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Welcome to The Kansas Anthropologist!

Volume 10 (1989) presents a new look for the KAA journal. With this volume, the number
of journal issues published each year has been decreased from nine to two in order to accommodate
publication of the Newsletter six times a year. In addition to a new name for our journal, you will
find a new format and content. The Kansas Anthropologist is modelled after scholarly journals such
as the Plains Anthropologist and American Antiquity and its content will similarly focus on articles,
research reports, and book reviews. You will also see items such as the membership list found in
this issue. Very short articles, most announcements, and news items will be published in the
Newsletter.

You will note that the content of this issue relies heavily on articles by KAA members,
professional or not. This is a KAA publication and although we welcome articles from any source,
we hope that KAA contributions will be the norm rather than the exception.

This first issue of The Kansas Anthropologist has taken a long time to produce because it is a
new format and because of the change in the editorial staff in mid-1989. Most of the articles
published here were originally submitted to former editor Randy Thies and he completed review
and initial editorial work on several. The new editorial staff has worked closely on the design and
production of this issue and we do hope that you enjoy it.

Volume 10 (1989) is a double issue that combines the spring and fall numbers of the journal.
We are now working on the spring 1990 issue and hope that all future issues will be distributed
on schedule.

Thanks for your patience!

William B. Lees
John D. Reynolds
Verna Detrich
Debbie Browne







This first issue of
the redesigned KAA journal
is dedicated to the
memory of KAA President
Neil Rogers
(1945-1989)
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THE CORONADO STONE FROM OAK MILLS, KANSAS

John M. Peterson
Lawrence, Kansas

The Kansas Anthropologist, 10(1&2), 1989, pp. 1-10

Not much over 50 years ago a would-be
historical artifact came to the attention of
historians and archeologists in the United
States, which, if it had proved genuine, might
well be considered the premier relic of
Coronado’s visit to Kansas (Figure 1). The cast
of characters involved in discovering and
evaluating this artifact, a limestone slab with
letters and numbers carved on it, were a varied
and interesting group. Among them were three
young men who became nationally prominent in
their respective fields: a well-known insurance
man and amateur scientist from Kansas City, a
number of local experts, and one or two
mystery men.

The exact date on which the "Coronado
stone," as it came to be called, was brought to
light is not known but it must have been about
July 1, 1937. It was a piece of yellowish-brown
limestone about 3 in thick and of irregular

shape. Its length across the top was about 19
in while its width ranged from 10 to 3 or 4 in.
It gave the impression of originally having been
a roughly rectangular slab of about 10 by 19 in
from which a considerable part of the lower
right corner and a small piece of the lower left
corner had been broken. Carved on the
surface, which was fairly flat but not smooth,
was the following legend arranged in six lines:
AGOSTO EL TRE - 1541 - TOMO - POR
ESPANA - QUIVER - RANCISCO (see
Figure 1). The letters were roughly 1 to 1.5 in
high, all in capitals, clearly readable, and cut
fairly deeply into the stone, apparently with a
sharp metal tool. They were somewhat
irregular as to shape and spacing, giving the
impression of having been carved rather
hurriedly by someone who was not a
professional stone carver. Translated, the
inscription, if undamaged, presumably would
read: "August 3, 1541 - I take for Spain,

|

Figure 1. The "Coronado Stone."
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Quivera - Francisco Vasques de Coronado."

No one ever came forward to claim to have
been the actual finder of the stone. The press
carried various stories of fishermen, quarry
workers, and others having found it but the first
person known to have had the stone in his
possession was Ralph Steele, a resident of
Effingham, Kansas. His story was that,
although others told him where the stone was
lying, he was the first to recognize its possible
historical value. Not much has been learned
about Steele other than that he was interested
in some aspects of Kansas history, including
Coronado’s expedition, and was or had been
employed by the Federal Writers’ Project of the
Works Progress Administration (WPA) in
connection with the preparation of the Kansas
volume of a series of state guidebooks.

Shortly after the "Coronado stone" came

Figure 2. Paul I. Wellman.
Courtesy Kansas State Historical Society

into his hands, Steele notified the Kansas City
Star newspaper staff of its discovery near Oak
Mills, Atchison County, Kansas. The editors of
the Star assigned Paul 1. Wellman, a feature
writer who had been with the newspaper for a
year or so, to the story (Figure 2). Wellman
presumably told Lyle A. Stephenson about the
stone and together the two went to Effingham
to look at Steele’s find. Stephenson was an
energetic and widely-known Kansas City in-
surance man whose short advertisements
featuring his motto, "Lev it 2 Lyle," peppered
the pages of the Star. He also was known for
his interest in scientific fields, including geology
and fossils, and was credited with being an
authority on the insects of the middle west.
Stephenson and Wellman examined the carved
stone in Steele’s yard and decided it was of
sufficient  interest to  warrant further
investigations. Stephenson then purchased it
for a small sum, according to a Star article of
July 19, 1937.

The first published report of the "Coronado
stone" appeared in the Kansas City Star on
Sunday, July 11, 1937, and was picked up as an
Associated Press item by other regional
newspapers on the same date. The artifact was
briefly described and said to have been dug up
by a WPA worker but pointed out to Steele by
fishermen. Stephenson was reportedly planning
to have it evaluated by local experts.

Wellman, or someone else at the Srar,
already had decided to consult national
authorities. On July 12, 1937, according to an
unsigned memorandum of that date in the
Smithsonian  archives, the  newspaper’s
representative in Washington, D.C., a Mr.
Shoop, called the Smithsonian Institution to ask
for photographs of known Coronado
inscriptions and whether or not there was any
record of Coronado having reached the
Missouri River. Dr. Alexander Wetmore,
Assistant Secretary of the Smithsonian in
charge of the U.S. National Museum, took
immediate interest in the mention of a carved
rock bearing what seemed to be an inscription
tied to the first Spanish expedition into Kansas.
That same day he sent a telegram to Dr. Waldo
R. Wedel, then on an archeological dig in
Doniphan County, Kansas, asking him to visit




the Star and "examine rock bearing supposed
Coronado inscription."

Wedel at that time was the Assistant
Curator of the Division of Archeology at the
Smithsonian. Since mid-May he had been
conducting a general archeological survey of
northeastern Kansas. On July 13, 1937, as
noted in a personal communication of February
21, 1987, he was excavating "both Nebraska
culture house sites
and historic Kansa
slab-covered
burials." His party,
consisting of four
college  students
and Dr. Loren
Eiseley, had
received some local
notice and had
been bothered by
visitors who wanted
to sell them relics,
a fact reported in
the Atchison Globe
on July 10, 1937.
Eiseley, a recent
Ph.D. graduate of
the University of
Pennsylvania, was
working with
Wedel as a volun-
teer for a few
weeks before taking
a teaching position
at the University of
Kansas. Wedel
wasted no time in
responding to
Wetmore’s request.
On Thursday, July
15, 1937, he and
Eiseley journeyed to Kansas City where they
examined and photographed the stone in the
Star’s offices. As Wellman knew little of the
provenance of the artifact other than it had
been found near Oak Mills, Wedel arranged to
meet him, Stephenson, and others at that place
early the next week (Wedel, personal
communication of February 21, 1987).

The next Sunday, July 18, the Star’s first

Figure 3. Paul Jones.
Courtesy Kansas State Historical Society

major story on the "Coronado Stone" took up
the entire front page of Section C and
continued on page 2. It was illustrated with a
large drawing with Wellman’s initials (By-lines
in those days were hard to come by). In
addition to describing the artifact and telling
what was known of its discovery, Wellman
summarized accounts of the expedition and the
varying interpretations as to how far north and
east Coronado had progressed. Many earlier
authorities believed
he had reached
northeastern
Kansas or possibly
even southern
Nebraska, but Paul
Jones, the Lyons,
Kansas, newspaper-
man and close
student of the
Coronado venture,
had assembled a
good deal of
evidence indicating
the expedition had
gone no farther
~ than the Lindsborg,
Kansas, area
(Figure 3). Jones
had not yet seen
the stone but J.G.
Braecklien, de-
scribed as a Kansas
City  antiquarian,
felt the lettering
was old although
the use of a
horseshoe-shaped
"U" was question-
able. Wedel and
Eiseley were quoted
in the Star’s article
as being of the opinion that the stone and the
condition of the lettering gave the appearance
of authenticity but that there might be a
problem with the lettering or the form of the
inscription. Further informed opinion on this
subject would be obtained by sending a photo-
graph of the stone to the Smithsonian for
examination by experts there. Wellman pointed
out other possible discrepancies such as the
spelling of "Quivera" rather than "Quivira" and




the apparent writing out of Coronado’s first
name in contrast to the abbreviation "Fran"
which, according to Paul Jones, he used in his
letters.

During the next week a number of
Coronado experts and other interested parties
commented on the carved stone after viewing it
at the Star’s offices or seeing the photograph in
the newspaper. Glenn G. Bartle, chairman of
the Department of
Geology and
Geography at the
University of
Kansas City, said
the stone  was
native to the
Atchison area and,
from its appear-
ance, could have
been carved 400
years earlier. In
this opinion he was
in agreement with
A.C. Carpenter, an
Ottawa, Kansas,
geologist who also
pointed out that
such stone was not
found in the
Lindsborg area and
that where the
inscription was
carved the stone
was  sufficiently
weathered away to
cause the bracheo-
podic fossils, which
were harder than
the limestone, to
stand out in high
relief. Their
opinions were described in Star articles of July
16 and 19, 1937.

Paul Jones, whose second book on Quivira,
Coronado and Quivira, had just been published,
looked at the stone on July 19 and expressed
doubts about its authenticity but said, "If it is a
fake, it’s a half-way good job." In his view,
described in a Kansas City Times article of July
19, 1937, the best indication that it might be

Figure 4. Kirke Mechem.
Courtesy Kansas State Historical Society ago. He had

genuine was the date which fitted in with the
known dates of Coronado’s arrival and
departure from central Kansas. If Coronado
had sent an exploring party toward the
northeast it could have reached the Missouri
River on August 3 and returned to the
Lyons/Lindsborg area in time to gather supplies
and start back south by the middle of August.

Kirke Mechem, Secretary of the Kansas
State  Historical
Society, although
he had not yet seen
the stone, expressed
a number of
reservations about
it in a letter
published in the
Kansas City Times
on July 19, 1937
(Figure 4). He
began by remarking
on the wuse of
capital letters so
much like modern
printing as to be
questionable as a
product of the 16th
century. Even
more important, in
his opinion, were
discrepancies  in
word usage which
pointed toward a
translation of
English into
Spanish rather than
something  origi-
nally composed in
Spanish 400 years

arrived  at  this
conclusion in conjunction with a Spanish-
speaking member of his staff, and their
suggestions had been confirmed by Jose Maria
Osma, professor of Spanish and Portuguese at
the University of Kansas. The most serious of
these discrepancies were the use of "Agosto el
Tre" as a date form and "pro Espana” to mean
"for Spain." Neither would ever be used in
modern or ancient Spanish. Also doubtful were
the spelling of "Quivera” and the use of a



rounded capital "U." In the 16th century
Spanish letter lower case "u’s” were rounded but
capitals invariably were made as a "V." Mechem
also wondered about the purpose of the carved
stone and who was expected to read it.

On Tuesday, July 20, the various interested
parties agreed to meet at Oak Mills to try to
settle the vexing question as to where and by
whom the stone had been found and whether
or not there was any possibility it had been
protected from the elements. Wedel and
Eiseley were of the opinion that if the stone
had been tipped over and buried in the soil
shortly after being carved there was a good
chance the inscription would not have
completely weathered away in 400 years. Of
course, acid in the soil could damage the stone,
but as Eiseley argued in a Kansas City Times
article of July 16, 1937, there "is at least as
good a chance of its being buried in non-acid
soil as in acid soil."

As Wedel remembers it, the planned trip to
the find site came near to being a fiasco.
When he and Eiseley reached the agreed
meeting place in Oak Mills, no one was there.
After scouting around the area for more than
an hour they drove the 20 miles or so to
Effingham where they found the others who
already had visited the Missouri River bluff
where Steele said the stone had been found.
As described by Wedel in a personal
communication of February 21, 1987,
Stephenson and Wellman told him that the site
was a short ways north of Oak Mills and that
Steele was not the discoverer but that they
could not locate or get the name of the original
finder. A story in the Times of July 21, 1937,
mentioned that probing a small depression
where Steele said the stone had been dug out
did not bring to light any other pieces of the
original slab. This same story also implied that
the original discoverer had been a member of
a WPA work gang who had worked in a quarry
and that the WPA workers had been sent
elsewhere and no one living in the
neighborhood knew who the original discoverer
was.

Further views of would-be experts were
expressed during the week. The Star on July

20, 1937, carried a story outlining J.G.
Braecklein’s suggestion that a reader of a
history of Doniphan County published in the
early 1900s might have carved the stone to
bring some of the attention and glory of the
Coronado visit to northeast Kansas, particularly
Atchison County and the Oak Mills
neighborhood. In his Doniphan County History,
P.L. Gray (1905) claimed there was good
evidence that Coronado had reached
northeastern Kansas in a letter he wrote to the
King of Spain. In recounting his travels
Coronado said he reached Quivira in the 40th
degree and found a larger river than the one he
first encountered when he entered the province
of Quivira. The 40th parallel crosses the
Missouri River near White Cloud in Doniphan
County and Gray postulated that to be the spot
where Coronado erected the cross he
mentioned in his narrative (Gray 1905:1-5).
Bliss Isely, a Wichita author and historian, was
quoted in a Wichita Eagle article of July 22,
1937, as saying it was possible but not likely the
carved stone was produced by a Spaniard in
1541. He reportedly took no stock in the
supposed misspelling of Quivira but considered
that Paul Jones and others were on sounder
ground when arguing that Coronado’s reported
movements would not have got him to the
Kansas or Missouri rivers. Even so, he felt
there still was an off chance that some
members of the expedition might have visited
northeast Kansas.

On July 25, 1937, Wedel reported by letter
to Dr. Wetmore on his examination of the
"Coronado marker" and investigation of its
origin. He described the material as "a highly
fossiliferous limestone of Pennsylvanian age,
identical in apparently every regard with the
rock that occurs rather extensively along the
Missouri in northeastern Kansas." He felt the
inscription had been cut quite deeply, definitely
showed signs of weathering, and possibly lacked
the "S" of "TRES" due to that factor. Although
Wedel had not discussed the weathering of this
geological material with a competent geologist,
Wellman had told him that a Baker University
geologist had said it would take 25 to 100 years
to bring the surface to its present condition.
Wedel also reported that Steele had obtained
the carved slab from a quarry worker who had




left town and "...since he ran out on a grocery
bill he left no forwarding address." As there
seemed little chance the surface of the stone or
its markings would prove or disprove its
authenticity, Wedel thought the most useful
course of action would be to have the stone or
a photograph studied by "...a competent student
of sixteenth century Spanish,” and he enclosed
a photograph for that purpose.

About the time Wedel was working on his
letter to Wetmore, Ralph Steele was writing
from Effingham to the Kansas City Star. In his
letter which was published on July 22, 1937,
Steele said he had been hired to write a
booklet on points of interest in the
northeastern part of Kansas. His work was to
be used as source material for a state guide
being written as part of the Federal Writers’
Project of the Works Progress Administration.
He had been asked to include information
about Indian mounds in the area and had spent
considerable time and effort looking for
authentic examples. While hiking along the
river between Oak Mills and Dalby, Kansas, he
met three fishermen and asked them for
information. They knew nothing about mounds
but said they had kicked over an old tombstone
not far up the river. Steele said he found the
marker, read the date 1541, and took it home
with him. Later he sold it to Lyle Stephenson
for four dollars, but never did find an Indian
mound. In telling his story in the letter, Steele
began by saying, "I am almost, not quite sorry
that I found the much disputed ‘Coronado
stone’." Further on he admitted that "...I enjoy,
in a mean sort of way, the row it kicked up
among writers, historians, geologists, and
archaeologists." Of note in Steele’s letter is his
failure to mention anything about the find of
the stone by a WPA quarry worker.

The Atchison Daily Globe took surprisingly
little interest in the finding of a possible
Coronado relic practically in its back yard,
publishing only one Associated Press story
during July. However, on July 21, 1937, a full
column on the front page chronicled the
discovery of a petrified apple on Lime Creek
four miles south of Atchison by a local named
Roy Lister. He was digging for fish worms
when he reportedly unearthed the stone apple

on which were carved "...the letters ‘A and E’ in
what appears to be Vedic Sanskrit." The
reporter had been informed by Professor W.
Wattles Wart of Chicago University that Vedic
Sanskrit was one of the world’s oldest
languages. The professor wasn’t sure about the
apple but felt the letters could not have been
carved by modern man. The apple was taken
to the laboratory of Professor Wart who
planned to send it to Professor P. Puffle Potts
of Germany who could supposedly decide its
authenticity in two seconds. The Globe story
went on to stress the possible importance of
this find by saying "...if Professor Wart and
Professor Potts decide that Adam carved on the
petrified apple that was found at Sumner by
Roy Lister, the whole history of the world will
be changed, and it will be shown that the
original Garden of Eden was at the junction of
the Missouri River and Lime Creek..." A
month later, in its August 21, 1937, edition, the
Atchison Globe noted the Star was describing
the Oak Mills find as the "so-called Coronado
stone" after receiving a letter from the
Smithsonian, and proudly announced that "No
doubt has been raised, however, in connection
with the authenticity of Roy Lister’s Adam and
Eve apple.”

During the last days of July and first part
of August 1937, Wedel’s photograph of the
"Coronado’s stone" was circulated to various
members of the Smithsonian staff for comments
on its authenticity. Dr. R.A. Bassler, a
geologist, was of the opinion that limestone
would weather more over a period of "almost
500 years" than the photograph seemed to
show. Although his subtraction is wrong, his
point was that limestone tombstone carvings
weather away in 100 years. N.M. Judd
compared the inscription with Spanish carvings
on El Moro rock in New Mexico dating from
1605 to 1700. The inscriptions known to be
authentic always used capital and lower case
letters, frequently were in script, never began
with a date, and never spelled out a figure. He
also felt the carving was too sharp, the
arrangement of words were "unSpanish," and
that the presence of all the essentials of the
message except the signature on what appeared
to be only part of a broken stone was a cause
for suspicion. J.P. Harrington, who had studied



16th century handwriting and inscriptions, spent
an hour and a half examining the photo and
comparing it with reference works. He agreed
with all of Judd’s comments and was of the
opinion "...that this inscription is surely a fake."

On August 6 before the experts had
completed their examination, Wetmore, writing
to Wedel on another matter, mentioned in his
letter that they were inclined to believe the
stone was not genuine. A week later on
August 13, 1937, in the Smithsonian’s official
letter reply to Wedel he was a little more
cautious, saying that their study of the
photograph had convinced them the stone was
"of highly doubtful authenticity." This opinion
was substantiated by a summary of the
comments outlined above. Wetmore added that
the owners could get a more definitive opinion
by sending in the stone itself.

Wedel sent Wetmore’s letter to the Star
immediately and the full text was published in
the issue of August 20. The Times carried an
editorial the next morning, August 21, 1937,
mentioning the Smithsonian’s evaluation of the
stone and pointing out that this did not make
it any less of a mystery. If a fake, as it seemed,
who made it, for what purpose, and when?
The editorialist, possibly Paul Wellman, was
convinced the carving had not been done
recently and speculated it may have been
"...carved when there was a fever of Coronado
interest in Northeastern Kansas about fifty years
ago." He also pointed out that there seemed to
be no financial angle to the case and whoever
did the carving must have had considerable
historical knowledge to come up with the
"uncannily correct date."

After publishing the Smithsonian’s letter
the Kansas City newspapers seem to have lost
interest in the "Coronado stone." In an August
31, 1937, edition of the Times, Wellman
reviewed Paul Jones’ book, Coronado and
Quivira (1937). In his lead-in paragraph he
mentioned the discredited artifact but did not
discuss it further since Jones had completed his
book before the stone came to light.
Meanwhile someone at the Smithsonian,
probably Alexander Wetmore, had second
thoughts about not having examined the actual

stone. Wetmore, a noted ornithologist, was a
graduate of the University of Kansas and that
may have given him a special interest in the
supposed Coronado relic. ~ Furthermore, if
additional study reversed the decision on its
authenticity, the Smithsonian would be in a
good position to acquire this historically
significant find from Stephenson. In any case,
on August 19, 1937, Wetmore wrote to Wedel
asking him to arrange to ship the stone to the
Smithsonian or to bring it with him when he
returned. Wedel, whose dig season was nearing
its close, decided on the latter. On September
10, according to a Times article of September
11, 1937, he picked up the stone at the Strar’s
offices, professing not to know the reason the
Smithsonian wished to see it, and carried it
back to the Natural History Museum of the
Smithsonian. According to his personal
communication of February 21, 1987, he is not
certain of its subsequent history.

After a delay of several months, a letter
signed by Alexander Wetmore and dated
January 25, 1938, was sent to Paul I. Wellman
at the Srar who was asked to convey its
contents to Lyle Stephenson. Wetmore stated
that the Smithsonian, after seeing the actual
stone, judged it to be "..much too soft to have
retained legible incised characters for the
implied four centuries even under the most
favorable circumstances." Moreover, all the
objections based on the language and characters
used in the inscription were reaffirmed. The
ultimate conclusion, then, was "...that the stone
had no direct connection whatsoever with the
Coronado or any other Spanish expedition but
is probably of very recent manufacture."

Presumably Wellman passed the
Smithsonian’s opinion to Lyle Stephenson but
the Star appears to have decided the public was
no longer interested in the subject as no story
was published. On January 28, 1938, a
government bill of lading (presently in the
Smithsonian’s archives) was issued to the
Railway Express Agency for delivery of one box
containing a "specimen of inscribed limestone
slab™ of 50 Ib weight to Paul I. Wellman at the
Kansas City Star. Early in February, 1938, the
"Coronado stone” undoubtedly was back in the
hands of its owner, Lyle Stephenson, in Kansas



City.

Very little further mention of the stone
from Oak Mills has been found in public print.
On August 25, 1940, the Star published a letter
from A.W. Cunningham of Lawrence, Kansas,
mentioning a stone "found near Wamego"
inscribed with a date and lettering indicating it
had been placed there during Coronado’s
march. The author seemed to believe the
inscription was genuine and that the stone
should be obtained and put on display by the
State of Kansas as part of the celebration of
the 400th anniversary of Coronado’s visit.

Of considerably more importance is an
article by Kirke Mechem, entitled "Faking the
History of Kansas," which appeared in 1951.
Mechem repeated most of his 1937 letter to the
Kansas City Star, referred to earlier in this
article, but went on to say the finder of the
stone had shown a remarkable interest in
Coronado before "discovering” the stone and
even had written an article on the subject.
According to Mechem "this hoax" was the
second phony Coronado inscription to be
brought to the attention of the Kansas State
Historical Society (Mechem 1951).

In 1949 Herbert E. Bolton’s book,
Coronado, Knight of Pueblos and Plains, was
published. Bolton, a distinguished historian of
the Southwest, personally retraced Coronado’s
trail from Mexico City to Kansas and did a
great deal of research in the Spanish archives.
He mentions a "Quivira stone" said to have
been found in northeast Kansas about 100 miles
beyond any point reached by Coronado and
characterizes it as a "clumsy fraud" (Bolton
1949:306). He contends that the fuller records
of the expedition now available to scholars
destroy earlier theories of long marches to the
north and east and that "...there is no reason
for thinking that any explorers were dispatched
from Quivira, or that Coronado or any of his
men got beyond Lindsborg" (Bolton 1949:295).

I have been unable to find any trace of the
fate of the "Coronado stone" after it was
returned to Kansas City. Stephenson may have
kept it as a curiosity of little or no value in his
Kansas City home or his country cottage in

Platte County, Missouri. A biographical sketch
printed in the Star on January 15, 1939, did not
mention the episode of the "Coronado stone.”
Lyle Stephenson died rather unexpectedly on
November 30, 1941, leaving a widow but no
children. A little over four years later his
widow, Grace, died, as noted in the December
23, 1945, edition of the Star. Her will, as
described in the January 9, 1946, edition of the
Times, contained two major bequests: a
considerable sum to the University of Kansas
for a men’s dormitory, and most of the rest of
her estate to the Kansas City Museum.
Although not an alumnus, Lyle Stephenson had
enjoyed many field trips with Kansas University
groups. The funds from Mrs. Stephenson’s
bequest were used to build Stephenson Hall
which still is in use on the campus. The
bequest to the Kansas City Museum also
reflected Stephenson’s strong interest in natural
history and his long-time support of plans for
a natural history museum in the city. However,
inquiries at the Kansas City Museum, the
Museum of Anthropology at the University of
Kansas, and the Kansas State Historical Society
have turned up no trace of the "Coronado
stone."

While I was looking for clues as to what
happened to the "Coronado stone" a passage in
a book by Margaret Whittemore was pointed
out to me. In a book published in 1959,
Whittemore, an artist who sketched many
historic sites in Kansas, mentioned seeing a
carved piece of stone in a case in the Rice
County courthouse with what appears to be the
identical inscription as that found on the carved
slab from Oak Mills (Whittemore 1954:15).
Although it seems unlikely, it is possible that
Lyle Stephenson gave the stone to Paul Jones
who deposited it in the Rice County
courthouse. If so, it has disappeared. Florence
Monroe, then curator of the Coronado-Quivira
Museum in Lyons, stated in a personal
communication of May 5, 1987, that they had
no knowledge or record of such an item.

Though the object itself has disappeared,
there seems little reason to question the
Smithsonian’s conclusion that the carved stone
from Oak Mills was not an authentic relic of
Coronado’s expedition. Even so, we are left




with the further questions of who carved it,
when, and for what purpose.

A number of possible answers to these
queries, proposed at the time the "Coronado
stone" came to light, already have been
mentioned. One suggestion, that it had been
manufactured recently for financial gain, seems
unlikely although there is a slim possibility it
was done by someone who had an unrealistic
notion of the amouni of money such a find
might bring. However, if this had been the
origin of the stone it seems likely that there
would have been a greater attempt to turn a
profit. = The only person known to have
received any money was Steele and he claims to
have received only four dollars.

Another suggestion was that the stone was
carved to establish the claim of northeastern
Kansas, or possibly more specifically the
Atchison area, to share in the glamour and
prestige of the visit of Coronado to the state.
Provincialism, then as now, was not unknown in
Kansas and there long had been partisans of
the northern and northeastern sections of the
state, to say nothing of Nebraska, who argued
that the expedition’s records showed that
Coronado, or at least some of his men, had
reached the Missouri River. In response to
such claims some residents of central and
southwest Kansas exhibited a similar regional
jealousy. For example, the reaction of the
Dodge City Globe to the Oak Mills stone (as
quoted in the Lyons Daily News, July 23, 1937)
was that the Kaw Valley was trying to steal
Coronado from the southwestern part of the
state.

As mentioned earlier, the Kansas City Times
was among those who speculated the stone may
have been carved 50 or so years ago when
interest in Coronado was high. This theory
conveniently accounts for the production of the
carved stone, its somewhat weathered
appearance, and the evidence it had been
designed by someone who had more than a
passing knowledge of the history of the
Coronado expedition. Its insuperable weakness,
however, is the fact that the stone wasn’t
brought to public knowledge for some 50 years.
It would seem that anyone who went to so

much trouble to promote his section of the
state would make sure the object was found
and examined rather than being left on a
remote hillside where it might never be noticed.

There also is the possibility that the
culprits were regional partisans of more recent
vintage. Under this scenario an individual or a
group of northeast Kansas partisans prepared
the stone, devised some rapid means of giving
it a somewhat weathered look, and gave it to
the fishermen, or even to Steele himself, to
discover and present to the world. This
possibility cannot be dismissed out-of-hand,
although, if true, it is surprising that no word
of the conspiracy ever leaked out.

To go one step further, it is not entirely
unreasonable to suspect Ralph Steele of
originating the hoax. He was not an unlettered
quarry worker as some stories made out, but
rather had enough experience in historical
research and writing to be hired to develop
background material for the Kansas state guide.
Also of possible significance is his consistency
in claiming that someone else found the stone
while failing to ever identify or produce the
finder. In view of the amount of publicity the
Oak Mills stone received in that area, it is
more than a little strange that no claim, or
even a hint of a claim, by the finder was ever
reported. Furthermore, and only Kirke
Mechem has brought this out previously, Steele
was very interested in Coronado’s expedition
and had written on the subject. The day after
the discovery of the stone came out in the
newspapers the District Supervisor of the
Federal Writer’s Project, Glenn R. Fockile,
wrote a letter about Steele to the State
Supervisor in Kansas. The letter dated July 12,
1937, is now in the archives of the Kansas State
Historical  Society in Topeka (KSHS
Correspondence Box 16, "Coronado Relics").
He mentioned Steele’s purported discovery,
judged it would be a real coup if proved
authentic, and expressed his opinion that
"...perhaps because of previous experience with
the gentleman - I have a vague suspicion that
something is screwy." He also described a
recent interview with Steele about three
manuscripts that he had prepared. Most

significant for the purpose of this inquiry is the




District Supervisor’s comment that he had
"..questioned the wisdom of frequent
implications that Quivira was a definite locality
including Atchison, Brown, and Doniphan
Counties."

A possible secondary motive comes out in
Steele’s admission that he enjoyed seeing
writers, historians, geologists, and archeologists
puzzled by the would-be artifact and disagreeing
as to its authenticity. If these experts couldn’t
tell a fake from a genuine relic, then maybe
some of their other pronouncements were not
to be taken too seriously either. If Steele did
originate the hoax, it is possible he had
collaborators but there is no reason to believe
that Stephenson was involved. He had no
monetary needs, had great respect for scientific
studies, and seems to have done everything he
could to facilitate a full investigation of the
"Coronado stone."

Although Stephenson died only four years
after the "Coronado stone" came to light and
Steele’s subsequent life has not been traced,
several of the participants in our story enjoyed
distinguished careers.  Alexander Wetmore
within a few years became the Secretary of the
Smithsonian Institution, the top job in that
organization and possibly in the U.S. museum
world. Waldo Wedel’s contributions as dean of
Plains archeology is too well known to readers
of the KAA journal to need further comment.
Loren Eiseley stayed at the University of
Kansas for several years and later spent 30
years at the University of Pennsylvania. He
became a leading anthropologist and one of the
most highly praised essayists in this country.
Paul Wellman left the Kansas City Star in 1944,

wrote for the movies for two years, and then
became an award-winning author of novels and
popular histories. So far as I've been able to
determine, he mentioned Coronado only in a
narrative history of exploration in the southwest
called Glory, God and Gold (Wellman 1954).
His account of Coronado’s trip takes a little
over 50 pages of which only three are devoted
to Kansas, and no reference is made to the
discredited "Coronado stone” (Wellman 1954).
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ARCHEOLOGICAL SURVEY IN SOUTH-CENTRAL KANSAS

Rain Vehik and Susan C. Vehik
University of Oklahoma

The Kansas Anthropologist, 10(1&2), 1989, pp. 11-17

A survey of two proposed reservoirs in Sumner and Kingman counties, Kansas, recorded several
historic and prehistoric sites. The historic sites are mainly related to early to middle 20th
century farmsteads. Most of the prehistoric sites date to the Middle Ceramic period (A.D. 1000-
A.D. 1500), and seem to be of a short term nature associated with limited activities related
mostly to lithic production. A model developed on the basis of soil groups was used to predict

site locations.

The Archeological Research and
Management Center at the University of
Oklahoma surveyed two proposed reservoirs in
south-central Kansas for the U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers, Tulsa District (Vehik 1988). The
Norwich reservoir will be east of Kingman and
south of Murdock, Kansas, on the South Fork
of the Ninnescah River. The Wellington
reservoir will be west of Wellington and south
of Anson, Kansas, on Slate Creek. Both are in
the Wellington-McPherson Lowlands, but the
Norwich reservoir site is slightly east of the
High Plains physiographic province (Figure 1).

Among other requirements, the scope of
work required that at least 5% of each
proposed reservoir be surveyed. This was a
nonrandom sample survey of the flood-control
pools with special emphasis placed on areas of
high archeological potential. Survey locations
were determined by a literature search and
evaluation of previous work in nearby
IE€SEIVOirs.

The literature and background search
involved reviewing collections and documents at
the Kansas State Historical Society, the Special
Collections Library at Wichita State University,
local museums, and various publications relating
to previous archeological work in south-central
Kansas (Brogan 1981; Brown and Simmons
1987; Gould 1975; Keller 1961; Munsell 1961;
O’Brien 1984; Rohn et al. 1976; Thies 1987,
Vehik 1967; Wedel 1959; Witty 1963).

FIELDWORK

As indicated above, a model of site
locations was developed on the basis of existing
information. Site location data from a survey
of the Corbin reservoir in southern Sumner
County (Rohn et al. 1976) was used to predict
the association of sites with specific soil groups.
Out of 27 sites in the Corbin reservoir along
the Chikaskia River, 59.3% are associated with
Old Alluvium, 33.3% with Low Terrace, and
7.4% with Residuum soil groups. Six soil
groups (Figures 2 and 3) were defined for the
project areas in Kingman (Hoffman and Glaum
1979) and Sumner counties (Fenwick and
Ratcliff 1979):

1. Aeolian: These sediments consist of
stabilized and unstabilized sand in the
Norwich reservoir area. They are not
present in the Wellington reservoir.

2. Residuum: These are weathered sediments
derived from Permian shale. In the
Norwich reservoir area, these sediments are
weathered from Ninnescah shales. They
are not common in the Wellington
reservoir and are mostly along the western
and southern edges.

3. Old Alluvium: In the Norwich reservoir
area, these probably are terrace sediments
deposited by Pleistocene streams. In the
Wellington reservoir area they formed in
loess and outwash sediments, and occur




mostly along the northern and eastern
edges of the proposed lake. They are of
Nebraskan age and are composed of poorly
sorted sands, silts, and clays.

4. Low Terrace 2: This terrace system is
rarely flooded in either reservoir area.

S. Low Terrace 1: These soils are
occasionally flooded in the Norwich
reservoir area, but they are rarely inundated
in the Wellington area.

of western and southern Oklahoma, similar
gravels contain usable lithic materials (Lintz
1980:12-13; Lopez and Keith 1976:137-138).

Even though the geologic situation in
Sumner County is not as well documented
(Walters 1961), similar events occurred.
Nebraskan age terrace deposits are eroded, with
the lower parts containing gravels (Walters
1961:60). These are not described and it is not
known whether usable lithic materials are

6. Floodplain: These sediments
correspond with recent geologic
deposits. In the Wellington
area, they occurred only in
stream channels.

BARTON

Lithic resources were another
factor used in locating prehistoric

sites. Overall, good quality lithic

resources are not abundant in
either area. The Ogallala
formation, which includes Ogallala
quartzite, may be a source of some
lithics in the Norwich reservoir
area (Lane 1960:16). The majority
of sediments associated with this
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formation seem to have been
removed by erosion during the
Nebraskan glacial advance (Lane
1960), but plenty of quartzitic
sandstone cobbles occur in eroded
areas of the uplands. There are
two possible areas in or near the
Norwich reservoir which may be
part of the Ogallala formation.

High Plal - 29 =
- alne miles

m Flint Hills Uplands
Red Hills

Osage Cuestas

SOURCE: Kansas Geological Survey

1 — Norwich Reservoir
2 - Waellington Reservoir

Arkansas River Lowlands

m Wellington-McPherson Lowlands J

The larger area is about one-half
mile west of Murdock, and is
outside the impact zone. Even
though one area is in the impoundment, both
are covered by heavy vegetation and were not
surveyed.

Another possible source for usable lithics
resulted from stream down-cutting during the
Kansan glaciation. During this period, a stream
originating in the Rocky Mountains ran through
south-central Kansas, depositing alluvium of
gravels which are similar to types found in the
Rocky Mountains (Lane 1960:61-62). In parts

Figure 1. Location of Norwich and Wellington reservoirs.

present. The same situation is true for Kansan
deposits of sand and gravels which occur
discontinuously usually more than 15 m above
the present floodplain. The Wellington
reservoir is closer to large Kay County
(Florence-A) chert outcrops and quarries in the
vicinity of the Arkansas River in southern
Kansas and northern Oklahoma.

The fieldwork, conducted mostly by one
individual, consisted of a walk-over survey of




the project areas. Very limited shovel testing
was employed in some areas of dense
vegetation. Since emphasis was placed on
cultivated fields and locations in which surface
visibility was the greatest, the results are not
statistically valid. Landowners and other
individuals were asked about site locations, but
not much is known about archeological sites in
these areas. In fact, only five archeological
sites have been recorded in Kingman County
and 55 in Sumner County (Brown and Simmons
1987:vi-2).

RESULTS

One multicomponent, five historic, and six
prehistoric sites were recorded in the Norwich
reservoir area and six historic, one
multicomponent, and eight prehistoric sites in
the Wellington reservoir area. Most of the
prehistoric sites are represented by small
amounts of cultural debris. As a result, it is
difficult to assess them in terms of function,
age, or significance. We have followed the
terminology employed by Kansas prehistorians
in discussing the area’s culture history. None
of the recorded prehistoric sites could be

assigned to the Paleoindian, Archaic, or Late
Ceramic periods. Based on the style of very
few projectile points and the presence of Kay
County (Florence-A) chert (Vehik 1985a;
1985b), we assigned at least five prehistoric
sites to the Early/Middle Ceramic or Middle
Ceramic periods (A.D. 1-1500).

Lithic manufacturing is a primary activity
at many sites, but there is a difference in the
procurement and manufacture of lithic materials
between the two reservoir areas. Many items
from the Norwich reservoir area reflect
procurement of local lithic resources and early
stage lithic manufacturing. Only three artifacts
are made of Kay County and Alibates chert
which are considered to be nonlocal. Forty-
one items are made from Ogallala quartzite.
Only three of these do not have any cortex.

On the other hand, the Wellington
reservoir area does not have many locally
usable lithic resources. Materials made from
Ogallala quartzite (44.4%) and Kay County
chert (38.9%) are the most common, but over
75% of the Ogallala quartzite items are from
one site. Most (70.1%) of the Ogallala

quartzite items

D Floodplain, recent

[/} Low Terrace, underlying deposits late
Wisconsin
Old Alluvium, possibly Nebraskan

D Residuum, late llinoisan to present

o 1
——
mile

exhibit  cortex.
These consist of
thick bifaces (3),
unmodified
flakes (15), and
blocky debris (6).
It is likely that
Ogallala quartz-
ite was being
tested for quality
and large, early
stage tools were
being manufac-
tured. Cortex
occurs on 25%
of the Kay
County  speci-
mens of which
six are unmodi-
fied flakes and
one is a scraper.
Over half of the
Kay County

Figure 2. Soil groups within the Wellington reservoir.
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Figure 3. Soil groups within the Norwich reservoir.

thermally altered. The lack of cortex and
scarcity of tools associated with early stages of
lithic manufacture suggests that complete tools
were being brought in, probably from the Flint
Hills Uplands to the east, and maintained. In
addition to obtaining lithic resources and lithic
manufacturing and maintenance, the only other
activities may be hunting (projectile points) and
processing activities such as cutting and
scraping (biface fragments and modified flakes).
In sum, the more intensive use of Kay County
chert in the Wellington reservoir locale may
reflect its proximity to the Kay County quarries

in Cowley County, Kansas, and Kay County,
Oklahoma. It may, however, also indicate the
use of this region by populations derived from
larger groups along the Arkansas River.

Site locational data from the Norwich
reservoir along the South Fork of the
Ninnescah River do not correspond to the
Corbin reservoir predictive model. The major
soil groups with which sites are associated are
eroded Aeolian soils located in the uplands and
Residuum soils. Most of these sites are nearly
1,500 m from the river, but range from 15 to



518 m from intermittent creeks. This, in
conjunction with the fact that most of the
recovered materials are related to lithic
procurement, suggests that site occupations are
very temporary and short term. One reason
why sites are not close to the South Fork of
the Ninnescah River may be that the river is
not deeply entrenched and occupations could
have been easily inundated. It is also likely
that sites were closer to intermittent creeks and,
possibly, seeps and springs because these water
sources were not as saline as the river. Lithic
resources seem to be more common away from
the river. However, it is most likely that sites
in the floodplain of the South Fork of the
Ninnescah have either been destroyed by
flooding or are deeply buried.

The location of sites in the Wellington
reservoir area corresponds more closely to the
Corbin reservoir model. Seven (77.8%) of the
nine prehistoric sites are associated with Low
Terrace soils and two (22.2%) with Old
Alluvium sediments. Residuum soils are not
common in the Wellington area, and only one
historic site was in this type of locale.
Prehistoric sites are nearly equidistant from
permanent and intermittent creeks; an average
284 m. However, they may have been closer to
Slate Creek since many sites are associated with
old meander scars of the creek. At least three
sites represent campsites associated with the
Early and Middle Ceramic periods.

A survey of the Cunningham reservoir in
1988 by the Kansas State Historical Society, in
extreme western Kingman County (Reynolds
1988), resulted in findings similar to the
Wellington reservoir area. Sites in the
Cunningham reservoir area are associated with
three Old Alluvium soil groupings (Reynolds
1988:48-49). Another similarity is the frequency
of Kay County chert. About 68% of the
chipped stone tools were manufactured from
this lithic resource (Reynolds 1988:54). The
possibility is raised that this large frequency
occurs because of the proximity of the
Cunningham reservoir to the Middle Ceramic
period Pratt site along the South Fork of the
Ninnescah River (Reynolds 1988:54). It is
possible that sites in the Wellington and
Cunningham reservoir areas reflect different
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spheres of influence during the Late Prehistoric
period.

The Kansas State Historical Society in
1988 also surveyed the proposed Arlington
reservoir along the North Fork of the
Ninnescah in Reno County northwest of the
Norwich reservoir site (Reynolds 1988). Several
sites located here are also associated with Old
Alluvium sediments. Reynolds (1988:47-55)
indicates that most prehistoric sites occur on
upland soils or on eroded remnants of upland
terraces. This seems to be the case in the
Norwich locale, but most of the soils there are
associated with Residuum sediments. The
recent despositional history of the South and
most likely the North Fork of the Ninnescah
has either removed evidence of prehistoric
occupations by erosion or these sites are deeply
buried. In the Wellington reservoir area, sites
are closer to extant meander scars of Slate
Creek and are associated with clayey alluvium.
Tributaries here are more deeply incised than
the South Fork of the Ninnescah and less likely
to overflow on a regular basis.

In summary, recent archeological surveys in
south-central Kansas have been based on a
model utilizing soil groupings. This model is
fairly effective, and with more refinement it
should be useful in predicting the location of
prehistoric sites in this area.

Not many prehistoric sites were found in
either the Norwich or Wellington reservoir
areas. Most occupations appear to be short
term and related to lithic production, hunting,
and some generalized processing activities.
Some sites in the Wellington reservoir area may
relate to longer term occupations. Relative
dating suggests that most sites belong to the
Early and/or Middle Ceramic periods, but
Reynolds (1988:47) reports the presence of a
possible Late Archaic site from the Arlington
reservoir area in Reno County.

Acknowledgements. A modified version of this paper was
presented at the 46th Plains Conference, Wichita, Kansas,
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ARCHEOLOGICAL INVESTIGATIONS AT THE
MAHAFFIE FARMSTEAD, OLATHE, KANSAS

William B. Lees
Kansas State Historical Society

The Kansas Anthropologist, 10(1&2), 1989, pp. 18-29

In the summer of 1988, a volunteer archeology program was conducted at the late 19th century
Mabhaffie farmstead in Olathe, Kansas. The Mahaffie farmstead is operated as a city historical
museum, and the summer’s archeology program was a joint venture of the City of Olathe and
the Kansas State Historical Society. During the course of the 20-day dig, a total of 160
individuals volunteered on the project. Two separate localities were investigated: the suspected
site of the original 1858 Mahaffie dwelling and the site of an outbuilding for which no
documentary record has been identified. Excavations at the suspected dwelling site documented
structural remains, but do not conclusively support this as the original dwelling. Excavations
at the previously undocumented outbuilding showed this to be an early, short-lived structure that

may have served as a smokehouse.

The Mahaffie farm (14JO356) was
established by James Beatty Mahaffie in 1858
on 160 acres purchased for $600 (Jackson
1980). This farm was located along the Santa
Fe trail immediately east of the community of
Olathe, Kansas Territory. The first dwelling
on the farm was a small frame building moved
from Olathe in 1858, and which has been
described as a "five room, story and a half
frame house" (Jackson 1980). It was replaced
by a substantial limestone dwelling house in
1865 (Figure 1). Although the origin of the
reference is not identified, Jackson (1980:101)
states that "the temporary frame house then
became a granary and hog house."
Conventional wisdom holds that the original
dwelling remained at the farmstead until the
1920s, when it was moved to another location
in Olathe. A cistern and cellar depression on
the farmstead are alleged to be related to this
dwelling.

The 1865 limestone dwelling exists on the
property to this day, and serves as the focus of
the Mahaffie farmstead and stagecoach stop
historic site, operated by the City of Olathe
since their purchase of this property in 1979.
Other standing historical buildings on the
property include a limestone icehouse (referred
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to in some sources as a smokehouse), thought
to date to 1865 (Figure 2); a wood peg barn; a
later barn; and other outbuildings dating from
various periods (Figure 3). The 1865 dwelling,
ice house, and wood peg barn are listed on the
National Register of Historic Places.

The Mahaffie farmstead was, as the name
suggests, focused on agricultural production. By
1865 the Mahaffies owned 570 acres and had
an extensive livestock herd. Between the years
1865 and 1869, however, Mahaffie took
advantage of the numerous roads that passed
the farm and operated a stagecoach stop.
Stagecoach routes served in this fashion were
Westport to Lawrence, Westport to Fort Scott,
and Westport to Santa Fe, New Mexico. The
basement of the 1865 dwelling was used as a
kitchen and dining room for this traffic
(Jackson 1980).

In 1985, the Kansas State Historical
Society was approached by the City of Olathe,
which desired to conduct archeological
investigations at the Mahaffie farmstead for the
purpose of verifying the location of the original

1858 Mahaffie dwelling and providing
information for wuse in the planned
reconstruction of this building. An ancillary




goal was to investigate other areas of the
property where evidence of subsurface features
had been identified. The City was interested in
undertaking this work with the use of local
volunteers. Because of the Society’s strong
public outreach program and experience with
the use of volunteers on excavation projects,
this interest was easily accommodated. The
next two years were spent in obtaining funding
from the City to underwrite 50% of the
Society’s expenses on this project, and in
planning the project.

The Society has a long history of work with
volunteers in archeology. The Kansas
Anthropological Association (KAA), founded in
1955, has had an increasingly close relationship
with Society archeology since 1960, leading to
the establishment of the Kansas Archeology
Training Program in 1975. The training
program is a partnership between the KAA and
the Society, and offers to volunteers the
opportunity to participate in a scientific
excavation once a year, including both field and
laboratory aspects, and to learn through on-site
training and from structured classes offered
either informally or for college credit. Through

Figure 1. The 1865 Mahaffie dwelling as it appeared in 1988.
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the years, KAA members and other volunteers
have participated in Society projects including
salvage projects, research excavations, laboratory
processing, and in the development of museum
exhibits.

The Mahaffie project differed from past
volunteer projects in several ways. First, it was
a joint venture with a municipal government.
Previous work with local governments was
typically associated with pre-construction
salvage. At the Mahaffie farmstead, the focus
was on interpretive development of a non-
threatened resource. Second, the volunteers
were to be drawn locally rather than from an
organizational base such as the KAA. Thus,
while some draw from the KAA was expected,
the project required the development of an
entirely new volunteer base.

Another difference resulted from project
staffing, which was limited to one professional
archeologist, and from the expectation that the
volunteers would be largely new to archeology.
Typically, there are from two to three
professionals on site during Training Program
digs as well as a cadre of experienced



volunteers. Staff can usually handle as many
volunteers as show up to dig; and have handled
as many as 70 at one time. At Mahaffie,
however, a limit was placed on the number of
participants at any one time, and crew levels
were controlled by an advanced sign-up process.

Planning and previous experience with
volunteers, both on behalf of the Society and
the City of Olathe, paid off with productive
scientific results and a very positive experience
for the 160 volunteers who participated. Of
these 160 individuals, 75 were from Olathe and
another 44 were from other communities within
Johnson County.

RESULTS OF THE INVESTIGATIONS

The excavations at the Mahaffie farmstead
were conducted in two ten-day periods. The
site was divided into two areas, designated 881
and 882. Project objectives were structured to
provide a different focus for each of these
sessions (Figure 4).

Area 881

The initial focus was on a site that was
hypothesized to be the location of the original
1858 Mahaffie dwelling house. This location
was characterized by an intact brick-lined
cistern and, adjacent to this, a shallow
depression thought to represent a filled cellar.

This site was located
approximatcly 35 m (115
ft) to the rear of the 1865
dwelling. At the time
of this project, this area
was covered with a dense
layer of sod, and no
artifacts were visible on
the surface. Limited
shovel testing at this site
in 1986 identified the
presence of machine cut
nails, mortar, and
limestone rubble in the
vicinity of the suspected
cellar location. A total of

: : : | 83 sq m were excavated in
Figure 2. The icehouse in 1988.

this area. All excavation
was conducted within 2 m
excavation units, or squares, and all soil was
removed in 10 cm (3.9 in) levels and screened
through quarter-inch (.635 cm) hardware cloth.
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Figure 3. Map of the Mahaffie farmstead
in 1941 based on an aerial photo.



Within this area, a number of architectural
features were documented (Figure S5). The
cistern was the most obvious feature in this
area prior to excavation. This concrete-
plastered brick cistern has a diameter at the
surface of about 2 m (6.6 ft). Investigation of
this feature was limited to pumping it dry to
determine if any substantial cultural fill had
been placed within it. Only minimal, recent
materials were

lying on the floor was a 25 cm (.8 ft) thick
layer of dark brown soil with large pieces of
limestone building rubble and small artifacts;
above this was 40 cm (1.3 ft) of densely packed
plaster and mortar rubble; overlying this was a
zone, approximately 20 cm (.61 ft) in thickness,
with numerous large artifacts and artifact
fragments sur-rounded by a dark brown soil
matrix; and between this zone and the surface

was approximately

observed.

The most sub-
stantial feature
encountered during
the excavations was
designated Feature
5 and consisted of
a cellar located
beneath the shallow
depression  men-
tioned earlier. Its
interior measured
24 m (78 ft)
north-south and 2.2
m (7.2 ft) east-west.
A stairwell,
measuring 90 cm
(2.9 ft) in width,
provided an exit
through the }\
western end of the
north wall of the 2

AREA 88/ EXCAVATIONS

55 cm (1.8 ft) of
dark brown soil with
inclusions of
relatively small and
infrequent artifacts.

The dense
plaster and mortar
zone appears to be
secondarily de-
posited and is not
interpreted as
materials resulting
from the destruction
of this building.
The standing 1865
Mahaffie dwelling is
reported to have
been replastered in

AREA 882 EXCAVATIONS

1865

cellar. The cellar
was lined with a
substantial
limestone masonry wall, approximately 40 cm
(1.3 ft) in width, most of which had been
salvaged. @ The cellar was floored with a
limestone flag pavement which had been
covered with a thin layer of cement. The
original builders had not excavated the stairwell
level with the floor of the cellar, but instead
sloped it upward at an angle similar to that of
stairs that were once present there. The stairs
were apparently of wooden construction.

The floor of the cellar was approximately
1.4 m (4.6 ft) below the modern ground surface.
Cellar fill consisted of several layers of refuse
and soil, here described as it appeared in the
approximate center of the cellar (Figure 6):

areas and the standing 1865 dwelling and ice house.
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OWELLING the 20th century,

and this zone may

Sy be the result of this
episode  (Michael

Figure 4. Relationship of the two excavation Duncan, personal

communication
1988). The artifacts
from the cellar fill, and particularly those found
in the dense layer of artifacts and soil overlying
the plaster zone, are overwhelmingly late.
Based on field observations of these artifacts, it
does not appear that this cellar was filled any
earlier than the 1920s. This date is consistent
with the oral history account that the building
that stood at this location was moved in about
1920.

Two architectural features, although
remaining somewhat enigmatic at the end of
the project, may be related to the cellar (see
Figure 5). These features are both "ghost"
foundations; that is, they consist of subtle
outlines of rock and mortar rubble which are
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Figure 5. Relationship of architectural
features uncovered in Area 831.

more or less clearly the locations of continuous
limestone masonry foundations that have been
salvaged. The first of these, Feature 45,
intersects the western side of the cistern and
proceeds north for about 2 m (6.6 ft) and then
takes a 90 degree turn to the west. This
"ghost" footing proceeds west at least 2.5 m (8.2
ft), where our excavations ceased. This footing
was about 55 cm (1.8 ft) in width. Extending
approximately 60 cm (2 ft) north of the cistern,
a single course of mortared limestone rock
remains in place.

The second "ghost" foundation, designated
as Feature 47, is an alignment which runs east-
west for at least 4.5 m (14.8 ft) and which is
about 40 cm (1.3 ft) in width. This foundation
trace is less distinct than Feature 45, but it is
of interest that this alignment is in line with
the northern wall of the Feature S cellar.
Unfortunately, due to slumping around the edge

of the cellar, it could not be determined if the
Feature 45 alignment was, in fact, associated
with the Feature S cellar.

The relationship between the Feature 5
cellar, the cistern, and the Feature 45 and
Feature 47 “"ghost" foundations is thus
uncertain. Both features 45 and 47 are
continuous foundations, and both appear to
have been mortared limestone masonry. This
type of construction is consistent with that
observed for the cellar. The fact that Feature
45 intersects the cistern, and that there was no
evidence that features S, 45, and 47 were ever
joined, poses problems of interpretation.

An interesting series of features with no
demonstrated relationship to the other features
documented in this area consists of three
parallel alignments of limestone pier
subfootings (see Figure 5). These features are
consistent in a general sense but are somewhat
irregular in their configurations. They each
consist of a concentration of angular, fist-sized
limestone rocks which were apparently dry-laid
(Figure 7). These concentrations are typically
squared, although corners are often rounded
and rarely approximate 90 degrees. Their
dimensions are generally within the range of 70
to 80 cm (2.3 to 2.6 ft) (Table 1). These are
interpreted as intentionally prepared subsurface
footings for the placement of above ground
foundation piers, none of which remain.

A total of ten of these piers were
uncovered during the project and the location
of what are probably an additional three were
identified by solid core probing. The only
alignment that was completely exposed was 6.5
m (21.3 ft, measured outside-to-outside) in
length and was composed of five regularly
spaced piers. Approximately 2.5 m (8.2 ft,
measured center-to-center) to the west of this
alignment was another alignment, for which
four piers were uncovered and a fifth identified.
Approximately 2.5 m (8.2 ft) to the west of this
second alignment another pier was uncovered
and the locations of what are probably two
additional piers were identified. Although the
western-most alignment appears to be missing
two piers in its midsection, the three alignments
all appear to be roughly equal in length. Thus,




these piers would have supported a building
which measured approximately 6.5 m (21.3 ft)
north-south and 5.5 m (18 ft) east-west.

Table 1
Measurements of subfootings in Area 881.
Measures in parentheses are projections.

East-West North-South
Feature Dimension Dimension
6 7 m A5:m
15 7 m 75 m
16 .8 m (.65 m)
22 8 m (.65 m)
31 (-85 m) 8 m
41 (-5 m) (.75 m)
43 7 m Jm
50 (.75 m) .85 m
418 (.7 m) 75 m
422 (.75 m) g m

Looking at all the features encountered in
this area, a very speculative interpretation is
possible. This posits the Feature 5 cellar, the
cistern, and the Feature 45 and 47 "ghost"
foundations as being related to a single
structure or to

remains in this area. This is suggested by the
fact that the building founded on the piers
conflicts with that which sat on the continuous
foundation designated as Feature 45; that is,
they cover the same turf.

Because of the proximity of one of the
subfootings to the Feature 45 foundation
"ghost,” and because of the more intact nature
of the subfooting, it is believed to be later than
the Feature 45 foundation. It is here suggested,
although without independent corroboration,
that the building associated with the subfootings
is a probably post-1920 outbuilding associated
with the operation of the farmstead.

The artifacts from Area 881 have not yet
been analyzed, but based on field observations
they do not appear to contain the materials
expected of a mid-19th century occupation.
While an occasional early artifact was
encountered, the vast majority are consistent
with an occupation dating from the late 19th
and early 20th centuries. The artifacts may
suggest, once again based only on field
observations, that the area excavated was not
the location of the 1858 Mahaffie dwelling.

r-c llaa teicadis)
contemporary
structures. The
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N
1920 is presum- N

UNEXCAVATED
CLAY SUBSOIL

ably also asso- NSNS 0we
ciatyed with these i @Q\i&&\i\&\ e
foundations. The |y dfiect = of ¥y

23 £ 5. P59 SO RO TE. 33
structure ,§§ 2; PRy i3
delineated by the FLAGSTONE FLOOR
ten pi e DARK REDDISH-BROWN SOIL (5YR2/2) WITH SMALL ARTIFACTS
subfootings  is, [//) BLACK SOIL (5YR2/1) WITH LARGE ARTIFACTS P e
however, PLASTER AND MORTAR RUBBLE (IOYR4/3) ey
hypothesized o DARK BROWN SOIL WITH ROCK AND MORTAR i
s .rese.nt a later o5 BLACK SOIL (5YR2/I) WITH LARGE ROCKS 140356
building not
associated  with
the other Figure 6. Idealized horizontal cross-section through

architectural

the fill of the Feature 5 cellar in Area 881.

23




Figure 7. Photo of subfooting.

Area 882

The focus of the second session was an area
located some 5 m (16 ft) north and to the rear
of the 1865 dwelling and between the Area 881
excavations and the 1865 dwelling (see Figure
4). This area was covered with a dense sod
cover and there were no surface indications of
any buried archeological features. Evidence of
a buried feature was, however, encountered in
1986 when a utility trench was being excavated
(Michael Duncan, personal communication
1986). The mechanical trencher hit a mass of
limestone rubble, which the site curator
believed might represent a foundation. The
utility trench was redirected around this area.

Prior to excavation, it was hypothesized that
the building believed present in Area 882 was
an outbuilding associated with the 1865
dwelling. Interpretation as an outbuilding was
supported because of the relatively small size of
this structure, which was determined through
solid-core probing of the area. Relationship to
the 1865 dwelling was suggested because it was
located behind this building in a setting similar
to that of the standing icehouse.  Since
outbuildings are typically located behind the
dwelling they serve, an association with the
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1865 dwelling seemed likely and, based on the
supposition that the 1858 dwelling was located
in Area 881, an association with this earlier
building seemed equally unlikely.

A total of 34 sq m were excavated in this
area in a block composed of nine, 2 m square
excavation units (Figures 8 and 9). Excavation
of this area revealed a dense layer of cinders
between about 10 and 15 cm (3.9 to 5.9 in)
below the modern ground surface. This cinder
layer covered the entire area, and capped
features which were discovered below it. A
large number of nails and lesser numbers of
other artifacts were found within this layer of
cinders. Field observation of these artifacts
suggests they were deposited primarily during
the late 19th century. The cinders in this layer
were probably from stoves within the 1865
dwelling, and were undoubtedly spread over the
kitchen dooryard in order to dispose of them
and to combat mud in what was certainly a
high traffic area.

The predominant feature revealed within
this area was the limestone foundation of a
building (designated as Feature 7). This
foundation was precisely square, measuring 3.3
m (10.8 ft) on a side. The walls were
composed of courses of relatively thin, tabular
limestone, and were approximately 30 cm (11.8
in) wide. The walls were founded on the clay
subsoil at the same level as the floor of the
building. This sunken clay floor was
encountered at approximately 60 cm (23.6 in)
below the modern ground surface, and
represents the actual floor of the building.

The stratigraphy within Feature 7 is
informative. Approximately 10 to 15 cm (4 to
6 in) beneath the ground surface was a dense
layer of cinders which covered the building
area. Intermixed with these cinders were late
19th century artifacts; the first indication of the
early nature of the building. Beneath this
cinder layer and within the limestone
foundation was a dense zone of large limestone
rubble surrounded by soil. This appears to
have been intentionally placed in the sunken
interior of the building to level it after it was
torn down; the limestone rubble probably
represents remains of the building itself. Until




excavation reached about 15 cm (5.9 in) above
the clay floor of the building, few artifacts were
encountered. Beneath the limestone rubble and
lying right on top of the floor of the building
was, however, a zone of numerous mid-19th
century artifacts (Figure 10).

This zone of artifacts is interpreted to
represent refuse which was on the floor of the
building when it was demolished, an
interpretation made easy by its encapsulation
beneath a mass of limestone rock. The artifacts
included numerous bottle and ceramic
fragments as well as
other less numerous
artifacts such as the
head of a felling axe
and an 1854 Ilarge
cent. The presence of
ceramics  decorated
with  polychrome
hand-painted  floral
designs, transfer
decorations, and
annular motifs, as
well as many bottles
with open glass pontil
scars, indicates an
early date for this
deposit, probably
prior to 1870.

In the approxi-
mate center of the
clay floor was a basin
shaped hearth,
designated as Feature
510, which measured
about 47 cm (18.5 in)
in diameter (see Figure 9). The deepest part of
this basin was 11.5 cm (4.5 in) below the clay
floor of this building. This hearth was filled
with wood ash which contained a number of
artifacts, primarily nails. These nails were
probably present in discarded lumber that was
used for fuel. The entire content of the hearth
was collected for flotation, a <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>