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EDITOR’S CORNER

Ag the cover page illustrates, our Bulletin has a new editor. I have made
some changes, bul they are minor ones. Bulletin format is essentially Lhe same,
as I fully intend to continue the excellent standards of journalism set forth by
my immediate predecessors, Renee Kra and Roger Moelier.

This year's Bulletin has two themes about which I feel very slrongly.

1. The importance of an inter-regional approach to Connecticut archaeology
and

2. The value of amateur and professional interaction for a belter
understanding of cur past.

I became Familiar with New York and Mid-Ailantic archaeclogy when a student
at Indiana University and New York University. For the past 10 years, my
research interests have centered on the archaeology and sthnohistory of southern
New England and Long Island. This inter-regional background in archaeology
resulted in a realization of the close relalionship of Connecticut Indians with
contemporary people dwelling in what are now adjacent states (as indicated by
similarities in pottery and stone tool styles, diet and setllement patterns, and
by early colonial documenis that described instances of actual specific
inter-cultural contact siluations.)

Tribal boundaries and group relationships did not stop at the Connecticut
state border. Funk and Pfeiffer’s deacription of points and pottery from
Fisher’s Island, New York, Fiedel’s comparative analysis of Orient points from
Rye, New York, and Pretola and Liltle’s overview of Nantucket archaeology attest
to this fact., These articles show how important it is 1o keep abreasl of
archaeological discoveries in adjacent states.

Several of the arlicles illustrate theme two -- the walue o©f amateur/
professional interaction and sharing of archaeuvlogical information. Crew members
for excavations at Fisher’s Island {Funk and Pfeiffer), Kent Sugar Loaf Hill
{(Thompson) and Morgan (Cooke, Lavin} comprised both avaocational and professional
archaeologists, Over half of the papers in this volume utilizes data from
amateur studies in iheir research design, hypotheses, and/or conclusions. As
edilor, I look forward i{o publishing Lhe results of further avocational/
professional involvement in future Bulletins.



THE MORGAN SITE: THE BEGINNING

DAVE COOKE
ALBERT MORGAN ARCHAEOLOGICAL SOCIETY

ABSTRACT

The Morgan gite ie a Late Woodland period settlement located on the flood
plain of the Connecticut River in the Rocky Hill very cloge to the geological
cenier of the state, It is Connecticul’s earliest agricultural community with a
mean radiocarbon date of A.D. 1284, The following is a personal narrative of its
discovery and all of the related evenism which took place prior to the first
dig.

This is the story that is usually never told, although, I am sure, any
archaeological dig would have a similar tale. This is the story of a site, a
site that I feel exitremely confident will prove to be one of the most important
Late Woodland period settlements in the Northeast. These are the eventas that
take place before the firsi sinke is driven, before the firast shovelful of dirt
ig sifted...before archaeology can begin. A site report will not revesl Lhese
happenings.

Few people realize or give any thoughl io this particular aspect of an
archaeological dig. My strong convictions that this is a truly phencmenal site
eompels me te record the whole story. If there are those of you who read this
and think that it ian’t very professional I can only say..."Thank goodness!"

The Morgan site is located on the flood plain of the Connecticui River in
the Rocky Hill meadows. The entire meadow encompasses a bit over 1000 acres, all
of which is privately owned by various local farmers. The principal crops raised
there today are corn, string beans, hay, and sod. It has only been within the
puasl 15 yewnrs thal ihe raising of sod has superseded the hay crop in many
fields. The change from hay field to sod field led ta the discovery of the
Morgan site by my wife, June, in the fall of 1977. The most often asked question
about the site by numerous visitors i8: "How did you know the site was here?" To
answer this, let's take a short irip back in time and relive the moment of
discovery.

The sun had been up almost an heour and the early morning ground mist had
burnad off except for patches here and there along the river where the tall
cottonwood trees cast their shedows. The thick knee-high grass, wel with dew,
soon soaked through your panis above the low hunting boots, but it felt good
along with the warm early sun on your back. So far our game pocketis were empty,
but things were changing fast.

The sleek black Lab sliced through the heavy caover wilh ease, his tail in
constant moltion, as the pungent bird scent filled his nostrils. June cut to the
outside of the thick weed patch and raced up the edge in an effort to stay with
the fast-moving lLab. I was forced to witness the events from a distance being
locked intc a tangled maze of giant ragweed which reached well above my head.
Any attempt for speed in them only slows you down more. Within seconds came the
whirr of wings as a pair of pheasants cleared lthe weed Lops in Lheir frantic
effort to evade the dog. The hen headed for thicker cover along ihe river, bui
the big, gaudy cock swung towards the left giving June a long, clear shot.

It aeemed ages before I heard the crack of the 20 gauge and I'm thinking to

3



4 CONNECTICUT ARCHAEOLOGY BULLETIN 51, 1988

myself, "She waited too long". I work my way out {0 the clearing and notice June
up on a slight knoll several hundred feet away waving for me te come
on. Thinking the bird must be a runner, I whistle for the dog, who has gone in
pursuit of the hen, snd start trudging up towards her. When I arrive she’s
grinning from ear to ear.

"Look at that,"” she said.

There laying on the edge of a stripped over sod field is one of those real
trophy roosters with a tail a yard long.

He's m besuiy,” I said, "Congratulations! Come on, let’s see if we can pick
up the hen."

"No, no," she said, "youw're not seeing everything. Look again.”

I looked again.

"} slil see only one pheasant,” 1 saaid.

"No, no," she said, "not the pheasant, look closer.”

I looked closer and then 1 saw it.

Within inches of tha pheasant’s head, bul blending perfectly with ithe brown
goil was a handsomely decorated piece of Indian pottery. The Morgan site had
been found.

For ithe next two hours we covered ihe broad expanse of the bare field,
picking up fragments of clay potiery along with occasional chips of flint and
quartz while a thoroughly disgusted Labrador Retriever looked an.

During the nexlt meveral years we periodically surface hunted the field
adding greatly to our initial find. While pottery sherds from clay vessels were
the moat prolific artifacls found on the sgite, we also recovered Lriangular
projeclile pointe of bolh quartz and flinl, several pieces of pestles, a
complete Windsor hoe, an abrading stone with a small pit on one side and iwo
small fragments of ceramic Indian pipe stem. On =several occasions we could
discern the evidence of hearths or pits by the darker circular stains in the
s0il containing fire cracked stone, fragments of raw bone and sometimes hroken
bits of shell which the plow brought to the surface.

The really outstanding characteristice that impressed me most about the
site were its size -- in excess of 10 acres; the vast amount of clay pot sherds
it was producing, which numbered in the ithousands; the projectile peoints, a1l
triangles so far; and lastly--pipe. Pipe fragments are exiremely rare on any
gite in Connecticut, soc who could tell what would be found on a site of this
size?

The fall of 1984 found us at Steamboat Dock in Essex, Connecticut attending
the semi-annual meeting of the ASC. Here I met Lucianne lLavin, who I had not
seen since the summer of 1970 when she was working with Berl Salwen alb Forti
Shantok nsar Uncasville, Connecticut. EKnowing Luci had done the final pottery
analysis from the Ben Hollister gite in Glastonbury, Connecticut, which was
excavaled by the Albert Morgan Chapter of the ASC from 19265 to 1870, I informed
her of the material we were recovering from the &gite in Rocky Hill.
Coincidentally, the sitle lies less than a mile away from the Hollister site as
the crow flies. She expreszed a keen interest in sxamining the material and it
was agreed that we would meet at the April meeting of the ASC in Milford,
Connecticut.

March 24, 1985 witnessed the reorganization of the Albert Morgan
Archaeclogical Society, with many of the old timers who worked at the Hollister
gite in Glastenbury turning out to take part in the current activities. Present
were Andy Kowalsky, Doug Jordan, Dick Pollard, Ray Marin, Bud and Helen Ewald,
Dreda Hendsey, plus a host of others, Yours truly volunteered to serve as dig
chairman and search for sites worthy of excavation. Things were shaping up and
the enthusiasm that was emulating from the group appeared coniagious...
especially when the talk ceniered around the annual game dinner that takes place
in early December.
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I met Lucianne again, as planned, at the snnual spring meeting of the ASC
in Milford. At this time I brought along itwo large Riker mounts containing
potitery rim sherds that had been found on the Morgan site. These were surface
finds and represented perhaps 35 to 40 different individual vessels. Lucianne’s
eyes fairly sparkled as she examined the material. Here was a small sample of
pottery which was already much more Lthat most southern New England sites would
produce after an extensive dig. [ also brought some of the projectile points and
the two small fragments of pipe stem thut I had been luchy enough to find on the
surface. Lucianne could go home tonight and not have to worry about visions of
sugar plums...she had something beiler to think about.

One other oulcomse of the Milford meeting was that the AMAS was melected io
host the semi-annual meeting of the ASC in October of 1985. This meeting was
held at the Connecticut Historical Society in Hartford at which time Lucianne
informed me thel she wanted o dig the Morgan site with AMAS. I could only tell
her that T'd iry my best to gel permiszion to excavate the site.

The weeks flew by and it wasn't until early December thai I finally got
around to wisit Winding EBrook Turf Farm in Wethersfield, Connecticut. Doug
Morgan, the owner of the turf farm, is a tall, handsome blond; energelic young
fellow who definitely comas across as an all business, no nonsensas, hard-working
individual. While business matlers consume practically all of his time, he still
has a keen interesl and a sense of obligation in preserving and recording
everything of local importance. 1 explained to Doug about the site on his
property, the importance of it, and alsc a brief rundown on the Albert Morgan
Archaeclogical Society and some of cur earlier work in ithe area. I also quickly
learned that he was not related to the Albert Morgan for whom our society was
named, but he was in favor of the name. In fact he got quite a kick out of the
coincidence. Cne other item of extreme intereat that I learned from Doug waa
that several years ago four fellows had dug at the site for a short time. He
supplied me with the namey of one of these people and I mentally filed it away
for n future check. Next we discussed the mize of the area T wanled to
excavete, I told him I’d like a section 100 fit by Q0 ft. This posed no problem
for him, but he stated that he’d like some kind of fence around it which would
be beneficial to both of us. I also informed Doug that AMAS carried full
insurance coverage in regards to liability and property damage. This insurance,
I find, i8 & wvaluable tool in seeking permission to excavate on private
property. A heariy handshake sealed our verbal agreement and T must say i was,
indeed, a pleasure doing business with Doug Morgan. Now 1 had great news for
Lucianne and the membership of AMAS. Everyone would be eagerly awaiting the
coming of spring.

Procurement of the site brought forth a raft of other tasks to be
accomplished before the aclual dig. A variety of data sheets had to be printed;
shovels, trowels, brushes, line levels and rulers had to be gathered; sifting
acreens had be to assembled; bagsa, both plastic and paper had to be oblained and
lasl, but not least, T had Lhe fence o coniend with., I resally lucked out on the
fence problem when I ran across a fellow who had 4 rolls of snow fence for =sale
at a toial price of fifteen dollars. Lel me tell you I grabbed thal bargain...
fast! I also had been picking up any beach umbrellas at local tag sales becauss
the Morgan sile is entirely open with no natural shade. Ii’s amaszing how a
little foresight paves the way for a amooth operalion before the actual work
begins.

In mid-April 1986 T made contacl with John (ianfarani of North Granby, one
of the fellows who had dug at the Morgan site for a short time several years
ago. He told me, over the phone; that he had some of Lhe ariifacts from the site
and also his notes he had kept while digging there. I made arrangements for
Lucianne and me to meet with him st his home the following Friday, April 25th,
te look over the material and le discuss the site in general. Any and all
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information Luci and I could gather on the site would be most helpful in our
approach {o the coming dig.

Our meeting with John proved to be both pleasant and informative. He ir one
of those rare individuala who i not only intelligent, but alse very
knowledgeable in many different fields. Paleontology ia hia favorite while
archasology is a close second. These are by no means his only interests, but
they ceriainly were hig primary ones at ihis time. His notes and sketches showed
that we had a complex, deep site with possibly two componenis. Features were
found overlying features containing an abundance of clay potiery. Larger stone
artifacts were found at deeper levels suggesting an early occupation. John and
his friends haed censed their digging because they fell il was toco complicated
and importani a site for them to manage. We urged John to join AMAS and help us
with our excavation, but he declined much 1o our disappointmeni. I still feel
his involvement would have contributed much to our efforts,

We had hoped to have the sile surveyed by the end of April, but 0ld Mother
Nature threw us a curvse in the form of a spring freshet. As neither Luci or 1
knew diddily about under-water archseclogy we decided o waii for the flood
watere to recede. This is the one aspect of a flood plain site over which you
have no control.

On Wednesday, May 7Lh, we finally attacked Lhe site with a transit and
compasa, The assaulting force was composed of Andy Kowalsky, Wayne Hilt, Marina
Mozzi, Lucianne and myself. A girong noriherly wind was whipping across the
flats and if I didn't know betier I’d swear it was the middle of January.

We laid oul the site in reference to magnetic north using a 5 foot grid
plan, I selected the English measurement system over the metric system because
of the equipment we already possessed. The squares would bhe designaied by the
stake number in thsir southwest corner, Luckily we managed to finish this jobh up
with only a slight case of frosthite. Now everyone was eagerly anticipating that
first dig, which was only a week away.

In looking back pver the years since .June first discovered the site, I must
say that we found it both exciting and rewarding. The bits and pieces of pottery
and stone we had been picking up was the beginning of a story, and when you stop
and think about it the whole wonderful book was just laying there waiting under
our feet,

Soon now, so very soon we would begin to turn the pages of that book, and 1
can only hope that we will have the ability to read every word that is there.



THE MORGAN SITE, ROCKY HILL, CONNECTICUT:
A LATE WOODLAND FARMING COMMUNITY IN THE CONNECTICUT RIVER VALLEY

LUCIANNE LAVIN
PEABODY MUSEUM OF NATURAL HISTORY AT YALE UNIVERSITY

ABSTRACT

The Morgan eite is located in the lower Connecticut River Valley at Rocky
Hill, Connecticui. Radiocarbon dates of A.D. 1170, 1320, and 1360 indicate at
least two major Late Woodiand occupations; The botanical remains and variety of
artifact and feature types indicate that the gsile was used as A multi-seasonal
village. Diversity of ceramic slyles suggest thal the manufacture of poltery
vessels was one major activity performed by its inhabitanta. The excellent
pregervalion of florai and faunal malerials at the Morgan site has provided new
insights into the aubsistence strategies of interior Late Woodland populations
by shedding lighl on the variety of resources exploited and the increased
importance of meize horticulture.

The Morgan site {(6HT120) is localed on the filoodplain of the Connecticut
River in Rocky Hill, Connecticut (Figure 1}. It is one of the few carefully
excavated and well-preserved Late Woodland village sites in southsrn New
England. The area has been piowed, but disturbance is minimal. The recovery of
artifacts from plowed surfaces indicales thai the site covers several acres.

The plowzone contains fragmented potsherds and lithics. Below it, the
majority of artifacts and ecofacts are located in the aboriginal features
(Figure 2}, The site is deep and appears to be single compeonenti. Radiocarbon
analysis of charcoal from three festures dates the site to the late 12th and
early 14th centuries A.D.: A.D. 1170+90 yrs or 780 B.P. {Beta 23,662); A.D.
1320470 yrs, or 630 B.P. (Beta 20,147); A.D. 1360470 yrs, or 530 R.P. (Beta
20,148), Several sguares have been excavated to a depth of five and one half
feet (1.656m), and they are still yielding Late Woodland pottery. This and the
fact that pottery and point typea from the surface match those from undisturbed
Late Woodland levels and pit features indicate that the aboriginal maierials
from the plowzone may also be assigned to the Late Woodland periocd. Floral and
faunal preservalion is excelleni. This is probably due to the annual spring
flooding and rapid silting over of cultural levels, sealing out oxygen and
enhancing preservaiion of organic materials,

The =site is heing excavated by the members of the Albert Morgan
Archaeclogical Society under the direction of the author and David Cooke, dig
chairman of the AMAS. Excavations were begun in the spring of 1986 and are
ongoing. This paper reports our findings to dale and their significunce Lo the
archaeology of southern New England.

LITHICS

Thousands of stone eriifacts have been recovered. They include chipped,
ground, and rough stone {(i.e., unworked, bul utilized) objects.
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Chipped Stone. Most of the chipped stone artifacts are points and nonutilized
flakes. There are virtually no ariifacts representing the early stages of biface
manufacture. No cobbles, aplit cobbles, or bianks have been recovered from Locus
1, and only a few quariz {iriangular preforms. Most of the debitage is
nonutilized secondary and tertiary flakes. The triangular points are finished or
nearly so (Figure 3}, Field inspection suggests that 256% - 33% of the points
were made of grey chert. Almost all of the remaining points were manufactured
from quartz cobbles, locally abundant in the riverine deposits east of the
gite. A very few points were made of a reddish metamorphosed siltsione or fine
grained sandstone, also locally available in secondary cobble form. A few flake
scrapers were recovered (Figure 3). Several larger tools, some with completely
chipped perimelters, were also recoversed from the top of features (Figure
4). Their broadly flaked, sinuous edges suggest that they may have been used asm
hand spades for digging out the pits nnd heartiha.

Figure 3. Chipped stone tools
Row 1: quartz triangular points ’ ]
Row 2: (left to right): chert triangular points (4), quartz triangular point.
Row 3: {left to right): chert triangular point, siltstone triangular
points (2), siltstone triangular preform.
Row 4: (left to right): jasper scraper, chert drill, thumbnail scraper,
aquartz biface, quartz preform.
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Figure 4: Large chipped stone tools from the top of Feature 20,

Ground Stone. Ground and polished cell and adze fragments were recovered from
the =zite, one from a pit feature in Locus 1 (Figure 5}). Two complete Windsor
hoes were also recovered {Figure &), They show heavy use polish along their
distal (working) edges., Several elongated tool fragments that are probably the
proximal and medial ends of hoes were also recovered. All of these tools were
manufactured from basali, extensive outcrops of which are located in the cliffs
and Lalus deposils located al the fool of the uplands lesa than Zkm west of the
site, A shallow basgalt mortar exhibiting heavy use polish at its center alsc was
recovered {Figure 6). The sige, shape and wenr patiern of ils concavily are
characleristic of mortars used by primitive technelogiats to pulverize and grind
sandstone cobbles into temper for poitery manufacture (Robert Karalas, primitive
technologist, AMAS, personal communication 1987).

Rough Stone, Numerous rough stone artifacls were recovered (Figure 6), A number
are pitited at one or more ends, indicating a hammering function. Several exhibit
abrasions along their =sides, suggesting a grinding function. One plano-canvex
grinding stone exhibits a shallow, irregular pit in the center of its flat side
as well as heavy abrasions all along its edges {(Figure 8). The size and shape of
the sandslone ccbhle as well as its wear patterns suggest it was used to grind
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Figure 5: Groundsatone tocls.
Rowsr 1 and 2¢ ground pestles.
Rows 3 and 4 (left to right): Windsor hoe fragmenis, celt and adze fragments.

mineral temper for potlery manufacture (Robert Karalas, personal communication,
1987},

The virinal absence of cobble cores, primary flakes, and other artifacts
representing early stages of biface manufacture in the cobble core sequence of
tool manufacture at Locus 1 indicaites that ihe first sieps in the cobble core
reduction saguence were not part of the activilies performed at this
locality. These tool making activities were performed either al another part of
the occupation area or at a processing site located sisewhere.

FOTTERY

By far the most abundant and ubiquitous artifacts al the site are clay
poisherds. The plowzone contains thousands of fragments. Below plowzone large
sherds, partial vessels, and at least one virtually complete wvessel were
recovered. Relatively numercua clay pipe fragments were alsoc found. I believe
their presence iz due to (1) the on-site manufacture of clay conlainers and
emoling pipes, and {2} the function of the site as a multi-seasonal village
where extensive cooking and oither domestic activities occurred.






