pass the criteria for inclu­
sion in the National Register. However, this site has not 
been visited since 1957 and the decision to nominate it 
to the National Register should be postponed until the 
site has been field-checked.Based on the present data, 16 other sites are poten­
tial National Register candidates (Table 9). All of these 
sites are recommended for testing, and the decision to 
nominate any one of them should await the results of the 
tests. Testing is needed to determine if the sub-surface 
nature of these sites is as significant as the surface 
materials seem to suggest.
Table 9. Potential National Register Sites.

14MH1
14MH28
14P01
14P02
14P03
14P06

14P0358
14P0364
14P0365
14P0366
14RY6
14RY8

14RY18
14RY338
14RY340
14RY355
14RY356
14RY357
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Historic Study
Although Solecki (1953:3-5) briefly summarized the history of the Tuttle Creek area, a comprehensive study 

of the local history was not accomplished until 1977, 
when such an investigation was supported by the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers, Kansas City District (M. Johnson, U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers, Kansas City District, oersonal 
communication). The results of the study will need to be 
incorporated in the recommendations to the National Regi­
ster of Historic Places for Tuttle Creek Lake.
Historic Architecture

It is probable that much of the historic architecture of the Tuttle Creek area was destroyed during the construe 
tion of the lake. Therefore, a literature search for pre­
vious structures should be conducted. Field study is 
recommended for any remaining habitation structures and 
other items of interest such as fence styles, bridges, etc. This study should be conducted in 1980.
Concluding Remarks

The first priority in Tuttle Creek is the identifica­
tion of significant archaeological sites. Once these have 
been identified and tested, archaeologists can make deci­
sions concerning the future of these sites. Salvage may 
be required on some sites, while representative samples 
obtained from test excavations may be sufficient for others.

It.is hoped that the future examination, testing, and 
excavation of these sites will greatly enhance our scant 
knowledge of the prehistoric inhabitants of the Tuttle 
Creek area. The excavation of sub-surface, in situ, cul­
tural remains, along with some radiocarbon determinations, 
will enable archaeologists to better define the chronolo­
gical periods in this area. With greater chronological 
controls archaeologists can begin to define synchronous 
settlement systems and perhaps special functions of sites within those Systems.

Little research has been conducted on the historic 
occupation of the Tuttle Creek area. The recommended 
historical and historic architectural studies should ful­fill that need.
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APPENDIX
Specific Information for Archaeological Sites 

on Government Lands

14MH1
(map 3)

Location: E 1/2 of the SW 1/4 of Sec. 16, T5S.R8E. 
Previous Investigations: In 1952, Solecki and Shippee
located this site and collected a surface grab sample.
A field party from the University of Kansas tested the 
site in 1957.
Description: This site is on an oval-shaped rise appro­
ximately 1/4 mile from the junction of Bean Hollow Creek 
and the Black Vermillion River. Some damage occurred to 
the site when the farmer leveled the land. At the time 
of testing, the site was planted in corn.

Tests in 1957 were concentrated near the center of 
the rise, since this area contained the highest concen­
tration of surface material. Intensive excavation and 
testing were conducted in this 50 X 50 foot area. Other 
areas outside of the center of concentration were tested 
by means of four 3 foot square pits.
Cultural Affiliation: Excavated cultural material indi-
cated Archaic, Early Ceramic, and Middle Ceramic compo­
nents .
Recommendation: Tests indicate that 14MH1 is a signifi-
cant site. Efforts should be made to protect or salvage 
the remaining portions. It is recommended that the site 
be field-checked to determine the most appropriate course 
of action.

14MH25 
(map 4)

Location: SW 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of Sec. 12, T5S, R7E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grap sample was
collected in 1952.
Description: Chert chips, flakes, and a few artifacts
were discovered on an area of slight knolls planted in 
alfalfa. Site size was estimated to be about three acres 
Cultural Affiliation: No diagnostic artifacts were re-
covered, so no cultural affiliation can be assigned. 
Recommendation: Crop cover precluded a thorough examin-
ation of the area, 
recommended.

Re-survey and preliminary testing are
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14MH26 
(map 3)

Location: NE 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Sec. 13, T5S, R7E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample was
collected in 195/.
Description: The site is situated on a high terrace of
Game Fork Creek that was planted in corn at the time of 
the survey. Site size was estimated to be about three acres.
Cultural Affiliation: One corner-notched projectile
point was recovered. Thus, an Early Ceramic affiliation is suggested for this site.
Recommendation: Preliminary testing is recommended.

14MH28 
(map 3)

Location: SW 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of Sec. 18, T5S, R8E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample wascollected in 1952.
Description: Chert debris, stones, and artifacts were
scattered over a cornfield which slopes eastward toward 
the Big Blue River. Material covered about five acres. 
Cultural Affiliation: An Early Ceramic cultural affili­
ation is suggested, based on three diagnostic projectile points.
Recommendation: Testing is recommended.

14MH29 
(map 3)

Location: NW 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of Sec. 19, T5S, R8E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample was
collected in 1952.
Description: The site is situated at the base of a slope
which extends from the hills on the west to the Big Blue 
River floodplain. Chips, flakes, and artifacts were 
observed over 1/4 acre of a small cornfield.
Cultural Affiliation: A total of eleven body sherds, nine
of which are cord-marked, were recovered. On the basis of 
these sherds, a Middle Ceramic affiliation is assigned for 14MH29.
Recommendation: The Smithsonian team suggested that the
grassland high up the slope should be surveyed. Re-survey 
and preliminary testing are recommended.
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14MH30 
(map 3)

Location: NW 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of Sec. 30, T5S, R8E.
Previous Investigations : A surface grab sample’wascollected in 1952.
Description: Chips and a few artifacts were found on
the slope between the county road and the railroad west 
of the Big Blue River. The site covered about one acre of a cornfield.
Cultural Affiliation : No diagnostic artifacts wererecovered.
Recommendation : Preliminary testing is recommended.

14MH31 
(map 3)

Location : NW 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of Sec. 30, T5S, R8E.
Previous Investigations: Solecki and Shippee located
this site in 1952; no materials were collected.
Description : Lithic debris was observed on a bench of
the slope leading from the hills on the west to the Big Blue River.
Cultural Affiliation: Unknown.
Recommendation: Crop cover precluded a thorough exam-
Liï^tion of the area. Re-survey and preliminary testing 
are recommended.

14MH34 
(map 3)

Location: SW 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of Sec. 31, T5S, R8E.
Previous Investigations : Solecki and Shippee located this
site in 1 9 5 2 . Material collected consists of only three fragmentary blanks.
Description: Flakes and a few artifacts were scattered
on^a terraced wheat field sloping southeastward to the 
railroad tracks. Material covered several acres 
Cultural^Affiliation: Unknown.
Recommendation : ' Crop cover precluded a thorough examin­
ât ionoftnearea. Resurvey and preliminary testing are recommended.

14MH38 
(map 4)

Location: NW 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of Sec. 7, T8E, R5S.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample wascollected in 1952.
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Description: Chips, flakes, and artifacts were found in
the cornfield on the river terrace east of the Big Blue 
River and south of Highway 13. Material covered one acre.
Cultural Affiliation: Diagnostic artifacts recovered
include one smooth body sherd and one small triangular 
projectile point. On the basis of these two pieces, a 
Middle Ceramic affiliation is assigned.
Recommendation: Preliminary testing is recommended.

14MH43 
(map 3)

Location: NE 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Sec. 20, T5S, R8E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample was
collected in 1952.
Description: Chips, flakes, and broken pebbles were
scattered on a sloping area extending from the low hills 
on the east to the Black Vermillion River floodplain. 
Material covered about two acres.
Cultural Affiliation: No diagnostic artifacts wererecovered. —  ~
Recommendation: Preliminary testing is recommended.

14MH60 
(map 4)

Location: NE 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of Sec. 16, T5S, R8E.
Previous- Investigations: A surface grap sample wascollected in 1952.
Description: Scattered chips and stone were discovered
on a large terrace north of the Black Vermillion River 
and east of Corn Dodger Creek. The area was plowed at 
the time of survey.
Cultural Affiliation: No diagnostic artifacts were
recovered.
Recommendation: Preliminary testing is recommended.

14P01 
(map 3)

Location: NW 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Sec. 6, T6S, R8E.
Previous Investigations: Solecki and Shippee collected
a surface grab sample in 1952. In 1957, a field crew 
from the University of Kansas tested the site. Field 
parties from the University of Kansas have conducted 
major excavations during the 1972 through 1975 field 
seasons.
Description: The site consists of several acres of lithic
debris and artifacts on a gradual slope leading to the Big
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Blue River. Intensive excavation was concentrated at 
two localities adjacent to the Big Blue River.
Cultural Affiliation: A series of Archaic occupations
is indicated from excavated material. A Folsom point, 
suggesting a Paleo-Indian occupation, and Early Ceramic 
materials were also recovered.
Recommendation : More excavation is recommended for this
important site.

14P02 
(map 3)

Location: Center of Sec. 6, T6S, R8E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample wascollected in- 1953.
Description: This site is situated on a terrace remnant
of the Big Blue River. The site is rather large, cover­
ing about 15 acres of wheat and corn fields.
Cultural Affiliation: Diagnostic projectile points in­
clude a Scallorn-like point, and two corner-notched types 
All three suggest an Early Ceramic cultural affiliation. 
Recommendation: Testing is recommended.

14P03 
(map 3)

Location: NE 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of Sec. 6, T6S, R8E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample wascollected in 1952.
Description: This site consists of lithic and ceramic
material on a gentle slope northeast of the junction of 
Four Mile Creek and Spring Creek. The site covers about 
four acres of cultivated land.
Cultural Affiliation: Diagnostic artifacts include
fifteen body sherds and three collared rim sherds. A 
Middle Ceramic affiliation is indicated.
Recommendation: Solecki (1953:15) recommended extensive 
testing for this site. No such tests were ever conducted 
Testing is recommended.

14P06 
(map 3)

Location: SE 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of Sec. 22, T6S, R7E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample wascollected in 1952.
Description: Chert chips and flakes were scattered on
the high terrace just west of State Highway 13. The 
site covered one acre and was planted in alfalfa at the time of survey.
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Cultural Affiliation: A total of 57 potsherds were
recovered. These indicate a Middle Ceramic cultural affiliation.
Recommendation : Testing is recommended.

14P07 
(map 3)

Location: S edge of the NW 1/4 of Sec. 22, T6S, R7E.
Previous Investigations : A surface grab sample wascollected in 1952.
Description: Chert chips and other stone objects were
scattered over the bare spots of a pasture east of the 
Big Blue River. The site covered one acre.
Cultural Affiliation: No diagnostic artifacts wererecovered.
Recommendation : Dense grass cover precluded a thorough
examination of the area. Re-survey and preliminary testing are recommended.

14P08 
(map 3)

Location: SW 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of Sec. 22, T6S, R7E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample wascollected in 1952.
Description : Chert chips and flakes were observed in two
acres of a plowed field east of the Big Blue River and 
100 yards west of State Highway 13.
Cultural Affiliation: No diagnostic artifacts wererecovered.
Recommendation : Preliminary testing is recommended.

14P020 
(map 1)

Location: NW 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Sec. 27, T8S, R7E.
devious Investigations: A surface grab sample was
collected in 1952. The 1970 survey crew revisited the 
area and assigned two new site numbers (14P0368, 14P0369) 
They suggested however, that PO 368 and P0369 were eroded 
out material from the almost totally inundated 14P020. 
Description : In 1970, materials were scattered on theshoreline and on two sandy beach areas.
Cultural Affiliation: A Riley Cord-roughened and five
plain potsherds were recovered. Based on these sherds, 
Early Ceramic and Middle Ceramic cultural affiliations are suggested.
Recommendation : Preliminary testing is recommended.
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14P022 
(map 3)

Location: W edge of NE 1/4 of Sec. 22, T6S, R7E.
Previous Investigations: This site was located by
Solecki and Shippee. No material was collected. 
Description: Chert chips, flakes, and stone were
observed on the high terrace east of the Big Blue 
River. State Highway 13 borders the site on the west. Cultural Affiliation: Unknown.
Recommendation: Re-survey and preliminary testing arerecommended.

14P064 (map. 1)
Location: NW 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of Sec. 17, T8S, R7E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample wascollected in 1970.-----
Description: The site is situated on a sand coveredbeach at the base of a hill.
Cultural Affiliation: No diagnostic artifacts wererecovered.
Recommendation: Evidence suggests that material is being
washed out of the higher ground and then redepositied by 
the lake. Preliminary testing is recommended.

14P065 
(map 2)

Location: NW 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of Sec. 8, T8S, R7E.
Previous Investigations: The 1970 crew located this
site. A surface grab sample and minor testing was accomplished at that time.
Description: The site is situated near the boat ramp in
Garrison State Park. Chert debris and artifacts were scattered along the beach. It was suggested that material 
was washing out of the slumping banks and deposited on the beach below.
Cultural Affiliation: Three corner-notched Early Ceramicprojectile points were recovered.
Recommendation: Preliminary testing is recommended inthe area above the slumping banks.

14P066 
(map 2)

Location: SW 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of Sec. 8, T8S, R7E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample wascollected in 1970.
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Description: This site consists of a slumping shoreline,
and two other areas north of the Garrison boat ramp. One 
test pit was dug about 20 feet from the shore to a depth 
of 8-10 inches. The pit yielded a few utilized flakes and irregular waste.
Cultural Affiliation: No diagnostic artifact wererecovered.
Recommendation: Preliminary testing is recommended to
determine the-exact nature of this site.

14P0353 
(map 1)

Location: SE 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of Sec. 8, T8S, R7E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample wascollected in 1970.
Description: Material was concentrated in an area measur­
ing 150 x 30 feet and approximately 90 x 95 feet from the shoreline.
Cultural Affiliation: No diagnostic artifacts wererecovered. "
Recommendation: Preliminary testing is recommended.

14P0355 (map 2)
Location: SW 1/4 of SW 1/4 of Sec. 8, T8S, R7E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample wascollected in 1970.
Description: Chert debris and artifacts were discovered
on a gently sloping surface composed of recent silts. 
Cultural Affiliation: No diagnostic artifacts wererecovered. -
Recommendation: Preliminary testing is recommended.

14P0356 (map 1)
Location: SW 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Sec. 12, T9S, R7E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample wascollected in 1970.
Description: The site is situated on a knoll just north
of the picnic area in Spillway State Park. A chert gravel 
road runs through the site.
Cultural Affiliation: No diagnostic artifacts were
recovered.
Recommendation: Survey notes suggest that the lithic
material recovered is foreign to the site. No further work is recommended.
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14P0357 (map 1)
Location: SW 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of Sec. 8, T8S, R7E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample wascollected in 1970.
Description: The site is situated south of a gravel bar
between14P0353 and 14P065. Heavy wave action is erod­
ing the site. Chert flakes, waste, and tools were scattered over the area.
Cultural Affiliation: No diagnostic artifacts wererecovered. ~
Recommendation: Preliminary testing is recommended.

14P0358 
(map 1)

Location: SW 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Sec. 17, T8S, R7E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample wascollected in 1970.
Description: Cultural material including more than 1000
pieces ofchert debris was found on a sand covered, 
cresent-shaped area. Severe wave action has caused in­
tense erosion. The site is covered by water to an eleva­tion of 1080 during high water periods.
Cultural Affiliation: An Early Archaic affiliation is
assigned to this site, based on the recovery of one Agate
Basin-like projectilepoipt.
Re commendation: Evidence* suggests that the cultural
material found on the beach was washed down from the 
higher slopes. Testing is recommended to determine the exact nature of the site.

14P0362 
(map 2)

Location: NW 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Sec. 36, T7S, R6E.
Previous investigeitions: A surface grab sample wascollected in 1970. ~
Description: The site is situated on a flat, sand-
covered projection south of Randolph State Park. Cul­
tural material was found scattered over the surface with 
concentrations distributed along a north-south axis through the center.
Cultural Affiliation: One large, side-notched projectile
point was recovered. This point is similar to the Thebes 
type described by Luchterhand (1970:31). Therefore, an Early Archaic affiliation is suggested.
Recommendation: Preliminary testing is recommended.
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14P0363 
(map 2)

Location: SE 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Sec. 36, T7S R6E
fg ™ / r î 5 r tlons: A sur£ace-srab — pi- «. '
Description : Cultural material was scattered over asand-deposited area.
Cultural Affiliation: An Archaic cultural affiliation
rs suggested, based on one projectile point base. 
Recommendation: Preliminary testing is recommended.

14P0364 
(map 2)

Location: NE 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of Sec. 36, T7S, R6E
Preyious Inves t igat ions: A surface grab sample wascollected in 1970.
5|scri£tion: The site consists of a flat, wind and wave
eroded area. Chert debris and artifacts were scattered by the water.
Cultural Affiliation: Three cultural affiliations are
suggested by projectile point types. Two Archaic, one 
hariy Ceramic Scallorn, and one triangular Middle 
Ceramic point, were recovered.
Recommendation: Testing is recommended.

14P0365 
(map 1)

Location: NW 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of Sec. 22, T8S R7E.
ey lous Invest igat ions: A surface grah sample wascollected in 1970.

Description: The site is situated on the midsection of
a hill north of the boat ramp in Carnahan Park. A road 
runs through the site. Cultural material was eroding 
out of small channels in closely spaced concentrations 
in the erosion channels. The site measures 200 x 65 feet 
Cultural Affiliation: One projectile point was recoverec
DUt not “Agnostic enough to type. A total of 58potsherds indicate an Early Ceramic affiliation. 
Recommendstion: Testing is recommended.

14P0366 
(map 1)

Location: SE 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Sec. 22, T8S, R7E.
Investigations : A surface grab sample wascollected in 1970.
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Description: The site is situated on a large ridge run-
n m g  parallel to Booth Creek, in the Carnahan Creek 
Public Use Area. The site is bounded by park roads to 
the south and west. A dirt road runs through the site. 
Lithic debris and artifacts were scattered throughout the area.
Cultural Affiliation: Two Lamoka-like projectile points
were recovered, suggesting an Archaic cultural affili­ation.
Recommendation:̂  The 1970 survey crew recommended excava­
tion forthissite. It is suggested here that this site 
be tested first, to determine the subsurface nature.

14P0367 (map 1)
Location: Center NE 1/4 of Sec. 27, T8S, R7E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample wascollected in 1970.
Description: The site consists of a beach area on the
southern boundary of Carnahan Recreation Area. Lithic debris and tools were scattered over an area measuring 600 x 30 feet. 6
Cultural Affiliation: No diagnostic artifacts wererecovered.
Recommendation: Preliminary testing is recommended.

14P0370 
(map 2)

Location: NE 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of Sec. 13, T7S, R6E
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample wascollected in 1970.
Description: The site is situated on a gradual slope in
the picnic area of Randolph Park. Lithic debris and 
artifacts were scattered over the grass and weed covered 
site. Wave action from the lake is eroding into the site. 
Cultural Affiliation: No diagnostic artifacts wererecovered.
Recommendation: Preliminary testing is recommended.

14P0371 (map 1)
Location: Center of NE 1/4 of Sec. 1, T9S, R7E.
Previous Investigations: The 1970 crew located this site
and collected a surface grab sample. In addition, four test pits were dug.
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Description: The site is situated on the right bank of
Me Intire Creek, extending from the water to the tree line. 
Lithic debris and artifacts were scattered on the surface. 
Cultural^Affiliation: An Early Ceramic affiliation is
suggested based on one corner-notched projectile point. 
Recommendation: Further preliminary testing is recommended,
since the results of the earlier tests were inconclusive.

14P0372 
(map 1)

Location: NE 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Sec. 1, T9S, R7E
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample wascollected in 1970.
Description: The site is situated on the right bank of
Mclntire Creek. Lithic debris and artifacts were scattered over a flat, muddy area.
Cultural Affi1iation: An Early Ceramic cultural affili-
ation is suggested, based on one projectile point. 
Recommendation: Preliminary testing.

14P0373 
(map 1)

Location: NE 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of Sec. 1, T9S, R7E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample wascollected in 1970.
Description: The site consists of a long beach flat on
the east side of Mclntire Creek. Lithic debris and arti­
facts were scattered from the water to the tree line on the west.
Cultural Affiliation: Three archaic, and one MiddleCeramic projectile points were recovered.
Recommendation: Preliminary testing is recommended.

14P0374 
(map 2)

Location: SE 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of Sec. 13, T7S, R6E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample wascollected in 1970. ~
Description: Cultural material was found along the shore
and on the beach near the parking area in the northern 
portion of Randolph State Park.
Cultural Affiliation: One base of an Archaic projectile
pointand one Early Ceramic corner-notched type were recovered.
Recommendation: Preliminary testing is recommended.
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14P0375 (map 2)
Location: SE 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of Sec. 13, T7S, R6E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample wascollected in 1970. ~
Description: This site consists of a beach area east of 
the Randolph parking lot and picnic area. Lithic debris 
ana artifacts were scattered over the sand.
Cultural Affiliation: No diagnostic artifacts wererecovered.
Recommendation: Re-survey is recommended. Preliminary
testing is also recommended for the portion of the site on the slight slope above the beach area.

14P0376 
(map 1)

Location: SE 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Sec. 1, T9S, R7E
Previous Investigations: The 1970 crew located this
site and collected a surface grab sample.
Description: The site consists of a long beach flat that
is bisected by a small creek. Material was scattered on the beach and over a gravel bar.
Cultural Affiliation: No diagnostic artifacts wererecovered.
Recommendation: Preliminary testing is recommended.

14P0377 (map 2)
Location: SE 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of Sec. 13, T7S, R6E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample wascollected in 1970. ~
Description: This site consists of a very small area
west of the picnic area in Randolph State Park.
Cultural Affiliation: No diagnostic artifacts wererecovered.
Recommendation: Re-survey and preliminary testing arerecommended.

14RY3 
(map 3)

Location: SE 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of Sec. 10, and SW 1/4of the SW 1/4 of Sec. 11, T6S, R7E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample wascollected in 1952.
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Description: Flint debris and artifacts were scattered
on the plowed slope extending from the county road to the 
railroad tracks east of the Big Blue River. Material covered 2 acres.
Cultural Affiliation: An Early Ceramic affiliation is
suggested, based on one corner-notched projectile point. 
Recommendation: Crop cover precluded a thorough examin­
ation of the area. Re-survey and preliminary testing are recommended.

14RY4 
(map 3)

Location: SE 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of Sec. 11, T6S, R7E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample was collected in 1952. ~
Description: Flint debris and artifacts were scattered
on the surface of a terrace above Timber Creek. The 
site was estimated to be about 2 acres, and was planted in corn when surveyed.
Cultural Affiliation: On the basis of one side-notched
projectile point, the site is assigned an Archaic affiliation.
Recommendation: Preliminary testing is recommended.

14RY5 
(map 3)

Location: Center of the NW 1/4 of Sec. 11, T6S, R7E.
Previous Investigations: Solecki and Shippee located this
site in 1952. Unfortunately, they were ordered away and 
escorted from the land, and could not complete the investi gation of this site.
Description: Lithic debris and artifacts were observed
on the surface of a terrace on the south bank of Timber Creek.
Cultural Affiliation: One notched chert axe was recovered
Tentatively, an Archaic cultural affiliation is assigned to this site.
Recommendation: This site is situated on U. S. Government
LandTre-survey and preliminary testing are recommended.

14RY6 
(map 2)

Location: SW 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of Sec. 28, T6S, R7E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample wascollected in 1952.
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Description: Cultural material was scattered on the
creek and river terrace along the east bank of Swede 
Creek. Debris covered several acres.
Cultural Affiliation: Three Archaic, one Early Ceramic
and two Middle Ceramic projectile point types were recovered.
Recommendation: Solecki (1953:29) suggested that this
site be tested; no such tests were ever conducted. 
Testing is recommended for this potentially important site.

Location: NE 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Sec. 28, T6S, R7E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample was
collected in 1952.
Description: Chipping debris was scattered in a pasture
and plowed field west of the Big Blue River. Material 
covered about three acres.
Cultural Affiliation: No diagnostic artifacts were recovered.
Recommendation: Preliminary testing is recommended.

Location: NE 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of Sec. 9, T7S, R6E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample was
collected in 1952.
Description: Flint chips, pottery sherds, and daub were
scatteredin a barn yard and adjacent fields at the junc- 
tion of Walnut and Fancy Creeks. Material covered two acres or more.
Cultural Affiliation: Diagnostic artifacts include 22
body sherds; one small, triangular, unnotched point. A 
middle Ceramic affiliation is assigned, based on these artifacts.
Recommendation: Solecki felt that this site was very
promising. He recommended excavation (Solecki 1959:29). 
It is now recommended that this site be tested first.

Location: NW 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of Sec. 9, T7S, R6E.

14RY7
(map 2)

14RY8 
(map 2)

14RY9 
(map 2)

Previous Investi '’ 
collected in 195 A surface grab sample was
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Description: Flint chips, stone, and tools were scattered
m  a plowed field east of Walnut Creek. Material covered about two acres.
Cultural Affiliation: One fragment of a corner-notchedpoint suggests an Early Ceramic occupation.
Recommendation: Preliminary testing is recommended.

14RY15 (map 2)
Location: SW 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of Sec. 26, T7S R6E
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample’was ’collected in 1952.
Description: A few flint chips and flakes were observed

plowed field that slopes from the hills on the west 
to State Highway 13. Material covered two acres.
Cultural Affiliation: No diagnostic artifacts were re­covered^
Recommendation: Preliminary testing is recommended.

14RY16 
(map 2)

Location: E edge of the NW 1/4 of Sec. 35, T7S, R6E 
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample wascollected in 1952. ~
Description: A few flint chips and flakes were scattered
on a plowed slope extending from State Highway 13 east­
ward to the Big Blue River. Material covered one acre. 
Cultural Affiliation: No diagnostic artifacts were recovered.
Recoromendation: Preliminary testing is recommended.

14RY17 
(map 2)

Location: NE 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of Sec. 1, T8S, R6E.
Previous Investigations: Solecki and Shippee located this
site and collected a surface grab sample. The 1970 survey 
crew re-visited the site and conducted minor testing. 
Description: In 1970, the site consisted of a scatter of
materialon the north side of a peninsula located just 
south of the Baldwin boat ramp. The area was bulldozed 
and disturbed by construction activities. A series of test pits yielded no cultural materials.
Cultural Affiliation: Four Archaic-type protectile pointswere recovered.
Recommendation: Evidence suggests that this site was at
least in part, destroyed by the lake and construction acti­
vities. This site, however, should be examined further. Preliminary testing is recommended.
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(map 2)
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Location: SW 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of Sec. 1, T8S, R6E.
Previous Investigations: Solecki and Shippee located
this site and collected a surface grab sample. The 1972 
crew re-visited the site, this time assigning a new site number (RY356).
Description: In 1970, the site was described as a flat,
mud beach,on which lithic debris and artifacts were scattered.
Cultural Affiliation: An Early Archaic affiliation is
suggested, based on one projectile point base. 
Recommendation: Evidence suggests that some of RY18 was
destroyed by the lake. Tests are recommended to determine 
the exact nature of the disturbance.

14RY326 
(map 2)

Location: SE 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of Sec. 14, T7S, R6E.
Previous Investigations: A surface-grab sample wascollected in 1970.
Description: Chert debris and a few artifacts were dis­
covered just north of the swimming area in Fancy Creek State Park.
Cultural Affiliation: No diagnostic artifacts wererecovered.
Recommendation: Preliminary testing is recommended.

14RY333 
(map 2)

Location: SW 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of Sec. 14, T7S, R6E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample wascollected in 1970.
Description: Chert debris and a few tools were recovered
in the picnic area of Fancy Creek State Park.
Cultural Affiliation: No diagnostic artifacts wererecovered. '
Recommendation: Preliminary testing is recommended.

14RY334 
(map 2)

Location: NE 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of Sec. 10, T7S, R6E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample was
collected-in 1970.
Description: A small amount of lithic material was re-
covered from an island north of Fancy Creek State Park.
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Çfeltural Affiliation : Unknown.
Kgcoimendation; This site is periodically eliminary testing is recommended. inundated.

14RY335 (map 1)
Location: NW 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of Sec 4 T9S R7F

A su r fa c e  grab Æ
Description: The exact site description is unknown
sincitRjite survey form is incomplete. unknown-
recoveredA^flllatl°~: N° diaSnosti= artifacts were
^ comnended"°n : Re-Surve5' and preliminary testing are

14RY336 (map 1)
Location: NE 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of Sec 5 T9S R7F
gle^ l n v e s t i g a t i o n s : A snrfece grab
Description: Unknown.
^ove?edAf£lllal:10n: N° dla«nos' te artifacts were
i f g S n d e d 1001 Re-SUrVe5' and preliminary testing are

14RY338 (map 1)
Location: NE 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of Sec 6 T9S R7F
ïïSnegtldI;neî$)ga':inn,i- A surface grab sampù was '
Biscriptiom Chert debris and artifacts were scattered ôn-tKTsïïr|ace of a terrace above Mill Creek d
■SOgiMted cultural affiliations are.uggescea by projectile points. One point i c an parin

a Middle CeramïcgaffïlïationriangUlar P°lnt> suggesting 
Recommendation: Testing is recommended.

14RY339 (map 2)
Location
Previous T NW 1(̂  of the SE 1/4 of Sec. 1, T8S R6E. _nvestigations: The 1970 crew located this
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w p q 6* w ! COlieCie5 a su^ face £rab sample. Minor testing was also conducted at that time. 6
Inscrip t i o n : Material was found along the shoreline of a
S “ 1?®"!8 s°uth ? f thf boat ramP in Baldwin Creek Public
any tf tke cultural s e r i a l  „as found in

ggltural Affiliation: One Agate Basin-like Early Archaic
point and three Middle or Late Archaic points were re-

Ceramic'type° P° int iS * Sma11’ tri^ ular Middle
C o m m e n d a t i o n : Tests in 1970, were concentrated on the
■nf ibf i®'- FuFther examination and possible testing west 
of the peninsula are recommended.

14RY340 
(map 2)

Location: Center of the H 1/2 of Sec. 35, T7S, R6E
f.revrous Investigations: The 1970 crew located this
site and collected a surface grab sample
Description: Unknown, since the site survey form is
incomplete. y
oTTo ^ A y ^  Affiliation: Four Projectile points, including

'and tSree EarlY' Ceramic types, were recovered 
i c S I n d f d 10^ ’ ^ - s u r v e y  and possible testing are

14RY341 
(map 2)

Location: Center of E 1/2 of Sec. 35, T7S, R6E

c6irectedIlnei97i?tiOT1fi ’ A SUrfaCe grab samPle waa
Description: The exact site description is unknown for
tills site and RY342-346, since the site survey foras a L  
incomplete. Survey field notes indicate that these six 
sites are probably redeposited materials. 
r^ H y raj; Affiliation :̂  Diagnostic artifacts include two,
Mi aal o rlian?ula? e?t points and one potsherd. A Middle Ceramic affiliation is suggested
H b S I n d l d 10" 1 Re-surve)' and preliminary testing are

14RY342 
(map 2)

Location: NE 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of Sec, 35, T7S, R6E

Sfl l e c t e / i n 6! ^ ! 3110" 3 = * surface grab sample was
Description: see RY341.
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Cultural Affiliation: One Early Ceramic corner-nofrh^Hprojectile point was recovered corner notched
R|=^endatlon: Re-survey and preliminary testing are

14RY343 (map 2)
Location: SE 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of Sec 35 T7S raf

A Surface grab -»Ple’„asE-
Description: see RY341
M o v ^ d AtflUa,:1- : N° iia«nos':ie artifacts were

bommended10n R6~SUrVey and Preliminary testing are

14RY344 (map 2)
Location: NE 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Sec 2 T8S RAF

InyestlSatl°ns: The 1970 crew licltfd thiisite and collected a surface grab sample.Description: see RY341.
FdcovIredAfflUal:1°n : N° dia8nosti= artifacts were
FH b S d e d i0n: Re-surve>' and Preliminary testing are

14RY345 (map 2)
Locat ion : NW 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of Sec 1 T8S RfiF
wllectldIlne?97gat:i0na; A SUrfaCe grab éamplé was * 
Description: see RY341
M ^ S ^ f i l i a t i o n :  No diagnostic artifacts were
|||o™|nd|tion: Re-survey and preliminary testing are

14RY346 (map 2)
Location: Center of the W 1/2 of Sec 1 T8S RAF
f l f l l l g g î - e s t ^ a ^ :  A surface grab'sample was
Description: see RY341.

Two projectile points were^ d ' ^  1! undlagn°stic, while the other suggest'a Middle or Late Archaic affiliation. suggest.
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^e-survey and preliminary testing are

14RY347 (map 2)
Location: NW 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of Sec. 26, T7S R6E
^ fleeted lnei97§atl° ~ : A SUrfaCe grab w l Ple; ™ 1
Description: The site is situated on a small grass
covered^terrace remainder. A road cut through I po?tion 

terrace exposed cultural material. Chert debris and artifacts were eroding out of the exposed portira 
approximately six inches below the surface.
covered1 -fflllat:Lon; No diagnostic artifacts were re- 
Recommendation: Preliminary testing is recommended.

14RY348 
(map 2)

Location: NW 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of Sec. 26, T7S R6E
colIected^in^i97Qatl°n'S,: Asurface «rah sample was '
|gC£i£tion: Chert debris and artifacts were scattered
Bridgeth Sh°relme an d o n ^ ' b£a<=b sputh o^. Randolph
gultural Affiliation: On the basis of one projectile
site ase> an Archaic affiliation is assigned to this
wa^nfnhfkl ̂ °n KS!irVey noteS lndi<=3te that the material was^probaFTT^ashed up onto the beach. Further examina- 
tion is recoimnended to determine if this is so or if
recommended actua^1^ eroding out. Preliminary'tesiing is

14RY350 (map 2)
Location: NE 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Sec 35 T7S rsk
i l l e g t l d ^ n S / g 3 “ 0" '"  A SU rf3Ce  gra b  aamP le 'w a s  ' 

SBouF^tHe^urface^f ̂abflat3nmudrcoveCtSMateriaiawasralso°Ut °f a 1?an *̂ Although the bank was cleared by 
material67 team> Xt failed tc> produce any additional
recovereciAff^illation: No diagnostic artifacts were
§f£ S eKda£i0n >̂ site should be examined above theeroded bank. Preliminary testing is recommended.
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14RY351 
(map 2)

Location: SE 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of sec. 26, T7S, R6E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample was
collected in 1970.
Description: Chert debris and artifacts were dis­
covered along the shoreline and on the beach east of 
State Highway 13.
Cultural Affiliation: No diagnostic artifacts wererecovered. .■ .
Recommendation: Preliminary testing is recommended.

14RY352 
(map 2)

Location: SE 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of Sec. 10, T7S, R6E
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample was
collected in 1970. 7
Description: The site is situated on the southern point
of a small inlet of Fancy Creek. Material was scattered 
over an area which slopes toward the lake.
Cultural Affiliation: An Archaic affiliation is suggested
based on one of the two projectile points recovered. The 
other is a Scallorn point, indicating an Early Ceramic 
affiliation.
Recommendation: Preliminary testing is recommended.

14RY353 
(map 3)

Location: SE 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of sec. 10, T7S, R6E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample wascollected in 1970.
Description: Chert debris and tools were scattered on a
mud, sand, and gravel surface on the right bank of Fancy 
Creek. Material was found about 20 feet above the water. 
Cultural Affiliation: An Archaic affiliation is indicated, 
based on the presence of two projectile points. 
Recommendation: Survey notes indicate that material was
probably washing down the slope. Preliminary testing is recommended.

14RY354 
(map 2)

Location: NW 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of Sec. 10, T7S, R6E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample was
collected in 1970.
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Description: Lithic material was scattered on the point 
of a long, high, narrow terrace remnant. At the time of 
the survey, the site was just 5 feet above the water. 
Cultural Affiliation: No diagnostic artifacts were
recovered.
Recommendation: Preliminary testing is recommended.

14RY355 
(map 2)

Location: NW 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Sec. 9, T7S, R6E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample was.
collected" In 1970T
Description: This site is situated on the floodplain on
the right bank of Fancy Creek. Cultural material was 
sparsely scattered over a cornfield.
Cultural Affiliation: A tentative Middle Ceramic affili­
ation is suggested,based on the presence of one potsherd. 
Recongnendation: Survey notes suggest that this site is
inundated during high water periods. Testing is recom­
mended.

14RY356 
(map 2)

Location: SE 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of Sec. 9, T7S, R6E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample was
collected" In T97CL-----
Description: The site is situated in a cornfield on the
right bank of Walnut Creek. Cultural material was con­
centrated on the west side of the cornfield near the 
creek.
Cultural Affiliation: Three, plain, Kansas City Hopewell-
like potsherds were recovered. Thus, an Early Ceramic 
cultural affiliation is assigned to this site. 
Recommendation: This site is also subjected to inundation
during high water periods. Thus, testing is recommended 
for this site.

14RY357 
(map 2)

Location: NW 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Sec. 9, T7S, R6E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample was
collected in 1970.
Description: The site is situated on the right bank of
Fancy Creek. Cultural material was scattered over a small 
area of a cornfield.
Cultural Affiliation: Typical Middle Ceramic potsherds
were recovered. ~
Recommendation: This site may be an extension of RY355.
Test along with RY355.
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14RY358;
(map 1)

Location: NW 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of Sec. 18, T8S, R7E.
Previous' Investigations: A surface grab sample was
collected in 1970. ,Description: Chert debris and artifacts were found on an
area of the beach, measuring 150 x 30 feet.Cultural Affiliation: No diagnostic artifacts were
recovered. ~Recommendation: Preliminary testing is recommended.

14RY359 
(map 1)

Location: NE 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Sec. 19, T8S, R7E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample was
collected in 1970. iDescription: Since survey notes are incomplete, the
exact description is unknown.Cultural Affiliation: No diagnostic artifacts were
recovered.Recommendation: Preliminary testing is recommended.

14RY360 
(map 2)

Location: NW 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of Sec. 10, T7S, R6E.Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample was
collected in 1970. ~Description: The site consists of a mud-flat area on the
right bank of Fancy Creek. Material was found on a point 
measuring approximately 30 x 24 feet.Cultural Affiliation: No diagnostic artifacts were
recovered.Recommendation: Preliminary testing is recommended.

14RY361 
(map 1)

Location: NW 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of Sec. 19, T8S, R7E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample was
collected in 1970.Description: Flint debris and artifacts were scattered
over the hard clay surface of this cove located south of 
Baldwin Creek.Cultural Affiliation: No diagnostic artifacts were
recovered.Recommendation: Preliminary testing is recommended.
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14RY362 
(map 1)

Location: SW 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of Sec. 20, T8S, R7E.
Previous Investigations : A surface grab sample was
collected in 1970.
Description : Unknown
Cultural Affiliation: No diagnostic artifacts were
recovered. ~ ~
Recommendation : Preliminary tesing is recommended.

14RY363 
(map 1)

Location: SW 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of Sec. 20, T8S, R7E.
Previous Investigations: A surface grab sample was
collected in 1970.
Description: Cultural material was found in a sandy and
vegetation-free cove. Survey notes indicate that the 
area was probably enlarged by a local resident.
Cultural Affiliation: Four projectile points are diag-
nostic enough to suggest two cultural affiliations.
Three of the points are Early Ceramic corner-notched 
types, while i:he fourth is a triangular, unnotched Middle 
Ceramic type .' . ;
Recommendation: Preliminary testing is recommended.

V; 14RY364 
(map 1)

Location : SW 1/4 of the SE 1/4 of Sec. 18, T8S, R7E.
Previous- Investigations : A surface grab sample was
collected in 1970.
Description: Unknown.
Cultural Affiliation : No diagnostic artifacts were
recovered. "
Recommendation : Preliminary testing is recommended.

14RY366 
(map 2)

Location: NE 1/4 of the SW 1/4 of Sec. 4, T7S, R6E.
Previous Investigations : A surface grab sample was
collected in 197Ô.
Description : Material was scattered on the top and east
slope of a ridge on the right bank of Fancy Creek. 
Cultural Affiliation: No diagnostic artifacts were
recovered.
Recommendation : Survey notes indicate that the grass
cover precluded a thorough examination of the area. Re­
survey and preliminary tests are recommended.
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