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INTRODUCTION 

With the inception of the Proposal/Assessment Development 

Concept Plan, several areas along the 136 river miles of Buffalo 

National River were slated for development in order to provide 

adequate facilities for public use. Two core development areas 

involved with these plans are the Pruitt and Tyler Bend areas. At 

the request of Superintendent John Turney, an archeological survey 

of these areas, was initiated. Between March 12 and 15, 1979, 

Jim Bradford, Southwest Cultural Resources Center, conducted 

an archeological reconnaissance survey of all proposed construc­

tion areas included within these two development areas. Four 

man—days were spent covering the 28 localities involved. This 

report discusses the methodology used in the survey, describes the 

areas involved, provides the results of these investigations, and 

includes recommendations concerning the cultural resource base. 

In addition, site documentation is provided in Appendix A. 

METHODOLOGY 

Because the areas to be surveyed were pre-determined accord­

ing to planning needs, no special archeological methodologies were 

employed. The areas involved were studied as plotted on the plan­

ning maps and staff personnel directed me to the areas and/or 

walked the actual boundaries prior to survey. Each area was 

walked in transects ca. 15 meters apart until the entire area had 

been covered." In addition, the peripheral boundary of each area 

was walked since artifactual material, when present, was usually 
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exposed along these natural borders ( i . e . r iver banks, drainage 

cu t s , and windbreaks) ._ In a l l cases, areal coverage extended 

beyond the established boundaries in order to determine s i t e extent 

or the poss ib i l i ty of other s i t e s in close proximity to these 

Development Areas. 

Although much of the local vegetation was dormant, grass 

cover over most of the 'areas made accurate dimensions of s i t e 

areas and density of a r t i fac ts diff icult to assess r Because no 

tes t ing was involved, l i t h i c types and re la t ive densities were 

assessed (with reservation) from disturbed areas where erosion or 

, roadcuts exposed these materials. 

In addit ion, i t was kept in mind that , due to the location of 

most s i t e s on bottomland field areas adjacent to the r i ve r , most 

have been a l tered substantially by farming act iv i t ies during the 

past 150 years and by flooding of the river since their abandon­

ment. 

when an archeological s i t e was encountered, a s i t e form was 

completed, relevant photos taken, diagnostic tools drawn to sca le , 

and a map completed. For purposes of this survey, s i t e s were 

designated DA- for Development Area. A separate se t of desig­

nations were termed PC- for investigations conducted for pro­

posed Primitive Camps and discussed in a separate report . Follow­

ing the survey, recorded s i tes were compared to known locations of 

s i t e s recorded ear l ie r by the Arkansas Archaeological Survey (AAS) 

and cross-indexed with their numbers ( i . e . AAS-65). No material 

was collected from any of the s i t e s . 
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AREAS INVESTIGATED 

PRUITT 

The Pruitt development consists of eight facilities (Fig. 1). 

These include the following: 

1. ' Day Use Area - Essentially developed with parking, 

camping, picnicking, and secondary river access 

facilities already constructed. Archeological Site 

DA-1 is located here and has been slightly impacted 

by this development. 

2. Horse Corral - This will be located atop the hill 

•.". directly south of the Day Use Area. No construction 

has been done on this facility and no cultural ma­

terial was noted in the immediate vicinity. 

3. Scenic Overlook - This is slated for the area pre­

sently occupied by Coursey's, a smoked meat roadside 

business adjacent to State Route 7. This area has 

been highly altered by this previous development. 

However, no prehistoric cultural material was noted 

'• here. " :'..- .'.;; 

4, Maintenance Area - Located east of State Route 7, 

•.construction of this facility has been completed, A 

reconnaissance of this area revealed no prehistoric 

cultural material, 

5,' Staff Residences - Likewise, this area contains five 

existing structures and is essentially complete. 
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