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EXCAVATIONS AT THE GRAND RIVER SITE, 41FB290A, 
FORT BEND COUNTY, TEXAS 

INTRODUCTION 

This article gives the results of excavations by the Houston 
Archeological Society at the Grand River site, 41FB290A, in 
Fort Bend County. Field work was done in the fall of 2002. 
This project was possible through the courtesy of the Grand 
River Home Owners Association. 

Individuals who participated in the excavations include Beth 
Aucoin, Pat Aucoin, Richard Carter, Wanda Carter, Dick 
Gregg, Joe Hudgins, Anne James, Sheldon Kindall, Tom Palmer, 
Etta Palmer, Jim Palmer, Lee Patterson, Gary Ryman, Bob 
Shelby, Jo Ann Stuart, Bob Whitcomb, and John Winkler. Field 
work was directed by Joe Hudgins. Etta Palmer handled field 
records, did site measurements, and arranged for access to 
the site. Tom Palmer prepared the excavation layout drawing. 
Artifact analysis was done by Lee Patterson. Site 41FB290A 
had occupation events in the Early Ceramic (AD 100-600), 
Late Prehistoric (AD 600-1500), Proto-Historic (AD 1500-
1700), and Historic Indian (AD 1700-1800+) time periods. 
Historic Indian components of sites in Southeast Texas are 
not common (Patterson 1998), because of rapid population 
decline after AD 1700 (Aten 1983:Figure 17.1; Patterson 
1999). Data from excavations show that occupation events in 
the Late Prehistoric period were for longer time intervals 
than usual for most sites in this time period, due to good 
availability of faunal food resources. This site is a 
campsite of nomadic hunter-gatherers. 

Nearby site 41FB290B will be the subject of a separate 
report. 

SITE SETTING 

Site 41FB290A is located along the edge of a high terrace on 
Jones Creek at the junction with the Brazos River. Much of 
the site has been destroyed by erosion of the steep terrace 
bank, with erosion still continuing. The entire site will 
have been destroyed by erosion within a few years. This 
would have been a good location for terrestrial and aquatic 
faunal resources. Deer tracks are visible at the creek edge. 
The general area is a mixture of coastal prairie and 
woodlands. 
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EXCAVATION DETAILS 

Excavation layout is shown in Figure 1. Five one-meter 
square pits were excavated to depths where cultural 
materials were no longer present. Excavation depths were 45 
cm for Pit A, 40 cm for Pits B and C, and 30 cm for Pit E. 
Pit D had no significant cultural remains. The present site 
dimensions are about 10 meters wide by at least 50 meters in 
length. As noted above, much of the site area has been 
destroyed by erosion. 

The soil is a dense black clay-loam. Excavations were done 
in 5 cm depth intervals because no natural stratigraphy was 
visible. All soil was proceseed through 1/4-inch (6 mm) mesh 
screens. 

PROJECTILE POINTS 

Data for arrow points are given in Table 1, and arrow,points 
are illustrated in Figure 2. Fresno triangular points are 
from the Prato-Historic and Historic Indian periods in an 
interval of AD 1500-1800+ (Hudgins 1984; Patterson 1998). 
Perdiz points are from the Late Prehistoric period (AD 600-
1500). Some unifacial arrow points were in use at this site 
concurrently with standardized bifacial arrow point types 
(Fresno, Perdiz). In Southeast Texas, unifacial arrow points 
start much earlier than standardized bifacial arrow point 
types (Patterson 1992). Some unifacial points were made on 
small prismatic blades, such as the specimen shown in Figure 
2F. 

After the start of standardized bifacial arrow points at 
about AD 600 in Southeast Texas, the spear and spear thrower 
continued to be used in the inland portion of this region 
(Aten 1983:306; Patterson 1980). Two dart point preform 
fragments from the Historic Indian period (AD 1700-1800+) 
were found in Pit A (10-15 cm). A dart point preform 
fragment from the Late Prehistoric period (AD 600-1500) was 
found in Pit B (25-30 cm, Figure 2P), and a dart point 
fragment from the Early Ceramic period (AD 100-600) was 
found in Pit A (35-40 cm, Figure 2N). A dart point preform 
fragment was also found in the terrace bank 
edge (figure 20). 

CERAMICS 

Potsherds recovered in the excavations are summarized in 
Table 2 for each stratum of each pit. A total of 145 sherds 
were found in the excavations incuding 138 Goose Creek 
Plain, 1 Goose Creek Incised, 1 O'Neal Plain, and 5 Bone-
Tempered. There were also 22 Goose Creek Plain and 2 Bone-
Tempered sherds found at the terrace bank edge. 
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Goose Creek sandy paste pottery was found throughout the 
excavations. Bone-Tempered pottery was found at depths above 
20 cm, in the Proto-Historic and Historic Indian periods. In 
the inland part of western Southeast Texas, Bone-Tempered 
pottery occurs after the Early Ceramic period (Patterson and 
Hudgins 1989; Patterson et al. 1996), and may be related to 
Leon Plain pottery that is found in the Colorado River Basin 
(Suhm and Jelks 1962:95). 

One O'Neal Plain sherd with coarse sand temper was found at 
a depth below 40 cm. O'Neal Plain pottery is from the Early 
Ceramic period (Aten 1983:Figure 14.1). 

Site 41FB290A has a relatively large number of potsherds in 
the Late Prehistoric period compared to many other inland 
sites of inland Southeast Texas. A high proportion of Late 
Prehistoric sites of inland Southeast Texas have yielded 
only a few potsherds. The relatively large number of 
potsherds at 41FB290A is an indication of longer time 
intervals of occupation events at this site, compared to 
short-time occupation events at a high proportion of other 
Late. Prehistoric sites of the inland part of this region. 
Longer occupation events at 41FB290A are due to good 
availability of faunal food resources. 

Two decorated sherds were found at this site. A Goose Creek 
rim sherd with two incised horizontal lines was found in Pit 
A (5-10 cm). A Goose Creek Plain notched rim sherd (Figure 
2M) was found in Pit B (35-40 cm). A sherd with a drilled 
lace hole was found in Pit B (35-40 cm). 

LITHIC MATERIALS 

Only two formal stone tools were found, a scraper (Figure 
2L) in Pit A (10-15 cm) and a perforator (Figure 2K) in Pit 
C (15-20 cm). The dominant stone tool type at prehistoric 
sites in Southeast Texas was the unmodified utilized flake. 

A total of 782 chert flakes were found in the excavations, 
as given in Table 3 for each stratum of each pit. An 
additional 58 flakes were also found at the terrace bank 
edge. Flake size distributions are given in Table 4. There 
were 5.2% primary flakes (covered with cortex), 13.1% 
secondary flakes (Partially covered with cortex), and 81.7% 
interior flakes (no remaining cortex). The small percentage 
of flakes with remaining cortex indicates that little 
primary reduction of chert cobbles was done at this site. 

Two small chert cobbles and six small chert cores made on 
cobbles were found, as given in Table 5. Small chert cobbles 
were available at the adjacent Brazos River. All but one of 
the chert cores have only a few scars from flake removals, 
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and are not high quality for flintknapping. Locally 
available small chert cobbles had limited use at this site. 
Most lithic materials used at this site were imported as 
flake blanks made by primary reduction of chert cobbles at 
lithic sources farther upstream on the Brazos River, where 
larger chert cobbles were available. A fragment of a 
quartzite hammerstone was found , in Pit A (30-35 cm). 

The flake size distributions in Table 4 indicate a mixture 
of byproduct flakes from projectile point manufacture and 
utilized flake tools. Some heat treatment of chert was done 
to improve knapping quality, as indicated by waxy luster, 
reddish coloration, and small potlid surface scars on 
flakes. 

FIRED CLAYBALLS 

A few fired clayballs were found as given in Table 6. Fired 
clayballs were used as heating elements for earth ovens 
(Patterson 1995a). Hudgins (1993) has used fired clayballs 
experimentally for cooking meat in earth ovens. Earth ovens 
may have been used to cook floral materials such as roots. 

MODERN MATERIALS 

Modern materials found in the excavations are given in Table 
7. Some stratigraphic mixing is indicated, especially at 
excavation depths above 15 cm in strata with Historic Indian 
materials. 

FRESHWATER MUSSEL SHELL 

Small quantities of mussel shell were found at various 
excavation depths, as given in Table 8. These small 
quantities of shell do not indicate a significant food 
resource. However, there may have been a shell midden in the 
part of the site destroyed by erosion. 

VERTEBRATE REMAINS 

Significant quantities of vertebrate remains were found in 
the excavations, with weights and quantities given in Table 
9 for each stratum of each pit. The large quantities of 
vertebrate remains in the strata representing the Late 
Prehistoric period are an indication of longer occupation 
events at this site than at a high proportion of Late 
Prehistoric sites of inland Southeast Texas. 

Identified vertebrate species are given in Table 10 for each 
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stratum, mainly deer, turtle, and gar. Deer were identified 
by teeth and bones. Turtle were identified by characteristic 
shell type. Gar were identified by numerous scales. Some 
unidentified fish vertebrae may be gar. Some of the smaller 
bone pieces are probably from small animals that have not 
been identified. There were only a few specimens of burned 
bone. Deer and turtle are the most common vertebrate species 
found at prehistoric sites in Southeast Texas (Patterson 
1995b:Table 2, 1996:Tables 16,17). 

STRATIGRAPHY AND CHRONOLOGY 

It is judged that excavation depths above 20 cm represent 
the Proto-Historic and Historic Indian periods, an interval 
of AD 1500-1800+, based on the presence of Fresno arrow 
points. The Late Prehistoric period (AD 600-1500) might be 
represented in a depth interval of 20-37 cm. This 
interpretation is based on Perdiz points at a depth interval 
of 20-30 cm, and possible bifacial arrow point manufacture 
as deep as 37 cm, in the form of a concentration of flakes 
of sizes under 15 mm square in one corner of Pit C at a 
depth interval of 33-37 cm. An alternate interpretation is 
that because no bifacial arrow points were found below 30 
cm, depths below 30 cm represent the Early Ceramic period. 
In this case, the concentration of small flakes in the 33-37 
cm depth interval of Pit C would indicate pressure flaking 
to finish dart points instead of arrow points. The Early 
Ceramic period (AD 100-600) is represented by an O'Neal 
Plain potsherd at 40-45 cm depth. 

CONCLUSIONS 

Site 41FB290A is a campsite of nomadic hunter-gatherers with 
an occupation sequence from the Early Ceramic through the 
Historic Indian time periods. This was a prosperous location 
with a good availability of faunal food resources, that 
resulted in relatively long occupation events. There is a 
Proto-Historic/Historic Indian component that is not common 
for sites in Southeast Texas, because of a low population 
level during this time interval. After European contact, 
there was a sharp decline in Indian population level due to 
conflict and disease (Aten 1983:Figure 17.1). 

The destruction of much of this site by erosion limits the 
interpretation of data from excavations. For example, there 
may have been a shell midden at this site, and more 
occupation events in the Early Ceramic period. In any event, 
data from this site are a good addition to the regional 
archeological data base. 
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Table 1 
Arrow Points 

dimensions, mm 
type pit depth, cm L W T Figure 

Perdiz A 20-25 15.6 3.4 2A 
Perdiz B 20-25 13.5 2.6 2B 
Perdiz A 25-30 18.2 2.7 2C 
Fresno B 10-15 18.3 4.4 2D 
Fresno C 15-20 17.7 3.2 2E 
unifacial E 15-20 22.7 10.1 2.4 2F 
unifacial C 20-25 25.8 21.4 4.1 2G 
unifacial B 25-30 15.4 15.9 2.6 2H 

Table 2 
Ceramics 

depth, 
Pit A Pit B Pit C Pit E 

cm 	GCP 	other GCP GCP 	BT GCP BT 

5-10 lA 4 5 1 
10-15 2 3 12 1 3 
15-20 2 2 9 3 1 
20-25 18 4 18 5 
25-30 5 5 8 5 
30-35 9 4 4 
35-40 5 5 
40-45 1B 

41 	2 27 56 1 14 4 

1A- Goose Creek Incised 1B- O'Neal Plain 
GCP- Goose Creek Plain BT- Bone-Tempered 
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Table 1
Arrow PoLnts

dimensions,
t\rpe p lt

Perdiz A
Perdiz B
Perdiz A
Fresno B
Fresno C
unifaclal E
unifacial C
unifacial B

20-25
20-25
25-30
10- 1s
15-2 0
15-20 22.7
20-25 25.8
2s-30 15.4

depth, cm Fl qure

2A
2B
2C
2D
2E
2F
2G
2H

15.6
13.5
L8.2
18.3
17 .7
10. 1
2r .4
15.9

3.4
2.6
2.7
4.4
3.2
2.4
4.1
2.6

depth, cm

5- 10
10- 15
15-2 0
20-25
25-30
30-35
3s-4 0
40-4s

Tab1e 2
Ceramlcs

Plt A Pit B
GCP other GCP

1B
41 2 -21

Goose Creek Incised
Goose Creek Plain

Pit C Pit E
GCP BTGCP BT

-s6 -T la n
18- O'NeaI Plain

BT- Bone-TemPered

13
31
5
5

451
3L2
29
4 18
58
44
5

2
2

18
5
9
5

1A-
GCP-

Eg
T



Table 3 
Lithic Flake Quantities 

it 
depth, cm 	A B C E total 

0-5 1 1 
5-10 15 33 5 53 
10-15 6 15 55 8 84 
15-20 3 7 44 7 61 
20-25 9 9 72 17 107 
25-30 21 11 61 15 108 
30-35 16 5 287 308 
35-40 4 4 52 60 

59 67 604 52 782 

Table 4 
Flake Size Distributions 

flake size, mm square (% of flakes) 
depth, cm under 15 15-20 20-25 25-30 30-35 35-40 40-50 

5-10 
10-15 
15-20 
20-25 
25-30 
30-35 
35-40 

52.8 
56.9 
44.4 
50.5 
56.8 
86.6 
86.7 

34.0 
24.7 
30.2 
29.0 
29.8 
10.8 
11.6 

5.7 
10.8 
14.3 
10.3 
9.6 
1.3 
1.7 

5.7 
4.6 
6.3 
8.4 
3.8 
1.3 

1.8 
1.5 
1.6 

1.5 
1.6 1.6 
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Table 3
Lithtc Flake Quantities

pit

depth, cm

5- 10
10- 15
15-20
20-25
25-30
30-35
35-40

depth, cm

0-5
5- 10

10- 15
15-20
20-25
2s-30
30-35
35-40

52.4
s6 .9
44 .4
s0.5
56 .8
86.6
86.7

CE

5
I
7

L7
15

51

AB

1
15

615
37
99

2L 11
15 5
445E 61

33
55
44
72
61

287
52

E6A

tota I
1

53
84
61

LO?
108
308

60
lBz

Table 4
F1ake Size Distributions

34.0
24.7
30.2
29.O
29.8
10.8
11.6

5.7
10.8
14.3
10.3
9.6
1.3
L,7

5.7
4.6
6.3
8.4
3.8
1.3

1.8
1.5
1.6

1.5
1.6 1.5



Table 5 
Chert Cores and Cobbles 

type pit depth, 
dimensions, mm 

cm 	L W 

core A 10-15 47 37 21 
core A 15-20 43 36 27 
core B 5-10 40 25 20 
core C 5-10 46 27 11 
core C 10-15 46 39 30 
core C 15-20 46 36 15 
cobble B 30-35 56 45 26 
cobble C 5-10 38 24 23 

Table 6 
Fired Clayballs 

size range, 
pit depth, cm no. wt., gm mm square 

C 15-20 1 4.7 20-25 
C 20-25 2 7.9 15-25 
B 25-30 5 13.3 15-25 
A 30-35 3 7.5 15-20 
B 30-35 3 93.9 20-50 
A 35-40 4 56.8 20-35 
B 35-40 1 14.3 30-35 
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Table 5
chert Cores and Cobbles

dlmensions, mm
tvDe Dit deDth, cm L W T

core A 10-15
core A 15-20
core B 5-10
core c 5- 10
core c 10- 15
core c 15-2 0
cobble B 30-35
cobble c 5- 10

47
43
40
46
46
46
56
38

37 2L
36 27
25 20
27 11
39 30
36 15
45 26
24 23

Table 6
Fired Clayballs

pit depth, cm no. rdt., crm

L 4.7
2 7.9
5 13.3
3 7.5
3 93.9
4 56.8
1 14.3

size ranqe,
mm sguare

20-25
t5-25
15-25
15-20
20-50
20-35
30-35

c
c
B
A
B
A
B

15-20
20-25
25-30
30-35
30-35
35-40
35-40



Table 7 
Modern Materials 

pit depth, cm items 

 

A 	0-5 	brown Chlorox bottle fragments 
A 	5-10 	brown Chiorox bottle fragments 
B 5-10 	glass fragments, ironstone sherd 
A 	10-15 	glass fragments, round nail 
B 10-15 	glass fragments, nail 
C 	10-15 	glass fragments, staple, nail 
E 10-15 	glass fragment 
C 	15-20 	glass fragment 
E 15-20 	glass fragments 
B 20-25 	small ironstone sherd 
E 20-25 	small glass fragment 

Table 8 
Mussel Shell 

depth, cm 

5-10 
10-15 
15-20 
20-25 
25-30 
30-35 
35-40 

A 	B 	C 

3.1 

4.9 
18.3 

52.0 0.5 50.2 
5.8 76.2 9.5 

133.3 	4.4 

Table 7
Modern Materla.Is

plt

A
A
B
A
B
c
E
c
E
B
E

depth, cm

0-5
5- 10
5- 10

10- 15
10- 15
10-15
10- 15
t5-20
15-2 0
20-25
20-25

B

3.1

4.9
18.3

52.O 0.5 50.2
5.8 76.2 9. s

133. 3 4 .4

items

brown
brown
glass
glass
glas s
glass
glas s
glass
glass
smal l
smaI l

depth, cm

5-10
10-15
L5-20
20-25
25-30
30-3s
35-40

Chlorox bottle fragments
Chlorox bottle fragments
fragments, ironstone sherd
fragments, round nail
fragments, nail
fragments, staple, nail
f ragment
fragment
fragments
ironstone sherd
glass f ragiment

Table I
MusEeI ShEII
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Table 9 
Vertebrate Remains 

depth, cm 
Pit A Pit B Pit C Pit E 

no. wt.,qm no. wt.,qm no. wt.,qm no. wt.,qm 

5-10 29 13 25 18 2 1 
10-15 5 4 21 10 40 38 34 18 
15-20 13 12 18 13 42 37 15 25 
20-25 40 99 110 110 39 71 48 62 
25-30 21 105 27 132 37 44 65 183 
30-35 37 75 49 69 92 47 
35-40 9 14 38 129 26 8 
40-45 12 9 

Table 10 
Vertebrate Species 

depth, cm species 

5-10 turtle, deer 
10-15 deer, turtle, unidentified fish 
15-20 deer, turtle 
20-25 gar, deer, turtle, unidentified fish 
25-30 gar, deer, turtle 
30-35 gar, deer, turtle, unidentified fish 
35-40 gar, deer, turtle, unidentified fish 
40-45 gar, deer, turtle 
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TabIe
Vertebrate

Plt B

9
Remalns

Pit c Pit EPlt A
no, wt. , qm no. wt. , qm

13
10
13

110
t32

69
]-29

E_: wt. , crm

25 18
40 38
42 37
39 7L
37 44
92 47
268

nO. \rrt.,gm

2L
34 18
15 25
48 62
6s 183

depth, cm

5-10
10- 15
15-20
20-25
25-30
30- 35
35-40
40-45

depth, cm

5-10
10- 15
15-20
20-25
25-30
30-3s
35-40
40-45

29
542L

13 12 18
40 99 110
2t 105 27
37 75 49
91438

129

Table 10
Vertebrate SPecles

speciqs

turtle, deer
deer, turtle, unldentified fish
deer, turtle
gar, deer, turtle,
gar, deer, turtle
gar, deer, turtle,
gar, deer, turtle,
gar, deer, turtle

unidentified fish

unidentified fish
unidentified fish
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Figure 2: Diagnostic Artifacts 

A,B,C- Perdiz points; D,E- Fresno points; 
F,G,H- unifacial arrow points; I,J- prismatic blades; 
K- perforator; L- scraper; M- notched rim sherd; 
N,O,P- dart point preform fragments 
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EXCAVATIONS AT SITE 41FB290B, FORT BEND CO., TEXAS 

INTRODUCTION 

This article gives the results of excavations by the Houston 
Archeological Society at site 41FB290B in Fort Bend County. 
Fieldwork was done in December 2002 and January 2003. This 
project was made possible through the courtesy of the 
landowners, Barbara Barron and Allen Paksima. 

Individuals who participated in the excavations include Beth 
Aucoin, Pat Aucoin, Wanda Carter, Richard Carter, Dick 
Gregg, Joe Hudgins, Fred Kelly, Sheldon Kindall, Marianne 
Marek, Rita Medina, Jim Palmer, Etta Palmer, Tom Palmer, Lee 
Patterson, Bob Shelby, Jo Ann Stuart, Gary Ryman, Bob 
Whitcomb, and John Winkler. Field work was directed by Joe 
Hudgins. Etta Palmer handled field records and coordinated 
site measurements. Tom Palmer prepared the excavation layout 
drawing. Artifact analysis was done by Lee Patterson.,  

Site 41FB290B had occupation events only in the Late 
Prehistoric period (AD 600-1500). Data from excavations show 
that occupation events were for longer time intervals than 
usual for most Late Prehistoric sites of inland Southeast 
Texas, due to good availability of faunal food resources. 
This site is a campsite of nomadic hunter-gatherers. 

SITE SETTING 

Site 41FB290B is located at the edge of a deeply cut old 
meander of Jones Creek, 100 meters north of site 41FB290A, 
near the Brazos River. This would have been a good location 
for terrestrial and aquatic faunal resources. Deer are still 
seen in this area. The general area is a mixture of coastal 
prairie and woodlands. 

EXCAVATION DETAILS 

Excavation layout is shown in Figure 1. Three one-meter 
square pits and two one-meter by 1/2-meter pits were 
excavated to depths where cultural materials were no longer 
present. Pits A,B, and D were excavated to a depth of 60 cm, 
Pit C was excavated to 55 cm, and Pit E was excavated to 50 
cm. The two smaller pits C and D were done to expand Pit A 
to completely uncover a human skeleton. The area included in 
excavations is about 5 by 8 meters, but no tests were done 
to determine the maximum site area. 

The soil is a dark silty clay. Excavations were done in 5 cm 
depth intervals because no natural stratigrphy was visible. 
All soil was processed through 1/4-inch (6 mm) mesh screens. 
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EXCAVATIONS AT SITE 41FB29OB, FORT BEND CO., TEXAS

INTRODUCTION

This article gives the results of excavations by the Houston
ai.freof"gi.al Society at site 41F82908 -in Fort Bend County'
Fieldworf was done iir pecember 2002 and January 2003' ThIs
pi"j""t was made Possible through the courtesy of the
iar,6o*t"r", Barbaia Barron and Arlen Paksima'

Indlviduals who participated in the excavations include Beth
aii."i", -n.t audoin, tianda carter-, - 

Rlchard carter ' Dick-C;&;;' 
Joe Hudgins, Fred -KeIIv, . sheLdon Kindall' Marlanne

n;;6i; Rita Medina, Jim Palmer, Etta Parmer, Tom Parmer' Lee
;;[a;;.;;, Bob shelbv, Jo Ann stua-rt, Gary R]rman' lob
wfrit.".U, and John wfiifer. Field work was dlrected by Joe
;;a;i;;.'eiia patmei nanared fierd records and coordlnated
slte measurements. Tom Palmer prepared the excavation layout
aii*i"g. Artifact analysis was done by Lee Patterson',

"site 4IFB29OB had occupation events only in the Late
pi.rri"iori" period (AD'500-1500). Data from excavations sho$,

in.i o."rpution events were for longer time intervals than
usual for-most Late Prehistoric sltes of inland Southeaat
i;;;;,-a""-' t" good availabltity of faunal food resourceB '
This ;lte is a campsite of nomadic hunter-gatherers '

SITE SETTING

slte4lFB2goBislocatedattheedgeofadeeplycut..old
meanaer of Jones Creek, 1OO meters north of site 41FB290A'
;;;;-ih" Brazos River. Thls would have been a good location
ioi t"tt""trlal and aguatic faunal resources ' Deer are stilI
seen In thls area. thi general area is a mixture of coastal
prairie and woodlands .

EXCAVATION DETAILS

Excavation layout is shown in Figure 1' Three one-meter

=qo.." pits -and two one-meter by 1/2-meter pits were
ei.urat"i to depths Yrhere cultural materials were no longer
present. Pits A;8, and D were excavated to a depth of 60 cm,
ilt c was excavated to 55 cm, and Pit E was excavated to 50
cm. The two smaller ptts C and D were done to expand Pit A

to completely uncovef a human skeleton. The area included in
excarraiions -is about 5 by 8 meters, but no tests slere done
to determine the maximum slte area.

The soil is a dark silty cIay. Excavations were done In 5 cm

depth lntervals because no natural stratigrphy was vlslble'
Ali soil was processed through 1/4-inch (5 rtn) mesh screens'
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Pits A,B,C, and D were covered with 25 cm of culturally 
sterile soil, but Pit E did not have this soil cover. 
Therefore, all excavation depths for Pit E are given as 
equivalent depths, with 25 cm added to all excavation depths 
of Pit E. 

PROJECTILE POINTS 

Data for projectile points are given in Table 1, and points 
are illustrated in Figure 2. Arrow points include four 
Scallorn, one Perdiz, two unfinished, two tip fragments, and 
five unifacial points. One unfinished point (Figure 2A) may 
be Perdiz with the stem broken off. Unifacial arrow points 
were in use at this site concurrently with standardized 
bifacial arrow point types (Perdiz, Scallorn). In Southeast 
Texas, unifacial arrow points start much earlier than 
standardized bifacial arrow point types (Patterson 1992). 
Some unifacial arrow points were made on small prismatic 
blades, such as the specimens shown in Figure 2H,K. 

In the inland part of Southeast Texas, the spear and 
spearthrower continued to be used together with the bow and 
arrow in the Late Prehistoric period of AD 600 to 1500 (Aten 
1983:306: Patterson 1980). This is shown at site 41FB290B by 
a Gary point (Figure 2L) and seven dart point preform 
fragments, some which are shown in Figure 2. 

CERAMICS 

Potsherds recovered in the excavations are summarized in 
Table 2 for each stratum of each pit. A total of 171 sherds 
were found including 170 Goose Creek Plain and one Goose 
Creek Incised with three parallel lines. One Goose Creek 
Plain sherd (Figure 2R) has a notched rim. Goose Creek is a 
sandy paste pottery where the sand content of the clay is 
natural, not added as temper (Aten 1983). 

Both site 41FB290B and neighboring site 41FB290A have a 
relatively large number of potsherds in the Late Prehistoric 
period compared to many other sites of inland Southeast 
Texas. A high proportion of Late Prehistoric sites of inland 
Southeast Texas have yielded only a few potsherds. The 
relatively large number of potsherds at sites 41FB290A and 
41FB290B indicate longer time intervals of occupation events 
at these sites, compared to short-time occupation events at 
a high proportion of other Late Prehistoric sites of the 
inland part of this region. Longer occupation events at 
41FB290A and 41FB290B are due to good availability of faunal 
food resources. 
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Plts A,B,C, and D were covered with 25 cm of culturally
sterile soll, but Pit E did not have this soll cover.
Therefore, all excavation depths for Plt E are gLven as
equivalent depths, with 25 cm added to aII excavation depths
of Pit E.

PROJECTILE POINTS

Data for projectile points are given in Tab1e 1, and points
are tllustraled in Figure 2. Arrow points lnclude four
Scallorn, one Perdiz, two unfinished, two tip fragments, and
flve unifaclal points. one unfinlshed point (Figure 2A) may
be Perdiz wtth the stem broken off. UnlfaciaL arrow polnts
were in use at this site concurrently with standardized
blfaclal arrovt point types (Perdiz, Scallorn). fn Southeast
Texas, untfaciil arrow Points start much earller than
standardized blfacial arrow polnt types (Patterson L992).
Some unifacial arrov, points were made on small prismatic
blades, such a6 the specimens shown ln Flgure 2H,K.

In the infand part of Southeast Texas, the spear and
spearthrower continued to be used together with the bow and
airow In the Late Prehistoric period of AD 600 to 1500 (Aten
1983:306: Patteraon 1980). This is shor n at site 41F8290B by
a Gary point (Figure 2L) and seven dart point Preform
fragments, some which are shown ln Figure 2.

CERAMICS

Potsherds recovered in the excavations are summarized Ln
Table 2 for each stratum of each pit. A total of 171 sherds
were found including 170 Goose Creek Plain and one Goose
Creek Inclsed brith ihree parallel lines. One Goose Creek
ilain sherd (Figure 2R) hal a notched rLm. Goose creek lE a
sandy paste |otlery where the sand content of the clay ls
natuial, not added as temper (Aten 1983) '

Both slte 41FB29OB and neighboring site 41FB290A have a
relattvely large number of potsheids in the Late Prehistoric
il;i"a .6.p"t"-a to many o-ther sttes of inland southeast
i.ru". A hlgh proportion- of Late Prehistorlc sites of inland
ioutheast fexis -have yielded only a few pot€,he-rd€-'- The
ielatively large number- of potsherls at sites 41FB290A and
afrgzgOs inatcite longer time intervals of occupatlon events
at these sites, compa-red to short-time occuPation events. at
.- nigh proportlon 'ot other Late Prehistoric sltes of the
i"ii"t i"t€ of this region. Longer occuPation ev-en-ts at
airazgOA and 41FB29Os ari due to g5od availability of faunal
food resources .
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LITHIC MATERIALS 

Only five formal stone tools were found by the excavations. 
Perforators were found in Pit A (40-45 cm), Pit B (45-50, 
Figure 2P), and a perforator bit fragment was found in Pit A 
(45-50 cm). Two scrapers were found in Pit B (35-40 cm). The 
dominant stone tool type at prehistoric sites in Southeast 
Texas was the unmodified utilized flake. 

A total of 1062 chert flakes were found, as given in Table 3 
for each stratum of each pit. Flake size distributions are 
given in Table 4. There were 4.0% primary flakes (covered 
with cortex), 18.7% secondary flakes (partially covered with 
cortex), and 77.3% interior flakes (no remaining cortex). 
The small percentage of flakes with remaining cortex 
indicates that little primary reduction of chert cobbles was 
done at this site. 

Seven small chert cobbles were found, including one in Pit A 
(45-50 cm), two in Pit E (35-40 cm), two in Pit E (30-35 
cm), and two in Pit E (40-45 cm). Small chert cobbles were 
available at the nearby Brazos River. A bifacial discoidal 
core. was found in Pit C (35-40 cm) with a diameter of 40 mm. 
Locally available small chert cobbles had limited use at 
this site. Most lithic materials used were imported as flake 
blanks made by primary reduction of chert cobbles at lithic 
sources farther upstream on the Brazos River, where larger 
chert cobbles were available. 

The flake size distributions in Table 4 indicate a mixture 
of byproduct flakes from projectile point manufacture and 
utilized flake tools. Some heat treatment of chert was done 
to improve knapping quality, as indicated on flakes by waxy 
luster, reddish coloration, and small potlid surface scars. 
Three small prismatic blades were found in Pit A (45-50 cm) 
with widths of 8.6, 10.1, and 15.2 mm. 

Thirteen sandstone abraders were found, including one in Pit 
A (50-55 cm), five in Pit B (40-45 cm), three in Pit B (45-
50 cm), one in Pit C (35-40 cm), two in Pit D (35-40 cm), 
and one in Pit D (45-50 cm). 

FIRED CLAYBALLS 

A few fired clayballs were found as given in Table 5. Fired 
clayballs were used as heating elements in earth ovens 
(Patterson 1995a). Hudgins (1993) has used fired clayballs 
experimentally to cook meat in earth ovens. Earth ovens in 
Southeast Texas may have been used to cook floral materials 
such as roots. 
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LITHIC MATERIALS

OnIy five formal stone tools were found by the excavations.
Periorators were found In Pit A (40-45 cm), Plt B (45-50,
Flgure 2P), and a perforator bit fragment was found in Plt A
(45-50 cm). Two scrapers were found ln Pit B (35-40 cm). The
dominant stone tool tlpe at prehistoric sltes ln Southeast
Texas !.ras the unmodified utilized f1ake.

A total of LO62 chert ftakes were found, as glven in Table 3

for each stratum of each pit. Flake size dlstributions are
given in Table 4. There were 4.0t primary flakes (covered
iith cortex), 18.7t secondary flakes (partiafly covered b,ith
cortex) , and 77.3t interior flakes (no remainlng cortex) '
The smalI percentage of flakes wlth remaining cortex
lndicates that IIttIe primary reduction of chert cobbles was
done at thls slte.

seven small chert cobbles were found, lnclud1ng one ln Plt A
(45-50 cm), tsro in Pit E (35-40 cm), two in Pit E (30-35
im), and t$ro in Pit E (40-45 cm). small chert cobbles were
available at the nearby Brazos River. A bifacial discoidal
core. was found in Pit C (35-40 cm) wlth a diameter of 40 mm'

LocaIly available smalI chert cobbles had Iimlted use at
this site. Most lithic materials used were imported as flake
blanks made by prlmary reduction of chert cobbles at lithic
sources farther- upstrLam on the BrazoE River, where larger
chert cobbles were available.

The flake aize dlgtributions in Table 4 indicate a mixture
of blrproduct flakes from Projectile point manufacture and
utilfz-ed flake tools. Sone heat treatment of chert was done
to improve knapPing quality, as indicated on flakes by waxy
tustei, reddish- coloiation, and smaIl Potlid surface scars '
Three imall prismatic blades were found in Pit A (45-50 cm)
with widths of 8.6, 10.1, and 15.2 mm.

Thlrteen sandstone abraders were found, including one ln Plt
a ISO-SS cm), five in Pit B (40-45 cm), three In Pit-P (4:-
SO'L.1 , ot"'in Pit c (35-40 cm), tvro in Pit D (35-40 cm),
and one In Pit D (45-50 cm).

FIRED CLAYBALLS

A few flred clayballs were found as glven in Table 5' Fired
clayballs were used as heating elements in earth ovens
lnuit.r"or, 1995a). Hudgins (1993) has used fired clayballs
dxperlmentally to cook meat in earth ovens. Earth ovens Ln
soirtheast Texis may have been used to cook floral materials
such as roots.
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MODERN MATERIALS 

Modern materials were found only in Pit E as given in Table 
6. Modern materials were found to an excavation depth of 45 
cm, indicating considerable stratigraphic disturbance in Pit 
E. Stratigraphic mixing in Pit E does not greatly affect the 
conclusions concerning this site, because the other pits are 
intact and contain most of the diagnostic artifacts. 

FRESHWATER MUSSEL SHELL 

Small quantities of mussel shell were found at various 
excavation depths as given in Table 7. These small 
quantities do not indicate a significant food resource. 
However, there might be a shell midden in an untested part 
of this site. 

VERTEBRATE REMAINS 

Significant quantities of vertebrate remains were found in 
the excavations, with weights and quantities given in Table 
8 for each stratum of each pit. The large quantities of 
vertebrate remains from the Late Prehistoric period at 
41F132908 and neighboring site 41FB290A are an indication of 
longer occupation events in this area than at a high 
proportion of Late Prehistoric sites of inland Southeast 
Texas. 

Remains of deer and gar were found at all excavation depths. 
Unidentified fish vertebrae were found at depths from 30-to 
55 cm. Some of these fish vertebrae are probably gar. Turtle 
were found at depths from 35 to 55 cm. 

Deer were identifed by bones and teeth. Turtle were 
identifed by characteristic shell type. Gar were identified 
by numerous scales. Some of the smaller bone pieces are 
probably from small animals that have not been identified. 
There were only a few pieces of burned bone. Deer and turtle 
are the most common species found at prehistoric sites in 
Southeast Texas (Patterson 1995b:Table 2, 1996:Tables 
16,17). 

HUMAN REMAINS 

A human skeleton was found in Pits A,C, and D. This is a 
tightly flexed burial of a child of about ten years of age. 
Marianne Marek will publish a separate analysis of this 
skeleton. 

i 
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MODERN MATERIALS

Modern materlals hrere found only ln Pit E as given in Table
6. Modern materials were found to an excavatlon depth of 45
cm, indlcating considerable atratigraphic disturbance ln Pit
E. Stratigraphic mixing in Pit E does not greatly affect the
conclusions concerning this sLte, because the other pitB are
intact and contain most of the diagnostLc artifacts.

FRESHWATER MUSSEL SHELL

Smal1 quantities of mussel shelI vrere found at various
excavatlon depths as given ln Table 7. These small
quantities do not indlcate a significant food resource.
However, there might be a shell mldden in an untested part
of this site.

VERTEBRATE REMAINS

Signiflcant quantities of vertebrate remains were found i.n
the excavations, rdith weights and quantlties given in Table
8 for each stratun of each pit. The large quantitles of
vertebrate remains from the Late Prehlstoric perlod at
41FB290B and neighborlng site 41FB290A are an indicatlon of
Ionger occupation events in thls area than at a hlgh
proportion of Late Prehlstoric sltes of inland Southeast
Texas .

Remains of deer and gar were found at aII excavation dePths.
Unidentl-fied fish vertebrae were found at depths from 30-to
55 cm. Some of these flsh vertebrae are probably gar. Turtle
were found at depths from 35 to 55 cm.

Deer were identifed by bones and teeth. Turtle were
identifed by characteristic shell type. Gar were identified
by numerous scaleg. Some of the smaller bone pieces are
probably from small animala that have not been identified.
There were only a fe$, pieces of burned bone. Deer and turtle
are the most conmon specieE found at prehiEtorlc sites ln
Southeast Texas (Patterson 1995b:Tab1e 2, 1996:Tables
16,17 ) .

HUMAN REMAINS

A human skeLeton was found in Pits A,C, and D. Th1s is a
tightly flexed burial of a child of about ten years of age.
Marianne Marek wlII publish a separate analysls of this
skeleton.
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No grave goods were found with the skeleton. This is the 
usual situation for Late Prehistoric burials of the inland 
part of Southeast Texas, such as sites 41WH19 (Patterson et 
al. 1987), 41WH21 (Patterson et al. 1996), and 41AU36 Group 
4 (Hall 1981). 

CONCLUSIONS 

Site 41FB290B is a campsite of nomadic hunter-gatherers, 
with all occupation events in the Late Prehistoric period 
(AD 600-1500). As also shown by excavations at neighboring 
site 41FB290A, this was a prosperous area with a good 
availability of faunal food resources. This resulted in 
relatively long occupation events compared to a high 
proportion of other Late Prehistoric sites of inland 
Southeast Texas. Hunter-gatherer groups of inland Southeast 
Texas were generally more mobile in the Late Prehistoric 
period than in the previous Early Ceramic period of AD 100-
600 (Patterson 1996). 

Site 41FB290B is a good example of concurrent use of the 
spear-spearthrower and bow and arrow in the Late Prehistoric 
period of inland Southeast Texas. 

Excavations at sites 41FB290A and 41FB290B provide data for 
an area of Fort Bend County that has not been previously 
surveyed. 
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No grave goods were found with the skeleton. Thls ls the
usual situation for Late Prehistoric burials of the inland
part of Southeast Texas, such as sites 41WH19 (Patterson et
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Projectile 
Table 1 

Points 

dimensions, mm 
type pit depth, cm L W T figure 

Arrow Points 
unfinished C 20-25 18.1 2.3 2A 
tip E 30-35 
Scallorn C 30-35 2.5 2B 
unfinished C 35-40 15.9 4.4 2C 
Scallorn D 35-40 33.0 16.5 3.6 2D 
Scallorn A 45-50 3.0 2E 
tip A 50-55 
Scallorn B 50-55 38.8 14.6 4.5 2F 
Perdiz B 50-55 11.9 4.1 2G 
unifacial D 40-45 35.1 11.2 2.3 2H 
unifacial A 40-45 21.1 19.6 2.6 21 
unifacial A 45-50 21.6 18.9 3.2 2J 
unifacial B 35-40 50.5 12.2 2.6 2K 
unifacial D 35-40 19.9 13.1 3.2 

Dart Points 
Gary C 20-25 21.1 5.1 2L 
preform E 35-40 27.8 5.7 2M 
preform C 35-40 20.9 5.2 2N 
preform B 45-50 5.0 
preform B 45-50 5.0 
preform A 45-50 22.9 8.6 20 
preform A 45-50 28.3 9.2 
preform B 50-55 

Table 1
ProJectile Points

tYPe
Arrow Points

unfinished
rip
Sca I lorn
unf ini s hed
Scal l orn
Sca I Iorn
tip
scal l orn
Perdi z
uni fac i aI
unifacial
unifacial
uni facial
uni faclal

Dart Points
Gary
preform
pre form
pre form
pre form
pre form
pre form
pre form

depth, cm

20-25
30-35
30-35
35-40
35-40
45-50
s0-55
50-55
s0-55
40-45
40-45
4s-50
3s-40
35-40

20-25
3s-40
35-40
45-50
45-50
45-50
45-50
50-55

18. 1

15. 9
33.0 16 .5

38.8 14.5
11.9

35. 1 11 .2
21. 1 19 .6
21.5 18.9
50.5 12.2
19.9 13. 1

pit

c
E
c
c
D
A
A
B
B
D
A
A
B
D

c
E
c
B
B
A
A
B

f i qure

2A

2B
2C
2D
2E

2F
2G
2H
2T
2J
2K

2t.1
27 .8
20,9

22,9
28 .3

2.3

2,5
4.4
3.6
3.0

4.5
4.1
2.3
2.6
3.2
2.6
3.2

5.1
5.7
5.2
5.0
5.0
8.6
9.2

2L
2vt
2N

20
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Table 2 
Ceramics 

  

pit 
B C 

      

depth, cm 	A 

   

E total 

           

30-35 1 1 
35-40 2 5 13(B) 5 25 
40-45 1 10 8 15 2 36 
45-50 60(A) 14 5 8 1 88 
50-55 12 4 16 
55-60 4 1 5 

171 
All sherds are Goose Creek Plain except 
(B) which is Goose Creek Incised. 
(A)- notched rim sherd 

Table 3 
Lithic Flake Quantities 

pit 
depth, cm A B C D E  total  

25-30 2 3 2 7 
30-35 33 3 35 71 
35-40 10 22 69 42 29 172 
40-45 55 30 8 80 29 202 
45-50 267 83 9 23 4 386 
50-55 123 56 3 23 205 
55-60 3 3 13 19 

1062 
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Table 2
Cerami cs

pit
depth, cm

30-35
35-40
40-45
45-50
50-55
55-60

A CDE total

2
1

60(
t2

4

s 13(B) s
10815

A)LA58
4
1

11
25

236
188

16
5

T7r.
exceptAII sherds are Goose Creek Plain

(B) which is Goose Creek Incised.
(A) - notched rim sherd

Table 3
Lithic Flake Quantities

Pit
deDth, cm A B C D E tota I

25-30
30-35
35-4 0
40-45
45-50
50-55
55-60

2

10 22
5s 30

267 83
L23 56

33

7
7L

t72
202
386
203

19ffi

2
35
29
29

4

3
33
69

8
9
3

3
42
80
23
23
13

2L



Table 4 
Flake Size Distributions 

size range, mm square (% of flakes)  
depth, cm under 15 15-20 20-25 25-30 30-35  

30-35 	59.2 	26.7 	12.7 	1.4 
35-40 	76.9 	12.8 	7.5 	1.1 	1.7 
40-45 	74.2 	15.2 	6.6 	4.0 
45-50 	64.2 	24.1 	8.8 	2.6 	0.3 
50-55 	82.4 	14.1 	2.0 	0.5 	1.0 

Table 5 
Fired Clayballs 

size range 
pit depth, cm no. wt., gm mm square 

E 35-40 	1 	6 	 25 
D 50-55 	2 	8 	20-25 
C 	50-55 	5 	22 	15-35 
D 55-60 	6 	15 	15-25 

Table 6 
Modern Materials 

pit depth, cm 	 items 

E 25-30 	nail 
E 30-35 	barbed wire, 5 staples, 3 nails, 2 glass 
E 35-40 	nail, glass piece, staple 
E 40-45 	barbed wire, staple, glass piece 
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Table 4
Flake size Distrlbutions

sizera@
depth, cm

30-35 59 .2 26.7 r2.7 t.4
35-40 76.9 L2.8 7.5 1.1 L.7
40-4s 74.2 L5.2 6.6 4.0
45-50 64.2 24.r 8.8 2.6 0.3
50-55 82.4 14.1 2,0 0.5 1.0

pit depth, cm

Table 5
Fired clayballs

size ranqe
p1! depth, cm no. wt., gm nrm square

E35-40 1625
D50-552820-25
c 50-55 5 22 15-35
D s5-50 6 ls 15-25

Tab1e 6
Modern Materials

itema

E 25-30 nail
E 30-35 barbed wire, 5 staPles, 3 naiIs, 2 glass
E 35-40 nail, glass Piece, staP1e
E 40-45 barbed wire, staple, glass piece
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Table 7 
Mussel Shell  

pit depth, cm wt.,gm 

B 35-40 2 
C 35-40 70 
A 40-45 2 
D 40-45 17 
A 45-50 100 
B 45-50 11 
D 45-50 3 
A 50-55 26 
B 50-55 8 
D 50-55 4 

Table 8 
Vertebrate Remains 

pit 

depth, 
A 

cm 	no. wt,gm no. wt,gm no. wt,gm no. wt,gm no. IALTII 

25-30 9 9 2 3 
30-35 97 117 8 8 16 30 
35-40 53 105 6 28 260 423 155 254 11 7 
40-45 158 284 115 403 44 58 144 228 34 55 
45-50 855 949 145 271 61 64 21 29 
50-55 223 229 44 65 7 3 21 15 
55-60 65 83 8 3 28 28 
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Table 7
Mussel Shell

pit depth, cm wt',qm

2
70

2
L7

100
11

3
26

8
4

B
C
A
D
A
B
D
A
B
D

35-40
35-40
40-45
40-45
45-50
45-50
45-50
50-55
50-55
50-55

Table 8
vertebrate Remalns

no. wt, qm

99
97 117

260 423
44 58

no. wt,qm

88
155 254
L44 224
51 64
2L 15
28 2A

no . $rt , qm

23
16 30
11 7
34 55
2L 29

1t

depth, cm

25-30
30-35
3s-40
40-45
45-50
50-55
55-50

no. wt, om no. wt, om

53 105
158 284
855 949
223 229
6s 83

628
115 403
145 271
44 65
83
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Figure 2: 41FB290B Artifacts 

A,C- unfinished arrow points; B,D,E,F- Scallorn points; 
G- Perdiz point; H to K- unifacial arrow points; 
L- Gary point; M,N,O- dart point preforms; 
P- perforator; Q- scraper; R- notched rim sherd 
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