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December 15, 2011

City of Scottsdale
To Whom It May Concern:

I was the Principal Investigator and Senior Archaeologist for three cultural resources pedestrian
surveys on private land on the north slope of the McDowell Mountains. The original survey
conducted in 2000 included 600 acres (Soil Systems Technical Report No. 00-43). In 2004 a
separate report was redacted from the report prepared in 2000 to cover 330 acres of the then
proposed Sereno Canyon development (Soil Systems Technical Report No. 04-17). Finally, in
2007 a third report was prepared to cover approximately 15.15 acres for the Ranch Gate Road
waterline, sewerline, and access road to the proposed Sereno Canyon residential development.

In 2011 development plans for the previously surveyed 330 acre parcel are being revisited. The
2004 Soil Systems, Inc. survey report (SSTR No. 04-17) identified four prehistoric sites and
recommended that these four cultural resources were eligible for listing on the National Register
of Historic Places. It was recommended that these four cultural resources be avoided by any
proposed development and preserved. I support the results and recommendations presented in the
2004 report and furthermore, I certify that the three survey reports referenced herein and attached
are valid and accurately depict the results and recommendations made therein.

Please contact me directly if you have any questions regarding the enclosed documents or if I can
be of any further assistance.

Sinc

Cory Dale Breternitz, RPA
Senior Archaeologist

PaleoWest Archaeology
649 N, Third Avenue
Phoenix, Arizona 85003

602-828-6660
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ABSTRACT

AGENCY: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

CLIENT: Wood/Pate] and Associatds, Inc. on behalf of Crown

Community Development.
PROJECT TITLE: A CULTURAL
LAND ON THE NORTH SLOP
SCOTTSDALE, MARICOPA COUY

RESOURCES SURVEY OF 330 ACRES OF PRIVATE
E OF THE MCDOWELL MOUNTAINS IN NORTH
ITY, ARIZONA.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION A cultural resources survey of
private land scheduled for residejtial development on the
Mountains in North Scottsdale, Maricopa County, Arizo
Section 404 Permit to be issued by the U.S. Army Corps o
Clean Water Act. Therefore, the Corps is subject to complj
National Historic Preservation Act 5

approximately 330 acres of
north slopes of the McDowell
. The project is subject to a
Engineers (Corps) under the
ance with Section 106 of the

LOCATION: The majority of Sec
USGS Quadrangle.

on 11, T4N, RBE,é on thel McDowell Peak, Arizona 7.5

NUMBER OF ACRES SURVEYEI}: 330.
NUMBER OF SITES: 4 (AZ U:5:288 [ASM), AZ U:5:259 [ASM], AZ U:5:260 [ASM], and AZ
U:5:261 [ASM]).

LIST OF ELIGIBLE SITES: 4; (A}

; U:5:258 [ASM], AZ U:5:259 [ASM], AZ U:5: 260 [ASM]),

and AZ U:5:261 [ASM]).
NUMBER OF ISOL?ATED OCCUR
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AZ U:5:261 [ASM] are small
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MANAGEMENT SUMMARY

Soil Systems, Inc. contracted with Wood/Patel and|Associates, Inc. on behalf of
Crown Community Development t¢ conduct a cultural resourges overview and survey of 330
ac of private land for proposed sidential development ih North Scottsdale, Maricopa
County, Arizona. The project is spbject to a Section 404 Pdrmit to be issued by the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) under the Clean Water| Act. Therefore, the Corps is
subject to comphance with Section|106 of the Nabonal Historjc Preservation Act.

Four sites (AZ U:5:258 [ASM], AZ U:5: 259 [ASM]{ AZ U:5:260 [ASM], and AZ
U:5:261 [ASM]) and 17 isolated ocgurrences were 1deflatlﬁed a result of the survey. Three
of the four sites (AZ U:5:258 [ASM], AZ U:5:260 [ASM] and AZ U:5:261 [ASM] are small
rockshelters in elevated granite bgulder outcrops. Some of the sites contain multiple small
shelters. AZ U:5:259 (ASM) is an artifact scatter that is mjost likely associated with the
rockshelter complex at AZ U:5:258 (ASM). Each of the prehistoric sites is recommended as
eligible to the National Register f Historic Places. It is mmended that these sites be
avoided. If avoidance is not feasible, a data recovery mlan designed to mitigate the impacts
to these sites should be developed and lmplementedg In the|event that human remains or
burial goods are encountered durigg construction, all work must stop and the Arizona State
Museum (ASM) must be notified |

This survey report has been redacted from an earher survey report for a project area
covering 600 ac that was prepared by Soil Systems Ine. for another client in 2000
(Breternitz et al. 2000). The ¢ t project area hes_h within the previously surveyed area.
This report has been redacted from the previous 600 ac survey report to cover the only the
330 ac that are the subject of the clirrent project.




INTRODUCTION

Soil Systems, Inc. (SSI) confracted with Wood/Patel
Crown Community Development tq conduct a cultural resour¢es overview and survey of 330
ac of private land for proposed pesidential developpent in North Scottsdale, Maricopa
County, Arizona (Figure 1). The project is subject to a Sectipn 404 Permit to be issued by
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers [Corps) under the Clean Water Act. Therefore, the Corps
is subject to oomphax_:ce with Sectiqn 106 of the National Histpric Preservation Act.

d Associates, Inc. on behalf of

This survey report has been redacted from an earlier
covering 600 ac that was prepared by SSI for another client i
The current project area lies within the previously survey
redacted from the previous 600 aq survey report to cover t.
subject of the current project. i

ey report for a project area
2000 (Breternitz et al. 2000).

area. This report has been
only the 330 ac that are the

PROJECT AREA

The survey area (Figure 2) donsists of private land totdling 330 ac on the north side of
the McDowell Mountains in north Scottsdale, Arizona in the majority of Section 11, T4N,
R5E, on the McDowell Peak, Arizopa 7.5' USGS Quadrangle (1965, photo revised 1982). The
project area is an irregularly shaped parcel that encompasses the north face bajada slope of
the McDowell Mountams and is di d by multiple small n¢rtheast trending bajada rills or
drainages. Intermittent elevated granite bedrock knolls conisting of house-sized boulders
break up the bajada ;slope

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The project area lies in the Basin and Range Physiographic Province, which is
characterized by long, narrow mquntain ranges altérnatin with broad, elongated basins
(Deslauriers 1977; Christianson, Welsch, and Péwé 1978).|The McDowell Mountains are
the result of an episode of exfensive vaulting that ocgurred 15 million years ago.
Precambrian-age rock was upliffed to form this range, which is characterized by the
presence of quartzites, phylhtaes. green schists, and a variety of metavolcanic rock types
surrounding occasional igneous (diorite and gramte] intrusjons. The McDowell Mountains
divide the Phoenix basin, which nsists of topographical gnd structural basins in south-
central Arizona tha_t contain the e systems of the Gila and lower Salt Rivers, into
two localized basins, known as Paradise Valley and Verde Valley basins (Cable 1987). Soils,
formed from Quaternary alluvial fleposition and the decomppsition of Precambrian bedrock
exposures, are generally sandy with a high gravel and rock ¢ontent (Chronic 1983). Locally,
the project area is located on, and at the base of;, the n¢rthern slope of the McDowell
Mountains. The terrain at the bape of the mountain slopes moderately to the north and is
dissected by numerous intermittent washes. Intact sediments are a sandy
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Figure 1. General lécation of the project area in nortli; Scottsgale, Arizona.
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loam with depositsé of small angylar granitic gravei. This decomposing granite originates
from the mountain slopes and surfounding outcrops that puIctuate the upper bajada.

A paloverde-saguaro assqciation typical of the lower Sonoran Desert Upland
Community represents the natyral vegetation in the M¢Dowell Mountains. Mesquite,
paloverde, ironwood, creosote, bursage, ocotillo, saguaro, prickly pear, and cholla flourish
on the mountain slopes and alluvjal fan surfaces. In additign, white bursage, creosote, and
bunch grass thrive on the more arid bajada surfaces (Brown 1994). In 1996, a large brush
fire substantially altered the veggtation to the south and east of the project area, leaving
little but the charred remnants ¢f larger trees. Low grasses, manzanita, cholla, bursage,
creosote, and paloverde make up the majority of the new growth in the area.

Fauna ideritiﬁed on sufvey include lizajrds, jackrabbit, pack rats, several
rattlesnakes, a variety of small birds, and a bobcat. Scat and tracks from mule deer, coyote,
and javalina were also observed.

CULTURE HlSTfORY

The vicinity: of the project grea appears to haw;e a fairly long history of use by human
populations. Early evidence of| prehistoric human habitation represented by mobile
Palecindian hunter groups has ! to at least 12,000 years ago
(Owens and Davies 1995; Canouty 1975). This moblle lifestyle continued into the subsequent
Archaic Period (2000 B.C.-A.D. 1) and some evidence for late|Archaic use of the surrounding
region has been documented (Caple 1987; Owens 1995; 1983). The Desert Culture
Archaic represents a post-Pleistopene adaptation to more-arid environments following the
extinction of Pleistocene megafayna. For hunter- gatherer populations living in the region,
such changes in the biota necessifated a different set of adaptive and subsistence strategies
to exploit the resources available|in the mcreasmgly arid sputhwestern deserts. A gradual
restructuring of the subsistence|economy took place from| one based primarily on large
ungulates to one based increasingly on smaller garde, inseqts, and plant foods. During the
late Archaic, cultagens such as and beans were introdiced and slowly began to make
increasing contributions to the di¢t. Archaic base camps are|characteristically located along
major drainages, including the a Fria, Verde, and New Rivers; however camp and
quarry sites have been identified in nonriverine environments such as the foothills of the
McDowell Mountains (Ellis 1997a; Ellis 1997b). Numeroug Archaic-type projectile points
(Opfenring 1965) have been reco ered from sites in the general pro;ect area, mcludmg the
Herberger site, wbich may have gerved as a hub of Archalc activity in the region (Redman
and Minnis 1992) |

The pro;ect area is loca in what is cofmmonl referred to as the Hohokam
northern periphery, a term referfing to a distinctive variation or specialized expression of
the core Hohokam culture regjonal system centpered in the Salt-Gila riverine area.
Hohokam culture in the regional core is characterizéd by sybsurface pithouses, extramural
work areas including food procegsing facilities, trash mouhds, cremations, and expedient
lithic assemblages, and large public works including chnal systems, ballcourts, and
platform mounds (Haury 1976; gers 1987). Cerannc-penod occupation of the Hohokam




periphery has beené the subject of considerable debéite, which has yielded two models of
occupation: the dual-culture hypothesis and the secoﬁdary-r ource-zone hypothesis.

The dual- cu}ture hypothepis argues that the I Desert Archaic population
continued in its nomadic occupatiqn of the area with: little change in material culture aside
from the mtroductl_on of ceramiq technology (Haui'y 1950). Hohokam culture, cited as
ongmatmg in Mesoamerica based on an early rehance on tlgens (Haury 1976), migrated
along major dramages such as the|Verde, the Salt, the Gila, and the Agua Fria Rivers. This
migration displaced the mdageno populations alohg the |riverine routes, although this
displacement had less effect in peripheral enmonp:ent.s hroeder 1960; DiPeso 1956;
Haury 1976). As a result, the periphery became home a distinct subpopulation of
Hohokam culture, one which lived| independently nnd permanently away from the Salt and
Gila Rivers’ core area, influencinig and being mﬂugnced by indigenous occupants of the
periphery (Rice and Dobbins 1981

The proponents of the ndary- resource-zope hypothesis argue that resources in
the periphery were: explolted inte

a result of resource procurement efforts that took place onh an as-needed basis. Further
research in the periphery, it is afgued, should result in the identification of a relatively
high number of specialized procyrement and procegsing sites that have only ephemeral
occupational components.

Rice and Dobbins (1981) adfdress the debate on Hohokam occupation of the periphery
in the Desert Gold sites study. Evidence from these excavatipns indicates that as sedentary
agricultural systemss in the Hohdkam core area became more established, the northern
periphery became a secondary repource zone. Slgmﬁmntly, they entertain the possibility
that in the early stages of ceramjc-period occupation, the rpgion may have been occupied
both by populations seeking secorjdary resources for an established home base in the core
area and by populahons that had developed small ,perm ent and seasonal habitations.
This compromise of the two models of occupation likely gave way, however, to the singular
use of the area as a secondary regource zone, since the agrjculturists would have had the
advantage in the mev:table competition for the hrmtqd reso s of the area.

Large Hohokfam habitation| sites are generally identified on river terraces, whereas
smaller habitations are found ay from major drainages. Limited activity sites are
commonly assocxate,d with river terrace or d.lssected upland settings (Birnie et al. 1995).
The Hohokam sequence probably|lasted about 1 509 years, beginning as early as A.D. 1,
and the most intensive use of the| region by Hohokam populations spanned the Sedentary
and early Classic penods (A.D. 900-1250). By the mid-A.D.|1400s, the Hohokam tradition
collapsed and disappeared from archaeological record (Haury 1976).

Soon after the disappearapce of the Hohokam, seminomadic Yavapai and Apache
groups entered the region. The pegion offered an abundgnt and dependable supply of
vegetable resources such as megquite pods, agavq hearts, and cactus fruits, areas of
cultivable land, numerous perenpial springs, an abundant water supply, a mild winter
climate, and access to the Centrgl Highlands, where alternative resources such as large
game and pinyon nuts could be pfocured (Pry 1997). The Yavapai periodically engaged in
warfare against the Pimas and Maricopas to the south and the Walapai to the north.




Relations with the Apaches varigd and included mterma:

infrequent hostile ra1ds (Pry 1997).

Early explorajtlons into thq territory by Spalfﬁsh col
de Espejo (1582-83), Marc

were few and far between. Antonio
Don Juan de Onate (1604), and Francisco Garces (1776) led
evidence that any of these explorexs,
foothills of the McDowell Mountafi
possible to the Gila River (Pry 1997).

Early Amencé.n contact with indigenous populﬁtions 0

until the 1820s, was marked by copflict. The Ewing Young e

bloody conflict with the southeastdrn Yavapai on the Salt R
el Robidoux trapgpmg expedition of 1826 (Pry 1997).

for an earlier attack on the M1
National attention turned to na in 1846 when control
the war with Mexam, however, US troops com:entrated their
and barely penetrated the Yavapai|region.

The 1860s brpught the mi
isolation (Pry 1997). Mexican and Anglo miners who came to
each other over access to gold deposits, water, and timber,

hostility toward Native Americang. Tonto Apache axhbushej

became so serious that a mili fort, Fort McDowell, wa
purpose of eliminating the Tomn
similarly afflicted by Tonto aggre
of brief skirmishes and bloody co
had surrendered and been reloc

d to reservatmné (Carl

most of whom were looki
, because most of the

boom and, cons&quenﬂ

threat. Scouts and militi
native tribes such as the Yavapai, Maricopa, Pima, and other
iveness. The conflict cont|
rontations until, by the 18§

rriage and trade as well as

nquistadors and missionaries
ps Farfan de los Godos (1598),
arly expeditions. There is no
g for gold, ever reached the
parties stayed as close as

the area, which did not occur
xpedition of 1829 engaged in a
lver, supposedly in retaliation

of the territory was sought in
efforts south of the Gila River

¥, an end to the area's relative
the region bitterly feuded with
but they were united in their
, raids, kidnapping, and theft
established in 1865 with the
ia were recruited from other
Apache groups, who had been
inued for 15 years in the form
70s, most of the Tonto Apache
n 1988:21-27). The Yavapai

initially tried to remain isolated from the &ontxersmen, but the newcomers often mistook

them for Apaches, and when two [Yavapai boys wersd killed

er wandering into a mining

camp, the Yavapai went on the |offensive. Skirmishes continued until 1872, when the

Yavapai suffered a devastatmg defeat at Skull Cave. The Ya
the reservation at Rio Verde and eventually were move]
reservation (Pry 19?7)

The McDoweéll Mountains
Paradise Valley, the Dixie, and

apai were then transferred to
d to the San Carlos Apache

ining district, which includes the
. |This district has no record of

significant mineral productxon In(fact, the Dixie mme, whi
district, has no record of ore shipments from the mine.
ventures in the district is u wn; however, an early
indicates that most work at the
The Refugio Ochoa Homestead {s reported to be on the
Mountains (Ellis 1998) :

is the most noted mine in the
e date of the earliest mining
port by C.E. Miller in 1917

ixie mine had been done prior to that date (Harty 1976).

north slope of the McDowell




PREVIOUS ARCHAEOLOGICEAL RESEARCH

files at Arizona State Museum (ASM), the State Historic

andhstoncs:tesvnt.h.malm
project area.

have been conducted i m the study
sample survey eonducted for the

Survey No. 1987-243 was a
transects were selected for

into a predictive model for
survey in north Scottsd since 1987 has shown that the
numbers and types of sites in north Scottsdale, and
. Two of the previous [surveys abut the project area;
of Section 2 and ASM Survey No. 1997-117 includes a
e of Section 11 consisting| of approximately 120 ac. The
Survey No. 1899-327 in Section 13, ASM Survey Nos.
the same 100-ac parcel in the middle of Section 3, SSI-
1-2000 was a 600 ac survey that included the entire 330

site type and site density. Additio
study seriously under predicted
particularly in the McDowell Mountai
AMS Survey No. 1990-124 includes
narrow strip along the western
other five previous surveys include
1996-137 and 1998-329 that cove
1998 includes 2, 40-ac parcels, and

ac of the current project.
Table 1. Previous Surveys in the Study R4dius.
Survey No. | Location Reference
| _ASM 1987-243 Sampld Survey of North Scottsdale Cable 1987
ASM 1990-124 AJ]|0f Section 2, T4N, R5E Stone 1990
ASM 1996-137 NEV/4, SEV/4, and SE1/4, NW1/4, NE1/4, chﬁon 3, T4N, R5E Schroeder 1996
| ASM 1997-117 W1/2, NW1/4, and NW1/4, SW1/4, Section 11, T4N, R5E Macnider 1997
ASM 1998-329 NEIM SE1/4, and SE1/4, NWIM NEV/4, Section 8, T4N, RSE | Mitchell 1998
ASM 1999-327 . W12, SW1j4, NEV/4, Section 13, T4N, R5E Schroeder 1999
SSI 1998 SE1/4, NW1/4 NWII(_, SEV4, Sectlog 14, T4N , R5E Ellis 1998
SST 2000 Section 11, anfl N1/2, N1/2, Section 14, T4N, R5E Breternitz et al. 2000
Notes : ASM - Arizona State Museum ; -Soi]Systems.Inc.

Eleven sites have been preuously documenterl in the jstudy radius (Figure 2; Table
2). The largest of these is the largq primary Hohokam vﬂlag referred to as the Herberger
Site (Gilman 1993; Opfenring 1965) due west of the project area. This site has been the
subject of intermittent research effprts over the years. Arizona State University conducted
limited excavations at this site in|the early 1990s prior to the construction of the Troon
Mountain development This large multicomponent Archaic/Hohokam habitation is believed
to be among the largest and most lqng-lived settlemenh in the northern periphery (Gillman
1993). Significantly, this site, unlike most large Hohol#am sitds, is not located along a major
drainage. Six of the previously rded sites were recorded as part of ASM Survey No.
1987-243 (Cable 1987) sample sufvey (AZ U:5:22 [ASM] U:5:23 [ASM], AZ U:5:24
[ASM], AZ U:5:25 [ASM], AZ U:5:26 [ASM], and AZ: U 5:27 |[ASM]). The other sites were




recorded as part of more recen
existing lot splits (SSI-1998, AZ
SSI-2000, AZ U:5:256 (ASM) ar
Rockshelter (AZ U:5:23 [ASM])

n
subject of a testing project condt:lt.ed by SSI as part of th

. surveys associated with potential developments and
J:5:241 [ASM]; Schroeder| 1999, AZ U:5:248 [ASM], and
id AZ U:5:257 (ASM). o of these sites, the Ochoa
d the Ochoa Homestead (AZ U:5:25 [ASM]) were the
documentation required for a

Corps 404 Permit Application (Brgternitz and Ellis 2000).
Table 2. Previously Documented Sites in|the Study Radius.
Site No. Site Type Reference
AZ U:5:3 (ASU) Hohokam Village Gillman 1993;
Herberger Site ing 1965
AZ U:5:22 (ASM) Processing Area, Sherd Scatter Cable 1987
AZU:5:23 (ASM) Rockshelter, Mortars Cable 1987
Ochoa Rockshelter ;
AZ U:5:24 (ASM) Limited Activity Site t Artifact Scafter) Cable 1987
AZ U:5:25 (ASM) Historic Strycture Remnant (Ochoa Homestgad) and Cable 1987
Cement Tank
AZ U:5:26 (ASM) Sherd Scatter Cable 1987
AZ U:5:27 (ASM) [Prehistoric Artifact Scatter Cable 1987
AZ U:5:241 (ASM) rehistoric Artifact Scatter Ellis 1998
AZ U:5:248 (ASM) rehistoric Artifact Scatter Schroeder 1999
AZ U:5:256 (ASM) Rockshelter Breternitz et al. 2000
AZ U:5:257 (ASM) Rockshelter Breternitz et al. 2000
Notes : ASU - Arizona State University JASM - Arizona State Museum.

1!‘.:::ami1m.t;ionE of the original (1920) survey m

Refugio Ochoa Ranch and spring
shows a several historic roads b
Two of these roads cross the proj
was the only settler in the townsh

SuU

The original survey (Bre
under the direction of Banks Leo
ac. A crew of 5 persons conducted
7, 2000. A total of 28 person days
performed under the auspices of
SSI by ASM. :

Visual exami’ination of the
survey. The crew was spaced at i

|
aky of the township (Figure 3) shows the
ust south of the project area. This map, dated 1921, also
ching out to the north from the spring and homestead.
area. Survey notes dated 1919 indicate that Mr. Ochoa
ip at the time of survey.

RVEY METHODOLOG

rnitz et al. 2000) was copducted by SSI archaeologists
ard, Project Director, for & project area consisting of 600

eldwork for the 600-ac parcel between June 26 and July
was spent in the field during the survey. The survey was
Arizona Antiquities Act Permit No. 2000-35bl issued to

[project area was acoo:hp hed by means of a pedestrian
ntervals of approximately (15 m in portions of the project

area with relatively little slope.
the project area. The survey was
west working from south to no

ese transect corridors were oriented east and west across
itiated in the sot.)thwest corner and proceeded east and
across the project area. The “outside” crewmember was

responsible for markjng a line so that the biodegradnl le flagging could be
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used to guide the crew on the r¢turn transect. Steeper esj:pes around bedrock boulder
outcrops, particularly in the southern portion of the project area were also surveyed at
approximately 15-m intervals and|survey transects followed|the contours of these isolated
and elevated landforms. Because jrockshelters had been pr¢viously identified around the
project area, probable site locatipns on slopes were ch ed for artifact scatters and
potential rockshelters. !

Isolated occurrences, defined as either isolated artifa¢ts or small clusters (less than
30 per 15-m-diameter area) of sjmilar artifacts (such as gherds derived from a single
ceramic vessel or flakes removed [from the same core), werg recorded and their locations
were marked on a map. When pites were encountered, the site area was intensively
examined and boundaries were détermined based on the distribution of cultural features
and associated arnfacts ASM site|forms were then filled out, a site map was sketched, and
the site was plotted on a topograplic map (Figure 4). Bmus of the high level of pedestrian
traffic in the projectj-area, sites and features were not §ﬂagged No artifacts were collected.

-
E
B
5
&8
2,

2000). The current prOJect area coxnsisting of 330 ac contams of the 6 sites and 17 of the 40
isolated occurrences recorded on the original survey. The 4 prehistoric sites and 17 isolated
occurrences in the 330 ac project drea are the subject of this redacted survey report (Figure

4; Table 3).
Table 3. Isolated Oocurrences Identified pn Survey.
Isolated Occurrence No. Artifact terial
1 : 1 Noncortical Quartz Flake
2 : 1 Noncortical Quartz Flake
3 1 Plainwarg Sherd
4 2 Vesicular Basalt Mptate Fragments
[ 1 Uniface t Flake
6 1 Noncortical Bsalt Flake
7 ; 1 Vesicular Basalt Metate Fragment
8 1 Vesicular Basalt Metate Fragment
9 2 Plainware Sherds
10 5 Plainware Sherds
11 ; 5 Plainware Sherds
12 : 1 Utilized ite Flake
13 1 Plainware Sherd
14 1 Plainwar¢ Sherd
15 2 Plainware Sherds
16 1 Plainwarg Sherd
N 1 Plainwar¢ Sherd

10
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RESULTS

Four prehistoéric sites (AZ Up5:258 [ASM], AZ U:5:259 [ASM], AZ U:5:260 [ASM], and
AZ U:5:261 [ASM]) and 17 isolated| occurrences were identified in the current 330 ac project
area during the original survey of 600 ac (Breternitz et al. 2000).

AZ U:5:258 (ASM)

AZ U:5:258 (ASM) is on tog of an elevated outcrop of granite boulders in the N1/2 of
the NW1/4 of the NW1/4 of th:I.EIM of Section 11, T4N, R5E on the McDowell Peak,

Arizona, USGS 7.5’ Quadrangle at an elevation of 2,800 ft e 5). The site consists of
five features and a low density artifact scatter and covers an area 95 m north-south by 50 m
east-west. :

This large slée contained
4), two of which had possible a

observed on the southeastem slgpe of the site. Most flakes appeared to be primary
reduction flakes. Eight tools were|point located on the site map. These include’ a smooth-
edged scraper of unknown materigl type (PL1), a utilized rhyolite flake (PL2), a basalt core
tool (PL3), a metaquartzite tabulay tool (PL4), a rhyolite flake tool (PL5), a mano fragment
(PL6), a metate fragment (PL7), And a basalt flake tool ). Plainware ceramics were
found scattered throughout the opgn area of the site, with a concentration on top of the hill
and its north slope, and in two of the rockshelters (F2 and 4). These two rockshelters both
appeared to have depth. No evidernice of prehistoric fire was opserved. All of the rockshelters
had low ceilings.

Feature 1 was an area of fopr grinding slicks on a granite outcrop. Slick A was 38 cm
long, 20 cm wide, and 5 cm deep. Blick B was 30 cm long, 22 cm wide, and 4 cm deep. Slick
C was 30 cm long, 20 cm wide, and 4 cm deep. Slick D was |28 cm long, 20 cm wide, and 5
cm deep. This feature encompass:f an area 3 m in diameter.

Feature 2 was a narrow ro¢kshelter with no depth; the floor was directly on bedrock
with the opening facing north. It was 2.7 m north-south with a maximum width of 1.5 m. A
rock alignment that may be cul was near the mouth jof the shelter. Two plainware
sherds were found inside this shelter.

Feature 3 was directly east|of Features 1 and 2, and was a low-lying rockshelter that
also had a possible exterior wall. The shelter faced north and was 2.7 m east-west by 2.0 m
north-south with a height ing from 40 cm at the eastern end to 60 cm at the western
end. A break in the granite outcrop at the western edge of the rockshelter formed a natural
walkway, 50 cm wide that led to the southern side of the hill. The rock alignment was in
front of the shelter and was compgsed of small to large boulders 20 cm to 80 cm in
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diameter. This alignment enclosed

exist, and the probability of subsutface remains is high.

Feature 4 was the third ,
Feature 3. The mouth of the shelter opened to the west, wa
west, and had a ceiling height that ranged from 40 cm
boulders partially blocked the opening of the shelter. Many
were observed on the rockshelter floor. The shelter deposits

Feature 5 was a single grirjding slick on a freestandi
edge of the southern slope of a hil]. The boulder was 1.5 m
and was 45 cm hxgh The grindi
deep.

Recommena‘ationis

AZ U:5:258 (ASM) is a r
scatter. The rockshelter represen
have intact subsurface deposits.

McDowell Mountains. It is reco

feasible, a data recovery plan should be designed to miitigate in
AZ U:5:259 (ASM)
AZ U:5:259 (ASM) is a smadll artifact scatter Jn the W

a3.0mby3.0m ﬁrea. Sy

kshelter, which was apg

bsurface sediment appeared to

roximately 15 m northwest of
6 m north-south by 1 m east-
80 cm. Several large granite
inware sherds (two varieties)

ppeared to have depth.

g granite boulder near the top
ast-west by 1.0 m north-south,

surface was 35 ¢m long by 20 em wide and was 4 cm

res and an associated artifact

i t.oric site type and appears to

tmn of the north slope of the
avoided. If avoidance is not
npacts to the site.

1/2 of the NW1/4 of the NW1/4

of the SE1/4 of Section 11, T4N, R5E, on the McDow
Quadrangle at an elevatlon of 2,7 O ft (Figure 6). 'I'he site
by 22 m east-west. |

This site was a small lithid and sherd conceni
with the rockshelter complex at AZ U:5:258 (ASM),
west. The site was on a gently pastward sloping area.

11 Peak, Arizona, USGS 7.5
vers an area 20 m north-south

ration hat was most likely associated
which was approximately 50 m to the

e confluence of small bajada

drainages was at the eastern eénd of the site. Drainagés originated from the south,

southeast, and west. Artifacts included appronmateiy 40 p
have been burned as a result of the 1996 brush fire, 15 basal
tool (PL1). .
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Recommendations;

AZ U:5:259 (ASM) is an artifact scatter that appears tp be associated with the use of
the rockshelters at AZ U:5:258 (ASM), 50 m to the west. The site is recommended as eligible
for inclusion on the NRHP un er Criterion D, /its pofential to contribute to our
understanding of the prehistoric |occupation and utilizatign of the north slope of the
McDowell Mountains. It is recomimended that this site be avoided. If avoidance is not
feasible, a data recovery plan should be designed to mll:lgate impacts to the site.

AZ U:5:260 (ASM)

AZ U:5:260 (ASM) is on a stpall elevated outcrop of granite boulders in the NW1/4 of
the SE1/4 of the NW1/4 of the SE1/4 of Section 11, T4N, [R5E, on the McDowell Peak,
Arizona, USGS 7.5’ Quadrangle at|an elevation of 2,300 ft (Fligure 7). The site consists of a
small rockshelter and an assocmteﬂ artifact scatter and covexrs an area 28 m north-south by
20 m east-west. i

The site congisted of a s artifact assemlblage of approximately 30 sherds, 10
lithics, and 1 tabular knife tool (PL}1). It was on the southeagtern slope of a granite outcrop
and around a rockshelter (F1). This rockshelter had a granite outcrop overhang, was "L"-
shaped, and faced west (opening = 12 m) and northf (opening = 4 m). It was 12 m north-
south by 2 m east-west along the western opening, and 4 m| east-west by 1 m north-south
along the northern opening. The depth of subsurface deposits in the rockshelter could not
be easily determined, but it is likely that subsurface remdins are present. Some rodent
disturbance in the shelter was obgerved. A slate tabular knife (PL1) was found in the area
in front of the shelter. A low-dengity artifact scatter was present throughout the site. AZ
U:5:261 (ASM) is approximately 100 m northeast of this site.

Recommendations

AZ U:5:260 (ASM) is a small rockshelter and an agsociated artifact scatter. The
rockshelter represents a relatively rare prehistoric §site e and appears to have intact
subsurface deposits, The site is mmended as eligible for| inclusion on the NRHP under
Criterion D, its potential to contrjbute to our undezistandiniof the prehistoric occupation

and utilization of the north slope jof the McDowell Mountains. It is recommended that this
site be avoided. If avoidance is not feasible, a data recovery plan should be designed to
mitigate impacts to the site.

16
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AZ U:5:261 (ASM)

AZ U:5:261 (ASM) is approximately 100 m southeast of AZ U:5:260 (ASM) on a small
elevated bedrock outerop in the SE/4 of the SE1/4 of the NW/4 of the SE1/4 of Section 11,
T4N, R5E, on the McDowell Peak, Arizona, USGS 7.5' Quadrangle at an elevation of 2820 ft
(Figure 8). The site consists of four features and a low density artifact scatter
approximatley 30 m north-south by|30 m east-west.

The site wss on a knoll ctly north of an east-west two-track road and a quartz
outcrop. The site in¢luded four fegtures; one grinding stone (F1), and three rockshelters
(F2-4). A low-density lithic scatte was also present across the site. The site was in and
around granite outcrops on an elevated knoll. One point located artifact (PL1), a core
fragment of indeterminate materjal type was recorded befween Features 1, 3, and 4.
Feature 1 was a grinding stone oh a granite boulder near Feature 4, a rockshelter. The
grinding surface was 13 cm north-south by 27 cm east-west and was 7 cm deep. Feature 2
was a rockshelter that faced the ndrtheast and was approximpately 10 m long and 3 m deep.
A basalt lithic item and one plainwpre sherd were found on the floor inside the shelter. This
shelter was in proxlmxty to a twoltrack road to the south. Feature 3 was a south facing
rockshelter that was approximately 3 m north- south by 3 m east-west. This shelter was
under the most prominent bouldes on the knoll. One plainwjare sherd was present on the
floor of the shelter. Feature 4 wap a rockshelter that was formed by three large granite
boulders that leaned on each other|that created a cave-like with an opening on the top.
It was approx:mately 6 m? m. Fiye plainware sherds were |found on the floor inside the
shelter. The shelters appeared to have subsurface remains.

Recommendationis

AZ U:5:261 (ASM) consistg of three small roi:kaheltlzrs and an associated artifact
scatter. The rockshelters represent relatively rare prehistoric site types and the all appear
to have intact subsurface deposits| The site is recommended |as eligible for inclusion on the
NRHP under Criterion D, its potential to contribute to our understanding of the prehistoric
occupation and utilization of the nprth slope of the M¢Dowell Mountains. It is recommended
that this site be avoxded If avoidance is not feasible, a data recovery plan should be designed
to mitigate mpacts to the site. |

SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

covering 600 ac that was prepared by SSI for another client in 2000 (Breternitz et al. 2000).
The current project area lies within the previously surve area. This report has been
redacted from the previous 600 af survey report to cover the only the 330 ac that are the
subject of the current project.

This survey i-eport has beeL redacted from an ;earlieiErvey report for a project area

18




AZ U:5:261 (ASM)
% 8/16/00, CAW

mja’rer

X Aﬁifuct
Feature

i

EXTENT OF
SCATTER

DIRT ACCESS RO.

L~

Figure 8. AZ U:5:2€§1 (ASM) site o

ap.

19




‘ M], AZ U:5:259 [ASM], AZ U:5:260 [ASM], and AZ
U:5:261 [ASM]) and 17 isolated ences were idejnti.fied s a result of the survey. Three
of the four sites (AZ U:5:258 [ , AZ U:5:260 [ASM] and AZ U:5:261 [ASM] are small
rockshelters in elevated granite bpulder outcrops. Some of the sites contain multiple small
shelters. AZ U:5:259 (ASM) is an artifact scatter that is most likely associated with the
rockshelter complex at AZ U:5:258 (ASM). Each of the prehistoric sites is recommended as
eligible to the NRHP. It is recomymended that these sites be avoided. If avoidance is not
feasible, a data recovery plan designed to mitigate the imjpacts to these sites should be
developed and implemented. In| the event that human |remains or burial goods are
encountered during construction, Tll work must stop and ASM must be notified per ARS 41-
865.

Four sites (AZ U:5:258 [
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Side A

Field No:4 Recorders; K. Lybns, J. Lavris

NatiReg Opinion: ELIG
Recording Organization:Soil Systems, Inc. "y , Date Recorded: _7/7/00
Proj. Name;_04-13 Wood Patel McDowell Mountain Backbowl Survey
Site Name: 5

Land status (check one):  PVT_X_ CTY __CO__ ST |[TRIB__ USFS__USFW_
| BOR__ RTC__

Owner/Agency name:
Survey Colis: Y__ N X Reposrlory Inst;

Report RefMMM

Mapname USGS:_MQQlej_Egak Series:lé_'; State: AZ County: Maricopa  EI:2800 ft
Site size: (in Ft__ «M X ) ' Length 95NS Width S0EW How r@aasurecl: EST__PACEX MAP__TAPE__

entr UTM: Z 12 E 424775 N_3729560 BL TWN RNG SC SUBDIVISION

NINGY ¥304003Y

peri Utm Z__ i N Gl 4N 5E 11 _ N2NW4ANWA4SE4
peiUTM Z__E N NG .

peri UTM Z__E N s

periUTM Z__E N b

How were UTMs derived: USGS MapX GRS ___

Site Description/Remarks:

5) and three rock shelters (F2-4), two of which have possible associated rock
alignments. A low-density lithic scatter was present|throughout the entire site; mat types observed were quartz, basalt,
metaquartzite, rhyolite, and vesicular basalt. The t concentration of lithic items observed on the southeastern slope of the
site. Most flakes appeared to berpﬁmary reduction flakes. Eight tools were point on the site map. These include: a smooth-
edged scraper of unknown material type (PL1), a ufilized rhyolite flake (PL2), a basalf core tool (PL3), a metaquarizite tabular tool
(PL4), a rhyolite flake tool (PL5), a mano fragment {PL6), a metate fragment (PL7), a basalt flake tool (PL8). Plainware
ceramics were found scattered throughout the open area of the site, with a | ion on top of the hill and its north slope, and in
two of the rockshelters (F2 and 4). Two of these rogkshelters appeared to have depth. No evidence of prehistoric fire was observed.
All of the rockshelters had low ceilings.

NOLLYII4dHIINI

QyvJ 31IS TvII90T03VHOUY WNISNIN 31VLS YNOZIYY

NINGY WSY  NIWNOY AON3OV

Additional Documentation Type document location

Agency Site No: in
Agency Proj. No; in
Natl Reg Rec: : in
ASM Site No: AZU:5:258 (ASM)  ASM Pioj No.: he 3 ASM Permit No:2000-35bl
ASM USE ONLY Class:___ Within AZ] ¢ I (ASM) | Corrections
g = ~ ContainsAZ] ::  (ASM)
QP___: : BiblioRef._ Plotted, / / by__
QP : AccNo - AZSITEDE 7 1 by _

] ASM Site Card Rev. 12/3/93
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Side C

T
'

Depositional Context: (choosé as many as apply):

___(1) Open, no depth X_(5) Rocksheltér, no depth

__ (2) Open, depth i ___ (6) Rockshelter, depth
X_ (3) Open, depth unknown X_(7) Rockshelter, depth unknown

___ (4) Open, exposed oqu in profile
Topo. Setting: Hill with largez granite outcrops.
Vegetation:  Jojoba, Scrub brush, Creosole

Geology/soils: Granite boulé.ier outcrops, ying granite gravelés. and ﬁ[e silts.

Site Condition: Several burnied trees on the pite, as well as ammo casing

. Bobcat den on southern slope of hill.

___(8) Cave, no depth
___(9) Cave, depth
___(10) Cave, depth unk.

ANIANOYHIANT

Site Type (choose one): ___ (a) Artifact Scatt

(No other features visible on the surface)
X (b) Features with jassociated artifacts - ___ (&) Features with NO associated artifacts
Assemblage Composition (indicate quantitigs as counts, estimamd ranges, “P” for types known only to be
present, “0” for types not seen at the site.) :
40 prehisceramic @ 0 FCR 0 glass 0 animal remains/artifacts
100+ chippedstone = 0 shell 0 metal plant remains/artifacts §
2 grnd stone -0 hist ceramic 0 histwood | 0 human remains 3

Diagnostics (indicate quantfty of cultura

poralffunctional typejes as counts, estimates, or “P")

Assemblage Remarks:

Scraper, smooth edged (PL1) utilized flake (PL2), basalt cora tool (PL3), tabular tool (PL4),
Rhyolite flake tool (PLS5), Emamo fragment|(PL6), metate fragment (PL7), basalt flake tool (PL8).

Feature Data: (Complete one featyre record for each type of feature recorded for this site.)

Feature No 1 ;
Name' Couft Use? ‘Culture Age’ Period/Phase’
Bedrock grinding stone 4 7 g 10

Feature Remarks:

Feature 1 was an area of four grinding slicks present on a granite out
20 cm wide, and 5 cm deep. Slick B was|30 cm long, 22 cm wide, a
30 cm long, 20 cm wide, and 4 cm deep.|Slick D was 28 cm I¢ng. 20
The entire feature was 3.00 m in diametgr. i

op. Slick A was 38 cm long,
4 cm deep. Slick C was
wide, and 5 cm deep.

e
z
Feature No. 2 : %
Name' 1 Couht Use® Culture Age® Period/Phase’ &
I 1 19 8 10
Feature Remarks: f-
Feature 2 was a narrow rockshelter wath no depth; the floor was di on bedrock with the opening

facing north. It was 2.7 m north-south a maximum width of 1.5 m./A rock alignment that may
re found inside this

be cultural was near the mouth of the shelter. Two plainware sherds
shelter. i

ASM Site Card Rev. 12/3/93

ayv 311S TVII90103VHIUY NNISNIN JLVYLS YNOZIYY



Feature Data: (Complete one feature record for each type of feature recorded for this site.) Side D
Feature No 3
Name' Count Use® Cu!ture Age® Period/Phase’
1 19 9 10
Feature Remarks: :
Feature 3 was east of Feature 1 and 2 and was a low rockshelter with a possible exterior wall. It faced

north and was 2.7 m east-west by 2.0 m no
60 cm on the west end. A break in the grani

the rockshelter was composed of small to la

south. The height ranged from 40 cm on the east end to
outcrop at the western edge of the rockshelter formed a

natural walkway, 50 cm wide, that led to the southern side of the hill. The

e boulders 20 cm 1o 80 cm
kshelter appeared to have

ck alignment in front of
n diameter encompassing an
depth.

Feature No 4

area 3.0 m by 3.0 m . The sediments in the

Culture

It was 6.0 m north-south by 1.0 m east-west
granite boulders partially blocked the openin
were observed on the rockshelter floor.

nd had a ceiling height of 4
g of the shelter. Many plainw.

Name' Count Use® Age’ Period/Phase®
Rockshelter 1 19 9 10

Feature Remarks: '

Feature 4 was approximately 15.0 m northwest of Feature3. The mouth of the shelter opened to the west.

cm to 80 cm. Several large
re sherds (many varieties)

Feature No.5 i
Name' Count Use? Culture Age? Period/Phase’
_ Bedrock grinding stone 1 7 9 10
Feature Remarks: -
Feature 5 was a single gﬂndlng slick located on a free-standing granite boulder near the top edge of
the southem slope of a hill. The boulder was{ 1.5 m east-west by 1.0 m north-south and was 45 cm
high. The grinding surface was 35 cm long, :;0 cm wide, and 4 cm deep.
Feature No.
Name' Count Use® Culture Age? Period/Phase®
Feature Remarks: |
Feature No :
Name' Count Use? Culture Age? Period/Phase®
Feature Remarks:
1. See ' ;
2. See Age Ke ist for phoices in these fields.
3. Open field, enter any appropriate Pe hase name. :
4. Attach sheets as neoessary for additional features.
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ARIZONA STATE MUSEUM ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE CARD
Site Location (Include scale)
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Side A

Field No:5

l{ecorders: K. Lyons, J. Lavris

Recording Organization: SOII:Systems Inc.

Proj. Name;_04-13 Wood Pgtel McDowell
Site Name: :

MFuntain Backbowl Sg?rvev

NatiReg Opinion: ELIG
Date Recorded: _7/6/00

Land status (check one): PVT_X_

Owner/Agency name:

1Y CcO

A, - - I
dian Y

TRIE

(ACE__

USFS__USFW___
BOR__ RTC.___

Survey Colis: Y___ N _K_ Repository lnst

Series. 7.5 State: A

Mapname USGS; i \Z County: Maricopa  EI:2760 ft
Site size: (in Ft__ oM X ) Length 22EW \Vidth 20NS _ How m;easured: EST__PACE X MAP__TAPE__
entr UTM: Z 12 E 424870 N_3729510 BL TWN RNG SC SUBDIVISION

periUTM Z__E N Gl 4N_ 5E_ 11 _ W2NWANWASE4

peri UTM Z_ E N . Fe

peri UTM I_€ N L

periUTM Z__E N o o

How were UTMs derived: USGS MapX GPS___

Site Description/Remarks: |

This site was a small lithic and sherd concentration
(ASM), approximately 50m to the east. The site wa
end of the site. Drainages originated from the south,
some of which have been burned as a result of the

on a gently eastward sloping ar
southeast, and west. Artifacts i
1996 brush fire, 15 basalt lithics,

was most likely assodated with the rock shelter complex, AZ U:5:258

. A drainage confluence was at the eastern
uded approximately 40 plainware sherds,
nd one basalt tabular tool (PL1).

Additional Documentation Type

document location

NOILYO01 NINOY 4304003y

YV 3LIS TV¥II90703VHOHY NNISNIN 3LYLS VNOZIYY

Agency Site No: in
Agency Proj. No: in
Natl Reg Rec: in
ASM Site No: AZU:5:259 (ASM) ASM Pfoj No.: - . ASM Permit No:2000-35bl
ASM USE Of ON LY Class:___WithinAZ| : :  (ASM) Correftions
aP___: i Contains AZ —— (ASM)
QP _ ] —_ Biblio Ref I by - :
QP . AccNo_ L AZSITE DF I 7w o .
: ASM Site Card Rev. 12/3/93
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Side C

Depositional Context: (choose as many as apply):
__(1) Open, no depth
—_(2)Open,depth
X_ (3) Open, depth unknown

___ (4) Open, exposed only in profile

i) Rocksheltar depth

Topo. Setting: On a d;ssected sloped area| with granite boulders Three

Vegetation:  Creosote, Mesqunte Prickly Pear Cactus

Geology/soils: Small gramte outcrops with hecaymg granite gravels and

Site Condition: Area bumed_ from a 1996 brysh fire. Erosion andgbioturbatlon evident.

___ (5) Rockshelter, no de
___ (6) Rockshelter, depth

pth ___(8) Cave, no depth
___(9) Cave, depth

unknown " (10) Cave, depth unk.

drainages converge nearby.

fine silt.

Site Type (choose one): X (é) Artifact Seattﬁr (No other features msuble o
(b) Features with|associated artifacts -

Assemblage Composition (jndlcate quantities as counts, esﬁmaied ran

present, “0” for not seen at the site.)
40 prehisceramic @ 0 FC 0 glass
16  chipped stone 0 shel 0 metal
0 grnd stone 0 hist ¢eramic 0 hist wood

Diagnostics (indicate quantjity of cultural/te

___ (c) Features with NO associated artifacts

poral/functional types as counts, estimates, or “P")

the surface)

, “P" for types known only to be

0 animal remains/artifacts
0 plant remains/artifacts
0 human remains

Assemblage Remarks: k
One basalt tabular tool (PL1) 15 basalt fithics, 40 plainware sherds. R
likely associated with AZ U:5:258 (ASM)

Recently burned solil present on site. Hohokam affiliation.

telatively small scatter most

Feature Data: (Complete one feature record for each type of feature recorded for this site.)

Feature No. 1

Name' Count Use? ' Culture Age’ Period/Phase®

Artifact scatter 1 3 9 10
Feature Remarks: '

Small lithic and sherd oqnoentratlon that| could have been associated with AZ U:5:258 (ASM)

approximately 50m to ﬁ)e east. The scatter was 22 m east-west by 20 m north-south.

Feature No. 2

Name' Coynt Use® Culture Age? Period/Phase’

Feature Remarks:

ASM Site Card Rev. 12/3/93
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Side F

ARIZONA STATE MUSEUM ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE CARD
Site Location (Include scale)
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Side A

Field No:6

F;kecorders: K. Lybns, J.Lavris

NatiReg Opinion: ELIG

Recording Organization: Soil Systems, Inc.

ountain Backbowl Siq&ev

Date Recorded: _7/6/00

Proj. Name:_04-13 Wood Piel McDowell
Site Name: :
Land status (check one):

Owner/Agency name:

___|TRIB

—USFS_USFW__
BOR__ RTC__

Series:_'Lﬂ State:

Mapname USGS: County: Maricopa ____ EI:2800 ft
Site size: (inFt__ «M X ) | Length 28NS Width 20EW  How measured: EST__PACE X MAP__TAPE__

entr UTM: Z 12 E 424880 N _3729300 BL TWN RNG SC SUBDIVISION h
peri UTM Z IR Gl 4N_ SE 11 __ NW4SE4NWA4SE4

peiUTM Z~ E N xon ¥ -

periUTM Z__E N S s

peri UTM Z E N s =

How were UTMs derived: USGS Map X GRS __

Site Description/Remarks:

The site consisted of a small artifact assemblage
southeastern slope of a granite outcrop and arou
shaped, and faced west (opening = 12 m) and no
opening, and 4 m east-west by1.m north-south a
not be determined, but it is likely that subsurface
tabular knife (PL1) was found in the area in front
U:5:261 (ASM) is approximately:100m northwest

approximately 30 sherds. 10 lithi
a rockshelter (F1). This rocks!
(opening =4 m). It was12 m no

the shelter. A Iow-densrty artifact
this site.

, and 1 tabular knife ool (PL1). It was on the
had a granite outcrop overhang, was "L"-
south by 2 m east-west along the western

the northern opening. Depth of subsurface deposits in the rockshelter could
mains are present. Sorne rodent disturbance in the shelter was observed. A slate
tter was present throughout the site. AZ

e

Additional Documentation

i ! Type document location
Agency Site No: f‘ in
Agency Proj. No; 3 in
Natl Reg Rec: in
ASM Site No: AZU:5:260 (ASM) ASM Pfoj No - ASM Permit No:2000-35bl
ASM USE ONLY Class:____WithinAZ| . :  (ASM) | Corrections
U Contains AZ) (ASM}
QP ___: . BiblioRef._ Plotted_ / [/ by_
e L AZSITEDE [/ [ by

AccNo +

ASM Site Card Rev. 12/3/93
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Side C

Depositional Context: (choose as many as a
___(1) Open, no depth
(2) Open, depth :
X_ (3) Open, depth unknown
___(4) Open, exposed only in profile

Topo. Setting: Rounded kncé:ll with granite boulder outcrops.

Vegetation:  Globe Maﬁm}a, Jojoba, Dese

Geology/soils: Granite oulcfops. decaying

T:mte fine silt .
Site Condition: Good condﬂipn; rodent distufbance within the shélter, erosional disturbance.

___(5) Rockshelter, no depth
“X_ (6) Rockshelter, depth
—_ (7) Rockshelter, depth

___(8) Cave, no depth
___(9) Cave, depth

unknown ___(10) Cave, depth unk.

t Hackberry

1INIANOHIANT

Site Type (choose one): ___
X_ (b) Features with

(a) Artifact Scattef (No other features visible on

the surface)

associated artifacts  ___ (c) Features with NO associated artifacts

Assemblage Composition (ifndicate quantiti
present, “0” for

30  prehis ceramic 0 FCR
10  chipped stone 0 shell
0 grnd stone 0 hist

Diagnostics (indicate quantity of cultural/ter

as counts, estlmafpd ranges
not seen at the site.)

, “P” for types known only to be

0 glass 0 animal remains/artifacts
0 metal 0 plant remains/artifacts g
ramic 0 hist wood 0 human remains g

hporalffunctional types as counts, estimates, or “P")

Assemblage Remarks:

Low density assemblage‘ All sherds observed were plalnware all lithic material was basalt. Slate knife

(PL1) found in front of shelter Hohokam

affiliation.

Feature Data: (Complete one featy

re record for each fype of feature recorded for this site.)

Feature No 1
Name'
Rockshelter

Courwt

Age?

10

Culture Period/Phase’

29

Use®
19

Feature Remarks:
Featurewas 12 m north-south by2m

e st and seemed Ilkely to
Rodent disturbance was present in the shelter. |

contain subsurface deposits.

Feature No. 2
Name'

S3dNLv34

2

Culture|  Age Period/Phase’

Feature Remarks:

ASM Site Card Rev. 12/3/93
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AZ U:5:260 (ASM)
‘} 8/17/00, CAW

meter

x Artifact
F Feature

-—-Hidden boundary
Boulder

KEY: SiteBoundary ~—— —— —| —
Drainage — —_— D
Fence — X X x
Artifact Concentration /////
Indicate North :
Indicate Scale

$ITE BOUNDARY

Side E

8jljoid/meiAue]d
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Side A

Field No:7

Reoorders: K. Lyons, J.Lavris

‘ NatiReg Opinion: ELIG
Recording Organization:Soil Systems, !nc J Date Recorded: _7/6/00
Proj. Name;_04-13 Wood ngel McDowell Mountain Backbow! Survey
Site Name: 1
Land status (checkone): | PVI_X (1Y ___ _CO__ ST__ [IRIB__ USFS__ USFW___
~ NPS_BLM_DOD__ ACE_| BOR__ RTC___
Owner/Agency name: t 5

Survey Colls: Y___ N X Repository lnst

Mapname USGS:.M&Qmﬂ.Enk

Senes_Li State: AZ County: Maricopa ___ EI.2820 ft

Site size: (in Ft__ «M X ) ' Length 30NS Width 30EW How measured: EST__PACE X MAP__TAPE__
entr UTM: Z 12 E 425020 N 3729210 BL TWN RNG SC SUBDIVISION

peri UTM Z S Gl 4N SE 11 __SE4SE4NWA4SEA4

peri UTM Z__ E N e

periUTM Z__E N " Dl

periUTM Z__E 1, Bt Lo

How were UTMs derived: USGS Map X GRS ___

Site Description/Remarks:

This sitewasonaknondirecuyﬁorthofanaocess
(F1), and three rockshelters (F2-4). An extremely Ig
around granite outcrops on a knoll. One point

loca
between Features 1, 3, and 4. All of the shelters "Fd likely to have subsurface rema

road and a quartz outacip. The s
w-density lithic scatter was also
artifact (PL1), a core fragment

included four features; one grinding stone
esent throughout the site. The site was in and
indeterminate material type was found

NOLLYLIURIIINI

Qy¥v2 31IS TvII90703VHIHY WNISNN 31VLS YNOZINY

Additional Documentation

Type document location
Agency Site No: in
Agency Proj. No: in
Natl Reg Rec: in
ASM Site No: AZU:5:261 (ASM) ASM FJ oj No.: - - ASM Permit No:2000-35b}
ASM USE ONLY Class:__ Within AZ______ (ASM) Corrections
7 . SN . ContainsAZ__:__ : (ASM)
QP___ : : BiblioRef. _ Plotted_ / [ by__
QP i+ _Acc.No__ - AZSITEDE_ [/ [/ by
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Side C

Depositional Context: (choose as many as app|
—— (1) Open, no depth
(2) Open, depth
X_ (3) Open, depth unknown
___ (4) Open, exposed only in profile

y):

Topo. Setting: Siteis in and around
Vegetation: Globemalla\év. Jojoba

Geology/soils: Granite bedrock (decaying)

granitj outcrops on a knollf
% Hackberry

with silty soil.

___ (5) Rockshelter, no depth
___ (6) Rockshelter, depth
X (7) Rocksheﬂer depth unknown

___(8) Cave, no depth
___(9) Cave, depth
___(10) Cave, depth unk.

Site Condition: Overall condjiﬁon good. Sonje erosional prooesses have ¢aused disturbance.

__ (a) Artifact Sca
A (p) Features with

Site Type (choose one):

associated arbfacts

Assemblage Composition (indicate quantiti

present, “0” for
10+ _prehis ceramic @ 0 FC
15 chipped stone 0 shel
0 grnd stone 0 hist

Diagnostics (indicate quantzity of cultural/te

r (No other features vnsuble on the surface)
__ (c) Features with NO associated artifacts

s as counts, estimated ranggs “P” for types known only to be

pes not seen at the site.)
0 glass 0 animal remains/artifacts
1] metal 0 plant remains/artifacts
ramic 0 0 human remains

hist wood
poral/functional types as co

unts, estimates, or “P")

Assemblage Remarks:

One core fragment (mdaienmnate materjal type, PL1). Low densrty scatter. Hohokam affiliation.

are record for each type of

Feature Data: (Completa one feats feature recorded for this site.)
Feature No 1 . |
Name' Count Use’  Culture Age’ Period/Phase®
Grinding stone 1 7 9 10
Feature Remarks: :

Feature 1 was a gnndlng stone near Feature 4, a rocksheltar The gnzding surface was 13 cm

north-south, 27 cm east-yvest and 7 cm

deep. The grinding s;one wa

on a granite boulder.

Feature No. 2
Name' Couynt Use’  Culture| Age? Period/Phase’
Rockshelter 1 19 9 10
Feature Remarks: '
Feature 2 was a rockshelter that faced tie northeast and was approximately 10 m long and 3 m deep.
A basalt lithic artifact and a plainware srer were found on the floor of the shelter. The shelter was

in proximity to a dirt access road directl
with some depth. :

f to the south. The shelter is ljkely to have deposits

AININNOYIANIT

SLIVAILYY

QyvJ 3LIS TVIIO0T03IVHIUY WNISNIN 3LVYLS YNOZIYY

S3¥NLv3d
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ire record for each type of feature recorded for this site.)

1. Seeﬁga;mmnwﬂ_uﬂ
2. See Use, Culture, & Age Keyword List for

3. Open field, enter any appropriate Period/P
4. Attach sheets as necessary for additional|features.

choices in these ﬁei@!s.
hase name. :

ASM Site Card Rev. 12/3/93

Feature Data: (Complete one featy Side D
Feature No. 3 rJ
Name' Count Use? Cultu Age? Period/Phase®
r s i = 18 8 10
Feature Remarks: :
Feature 3 was a south facing rockshelter agproximately 3 m north-south and 3 m east -west. This shelter
was under the most prominent boulder on the knoll. One plainware sherd was on the floor
of the shelter. The shelter is likely to have subsurface remains.
Feature No. 4 :
Name' Couynt Use’ Culture Age’ Period/Phase®
Rockshelter : 1 19 ‘9 10
Feature Remarks: : :
Feature 4 was a rockshelter that was fo by three large granite bouiders that leaned on each other
and created a cave-like shelter area with ar} opening on the top. It was about 6 m2. Five plainware
sherds were found on the fioor of the shelter. The shelter is likely to have subsurface remains.
[ Feature No. ____ j
Name' Coynt Use? Culture| Age’ Period/Phase’
Feature Remarks: |
g
=
ﬁ
w
Feature No.
Name' Count Use®  Culture  Age’ Period/Phase’
Feature Remarks: '
Feature No. ; :
Name' Count Use’  Culture Age’ Period/Phase®
Feature Remarks:

gyvd 3LIS TVYIO0T03IVHIYY WNISNW JLVLS YNOZIYY



AZ U:5:261 (ASM)
8/16/00 CAW .
A

méefer

x  Arifact
F Feature
%) Rock

Side E

7

o

EXTENT OF
SCATTER

9jljold/MalAueld

DIR] ACCESS ROAD

KEY: Site Boundary : : e

Drainage ,__... — Ay
Fence —A X x
Road —— W, R, ’r’=‘-
Artifact Concertlmtion 1171

Indicate North i

Indicate Scale
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Side F

Az U5 267 asw

ARIZONA STATE MUSEUM ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE CARD

Site Location (Include scale)
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