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“INTRODUCTION

With the inception.'c;f -t-:.he‘ Prbﬂbéai/Agsesément Deyélopment
Con;épt. i’lan, several areas al'o.t'\g. the 136 river miles of Buffalo
'Haﬁidnai River were éintgd for deveidpﬁiént “in order to provide
adequate .-fac'f.l'i:t'iég for ;;Jbii'c' use. Two éore.devéiopnént areas
dnvolved with these plans ax"e.the Pruitt and Tyle"rNBﬂ_én‘d areas. At
the re-q.u:ést '6_f Suﬁeﬂ‘nténdent:“.'lohn."l‘ume'y", an _atrchéo'],'cagiéal survey
of these areas.was —‘hﬁ’i.t—ia}ié&. Between March 12 'a'nn' 15, 1979,

Jim Bradf'ord",w §ontﬁwest"Cultnrnl‘“R.es;'c;nrces Center; nonducted

an ér‘chediogic-ai ‘reconnaissance survey“olf alll'léroposed construc-
tion areas included within these two (-ievelopment' >a,r'eas‘. Four
man-days were spent covering the 28 localities involved. This
'report discusses the me'tfxndol_.ogy used in the éurvey, describes the
areas involved, pria;riliés the results of fhese investigations , and
includes .regommendntions”con'c'e'rniné. the cultural resource base.

In addition, site documentation is provided in Appendix A.

'METHODOLOGY

Because the areas to be surveyé'd were p're-ﬂe't:emined acn017d—
ing to planning 'neédé,'r'{o spe'.c.inl archeological methodologies were
employed. ‘The areas -invdived were studied as pibttgé ‘on the plan-~
ning maps 'and‘.s-t;-a-f-f i)-érgonnel directed me to the nrens and/or |
walked the actual boundaries priér to 'surv-ey.' Each area was
walked in transects Efl- 15 meters apa'rt'un.til the entire arealhad
been -co{rer'ed. " In a('i.d'ition, the pe'ripheral. bo'undary of.'.ea.ch area

was walked since artifactual inatérial, when present, was usually



exposed along these natural borders (i e. river banks, drainage
cuts, and windbreaks) - In a11 cases, areal coverage extended
beyond the establiShed boundaries in order to determine site extent
or the possibility of 'otllersit.es in close proximity to ..these
Development Areas. B o |

Although much of the'-local v_eéetation was dormant,-;".g'rass_
cover' over most of'the' areas made accurate dim.ensions of site
areas and density of artifactsidifficult to assess; Because no
testing was involved lithic types and relative densities were
assessed (with reservation) from disturbed areas where erosion or
,roadcuts exposed these materials.

In addition, it was kept in mind that, due to the 1ocation of
most sites on bottomland field areas adjacent to‘the'river, most
have been altered substantially by farming activities during the
_ past 150 years'and by flooding'of the river since'their abandon-
ment. -

When an areheological site was encodntered 'a site-form was
) completed, relevant photos taken, diagnostic tools drawn to scale,
"and a map completed For purposes of this survey, sites were
E designated DAr i for Development Area. A separate aet of desig~
.nations wvere termed PC—;;;;for investigations conducLed for pro-
posed Primitive Camps and discussed in a separate reportl Follow-
ing the survey, recorded sites were.combared to known locations of
sites recorded earlier by the Arkamsas Archaeological Survey (AAS)
and cross-indexed with their numbers (i.e. AAS—BS) No material

was collected from any of the sites.






