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Abstracet

In November, 1987, the authon conducted an archaeological swivey of
the proposed Richeand Center Tndustriaf Park in Richfand County, (liscondin.
The project area consists of the industniak park site and an access road:
and small neservoin area, The field wonk in the indusinial pank site in-;

 diecateéd the pnesence o4 11 prehistonie sites, seven of which might be im-

1

pacted by the finst phase of.devefopment, The author necommends a progham

. of additional investigations to determine if any of these sites might qual-

Afu for inclusion on Zhe National Register of Historic Places. The neseanch
should alsp include additional swivey to fLocate histonie sites which appean

1o have begh_'.p&uencge; in the projept area. ,

v
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of the project area, They did not have nmnj.ng water at the time of the

survey.

r

P:ceva.ously Reportad Archaeological Sites in the General Project Area

1

Prior to the inj.tj.ation of the fiéld work, a 1iterature and records Z
search was conducted on the previously reported archa.eological resources of

the project area, The following sources were utilized;

1

,S5ite files and archives of the Anthi'opology Section of the State
Historical chiety of Wisconsin : : i

Site files ang archives of the Wisconain Office of Historic Preser- .,
vation Ceote B a '

Charles E. Brown Atlas g s
' Charles E, Brown Mamiscript

‘Maps and Plats in the Archives Sectinn of the State Historical Society -
of Wisconsin

‘Historical Literature.
The literature and records search indicated that over 175 archaeological

o

sit;as have bheen ,reported for Richland C;aunty. Eew of these are in any Prﬂxlmity

to the projact: a.rea. 'I'hose closest include the following; :

[

£ .
47Ri6S - Sec. 14, T10N, RIE =~ occupat:.nn gite ~ apprcx. 3.%m southeast of the
project area '

47ri66 ~ Sec. 26, TION, RlE = occupation site - approx. 6.5km southeast of the
project araa :

47R167 - sec. 27, 'I'J.ON, R1E - occnpation sj.te - approx. 6.5km southeast of the
projeat arep. ' '
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Thus, it seems that no préhistoric sites are in any proximity to the project
area., Fuch sites have heen !onnd‘in close proximity to the Pine River dlsewhere
in. the countv, 3

Al

A number of hzstoric sites are apparently in ar very close to the pro;ect

"area. These relate to developments whlch -qrew upraround a mill. The flrst saw-

M111 was' oriqlnally built in the SH, SE%, Nk, NEY, SW&, Sec. 4, TL1ON, RlE. by
Jamesg Mr Gass and Gearge Pound 1n 1851 This location is prohably within 60

meters of the northeastern corner oﬁ the project area and on the same side of

" the pine Rivex. The mill was purchased by W. 3. Bowen Py $3,100 in 1354 With

hig brother, F .P. Bownn, he brought the first*rotary saw 1n the county to the

_mill..A feed mill was also built In 1867, ‘a flour mill was added (James 1384:

1148—1149}. It was notad that Bowan eventuallv replaced the original mill.-

Portions of the raplaGEment ccmplex stlll stand today, narth of C,T.H. 'BA'

and to the northaast of the project area (Fiq. 4), The location of the mill and

other featurea in 18?4 is seen in Fig. 6.,

.

A small,cpmmunity called Plorence developed around the mill., In 1854, a

" post office wés_gstab;ished for the community, however, it saw little further

dévelopmaqt, Flgrpnca-evéntﬁally faded “but of existencé,as_the city of Richland
ééntef grew, Much ﬁf the land around fhe‘mill was Eventually'ow@ed by W.J. Boweﬁ;
In 1884, he awped 200 hectares of land in the area and had five dwellings océupiéd
by tenants iibia: 1188). Some of these strﬁctufes~may be shown on the 1874 plat

+

map (Harrison and Warner)} and othgrs show up on the 1895 plat (C.M, Foote and Co,).

The 1911 Rural Postal Qervice map shows flVB structures on the Bowen land in the

general project area. By 1919, however, none of the houses are shown on the township

plat map. 3
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Another cultural resource within the preoject area is the location of

the School No. 5 building in the C., SFk; SE%, Swhk, Sec. 4, T1ONj ﬁlE, This

- structure appears on the 1874 map, but not the‘lBQS one. The L. Thompson

house also appears in the project area in the C., NWhs, Nwk, -Sec. 9; The house
appears on maps up to 1911 but’ not on the 1919 plat {Geo. A. Ogle. and Co.)}.

Finallv, the Bowen Cemetery lies withln the project area. This cemetery

- Eirst appears .on the 1874 plat map and ccntains stones older than that date

It has been in'continuous use tb the presant day. although it will be almcst
T . . |
surrounded by the ?lanned'developmgnt-in the Richland Center Industrial Park,

“the - cemeterv itself will ramain intact.

Thus,: it appears that whlle prehistoric sites have not been reported in the
immediate proximity of the project area, hlstoric resources are leocated within
its boundaries and on its hordets. Crew personnel were alerted to the presence

of these resources prior to the initiation of the field work.

Methods

The project area could be divided into three components. The largest com~

ponent was the agricultural fields which made up the survey area in the proposed

park, Around the margins of these fields were some low, wetlands and poafly

drained areas, There were also two or three grassy knolls or terraces which were
%

obviocusly well-drdinea. Two of these lay adjacens'to, or in archaeological sites

whilch extended out into the agricultural fields. By the scope of work, these

a
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grassy areas were not investigated. The third componeént was the dgrass covered
slopes which will be-the location of the .proposed access road and reservoir
areas.

The agricultural fields ware sub}ected to pedestrian survey at 5 meter

X >

i Lntervals. When archaeological materiala.were encauntered the ihterval bet-
'ween the transects was reduced to 2—3 meters. Careful nute was taken of the
aztifact d;stribution to define’ the limits of the sxtes and proyide some idea
of the site orientatian and size, . 3

The wgtlands and grassy knolls on the edges of the fields were subjecéed
to pedescrian survey to look for 11kely site 1ocation3 or hlstoric features,
No excavat1on was done as these areas were outside of the portlpn of the land
to be surveyed :

Much of"thelprdpdsea road incaﬁion lies.on a'staepvslopé. This was:walked
but not shovel tested, although Six unlts were placed on the more level portion
on the western end The more level portlon of the reservoit area was also shovel
tested, Alonq the road, the units were placed at 15 meter lntervals and at 10
meter intervals in the reservoir area. Onits were about 40x40cm in size. They

were dug to_archaedlngically sterile soil horizons. Soils were screened through

" mesh screen and the units immediately backfilled.
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The Archaeolaqlcal Qurvey :

¥

The survey an the proposed 1ndustr1a1 park site revealed the presence of

11 prehisturxc sites. Some were 1ocated on discrete knolls and rises in the
1 -

fields. Others were located on the hlgher terraces. They are described as

i . “‘ ..f

'fnllows?
site 1. KT~ 3-’7)7

'-, fite 1 was~locétedrcn‘one<oflthe lcng terraces an the higher, eastefn

portion of the project area (Figs. 4 and 5]. It was located in the NE&, Nwk,
_ srk,; swh, ‘Sec. 4, TION, RlE. The aﬁtifacts wexe distributed over an area about

90x40 meters in size, roughly .33 hectaree ( 83 acrea). Recovered fndm the

i

- surface of §he site ware;

16 piecee of- secqndary chert. debitaga : 3 ;
4 pieces of chert ﬁecarticatlon debitaqe , 4 ‘
1 retouched chert flake SO I
2 pieces ‘of whiteware, B . ; ;

Little may .bhe said ahout Site 1. The flakes are 1argely of Prair1e du

v

k chlen or Burllngton chert. The one artlfact with some retouch is too incomplete

to asaign to any functional category. The whiteware sherds include one plain .
]

rimsherd and cne w;th a small eect;en of blue, transfe; pattern.

i
: 1
t

fite 2;:
Site 2 was located; around the Bowen Cemetery. Artifacts were discovered

north, sqpth‘and west of the cemetery and it can only be assumed that the site

¥
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1ncludes all of the cemétery grounds (Figs. 4 and 5}. The site is.iocated’on

2 . i i
a knnll in the Sk, SE& sw%, &k, .Sec. 4 into the Nw&, NEk, NWh, NWh, Sec. 9,

-

T1ON, RIE, It is approximately 183x76 meters in. size, cover;ng 1.4 hectares
(3.4 acres}. Thig szte is one of the larger ones encountered. Recovered from

the portions of the aite out51de of the cemetery vere the following Surface:‘

finds;

seconﬂary chert flakes tlncluding thrae 1arge hlocky flakes}
chert decortication flakes !

flake of Hixton 8iligified Sandstone

‘coré fraqment ‘(Prairie du Chien chert)

scraper (Prairie du Chien chert)

biface fragmants (Prairie du Chien cherti

W et T 0 R

“

The debltaga at tha site is largely composed of Prairie :‘du Chien chert,
VSeﬁeral flakes of Galena chert are also present The scraper was made on a |,
decorticatzon flake. It is well-wnrn on the working edge thh the type of wear
aasociated with use again softer materials such as leather or plant fiber, The
working edge has a shallow angle of 370, . " ' :

Tﬁe threé bifaces fragments include a portion of the blade of a projectile pe
or knife-like implament Another‘fragment waé too incomﬁlete to assign to anQ
functional category, The third artifact, cat. 2-2 (Fig. 7] is probably the
distal end of a langeolate point or knife-like implement. The fragment is
29.4mm long and a maximum of 24.4mm swide. Thé convex base is ground. This im-

plement can not be assgign to g particular type.
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site 3 (Figs. 4 ang 5): j::l"‘ 1;*’{(3‘3
fite 3 was located northwest of the Bowen Cametery in the-ceﬂtex of the
St#%, Swh, Sec, 4, Tlou,_RlE. The site covered an area ,with a diaméter of about
20 meters {03 hectarES). It was not on a prominent elevation, Reccvered from
. the surfaca of the site Were; : ;
8 pieces of secondary chert debitage.
Little may be saig regarding the sita.iall but one, of the»flakes~was-§f Prairie

du Chien chert,

5

2

: "—Siﬁhe 4. (Figs. 4 and 5): F%f G !@:O TR

cite 4 was located in a :elatlvely level area in the N4y, Sk%, Nwh, SW,
SW4, Sec, 4 The site is about 30x30 meters in aize for a total area of akout
+1 hectare (,23 acres]. The site had cone cf the densest distributions of arti-

¢
facts 1n the project area. . Recoveredzfrom the surface.of the site were the fol~

lm-‘ing.;

63 secondary chert flakes

chert decortication flakes ' : -

chert” core (Prairie du Chien chert} ;

retouched op utllized flakes {1 Prairie du chien and 1 Burlington
chert)

pieces of glass (cne light green and one blue}
prieces of undecorated porcelain

piece ofjporcelain with a pajnted floral motif
2 pieces of whlteware.

™ R0

I--a'b-u

[

Almost a11 of the debitage from the site consisted of Prairie du Chien
chert, ‘Many of the flakes showed scme heat-treatmant The two utlllEd or re-

touched :Elakes appear to have had minimal use,

5o
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Summatinn and - ReGOmmendations

In November, 1987 the author conducted an archaeolqucal survey of the.

.proposed Richland Center Industrial Park in Richland County, Wisconsln. The

progect areq;includes a laxge park}sxte and a proposed access road and reser-

5

voir.» -y Fgo 47 = g St o s~"
The survay of the industrial park locat;an revealed the presence of 11

preh;stpric,sites Mest of these appear to be small oceupat;ons indicated pri-

mapilyxby.the preseneg gﬁrgebitageyof ?rairie du Chien chert. It.may be assumed

7‘thét the sites were. occupied to ehébig'tha ﬁesidences;té“exploit the resources
.of the Pine Riveximd‘adjacent areas. Hnét of‘the aitas{ with the exception :

pexhaps, of ; $1te 8, do n@t appear._to. hava been occupied for a long period of

4

time, or napeatedly throuqh time., : '.‘; bt : ¢

i’

-

E It would seem that the princlpal industrial act1V1ty at the site may have

" been the manufacture and/or repair of lithié artifacts. The presence of cores,

" decortication flakes and numerous small, secondary flakes suggests that all

phases of manufacturing activity may have been conducted at some of the sites,

P

Other industrialfhctivities inclﬁdeﬁ the proéessing-of-higes~and/or plant fibers-

as indicated by the presence of scrapers at Sites #2 and #8. Hunting activities

* are suggested by the presence of projectile points at Sites $5 and #11.

Little may be said@ regarding the temporal and cultural aéacqiétions of the

sites, Site #5 yielded a small, ériangular'point, or the type usually associated

- with Late Waadlﬂnd_{pgst 700 A.D,) occupations. Site #11 yielded a Late Archaic

R e e
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point, suggesting an occupation in the range of ca. 3000-500 B.C.
A total of six of the eleven sites (Nos., 1, 4, 7, 8, 9, 11) yiélded some

hisferic materials. Most of the artifacts were ubiquitous sbiects such as

. ‘aherds ‘of whitewara or stoneware. Plecés of glass from sites #4 and #9 are

of the types usually associated:wlth late 19th century or very early 20th

century glass types. The quantity of the historic artifact was vary low and

;thérazwas no éuggestion of the presencg_ofastruc}ures or middens,

In providinq recommendationa for fﬁrther invastigatidns in the proposed

industrial park, the city of Richland Center indicated that- only the initiql

.phase of development is now contamplatad and that sites outside of that area

will'not be impacted for the foreseeable fyture. The author was asked to

i

specificallY'address sitea falling into the area. which will be .developed first,

These includa Sites #1, #2, #3, #7, #8, #9 and #11.. ; )

The author would recommendgthat thesa'sita areas be recultivated to dllow
for aﬂdition%l.surface investigation. This would help to'bet£9r define the site
boundaries and provid% add%tional artifacts, Hopefully, some of these may be
culturally and tempb:ally diagnostic. The recultivation Bhou;d be done carefully
as not: to impact any portion of the soil profile n&t already disturbed by cul=-
tivation., The author would also recommend that some recultivation be done in
the viciniiy of the ald school site andrat ieast two other structures which can

be relatively accurately located in the preoject area from available maps.

Pollowing the surface collection and mapping, the author recommends that

g
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a trench, approximately 2-3 meters wide be graded across the gite areas,
This should be ‘done to remove the Ap Horizon, The top of the - subsoil horizon

would then be cleared to search fur features or other depos;ts vhich may have

i.
Lo

| escaped the q?;tivatipn_of the site.7I£%suqh features , &#é'encounte:ad. they
shauid be exposéd, pﬁotOgréphéd, mappad; crosé-secti;ned?and excavated, Samples
; shqnld.hé.xetained for flotation analysis. The t#enches:could then be refilled..
Finally, the author would recommend that shovel testxng ba conducted,on -
the knoll on which Site #11 was. located. As noted in the. report, only about
fone—third of the knoll lies in the agricultural flelds, 80 the exact size of

. 1
the site could only be roughly estimated, This site isJalso one of thg two

'
whxch ymelded a diagnostic artifact, The shovel test units should be dug in
10 ueter intervals, or -less to datarmiha the s#taiboundaries .Even though the

; grassy portion of the site wil} not be impacted by the first phase of develop-

~ ment, this shovel testing is nacassary to properly assess the significance of
site 11, g |

 with the cpmpletion of the:fi;ld work, a repo:t-shoﬁld be prep&red which

will chropicle the résults of the field work, Preliminary repommeﬁaations should

be made regarding the potential of the sites invelved to be included on the

National Register of Historic Places. If sites are judged to be ﬁotantial elig-
ible, the report should include the extent of impact on the sites by proposed
development and a proposal for mitigation or preservation. -

as
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The proposed access rcad and reservoir area are prlmarlly an sloping -

terrain. No archaeolcgmcal materials were recovered from a serles of shcvel

. 2

test un1té .The author wonld recommend no additional archaecloglcal research

.

in this portion ef the prcject as prcposed ccnstructlon w1ll impact no 31tesJ
which mxght qualify for inclu51on on the Wational Register of Hlstorlc Places,
Tt is always possible that some deeply buried archaeoloqlcal materials may be
in: the’ project area. a ¢ these are encountered in the courae of construction,

the Office: of Histcric Praservation qhould be contacted immediately.

4.
1

"‘ ¢uration'
All materlals associated wmth this project will be: curated at the

faczlities uf Archaeolcgical Consultan and services in Mad1son Wisconsin.



