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Executive Summaries 
 

For the City of Ashland: 

The December 2012/January 2013 archaeological survey of the Ashland Plaza Project assessed 

the nature of sub-surface materials within the project’s nine planned “deep excavation” areas 

(i.e., new electric-utility trench, tree wells, new street-light footings, etc.).   The survey units 

(which were placed at these same deep-excavation areas) identified potentially significant 

archaeological deposits (designated “Stratum F” in this report) situated at varying depths below 

the Plaza’s surface within some but not all of these respective areas.    

Although much of the archaeological material that was encountered has probably been 

disturbed to varying degrees by past activities in the Plaza, the sub-surface survey identified 

archaeological deposits that definitely warrant protection during implementation of Plaza new 

design.  (The deposits at the Plaza described in this report are considered to be portions of 

archaeological site 35-JA-517, a small part of which was first recorded and investigated by SOYU 

Professor Mark Tveskov during the 2002 construction of the Community Development Building, 

southwest of the Plaza.)   

On-site archaeological monitoring should occur during the construction phase of the Plaza 

project.   This monitoring should occur for all excavations deeper than 24”/60cm deep below 

the December 2012 surface. 

In addition, the City should consider the multiple benefits of implementing efficient and cost-

effective ways to expand its knowledge about the location and depth of other possibly intact 

remnants of archaeological site 35-JA-517 at and near the Plaza.  This could be done by means 

of on-going archaeological monitoring of construction and utility excavations occurring within 

the larger vicinity of the Plaza, from lower-most Lithia Park to the intersection of Water Street 

and B Street. 
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Requirements for the Plaza Project’s four deep-excavation areas of particular concern are:   

 The new electrical utility trench, at the location of survey-unit 1, connecting to the information-

kiosk building:  No excavation should occur deeper than 48 inches (1.25 meters) below the 

current ground surface at that location, halting above the layer of protective, black-plastic filter 

cloth that was placed on the uppermost surface of Stratum F in that area during the survey. 

 The tree wells that are to be excavated for two of the newly planted trees (i.e., the tree to be 

planted close to survey-unit 2, near to the east angle of the Plaza triangle; and the tree to be 

planted at survey-unit 3, close to the north side of the Carter Fountain and the east side of the 

Information Kiosk): No excavation should occur deeper than 36 inches (0.95m) below the level 

of the current concrete-pavement’s upper surface. 

 The “Sternburg” streetlamp post’s footing to be located at survey-unit 9:  No excavation 

should occur deeper than 48 inches (1.25m), halting above the layer of protective, black-plastic 

filter cloth that was placed on the uppermost surface of Stratum F in that area during the survey. 

It is critical for the City to ensure that all construction excavations adhere to these maximum-

depth requirements based on the pre-January 2013, topographically mapped absolute surface 

elevations of those several locations.   That is, when construction begins, with the concrete 

pavement removed and project grading has lowered the ground surface from current 

elevations – the resultant lowering of the Plaza’s surface during construction will be taken into 

account relative to the Stratum-F levels in archaeological survey Units 1, 2, 3, and 9.  

Recommendations:  Any future City projects or private-utility projects that might impact soils 

deeper than 36 inches (just under 1 meter) within the entire Plaza vicinity (which is defined 

later in this report) should, depending on certain archaeological factors, either (a) be subject to 

on-site monitoring during that excavation or (b) be preceded by a sub-surface survey similar to 

this one.    

If, in the future, a proposed project is likely to adversely affect what appears to be a relatively 

intact  and potentially significant archaeological deposit, the effect should be mitigated by 

means of avoidance or by a SHPO-approved archaeological data-recovery excavation in that 

location. 

 At the present time, no portion of the Plaza and its immediate environs can be 
categorically ruled out of future concern as containing no potentially significant 
archaeological resources.  However, based on the results of both the 2012-2013 survey 
and the subsequent 2013 on-site project monitoring, it appears that the approximate 
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middle third of the Plaza may have the highest likelihood of retaining relatively intact 
deposits of Stratum “F” buried beneath the upper 3’-5’ of disturbed nineteenth- and 
twentieth-century fills.  (Based on the survey results, much of the northern one-third of 
the Plaza appears to have been deeply impacted by post-1945 deep excavations and 
rubble fills, and much of the southern one-third of the Plaza has been heavily affected 
by 1910s-1920s excavations for the subterranean access vaults of the two fountains.) 

 This higher likelihood within the middle third of the Plaza is due to two factors: (1) the 
positive results of the sub-surface investigations in this area (as opposed to the negative 
results in other portions of the Plaza); (2) the fact that much of this middle area has a 
buried cap of asphalt and concrete pavement (upper surface is situated at 1’-2’ deep; 
these twentieth-century pavement layers are about 1’ in thickness). 

 This middle portion of the Plaza is roughly bounded on its north by an east/west line 
that extends west from the maple tree that is situated near the east corner of the Plaza 
triangle, and is bounded on the south by an east/west line that extends from the 
location of the information kiosk.  Note: This area definitely also extends west from the 
Plaza proper, beneath the pavement of the North Main Street “loop” that separates the 
Plaza from the historic block of commercial structures; monitoring of the abandonment 
of an old utility trench within the middle of the street revealed the presence of Stratum 
F, starting about 3 feet beneath the current pavement and extending downward for an 
unknown depth. 

A suggestion, looking further towards the future:  The City of Ashland should,  as was first 

suggested  in 2003 by Prof. Mark Tveskov of SOU, consider the long-term benefit of continuing 

efforts to obtain a better understanding of the sub-surface character (and, thus, the 

archaeological potential) of the entire "Plaza" vicinity.  Such efforts would thereby enable 

future construction and other excavation projects (public or private) to proceed more 

efficiently, armed with the foreknowledge of possible sub-surface values.   

A comprehensive, phased effort likely could be effectively done without a specially funded and 

disruptive sub-surface archaeological survey effort.   Instead, investigations for possible 

significant archaeological resources could occur incrementally, as part of the ongoing 

excavation of future foundation footings, excavation/re-excavation of utility-line trenches, 

planting of trees, and so forth.   

Employing this approach, within perhaps as short as five to seven years, the resulting 

information about the presence/absence of archaeological values could accumulate sufficiently 

so as to allow firm conclusions to be drawn -- reliable conclusions as to where significant (and 
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potentially project-delaying/halting) resources are actually located, as well as – just as 

important to the City -- where they are absent.  If such a strategy were to be employed, it is 

recommended that the area be somewhat larger simply the Plaza and its immediately 

surrounding streets and commercial structures.    

This suggested "Downtown Ashland high-potential archaeological-resource survey zone," which 

in this scenario could be archaeologically examined as various projects arise (and could likely be 

accomplished over the course of some years), would best include, in addition to the immediate 

Plaza vicinity: the Calle Guanajuato area, lower Lithia Park (as far upstream as the playground), 

and both sides of Ashland Creek and its adjacent alluvial terraces from the playground’s Butler 

Bridge downstream to about one hundred feet beyond the intersection of Water and B Streets. 
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For the Oregon State Historic Preservation Office: 

The 2012-2013 sub-surface archaeological survey of the Ashland Plaza Project’s several distinct  

Areas of Potential Effect (A.P.E.;  i.e., the project’s various “deep-excavation” areas) resulted in 

positive findings for deposits of both Native (Contact and/or Pre-Contact Periods) evidence and 

“Early Ashland” (pre-1920s-1930s Historic Period, particularly ca. 1850s-1880s) evidence.   

The survey’s results indicate that the sub-surface soils, etc. of the Plaza have experienced major 

disturbance, mixture, and importing of new “fill” materials during the mid-to-late-twentieth 

century.   

 Nevertheless, at certain locations and at the survey-determined depths specified in this report, 

several of the project’s “deep excavation” components will require definite limits to just how 

deep those particular components can be excavated.  This requirement, implemented by on-site 

monitoring, will protect the potentially important archaeological resources that the survey 

identified at those places. 

With regard to the Native component of the Plaza’s archaeological resources, it is the writer’s 

contention that the Plaza should be considered and treated as an extension of previously 

recorded Site 35-JA-517.  (The previously identified portion of 35-JA-517 is situated on the 

opposite side of Ashland Creek from the Plaza and was tested by Tveskov and Kelly in 2002.)  

Further, the survey’s results indicate that the present area of the Plaza (just as was described in 

an early Euro-American settler’s memoir) was indeed the main portion of Site 35-JA-517 – the 

main village of the Shasta Indian headman, Tipsiu Tyee.   

The actual amount (if any) of relatively intact, archaeologically important Native and Early-

Ashland cultural deposits still existing within the present Plaza could not be determined by the 

survey.  That is, the question (of the probable amount/depth of cultural deposits that may – at 

the site level -- retain sufficient archaeological integrity for the Plaza part of Site 35-JA-517 to be 

considered eligible to the National Register of Historic Places under NRHP Criterion “d”) cannot 

be answered at this time.  A formal determination of site-eligibility would require further sub-
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surface investigation beyond the scope of the limited, project-constrained, and somewhat 

problematic sample examined by the Ashland Plaza Project survey of 2012-2013. 

On the other hand, the survey has clearly demonstrated both the presence/absence and the 

depths of extant, potentially significant deposits within the project’s various Areas of Potential 

Effect.  This information has been shared with the City’s project planners and the project’s 

landscape-design consultants, whose responsibility it will be to ensure that the project’s 

construction contractor does not excavate deeper than this survey report’s allowed depths (see 

Section VI).  On-site archaeological monitoring will also serve to protect the survey’s identified 

cultural deposits from project-related damage. 
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Purpose and Goals
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I.        Purpose and Goals 

This report documents the methods and results of a sub-surface archaeological survey 
conducted during December 2012 and January 2013 of the Ashland Plaza – a raised/curbed, 
heavily used civic space situated in historic core of the city’s commercial downtown.  (This 
report includes an appendix report that details the results of the January-March archaeological 
monitoring during project construction.) 
 
Following consultation with the Oregon State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), City of 
Ashland contracted for the archaeological survey, preparatory for implementation in early 2013 
of the Ashland Plaza Project – which will entail major modification of the Plaza’s landscaping, 
seating, surfacing, buried-utility locations, and other components. 
 
With regard to sub-surface impacts of the new design, the overwhelming majority of the Plaza’s 
7,100-square-foot area will remain undisturbed at depths any deeper than 24 centimeters (10 
inches) into the current soil surfaces; this includes the extensive portion of the Plaza that will be 
surfaced with “brick” pavers, which will entail very shallow disturbance that limited entirely to 
very recent/imported fill (and heavily disturbed) soils.  Similarly confined to disturbed soils will 
be the project's planned poured-concrete "seat walls," the footings of which are to extend no 
deeper that 46 centimeters (18 inches). 
 
However, the Ashland Plaza Project will also include several locations of substantially deeper 
disturbance.  These are places where, prior to the survey, an impact to potentially significant 
archaeological resources was considered possible but as-yet unknown.  By conducting sub-
surface investigations at these “deep-excavation” areas of potential effect, the survey’s goal 
was to determine whether or not project-related disturbances were indeed likely and, if so, 
how best to avoid such impacts. 
 
A secondary outcome, if not a determining goal, of the survey was to gain an understanding of 
the broader archaeological character of the entire Plaza by means of the sub-surface survey’s 
results.  As a result, this survey report is more detailed than some reports of this type.  This is so 
that may in the future help subsequent archaeologists or other specialists to determine the 
location and character of the Plaza vicinity’s sub-surface deposits. 
 
I was the sole person involved in conducting the archaeological survey.  I am Registered 
Professional Archaeologist (RPA) with over thirty years’ experience in the field of archaeology 
and who exceeds the Secretary of Interior’s professional qualifications standards for both 
archaeologist and historian and who meets those standards for architectural historian.   
The Ashland Plaza Project archaeological survey, as an investigation occurring on non-federal 
public land, was subject to Oregon Revised Statutes (ORS) 390.235.  The sub-surface survey was 
conducted under the provisions of Oregon archaeological excavation permit # 1718.   Approval 
of the permit application entailed notification by the Oregon SHPO of the two appropriate 
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federally recognized Indian tribes:  The Confederated Tribes of the Grand Ronde Community 
and The Confederated Tribes of Siletz Indians.  In addition, the City sent formal 
“consultation”/invitation-to-monitor letters to each of the Tribes, and I personal contact with 
both Tribes’ cultural resource staff. 
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Description:  The City of Ashland’s Plaza Project 
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II. Description:  The City of Ashland’s Plaza Project 

The Ashland Plaza Project involves a number of construction components.  Many of them -- 
such as removal of the current concrete walkways and their replacement with fitted “brick 
pavers,” installation of a new irrigation system, planting of new shrubbery, pouring footings for 
new concrete seat walls – will involve excavations no deeper than 10”-18.”  (Note: in earlier 
versions of the project’s design, depths in excess of these were specified for the pavers and the 
seat walls; however, the specifications for these components now call for maximum excavation 
depths of 6”-10” and 12”-18,” respectively, below current pre-construction grade.)  These 
shallow-excavation components of the project will be confined entirely to very recent fills, and 
no sub-surface survey was warranted for these areas. 
 
However, the project also includes some components that will entail deeper disturbance.  As 
specified in the most recent landscape plan, these are components where the project may 
require excavation to 3 feet or more. These “deep-excavation" are as follows:  
 

a. Excavation of a new utility trench for placement of less than 10 feet of new electrical 
conduit; 
 

b. Excavation of tree wells for the planting of five new trees (two of these to be planted at 
the sites of two recently cut-down sweet gums) and the removal/transplanting of a sixth 
tree, a small specimen that is currently located in the Plaza; 
 

c. Excavation for the concrete footings of new “Sternburg”-type streetlight lamp posts, 
with associated excavation for the footings of adjacent sections of seat walls. 

 
These deep-excavation areas were the focus of the Plaza’s sub-surface archaeological survey.  

On-site monitoring during construction will serve as back-up protection that supplements the 

deep-excavation protective requirements provided by this report. 

In addition, it is important to note that all three of the Plaza’s historic features that specifically 

contribute to its status as part of the Downtown Ashland Historic District – the Carter Fountain, 

the Lithia-Water Drinking Fountain, and the World War II Memorial Flagpole – will be retained 

in place, and will be protected from damage throughout project construction. 
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Past impacts to the Plaza Area:   As will be made clear in Section IV of this report, as well as by 

the sub-surface investigations presented in Section VI, the Plaza has been heavily impacted by a 

long history of ground disturbance and a wide variety of impacts.  With the removal of lower 

Ashland Creek’s Shasta Indian inhabitants by 1854, some parts of their former village site 

became the location of Euro-American mills and commercial buildings; the part of the site that 

soon became the open “Plaza” evolved into a heavily trafficked space where, lasting into the 

early twentieth century, some upper portions of the Plaza’s native soil may well have been re-

graded, covered over, and even removed.   

In the decades after 1909 or so, grading/paving and utility trenching, as well as a steady period 

of expansion of the now raised/curbed formal Plaza space was subsequently followed by 

various major changes to the landscaping design within that civic space.  This left the sub-

surface character of much of the Plaza a confusing jumble of fills.  In addition, installation of 

both the 1910 Carter Fountain and the 1927 Lithia-Water Fountain entailed excavation of large 

subterranean access vaults at each fountain.  These underground concrete-walled chambers, 

which exceed 6’ by 6’ in plan and 5’ in depth/height and remain in use today, are far larger than 

the “footprints” of the respective fountains; their construction involved removal of a 

considerable amount of soil from beneath the Plaza’s surface.
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III. Project Location and Physical Setting 

The Ashland Plaza occupies approximately 7,100 square feet of raised/curb-enclosed, “urban 
park” space in the historic core of Ashland.  The Plaza is situated at an elevation of about 1,900 
feet above mean sea level, in relative proximity to the right (east) bank of Ashland Creek.  The 
legal location is NW ¼ of Section 9 (DLC #40), Township 39 South, Range 1 East, Willamette 
Meridian; Jackson County, Oregon (as mapped in the Ashland 7.5’ USGS Quad). 
 
The Plaza, a triangular-shaped parcel, is bounded by concrete curbing and adjacent paved 
streets on all sides.  Beyond the enclosing streets, the Plaza is surrounded by: to the west, the 
row of historic commercial buildings that occupy much of the relatively narrow space between 
the Plaza and Ashland Creek (this commercial block is also referred to as part of the “Plaza” by 
many residents); to the south, by the formal entrance to Lithia Park and the adjacent Oregon 
Shakespeare Festival Association theater complex; on the east, by City Hall, followed by the 
main commercial blocks further east along East Main Street; and on the north, by East Main 
Street (Highway 99) itself and the post-1900s commercial buildings facing it that are situated 
between Water Street and Oak Street. 
 
The historic core of Ashland, including the Plaza itself, is situated where north-flowing, high-
gradient Ashland Creek emerges from the foothills of the Klamath/Siskiyou Mountains and 
subsequently becomes a much lower-gradient stream that continues across the length of a 
relatively gentle flood plain to its juncture with Bear Creek about one mile north of the Plaza.    
This stream-course location, although it provided sufficient head for early Ashland’s water-
powered mills (and thus the main rationale for locating community at this particular place) 
ensured that the entire Plaza area has been severely impacted by a series of major floods 
(which were typically caused by severe “warming-rain-on-snow” mid-winter storm events).  
Such floods occurred in 1861, 1890, 1927, 1948, 1964, 1974, and 1997.  In many instances, the 
swollen creek flooded the basements and ground floors of the” Plaza” buildings and also swept 
east and around those buildings to inundate the Plaza itself.  Prior to Euro-American 
settlement, such floods -- due to the absence of human-made constrictions, channelization, and 
so forth – may have been both less erosive and less depositional in what later became the Plaza 
(see LaLande 1995). 
 
The headwaters of Ashland Creek originate on the north slopes of Mount Ashland (7,532’ a.s.l., 
the highest point on Oregon west of the Cascade Range) and the northeast slopes of Wagner 
Butte (7,140’).  These two peaks are visible from many places in Ashland, including the Plaza 
vicinity.  They dominate the eastern portion of the rugged Klamath/Siskiyou Mountains, whose 
rocks -- among the oldest in Oregon – form a complex mixture of intrusive and metamorphic 
geology.   Upstream (south) of the Ashland Plaza, the entire watershed of Ashland Creek is 
situated within the Ashland Pluton, an extensive granitic intrusive-igneous body that dates to 
the Jurassic Age.   Downstream of the Plaza, the lower-most segment of Ashland Creek flows 
through exposures of the Hornbrook Formation (Cretaceous Age marine sediments derived 
from the Klamath/Siskiyous; sediments that include conglomerates containing quartzite alluvial 
cobbles).  Ashland Creek joins Bear Creek, a major tributary of the Rogue River, a little over a 
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mile north of the Plaza.  The Bear Creek Valley -- which includes the communities of Medford, 
Central Point, Jacksonville, Phoenix, Talent, and Ashland – forms the main area of gentle, low-
elevation terrain in Jackson County.  Streams entering Bear Creek from the northeastern slopes 
of the valley (i.e., opposite from the lower slopes of Klamath/Siskiyou Mountains) drain from 
Tertiary/pre-Pleistocene volcanics (and some exposures of volcanic sediments) of the Western 
Cascades, predominantly the Roxy Formation and the Payne Cliffs Formation.  In addition to 
basalt and andesite cobbles, these streams also deposit varieties of jasper, agate, and other 
forms of cryptocrystalline silicates (CCS) in the gravel bars of Bear Creek. 
 
The soils of the Plaza vicinity, as with most of Ashland, derive from sandy, granitic parent 
material (called ‘decomposed granite” or DG).  Deep deposits of DG occur on some foothill 
slopes, at the base of such hills, and on the flood plains of Ashland Creek, Tolman Creek, and 
Neil Creek -- all of which drain north from the interior of the Ashland Pluton. 
 
Prior to the effects wrought by Euro-American settlement in the Ashland area (such as clearing 
for farms, livestock grazing, commercial logging), the native vegetation of the immediate Plaza 
vicinity would have been dominated by a transition-forest community dominated by ponderosa 
pine and California black oak, with scattered Douglas-fir on shady slopes and Oregon white oak 
woodland on drier slopes.  Sugar pine, incense-cedar, Pacific madrone were also present, as 
well as brush species such as manzanita, buckbrush ceanothus, and poison oak.   Regular 
burning of the foothill slopes and valley grasslands, by both lightning-caused and human-set 
fires, maintained a much more open forest and larger areas of oak-studded savanna than came 
to be the norm after Euro-American settlement, logging, and fire-suppression policies (see 
franklin and Dyrness 1973). 
 
Although the flood-prone riparian zone along nearby Ashland Creek likely contained (as it does 
today) substantial amounts of red alder, on the adjacent alluvial terraces a mature pine/oak 
“gallery” forest probably provided fuel, shade, and house-building materials to the Native 
people.  (It would have been these same easily accessible pines that prompted Ashland’s first 
permanent Euro-American settler, Abel Helman, in the early 1850s to erect his small, water-
powered sawmill on the creek downstream from but close to the present Plaza.) 
 
Wildlife once present in the area’s forested hills and/or in the Bear Creek Valley’s woodlands 
and savanna included: elk, black-tailed deer, pronghorn antelope, grizzly bear, black bear, wolf, 
coyote, cougar, bobcat, beaver (the pelts of which brought the first Euro-American explorers to 
the Ashland area in 1827) and a wide variety of other rodents (grey squirrel being the most 
notable), as well as raccoon.  Grouse and quail inhabited the vicinity, and large birds included 
bald eagle, golden eagle, and California condor.  Spawning runs of both salmon and steelhead 
trout ascended into the lower reaches of Ashland Creek.  (In recent years, both black-tailed 
deer and raccoons have become numerous residents in Ashland; black bear, coyote, and cougar 
make occasional forays into hillside neighborhoods of the town.)
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IV. Cultural, Historical, and Archaeological Background 

Rather than provide here a detailed (and essentially redundant) discussion of the same broad 
cultural, historical, and archaeological overview-level information that has been provided in 
several previous reports, the reader is directed to three excerpts in this report’s Appendix B:   
 

 Appendix B-1, in which, as part of their report on excavations at the nearby Ashland 
Community Development Building archaeological site (Site 35-JA-517), Tveskov and 
Kelly (2003) discuss the area’s cultural, historical, and archaeological-research context at 
length;  

 Appendix B-2, an earlier overview by LaLande (1987) , prepared for the site-testing 
report on the Forks of Ashland Creek archaeological site (Site 35-JA-191);   

 Appendix B-3, the Oregon Encyclopedia of History and Culture’s entry on Ashland.   
 
This section of the report instead focuses attention on background information that is 
specifically pertinent to the immediate Plaza vicinity itself. 
 
A.  The Shasta Village     
 
According to ethnographer Roland Dixon’s (1907) Shasta Indian source, the Shasta people who 
occupied the southern Bear Creek Valley, including the Ashland vicinity, were the northern-
most of all the Shastan groups, and they were known as the “Ikirakutsu” by their Shasta cousins 
to the south.  The main village of the Bear Creek Shasta was apparently called K’wakhakha (said 
to be Shasta for “where the crow alights”). 
 
Based on separate first-person memoirs left by two of the Ashland area’s first settlers, James 
Cardwell (1879) and “Captain” Thomas Smith (1885 and 1889; see also Hannon 1991), in 1851-
1852 a major Shasta Indian village occupied the stretch of Ashland Creek where it leaves the 
Siskiyous' foothills and enters the Bear Creek Valley.  The headman of this group of people was 
known to the early Euro-Americans as Tipsiu (or Tipsoo) Tyee (Chinook  jargon for “bearded 
chief”), a man who befriended the first settlers but who subsequently gained some measure of 
notoriety among them during the Rogue River Indian War of 1853.   Tipsiu Tyee was soon killed 
by feud-driven Klamath River Shastas at a cave on the upper stretch of that river.1        
 
In the 1880s Thomas Smith specifically recollected that Tipsiu Tyee’s village occupied the area 
“where Ashland’s Plaza is today.”   By then, Ashland was growing into a prosperous railroad 
town, and memory of the Shasta village faded.   However, Ashland Creek’s periodic erosive 
floods would remove lithic tools, debitage, and other cultural items from its banks, re-

                                                           
1
 Based on information given in Heizer and Hester (1970), as interpreted in the Shasta chapter of the Handbook of 

North American Indians : California (Silver 1978), the location of Tipsiu Tyee’s village at present-day Ashland was 

called K’wakhakha.  Assuming it to be accurate, this name is important and compelling historical information.   
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depositing them as part of the flood debris along the stream’s lower course.2  Archaeological 
surveys and site evaluation on National Forest lands within the Ashland Creek watershed 
identified a number of upland sites (LaLande 1987).  Although most of these are mid-to-high 
elevation sites that proved to be very small in size, shallow in depth, and sparse in cultural 
material, one site situated near the Forks of Ashland Creek was formally determined eligible to 
the National Register of Historic Places.   
 
As professional archaeological field work began to take hold on non-federal lands in the 
southern Bear Creek Valley during the 1980s-1990s (attributable directly to the efforts of 
Southern Oregon University and the Southern Oregon Historical Society staff members), the 
search for physical evidence of the actual site of Tipsiu Tyee’s Shasta village became a subject 
of growing interest  (Hannon 1993).  In the late 1980s exploratory backhoe trenches and 
standard test pits were excavated by SOU/SOHS staff and volunteers on lower Ashland Creek’s 
flood plain, between Van Ness Street and Hersey Street; in additional, a series of archaeological 
test pits was excavated at the entrance to Lithia Park.  Native artifacts were found at both 
locations but no report on the result of the excavations and analyses was prepared.   
 
In 2002, the Southern Oregon University Laboratory of Anthropology (SOULA) was contracted 
by the City of Ashland to conduct archaeological excavations at the construction site of the 
Community Development Building, situated approximately 100 meters southwest of the Plaza.  
This project (Tveskov and Kelly 2003) located a layer of artifact-rich soil (designated Stratum III) 
that included plentiful CCS and some obsidian debitage, projectile points diagnostic of the Late 
Archaic and Contact periods. 
 
 

                                                           
2
 The writer, living at the time on lower Oak Street, immediately adjacent to lower Ashland Creek’s flood plain, 

witnessed this re-deposition phenomenon immediately after the 1974 flood.  Among the numerous granitic 

boulders, cobbles, and immense amounts of DG sand left by the flood waters were scattered jasper and agate 

cores, large flakes, and a few bifacial-tool fragments. 
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 B.  Evolution of the Ashland Plaza 
 
By 1860 the heart of the young community of Ashland Mills had taken shape as a line of 
adjoining, wood-framed, false-front commercial structures situated on the right/east bank of 
Ashland Creek.  These buildings, situated between a sawmill just downstream and a flouring 
mill upstream, faced east -- away from the creek -- and directly onto the dirt-surfaced expanse 
of the town’s Plaza.  What later became Main Street and then part of the Pacific 
Highway/Highway 99, had started out as the route of the main north-south wagon road 
between Oregon and California; in 1859 regularly scheduled stagecoach service used the route.   
 
 
 

 
 
Photo IV-1 (above) is evidently the oldest (ca. 1867) extant photograph of Ashland that shows 
any substantial portion of the present Plaza area.  It is a north-facing view, taken from a spot 
close to the southern end and western edge of the present Plaza triangle.  It shows the Ashland 
House, a hostelry and inn dating to the mid-1850s that occupied a location approximately 
where East Main Street and its Plaza Loop parking strip are now located.  Today’s Plaza area 
occupies part of the ground situated between the camera point and the Ashland House.  (The 
pole on the right is evidently not the same flagpole that is shown in later photographs.)   
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Photo IV-2 is one of earliest images available that shows, at least somewhat clearly, most the 
area of the Plaza.  Horse-and-wagon traffic is prevalent.  The photograph gives a view to the 
west (taken from what would now be the middle of East Main Street, close to its intersection 
with Oak Street), incorporating much of what is the site of the present Plaza.  At this time no 
structures were yet built along what is today the southern portion of the Plaza’s commercial 
block.  Directly behind the covered wagon (and to the left of the two-story Italianate-style 
building visible on the right) is the site of what would eventually be occupied by Ashland’s 
Masonic Lodge building.  As this early 1870s photo illustrates, the area of the present Plaza was 
entirely open and subject to uncontrolled pedestrian, equestrian, and vehicular passage.  On 
the far right edge of the photograph is what appears to be a new flagpole, located to the 
southwest of the pole visible in Photo IV-1.  The large tree on the left is a native tree, either 
Oregon white oak or California black oak; it is absent from subsequent photos. 
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Photo IV-3 (ca. 1878) shows the wooden commercial structures lining the west side of the Plaza 
sometime before the disastrous fire of March 1879, which caused the town to require all future 
commercial buildings to be built of brick or other masonry. This northward view was taken from 
the slope close to where the Oregon Shakespeare Festival’s Angus Bowmer Theater is now 
located.  (It is worth noting that the Ashland House was moved at least twice prior to its 
demolition: once a very short distance at the Plaza, and a second time some blocks away to the  
Town’s Railroad District.)  The steepled structure in the mid-distance is the Presbyterian Church 
(long-since demolished and replaced by a motel), located on the far side of North Main Street 
(the identical route that is followed by North Main/Highway 99 today). 
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Photo IV-4 (ca. 1882), another northward view, was taken from the same viewpoint as the 

previous photograph.  In addition to the Ashland House, it also shows the two new large brick 

edifices (Masonic Lodge on left; Odd Fellows Hall, further away, on right), and the flagpole, as 

well as a new addition -- a recently planted tree (both the pole and tree are protected by 

wooden exclosures that doubled as hitching rails).  This early tree was a “Tree of Heaven” 

(Ailanthus altissima).  This particular “Plaza tree” that is shown in Photo IV-4 is the same (but 

larger) tree-of-heaven within the Plaza that is pictured in some of the later photographs.  

However, it is important to note that there at least two such trees (either planted 

simultaneously or sequentially), only one of which survived through the entire twentieth 

century; this longest-lived specimen, which grew much closer to the entrance to Lithia Park and 

near the southwest corner of City Hall, is not the same tree shown in this and several of the 

following photographs.  (In addition, 1909 City plans for paving work along East Main Street 

show a “tree-of-heaven” as growing within the then-Plaza, less than 20’ south of where the 

Carter Fountain would soon be located; this would be the tree shown in this and the other 

older photographs.)  The other, the long-lived "survivor" tree-of-heaven that many Ashland 

residents still remember, grew into an unusually large and long-lived specimen of A. altissima.  

(It was this particular “second” tree-of-heaven – not the one shown in this and the other 

nineteenth--century photographs in this report -- is the same specimen that, formerly situated 
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near the entrance to Lithia Park and approximately 60’-75’ south of the southern tip of the 

present raised Plaza, was cut down in about 2005 due disease and safety concerns.) 

The flagpole was situated relatively close to the northern tip, and the tree grew near the 
southern tip, of today's Plaza.   Still, at the time of this photograph the Plaza remains a 
completely open and apparently “un-surfaced” space. 
  
The Oregon-and-California Railroad, built from the north, had reached Ashland in 1884.  The 
town benefitted greatly from being the rails’ terminus for three years; in 1887 the rail link to 
California stimulated further prosperity.   Although still isolated during severe winters’ periodic 
snow “blockades,” the 1880s-1890s changed the Bear Creek Valley from a remote “frontier” 
area into a prosperous agricultural center connected to markets in the rest of the nation. 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Photo IV-5 was taken in the mid-/late-1880s, soon after the ornate Bank of Ashland building 
arose next to the Masonic Lodge (the bank was owned by members of the Carter family; both 
structures, albeit modified, remain in use today).   In this westward view, the young tree now 
appears to be protected not only by the hitching rail but by narrow billboards placed around its 
trunk.  At this time, the surface of what is today occupied by asphalt-paved street and the 
southern end of the raised Plaza appears to have been covered with some sort of rocky/sandy 
material (DG?).   
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Photo IV-6 (ca. 1890-95) is a southward view, taken in the mid-1890s from the roof of one of 
the former commercial structures that faced southward (i.e., structures located where East 
Main Street/Hwy 99 now passes the Plaza).3  In this photograph, the Plaza’s tree now provides a 
modicum of shade and the 1854 Ashland Mills structure occupies what is now the main 
entrance to Lithia Park. Note the wheat-laden wagons (and the wagon-wheel tracks) on what 
may be a compacted DG- sand-surfaced Plaza. 
 
Twenty years after the completion of the Oregon-and-California (later Southern Pacific) 
Railroad at Ashland in 1887, the town had become the economic, social, and cultural hub of 
Jackson County.   
 
After 1900, while fading Jacksonville retained the county seat for another two decades and the 
1883 railroad town of Medford began its steady growth into the region’s present metropolis, 
Ashland prospered with a major railroad depot and roundhouse facility, state normal school, 
regional Chautauqua Festival, Carnegie library, and the beginnings of Lithia Park.  With this 

                                                           
3
   The front portions of these south-facing masonry structures were removed during the 1946 straightening of the 

"jog" in what had become the Pacific Highway; by-then the "turn" in the old wagon/stage road toward the Plaza 

and flour mill had become an impediment to automobile travel. 
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development came the first efforts to define the town’s Plaza as a raised and somewhat formal 
civic space.  Simultaneously, Ashland embarked on a major campaign to turn itself into a 
“tourist town” by promoting the health-giving qualities of its nearby mineral springs and the 
beauty of new Lithia Park. 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Photo IV-7, an eastward view taken in about 1909 from an upstairs window of the Odd Fellows 
Hall, shows much of today’s northern area of the present Plaza as street.  East Main Street 
appears to have some sort of gravel/DG surfacing (perhaps with a tar binding?).  The first 
generation of a formal, “raised” Plaza space is visible in the lower right.  Shortly after this photo 
was taken, the Carter Fountain was installed in the grassy space to the left of the Plaza’s 
walkway and the city contracted with Warren Construction Company, of Portland, for paving 
the downtown section of Main Street and the adjoining Plaza “loop” with “bitulithic” material 
(macadam).  Part of the old Plaza’s tree-of-heaven is visible on the far right. 
 
 
 



30 

 

 
 
Photo IV-8 dates to 1910, and was taken from approximately the same spot as Photos IV-3 and 
IV-4.  The street appears to have some sort of pavement, probably a very fine, compacted 
bitulithic surfacing over macadam. The Carter Fountain’s statue of “Iron Mike” is barely visible, 
to the right of the right-hand tree’s foliage.  The large tree in the center is the "survivor" tree-
of-heaven that lived into the 2000s; the other A. altimissima (shown in earlier views) is the 
right-hand tree, which evidently was removed in the 1950s or early 1960s. 
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Photo IV-9, another 1910 view, shows the newly installed Carter Fountain on its present site; 
the entire area around and beyond the fountain appears to have been recently torn up, with 
patches of what might be pavement present.  A large plumbing-access chamber was excavated 
directly beneath the fountain; the interior dimensions of this concrete-walled subterranean 
space, which remains in use, measure 9’ long (north/south) by just under 4’ wide (east/west) by 
7’ deep below current grade; this chamber would have removed a substantial amount of pre-
Plaza soil deposits.  
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Photos IV-10a (ca. 1927 and IV-10b (ca. 1930).  Photo 10a is a northwestward view taken from 
close to what is today the southern tip of the Plaza; Photo 10b looks southward; it shows both 
of the trees-of-heaven; the one within the Plaza and the “survivor” tree on the far-left edge at 
the entrance to Lithia Park.  The Lithia-Water fountain (installed in about 1927, with the mineral 
water piped to the Plaza from its source nearly five miles to the southeast) is shown.  (Note that 
the street, including the pavement located just beyond the Carter Fountain in 10a; this is likely 
the same Hwy 99 pavement as was revealed during the 2012 sub-surface survey of Units 1 and 
2.  Just north of the east/south-bound lane of highway was a raised divider between the two 
lanes of traffic; this divider was a thick-concrete planter box that also held highway signs.) 
 
 

 
 
Photo IV-11, dating to the late 1930s, was taken viewing west from the northwest corner of City 
Hall.  The Plaza remains still less than a third of the size of raised space that it would become in 
the 1950s.  (The location of 2012 sub-surface survey Unit 3 is on the right edge of the photo, to 
the right of the Carter fountain and within the paved street.)  The plumbing-access chamber 
that was excavated beneath the Lithia-Water fountain measures almost 8’ long (north/south) 
by 3’ wide (east/west) by 4’ deep below grade. 
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Photo IV-12 dates to around World War II; it shows some sort of construction project in the 
center -- perhaps a short northward extension of the Plaza into the Highway 99 pavement.  (The 
locations of 2012 survey Units 1, 2, and 3 are discussed relative to their placement in this 
photograph in the Results section of the report.) 
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Photos IV-13a and IV-13b are identified as taken in 1961, but, taken together, the vehicles 
shown would seem to indicate a mid-1950s date (i.e., no post-1957 vehicles are visible).  By this 
time, the approximate present size and shape of the Ashland Plaza had only recently been 
achieved.  In IV-13a, the tree just to the left of the Lithia Fountain is apparently the Plaza's old 
tree-of-heaven -- no longer in vigorous health -- that would have been removed soon after this 
photograph was taken, replaced by a Modesto ash, which in turn was removed in the fall of 
2012.  In IV-13b, two newly planted trees are visible (beyond the two closest cars); these are 
the two sweet gums that were removed in December 2012. 
 
In 1970 a master site-plan for the Plaza led to many of the features still found there today.  
These include the information kiosk on the west edge and the scarlet maple that is growing 
near the east tip of the Plaza triangle.  However, some of the 1970s additions (a landscape 
“mound” on the west edge of the Plaza, with an adjacent artificial stream/pool feature) 
disappeared with the subsequent and most recent major change, in 1991. 
 
Since the 1960s, Ashland has been transformed from a small college and blue-collar mill town 
into a tourist hub and has become the home-of-choice for increasing numbers of affluent 
residents.  Construction of the Shakespeare Festival's indoor Bowmer Theater in 1970 enabled 
a viable 9-to-10-month-long tourist economy, and Ashland steadily became noted for its many 
restaurants and art galleries as well as its extremely high real-estate prices.   One has to wonder 
what Tipsiu Tyee and his people might think of this transformation. 
 
Much as it did for previous generations of Ashlanders, in recent decades the Plaza has served as 
a civic meeting place, commercial hub, and place of rest and refreshment, as well as a venue for 
political speeches, demonstrations, and vigils, as well as a key point for the town's annual 
celebrations.4

                                                           
4
  Among its many other functions, the Plaza is the site of the Christmas holiday season's lighting ceremony for the 

town's "Festival of Light" (during which Santa Claus, who “turns on the switch,” arrives at the Plaza by fire truck), 

the terminus of both Ashland's massively  attended Fourth of July Parade and its Halloween Children's Parade.  
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V. Survey Strategy, and Methods, and Conditions 
 
The original Survey Strategy and Methods Plan for the Plaza project (submitted in October 2012 
and approved by SHPO in November) is included with this report as Appendix C.  This strategy 
plan both guided and constrained survey operations in the field.  Rather than repeat the details 
of that plan here, the reader should refer to the Appendix.  This section of the report instead 
discusses those few instances where the approach and methods had to be modified from those 
outlined in the plan. 
 
As mentioned in Section II, the originally planned excavation depths of the project’s “deep-
excavation” components (i.e., components a, b, and c) were subsequently modified – i.e., 
lessened in depth– by the consulting landscape architect and other planners.  These shallower-
than-originally-planned excavations are the result of both (a) concern for impact to potential 
archaeological resources and (b) the realization that shallower depths would not adversely 
affect the project’s goals and construction requirements.  However, despite this modification to 
the various project components’ depths, the sub-surface archaeological survey units were 
excavated to those depths that were specified in the original SHPO-approved strategy/methods 
plan. 
 
As originally prepared, both the strategy/methods plan and the associated state archaeological 
permit called for up to 20 sub-surface survey units of between 20 and 50 centimeters in 
diameter, obviously inferring circular units.  Upon commencement of the actual survey, it 
quickly became evident that rectangular/square units would be more effective and informative.  
This change required an amendment to the language of the permit, approving up to 20 square 
units, all of them no more than 50cmx50cm in size, with the exception of a single unit of 
80cmx80cm in dimension.5 
 
Due to the Plaza’s long history of disturbance, including some major excavations and the use of 
imported fills, the survey took special care to examine the soil profiles exposed in the units’ 
walls.  In many cases, large and deep areas of disturbance were not visible from above, but 
could be determined only upon close examination of the profiles. 

                                                           
5 An unintended change, from the methods language given in the permit to what actually occurred in the field, involved the fact 

that, during the survey, excavation did not proceed down through cultural material and then two 10-centimeter levels into 
sterile soil.  Inclusion of this typically “standard” permit language was due to an oversight by the writer when preparing the 
permit application; it is the usual procedure when test-excavating and evaluating a known archaeological site.   
However, the Plaza project was not testing, it was survey, and neither the survey project’s strategy/methods plan nor the 
contracted scope-of-work prepared by the City (see item #7) called for excavation of archaeological deposits down to/into 
sterile soil.  Instead the plan specified excavation sufficient only to determine presence/absence of potentially significant 
deposits within a maximum depth of the deep-excavation components.  This is how the sub-surface survey proceeded.  
Although it cannot be known without conducting deeper excavation at the Plaza, the permit’s alternative approach (depending 
on the depths and artifact densities involved) could well have presented substantial time delays and cost over-runs without 
adding to the information necessary for meeting the City’s specific project-planning goals . 
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Artifact recovery employed high-pressure water screening.  (Simple “shaker” screening proved 
less than effective with many of the Plaza’s soils.)  A City water truck delivered pressurized 
water through a 1”-diameter hose and hand nozzle, increasing both the speed and the 
effectiveness of recovering artifacts from the 1/8“-mesh screen. 
 
All collected artifacts were bagged according to survey-unit provenience and their 
strata/level/depth; this separation continued to be used throughout the analysis.  Artifact 
analysis was done by me, and simply involved light washing of the lithic, glass, metal, and 
ceramic artifacts (and light brushing of the bone and other fragile items); followed by 
categorizing; examining items with a 10x hand lens; taking appropriate measurements; as well 
as counting and describing the artifacts.6 
 
Because it the Plaza artifacts come from the same site (35 JA 517) as did those recovered by 
Tveskov and Kelly (2003) at the nearby Community Development Building, the director of the 
Oregon State Museum of Anthropology (OSMA), the faculty archaeologist at the Southern 
Oregon University’s Laboratory of Anthropology (SOULA), and the archaeological staff at the 
State Historic Preservation Office have jointly agreed that the cultural material recovered 
during the Plaza survey will be curated at SOULA, where the previously collected artifacts from 
35 JA 517 are held.  This arrangement will enable ongoing analyses of both the 2003 and 2012-
2013 collections and permit them to be treated and studied as a whole. 
 
Survey conditions involved some periods of rain, snow, and cold temperatures.  A canopy was 
erected over survey units when precipitation necessitated it.  Public interest was relatively high, 
with numbers of people stopping to ask about the project and to take photographs.  Due to 
safety issues, each unit was back-filled as soon as the archaeological investigation was 
completed there.  If an unfinished unit had to remain open overnight, it was covered with 
sheets of plywood and enclosed with a chain-link-fencing safety/security barrier.  

                                                           
6
 Although they were collected, described in this report, and included in the analysis, the post-1930s items were 

not retained in the permanent collection for curation and are not tabulated in Appendix C's final list of artifacts; 

fire-cracked/-exploded rock, although collected and described, not retained as part of the curated collection. 
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VI. Results  

 

A.  Summary of the Results 

Sub-surface survey of the Plaza project's "deep-excavation" areas found potentially significant 

archaeological resources located in some sections that were exposed at the bottom of four of 

the nine survey units: Units 1, 2, 3, and 9.   

The Native cultural material from these units included abundant CCS and obsidian debitage, 

lesser amounts of basalt debitage, several flaked-basalt cobble tools, one CCS projectile-point 

fragment, and a few possible/probable ground-/pecked-stone tools, as well as pieces of 

ungulate and bird bone and fragments of fire-exploded rock.  The early (pre-1910s) Euro-

American material proved to be comparatively sparse, consisting mainly of square nails but also 

several fragments of early bottle and window glass, a few ceramic shards, and a few other 

items. 

This assemblage of relatively intact/undisturbed7  Native/"early-Ashland" artifacts in Units 1, 2, 

3, and 9 occurs exclusively in a distinctive dark-soil layer collectively referred to as Stratum F.    

Stratum F was not continuous across the entire bottom surfaces of any of the four units; recent 

utility trenches and other disturbance appeared to have removed/obliterated this layer in the 

remaining sections of each one of these four units.  Regarding the units' soils overlying Stratum 

F, although some Native and early-Ashland items do occur in the D/E strata situated above 

Stratum F, these co-occur with mid-/late-twentieth-century artifacts located within what are 

clearly relatively recent imported layers of fill and/or heavily disturbed trench fills.  These upper 

layers do not display the archaeological integrity of Stratum F.  It is apparent that remnant 

sections of ca. 1910s-20s street asphalt pavement, as well as earlier horizontally layered DG and 

clay fills helped serve to protect Stratum F where it does remain. 

Within Units 1, 2, 3, and 9 the upper surface of Stratum F is situated variously between 1 meter 

and 1.3m below the current surface (i.e., the archaeological survey-phase's surface as of 

January 2, 2012; which is slightly different from the surface elevations that will result from the 

project's construction phase).  These upper levels of Stratum F mark the "zone of avoidance" 

for the Plaza project's deep-excavation components in these four locations. 

The remaining five survey units, Units 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8, contain no potentially significant 

archaeological deposits within the depths that were plumbed by the survey.  (These locations 

may or may not contain any such deposits at deeper levels; however, the survey was not 

                                                           
7
 I.e., relatively undisturbed since the period of their deposition. 
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charged with investigating any deeper than down to levels sufficiently below maximum depth 

of the project's respective "deep-excavation" areas-of-potential-effect to enable an 

archaeological-effect determination.)   For Units 5-7, it is entirely possible the bulk of the 

various layers of fills which extend to depths of well over one meter, were -- brought from 

different sources -- deposited over a very brief period of time, perhaps even within a span of a 

few days. 

Unit 4 has been heavily disturbed well below the project's maximum depth-of-disturbance, and 

all of the material appears to be imported fill. 

Unit 5 has been similarly affected.  However screened samples from the fill exposed at the 

lowest levels included two pieces of CCS and an iron horseshoe within a mixture of very recent 

items that also included large pieces of broken concrete and asphalt, a piece of plastic PVC 

irrigation pipe, a fragment of recent bottle glass, and numerous contiguous fragments of a large 

plate-glass window. 

Unit 6 also consisted entirely of heavily disturbed, recent fills.  The fill exposed at the lowest 

levels revealed a massive deposit brick (broken and whole), very large pieces of broken 

concrete, and blocks of sandstone.  This fill contained relatively little soil, other than soil that 

has filtered down into this rubble from above.  The unit contained no pre-1930s artifacts 

(unless, of course, one considers the rubble itself, which very likely came from the ca. 1890s-

1920s buildings that once faced the north side of the Plaza, destroyed  in about 1945 to make 

way for the straightened route of Highway 99).  The only artifact of note to come from Unit 6 

was the base of a post-Prohibition liquor bottle that could easily date to the 1940s or later. 

Unit 7 was similar in contents to Unit 6.  The survey was extended down to 2 meters in depth in 

hopes of revealing material below the recent brick, concrete, asphalt, and scrap metal fill, but 

this rubble-fill material continued for the entire depth. 

Unit 8 was similarly mixed with recent fill material throughout.  However, at the bottom of the 

unit (at 1.4-1.6 meters) a number of Native and "early Ashland" items did co-occur with very 

recent artifacts.  These were found within a matrix of DG, concrete, brick, and asphalt indicative 

of very heavy disturbance and consequent complete loss of archaeological integrity. 
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Actual surface elevations taken of the Plaza in 2012 are recorded in the City of Ashland’s Plaza 
Project Engineering-Division files.
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Based simply on the results from all nine units, it would seem that the area of the Plaza most 
likely to retain potentially significant archaeological resources consists of the center third of the 
Plaza (as revealed by Units 1, 2, 3, and 9).   Some of this area retained the original 1910s-1920s 
pavement of the Pacific Highway, which served as a protective cap; other sections in the central 
third of the Plaza may have been spared due to the presence of the pre-1910 raised Plaza 
space. The northern third of the Plaza, on the other hand, appears to have been particularly 
deeply and heavily disturbed by excavations and fill deposits associated with post-1940 building 
demolition, highway construction and utility trenching. 

 B.   Discussion of the Individual Sub-Surface Survey Units 

The following discussions provide information on the sub-surface materials/soil profiles and 
artifact contents of each survey unit.  

 
Unit 1 
 
Unit 1 was placed at the location of the Plaza Project’s planned new electrical-utility trench -- 
an approximately 3-meter-long trench that will connect from its north point at an existing 
buried electrical line southward to bring the new line to the interior of the Plaza’s existing 
information-kiosk building.   Unit 1, purposely situated so as to include most of the area of the 
planned utility trench, was a rectangular excavation approximately 1 meter by 1.8 meters in 
plan, with the long axis oriented north-south.  (The middle of Unit 1’s south wall is located at: 
UTM 10 / 0523494 / 4671711.)  The entire southern-most 40cm length of the unit was occupied 
by a current storm-sewer main and its trench’s associated modern backfill, which extends 
(according to city utility records) down to over 1.2 meter deep; therefore this area of the unit 
was not exposed below 70-80cm in depth.  (In Photo IV-12, the location of Unit 1 is situated 
directly in front of the oncoming sedan that is shown in the center of the photograph.) 
 
Excavation of the remainder of the unit proceeded to an overall final floor depth of 130 
centimeters, with a 40x40cm area in the northwest corner excavated in 10cm levels to a final 
depth of 1.5 meter below the current ground surface.   
 
The area of the unit was “enclosed” by the Plaza’s current electrical-panel “shed” structure and 
a hedge of Oregon-grape on the north and east, a decorative ash tree (6”-7” d.b.h.) to the west, 
and the information kiosk on the south side of the unit.  Unlike much of the Plaza, this area has 
no concrete surfacing; the current surface consists of landscaping soil.   
 
Stratum 1-A: The City’s backhoe, with a 2’-wide bucket, removed the upper landscaping soil 
(Stratum 1-A) down to about 60-65cm (down to the top of the layer of the buried 
asphalt/macadam).  Most of this depth was occupied by an extremely dense root system of the 
nearby ash tree; sawing and lopping was necessary to penetrate this growth.   
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Photos VI-1a`through 1f (from top-to-bottom and l. to r., showing Unit 1 location (a-b; view west and east, respectively); top of 
old pavement (c) and removal w/ jackhammer (d), and profile down top/into Stratum F (f) in NW corner. 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

Items recovered:  Five sample screenings (= approx. 10 gallons total) of this Stratum 1-A 
uppermost material yielded only a few items:  fragments of plastic/paper food wrappers; 
several brick fragments (obviously derived from construction of the information kiosk’s 
decorative bricked corners and brick planter boxes); over 10 fragments of an abandoned 
ceramic (red-paste/red-glazed “terra cotta”; ca. 1950s-60s?) large-diameter water or storm-
sewer pipe, two fragments of recent asphalt pavement; one thumb tack with a green-plastic 
head (the same type as is present on the bulletin board inside the kiosk); and one flat piece of 
clear plastic (this item, which initially was thought to be window glass, is embossed with: 
[…PR]ODUCTS CO[MP…]. 
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Stratum 1-B:  At about 60-65cm deep, a solid, nearly 20cm-thick layer of asphalt and macadam 
(designated Stratum 1-B) was encountered. (The nearby ash tree had simply been planted on 
top of Stratum B, without breaking a root hole through the asphalt/macadam barrier and 
thereby resulting in the thick growth of roots above the unbroken asphalt.)  The 
asphalt/macadam had to be removed by jackhammering.  The more recent, upper layer of this 
stratum/feature was asphalt (which consisted of small angular gravel) that extended less than 
3cm deep/thick.  The remainder was older macadam, with all of its rock fragments larger than 
5cm maximum dimension.  The macadam probably represents the early (1920s-1930s), if not 
the original (1910s), pavement of the Pacific Highway (Highway 99) through the present Plaza; 
the overlying asphalt could have been applied around World War II or after.  (Examination of 
the constituent rocks of the macadam found in Units 1 and 2 identified both granitics and 
basalts/andesites, indicating the probable source of the road material as the gravel bars of Bear 
Creek.)  The asphalt/macadam – removed in large “chunks,” was not screened and no artifacts 
were observed within the matrix.   
 
Strata C and D:  Immediately below the macadam, starting at about 70-75cm and extending 
down to about 130 cm deep (i.e., “deep” = depth below the current ground surface) is a series 
of three readily identifiable, roughly horizontal strata (C, D, and E) composed of decomposed 
granite (DG) and/or clay.  These may represent materials that were successively imported and 
spread separately as layers of sub-grade fill for the highway and/or as pre-automobile “blanket 
fills” (i.e., for the Plaza’s un-paved surface when mud and rutting by horses and wagons in 
certain high-traffic areas periodically necessitated new layers of surfacing).  Stratum 1-C is a 
relatively thick, loose layer of dark-brown DG sand.  Stratum 1-D on the other hand is a thick 
(30-35cm) layer of mixed/mottled (dark-brown/light-tan) clay lenses and loamy soil that 
contains alluvial pebbles and some DG.  (Stratum 1-E is another thin (approx. 10cm) layer of 
highly compacted, light-colored DG sand, and is virtually free of clay or other soil; it was treated 
separately.)   
 
Items recovered:  Strata C and D, as what appeared to be, upon their initial exposure from 
above, obvious fills, were removed both by backhoe and by shovels.  The material was steadily 
sample-screened as it was being removed from the unit.  For Stratum C, only small fragments of 
red-paste/red-glazed terra cotta utility pipe and two fragments of rust concretions (with 
circular-faced “inner” surfaces; these likely are simply remnants of rust build-up on since-
removed 1”-diameter iron pipe) were recovered from the approx. 6-7 gallons of sample-
screened material   Stratum D, a much thicker layer and one that continued to present itself as 
a heavily mixed fill throughout, was similarly sampled, but with approximately 16-18 gallons of 
material screened.  This heavily mixed stratum’s sample yielded: abundant large and small 
fragments of red-paste/red-glazed terra cotta utility pipe; five very heavily rusted ferrous 
objects (all of which are probable/definite nails or nail fragments); one nail that was definitely 
identified as a square (14d?) nail; the wall/rim fragment of a circular, clear-glass tumbler (or 
other straight-walled drinking vessel); and a 12cm-long fragment of local but non-native 
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Hornbrook Formation sandstone.8  (The nearest outcrops of Hornbrook Formation sandstone 
occur along the lowest reaches of Ashland Creek, about one mile downstream/north from the 
Plaza; this item may have been part of the imported fill material that makes up Strata C/D/E.) 
 
Stratum E:  Because of the presence of a square nail in Stratum D, the underlying heavily 
compacted DG that makes up Stratum E was excavated by hand; virtually all of it was screened.  
Many “chunks” of consolidated DG had to be broken apart with a trowel handle or by hand.  At 
about 10cm in total thickness, at least 15-20 gallons/7-8 “screens-full” of Stratum E were 
examined.9  At the bottom of Stratum E (i.e., at about 130cm deep),10 the DG became notable 
for what at first appeared to be the upper, horizontal surfaces of krotavina -- a dark-brown 
compacted soil; upon further troweling this material was revealed to be a new stratum (F), 
underlying the entirety of the undisturbed portion of Stratum E (in northern three-quarters of 
the unit).   
 
Items recovered:  Screening of Stratum E yielded the following items of Euro-American 
manufacture: several fragments of the same red-paste/red-glazed terra cotta water/storm-
sewer pipe as above; five square nails/square-nail fragments; four fragments of window glass; 
one very small fragment of a clear-glass vessel (oil-/kerosene-lamp globe?); one very small 
fragment of a thin-bodied (about 1.5cm in thickness) “whiteware” (simply white paste/white 
glaze earthenware) ceramic object (glaze, with crazing, is present on both surfaces); the 
rim/wall fragment of a white-paste/dark-brown-glaze ceramic cup or other open vessel (based 

                                                           
8
 Regarding geology:  In this report, the term “native” refers only to lithic objects that would have occurred 

naturally along this section of Ashland Creek and its adjacent terraces (i.e., the Plaza).  Virtually all such rocks are 

derived from the granitoid Ashland Pluton that is drained by Ashland Creek and its tributaries, and consist only of 

igneous-intrusive/granitic rocks such as granite, aplite, granodiorite, quartz-diorite, diorite, and gabbro.  The term 

“non-native” refers to lithic objects derived from places other than the upper/middle segments of the Ashland 

Creek drainage that are tributary to the Plaza.  Some of these non-native rocks (e.g., Hornbrook Formation 

sandstones, conglomerates [the latter yield quartzite alluvial cobbles from the matrix], and other near-shore 

marine sediments) occur as bedrock outcrops within a few miles north and northwest of the Plaza, and thus may 

be considered local/non-native.  The other major local-but non-native rock types are igneous-extrusive rocks, such 

as basalts, andesites, and associated volcanic tuffs.  Also originating (but as siliceous thermal deposits inside veins 

and cavities) within the volcanic formations are the many varieties of CCS: jasper, agate, white chalcedony, 

colorless/translucent opaline, etc.).  While originating from volcanic formations in the Cascade Range to the east 

and northeast, all of these rock types –from basalt cobbles to pebbles and larger nodules of CCS --  can be found as 

alluvial pebbles and cobbles in the gravels of nearby Bear Creek.  The main type of non-local/non-native material is 

obsidian, which occurs no closer than 80 miles to the east-southeast. 

9
 Rough tallies of the number of screenings/gallons of material per stratum were kept only for the upper layers; 

i.e., those that were sampled and not screened completely. 

10
 The 130cm figure does not imply that the E/F interface is level; because of the wide variation in the surface 

elevation (due to the swell around the base of the ash tree), as will be illustrated in the profile drawing, the 

interface rises substantially towards the south of the unit. 
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on inference from curvature of the rim, the object’s top opening would have been at least 
10cm/4” in diameter).   
 
Items of Native manufacture included: one small (10cm max. dim.), fine-grained basalt “cobble 
tool” (with apparent scraping and cutting utilized edges; cortex present on portions of this 
alluvial-cobble artifact); one fine-grained basalt percussion-flake fragment; nine pieces of other 
lithic debitage (most of them classifiable as “random” “shatter;” all but two are varieties of 
cryptocrystalline silicate/CCS; the remaining two are obsidian); one small piece of non-native 
(Hornbrook) siltstone; and one fragment of fire-exploded alluvial granitic (gabbro) cobble.  
 
Because of the presence of both Native artifacts and probable pre-1910 Historic-period items 
within Stratum E, I decided to focus the remainder of the survey’s investigation of Unit 1 by 
means of a 40cm x 40cm excavation placed in its northwest corner.  The upper surface of this 
40x40cm area contained remnant lower portions of Stratum E’s DG as well as visible intermixed 
areas of the underlying Stratum F.  I excavated this layer of intermixed material to the point 
where the DG became absent entirely; this mixed material extended only between 3cm and 
4cm into the 40x40cm before it was replaced completely by Stratum F material.  With 
screening, this small volume of material yielded a total of four small pieces of debitage (3 CCS; 1 
obsidian); in addition, a piece of fire-exploded granitic (diorite) alluvial cobble, extending into 
the material from below, was included in this excavation unit’s count. 
 
Stratum 1-F:   This artifact-rich, dark-brown, well-compacted loamy soil (with numerous very 
small flecks of charcoal) was encountered at 130cm deep.   (Note that the “130cm-depth” is 
somewhat misleading in terms of the top of Strata F being a level surface (this is due to the 
raised ground surface along the south wall of the unit caused by the ash tree’s root bole); the 
top of Stratum F actually declines to the north, probably following approximately the same 
gradient as nearby Ashland Creek and its alluvial terraces.   
 
The exposed upper-most surface of Stratum F included a number of alluvial cobbles that 
extended up to the Strata E/F interface from below; cobbles visible on the surface were 
concentrated in the northern one-third of Unit 1’s excavated floor (i.e., at the interface of 
Strata E and F).  Only a small portion (40cm x 40cm x 20 cm deep) of this stratum was examined 
within Unit 1.  It was excavated in two 10cm levels; all of the material was screened. 
 
Considering the small volume of material that was removed/examined when compared to that 
of the overlying layers, Stratum F in this particular location proved to be extremely rich in 
Native cultural material (to the near exclusion of Euro-American items); this material 
certainly pre-dates 1853 but likely represents the 1840s-1853 Contact and Initial Euro-
American Settlement period.  Based on their similarity in color, texture, and especially cultural 
material, it seems likely that Stratum F of this survey and the Stratum III of Tveskov and Kelly 
(2003) excavated a very short distance away, at the construction site of the Ashland Community 
Development Building, are analogous. 
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Items recovered:   Level 1 (0-10cm into the stratum) yielded: one fragment of “black” (very dark 
olive-green) bottle glass; one “expedient” large flake-tool (scraping/cutting edge) of fine-
grained basaltic-andesite (non-native rock type); one alluvial quartzite (non-native rock type; 
Hornbrook conglomerates) cobble that bears a small cluster of pecking/pounding scars,  
evidence of having used as a hammerstone; 40 pieces of debitage (10 basalt flakes, 20 flakes 
and “shatter” fragments of several varieties of CCS, and 10 very small flakes/flake fragments of 
obsidian); seven pieces of burned/calcined bone; one small piece of charred wood; and four 
fragments of fire-exploded rock (two granitic [quartz-diorite] and two basalt—all four with 
alluvial-cobble cortex surfaces). 
 
Level 2 (10-20cm into Stratum F) yielded:  One flaked-basalt item that shows evidence of use as 
a spokeshave/scraper along its longest edge (keeled/”turtleback” scraper); one large basalt 
flake-tool (scraper with a small surface of alluvial-cobble cortex remaining) that shows clear 
evidence of use for scraping/cutting along the longest edge; one small granitic (aplite) alluvial 
pebble that has some concentrated peck marks that may indicate use as an expedient 
hammerstone;11 25 pieces of debitage (basalt = 6; white-chalcedony CCS (heat-damaged) = 2; 
red-jasper CCS  = 8; opaline = 1; obsidian = 9); one piece of calcined bone; one small piece of 
charred wood; three fragments of fire-exploded rock (one granitic [gabbro], two andesite; all of 
them from alluvial cobbles).  Much of the debitage is small enough in size (some of them able 
to pass through the 1/8”-mesh shaker screen) to be termed microdebitage. 
 
After taking photographs and profile measurements of the completed Unit 1, and before it was 
backfilled, some of the unexcavated mixed loose soil (utility-line trench fill) in the southern one-
quarter was briefly examined with a trowel.  Two large (>10cm max. dim.) alluvial cobbles were 
recovered.  One of these is native granodiorite and the other is non-native (but local) quartzite.  
The former cobble, which is almost spheroid, has a slightly flat surface on one side; on the 
opposite is a small area of pecked/pounded surface that may indicate the cobble briefly served 
as an anvil stone (e.g., for bipolar lithic reduction).  The quartzite cobble has three small areas 
of pecked surface, possibly from very brief use as a hammerstone for reducing basalt cobbles 
into useable flakes.  
 

                                                           
11

 Most archaeologically documented hammerstones from the Bear Creek Valley drainage of Jackson County are 

Hornbrook-conglomerate quartzite pebbles/cobbles. 
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Summary of Unit 1:  A substantial portion of Unit 1 contained an intact layer of Pacific Highway 
asphalt/macadam pavement (Stratum B) that, at least within the area that was exposed during 
the survey, had protected the underlying material from post-1930s disturbances; the material 
situated above Stratum B is all recent and heavily mixed/disturbed landscaping soil.   
Nevertheless, the Strata C/D/E, which extend to about 130cm deep are almost certainly heavily 
disturbed, with early twentieth-century items mixed with some late 19th-century items in the 
upper levels, followed at depth by lessening amounts of early twentieth century items, 
increasing amounts of late-nineteenth-century items, and the initial appearance of a few Native 
items.  With Stratum F, however, the relative quantity and per-volume density of Native 
artifacts increases dramatically, and the portion of Euro-American objects declines. 
 
Unit 1’s Stratum 1-F, which first appears at about 130cm deep and extends for at least 25cm 
below that depth (it was still present but left unexcavated below 150cm), may well have 
experienced post-1853 disturbance, or even truncation of the upper layers, from a range of 
concentrated Euro-American activities that occurred at the bare-surfaced Plaza.  However, 
whether or not the present surface of Stratum F in Unit 1 represents a remnant lower-depth 
portion of the Shasta Indian village’s deposits, it features sufficient archaeological material to 
warrant protection from further disturbance. 
 
 

Photos VI-1g and 1h:  Unit 1 completed (the “white” layer is the backhoe-scraped 
asphalt/macadam) and exposed surface of Stratum F in north-half of pit. 
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Photos VI-1i through 1m (top to bottom/l. to r.): close-up of basalt flake tool of Strat. F surface; disturbed trench fill in pit’s 
south portion; plastic over Strat. F and filling pit with aggregate. 
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Unit 2 
 
Unit 2 was placed at the Plaza site plan’s location of one of the trees to be planted.  This 
required sawing of the ca. 1991 concrete pavement out of the area where the tree is to be 
planted.  Unit 2 extended east beyond the pavement to include the adjacent area of “lawn” 
(which is largely grass-free due to heavy foot traffic; the middle of the west wall of the unit is at 
UTM 10 / 0523500 / 4671713).  Overall, Unit 2 was about 1.5 x 1.5 meters in size.  However, 
several buried utility lines (both current and recently abandoned) and their associated trench 
fills have thoroughly disturbed, mixed, and introduced recent material into the eastern and 
northern parts of Unit 2 down to and below the deepest areas excavated; these fills were not 
fully excavated and only lightly sample screened; they are not discussed further.   
 
Because about two-thirds of the unit (concentrated in the southwest quadrant of the unit) 
retained the same intact layer of asphalt/macadam that had spanned much of Unit 1, it was 
evident that no post-1910s-20s utility-line excavations or other disturbance to the underlying 
soils had occurred within this approximately 1m x 1m area (but a pre-highway-pavement trench 
of some sort does pass north/south through the southwest part of the unit, reducing the 
volume of its intact layers.   This portion of Unit 1 became the focus of the survey’s 
investigation.  Unlike Unit 1, the top of the 25cm-thick asphalt/macadam pavement was located 
at a much shallower depth of 20cm.    Note:  In the 1940s photograph of the Plaza (Photo IV-
12), the automobile that is following the log truck shows the approximate location of Unit 2. 
 
Photos VI-2a and 2b:  Location of Unit 2 (view SW); surface of old asphalt in Unit 2. 
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Strata 2-A1 and 2-A2 (together about 18cm in thickness) consisted of the concrete-walkway 
pavement and its underlying reddish-brown clay-soil sub-grade fill for the concrete, 
respectively.  Stratum 2-B is the asphalt/macadam layer.  Stratum 2-C is a compacted light-
brown clay with numerous pebbles; it is apparently the sub-grade material for the macadam 
pavement. Only Stratum C was were sample screened; the only items recovered were several 
very small fragments of heavily rusted ferrous metal, probably fragments of round nails.    
 
Stratum 2-D and 2-E:  Beneath the apparent sub-grade (Stratum C) of the Pacific Highway 
pavement is am approximately 40cm thick series of six-to-eight clay and decomposed-granite 
layers, designated as Stratum D (the clay layers) and Stratum E (the all-DG layers).  This body of 
“layer-caked” material extends down to about 85cm deep, where it interfaces with the dark-
brown loamy soil of Stratum F below.  The clay layers of Stratum D vary in color (mostly hues of 
gray), texture (from nearly pure clay to clay mixed with varying portions of DG sand), and 
thickness (with some layers 5cm thick and others 10-12cm thick).   
 
Layer D1 is a light-gray, gley clay; layer D2 is a substantially darker-gray layer of gley clay with 
some DG grit; layer D3 is similar to D1 in color and texture; layer D4 is similar to D2 but with 
higher amount of DG and loamy material included; D5 is differentiated from D4 by having DG 
with a notably higher amount of quartz-sand (giving it a much lighter appearance).  The gley 
character indicates long-term effects of  water saturation, and the clay texture points to 
deposits of granitic outwash that were relatively high in feldspar and low in quartz content.  It is 
likely that these clayey gley soils were removed from what had once been sub-surface formerly 
saturated deposits located along lower Ashland Creek’s flood  plain, probably from a barrow pit 
situated close to the creek itself.   The layers of Stratum D likely were placed periodically as 
“blanket fills” over the unpaved, heavily trampled surface of the Plaza.  
 
The two layers of Stratum E, E1 and E2, are virtually identical compacted reddish-brown DG 
sand.  However, only E1 is present in the west one-third of Unit 2.  A pre-pavement intrusive 
trench, 60 cm wide at the top (immediately below Stratum C and oriented roughly north/south) 
cuts through the unit, creating a horizontal discontinuity in the D and E layers.   The Stratum D 
layers appear to continue east past the intrusive trench.  However, while to the west of this 
trench, E1 interfaces directly upon the top of Stratum F, to the east of the trench fill, layer E1 is 
succeeded first by a layer of clay that appears identical to D5, and this second D5 layer is then 
followed by a layer of DG sand (labeled E2) that appears the same as E1.  The E2 layer rests on 
the surface of Stratum F.  This trench, which appears to consist substantially of thoroughly 
mixed Strata D and E materials; although tapering into a narrowing-width excavation feature 
with increasing depth, it does extend below the lowest depth of E1/ E2 into the survey’s 
unexcavated portion of Stratum F. 
 
Unit 2’s “blanket-fill”-layer stratigraphy became evident during the backhoe’s 10-20cm-thick 
skimming excavations.  Hand-shovel removal of material was employed below 60cm to bring 
the excavation down to about 80cm deep.  However, the intrusive trench noted above did not 
become readily visible until exposed in the profile of the unit’s south wall.  Compared to the 
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sample screening of Unit 1’s above-Stratum E materials, a minimum of 45 gallons (over 20 
screen loads) of Unit 2’s D/E materials were screened.   
 
Items recovered:  Considering the amount of soil examined the sample screening from Strata D 
and E yielded a relatively modest number of artifacts.  These included both Early-Historic-
period and Native artifacts.  Of the former, they included:  a number of fragments of macadam 
tar that apparently broke off from the bottom of the pavement above and intruded into the 
underlying fills (probably down through Stratum C and then into the trench fill; one ferrous 
(fragment?) of an unknown object; three square nails of three different sizes); four pieces of 
whiteware ceramic (the two larger fragments appear to be pieces of a dish and a shallow bowl, 
respectively); nine pieces of clear window glass; one very small, thin (but possibly complete 
cross-section) fragment of amber glass that quite possibly is from a late 19th-/early-20th-century 
liquor or medicine bottle;  and one body/corner fragment of a “black” (dark olive-green) glass 
bottle.  The latter item is from a straight-walled, not a circular-walled, vessel that had 
faceted/beveled corners.  In comparison to the “black”-glass fragment recovered from Stratum 
F in Unit 1, this item has a much thinner cross-section, fewer bubble inclusions, and a much 
smoother exterior surface; in contrast to the Unit 1 specimen, this item may be from a liquor 
bottle made between the late 1860s and the early 1880s.   
 
The Native artifacts from Strata D/E included: one large (10cm longest axis) fine-grained basalt 
flake-tool (with both a cutting edge and a spokeshave edge, small amounts of cortex remaining 
from alluvial cobble); four fine-grained basalt flake/flake fragments (one of these, due to its 
“sugary” texture, may actually be black quartzite); one piece of yellow-jasper CCS shatter; and 
two pieces of obsidian debitage. 
 
Stratum 2-F:  Exposed at about 65cm below the top of the concrete pavement, below the D/E 
strata of Plaza “blanket fills” was a dark-brown, well-compacted loamy soil that contains high 
frequencies of small alluvial cobbles, designated Stratum 2-F.  I assumed this material to be 
essentially the same as Stratum 1-F in Unit 1.  I placed a 50x50cm excavation unit in the 
southwestern corner of the unit (i.e., the area that from the stratigraphy and other factors 
appeared to be the most intact area of the unit at this depth).  The 50x50 was excavated into 
Stratum F with a trowel only, in three 10-cm levels, with all of the material screened. 
 
My expectation, based on Unit 1’s results, was that artifacts recovered from the 50x50 would be 
overwhelmingly of Native in origin.  However, this was most definitely not the case. 
 
Items recovered:  Level 1 (0-10cm) yielded a large-mammal (probably Bos/cow) vertebra that 
had been sawed through longitudinally, as well as eight smaller fragments that are from the 
same bone; three heavily rusted square nails (one whole [5d] and two fragmentary); one piece 
of clear window glass; two fragments of whiteware ceramic (based of thicknesses, these are 
from two separate items).  Unaccountably, the screening also included a very small (<1cm max. 
dim.) piece of what appears to be thin-bodied, flexible, curved, molded plastic of a salmon-
orange color with a thin white stripe.  Care was taken in the 50x50 to remove Stratum F 
material without contamination from the wall above; in addition, the 50x50 is situated well 
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away from the utility-trench fill in the northern part of the unit.   Still, the only logical 
explanation for this item’s presence in the screen is either due to contamination during 
excavation or screening or the possibility that it is actually a non-plastic substance. 
 
Native items included: two pieces of flaked-basalt shatter (the larger one has remnant alluvial-
cobble cortex on the entire dorsal surface; the smaller fragment has a curved cross-section and 
initially appeared to be from a carved-stone item); four flake fragments/shatter pieces of red-
jasper CCS; and two flakes of obsidian.  One of the obsidian flakes is an initial-reduction 
percussion flake from a small pebble, with cortex on all but the ventral surface; this item 
probably resulted from bipolar reduction of an alluvial pebble of obsidian.   
 
Level 2 (10-20Cm) of Stratum F contained six heavily rusted nails and nail fragments (three of 
these appear to be from square nails, but the other two are too corroded to determine shape 
of the shanks); three small pieces of clear window glass; one fragment of a very thin, rounded-
bodied clear-glass vessel or lantern globe; one small fragment of whiteware ceramic; and one 
unknown object: i.e., a 2cm-long, black, very thin/flexible-bodied item that suggests the broken 
tooth of a comb (<0.2cm long at the “break”).  This last object looked and felt very much like 
plastic; however it is probably hard rubber (e.g., see discussion below of an item of similar 
material recovered from Level 3).    
 
Native or possibly Native items from level 2 included: two small pieces of red-jasper CCS 
debitage; one small piece of white chalcedony debitage; one small  percussed “chunk” of a fine-
grained basalt or black-quartzite alluvial cobble/pebble; and one small quartzite pebble (of a 
size and shape sufficient to serve as a finishing-stage hammerstone, but without any evidence 
of such use).  Also found were one small fragment of unburned mammal (?) bone; one small 
fragment of unburned bird bone; several fragments of charred and uncharred wood; and one 
fire-exploded piece of small granitic (quartz-diorite) alluvial cobble. 
 
Level 3 artifacts included one heavily rusted 6d square nail and one square-nail fragment; three 
fragments of whiteware ceramic (two of these are [plate?] rim fragments that, based on cross-
section thickness and visual characteristics, probably are from the same object); one thin-
bodied fragment of “black” (medium-dark olive green) glass, likely from the shoulder of a 
round-bodied bottle; and one fragment of “black” (dark olive-green) glass that is almost 
certainly from the same straight-walled/beveled-corner vessel as the wall/corner piece 
recovered in the Strata D/E sample screening.12  In addition, the level yielded a 5cm-long piece 
of what appear to be a woman’s very fine-toothed barrette.  This object initially appeared to be 
of black molded plastic, which was startling to say the least.  However, the odor caused by 
touching a flaming match briefly to one end of the item indicates that it is made of hard rubber.  

                                                           
12

 The occurrence of pieces of the same “black”-glass item from within Strata D/E and from over 10cm down into 

Stratum F would indicate that the intrusive trench described for Strata D and E did penetrate into Stratum F and 

caused substantial mixing in the trench fill.  This would also explain the Native items found in the D/E layers. 
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One piece of charred wood was recovered, as were: three fragments of unburned bone 
(probably two, and possibly all three, of the pieces are from a single scapula); three fragments 
of fire-exploded basalt alluvial cobble; and one small fragment of fire-exploded granitic (quartz-
diorite) rock.  
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Summary of Unit 2:  Unit 2 contains an area that has been protected from post-1930s 
disturbance/mixing by a remnant “shelf” of Pacific Highway asphalt macadam.  Beneath that 
cap, the material below it appears to be, in part, stratified imported fills (“Plaza blanket fills”) 
down to 80-90cm deep, but also with an intrusive pit’s fill occupying a substantial portion of the 
unit down to as much as 100cm deep or more. 
 
Stratum 2-F, which appeared very similar in color, texture, and alluvial-cobble portions to 
Stratum 1-F in Unit 1, was excavated 30cm into this stratum’s depth; it appeared continued 
further down into the unit’s unexcavated floor.   The assemblage of artifacts recovered from 
Stratum F was dominated by items dating to the mid-/late-nineteenth century, with Native 
artifacts relatively few in number.  The historic-period materials in this stratum may provide a 
view into the early days of Ashland, and investigation to deeper levels could well expose a 
largely intact Native component.  Stratum F in Unit 2 contains sufficient archaeological material 
to warrant protection features sufficient archaeological material to warrant protection from 
further disturbance. 
 
 
 
 
 
Photos VI-2c and 2d:  View of bottom of SW corner of Unit 2 (into Strat. F) and view of pipe trench fill/disturbance in N part of 
unit.  Not the layers of “Plaza blanket fills” that underlie the “white” (excavation-scarred) asphalt. 
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Photo VI-2e and 2f:  Close-up of bottom of 50cm x 50 cm into Stratum F in Unit 2; 
large piece of fire-exploded basalt alluvial cobble from the 50x50. 

 

 
 
 

 



60 

 

Unit 3 
 
Unit 3 was placed at the Plazas planned location of a second tree to be planted.  Unit 3, which is 
to the southwest of Unit 2, is situated in proximity to the east elevation of the information kiosk 
and to the north side of the 1910 Carter Fountain (a large, elaborate drinking fountain that is 
surmounted by the cast-iron statue of a young male pioneer that Ashland residents refer to as 
“Iron Mike”; the middle of the unit’s northeast wall is at: UTM = 10 / 0523520 / 4671697).   
 
As discussed previously in this report, prior to installation of the Carter Fountain the entire 
triangular Plaza area, enclosed on most of its three sides by commercial and municipal 
structures, remained unpaved and open to foot, horse, and wagon traffic.  The only exceptions 
were a tree, planted close to the present south end of the Plaza, and a flagpole, erected within 
the present northern part of the Plaza; both the tree and flagpole escaped damage by means of 
separate, enclosing hitching rails that also served as a protective circular fences.   
 
Shortly before the Carter Fountain was erected, the first version of the Plaza as a raised, 
pedestrian-dedicated civic space had begun to take shape.  This ca. 1909 raised, curbed area 
was much smaller than that of the present Plaza, and the Carter Fountain was donated as a 
centerpiece of the space.  Nevertheless, planted trees, sidewalks, water lines, and other buried 
utilities altered the sub-surface material of this location to varying extents.  Later modifications 
to the Plaza certainly took a toll on its integrity as well.  As shown by the 1940s photograph 
(Photo IV-12), the location of Unit 3 (approximately where the air-compressor is situated) was 
very heavily disturbed by excavation/construction activities at the time the photo was taken. 
 
Photos VI-3a and VI-3b:  SE corner of Unit 3; south wall of Unit 3, showing stratigraphy with fill layers B and C  
outlined by trowel. 
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Strata 3-A, 3-B, 3-C, and 3-D:  Unit 3, as excavated at the surface, was approximately 1.8 meters 
x 1.75 meters.  It contains a somewhat complicated variety of deposits, most of them 
apparently late-twentieth-century fills.  In 2012, the entirety of Unit 3 was capped by the 
Plaza’s current concrete paving (Stratum 3-A); this was saw-cut and removed by backhoe.  
Directly beneath the concrete was a deep deposit of loose DG sand (Stratum 3-B), which 
contains very few rocks of any kind but includes numerous fragments of asphalt/macadam 
(likely from removal of nearby portions of Highway 99’s pavement subsequent to the 1940s-
50s) and red-paste/red-glaze terra cotta pipe.  Although it was not readily apparent when 
viewed from above, Stratum 3-C underlay Stratum B across much of the entire unit but at 
varying depths; it deepens/thickens significantly from the east towards the west wall of the unit 
(see profile drawings).  This stratum consists of very loose DG sand mixed with dark loamy soil, 
chunks of gray/gley clays, and contains plentiful alluvial and angular cobbles (largely granitic).   
 
Both B and C appear to have resulted from relatively large excavations that were then filled – 
i.e., intrusive trenches or pits that extend at least 80cm deep in places within the unit.  There is 
no evidence of Stratum C in the profile of Unit 3’s east wall, except at the southeast corner; 
instead, Stratum B appears to continue all the way down to about 60cm deep, where it 
interfaces directly with Stratum E.  In the northeast portion of the unit, Stratum C is absent; the 
concrete is underlain by material that appears identical to Stratum B.   With no intact asphalt 
pavement or other protective layer for pre-1920s deposits, the sub-surface situation in Unit 3 
appears to have been compromised by relatively recent disturbances and imported fills.  To 
complicate matters further, the southeast corner of the unit does retain small portions of 
remnant horizontal layers of two of the same kind of gray/gley clays that characterized Unit 2’s 
Stratum D.  These small volumes are so designated on the profile drawings. 
 
Most of the B/C strata were removed by backhoe skimming (each skim =10-15cm thick) down 
to about 50-60cm deep, with the amount of sample screening increasing with depth.  Hand-
shoveling was then employed to bring the excavation down to (and in the southeast corner 
through the small volume of D-like clays) about 60cm deep.  Over 40 gallons of material were 
sample screened.  In the western three-quarters of the unit, the Stratum B pit-fill extended 
below the unexcavated floor of the entire northwest diagonal half of the unit.  In most of the 
southeast half, excavation of B and C (and the very small amount of D-like clays in the southeast 
corner) down to 65cm deep revealed the surface of Stratum E in the eastern-most portion of 
the unit at that depth.  (An area of Stratum E, along with the underlying Stratum F, was 
excavated and completely screened by means of an 80x80cm hole in the unit’s southeast 
corner.) 
 
Items recovered:  Aside from the ubiquitous asphalt/macadam and terra cotta fragments (which 
were present down to the bottom surface of Stratum E), the sample screenings from the B/C 
material (including the very small volume of intact D-like clays) yielded a total of 14 items:  one 
heavily rusted 16d round nail; one 6d square nail; one 2d square nail or brad (for cabinetry or 
furniture?); two clear “cellophane” wrappers (both of them evidently wrapping from a box of 
cigarettes); one small, tightly rolled piece of metal foil (chewing gum wrapper?); one small 
fragment of a molded, round (tubular?) gray plastic object (irrigation pipe?); one standard-sized 
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band-aid (folded over so as to conceal the entire ventral surface); one sawed-end large-
mammal rib fragment (Bos/cow?); one piece of variegated-agate CCS shatter; one large, 
apparently utilized, percussion flake of reddish-jasper CCS; and one expedient steep-end 
scraper made from a large, prepared flake of a quartzite alluvial cobble. 
 
It should be noted that one of the cellophane pieces and the band-aid came from lower-lying 
sample-screened material than did the quartzite scraper and the jasper CCS flake. 
 
Strata 3-E and 3-F:   Although when viewed from above it was difficult-to-impossible to 
differentiate it from the Strata C fill adjacent to it at this depth, a medium-brown/relatively 
loose DG sand became apparent at about 60cm deep in the east one-quarter of the unit.  In 
order to investigate the degree and depth of mixing below 60cm, as well as with the intention 
to explore for a F-like stratum, I placed a 80x80cm hole in what appeared to be the most intact 
area of the unit, the southeast corner.  Three 10cm levels of material in the 80x80 were 
excavated and totally screened.  An additional 10cm/completely screened level (Level 4) was 
excavated as a 30 x 30cm hole placed in the southwest corner of the 80x80. 
 
Items recovered:  Level 1 (0-10cm deep of the 80x80, all Stratum C and E material) yielded one 
10cm x10cmx2.5cm fragment of asphalt pavement; five heavily rusted nail fragments (three 
definite square, the other two too rusted to determine shank shape); one small, heavily rusted 
square nail/brad; one very small piece of clear window glass; and one extremely small limb 
bone (possible a mouse femur).  Other items included: three small pieces of possible basalt 
debitage (shatter; alternatively, these could be fragments from the macadam); one white-
chalcedony CCS flake fragment; six small pieces of red, pink, or yellow-jasper CCS debitage 
(flake fragments and pieces of shatter); five pieces of obsidian debitage (flake fragments and 
one piece of percussive shatter); five fragments of charred (but not calcined) bone (three of 
these ‘cross-mend’; all of them are from a single scapula, most likely Odocoileus/deer); and one 
fire-exploded fragment of a granitic (quartz-diorite) alluvial cobble. 
 
Level 2 (10-20cm, all Stratum C and E material) yielded: nine very heavily rusted nails/nail 
fragments (three can be identified as definitely having square, not round, shanks; the others 
have too much oxidation build-up); one square brads; six fragments of clear window glass; one 
small fragment of whiteware ceramic; and one amorphous/“crumpled” piece of a light-weight, 
whitish, unidentified substance.  (This latter item appears to be a dried piece of something that 
was once either liquid, viscous, or extremely pliable; breaking of a small fragment revealed a 
pinkish interior; the exterior is soft enough to be incised by a fingernail; my initial guess upon 
finding it in the screen: a piece of long-dried chewing gum.)  The remaining items included: one 
yellow-jasper CCS flake fragment; one very small piece of red-jasper CCS shatter; one piece of 
translucent/iridescent opaline shatter (w/one surface covered by extremely small crystals); one 
10cm-diameter round/discoidal granitic (quartz-diorite) cobble with one of the flat surfaces 
having possible evidence of wear from grinding/rubbing (an incipient mano?); one distal-end 
fragment of artiodactyl (likely Odocoileus/deer) metacarpal or metatarsal; and one small 
fragments of wood. 
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Level 3 (20-30cm deep into the 80x80, largely Stratum E, but with some C material),`as was 
revealed during examination of Unit 3’s south-wall profile and like the previous two levels, 
consisted of both Stratum C and Stratum E material yielded: five nail fragments (too heavily 
rusted to determine shank shape); nine small fragments of window glass (based on slightly 
different thicknesses and tints, at least two distinctly panes of glass may be represented); one 
small fragment of what appeared to be stream(?)-abraded (“frosted” exterior) aqua (bottle?) 
glass; one small fragment of medium-light olive-green bottle glass (which may be an 
unintentional or intentional percussion-flake fragment); two fragments of a spheroid purple-
glass object (probably a marble); one fragment of whiteware ceramic (cross-section indicates it 
may have been a bowl or a cup; this item may be from the same vessel as the whiteware 
fragment recovered from the previous level); one small unidentified cupric(?) cylindrical metal 
object (perhaps firearm related?); three basaltic-andesite flakes/pieces of shatter; one tip 
fragment of a yellow-/red-jasper CCS projectile point or other small bifacial tool (this item is 
largely yellow-colored jasper except at the point/distal end, where it becomes red); 16 pieces of 
red- and yellow-jasper “microdebitage” (flake fragments and shatter); six pieces of opaque 
white-chalcedony/translucent-opaline CCS debitage (all shatter); three small flake fragments of 
obsidian; one piece of calcined bone;’ one artiodactyl phalanges (likely Odocoileus/deer). 
 
Level 4 (30-40cm deep; except for the uppermost 1-2cm portion; included small amounts of 
material from the bottom of Strata C and E it its uppermost portion) was almost entirely 
composed of Stratum F material: dark-brown, heavily compacted loamy soil with alluvial 
cobbles.  This 80x80x10cm volume yielded: one heavily rusted 16d square nail; two fragments 
of bituminous material (probably macadam,` and from the C/E material); one small fragment of 
dark-brown-glazed/light-brown/gray-paste earthenware ceramic (although far too small to 
determine the ceramic-manufacture type, this object is somewhat similar to the dark-brown-
glazed “utilityware” ceramic of Chinese manufacture, objects of which have been recovered 
from properties in Ashland); and one very thin, small fragment of what appears to be non-
native chlorite schist.13  Also recovered from Level 4 were:  ten basaltic-andesite flake 
fragments or pieces of shatter; 58 pieces of red-, yellow-, and pink-jasper debitage; five piece of 
carnelian (translucent orange) CCS debitage; six pieces of opaline CCS debitage; three pieces of 
white-chalcedony CCS debitage; five piece of variegated agate/chert CCS debitage (the overall 
CCS total = 77 items, over 70 percent of which are “microdebitage” flake fragments/shatter and 
the remainder are larger pieces of percussive shatter); 18 pieces of obsidian debitage (bifacial 
thinning flakes, flake fragments, and shatter); one small piece of unidientified stone(?); six 
fragments of calcined bone; two pieces of charcoal; one fragment of fire-exploded granitic 
(diorite) alluvial cobble; one fragment of a second fire-exploded granitic (diorite) alluvial cobble. 

                                                           
13

 The small piece of schist, which is brittle and easily broken is particularly unusual, because such rock would 

almost certainly not occur naturally anywhere within the entire Bear Creek drainage, and thus not in the Bear 

Creek gravels; the nearest known source would be the Condrey Schist in the uppermost Applegate River drainage 

and in that river’s gravels downstream, the nearest locations being in the Siskiyou Mountains well over 15 miles to 

the southwest.  Although many that area’s schist rocks are stronger than this specimen, schist has not been noted 

as a favored material for other than ground-stone artifacts at Applegate Valley archaeological sites. 
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Level 5 (40-50cm) was excavated as a 30 x 30cm x 10cm sample volume located in the 
southwest corner of the 80x80.  The bottom of Level 5 was situated 1.10 meter below the 
concrete pavement’s surface.  This small volume of completely screened material yielded: two 
pieces of basaltic-andesite (the larger one a possible piece of shatter, the other appears to be a 
flake fragment); 13 pieces of red-, yellow-jasper CCS debitage (mostly “microdebitage” flake 
fragments and shatter); one piece of translucent/colorless-opaline CCS shatter; one piece of 
white-chalcedony CCS shatter; three flake fragments of obsidian; and one fragment of fire-
exploded diorite alluvial cobble (possibly from the same cobble as the second diorite piece 
found in Level 4).  
 
Summary of Unit 3:  Unit 3’s subsurface materials have been heavily disturbed and mixed to a 
depth of about 1 meter.  However, at a depth of about 90-95cm, the amount of both early-
historic-period and Native material begins to increase substantially.   
 
Within Stratum 3-F, which begins at slightly more than 1 meter in depth, the density of Native 
cultural material increases dramatically – similar to the situation with Stratum F in Unit 1.  
Stratum F in Unit 3 contains sufficient archaeological material to warrant protection features 
sufficient archaeological material to warrant protection from further disturbance. 
 
 
Photos VI-3c and 3d:  The 80cm x 80cm excavated in Stratum F to bottom of Level 4, and the 30cm x 30cm excavated  
to bottom of Level 5. 
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Plaza Survey Units 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8 proved to consist of heavily disturbed soil and/or recent 
rubble-fill down to well below the bottom of the Plaza project’s respective deep-excavation 
areas-of-potential-effect.  No potentially significant archaeological deposits occur in these five 
project-excavation areas. 
 
Because of the this fact, the following discussions for those five units are substantially less 
detailed than are the discussions for Units 1, 2, 3, and 9.  However, photographs and profile 
drawings for these five units are included.  The profiles provide general descriptions of the 
soil/fill deposits encountered. 
 
Unit 4 
 
Unit 4 is situated where a tree is to be planted, adjacent to a previous Modesto ash that was 
recently removed and flush-cut to the ground level.  This location is at what is now the far 
southern-most end of the Plaza (south “point” of the Plaza triangle; UTM = 10 / 0523496 / 
4671689).   
 
Previous to Ashland’s 1997 New Year’s Day Flood, the Plaza did not extend this far south; this 
extension to the south was done in the late 1990s and it involved considerable disturbance to 
the sub-surface materials that previously been covered by asphalt pavement.  Additionally, in 
2011 the location of the tree well was completely excavated by City crews as a 1m x 0.75m pit 
dug down to over 1m in depth in order to make a tie to the existing water-line situated near the 
entrance to Lithia Park. 
 
Photo VI-3a and 3b:  Vacuum truck removing recent DG fill from Unit 4; bottom of Unit 4 showing cobbles in north.   
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Although it was believed that these recent disturbances, within the same area where the new 
tree is to be planted, likely would have obliterated any intact, potentially significant 
archaeological resources within the planting depth of the new tree, the area was briefly 
investigated during the survey to ascertain that assumption.  Investigation of Unit 4 was 
unconventional:  The City crew that had recently excavated the 1m x 0.75m pit, upon 
completion of the utility work, had filled it entirely with loose DG sand brought from the City’s 
stockpile.  In order to enable examination of the pit’s surrounding sub-surface deposits 
(including sample screening), a City street-cleaning vacuum truck rapidly removed all of the 
loose recent sand from this excavation, leaving the previously excavated pit opened down to 
1.2 meter deep.  Standing within the pit enabled me to view the “intact/pre-2011” material 
exposed in walls of the pit.  These materials are not given stratum designations in the report.  
Approximately 10 gallons of material from elevations throughout the sub-surface profile were 
sample screened. 

The upper-most 10-15cm of material was landscaping soil/bark material with black filter cloth 
at its base.  The subsequent material down to about 0.5 meter below the surface was a very 
dense layer of tree roots within a matrix of loamy soil and DG sand.   At about 40-45 cm deep, 
sample screening yielded a clear hard-plastic object (which appears to be part of the rim of a 
screw-top jar).  At about 50cm the root zone ceased and the clay content increased within the 
older, compacted DG sand, some of it appearing similar to the gray/gley clays found earlier.  
Found at about 50-55cm was the heavily rusted fragment of a round nail.  Between 70cm and 
85cm, which consisted of a light DG sand down to below 1 meter, screening yielded: one very 
small fragment of clear glass (too small to determine whether vessel or window glass); one very 
small fragment of amber glass (beer bottle?); one heavily rusted 16d round nail; and, at about 
85-90cm, a small fragment of a quartzite alluvial pebble.  The north half of the bottom of the pit 
had been excavated deepest by the 2011-2012 crew, down to 1.2-1.3 meters, into a compacted 
layer of alluvial cobbles. Although no dark-brown soil was present among the cobbles, some 
amount of fines was present; I excavated a small exploratory hole (<1 gallon in volume) into the 
heavily compacted silty material among the cobbles; sample screening yielded no artifacts.  
(Items from Unit 5 recorded but not collected.) 

Summary of Unit 4:  Unit 4 has been almost completely disturbed by recent activities, and the 
sub-surface material is imported fill down to one meter deep.  No “Stratum F”-like layer was 
observed.  However, the layer of alluvial cobbles exposed at the bottom of the unit may have 
originally held such a cultural layer.  No potentially important archaeological deposits are within 
the 1.3-m-depth of Unit 4, and, other than project monitoring, no special protective measures 
are warranted.
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Unit 5 

Unit 5 was situated near the “east angle” of the Plaza triangle, at the project’s planned location 

of a Sternburg-post footing and adjacent length of concrete seat wall; this is close to the 

northern dripline of the scarlet maple that is to be retained as part of the new design (UTM = 

10 / 0523511 / 4671721).  This area was part of the pavement of Highway 99 for a number of 

decades; prior to 1900 it was the northern part of the open, un-surfaced (and much larger) 

Ashland Plaza.   

Unit 5’s backhoe exploration was about 1.5m x 1.5Am in size. However, most the south half was 

filled with extremely recent slurry fill.  In the remainder of the unit, beneath the concrete cap 

(Stratum 5-A) backhoe excavation encountered over one meter’s depth worth of various recent 

DG and clay fills, including one thin (<10cm) layer (Stratum 5-C1) of pulverized/powdered 

asphalt.  Sample screening of this >1m-thick deposit of mixed material (Strata 5-B/C) yielded 

only a few, very recent items, including fragments of concrete with orange-spray-painted 

marking for buried utility lines and what may be the electrical-contact wire/connector of a two-

cycle internal-combustion engine (e.g., lawnmower). 

At a depth of 1.10m, Stratum 5-C3 exposed a layer of DG that, among its many chunks of 

concrete and asphalt chunk, included several heavily rusted pieces of metal and a 

concentration of numerous, closely associated/contiguous fragments of plate glass.  The 

excavation of Unit 5 continued down to 1.30 meter deep, with numerous large pieces of 

concrete and asphalt continuing all the way to the bottom.   

Sample screening of the material from the lowest 20-25cm of the unit yielded: one heavily 

rusted horseshoe; >40 pieces of plate glass (possibly all from the same large pane); one small 

shoulder/neck fragment of a narrow-necked clear-glass (medicine) bottle; one fragment of a 

hexagonal white-porcelain flooring tile (of the kind that was used in building lobbies and public 

restrooms during the 1920s-1950s); one large round nail; one tar-coated, heavy-gauge steel 

ring (well over 1” in outer diameter); fragments of brick; one fragment of an sawed, ungulate 

(Bos?) bone; and two small pieces of a single, red-agate CCS object (possibly Native debitage 

shatter or perhaps simply from a CCS pebble that was crushed by much later human activities).  

The screens also yielded abundant smaller fragments of concrete and asphalt. 
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Summary of Unit 5:  Unit 5 has been completely disturbed by recent activities; the sub-surface 

material is largely imported fill down to well over one meter deep.  Some of that fill (e.g., the 

horseshoe, the CCS object) may have been part of earlier on-site/Plaza deposits that were 

excavated, removed, and then subsequently incorporated into the recent fills.  No “Stratum F”-

like layer was observed.  No potentially important archaeological deposits are located within 

the 1.3m-depth of Unit 5, and, other than project monitoring, no special protective measures 

are warranted. 

Photos VI-5a, 5b, and 5c: Location of Unit 5; bottom of north wall (note horseshoe); pipe-trench fill in south part of Unit 5. 
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Unit 6: 

Unit 6 is situated adjacent to the Plaza’s street-side curbing along the northeast side of the 

triangle; it was placed where a tree well is planned (UTM = 10 / 0523500 / 4671733).  Backhoe 

excavation occurred in an area approx. 1.5m x 1.5m in size, and it extended to a maximum 

depth of 1.20 meters.  The entire profile consisted of very recent and imported fills.  The 

bottom 60cm comprised a rubble fill of numerous brick, large concrete fragments, and large 

squared-off blocks of Hornbrook sandstone (possibly original footings for the nearby brick 

structures that were demolished in 1946).  The screening yielded only smaller pieces of the 

same materials. Within the excavated rubble was a small (30cm long x 22cm wide x 12cm thick; 

28.5 lbs) granitic alluvial boulder that may have served as a grinding slab/metate on the two 

opposite “flat” surfaces.  The single non-structural historic-period artifact observed was the 

base fragment of an amber-glass, one-pint liquor bottle (this item probably dates to sometime 

between the late 1930s and mid-1940s; the A-within-a-circle makers mark on the base belongs  

to the Armstrong Cork Company’s Glass Division, which produced bottles from 1938 to 1969).  

(Assuming the rubble fill dates to the Oregon State Highway Department’s (now ODOT) 1946 

re-alignment of East Main Street/Hwy 99, which involved demotion of portion of the brick 

located in the new route’s path, this bottle would likely pre-date 1946.)  The brick and concrete 

fill definitely extends below the deepest-excavated level of Unit 6. 

Summary of Unit 6:  Unit 6 has been completely disturbed by recent activities; the sub-surface 

material is entirely imported fill down to well over one meter deep.  The lowest levels consisted 

of post-1940 rubble of brick, concrete, and large sandstone blocks.  No “Stratum F”-like layer 

was observed.  No potentially important archaeological deposits are located within the 1.2m-

depth of Unit 6, and, other than project monitoring, no special protective measures are 

warranted.  

Photos VI-6a and 6b:  View east into Unit 6, showing concrete slabs; “blanket fills” (Strata A2, B1, and B3) in upper levels of north 
wall of Unit 6 
. 
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Photos VI-6c and 6d: Bottom of Unit 6, south wall, showing brick and other rubble that continues into unexcavated portion; 

brick, concrete, asphalt, and sandstone rubble removed from bottom of Unit 6. 
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Unit 7: 

Unit 7 was placed at the planned location of a tree well (located at the site of the larger of the 

two recently removed sweet gums), a Sternburg-post footing, and an adjacent length of 

concrete seat wall; it is situated just east of the location of the small bulletin-board kiosk at the 

north angle of the Plaza triangle (UTM = 10 / 0523494 / 4671732). 

The backhoe-excavated unit was approximately 2m x 3m in size, and, along the west wall, the 

excavation extended to a maximum depth 2.10 meters.  Although a variety of fills were present 

in the unit’s entire profile, relatively small-sized asphalt and concrete fragments characterized 

the upper 1.60 meters.  Below that elevation was a rubble fill consisting of numerous bricks, 

very large pieces of concrete and asphalt.  The sample screening, as well as the visual 

examination of backfill and units walls, revealed no non-structural artifacts in the units. 

Summary of Unit 7:  Unit 7 has also been completely disturbed by recent activities; the sub-

surface material is entirely imported fill down to over two meters in depth.  The lowest levels 

consisted of post-1940 large-sized rubble of brick, concrete, and asphalt.  No “Stratum F”-like 

layer was observed.  No potentially important archaeological deposits are located within the 

2.10m-depth of Unit 7, and, other than project monitoring, no special protective measures are 

warranted. 

 
Photos VI-7a and VI-7b: View northwest of Unit 7; 

rubble continues at bottom of Unit 7. 
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Unit 8: 

Unit 8 was placed at the planned location of a tree well (at the location of the smaller of the 

recently removed sweet-gums).  It is situated close to the northern portion of the western edge 

of the Plaza triangle (UTM = 10 / 0523499 / 4671721).   

The backhoe excavation was approximately 2m x 1.5m in size and extended 1.5 meter in 

maximum depth.  The entire profile of the unit consisted of a horizontal stratigraphy of recent 

fills down to the bottom.  The lowest stratum (8-C2) was dominated by medium- and small-

sized fragments of concrete, brick, asphalt, and sandstone, as well as heavily rusted pieces of 

metal – all of which extended below the unit’s floor.   

Items recovered:  Sample screening of about 20 gallons of the DG matrix of this rubble-filled C2 

stratum did yield some Native items.  The only possible early-historic items included: one 5d 

square nail (as well as four rust-encrusted fragments of what may be square nails, not 

collected); one small length of extremely small-diameter copper wire; one ferrous tack; and one 

very small fragment of amber vessel glass.  More recent items found in the screens (aside from 

numerous asphalt, concrete, and brick fragments) included several round nails and tacks; a very 

small (<1cm in diameter) brass “disc” of unknown function (possibly a “Levi’s” jeans rivet); and 

a very small piece of asphalt with buried-utility orange marking paint on it (indicating the 

extremely recent age of the mixed fill at this depth).   

The Native material, which very obviously is a secondary or tertiary deposit directly associated 

with the recent fill, included: one large (10cm in diameter/3cm thick) flaked-basalt tool 

(scraper/chopper; no cortex remaining); one large fine-grained-basalt flake tool (cutting use 

evident along one marginal and the distal edge, and with alluvial-cobble cortex on >50% of the 

flake’s dorsal surface); two small basalt flakes; 18 pieces of red-jasper CCS debitage;  13 

additional pieces of debitage from other varieties of CCS (white chalcedony, translucent 

opaline, carnelian, etc.); five pieces of obsidian debitage; and three small fragments of 

unburned mammalian (long?) bone, which could be from the historic/recent period.      

Summary of Unit 8:  Unit 8 has also been completely disturbed by recent activities.  With the 

exception of some native items that were evidently excavated/removed from this general 

location in recent decades (or from elsewhere), and then incorporated into the recent fill, the 

sub-surface material is entirely imported fill down to over 1.5 meter in depth.  The lowest levels 

consisted of post-1940 large-sized rubble of brick, concrete, and asphalt.  No “Stratum F”-like 

layer was observed.  No potentially important archaeological deposits are located within the 

1.5m-depth of Unit 8, and, other than project monitoring (w/ sample screening of lower 

levels), no special protective measures are warranted. 
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Photos VI-8a through 8d:  View west of Unit 8; lower levels of unit, showing abandoned pipe and piece of concrete with “no-

parking” yellow paint; screen with numerous concrete and asphalt fragments; close-up of Native and historic items found in very 

recent fill. 
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Unit 9: 

Unit 9 was placed at the location of a planned Sternburg-post footing and an adjacent section 

of concrete seat wall.  It is situated in the west-central part of the Plaza triangle, and is situated 

between Units 1 and 8 (UTM = 10 / 0523497 / 4671718). 

The backhoe exploration entailed an area about 2m x 1.5m in size excavated down to a depth 

of about 1.30 meter.  The upper 80cm to 1.30m of the unit’s stratigraphy revealed a complex 

but quite recent series of filled depressions and trenches that is described in sufficient detail on 

Unit 9’s profile drawing.  Across the eastern-most part of the unit, much of the lower portion of 

this sequence of fills was destroyed by the later trench fill for a 12’-diameter abandoned, cast-

iron wastewater pipe and a (ca. 1960s?) 1”-diameter steel abandoned (water or natural-gas?) 

pipe.  Both of these pipes had to be cut in order to access the underlying strata.   

Below and west of these intrusive pipe-trench fills, sample screening in the lower-most (approx. 

90-130cm) horizontal-layered fills (aside from numerous small brick, concrete, asphalt, and 

rusty-metal fragments) yielded: one very small fragment of amber vessel glass; two very small 

pieces of window glass; one (<1cm max. dim.) piece of iridescent-red cellophane/plastic 

“wrapping” material; one (<2cm-long) section of hard translucent/purple plastic (piece of an 

ear-stem from a pair of eyeglasses?); a 2”-long stainless-steel corkscrew-type drill bit; and a 

piece of alluvial quartzite cobble (this could be Native percussion debitage/shatter, but equally 

possible a piece of aggregate for concrete).  (Only the drill-bit, fragment of purple plastic, piece 

of cellophane wrapping, and amber-glass fragment were collected.) 

At a depth of 1.30m in Unit 9 -- immediately below the bottom of the intrusive pipe-trench fill 

on the east and the lower-most light-gray/DG fill to the west (which contained numerous small 

fragments of rust at its base) -- a distinctive dark-brown soil began to be encountered.  

Shovel/trowel excavation commenced at this point, with all of the excavated material screened.  

The screening confirmed that Unit 9 indeed contains Stratum F, which extends from about 1.30 

meter down to at least 1.50 meter deep, at which point the survey investigation halted. Within 

Stratum 9-F, a 50 x 50cm area was excavated in three 10-cm levels (however, due to personal 

circumstances at this time, excavation of Level 3 had to be stopped at about 7-8cm in depth 

and at less than two-thirds of the full 50cm x 50cm area). 

Items recovered:  Level 1 (approx. 130-140cm), which comprised the darkest portion of Stratum 

F, yielded: a very small fragment of white-porcelain ceramic (floor?) tile (similar to the fragment 

found in Unit 5; this was the single, definitely non-Native artifact recovered from Stratum 9-F); 

one flaked basalt alluvial-cobble (some cortex surfaces) core/expedient scraper; one 5cm-long 

basalt flake with pot-lidded dorsal surface; one large fire-exploded spall of a basalt alluvial 

cobble; three pieces of basalt debitage; 18 pieces of red-jasper CCS debitage; 14 pieces of 
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debitage/shatter from other varieties of CCS (translucent opaline, white-chalcedony, and grey-

pink chert); 10 pieces of obsidian debitage; two small pieces of quartzite shatter; five very small 

pieces of calcined bone; >12 pieces of charred bone; one 3cm-long piece of  unburned wood; 

and one fire-exploded piece of granitic (aplite?) alluvial cobble. 

Level 2 (140-150cm deep) yielded: one red-jasper CCS unifacially work (scraper?) fragment; one 

3cm-long piece of early-stage (w/ cortex) red-jasper percussion flake with utilized margins;  one 

10-cm long basalt percussion flake that shows possible light use for cutting along the 

longest/sharpest margin; one piece of unidentified rock (not steatite; possibly petrified wood) 

that may be part of carved, tubular object (stone bead?); two large pieces of basalt 

debitage/shatter and two small pieces of basalt debitage; 45 pieces of red/yellow/pink-jasper 

CCS debitage/shatter; one piece of white-chalcedony CCS debitage; two pieces of 

translucent/colored-agate CCS debitage;  12 pieces of obsidian debitage; five small pieces of 

calcined bone; four pieces of charred bone; one fragment of (Canid canine?) tooth enamel; and 

one fire-exploded fragment of a basaltic-andesite alluvial cobble. 

Level 3: (150-155cm deep/<50x50cm) yielded: four additional fragments of the same 

unidentified rock (possible stone bead) that was found in Level 2; one fragment of basalt 

debitage; 13 pieces of red/yellow-jasper CCS debitage/shatter; one piece of white-chalcedony 

debitage; one piece of white-chalcedony shatter; six pieces of obsidian debitage; one very small 

fragment of calcined bone; and one unburned fragment of mammalian long bone (likely 

Odocoileus); one fragment of what appears to be a burned tooth (incisor?). 

Summary of Unit 6:  As with Unit 1, a substantial portion of Unit 9 contains apparently intact 

deposit of Native archaeological material below the various imported fills. Unlike Unit 1, 

however, this deposit, Stratum 9-F, contained only artifacts of Native origin.  This may be 

evidence of truncation/removal of a formerly overlying stratum of early-historic materials or 

mixed-Native/historic-period deposits. 

 

Unit 9’s Stratum F first appears at about 120cm deep and extends for at least 20cm below that 

depth (as with Unit 1, it was still present but left unexcavated below 150cm deep.  The present 

surface of Stratum F in Unit 9 apparently represents a remnant lower-depth portion of the 

Shasta Indian village’s deposits of site 35-JA-=517.  This stratum features sufficient potentially 

significant archaeological material to warrant protection from further disturbance. 
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Photos VI-9a through 9d:  View east of pipes exposed in Unit 9; sawing the pipes to enable deeper excavation; Stratum F, south 
wall; plastic liner placed on surface of Stratum F. 
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C.  Photographs of Representative Artifacts from the Survey 
 (Captions: Items are described from left-to-right and from top-to-bottom.) 
 

Unit 1: 
a = Stratum E: 2 pieces of CCS, 2 pieces of obsidian; 3 pieces of CCS; flaked-basalt 

                                      cobble tool, 2 basalt  flakes, 1 frag. of fire-exploded alluvial cobble. 

 

 
 

 
b= Stratum E: heavily rusted tack(?), 1 brown-glazed/light-paste ceramic shard (which may have been used as a 
     scraping tool), 1 frag. of whiteware ceramic; 4 rusted square nails, 4 pieces of very thin-gauge window glass. 
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Unit 1: 
 

c = Stratum F, Level 1: four frags. of calcined bone; 6 pieces of CCS, 4 pieces of obsidian;  
     1 quartzite-cobble hammerstone, 1 basalt flaked-knife, 1 frag. of fire-exploded alluvial cobble. 

 

 
 
 

d =  quartzite hammerstone (hammering scars visible on right side) 
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Unit 1: 
 

e = Stratum F, Level 2: 1 piece of calcined bone; 7 pieces of CCS, 4 pieces of obsidian;  
      ventral surface of flaked-basalt scraper, dorsal surface of flaked basalt spokeshave/scraper. 

 

 
 

                         f = granitic alluvial cobble (from within trench fill) with possible scarring from use as 
               anvil stone in  bipolar reduction (index finger points to area of scarring). 
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Unit 2: 
 

a =  Stratum D/E: 1 Frag. of “black glass” (dark-olive-green) square-sided bottle, 2 pieces of window glass, 
                1 piece of amber bottle glass, 3 square nails, 2 frags. of whiteware ceramic; flaked basalt tool, basalt flake 
                piece of CCS, piece of obsidian. 
 

 
 

 
b = Stratum F, Level 1: 1 sawed vertebra, 1 piece of window glass, 1 square nail, 1 piece of blue-on-white 

                 ceramic, 1 piece of whiteware ceramic; 1 obsidian flake from a small pebble, 1 basalt flake. 
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Unit 2: 
 
    c = Stratum F, Level 2: 1 quartzite pebble (no evidence of use); 2 square nails, 1 hard-rubber comb tooth, 1 piece   
         of clear-glass vessel, 1 piece of window glass, one pot-lidded piece of CCS, 1 fragment of unburned bone. 
 

 
 
 

d = Stratum F, Level 3: 3 pieces of whiteware (apparently from 3 different objects), 2 pieces of  
    “black” (dark olive-green) bottle glass, hard-rubber toothed object (barrette?). 
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Unit 3 

 
a = Strat. B/C/D mixed: 1 flaked quartzite tool (scraper?), 1 band-aid, 1 square nail; 1 Bos (?) rib. 

 

 
 

b =  Strat. B/C/D/E/F mixed:  1 piece of CCS, 2 pieces of obsidian, 1 tack or brad; 3 pieces of charred bone. 
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Unit 3: 
 
                   c =  Strat. C/E/F mixed, Level:  1 piece of whiteware ceramic, 1 piece of olive-green bottle glass, 1 piece of 
                         window glass, 2 pieces of purple-glass marble, 2 pieces of CCS, 2 pieces of obsidian, 1 piece of  
                         calcined bone, 1 phalanges (deer). 
 

 
 

 
d =  Stratum F, Level 4:  larger-sized pieces of CCS and obsidian debitage. 
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Unit 3 

 
e = Strat. C/E/F mixed, Level 3: fragment of yell/red-jasper CCS projectile point. 
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Unit 5 
 

Stratum C3: horseshoe 

 

 
 
 

Unit 6 
 

Granitic boulder w/ possible grinding surfaces on two sides; from brick/concrete/asphalt rubble. 
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Unit 8 
 

a = From mixed brick/concrete/asphalt rubble at 1.5m deep: 1 small piece of asphalt 
               w/ orange paint adhering to one surface, 1 small circular brass object, 1 piece of bone, 

     2 pieces of CCS, 1 piece of obsidian; 1 flaked-basalt “turtle-back” scraper/chopper, 
                                 1 flaked basalt scraper (note cortex of alluvial cobble). 
 

 
 
 

Unit 9 
 
                        Stratum F, Level 1:  1 piece of whiteware ceramic, 1 piece of charred bone, 3 pieces of CCS, 
                        dorsal surface of flaked-basalt/fire-exploded core or tool. 
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D.  Selected Artifacts from the Post-Survey Monitoring 
 

a & b = from “Sternburg hole” and trench near Survey Unit 5  Stratum C3):  Duffy’s Malt Whisky Company (ca. 1895-1900) 
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c = from same location as a and b, above:  ink bottle (ca. 1890s). 

 

 

d = From electrical-conduit trench between Sternburgs X and V: 
  fragment of blue/green vermiculate-pattern stained glass. 
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e = Equestrian’s boot spur, found by sub-contractor’s employee within the re-graded surface of the Plaza. 
 

 
 
f = cobalt-blue-glass ink bottle, found in re-graded surface of Plaza. 
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VII. Evaluation of Archaeological Resources  
 
Portions of the Plaza project's areas-of-potential-effect contain deposits, designated in this 
report as "Stratum F," that could prove extremely important for scientific study of the local and 
regional pre-Contact/Contact-Native period and early-Euro-American-settlement period.  In 
humanistic terms, these same resources also provide a tangible link for present-day Ashland 
residents with the deeper past of their community. 
 
Without question, Stratum F, as found in Survey Units 1, 2, 3, and 9, is a significant 
archaeological resource.  It is a resource that definitely deserves protection from damage 
caused by the Plaza project or by subsequent projects.   
 
However, because of the limited character of the Plaza survey -- limited both in the amount of 
surface area that could be investigated and in the depth of soils investigated -- a wider, site-
level evaluation cannot be made for the portion of 35-JA-517 that may or may not remain 
beneath the surface of the Plaza.  Such a determination would require not only additional units, 
but excavations all the way down through and below Stratum F, into culturally sterile soil.  
Potentially, Stratum F (or possible lower strata) may contain important archaeological features 
such as remnants of house pits, camas ovens, or storage caches.  Possibly, evidence of much 
earlier Native occupation might be found.  In any event, the archaeological levels would require 
excavation down into culturally sterile soil for a proper evaluation to be made.  However, it is 
also possible that the four Stratum-F areas found by the survey do not extend appreciably 
deeper than was exposed by the survey and that most of the remainder of the Plaza has been 
thoroughly disturbed by twentieth-century activities.   
 
Because of costs as well as disruption to Ashland's downtown business district and the entrance 
to Lithia Park, an intensive and comprehensive archaeological effort of this sort seems unlikely 
to happen, only this Plaza project-specific archaeological evaluation is offered here.



 

 

 

 
 
 
 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Section VIII 

Measures Required to Avoid Adverse Impacts to Archaeological Resources
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VIII. Measures Required to Avoid Adverse Impacts to Archaeological Resources 

The Plaza project's nine "deep-excavation" areas-of-potential-effect (a.p.e.) are the only 
components of the overall project that, by nature of being excavations that would extend 
substantially deeper than 24"/60cm below the surface, might have been deep enough to 
impact potentially significant archaeological deposits.  
 
Under the project designers' recently revised-upward maximum depths for the Plaza's deep-
excavation components, there should be no impact to Stratum F within the a.p.e. at Units 1, 2, 
3, and 9; these are the only project components where Stratum F appeared within the 
"'deeper-than- the-deepest' portions of the original a.p.e." archaeological survey excavations.   
 
Project excavation: 
 

 In Units 2 and 3 (tree wells for new trees):  Project-construction excavation is required 
to stop at 3 feet (0.92 meter) in depth below the current (Jan. 5, 2012 pre-
construction) surface.   

 

 In Units 1 and 9 (sub-surface surveyed prior to a construction-phase electric utility 
trench and "Sternburg" streetlight-lamppost footing, respectively):  Project excavation is 
required to stop at 47" (1.20 meter) in depth below the surface. 

 
Excavation at the project's other areas-of-potential-effect (Units 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8) may proceed 
without restriction -- even, if necessary, to as much as a foot deeper than the design's specified 
depths without impacting any potentially significant archaeological deposits. 
 
Monitoring:   
 

 On-site archaeological monitoring is required throughout the excavations at the Unit 
1, 2, 3, and 9 areas.  The monitor shall be able to delay/halt excavations if warranted by 
archaeological evidence.  Periodic screening may be done with samples of the backdirt 
of strata excavated from above Stratum F.  This screening would be done simply in the 
interest of possibly enlarging the sample of pre-1910 artifacts from disturbed contexts 
that were recovered during the survey. 

 

 On-site archaeological mentoring is required during the excavation of the deepest two 
feet/60cm in Units 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8.  The monitor shall be able to delay/halt excavations 
if warranted by archaeological evidence.  Periodic screening may be done with samples 
of the backdirt of strata from these lower levels. 
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 On-site monitoring is required at any unforeseen excavations anywhere within the 
Plaza that exceed 60cm (2’) in depth; this could include City-conducted excavations 
necessary for buried utilities prior to the actual construction phase, and well as the 
contractor’s excavations for irrigation lines and the footings of the poured-concrete seat 
walls. 

 
 



 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Section IX 
Conclusions and Interpretations of the Plaza’s Archaeology



 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



107 

 

IX. Some Conclusions and Interpretations of the Plaza’s Archaeology 

 
The Native and early Historic-Period artifacts that were recovered during the Plaza’s sub-

surface archaeological survey comprise what is likely to be a very small sample of the cultural 

evidence that once existed at this location.   

The upper portions of the original deposits may have been severely truncated during the 1850-

1870s.  In addition, some portions of the Plaza’s Native/early-Historic deposits have obviously 

been severely disturbed and mixed with later materials; other portions have been removed 

entirely. The artifacts from the 2012-2013 survey may or may not represent evidence of an 

extensive remnant deposit of such materials in the Plaza vicinity.   Only further investigations 

would determine the answer to this question.   

However, for the purposes of this section of the report, if the artifacts recovered from the 

2012-2013 survey are treated as a relatively representative assemblage of the Plaza’s 

archaeological resources, these objects can tell us, or at least suggest to us, something about 

the Plaza vicinity’s Native residents.   

(Note:  While a brief, archaeologically based interpretation of the Shasta inhabitants’ activities 

at their Ashland Creek village is made here, any such interpretation of the Plaza’s initial Euro-

American occupants is made far more difficult by the comparative dearth and limited variety of 

early-Historic artifacts recovered from the Plaza.) 

Age of Site 35JA517:  Based on the mixture of some early-Historic items with the Native 

artifacts (including the possible use of a ceramic shard as a scrapping), as well as the presence 

of a projectile-point fragment that suggests it was a “Gunther series” point, the upper levels of 

Stratum F would seem to date between from the very Late-Archaic/late-Pre-Contact period into 

the Contact period (i.e., less than 200-300 years before present/BP to about A.D. 1853).  Based 

on diagnostic “Gunther series” points, as well as the presence of a small glass trade bead, 

Tveskov and Kelly (2003) drew a similar conclusion for the part of site 35JA517 located on the 

opposite side of Ashland Creek. 

Radiocarbon dating of organic materials from the survey (bone, wood/charcoal), as well as 

hydration analysis of obsidian debitage, could help provide a more firm dating of the site. 

Function of Site 35JA517:  Although no archaeological features such as house-pit floors, caches, 

and the like were revealed by the survey, the density of artifacts found in the samples from 

Stratum F is indicative of a semi-permanent village -- a place of regular, repeated occupation by 

extended-familial group of Shasta people.  It would have had its largest annual population 

levels at those times that many of the village’s inhabitants were not dispersed across the  
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broader landscape, hunting and gathering during the warmer seasons of the year.  The survey 

sample yielded abundant lithic debitage, coming from a variety of materials; a substantial 

amount of bone fragments; and numerous pieces of fire-cracked/-exploded rock; within a 

matrix of dark soil with charcoal flecks.  All of these attributes point towards a relatively heavily 

used occupation site such as a winter village. 

Major Activities at Site 35JA517:  The archaeology confirms that the inhabitants conducted a 

variety of subsistence activities at Site 35JA517.  The hunting of game animals and the 

butchering of those animals is evidenced not only be the abundant debitage (much of it 

probably resulting from making and maintenance of arrow points, knives, drills, and small 

scrapers) but also by the presence of large basalt flaked-cobble tools and flake tools (choppers, 

scrapers) that would have been employed in dismembering carcasses and preparing hides.   

Obviously, the bone fragments and the fire-exploded rock relate to the preparation and 

consumption of meals on site.  The Plaza’s possible handstone/mano and possible granitic 

grinding slab/metate may well indicate preparation of acorns, bulbs, or other vegetal foods.  

Residue analysis of both flaked- and ground-stone tools could possibly provide the species of 

animals/plants that the villagers utilized. 

The ongoing making of chipped-stone tools on-site is most clearly demonstrated by the 

debitage, but also by the presence of at least one (possibly two) quartzite-cobble 

hammerstones.   

Making chipped-stone tools at Site 35JA5178:   Most of the CCS debitage resulted from 

relatively later stages of percussion reduction of cores or large flakes into tools. Small, interior 

flakes dominate; very few pieces of the larger debitage retain natural surface/cortex surfaces.    

Much of the debitage consists of biface-thinning flakes.  This is what would be expected when 

naturally occurring CCS source items, found in Bear Creek or elsewhere, were assayed in the 

field, and then possibly reduced into easily transported pieces of the assayed material that 

showed promise for making chipped-stone tools.   

Heat treatment of CCS:   Much of the cryptocrystalline silicate (CCS) debitage -- which would 

have resulted from the making of arrow points, scrapers, knives, and the like -- shows evidence 

of purposeful heat treatment and/or unintentional heat damage: “crazing” of white 

chalcedony, pot-lidding, lustrous surfaces, and color change (including the very dark maroon 

that results from intensely (over-?) heated red-jasper CCS.  Certainly, some of this could have 

been accidental; based on the plentiful cooking-rock fragments, burned bone, and charcoal, use 

of fire for food preparation and other purposes at Site 35JA517 was a common activity.  

However, purposeful heat-treatment of cryptocrystalline-silicate nodules, cores, and flakes  
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likely also occurred at the site, even if only ancillary to cooking/warming fires that would have 

been set and tended anyway.   Controlled heating of some varieties of CCS cores or large flakes 

can yield a material that is more glass-like and thus more amendable to fine flaking.  A number 

of yellow-jasper CCS pieces exhibit red surfaces from heat treatment.  Red, the color of blood, is 

symbolically powerful in Northern California and Pacific Northwest Native cultures (e.g., use in 

pictographs.  As has been suggested by Tveskov (2002), the utilization of (and, by implication, 

the heat-treated creation of) red surfaces or zones on an otherwise yellow-jasper core or blank 

may have been intentional, permitting the making of a dual-colored arrow point into one that is 

symbolically “tipped in blood.” 

Obsidian usage:  On average, the much less abundant obsidian debitage is smaller in size than 

the CCS items, and consists almost entirely of interior flakes, including final-stage pressure-flake 

fragments.  In the upper Rogue River drainage, imported obsidian was a comparatively high-

value material for weapon making because it originated a considerable distance away.  The 

debitage suggests that obsidian was important but not available in abundant quantities; much 

of it may have arrived at the village in the form of pre-made bifaces and flakes, which would 

then be flaked into arrow points and other tools, rather than arriving as only slightly reduced 

raw material. 

Many of the obsidian flakes have the “striped” gray/black/clear appearance of the Glass 

Mountain obsidian flows in northwestern Siskiyou County, California, the nearest source.  A few 

pieces appear virtually opaque black and may derive from a different source.  X-ray 

fluorescence geo-source analysis could determine the geographic origins of the site’s obsidian.   

One of the larger percussion flakes of obsidian has cortex on its entire, rounded dorsal surface.  

The core was apparently a small obsidian pebble.  The possible granitic anvil stone may point to 

bipolar reduction of small pebbles/cores of obsidian.  Bipolar reduction of obsidian pebbles into 

small but useable flakes suitable for further flaking into arrow points could indicate that, at 

least at certain times, amounts of traded obsidian in the upper Bear Creek Valley became 

scarce. 

Resource-catchment area of Site 35JA517:  The limited types of materials found at the Plaza 

may suggest a rather circumscribed territory and/or limited interaction with neighboring 

peoples by the residents of 35JA517.   Although some varieties of the cryptocrystalline silcates 

(e.g., yellow and red jaspers) found at the site could have been obtained from as close as the 

gravel bars of Bear Creek close to the mouth of Ashland Creek, other varieties may well have 

been obtained as veins and nodules within exposed volcanic bedrock or as “lag deposits” from 

deflated volcanic formations in the nearby Western Cascades.  Such sources are situated on the 

north-aspect upper slope of Grizzly Peak, on the upper reaches of Cove Creek, and near Howard  
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Prairie.  The same would be true of the basalt and andesite alluvial cobbles, which are available 

from Bear Creek and from tributaries like Butler Creek, Walker Creek, Sampson Creek, and 

Emigrant Creek that drain out of the Western Cascades.    

Quartzite cobbles for hammerstones and other tools would have been relatively common in 

Bear Creek downstream from Ashland Creek, as well as from cobbles derived from eroded beds 

of Hornbrook conglomerate within a mile northwest of the mouth of Ashland Creek.  Aside 

from the single problematic small piece of schist, only the obsidian would have originated from 

a substantial distance away – at least eighty miles to the east and southeast. 

Possible Evidence of Contact:  Inhabitants of the village could have first experienced the arrival 

of Euro-American goods as items traded inland during the 1790s-1800s maritime fur traders’ 

operations along the Oregon Coast.  Certainly, they would have been well aware of the 

Hudson’s Bay Company fur brigades, which first began passed through the upper Rogue River 

country in early 1827 and provided a variety of trade items in exchange for furs, food, or other 

Native assistance.  The accounts of Cardwell and Smith attest to interpersonal relations 

between Shasta villagers and the first Euro-American settlers of the 1850s. 

Unlike Tveskov and Kelly’s 2002 project nearby, the 2012-2013 survey found no glass beads or 

other evidence of trade.  The ceramic fragment from Unit 1 that may have been used for 

scraping should be more closely examined, and by a specialist in use-wear studies.  In addition, 

one extremely small fragment of olive-green glass (from Unit 3) could possibly represent a 

fragmented piece of percussive debitage (however, this item is likely far too small for such a 

determination).  The Native people of southwestern Oregon are known to have employed Euro-

American glass for the making of chipped-“stone” tools during the Contact period; any future 

archaeological recovery at Site 35JA517 should include through examination of ceramic and 

glass fragments for possible evidence of Native modification and/or use. 

Initial Euro-American Occupation:  The early Euro-American evidence from the survey is much 

different in character and density than the Native items.  While the type and amount Native 

artifacts clearly point to on-site habitation by a comparatively collectively organized group of 

people, the early Euro-American material is what would be expected from a large, open, heavily 

trafficked but non-residential location, albeit one with commercial enterprises very nearby:  A 

thin scatter of nails, broken glass (bottles and windows), and ceramic shards – the sort of items 

that might be swept out the front door of a business and from there onto the bare dirt of the  

Plaza.   

Plaza business owners very possibly used the banks of Ashland Creek – e.g., directly out the rear 

doors of their establishments -- as a disposal site for more objectionable types of refuse: bones, 

large debris, and such, and the arrival of cut bones onto the Plaza surface could have been the 
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result of scavenging dogs carrying such items from the creek.  Other concentrated areas of 

trash disposal would have been privy pits (at some of them not unlikely to have been located 

between the commercial block and the creek).   

Prior to the later period of trenching and filling of the Plaza, it would have been kept relatively 

clean and clear of debris – other than small (and soon to become incorporated into the soil) 

items such as nails and pieces of glass.  Unlike Tipsiu Tyee’s people, early Ashland’s Euro-

American settlers lived individualistic lives, inhabiting separate residences that were purposely 

situated on legally divided property lots, located for the most part well away from the Plaza.
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Appendix A:  
 

Additional Historical Photos of the Ashland Plaza 
 
 
All but two of the following photographs of the Plaza vicinity are from historian and Ashland 
resident George Kramer’s personal collection of historical postcards, snapshots, and other 
images.  (The two other photographs, from the 1940s, although also provided to me by George, 
are from the archives of the Oregon Department of Transportation.)    
 
I am indebted to Mr. Kramer for sharing all of these images with me – not only to enable this 
report to further trace the past physical impacts to the Plaza, but also so that readers might 
come to better appreciate just how profoundly the Plaza has changed over the past 100 years. 
 
 
 
 
Photo A-1. This image apparently dates to sometime shortly after 1910-1914.  Note the circle-
with-arrow directional signs for south-bound automobile traffic on East Main Street (which 
would soon become part of the Pacific Highway). 
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Photo A-2. This ca. 1928 photograph shows the new Lithia-Water fountain on the right and the 
concrete lane-divider in the center (advertising Lithia Park’s Auto Camp to motorists). 
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Photo A-3.   This 1941 northeastward view (from the ODOT archives) was taken from the old 
commercial block immediately west of the Plaza.  It shows part of the Plaza as well as the block 
of ca.1900-1920 building fronts that were slated for demolition by the planned straightening of 
Highway 99 (done in 1946). 
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Photo A-4.  This westward-oriented 1941 image (ODOT archives) is approximately the reverse 
view of the previous photo.  The then-smaller Plaza is barely visible on the left.  The building 
fronts that were removed in 1946 are on the right. 
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Photo A-5.  This ca. 1952 image shows the still very small Plaza “spruced up” with a low hedge 
and a relatively short-lived piece of lawn just east of the Carter Fountain.  Note the large, neon 
“Lithia Water” sign on the right; both the Plaza’s tree-of-heaven and the Park entrance’s longer-
lived “survivor” tree-of-heaven are both visible. 
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Photo A-6.  This ca. 1950 view north from the Lithia-Water Fountain shows the post-1946 
configuration of the present Plaza area: two separate raised/curbed areas (divided from each 
other by the remnant south-bound turn lane of Highway 99).  The lawn area located beyond the 
pavement, with the two small sweet gum trees (removed in 2012), subsequently became 
incorporated in the larger, single Plaza area of today. 
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Photo A-7.  In this ca. 1955 image the northern-most of the two separated “pieces” of the post-
1946 Plaza is clearly shown in the center of the photograph. 
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Photo A-8.   This ca. 1957 image shows the groomed hedge at the Carter Fountain and the one-
way lane of pavement that still divides the two parts of the “new” Plaza.  The two sweet gums 
are now well-established. 
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Photo A-9.  This 1970s view shows the Plaza with its current “single triangle” configuration; a 
narrow one-way counter-clockwise parking loop, with a narrow, grass-and-concrete parking 
strip between the loop and East Main, is all that remains of Highway 99’s old south-bound lane.  
(At the time of this photograph, the Plaza had an artificial-stream water feature located beyond 
the information kiosk.  The only trees on the Plaza at this time are the two sweet gums and the 
still-present ash, just beyond the information kiosk.) 
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1. Introduction  
The Ashland Creek site is located in downtown Ashland in Jackson County, Oregon in the foothills of the Siskiyou 
Mountains (Figure 1). The site is located in the interior Rogue River valley and sits on the immediate bank of Ashland 
Creek, a tributary of Bear Creek, a major stem of the Rogue River. In April, 2002, contractors for the city of Ashland 
inadvertently impacted the site during the excavation of a utility trench running parallel to Winburn Way, part of 
construction for a new city office building. Work was halted, and city employees contacted Mark Tveskov of the 
Department of Sociology and Anthropology at Southern Oregon University. Following consultation with officials from 
city of Ashland, the Confederated Tribes of Siletz Indians, the Klamath Tribes, the Confederated Tribes of Grand 
Ronde, and the Oregon State Historic Preservation office, Tveskov applied for and was issued a permit to evaluate the 
damage that occurred to the site through a program of mapping and limited archaeological excavation. Field work took 
place at the site on March 15, 2002 and again on May 10.  
 
The Ashland Creek site, designated 35JA517 by the Oregon State Historic Preservation Office, is located in an organic-
rich, dark anthropic soil stratum located in alluvial sediments on the west bank of Ashland Creek. Our work at the site 
included the mapping and characterization of cultural and natural stratigraphy visible along 20 meters of the 1.5 meter 
wide, 1.5 meter deep utility trench excavated by the City of Ashland and the excavation of four 50 cm x 50 cm shovel 
test pits and a single 1 m x 1 m square test pits (Figure 2). A total of 1044 artifacts were recovered, including 10 chipped 
stone tools, six ground stone artifacts, 521 pieces of lithic debitage, 492 fragments of animal bone, a glass trade bead, 
and 14 other objects of Euro-American manufacture. Additionally, a 3-liter sample of sediment was submitted to 
Indigenous Plant Exploration Laboratories for fine-screen flotation and macro-botanical analysis. These artifacts are 
now permanently curated under accession number SOU-2002-02, and this is the final report of Southern Oregon 
University's excavations. In the following sections, we summarize the cultural and archaeological context of the site, 
describe the site setting, and our sampling strategies and procedures, discuss the natural and cultural stratigraphy and 
horizontal patterning of cultural material at the site, describe the recovered artifacts and ecofacts, and summarize our 
results.  
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2. Environmental and Cultural Context  
Detailed syntheses of the environmental, cultural, and prehistoric context of the Bear Creek watershed and the Rogue 
River valley of southwest Oregon can be found in Tveskov et al. (1992); Marvin (2001), Atwood and Gray (1986); 
Hannon (1990); Gray (1987); and Hannon and Lebow (1987). The Ashland Creek site is in downtown Ashland, located 
some 17 miles north of the California border at the base of the Siskiyou Mountains, a portion of the larger Klamath 
Mountains. The geological foundation of the Klamath Mountains is the remains of Paleozoic and Jurassic landscapes 
that, through the subduction of the Juan de Fuca tectonic plate beneath the continent of North America, were up-ended 
to form a mountain range of faulted terranes intruded by granite and other igneous and metamorphic foundations. 
Granite under-girds the Ashland Creek watershed in the vicinity of the site, as witnessed by the granite river-worn 
cobbles and outcrops visible in and around the stream bed. 
 
The southwest Oregon/northern California region sits transitionally between the wet, marine Northwest Coast, and the 
more xeric California, and Great Basin physiographic provinces. The climate is highly seasonal, with cold wet winters 
and hot dry summers. The Bear Creek valley, like the Rogue River valley in general, experiences a rain-shadow effect 
from the Klamath Mountains; grasslands and oak savannah characterize the valley floor and the foothills and include 
communities of sclerophyllous shrubs such as madrone (Arbutus menziesii), manzanita (Arctostaphylos spp.), and poison 
oak (Rhus diversiloba). Upper elevations contain conifer communities of ponderosa pine (Pinus Pondersa) and Douglas fir 
(Pseudotsuga menziesii) and others interspersed by grassy meadows that, like the oak savannahs along the valley floors and 
foothills, were maintained in ancient times through fire by Indian people to promote the productivity of acorn-bearing 
oak trees (Quercus spp.), camas, tarweed, berries, and other important traditional resources. Fauna are numerous and 
diverse, ranging from anadromous salmonids in the rivers to large mammals such as elk, deer, and bear.  
 
The cultural history of the region also reflects transition. Euro-American scholars who, beginning in the late 1800s, 
conducted ethnographic work had difficulty classifying the Indian people of the region (e.g. Sapir 1907a, 1907b; Barnett 
1937; Drucker 1937; Gray 1987; Holt 1946; Hannon 1990; Tveskov et al. 2002). Like their cousins along the Northwest 
Coast culture area, the Penutian-speaking Takelma and the Hokan-speaking Shasta people encountered by Euro-
Americans immigrating into the Bear Creek valley in the 1850s lived in a society organized by kinship relations but with 
social ranking and an emphasis on wealth accumulation. They lived in permanent plank-house villages and relied on 
salmon for subsistence. However, their homeland high in the Rogue River drainage fostered the intensive use of 
gathered plants such as acorns, camas, tarweed, and epos, and their cultural ecology was thus also closely tied to that of 
the Native people of the California and Great Basin culture areas to the south and east.  
 
Archaeological research in southwest Oregon suggests that Indian people have lived in the region for over 10,000 years 
(Tveskov et al. 2002; Atwood and Gray 1996; Winthrop 1993; Connolly 1991). Creating a cultural historical framework 
for the region, however, is difficult; As a result of dramatic geomorphological processes (e.g. the rapid wasting of ancient 
terraces, the subsequent burial of sites in alluvial settings, and subsequent bioturbation from root or rodent action), very 
few well-stratified sites have been found or adequately reported. Furthermore, local soil conditions hamper the 
preservation of perishable organic material, often making it difficult to reliably radiocarbon date many archaeological 
deposits. Nonetheless, analyses of archaeological sites recorded or excavated in the region suggest that over the course 
of the Holocene, southwest Oregon was occupied by society characterized by high residential mobility that took 
advantage of the seasonal and spatial patchiness of the local environment (Tveskov et al. 2002; Winthrop 1993; Connolly 
1991, 1986). By the late Holocene, Indian people began to anchor their settlement patterns around semi-permanent 
villages located along the main stems of the region's larger rivers and assumed social relationships that, while still 
predicated on the fundamental independence of individual households, involved wealth accumulation, social ranking, 
and the seasonal mass harvesting and storage of salmon. The cause of this transformation-a local manifestation of a 
wider trend of increasing sedentism and social complexity all along the west coast of North America during the late 
Holocene-is unknown; Whereas Winthrop (1993) hypotheses this change as being the result of increasing populations, 
Connolly (1991; 1986) instead suggests that it was the result of the immigration of Athapaskan speaking people into the 
region.  
 

European Colonization  
Europeans first explored the coast of southwest Oregon in the 16th century, but sustained interactions between Indians 
and Whites did not occur until the opening of the Pacific Northwest maritime fur trade in the mid-18th century. Even 
then, the Indian people of the interior Rogue River valley may have participated only tangentially in this trade. The 
northern California and Oregon coasts, without deep water anchorages, largely defeated European maritime technology 
prior to the mid-19th century, and it was not until after 1825 that land-based fur trading expeditions entered the region 
on a regular basis. Nevertheless, the early effect of European contact was profound. Oral traditions and ethnohistoric 
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sources suggest that introduced epidemic diseases (i.e. small pox, measles, and malaria) swept the region at least as early 
as the first half of the 19th century (Tveskov 2000). Archaeological evidence suggests the possibility that even earlier 
disease epidemics occurred. During the proto-historic period (1492-1790 AD), major village sites across southwest 
Oregon and northern California were abandoned, their plank houses often burned down, perhaps as a result of the death 
of their inhabitants through epidemic diseases (Erlandson et al. 1992; Tveskov 2000; Draper 1988). It appears that 
permanent villages were often abandoned during this time, and the survivors amalgamated into fewer, but perhaps larger 
villages in the main valleys in the interior and along the estuaries along the coast.  
 
Regardless of the specific nature of the impact of European diseases, the arrival of American pioneers into the Bear 
Creek valley in the mid-19th century resulted in accelerated and dramatic impacts to Shasta and Takelma society. While 
fur trappers and cattle drovers had been using the Oregon-California trail (that ran over the Siskiyou Summit directly 
through what is now Ashland) since the late 1820s, the discovery of gold in California precipitated a flood of immigrants 
into the region (Tveskov et al. 2001). By the 1850s, the Rogue River valley began to be permanently settled by the 
newcomers; in 1852, a group that included Abel Helmen settled on Ashland Creek, building a saw mill, and two years 
later, a flour mill that was located at what is today the entrance to Lithia Park, directly across Ashland Creek from the 
Ashland Creek site examined in this study (Hannon and Lebow 1987:8; O'Harra 1986). Others settled around these 
structures, and by the 1860s this area had become the southern edge of the downtown of the town of Ashland Mills in 
newly established Jackson County, Oregon.  

The increasing number of settlers exacerbated already bad relationships between the Americans and the Indian people of 
the Bear Creek and Rogue River valleys, and this antagonism soon blossomed into open warfare. For each side the 
stakes were high: both Indians and Americans, despite several attempts to negotiate a peaceful co-existence, were 
essentially fighting to keep lands that both saw as rightfully theirs. The tide was against the Takelma and Shasta, 
however, and by 1855, following several years of open hostility with the pioneers, the federal government intervened, 
first by signing treaties with the Indians that relinquished Indian title to the land (thus making, for the first time, the 
Pioneers' land claims legal in the eyes of the United States), and then by using the federal Army to remove the majority 
of the Native people of the region to the Grand Ronde and Siletz agencies on the Coast Indian Reservation on the 
northern Oregon coast (Tveskov 2000; Schwartz 1997). 
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3.   

Ashland 
from: The Oregon Encyclopedia of History and Culture (www.oregonencyclopedia.org) 

 
 
Ashland, a city of 20,000 people in Jackson County, is situated in the Rogue River/Bear Creek Valley at the foot of 

the Siskiyou Mountains. The oak-studded foothills of the Cascade Range are clearly visible from the town's main 

thoroughfares, and Ashland's "Plaza"—the historic core of the downtown area—is adjacent to lower Ashland Creek, 

which runs through Lithia Park. Best known for its Oregon Shakespeare Festival, Ashland is also home to Southern 

Oregon University. 

 

Established on the site of a Shasta Indian village, the city began as Ashland Mills, for Abel Helman's sawmill and 

flouring mill built on Mill (now Ashland) Creek. With fertile soils and extensive rangelands, the southern Bear 

Creek Valley's 1850s Donation Land Claim homesteads prospered. 

 

Ashland benefited from its location north of the formidable Siskiyou Pass, astride the route of the Oregon-California 

wagon trail, the stagecoach line, and in the 1880s the Southern Pacific Railroad, connecting Sacramento and 

Portland. Economically and politically, Ashland steadily eclipsed the county seat, the gold-mining boomtown of 

Jacksonville, and for a time became the largest and wealthiest community in southwestern Oregon. Beginning in the 

1890s, Ashland secured its place as the region's cultural center by hosting southern Oregon's annual Chautauqua 

festival, held for two decades in a special beehive-shaped building overlooking what later became Lithia Park. 

 

By 1910, however, the booming railroad and orchard town of Medford surpassed Ashland, and the town's leaders 

looked for new avenues to prosperity. With a largely homogenous population, Ashland's commercial club proudly 

advertised for new businesses by promoting the town as a comfortable haven for "American citizens . . . [one 

containing] no negroes or Japanese." Hopes that the area's "health-giving" mineral springs would draw tourists led to 

public and private investments, including the development of Lithia Park in 1914 and the construction of the Lithia 

Springs (now Ashland Springs) Hotel in the late 1920s. But a solid tourist boom failed to materialize. When the 

Southern Pacific Railroad completed its "Natron Cut-off" over Willamette Pass to Eugene in 1927, most of 

Ashland's former rail traffic took this easier route. Employment and population began to drop, and soon the Great 

Depression brought even bleaker fortunes. 

 

After World War II, Ashland regained a measure of prosperity with its small college and several sawmills that 

produced lumber for the postwar housing boom. The town's Shakespeare Festival, begun in 1935, grew steadily and 

became a catalyst for change in Ashland's fortunes. With the construction in 1970 of the Angus Bowmer indoor 

theater (which enabled a much longer theater season, one conducive to tourist-oriented businesses), the city 

began its dramatic shift to a tourism-dominated economy. 

 

By the 1990s, Ashland had become a high-end tourist town. The city's simultaneous popularity as a retirement 

Mecca produced some of the highest property values in Oregon, as well as rampant gentrification and the steady 

exodus of many lower- and moderate-income residents. There was sustained, sometimes bitter conflict over new 

development and "growth vs. no-growth" city planning. 

 

Despite the high cost of living, Ashland has become one of the most religiously (if not ethnically) diverse 

communities in the region. With its legacy of counter-culture eccentricities, its municipally owned services—

hospital, utilities, cemeteries, and a fiber-optic cable network—and its liberal politics, the city is notably different 

from other towns in southwestern Oregon. Sneeringly referred to as the People's Republic of Ashland by some, the 

town often runs contrary to the region's prevailing political tide, voting down social-conservative initiatives that 

prevail elsewhere and passing tax levies for schools, libraries, and parks. 

 

Ashland has gone against the regional grain for most of its history. Settled shortly before the Civil War by a small 

merchant class of midwestern Whigs and Republicans, Ashland stood in stark contrast to the rest of southwestern 

Oregon, which was dominated by gold miners and rural-minded "states rights" Democrats. Ashlanders voted for 

http://www.oregonencyclopedia.org/
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Lincoln in 1860, while the remainder of the region strongly supported the pro-slavery candidate, and the town 

remained a dependably Republican island in a Democratic sea for decades thereafter. 

 

During the early 1900s, reforms such as women's suffrage and prohibition did well in Ashland but generally fared 

poorly elsewhere in southwestern Oregon. Decades later, in the 1990s, when much of southwestern Oregon sided 

with loggers and millworkers in the so-called Timber Wars (the spotted-owl controversy), it came as no surprise that 

Ashland stood alone and apart, a bastion of environmentalist activism. 

 

Written by Jeff LaLande 
 

 

Further Reading: 
Atwood, Kay. Mill Creek Journal: Ashland, Oregon, 1850-1860. Ashland, 1987. 

O’Harra, Marjorie. Ashland in Transition: 1980s-1990s. Ashland: Ashland Daily Tidings, 2000. 

O'Harra, Marjorie. Ashland: The First 130 Years. Ashland: Northwest Passages, 1986. 
Copyright ©2008-2013 Portland State University 
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Strategy-and-Methods Plan for 

Sub-Surface Archaeological Survey  

of the  

Ashland Plaza Project Area 

 

Jeff LaLande 

LaLande Archaeology and History Services 

 

 

Purpose and Scope 

The purpose of this document is both to describe and to provide the rationale for the archaeological-survey strategy 

and methods that the writer proposes to employ at the Downtown Ashland Plaza project area.   

Among other components, the Plaza project proposal includes excavation of a new utility trench, as well as removal 

of the existing trees (so as to halt the buckling of concrete curbing and the cracking of asphalt pavement), followed 

by several excavations for planting different species of trees, as well as much shallower, linear excavations for 

poured-concrete “seat walls” and for installation of a new irrigation system.   

By means of focused sub-surface investigation, the survey is meant to determine the presence/absence of potentially 

significant archaeological resources within the project’s area of potential effect (A.P.E.).   

Historical Background and Previous Archaeology 

What follows is an extremely brief summary of the Plaza’s history.   

Previous to initial Euro-American settlement of the hamlet of “Ashland Mills” in the early 1850s, at least two 

historic accounts indicate that a Shasta Indian village was situated at or close to the present site of the Plaza 

(Cardwell 1879; Smith 1885).   

From the 1850s until after 1900 -- prior to its formal designation and development as a public place (one raised 

above the level of the surrounding vehicular access-ways) -- what is now the developed Plaza was simply an 

extensive, undeveloped travel-way that was heavily used by pedestrians, equestrians, and wagons pulled by teams of 

horses, mules, or oxen..  (This space had become known by the name “Plaza” by the 1860s-70s.)  It was a place that, 

aside from a flagpole enclosed by a hitching rail and a similarly enclosed planted tree, was completely open, dirt-

surfaced, and subjected to decades of compaction and other disturbance from the heavy use.  At this time, the small 

town’s street lay-out not only funneled all downtown traffic through the Plaza area, but it also forced all through-

traffic passing along the Rogue Valley’s main stage and wagon road (which, like Highway 99 and Interstate 5 of 

today, was oriented northwest-to-southeast between Jacksonville/Medford and the Siskiyou Pass to California) 

through what is now the Plaza.  A block of wooden and brick structures (including the 1850s Ashland House hotel) 

forced all through-traffic to “jog” to the south, past the town’s commercial core situated along the east bank of 

Ashland Creek, and through the as-yet undeveloped Plaza. 

During the early twentieth century, the city first began to develop the Plaza as a formal public/civic space in the 

center of downtown, with two very small sections (the planted tree and the 1910 Carter Fountains) of what is the 

current Plaza located on artificially raised ground surrounded by paved roadways.  It was not until a number of years 

after the ca. 1915 designation of the Pacific Highway (US Highway 99) that the north-side block of buildings that 

originally enclosed the Plaza area on that side was cleared, with the new automobile thoroughfare eventually 
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straightened by means of construction through the site of the old Ashland House and other buildings.  However, 

most of what is now the present "raised/curbed" Plaza still served as a major paved street/roundabout into the 1950s. 

Today’s Plaza is an approximately 7,000- square-foot, triangular area -- one that has featured its two now-historic 

drinking fountains since the early twentieth century, but that also has been subjected to an often-changing 

configuration of walkways, trees and associated landscape plantings, benches, buried utility lines, and other features 

since the 1960s.  Plans showing buried utility lines indicate that a relative “maze” of such trenches have crossed the 

Plaza area since the 1910s.  Virtually the entire footprint of the Plaza consists of imported fill materials down to an 

unknown depth.  Below this disturbed zone of recent fill, it is assumed that at least some amount of original sub-soil, 

albeit probably heavily disturbed from the nineteenth century, remains in place, with that remnant sub-soil underlain 

by deposits of (Holocene and perhaps late Pleistocene age) alluvial cobbles and boulders. 

Three very limited archaeological investigations have conducted in proximity to the Plaza: (1) in 1987, along 

Winburn Way adjacent to the entrance to Lithia Park (about 40 meters south of the south end of the Plaza; the results 

of this Southern Oregon University/Southern Oregon Historical Society excavation are undocumented); (2) in 2000, 

an as-yet undocumented salvage by Southern Oregon university laboratory of Archaeology (SOULA) of a number 

of ca. 1890s-1930s(?) bottles (evidently from the Jacob Wagner House's trash dump) discovered at the base of the 

slope along the left bank of Ashland Creek (about 100 meters west of and even with the location of the Plaza); and 

(3) in 2002, again by SOULA during construction of the present City Development Building, across Winburn Way 

from the Park entrance (Tveskov 2003; approximately 100 meters southwest of the Plaza). Although the Pre-Contact 

material from  the 1987 project was sparse amounts of pre-Contact, the 2002 work at the Community Development 

Building site (35JA517) yielded a number of chipped-stone tools (largely Late-Archaic Gunther Series projectile 

points) and abundant debitage (composed overwhelmingly of local cryptocrystalline silicates, with minor amounts 

of obsidian and basalt).  Thus, archaeological evidence indicates indicate a definite Native occupation in the 

immediate vicinity of the Plaza.  Whether archaeologically significant deposits of Pre-Contact or historic-period 

materials are situated within the Plaza project area is the question the survey intends to answer.   

This writer believes – based on the intensive and long-term disturbance summarized above -- that the potential for 

encountering intact, potentially significant archaeological resources within the Plaza, such as those discovered at 

nearby site 35JA517, is fairly low.  Certainly, some chipped-stone tools/lithic debitage may be present in the soil 

below the modern fill, along with scattered, largely fragmentary historic-period artifacts.  Such items would likely 

occur within a matrix of heavily disturbed native soil, and -- although interesting and worthy of 

collection/interpretation -- would not necessarily, in and of themselves, be considered significant archaeological 

resources.  However, one definitely cannot discount the possibility of the project area containing significant 

archaeological resources, including intact, buried features (or the remnant lower levels of such features) that have 

somehow survived the 160 years of concentrated impact that has occurred within the Plaza.  Any such features 

would very likely be archaeological significant. 

The Plaza Project and Potential Effects on Archaeological Resources 

The Plaza project, currently proposed for implementation in early 2013, consists of a number of changes to the 

existing design.  Aside from the two fountains and the flagpole, all of which will be protected in place, most of the 

remaining surface of the Plaza will be modified.  Almost all existing utility lines will be avoided/protected; for the 

most part the proposed project’s deeper excavations should not impact these lines.   Regarding the overall footprint 

of the Plaza, it is important to point out that most of the affected Plaza area will be subjected to 

disturbance/replacement only of existing surface materials, and this disturbance would be to a very limited depth 

(approx. 12”).  Virtually all of this shallow disturbance (removal of concrete walkways and replacement with brick 

paving) will occur within what is almost certainly to be recent fill.   
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Areas where project-related disturbance could very likely extend down into remnant native sub-soil include: (a) the 

location identified for a new utility trench (approx. 8’ long; for relocation of buried electrical conduit; all other 

existing utility lines will be left in place by the Plaza project), In addition, it will entail (b) excavation of up to six, 

approx. 3’-4’ diameter tree pits (i.e., removing [including stump/root chipping] of two existing trees, transplanting 

of two other existing trees, and planting of at least two new trees).  Other areas, where disturbance of native sub-soil 

is possible but probably much less likely, include (c) the footing trenches for new poured-concrete seat walls and (d) 

the installation of a new landscape-irrigation system.  As discussed in the preceding paragraph, areas where no 

disturbance of native sub-soil is likely to occur includes (e) the bulk of the Plaza, where existing concrete walkways 

will be removed and replaced with “brick” paving. 

Project-component types “a” and “b” mentioned above will be small in size and few in number; 

they will, however, involve the deepest levels of soil disturbance of the Plaza project.  

Excavation of the 2’-wide utility trench (“a”) will approach 3’ to 4’ in depth; excavation of the 

half-dozen or so tree pits (“b”) will also approach 3’-4’ deep. 

Component type “c” (seat-wall footings) will entail excavation to depths approaching 24 inches. 

Component type “d” (irrigation system) will involve narrow trench excavation to a maximum of 

about 14”-18” in depth. 

Component type “e” (extensive new pedestrian surfaces) will likely involve excavation no 

deeper than 8” to 12” below the current grade. 

Survey Strategy 

Due to the extensive concrete surfacing and the several 30-40-year old trees within the current Plaza, a typical 

surface survey for archaeological materials would yield no useful information.  Conversely, removal of a major 

portion of the Plaza’s current hardscaped/landscaped surfaces, so as simply to facilitate a pre-construction 

archaeological “surface” survey some months prior to actual project implementation, would not only be impractical, 

expensive, and disruptive to public use and enjoyment of this important civic space during downtown Ashland’s 

winter-holidays season, but it too would not yield useful information.  (The construction phase is scheduled to 

commence soon after New Year’s Day, the time of year when the Plaza and downtown Ashland are least busy.)   

The survey strategy, to be effective, therefore necessarily focuses on sub-surface investigation of all of the project’s 

deep, small-sized excavations (project component types “a” and “b”), with some additional sub-surface sampling of 

project component “c” (seat-wall footings).  It is reasonable to consider these places as the overall Plaza project’s 

only locations of areas of potential effect to buried, potentially significant archaeological resources.  This strategy 

will require the removal of some sections of existing concrete walkway to enable the investigation. 

Unless unexpected sub-surface conditions were to be discovered during the survey, project components “d” and “e” 

would not be investigated except as incidental to the “a, b, c”-component sub-surface survey work.   

Archaeological monitoring of the “d and e” components during project construction would serve to determine the 

efficacy of the strategy’s approach. 

Survey excavations in the “a and b” locations would extend to depths of 4’-5’ below grade; excavations in the 

selected “c” locations would extend to between 30”-36” deep. 

To summarize, the intended strategy, the sub-surface survey would concentrate on those portions of the project area 

where construction-phase soil disturbance may go deep enough to encounter below-fill native soil. Although any 

native soil is likely to be heavily disturbed, it would be subjected to careful investigation during the sub-surface 
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survey  The survey’s exploratory investigation at each of these “a, b, c” locations would entail excavations that 

proceed in a manner sufficient to assess and determine the nature of the overlying fill; samples of the fill would be 

screened.  If/when any underlying native material is encountered, a large-diameter shovel probe, employing 10-cm 

levels would remove and screen the material down to at least 30 centimeters below the deepest anticipated depth of 

the project-construction’s subsequent excavation at that location. 

Methods  

Assisted, when appropriate, by city employees with chainsaw, backhoe, or other equipment during the initial 

excavation of a given archaeological-probe unit’s overlying fill, the probe-unit excavations will employ shovel, 

trowel, shaker-screen with 1/8”-mesh, and other standard items.  Regular screened sampling of the fill material will 

occur as it is removed, along with close inspection of a probe unit’s profile as excavation proceeds.  If/when what 

appears to be possible native soil is encountered, excavation will then proceed in 10-cm levels, with the soil 

removed from each level being sifted. 

“a:” The utility trench will be excavated for its full project-planned length and width as part of 

the survey, with the depth between 48” and 60” (well below that required for the electrical 

conduit); this will enable the entire trench area to be investigated 

“b:” The trees selected for removal as part of the Plaza project will be removed at the 

beginning of the survey and grinding of the stumps probably go to at least 16” below grade.  

Those trees’ surface root systems will be exposed and removed as carefully as possible, so as 

to provide sufficient space for a circular probe-unit at least 3’ in diameter.  Excavation of the 

probes will then proceed through the fill to at least 4 feet (well below the depths required for a 

new tree’s root ball), as mentioned in the previous section.  The other tree pits (i.e., those at 

new locations) may require removal of concrete, but the probes will proceed similarly to those 

at the locations of the removed trees. 

“c:” Selected locations of the project’s planned seat walls will be identified by the writer so as 

to provide for well-distributed coverage of the Plaza area.  These locations will be probed in a 

manner similar to the probes discussed above.    Excavation of these probe units will proceed 

to a depth of approximately 36.” 

If the buried surface of a potentially significant archaeological resource is revealed during the sub-surface survey, it 

will be investigated only to the minimum extent possible to attempt an identification and preliminary evaluation of 

the resource.  Any such resource would then be re-buried intact.  Upon considering any recommendations made by 

the writer, the City would then decide whether to propose mitigation/data-recovery of the resource or to re-design 

the Plaza project so as to leave the resource undisturbed. 

Any archaeological materials collected during the survey would remain City property; the City would likely propose 

for their long-term curation at Southern Oregon University’s Laboratory of Archaeology (SOULA). 

Recommendation for Construction-Phase Monitoring 

It is expected that most of the ground disturbance during project construction will occur during January-March 2013.  

Subsequent project activities will likely be confined to surface development. The writer recommends that the City 

provide for a qualified archaeological monitor to be on-site during the project-excavation phase.   

Depending on the results of the sub-surface survey, the monitor may not need to be on-site during all work hours.  

Instead, it is more likely that periodic monitoring, done as specific locations are excavated, would be required. 
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Conclusions 

The writer believes that the strategy and methods proposed in this plan will be more than sufficient to assess whether 

potentially significant archaeological resources may be affected by the Plaza project. 

It is important to emphasize that the survey is just that: a survey; it is not site testing.  The nature of the project area 

requires that a somewhat unorthodox survey strategy and methods be employed.  This plan is based on historically 

informed, reasonable assumptions about the sub-surface character of the project area.  However, unanticipated 

conditions may be encountered in the field, and changes in strategy and/or methods may be necessary. 
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Scope of Work 

for 

Contract Agreement between City of Ashland and Jeff LaLande 

for 

Archaeological Survey of the Ashland Plaza Project 

 

1. Jeff LaLande (hereinafter Contractor) will develop an archaeological-survey strategy and 

written plan for the Plaza project, this plan for review and comment by State Historic 

Preservation (SHPO); City to send SHPO hard copy of survey strategy under formal cover letter; 

Contractor to send e-version to SHPO for timely review. 

2. City will prepare (with input/advice from Contractor) and send letters of notification about the 

project to the appropriate federally recognized tribes.  

3. Contractor will direct/conduct SHPO-approved archaeological-survey investigation and other 

associated activities at the Plaza and to provide his own tools, shaker-screen(s), and other 

appropriate fieldwork items; the City (i.e., City employees w/ City tools and equipment) will be 

responsible for the removal of existing vegetation cover, concrete, excavation down through fill 

materials, or any other tasks that may be necessary for the archaeological survey to proceed.  

City crew will work under the overall direction of Contractor, w/ a City supervisor on-site or on-

call.   City will be responsible for all backfilling of survey-related excavations and associated site 

restoration. 

4. Contractor and City’s project manager will maintain ongoing mutual communication with 

each other (including cc’s of emails or letters to others); Contractor will deal directly w/ SHPO 

on any specific developments relative to the fieldwork in process; City will handle all formal 

communications with SHPO.  

5. City will be responsible for any and all liability issues during the project, with the exception of 

personal liability due to Contractor’s own actions/negligence, which is covered by Contractor’s 

general personal liability coverage (up to an amount of $1,000,000) and personal automobile 

insurance;  Contractor will provide the City with a certificate-of-liability-insurance, naming City 

of Ashland as certificate holder. 

6. City will be responsible for all safety and security provisions (e.g., pedestrian- and vehicular-

traffic control by means of signs, barriers, etc.), media communication, public notice (including 

posting of on-site explanatory posters). 

7. The Contractor will be responsible only for archaeological survey sufficient to determine the 

evident presence/absence of archaeological materials within the project area.  Contractor is not 

responsible for archaeological site-testing or site-mitigation/data recovery.  (If a potentially 

significant archaeological resource is encountered  during the survey [e.g., a buried feature, 
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particularly one containing multiple artifacts], the Contractor will conduct only the minimum 

amount of investigation necessary to assess the resource’s possible significance; if of potential 

significance, the survey investigation will halt in that location pending City’s decision on 

subsequent steps to take in that location. 

8. Following completion of the fieldwork, the Contractor will, in a timely manner, prepare a 

standard archaeological- survey report, for transmittal to SHPO by the City.  This report will 

provide project background, document the methods and results of the survey investigations, and, 

if appropriate, provide recommendations for archaeological monitoring during project 

implementation or for other project-related actions. 

9. During preparation of archaeological-survey report, City will, as available and appropriate, 

provide Contractor with graphic (e.g., CAD mapping) assistance, photocopying, and other 

administrative support. 

10. City will pay Contractor $75.00 per hour for all field-work time, as well as for time spent in 

meetings w/ City staff and while preparing  all project-related plans, correspondence, reports, 

etc., with Contractor providing invoices to City on a bi-weekly basis.  City will pay Contractor 

for direct expenses incurred as part of completion of Plaza project (e.g., photocopying, 

cartography or other graphics, postage, purchase of needed archival-quality paper, etc.).
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Summary 

This report documents archaeological monitoring at the Ashland Plaza from early January 

through mid-March 2013.  This monitoring was done during the various pre-construction and 

construction-phase activities that, because they involved excavations deeper than 24”, were 

previously identified in the Plaza archaeological survey report as requiring on-site monitoring.  

Pre-construction activities that I monitored involved the excavation by City crews for installing 

the footings of the Plaza’s several new “Sternburg” lamp-post footings, excavation of new 

trenches for buried utility lines (e.g., the electrical conduits that link the “Sternburgs”), and 

abandoning/removing old buried utility lines. 

Construction activities that I monitored included a variety of project components done by the 

contractor, Ausland Group, Inc., and its sub-contractors:  trenching for new irrigation system; 

excavation for footings of the Plaza’s new poured-concrete seat walls; excavation of tree wells 

for planting the Plaza’s new specimen trees. 

Results:  Aside from (1) an exposure of Stratum F that was revealed (but undisturbed) in the 

wall of a previously excavated utility trench located in the center of North Main St. and (2) an 

exposure of the buried, upper surface of Stratum F that was revealed (but undisturbed) in the 

tree-well excavation near survey Unit 3, no intact deposits of Stratum F were encountered 

during the monitoring phase of the Plaza project.  However, one small area of <15cm thick, 

1920s-re-deposited Stratum F (which was underlain by twentieth-century compacted-DG fill) 

was exposed during excavation of the Plaza’s southern-most “Sternburg” lamp-post footing. 

No potentially significant archaeological deposits were impacted during the Plaza’s construction 

phase.  However, several pre-1920s historic-period artifacts were exposed and collected during 

the monitoring.  These objects, which may have been present within the Plaza’s soil deposits 

since their original loss/disposal, had subsequently been incorporated into the Plaza’s post-

1940s upper fills.  The items included:  1 fire-exploded fragment of yellow-/red-jasper CCS 

flaked object (possibly simply a large piece of debitage); 3 horseshoes; 1 boot spur; 1 ca.-1890s 

unbroken, amber-glass whiskey bottle; 1 ca.-1890s unbroken, aqua-glass ink bottle; 1 small  

unbroken, cobalt-blue-glass (medicine?) jar;  2 fragments of a relatively large ceramic vessel 

(crock?); and 1 piece of vermiculate-patterned, green/blue stained glass. 

Conclusions:  The monitoring, combined with the survey report’s requirements for maximum-

allowed depths for construction-phase excavation, protected the Plaza’s ibntact archaeological 

resources.  

The results of the monitoring also reinforced the survey’s conclusions that the middle one-third 

of the Plaza triangle (i.e., the portion situated between the Plaza’s north and south points) likely 
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retains the highest potential for retaining intact deposits of Stratum F.  This assumption is 

based in part on the fact that monitored pre-construction and construction activities exposed a 

sizable area of buried asphalt- and concrete- pavement surfaces in this portion of the Plaza; this 

pavement may have protected the layers beneath from late-twentieth-century impacts. 
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January 9, 2013 

City crews excavated a buried east/west storm-sewer pipe (which connected from the Plaza 

towards Ashland Creek to the west) preparatory to its abandonment/closure.  This excavation 

was situated outside of the Plaza, within the middle of North Main Street, about even with 

survey Unit 9 and the adjacent 2-story ca. 1910s buildings that currently include Hana Sushi 

restaurant, Ashland Mountain Supply and Alex’s restaurant.  (The approx. location of this 

excavation is: 10 / 0523507E / 4671713N.)  The location is currently visible as a new asphalt 

patch on North Main’s pavement. 

The City crew merely removed the old trench fill that covered the pipe (at about 1.5m/4.5’ 

deep).  The old trench’s original walls were thereby exposed, and the south wall of this trench 

contained an exposure of what appeared to be Stratum F that began at about 1m deep and 

extended down below to the bottom of the exposed wall.  This Jan. 9 re-excavation merely 

removed old trench fill and did not disturb any portions of the old trench wall’s Stratum F-like 

material.  Using a shovel to remove soil from several places in this stratum’s upper-most 30cm- 

thick vertical exposure in the wall, I total-screened a 5-gallon sample of this material; it yielded 

abundant CCS/obsidian debitage, some bone fragments, and fire-cracked rock; no historic items 

were present in the sample.  This layer is indeed Stratum F (an unknown portion of which, 

immediately to the north of this exposed “wall,” was obviously removed during the original 

excavation for the buried pipe).  Stratum F here is definitely darkest within its upper-most 20cm 

of depth.  The bottom-most portion of Stratum F was not exposed in the trench’s side wall; it is 

a minimum of 50cm in thickness here. 

The sub-surface evidence at this location suggests that the area beneath the N. Main/Plaza 

Loop, other than for utility trenches, may well contain more remnant places of undisturbed 

Stratum F than the perhaps more heavily disturbed sub-surface deposits of Plaza itself.  

(However, it seems highly likely that the basement excavations done beneath the commercial 

buildings located between North Main Street and Ashland Creek would have obliterated 

Stratum F beneath the footprint of those structures with basements.) 

 Future excavations within the width and length of N. Main Street, where it is situated 

immediately to the west of the Plaza, would warrant archaeological survey and/or 

monitoring. 
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Jan. 9: Within North Main St.; Stratum F exposed in south wall of  
re-opened trench of buried storm-sewer pipe. 
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Jan. 9: North Main St.; showing top level of exposure of Stratum F in storm-sewer trench. 
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Jan. 10 

Monitored City Water Division’s trenching/abandonment activities at various locations in the 

Plaza.  Most of the excavations were less than 24” in depth, but one larger/deeper one at/near 

the site of the smaller of the two removed sweet gums (i.e., near survey-unit 8) exposed only 

DG fills down to the bottom (almost 5’ deep); OSHA shoring was used below 4 feet.  No Stratum 

F; no artifacts. 

Jan 10: City excavation (approx. 5’ deep) with OSHA shoring, near survey-Unit 8 (all fills).  The 
top of the shoring is situated over 3’ above grade. 
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Jan. 23 

City’s Electrical Division crews digging the holes for the five “Sternburg” pre-cast concrete 

bases/footings.  Sternburg “V” is situated at same location as survey-unit 5 (north of the maple 

and at the east point of the Plaza triangle).  The backhoe’s careful skimming at less than 48” in 

depth (same depth as the horseshoe found in Unit 5) yielded one “Duffy’s Malt Whiskey Co.” 

bottle (unbroken, amber glass), one conical-bodied ink bottle (unbroken, aqua/clear glass), and 

one fragment of a thick-bodied ceramic vessel (crock?), as well as recent brick and asphalt 

rubble. 

Sternburg “W” (located next to survey-Unit 7) excavation halted at 48”; yielded nothing but 

recent (post-1940) rubble. 

Sternburg “X” (located near survey-Unit 9) excavation halted at 48”; no sign of Stratum F; 

however a fairly dark-brown layer (approx., 15cm thick) of mixed soil/decomposed-granite (DG) 

was revealed at about 90cm deep.  This material was sampled and yielded no artifacts, and was 

determined to be a layer of fill; this was confirmed by the presence of a concrete slabs directly 

beneath it, which had to be jackhammered out for the Sternburg placement. 

Sternburg “Y” (located less than 1.5m east of the east wall of survey-Unit 1) excavation halted 

at 48” in depth.  Buried asphalt pavement covered the entire area and had to be “busted out” 

by the backhoe.  No sign of Stratum F.  However, a mixed dark-brown soil/DG layer about 10-

15cm thick was revealed at about 85cm deep (possibly same material as that found at 

Sternburg “X”).  No artifacts were found within this material and it was underlain by a 25-30cm-

thick layer of light-colored DG fill. 

Jan. 23: Artifacts exposed by Sternburg “V” excavation, adjacent to survey-Unit 6. 
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Jan. 24 

Monitoring excavation/placement of the final lamp-post footing, Sternburg “Z” (located along 

the eastern edge of the Plaza, about 25’ north of the Plaza triangle’s southern point).  The 

backhoe skimming encountered several “Plaza blanket fills;” then, at a depth of about 

95cm/36” a dark-brown soil (<15cm thick) was revealed. This layer appeared to be similar to 

the soil/DG fill layers exposed at both Sternburgs “X” and “Y” the day before; in addition, no 

artifacts were seen.  Excavation down through this layer of dark-brown soil exposed an 

underlying fill of light-colored, compacted DG fill.  But, upon completion of the excavation, a 

fragment of red-jasper CCS and a piece of aqua/clear bottle glass were noted within layer of the 

dark-brown soil exposed in the excavation’s east-wall profile; almost certainly, this indicates 

that this dark-soil layer consists of material derived from Stratum F.  Thus, unlike the similar 

layers in Sternburg holes “”X” and “Y,” this thin layer of soil at Sternburg “Z” does consist of 

Stratum F material.  However, this is certainly a secondary deposit.  It likely resulted from the 

1920s excavation for the very nearby Lithia Water fountain and was re-deposited as a thin layer 

of spoil over the already-present compacted light-colored DG. 

 If future City or private-utility excavation ever occurs at this location, controlled 

archaeological excavation of this thin, secondary deposit of Stratum F is probably 

unnecessary; however, complete salvage screening of all removed material would be 

warranted. 

 

 
 
Jan. 24: Placement of Sternburg “Z” footing; note thin layer of dark-brown, re-deposited 
Stratum F in wall of trench, underlain by light DG fill at bottom of trench. 
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Jan. 25 

Both Electrical Division and Street Division crews were at the Plaza to excavate the trenches for 

the electrical conduit that will link to the five Sternburgs.  Instead of the originally planned 24” 

depth for the conduit, the City has decided that these need to be buried 30”-36” deep so as to 

avoid being damaged by the contractor’s construction excavations.  Backhoe used to do most of 

this trenching.  Some long sections slowed by the presence of buried asphalt and concrete 

pavement covering much of the middle third of the Plaza.  Possible “pinching” of a Century-Link 

buried cable by City’s work brought further work to a halt until the problem could be identified 

and resolved by CenturyLink.  No Stratum F; no artifacts. 

Jan. 29 

Century-Link repair issue was apparently resolved with their excavation down to the buried-

cable location in question (problem apparently was not due to City’s excavation activities).  The 

C-Link excavation was entirely within pre-dug C-Link cable’s trench fill; no disturbance to 

archaeological resources.  City crews completed electrical-conduit trenching.  Trenching 

eastward to Sternburg “V” yielded one piece of vermiculate-pattern blue/green stained glass 

and one brown-glazed fragment of ceramic (apparently part of the same crock-size vessel as 

the fragment found on 1/23; both items located less than 3 meters west of where the 1/23 

items were found.   

At the conduit’s location near Sternburg “Z” (i.e., secondary deposit of Stratum F was identified 

near here on 1/24), I paid particular attention to the trenching done here; no Stratum F; no 

artifacts. 
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Jan. 29:  Trenching for Sternburgs “X” and “Y”’ Electrical-conduit line; note buried asphalt 
pavement in foreground, exposed about 1’-deep in the trench. 
 

 
 
 
February 1 

Monitoring the City crew’s north/south trench excavation from existing storm-drain 

connection.  This 15’-long trench reached a maximum of 2.5’ deep below original surface.  No 

Stratum F; single artifact = base fragment of an amber-glass beer bottle (with an Anchor-

Hocking makers-mark date of 1975; not collected).  
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Feb. 11 

Contractor, Ausland Group, now on site and preparing for construction.  Grading of the now 

“humpy” re-graded/deflated surface yielded three horseshoes from various places on the Plaza, 

and one post-1900 cobalt-blue ink bottle from near survey-unit 6. 

 
Feb. 11: ca. 1900s-1930s cobalt-blue ink bottle (not a screw-top mouth; closure method 
uncertain). 
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Feb. 12 

Ausland’s landscape sub-contractor, Mountain View Landscaping, using a small trenching 

machine (<12’ wide; down to max. of 22” below the original grade, much of it substantially less 

deep) for the new buried irrigation-pipe installation.  No Stratum F; no artifacts.  Ausland’s 

concrete sub-contractor excavating footing trenches for the poured-concrete seat walls.  All of 

this work is well within upper-fill levels.  As before, today’s work exposed areas of buried 

asphalt/concrete pavement in the middle third of the Plaza (extending from an east/west line 

situated about even with survey-unit 9 south to an east/west line even with the information 

kiosk), which may have served to protect underlying materials from post-1940s disturbances. 

 
Ca. 1990s-2000s ceramic figurine unearthed from soil near  
base of information kiosk during pre-construction work. 
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Feb. 13-23 

Other than frequent spot-checks, no monitoring was done during this period; this was due to 

fact that no “deep” excavations were being done while the concrete sub-contractor built forms 

for the seat-wall footings, poured the footings, placed metal brackets, built forms for the seat 

walls themselves and poured the seat walls. Very shallow excavations proceeded along the curb 

line and in the areas of the shrub-planter beds.  No Stratum F; no artifacts. 

Feb. 25 

Monitored the excavation of three tree-well holes (i.e., those situated at/close to survey Units 

2, 3, and 6).  Each tree well specified to be 4’ x 4’ in plan and 3’ deep (from final surface; i.e., 

2.5’ below the current [2/25] ground surface).  Tree wells done with a small excavator using 2’-

wide toothed bucket.  Work began at Unit 2 tree well.  At this tree well’s maximum intended 

depth, troweling at the bottom of the hole revealed that Stratum F was situated just barely 

below that level.  Excavation halted at the 3’-depth called for by the landscape architects’ specs 

without any disturbance to Stratum F. 

The next tree well was located at/close to Unit 3.  I halted the tree-well excavation 6” above the 

specified 3’ final-grade depth that was called for by the L.A.’s specs; this was because the 

uppermost level of Stratum F became visible at the 2.5’-depth final-grade point.  The tree to be 

planted will be planted at this shallower-than-specified depth. 

The third tree well was located at/close to Unit 6.  The hole was excavated to the full 3’-depth 

called for by the L.A.  No Stratum F was encountered; only brick/concrete sandstone-block 

rubble fill found down to the bottom of the excavation.   

Four additional tree wells to be excavated later in the construction phase. 
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Feb. 25:  Completed tree-well hole near location of 
survey-unit 2. 
 

 
 

Feb. 25: Start of tree-well hole at location of Unit 3. 
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Feb. 25:  Completed tree-well hole at Unit 3; backhoe bucket’s teeth began to expose small 
amounts of Stratum F at this depth and further excavation was halted.  
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Feb. 25: Excavation of tree-well hole at location of survey-unit 6;  
note the concrete slabs removed from bottom of hole. 
 

 
 
 
Feb. 25: Completed tree-well hole at Unit 6. 
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Feb. 27 
 
Rusted spur was found in/near surface dirt in vicinity of survey-unit 6; provenience uncertain, 
as much of the area’s soil has been displaced during the past weeks’ construction work.  Spot-
check monitoring yielded no evidence of deep excavations or other potential disturbance. 
 
 
Rider’s spur. 
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Feb. 28 – March 13 
 
No excavations deeper than 18” below completed grade were done by the City or the 
contractor during this period.  Near-daily spot-check visits were made by me during work days. 
 
On Saturday, March 9, an unauthorized/unexpected excavation occurred when Century-Link 
(telephone-services utility), in response to complaints of Plaza merchants about lack of phone 
service, dug a >4’-deep 6-8’ long trench to access their buried cable in the north half of the 
Plaza.  Although this “emergency” excavation should have entailed notification to the City 
(which would have notified me), the digging was entirely within the limits of a pre-dug trench 
This cable trench was originally dug some time prior to 2000(?), and was re-excavated by 
CenturyLink as recently as late-January 2013 for repair purposes (and monitored by me at that 
time).  I examined the newly opened excavation on the morning of March 11 (at which time it 
first became known to the City’s project manager and to the City’s Plaza contractor): there was 
no disturbance to Stratum F; in fact this particular immediate area of the Plaza was excavated 
several times during the City’s pre-construction activities, and no archaeological resources were 
exposed. 
 
March 14 
 
Excavation of the four remaining tree wells took place this morning.  Unlike the previous three 
holes (which were located within the Plaza’s planned “brick-paver surface,” all four of these 
holes were hand-dug and are situated within the Plaza’s three planned planter beds (which will 
contain shrubs and ground-cover plants as well as the trees).  I was on-hand throughout this 
process.  Because of the re-grading/prep that had occurred in these planter-bed areas, the tree-
well excavations extended far less deep below current (i.e., 3/14/13) grade than did the three 
tree wells that were dug on 2/25/13.  In order to meet the 3’ final depth called for by the 
landscape plan, the deepest of these four holes entailed digging to only 2’ below the current 
(3/14) grade.  No Stratum F material was encountered; no artifacts found. 
 
Fully excavated tree well at south end of Plaza (blue pin-flag). 
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Other fully excavated tree wells of March 14; plus previous tree well with metal grate-support 
frame, within area to be surfaced with brick pavers. 
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April 9 
 
Although I remained on-call for unexpected deep excavations during the final part of the 
construction phase, the four tree wells excavated on March 14 were the last such “to-be-
monitored deep-excavation” components that occurred.   I made numerous spot checks during 
the last half of March and into early April, but no further excavation took place.   
 
Today, at 5 pm, is the formal dedication of the completed “new Plaza” project. 
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APPENDIX F: 
 

List of Plaza Artifacts 

Curated at SOULA
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Appendix F 

 
List of Plaza Artifacts Curated at SOULA 

 
This catalog lists all of the Plaza survey/monitoring artifacts that were collected between 
December 2012 and March 2013, recorded, and transferred to the Southern Oregon University 
Laboratory of Anthropology (SOULA) for permanent curation.  These materials have been 
assigned the same overall site-collection number (SOULA #02.02) as the artifacts that were 
recovered by Tveskov and Kelly (2003, of which there were fewer than 100 individually 
catalogued items) from another portion of Site 35JA517.  Thus the complete collection number 
of each item listed below (using the first artifact, #101 below, as an example) is as follows:  
SOULA #02.02-101 and so on, through SOULA #02-02-290. 
 
101. Rim fragment of clear-glass tumbler (?); 3mm thick at rim, 5mm thick at distal break:   
 Survey-Unit 1, sample-screened from Strata D (approx. 80-120cm deep), 12/11/2012. 
 
102. Inner-surface fragment of mid-20th-C red terra-cotta-tile water-/storm-sewer pipe 

(collected as an example from many such fragments present):  Same provenience data 
as Art. #101, above. 

 
103. Lot: n = 5 heavily rusted square (and probably square) nails; 5d (= 1), 8d (=1), 10d (= 2),  

and 20d (= 1) in size:  Same data as Art. #101. 
 

 
104.  Cobble-tool/core of fine-grained basalt (cortex of original alluvial cobble is present  

on one surface); max. dim. = 68mm x 60mm x 33.5mm:  Survey-Unit 1, Stratum E  
(light-colored DG; sample-screened from 120-130cm deep), 12/11/2012. 

 
105.   Lot: n = 6 pieces of CCS debitage/shatter:  Same provenience data as Art. #104. 
 
106.   Lot: n = 2 small pieces of obsidian debitage:  Same data as Art. #104. 
 
107.  Piece of charred bone:  Same data as Art. #104. 
 
108.  Rim frag. of white-paste/dark-brown-glazed ceramic vessel (bowl?); possible scraper-use 

wear along distal 36mm-long broken edge; dim. = 8.5mm-thick body at distal break:  
Same data as Art. #104. 

 
109.   Lot n = 5 square nails or fragments thereof; 5d (= 1), 6d (=2):  Same data as Art. #104. 
 
110.  Lot: n = 4 pieces of clear/colorless window glass; dim. = all approx. 1.8mm thick:   

Same data as Art. #104. 
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111.  Small frag. of clear/colorless-glass/thin-bodied vessel (lamp globe? <1mm thick):   
Same data as Art. #104. 

 
112.  Very small frag. of whiteware ceramic (= full [5mm] x-section frag. of item):   

Same data as Art. #104. 
 

 
113.  Lot: n = 4 pieces of “microdebitage “(3 of CCS and 1 of obsidian):  Survey-Unit 1,  

bottom of Strat. E (light DG) just above beginning of Strat. F, within 40x40cm total- 
screened excavation unit in NW corner of Unit 1; approx.130-135 deep; 12/11/2012. 

 

 
114.  Hammerstone; quartzite, rounded alluvial cobble (lightly used) dim. = 78mm x 63.5mm x 

43.5mm thick:  Level 1 (0-10cm) of Stratum F; 40x40cm total-screened excavation  
in NW of Unit 1; 12/12/2012. 

 
115.  Flake tool (expedient knife?), fine-grained basaltic andesite, dim. = 88.5mm long x 

53.5mm wide x 23mm thick:  Same provenience data as Art. #114. 
 
116.  Fragment of “black” (very dark olive-green) vessel (bottle?) glass, dim. = 25.5mm long x 

7.5mm vessel-=body thickness:  Same data as Art. #114. 
 
117.   Lot: n = 10 pieces of basalt debitage:  Same data as Art. #114. 
 
118.   Lot: n = 10 pieces of obsidian debitage:  Same data as Art. #114. 
 
119.   Lot: n = 20 pieces of CCS debitage:  Same data as Art. #114. 
 
120.   Lot: n = 7 pieces of calcined and charred bone and 1 piece of charred wood:   

Same data as Art. #114. 
 

 
121.  Keeled/”turtleback” scraper; fine-grained basalt; max. dim. = 68mm x 59mm x 25mm 

thick:  Level 2 (10-20cm) of Stratum F, 40x40cm total-screened excavation in  
NW corner of Unit 1; 12/12/2012. 

 
122.  Flake-tool/scraper; fine-grained basalt; max. dim. = 73mm x 47.5mm x 17.5mm thick: 

Same provenience data as Art. #121. 
 
123.  Alluvial pebble/possible small hammerstone; aplite; max. dim. = 34.5mm long:   

Same data as Art. #121. 
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124.  Interior percussion flake, black quartzite; max. dim. = 36.5mm:   
 Same data as Art. #121. 
 
125.  Lot: n = 6 pieces of basalt debitage:  Same data as Art. #121. 
 
126.  Lot: n = 11 pieces of CCS debitage:  Same data as Art. #121. 
 
127.  Lot: n = 9 pieces of obsidian debitage:  Same data as Art. #121. 
 
128.   Frag. of calcined bone:  Same data as Art. #121. 
 
129.   Small piece of charred wood:  Same data as Art. #121. 
 

 
130.   Hammerstone (incipient, very slightly used); dark/banded quartzite alluvial cobble; max. 

dim. = 98mm x 61mm; found in unscreened mixed-fill of buried storm-sewer trench at 
south end of Unit 1, mixed fill would have included some portion of Strat. F; this item 
would have occurred at least 1m below the surface; 12/12/12. 

 
131.  Anvil stone(?); spheroid granodiorite alluvial cobble; max. dim. = 96mm x 86.5mm:   

Same provenience data as Art. #130. 
 

 
132.  Large flake tool (knife-edge/spokeshave); fine-grained basalt; max. dim. = 81.5mm x 

60mm x 25mm:  Mixed Strata D/E (sample-screened fill layers situated 
below macadam and above “reddish” compacted DG in Unit 2; 12/1/2/2012. 

 
133.  Lot: n = 4 pieces of fine-grained-basalt debitage (one of these items [sugary texture;  
 17.5mm long] may actually black quartzite): Same provenience data as Art. #132. 
 
134.  One percussion-flake fragment or piece of shatter of yellow-jasper CCS (w/ small areas  

of red): Same data as Art. #32. 
 
135.  Lot: n = 2 pieces of obsidian debitage:  Same data as Art. #132. 
 
136.  Object (or fragment thereof) of ferrous metal; max. dim. = 60.5mm x 12.5mm x 9mm: 

Same data as Art. #132. 
 
137.  Lot: n = 3 square nails; sizes = 5d, 8d, and 10d:  Same data as Art. #132. 
 
138.  Frag. of whiteware ceramic object (glazed on opposite surfaces; “flat” body = dish?);  

max. dim. = 29mm x 22mm x 5mm-thick body:  Same data as Art. #132. 
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139.  Frag. of whiteware ceramic object (glazed on opposite surfaces; curved body =  
 bowl/cup?):  Same data as Art. #132. 
 
140.  Lot: n = 2 very small fragments of whiteware ceramic.  Same data as Art. #132. 
 
141.  Lot: n = 9 fragments of clear window glass; all 2mm thick:  Same data as Art. #132. 
 
142.  Small frag. of amber glass: Same data as Art. #132.  
 
143.  Frag. of medium-olive-green glass; likely from a straight-walled, beveled/faceted-corner  
 bottle; max. dim. = 50mm, 3.5mm body-wall thickness:  Same data as Art. #132. 
 

 
144.  Lot: n = 2 frags. of fine-grained basalt debitage/shatter; large frag. max. dim. = 34mm,  
 smaller frag. max. dim. = 11.5mm:  Level 1 (0-=10cm) of Stratum F, in 50x50cm  

total-screened excavation in SW corner of Unit 2. 
 
145.  Lot: n = 4 small pieces of red-jasper CCS debitage:  Same provenience data as Art. #144. 
 
146.  Lot: = 2 pieces of obsidian debitage (the larger item has cortex on entire dorsal surface; 

apparently derived from a small pebble):  Same data as Art. #144. 
 
147.  Lot: n = 3 square nails (one square nail [5d] and two square-nail fragments:   

Same data as Art. #144. 
 
148.  Frag. of whiteware ceramic object (glazed on two opposite surfaces; “flat” body = dish?);  
 max. dim. = 35mm long x 5.5mm-thick body:  Same data as Art. #144. 
 
149.  Rim/wall frag. of whiteware ceramic object with blue-transferware decorative pattern 

(glazed on two opposite surfaces; curved body = cup?); max. dim. = 23.5mm long x 
4mm-thick body):  Same data as Art. #144. 

 
150.  Frag. of clear/colorless window glass; dim. = <2.5mm thick:   Same data as Art. #144. 
 
151.  Large-mammal vertebra (sawed longitudinally), MNI = 1, with 7 small fragments of same 
 item; max. dim. = 77.5mm:  Same data as Art. #144. 
 
152.  Small frag. of reddish salmon-orange plastic with white stripe; max. dim. = 6mm:   

Same data as Art. #144. 
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153.  Quartzite alluvial pebble (unmodified but size/shape appropriate to have served  

as a small hammerstone); max. dim. = 38mm x 24mm:  Level 2 (10-20cm) of Stratum F  
in the 50x50cm total-screened excavation in the SW corner of Unit 2, 12/13/2012.. 

 
154.  Percussed frag. of alluvial cobble/pebble, fine-grained basalt or black quartzite;  

max. dim. = 30mm:  Same provenience data as Art. #153. 
 
155.  Lot: n = 3 small pieces of CCS debitage:  Same data as Art. #153. 
 
156.  Lot: n = 2 fragments of bone (1 = likely mammalian and 1 = likely avian):    

Same data as Art. #153. 
 
157.  Lot: n = 5 fragments of burned and un-burned wood:   Same data as Art. #153. 
 
158.  Lot: n = 6 heavily rusted nails and nail fragments (likely all square nails); 1 = 5d, 2 = 6d:   
 Same data as Art. #153. 
 
159.  Frag. of whiteware ceramic object (one glazed surface present); max. dim. = 16mm:   

Same data as Art. #153. 
 
160.  Lot: n = 3 frags. of clear/colorless window glass; 2mm thick:  Same data as Art. #153.  
 
161.  Frag. of curved, thin-bodied (<2mm thick) clear (slightly iridescent surface) glass  

(lamp globe?):  Same data as Art. #153. 
 
162.  Frag. of hard-rubber object (= tooth of a comb?); 25mm long:   

Same data as Art. #153. 
 

 
163.  Lot: n = 3 fragments of unburned bone (likely all from a single mammalian scapula):   

Level 3 (20-30cm) of Stratum F, from 50x50cm total-screened excavation in SW  
corner of Unit 2; 12/13/2012. 

 
164.  Piece of charred wood (incense-cedar?); max. dim. = 30mm:  Same provenience data  

as Art. #163. 
 
165.  Lot: n =2 small pieces of fire-exploded rock (1 = basalt, 1 = granitic rock):  

Same data as Art. #163. 
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166.  Lot: n = 2, one square nail (6d) and one fragment of square nail:  Same data as Art. #163. 
 

167.  Frag. of medium-olive-green vessel glass (= round-walled/shouldered bottle); max. dim. = 
 32.5mm, 2mm body thickness:  Same provenience data at Art. #163. 
 
168.  Frag. of medium-olive-green glass; likely from same straight-walled, beveled/faceted-
 corner bottle as Art. #143; max. dim. = 21mm, 3.5mm body-wall thickness: 
 
169.  Lot: n =3 fragments of whiteware ceramic (possibly from same vessel/dish?); 1st item =  
 larger rim frag. with 33.5mm max. dim. x 6mm at thickest portion of body; 2nd item =  
 26.5mm max. dim. x 6mm body thickness; other item is a small rim frag. = 20.5mm max. 

dim. x 5mm body thickness:  Same data as Art. #163. 
 
170.  Frag, of black, hard-rubber “toothed” object (barrette?); max. dim = 40.5mm:   

Same data as Art. #163. 
 

 
171. Steep-end scraper made from large grey-quartzite flake (edge use apparent on  
 distal/working end; item largely flaked over entire surface, but w/ some alluvial-cobble 

cortex remaining on two of the unflaked dorsal surfaces); max. dim. = 56.5mm x 48mm x 
27mm thick:  Mixed-fills Strata B/C/D, sample screened 60cm-90cm deep in Unit 3;  
12/13/2013. 

 
172.  Edge-utilized/edge-damaged percussion flake of red-/gray-jasper CCS (apparent use-wear  
 along both longitudinal margins); max. dim. = 40.5mm x 23mm:  Same provenience data 

as Art. #171. 
 
173.  Frag. of red-jasper CCS “shatter” (small cavity on one surface contains microcrystals);  

max. dim. = 20mm:  Same data as Art. #171. 
 
174.  Lot: n = 2 square nails (1 = 6d?; 1 = 2d):  Same data as Art. #171. 
 
175.  One heavily rusted round/wire nail (16d):  Same data as Art. #171. 
 
176.  One large mammalian rib (one sawed end; Bos?); max. dim. = 138mm x 39mm:   

Same data as Art. #171. 
 
177.  Very small frag. of glazed, red terra-cotta utility pipe:  Same data as Art. #171. 

178.  Small frag. of glazed, red terra-cotta water(?) pipe:  Same data as Art. #171. 
 
179.  Small chunk of asphalt w/ alluvial-pebble aggregate:  Same data as Art. #171. 
 
180.  Small frag. of gray-plastic pipe (1”-dia. irrigation pipe?):  Same data as Art. #171. 
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181.  Lot: n =2 end piece of cigarette box cellophane wrapper:  Same data as Art. #171. 
 
182.  One standard-size “band-aid” (“flesh”-colored exterior surface folded so as to 

conceal/cover the interior wound-pad portion):  Same data as Art. #171. 
 
183.  One tightly folded piece of silver-colored foil wrapper (chewing gum?):   

Same data as Art. #171. 
 

 
184.  Lot: n = 3 pieces of basalt debitage:  Level 1 (0-10cm) of Strata C and E mixed,  

from total-screened 80x80cm excavation unit in SE corner of #3, 12/13/2012. 
 
185.  Lot: n = 7 pieces of CCS debitage:  Same provenience data as Art. #184. 
 
186.  Lot: n = 5 pieces of obsidian debitage:  Same data as Art. #184. 
 
187.  Lot: n = 5 pieces of charred bone (deer scapula?):  Same data as Art. #184. 
 
188.  Square (?) nail/brad; 16.5mm long:  Same data as Art. #184. 
 
189A.  Small fragment of very small-diameter, round-bodied “rod” of ferrous metal; 12.5mm  

long x 2.2mm diameter:  Same data as Art. #184. 
 
189B.  Lot: n = 5 frags. of square nails (heavily rusted).  Same data as Art. #184. 
 

 
190.  Possible incipient “mano” of discoidal-shaped, quartz-diorite alluvial cobble (abrasion- 
 caused smoothing evident on one of the flat surfaces; possible pecking scare along  

the margins); max. dim. = 80mm dia.  x 39.5mm thick:  Level 2 (10-20cm), from Strata C 
and E mixed, in 80x80cm total-screened excavation in SE corner of Unit 3; 12/13/2012. 

 
191.  Lot: n = 3 pieces of CCS debitage:  Same provenience data as Art. #190. 
 
192.  Bone: distal-/articulating-end fragment of (deer/fawn?) metacarpal/metatarsal:   

Same data as Art. #190. 
 
193.  Small piece of unburned wood; max. dim. = 43mm long:   Same data as Art. #190. 
 
194.  Lot; n = 9 heavily rusted nails/fragments thereof (the one entire nail = 5d; likely all/most 

are square nails):  Same data as Art. #190. 
 
195.  One small square nail/brad; 0.75” long:  Same data as Art. #190. 
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196.  Small frag. of whiteware ceramic vessel (glazed on two opposite surfaces; rounded profile  
 = cup?, bowl? basin of dish?); max. length = 19.5mm, max. thickness = 7mm, min.  
 thickness = 5mm:  Same data as Art. #190. 

197.  Lot: = 6 pieces of clear/colorless window glass; <2mm thick:  Same data as Art. #190. 

198.  Piece of unidentified “dried-hard” (but apparently formerly soft or even liquid) substance, 
white exterior  w/pinkish  interior:   Same data as Art. #190. 

 

 
199. Tip fragment of projectile point, yellow-jasper CCS (w/ red tip), triangular x-section  

(= rejuvenated edges?); max. dim. = 16.5mm long from break to tip, 10.5mm wide  
at break, 5mm thick at break (far too incomplete for stylistic categorization, but not 
inconsistent w/ Gunther series):  Level 3 (20-30cm) from Strata E (with a small amount 
of C) in 80x8-0cm total-screened excavation in SE corner of Unit 3; 12/14/2012. 

 
200.  Lot: n = 3 pieces of basalt debitage:  Same provenience data as Art. #199. 
 
201.  Lot: n = 22 pieces of CCS debtiage:   Same data as Art. #199. 
 
202.  Lot: n = 3 pieces of obsidian debitage:   Same data as Art. #199. 
 
203.  Lot: n = 2 pieces of bone (one calcined fragment; one entire, unburned deer (?) phalanges: 
 Same data as Art. #199. 
 
204.  Lot: n = five heavily rusted nail fragments, all appear to be from square nails:   Same data 

as Art. #199. 
 
205.  One very small round-bodied, unidentified object of cupric metal (?); <4.5mm long x 
 4mm dia.:   Same data as Art. #199. 
 
206.  One fragment of whiteware ceramic vessel (upper interior lip/rim of teapot?); glazed on 

one surface only, paste exposed on opposite side = not a full x-section of vessel;  
max. dim. = 27mm:   Same data as Art. #199. 

 

207.  Lot: n = 2 fragments of a purple=glass marble (?); unbroken diameter of the spherical 
 object would have been approx. 18mm:   Same data as Art. #199. 
 

208.  Lot: n = 9 pieces of window glass (2-3 frags. have distinctive “aqua” tinge to x-section;  
others are colorless; thicknesses range from just <2mm to 2.5mm in body thickness): 
Same data as Art. #199. 
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209.  One very small (5mm max. dim.) fragment of “aqua” glass (appears to be [alluvially?] 
 smoothed and abraded/”frosted”):   Same data as Art. #199. 
 

210.  One very small (7mm max. dim.) fragment of medium-olive-green glass (trampling has  
caused some “micro”-damage along the edges, but one surface may show evidence of 
percussion):   Same data as Art. #199. 

 
 

 

211.  Lot: n = 10 pieces of basaltic-andesite debitage:  Level 4 (30-40cm), mostly Stratum F but  
with small amount of Strata C/E, in 80x80cm excavation  in SE corner of Unit 3, 

 12/14/2012. 
 

212.  Lot: n = 77 pieces of CCS debitage:  Same provenience data as Art. #211. 
 
213   Lot: n = 18 pieces of obsidian debitage:  Same data as Art. #211. 
 
214.  Small fragment of chlorite schist; 20mm long:  Same data as Art. #211. 
 

215.  Small piece of unidentified rock (?; initially thought to be bone or dried seed fragment or  
other vegetation; contains several very small cavities); 12mm:   Same data as Art. #211. 

 

216.  Lot: n = 6 pieces of calcined bone:    Same data as Art. #211. 
 
217.  Lot: n = 2 pieces of charcoaled wood:   Same data as Art. #211. 
 
218.  One frag. of fire-exploded diorite alluvial cobble; max. dim. = 45mm:   Same data as Art. 
 #211. 
 

219.  One heavily rusted 8d square nail:   Same data as Art. #211. 
 

220.  One very small fragment of dark-brown-glazed/gray-brown-paste ceramic  
(somewhat similar in appearance to late-19th/early-20th-C Chinese utilityware ceramic,  
but too small for such a determination; just as likely to be Euro-American); max. dim. = 

 15.5mm:  Same data as Art. #211. 
 

221.  Lot: n =2 [pieces of bituminous material (asphalt) with pebble inclusions (likely from Strata 
 C material:  Same data as Art. #211. 
 
 

 

222.  Lot: n = 2 pieces of basaltic-andesite debitage:  Level 5 (40-50cm, all in Stratum F) in 
 30x30cm excavation within the bottom of the 80x80cm excavation in SE corner of Unit 
 3, 12/14/2013. 
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223.  Lot: n = 14 pieces of CCS debitage:  Same provenience data as Art. #222. 
 
224.  Lot: n = 3 pieces of obsidian debitage:  Same data as Art. #222. 
 

225.  One fragment of fire-exploded diorite alluvial cobble possibly from same cobble as Art. 
 #218; max. dim. = 56mm:  Same data as Art. #222. 
 

 

226.  One heavily rusted horseshoe:  From sample-screened mixed fill of Stratum C-2 in east 
 end of Unit 5, at bottom of the unit, 1/2/2013. 
 

227.  One steel (?) ring; 40mm outer-diameter, 32mm inner-diameter:  Same provenience data  
as Art. #226. 

 

228.  One piece of sawed unburned bone; 95mm long:  Same data as Art. #226. 
 
229.  Fragment of white “porcelain” hexagonal tile; max. dim. = 25mm:   Same data as Art. 
 #226. 
 

230.  Piece of a clear/colorless glass vessel (possibly a small, oval-bodied, narrow-necked 
 medicine bottle:  Same data as Art. #226.   
 

231.  Lot: n = 2 pieces of plate glass (selected from numerous pieces in the screen); >2mm body 
 Thickness:   Same data as Art. #226. 
 

232.  Frag. of gray PVC tubular-bodied plastic (pipe from old irrigation system?):   Same data as 
 Art. #226. 
 

233.  Lot: n = 2 pieces of red-agate CCS (debitage shatter? or a pebble fractured during historic 
 period?):  Same data as Art. #226. 
 

 

234.  Possible grinding slab/metate; granitic boulder with possibly ground/smoothed surfaces 
 on the two opposite “flat” sides; max. dim = 30cm x 22cm x 12cm (28.5 lbs):   Removed 
 by backhoe, along with brick, concrete, and sandstone-block rubbles from between 
 80cm and 1.2m depth in Unit 6; 1/3/2013. 
 

 

235.  Steep-sided ”turtleback” scraper/chopper of fine-grained basalt (no cortex remaining); 
 max. dim. =80mm long x 73mm wide x 29mm thick:  Sample-screened from Stratum C2 
 (120-140cm deep) in Unit 8; 1/3/2013. 
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236.   Flake tool (expedient “knife/scraper”) of fine-grained basalt (alluvial-cobble cortex over 
 most of dorsal surface); max. dim. = 69mm long x 44.5mm wide x 19mm thick: Same 
 provenience data as Art. #235. 
 
237.   Lot: n = 2 pieces of basalt debitage:  Same data as Art. #235. 
 
238.   Lot: n = 31 pieces of CCS debitage:    Same data as Art. #235. 
 

239.   Lot: n = 5 pieces of obsidian debitage:   Same data as Art. #235. 
 
240.  Lot: n = 3 pieces of unburned mammalian bone:   Same data as Art. #235. 
 

241.  Heavily rusted square nail; 5d:  Same data as Art. #235. 
 
242.  Carpenter’s tack, ferrous metal; 15mm long/head = 9.5mm diameter:   Same data as Art. 
 #235. 
 

243.  Circular cupric-metal object (“Levi’s” rivet?); 10mm diameter x 2.5mm thick:  Same data 
 as Art. #235. 
 

244.  Piece of copper/brass wire (or tip of tack/brad?); 12mm long x <2mm diameter:   Same 
 data as Art. #235. 
 

245.  Small fragment of amber glass; max. dim. = 9mm:   Same data as Art. #235. 
 

246.  Small fragment of asphalt with remnant orange paint on one surface (likely = buried-
 utility-line marking paint); max. dim. = 7mm:   Same data as Art. #235. 
 

 

247.  Power (?)-drill corkscrew bit, ferrous metal/stainless steel (diameter obscured by adhering  
coating of rust):  Sample-screened Strata D and E (90-120cm deep) outside of buried-

 pipe trench fills, Unit 9; 1/4/2013. 
 

248.  Small piece of amber glass, round-bodied vessel (beer bottle?); max. dim. = 17mm:   
Same provenience data as Art. #247. 

 

249.  Fragment of plastic (translucent blue or purple; from ear-stem of a pair eye glasses?); 
 max. dim. = 19mm long (from break to break), molded plastic object = 6mm wide: 
 Same data as Art. #247. 
 
250.  Fragment of red/iridescent cellophane/plastic wrapping; max. dim. = 10mm long: 
 Same data as Art. #247. 
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251.  Flaked basalt core/tool fragment; > ½ the dorsal surface = percussion-flaked, remainder =  
alluvial-cobble cortex; ventral surface initially appeared to represent that of a large 

 detached flake, but closer examination indicates this fragmented item probably resulted 
 from heat-induced spalling; max. dim. = 57.5mm x 41.5mm x 24mm thick:  Level 1 (0-
 10cm) in total-screened Stratum F from 50x50cm excavation in middle of south edge of 
 Unit 9; 1/4/2013. 
 

252.  Lot: n= 5 pieces of basalt debitage and/or heat-spalled basalt fragments:  Same 
 provenience data as Art. #251. 
 

253.  Lot: n = 32 pieces of CCS debitage:  Same data as Art. #251. 
 
254.  Lot: n = 10 pieces of obsidian debitage:   Same data as Art. #251. 
 

255.  Lot: n = 18+/- pieces of bone (5 = calcined bone; 13+/- unburned bone):   Same data as 
 Art. #251. 
 
256.  One fragment of unburned wood:  Same data as Art. #251. 
 

257.  One small fragment of white “porcelain” tile(?), glazed on two opposite sides; 4.5mm 
 body thickness (same kind of flooring tile as the fragment found in Unit 5?):  Same data 
 as Art. #251. 
 

 

258.   Large, fragmentary red-jasper CCS percussion flake showing unifacial re-touch/use as a 
 scraper; max. dim. = 30mm long x 23.5mm wide:  Level 2 (10-20cm) of total-screened 
 Stratum F in 50x50cm excavation in Unit 9; 1/4/2013. 
 

259. Piece of unidentified rock (?; similar to bone in appearance) that may be part of an object 
that was carved into a tubular/hollow-center item (bead?); 17mm long:  Same 

 provenience data as Art. #258. 
 

260.  Large basalt percussion flake, with longest margin showing possible use for cutting; max. 
 dim. = 88.5mm x 37mm:  Same data as Art. #258. 
 

261.  Lot: n = 4 pieces of basalt debitage (2 large, 2 small):   Same data as Art. #258. 
 
262.  Lot: n = 42 pieces of CCS debitage:   Same data as Art. #258. 
 

263.  Lot: n = 12 pieces of obsidian debitage:   Same data as Art. #258. 
 
264.  Lot: n = 8 pieces of bone (5 = calcined, 3 charred/unburned):   Same data as Art. #258. 
 

 



205 

 

265.  One piece of tooth enamel (?; possibly from dog or racoon canine tooth); 8.5mm long:    
Same data as Art. #258. 

 
266.  One piece of fire-exploded basaltic-andesite alluvial cobble:  Same data as Art. #258.  
 

 

267.  Four fragments of the same fragmented item as Art. #259 from previous level:  Level 3 
 (20-30cm) in Stratum F within <50x50cm excavation in Unit 9; 1/4/2013. 
 
268.   One small piece of basalt debitage:  Same provenience data as Art. #267. 
 
269.  Lot: n = 15 pieces of CCS debitage:   Same data as Art. #267. 
 
270.  Lot: n = 6 pieces of obsidian debitage:   Same data as Art. #267. 
 

271.  Lot: n = 2 pieces of bone; one small (9mm long) piece of calcined bone and one large 
 (48.5mm long) piece of unburned (deer?) long bone:   Same data as Art. #267. 
 
272.  One fragment of what may be a burned tooth (incisor?):   Same data as Art. #267. 
 

 

273.  Lot: n = 13 pieces of basalt debitage:  This material was recovered from the total-screened  
5-gallon sample of the upper-most 30cm of Stratum F, as exposed in the side wall of the  
re-opened City water-line trench beneath North Main Street between west edge of 

 Plaza and the east side of the commercial block (UTM = 10 / 0523507E / 4671713N); 
 1/9/2013. 
 
274.  Lot: n = 36 pieces of CCS debitage:  Same provenience data as Art. #273. 
 
275.  Lot: n = 13 pieces of obsidian debitage:  Same data as Art. #273. 
 
276.  Lot: n = 8 pieces of unburned bone:   Same data as Art. #273. 
 
277.  Lot: n = 7 small fragments of charcoaled wood:   Same data as Art. #273. 
 
278.  Fragment of fire-exploded basalt (?) alluvial cobble:   Same data as Art. #273. 
 

 

279.   Liquor bottle (unbroken), amber glass/circular-wall body, embossed: “The Duffy Malt 
 Whiskey Company Rochester N.Y.  U.S.A.” and with stylized/superimposed letters: “D M 
 W Co” in center of oval-shaped label (embossed base reads:  “Pat’d Aug. 24 1886” with 
 an “A” in the center of the base; mold seams and applied lip indicate a ca. 1890s date); 
 11” tall; 3 and 6/64’s” diameter at base and 1” diameter at exterior of mouth:  From 
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 pre-construction trenching by City at Sternburg “V” and SE corner of Unit 5, approx.  90-
 120cm/36-48” deep; 1/23/2013. 
 

280.  Ink bottle (unbroken), aqua-glass, circular wall-body, conical in shape, base embossed 
 with an “X” in the center, ca. 1890s; 64.5mm(2 and 34/64s”) high, 64mm(2 and 32/64s”) 
 diameter at base, 27mm(1 and 3/64s”) diameter exterior of mouth:  Same provenience 
 data as Art. #280. 
 

281.  Large rim and handle fragment of a dark-brown-glazed/buff-paste ceramic vessel, likely a 
 wide-mouth (approx. 1’ in diameter) crock; rim of mouth = 16.5mm thick, body (wall) 
 thickness at point of fragment’s lower break = 6.5mm:  Same data as Art. #280. 
 

 

282.   Large fire-exploded/pot-lidded fragment of jasper CCS; it bears flaking scars on the 
 undamaged surface; CCS has yellow interior but with red on the entire undamaged 
 surface (likely evidence of heat treatment, possibly a purposeful attempt to transform 
 the exterior of yellow-jasper piece into red; max. dim. = 29mm:  From the Stratum F 
 material exposed (at about 95-105cm in depth) in the east wall of the trench excavated 
 for Sternburg “Z” lamppost footing; 1/24/2013.  
 

283.  Fragment of aqua-glass vessel, apparently from the “flanged-lip” mouth of a small 
 (medicinal?) cork-stoppered bottle, ca. 1880s-1900s; width of flanged lip from mouth 
 opening to outer rim = 12.5mm, thickness of flanged lip = 4.5mm:  Same provenience 
 data as Art. #282. 
 

 
284.   Fragment of blue-green stained glass, with vermiculate (worm-shaped) pattern on 
 exterior surface; max. dim. = 58mm x 43.5mm wide x 3mm body thickness:  from 
 approx. 60cm/24”deep in electrical-conduit trench about 1 meter west of Sternburg 
 “V”; 1/29/2013. 
 

285.  Fragment of dark-brown-glazed/buff-paste earthenware ceramic (likely a piece of the 
 same “crock” as Art. #281:  Same provenience data as Art. #284. 
 

 

286.  Horseshoe very heavily rusted; max. dim. = 139mm (excluding rust adhesions):  From 
 surface of roughly re-graded soil surface of Plaza after removal of concrete pavement, 
 no exact location known; 2/11/2013. 
 

287.  Horseshoe, lightly rusted, 4 horseshoe nails (and portion of a 5th nail) present; max. dim. = 
 142mm Wide:  Same provenience data as Art. #286. 
 

288.   Mule shoe, very heavily rusted; max. dim. = approx. 118mm wide:  Same data as Art. 
 #286. 
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289.   Unbroken jar (ink bottle), cobalt-blue-glass, square body with short round neck and round  
 mouth (two dots embossed on the base; mold seams indicate post-1900; max. dim. = 
 52.5mm x 52.5mm base and 32.4mm exterior-diameter mouth lip:   Same data as Art.  
 #286. 
 

 

290.  Boot-heel spur, steel (probably brass coated, as evidenced by green adhesions above the 
 rust); max. dim. = 126mm total length, 62mm widest interior diameter of heel:   Found 
 on/near surface by unknown sub-contractor employee, no exact location available; 
 2/27/2012. 
 
 
 
 

 
 


