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r~an nas always been 1nterested 1n h1s past, and not w1thout reason. 
By understand1 ng what has occurred before, man can better comprehend h1s 
present act1ons and pred1ct h1s act1ons 1n the future. Archaeology pro~ 
v1des a Means to understand more about the human be1r19 -- not or>ly h1s 
ong1ns, bu t also the processes of cultural evolut10n 1tself. Unfortunately, 
present-day development common l y occurs 1n areas that were occup1ed by pre­
h1stor1c cultures and that conta1n 1rreplaceable ev1dence of the past . 
Prchaeolog1cal resources, be1ng generally frag1le, often are 1nadvertently 
destroyed rlur1ng such development or changes in l and use. 

Th1s map 1s a1med at developers, pl anners, publ1c off1r.1als, eng1n~ers, 
or geolog1sts who are 1nvolved 1n gu1d1ng or direct1ng l and development 
These people are 1n a pos1t1on to request archaeolog1ca l adv1ce when develop­
ment plans are beg1nmng. The map and accompany1ng text show where archaeo-
1og1ca l s1tes are l1kely to be found and are 1ntended to prov1d e an undcr­
standlng of 1vh~n anrl why an archaeolog1st should be contacted. Included 1s 
a br1ef d1scuss 1on of archa~olog1cal methods and of the anc1ent h1story of 
the Puget Sound r eg1on based on work done by other 1nvcst1gators Th1s 1s 
one of a scr1es of maps and reports be1ng prepared by the U. S Geolog1cal 
Survey and cooperat111g agenc1 es to prov1de env1ronmental and other infonna ­
t lon to ass1st land-use plann1ng, r€source development, and env1ronmental 
protection 1n the Puget Sound reg10n. 

It lS only r ecent ly that archaeolog1cal resources have been cons1dered 
an 1 mporta~t part of tne env1ronrnent Several la\•IS are now 1n effect that 
requ1re an evaluat1on o~ an area's archaeolo9y before the area 1s d1sturbed. 
The r emoval or d1sturbance of just a few relics or art1facts may change the 
1nterpretat1on of an ent1re archacolog1cal s1te Rather than merely collect1ng 
art1 facts, an archaeolog1st needs to know then spat1al relation to other 
features at the s1te to get a proper p1cture of the1r usage. The Federal 
Ant1qu1t1es Act (34 stat L225, June 8, 1906), the Moss-Bennett Act (Publ1c 
Law 93-2gl, May 24, 1974), Wash1 ngtoo State ~1useums and H1 s tor1 cal Act1 v1 ties 
Act (Revised Code of ~.'asnington 27.44 .010), and the Shorel1nes Management Act 
(Rev1sed Code of Wash1ngton 90.58 100) all stress the need to recogn1ze and 
pro tect the archaeolog1cal r~sources. Th1s need 1s more expl1c1tly stated 
1n a recently enacted b1ll of the ~.ash1ngton State Leg1slature (Chapter 134 
Laws of 1975, lst Extraord1nary Sess10n). Th1s b11l deems it unlawful for· 

'***any person, f1rm, or corporation, to knowl1ngly alter, d1 g 1nto, 
or excavate***or to damage, deface or destroy any histor1c or pre­
hlstonc archaeolog1cal resource or s1te, Amer1can Ind1an or abor1g1nal 
camp s 1te, d~o:el11ng s1t~ or skeletal rema1 ns and grave goods, cawn, or 
tool-mak1ng Slt~, or to remove from any such land, s1te or area***any 
skeletal rema1ns. art1tact or 1mplement of stone, bone, wood, or any 
other matenal, 1nclud1 ng but not l1nnted to, proJectlle po1nts , 
arrowheads, kn1ves, awls, scrapers, beads or ornaments, basketry, 
mattwg, mauls, pestles, gnnd1ng stones, r ock carvings or pa1ntings 
or any other art1facts or port1ons or frag ments thereof, without 
hav1ng obta1n~d the wr1tten permiss1on of the publ1c or pr1vatc 
landowner. Such wntten perm1ss1on shall be physically present 
~1h1l e such act1 v1 ty is be1 ng conducted.' 

For the Puget Sou nd reg1on there are three maw sources of 1nformat1on 
and ass1stance 1n co~pliance with t nese laws (f1g. 1) These are the Off1ce 
of Archaeology and H1storic Preservat1on, Olymp1a; the Washington Archaeo­
log1cal Research Center, Wash1ngton State UnlVersity, Pullman; and an off1ce 
of the Wash1ngtor Archaeolog1cal Research Center, the Off1ce of Publ1c 
Archaeology, Un1Vers1ty of Wash1ngton, Seattle. If the development proJect 
1nvolves Federal land or fund1ng, the local off1ce of the Federa l agency 
should be contacted. Each agency has 1ts own method of comply1ng w1th the 
requ1rement for a cultural (1nclud1ng archaeolog1cal) resource survey. 

Off1ces of the ~ash1ngton Archaeological Research Center ir1 eastern, 
central, and western \1.1ash1ngton are geared to 1nform the publlc about the 
archaeolog1cal resources of t he State and the numero us laws affect1ng 
archaeology. Spec1f1cally, the1r funct1on is to ma1nta1n an up-to-date 
record of th~e locat10ns of all known archaeolog1cal s1tes 1n Washlngton; 
ma1ntain a librar) that conta1ns 1nf ormat1on re l at1ng to the archaeology 
of the State; keep an lrlVentory of tne archaeolog1cal collect1ons w1th1n 
Wash1ngton; act as a resource center where agenc1es, schools. and 1nd1v1duals 
can obtain 1nformat1on about archaeology; sponsor archaeolog1cal research 1n 
the State, publ1sh stud1e~ on the archaeology of Was h1ngton, and solic1t 
and award grant funds for the study of the State's archaeology. 

The coord1rrat1ng off1ce for the 1-Jashln(lton State Archaeolog1cal Research 
Cenc~r 1s located at Wash1ngton State Un1vers1ty 1n Pullman. Inqu1r1es to 
then' off1ce will be d1rected to the appropr1ate reg1onal off1ce or 1nst1tu­
t1on. The cent er for the Puget Sound reg10n 1s called the Off1ce of Public 
Archaeology and 1s located at the Univers1ty of Wash1ngton 1n Seattle Th1s 
off1ce 1s espec1ally des1gned to prov1de help for env1ronmental 1mpact state­
ments and, therefore, is arr excel l ent source to call upon when the dec1s1on 
1s made to develop an area. Archaeolog1sts at the var1ous colleges 1n the 
Puget Sound reg10n are also sources of guidance. 

Few areas 1n the Pug~t Sound reg10n can be casually d1sm1ssed as having 
no potent1al a s archaeolog1cal s1tes. During the flrst stages of plarmwg 
an cxcavat1on or bu1l d1ng proJeCt, the State H1stor1c Preservat1on Off1cer, 
Office of Archaeology and Histor1c Preservat1on, should be contacted to de­
termlne ~1hether there are any archaeolog 1cal s1tes 1n the proposed proJect 
area. Hov.ever, since the known archaeolog1cal s1tes 1n Washington represer,t 
only ahout 5 percent of the poss1ble s1tes , the State H1stor1c Preservat1on 
Officer may recommend that a recunna1ssance survey or an 10tensive archaeo­
loglcal survey can be carr1ed out before any construct1on act1v1t1es . 

A reconna1ssance survey 1S done by a profess1onal a rchileologlst v1ho 
11alks a scnes of transects across t he proJect area. :t 1s an on-the­
ground search for evlder.ce at preh.storlc human act1v1ty but dof's not 1n­
volve any excavat1on. Informat1on gathered on the reconna1ssanr.e survey 
may be enough to perm1t the construct1on proJeCt to start Hrrred 1ately or 
may 1nfluence the State H1stor1c Preservat1on Off1cer's dec1s1on to recommenc 
an lntensJVe archaeolog1cal survey 

An 1ntens 1ve archaeolog1cal s urvey 1s a detailed searcr for, and 
evaluat1on of, archaeo l og1cal resources 1n c:he proJect arPil It usually 
1nvolves some excavat1ng, to a degrel" d(;p~t\dHlt 6f1 the phys·rcill charactEr-
1Stlcs of the proJect area. The 1ntens1Ve survey result~ 1n a comprehenslVe 
descnptwn of the resources, representat1'1~ coll>"Ct1o ns of spec1mer:s, and 
maps, photographs, and other documents It thus prov1des a broad 1nventory 
of archaeological resources, includ1n g an evaluat1on of the relat1o n of the 
s1te to those 1n other areas. 

~1uch more exte nsJVe work needs to be earned out for the Puget Sound 
reg1on before a complete culture h1story can be dec1phered. Researcn 1s 
espec1a1ly scanty 1n the southern part of Puget Scund and the ea s tern s1de 
of the Olymp1c Pen 1rsula. Most of the orev1ous archaeo l ogH.:a l work 'las 
been d1rected toward salvage operat1ons concerned w1th the bu1ld1ng of dams 
and roads and other construct1on. Th1s k1nd of work te nds to y1eld ln­
formation frorn scattered s1 t es rather than a systemat1c knm-.Jledge of t he 
reg1on. However, a tentat1ve culture h1 s tory can be drawn from tn1s 
knowledge and from some of the work done in sou t hern Br1t1~h Col unb1a A 
summary of th1s preh1story 1s shown 1n the box to the nqh t . 

Seek1ng archaeelog1cal adv1ce as early as poss1ble 1n the plann 1ng 
process and allow1ng t1me 1n the development schedule for f ield surveys 
w1ll greatly a1 d 1n the reconstruct1otr of Puget Sound prehis t ory, \'1 <11 help 
to preserve 1t for pos tenty, and w11l keep you 1n compl t a'l ce v<1th the la1 ... 
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The Early Penod fnr the PugE>t Sound rE'glOn ranged from about 6, 000 B.C . 
to about 3,000 B C and 1s characterized by the absence of certa1n features 
and art1facts common to later oer1ods. D1St1nct1vely absent 1n the Early 
Period depos1ts are. s hell or any def 1n1tely man- assoc1ated organ1c mater1al 
1n the occupat1on depos1ts; ev1dence of stone gr1nding, ant l er and bone specl -
mens. and features such as houses or hearths Implements were manufactured 
of coarse mater1als, such as basalt and arg1ll1te. Large choppers and 
scrapers, and large, th 1ck points and knives (whose general form was l1ke 
w11low leaves) consti,tute the typ1cal assemblage of art1facts surv1v 1ng from 
that per1od. ~lo s t of the Early Penod s1tes located to date l1e some d1s t ance 
1nland from the present saltwater snore and also from maJor nver valleys. 
They are commonly on secondary stream terraces. 

r~1 ddle Period 

The M1ddle Period for the Puget Sound reg1on ranged from about 3,000 
B. C to A D. 1,000. The s1te~ are generally nearer to open water than Early 
Per1od s 1tes or on maJor r1vers and occur at relat1vely low elevat1on. Some 
offshore 1slands were ut1l1zed dur1ng th1s per1od, wh1ch might imply the use 
of boats. Depos 1ts of shells, fish bones, and sea-mammal hones 1nd1cate ex­
plo 1tat1on of the sea for food. Stone gnnding made 1ts appearance, along 
w1th 9rOJeCt1le po1nts hav1ng stemmed or notched bases or tr1angular shapes 
The k1nds of bo~e and antler tools 1ncreased and art work 1n stone, bone, 
and antler appeared. 

In southern Br1t1sh Columb1a, Canada, dur1ng th1s t1me, ev1dence of 
woodwork1ng lS found 1n the form of tools used for the manufacture of wood 
products (spl1tt1ng wedges, pestle-shaped hand nrauls, f1nely ground and 
pol 1shed adzes). Post holes and large oblong depress1ons 1nd1cate that 
houses comparable to plant houses 1•1ere used for hab1t~t1on. The dead were 
usually buned on the wlar1d slope of the m1dden mound (f1g. 2E). 

Late Per1od 

The late Per1od ranged from A.D . 1 ,ODO to about 1900. Stone ch1pp1ng 
d1sappeared dunng th1s t1me as d1d certain ground-stone art works, such 
as the labret (an ornament worn 1n a p1erced hole 1n the l1p) and stone-
d1sk beads Th1n, commonly tnangula r , ground-slate proJect11e po1nts 
appeared or 1ncreased. Bone and antl er use expanded, especially 111 f1Sh1ng 
1mplernents . The forms of bur1a l d1Vers1fled to 1ncludc ca1rns, grave sheds, 
und tree or box bur1a 1s. 
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Figure 2. Examples of typical archaeological ev1dence at 1nland s1tes and site~ near salt water in the Puget Sound region. 

At an inland s1tc, commonly on a flood pla1n or stream terrace, bod­
surface features usually do not 1nd1cate s1te l ocat10n. The b nly 
evidence of ancient occupancy likely to be found on the 1nlanc s1tE: 
surface 1s commonly 1n the form of stone flakes, proJeCtl l e po1nts, 
and s1m1lar art1facts. These art1facts are exposed at the present 
land surface by frost heave, eros1on, plow1ng or other such 
disruptwn of tne so1l by ma n. Where such ev1dence 1s found, 
excavat1on 1s 11eeded to evaluate the s1te further The "Xcavatwn 
(shown schenrat1cally above) common ly 1s started as a 1-m2 test plt 
and 15 expanded 1r1 same-s1ze 1ncrernents as such ex~ans1on 1s warranted 

PUGET SOUND REGION, WASHINGTON 

D. At s1tes near the salt-water coast, t he shell ml dden lS the most 
common type of ev1dence found. It 1s composed largely of shell and 
bone fragments. The m1dden may be observed as a mound aoove the 
ground or 1t may have been leveled to the genera l ground surface, 
depending on the original size of the m1dden and 1ts exposure to 
eros1onal forces. Some shell m1ddens were ut1l1zed for bur1al 
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