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Chapter 1: Introduction 

Lauren V. Pratt 

 

 In the fall of 2012, the University of Alabama Department of Anthropology field 

school conducted excavations on Mound P of the Moundville Archaeological Park in 

Moundville, Alabama in cooperation with the University of Alabama Museums Office of 

Archaeological Research (OAR). In conjunction with OAR’s work to understand the impact 

of construction of stairway and platform on the western flank and summit of Mound P, the 

field school conducted additional auger tests around the flanks of the mound in order to 

locate artifact-rich midden deposits. Guided by the results of the tests, two adjoining 2-x-1 

m units – Units 4 and 5 – were excavated on the north flank of the mound, as it was 

believed that the high density of artifacts present in that area may yield evidence to 

enhance current understanding of mound chronology, particularly with regard to changing 

activity patterns late in Moundville’s history (Blitz and Porth 2012). 

Figure 1.1: Topographic map of Mound P, with Unit 2 and Unit 4 

indicated 
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 The Moundville settlement is located near the Black Warrior River in west-central 

Alabama, at the border of two very diverse geological provinces. To the north lie the Fall 

Lines, which delineate the edge of the Cumberland Plateau and the southern terminus of 

the Appalachian Mountains. As the Black Warrior runs south, it enters the Gulf Coastal 

Plains, becoming wide and meandering, and providing rich soil deposits and predictable 

flooding events, from which inhabitants of Moundville and the surrounding region likely 

benefitted (Knight 2010). The site itself is located on a terrace which protects the 

settlement from floodwaters, and at its height included 32 mounds encircling a large 

central plaza, all enclosed by a long palisade wall (Knight 2010). Mound P, where the fall 

2012 excavations were conducted, is a large mound on the western side of the site, 

standing more than 8 meters above the plaza, with a summit measuring approximately 23 

m wide at its summit and as much as 36 m long (Knight 2010). 

 Moundville society, considered to be a part of the broader Mississippian culture 

area, emerged from Woodland Indian culture sometime around 1120 A.D. and is 

distinguished from its predecessor by intensified agriculture, a more complex political 

system, and the introduction of the multi-stage earthen mounds which give Moundville its 

name (Blitz 2008). The site served as the cultural and political center for the region until a 

relatively abrupt decline in activity around 1450 A.D., after which there is evidence of only 

scattered activity (Knight 2010). 

 The time between the rise and fall of the Moundville culture has traditionally been 

divided into phases based on changes in the ceramic artifacts present. These phases 

include: Moundville I, 1120-1260 A.D.; Moundville II, 1260-1400 A.D.; Moundville III, 1400-
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1520 A.D.; and Moundville IV, 1520-1650 A.D. While these phases are highly useful for 

categorizing certain artifacts, they differentiated by changes in mode and style of pottery, 

which do not necessarily correspond to important cultural changes over time. Therefore, 

the second scheme for delineating time at Moundville is by development stage: Initial 

Centralization, 1120-1200 A.D.; Regional Consolidation, 1200-1300 A.D.; Entrenched 

Paramountcy, 1300-1450 A.D.; and Collapse and Reorganization, 1450-1600 A.D (Knight 

2010). 

 The purpose of this report is to describe and quantify materials recovered from Unit 

4 of the fall 2012 University of Alabama field school, and to compare these findings to 

previously analyzed materials, particularly the contents of three test units excavated 

concurrently on the western flank of Mound P by OAR and described in a report by 

Belanich et. al. (2013).  
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Chapter 2: Stratigraphy 
Dusten Bybee and Katie Coward 

 

Mound P is a large, two tiered platform mound (7.1 m to the north end, and 8.2 m at 

the south end) located on the western side of Moundville archaeological park (Knight 

2010:234; Porth 2011.) The focus of this chapter will be on Unit 4, a 1-x-2 m unit oriented 

north-south on the northern flank of Mound P. Unit 4 was excavated in 20 cm arbitrary 

levels that, due to the slope of the mound, cross cut into natural/cultural levels.  

The profile walls of Unit 4 revealed 12 cultural/natural strata with a total depth of 

100 cm on the northern profile and 200 cm on the southern profile. Each profile wall varies 

slightly from the rest. Within most strata, smaller strata can be found. These sub-strata 

have been given a number (main stratum deposit) and a letter (sub-deposit within main 

stratum). Stratum 1 contains two sub-strata that are erosional wash top layers. Strata 1 as 

seen from the eastern profile (0–39cm below the surface), is primarily made up of 

erosional wash and root mat, consisting of 10YR 2/2, very dark brown silty clay. The 

southern and western profile walls revealed two more sub-strata (see Figures 2.2 and 2.3). 

Sub-stratum 1a is comprised of 10YR 3/3, dark brown sandy loam and root mat. Sub-

stratum 1b consists of 10YR3/3, dark brown sandy clay loam with intrusive roots and 

mixed small pieces fired clay, charcoal flecks, pottery and bone.  
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Figure 2.1 



6 
 

 

Figure 2.2 

Stratum 2 contains midden deposits with an impressive number of artifacts. These 

deposits can best be seen on the western profile (2.3). Stratum 2, as seen on the eastern 

profile wall (Figure 2.1), punches down 64 cm below the surface, and consists of 10YR 2/2 

very dark brown clay; 10YR3/4 dark yellowish brown sandy loam; 10YR5/6, yellowish 

brown clay, sandy clay; and 5YR4/6, yellowish red clay. On the southern and western 

profiles, stratum 2 consists of 7.5YR3/2, dark brown silt loam with faint 10YR5/4, 

yellowish brown sand bands. Stratum 2a sits on the top of stratum 2 on the eastern profile 

and consists of 7.5YR2.5/1, black sandy clay loam with charcoal, along with inclusions of 

10YR6/8, brownish yellow clay. Strata 2b, 2c, and 2d are only visible on the southern and 

western profile walls. Stratum 2b sits 52cm below the surface and consists of 7.5YR2.5/3, 
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very dark brown silty loam with fired clay and charcoal flecks. Stratum 2c consist of 10YR 

(no further description recorded), yellow clay inclusions with 7.5YR2.5/2, very dark brown 

silty loam band. On the southern profile, stratum 2c has a deep concentration of 10YR7/6, 

yellow clay lightly mottled with 7.5YR2.5/2, very dark brown silty loam. Stratum 2d 

consists of 7.5YR5/8, strong brown sand with dense fired clay content. The eastern, 

western, and southern profile walls show stratum 3 to be continuous and complete. This 

deposit is most likely the top-most layer of intentional mound building episodes. The 

deposits below this are also indicative of mound building episodes with little to no 

disturbance. Stratum 3 on the eastern profile wall contains different soil than that of the 

southern or western profile walls. On the eastern wall 7.5YR3/1, very dark gray sandy 

loam, is the primary soil present; 10YR3/4, dark yellowish brown sandy loam; and 

10YR4/4, dark yellowish brown sandy loam are also visible. On the southern and western 

walls, stratum 3 includes 10YR4/4, dark yellowish brown sand; 10YR3/6, dark yellowish 

brown sandy clay; and 7.5YR3/2, dark brown sand bands. Stratum 4 is similar to stratum 3 

in that its soils are different across the profile walls. Stratum 4 also contains two sub-strata 

on the eastern profile. On the eastern profile, 4a sits at the top of stratum 4 and consists of 

10YR2/2, very dark brown silty clay; 10 YR2/1, black (no soil description recorded); 

10YR3/4, dark yellowish brown sandy loam; 10YR5/8, yellowish brown (no soil 

description recorded); and 10YR5/6, yellowish brown clay/sandy clay. Stratum 4b sits 

below 4a, and consists of 10YR3/4, dark yellowish brown sandy loam; 10YR2/1, black (no 

soil description recorded); 10YR2/2, very dark brown sandy loam; and 10YR4/4, dark 

yellowish brown sand. Stratum 4c takes up the rest of stratum 4 on the eastern profile. This 

deposit consists of 10YR2/1, black sandy loam with charcoal; 10YR2/2, very dark brown 
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sandy loam; 7.5YR6/8, reddish yellow clay; 10YR3/4, dark yellowish brown sand; and 

10YR4/3, brown sandy loam. Stratum 4 on the southern and western profiles consists of 

10YR4/2, dark grayish brown, sandy clay with 10YR7/4, very pale brown sand stripes and 

faint banding. Strata 5 and 6 are similar to strata 3 and 4 in that they appear continuous 

throughout the eastern, southern and western profile walls but do not share similar soil 

patterns. Stratum 5 on the eastern wall is made up of 10YR4/4, dark yellowish brown sand; 

10YR3/3, dark brown sandy clay; and 10YR4/6, dark yellowish brown clay. On the 

southern and western profiles, the stratum is made up of 10YR3/2, very dark grayish 

brown silty clay with heavy charcoal flecks. Stratum 6 on the eastern profile is made up of 

10YR6/8, brownish yellow clay; 5YR4/6, yellowish red clay mottle; and 10YR2/2, very 

dark brown. On the southern and western profiles, stratum 6 consists of 10YR4/3, brown 

sandy clay. On the northern end of the western profile, stratum 7 intrudes and punches 

down from the top of stratum 2 into stratum 3. This intrusion consists of 10YR3/3, dark 

brown silty clay loam. Above this intrusion and wrapping around to the northern profile 

(Figure 2.4) is stratum 8. This thin deposit consists of 7.5YR6/8, reddish yellow clay. The 

plan view of the unit (Figure 2.5) follows the natural/cultural levels present in the other 

profile walls, but was cut off due to the arbitrary nature of the excavation. In the plan view, 

two strata are present. Stratum 1A is comprised of 10YR2/2, very dark brown sandy loam 

with very distinctive and heavy charcoal flecking. Stratum 2 is comprised of 10YR2/2, very 

dark brown silt loam with heavy charcoal.  
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Figure 2.3 
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Figure 2.4 

 

 

Figure 2.5 

 

The unit was excavated in nine 20 cm arbitrary levels that cross-cut into 

natural/cultural levels. The first level cut into the top of stratum 1, revealing 1a and some 

of 1b. The second level continued to expose stratum 1, both 1a and 1b, but also cut into the 
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very top of stratum 2. Level 3 continued to cross-cut into stratum 1, along with much of 

stratum 2. This level cut into sub-layers 2a, 2b, and 2c.  Level 4 continued to cut into 

Stratum 1, along with the rest of sub-layers 2b, 2c, and 2d. Much of the remaining stratum 2 

resides in lower levels, however. This level also cut into the top of stratum 3. Level 5 

continued to expose 1a and 1b, as well as stratum 3. The entirety of stratum 2 was exposed 

on the eastern profile. The very top portion of stratum 4 was exposed as well. Also, the 

entirety of stratum 8 was exposed. Continuing to level 6, all of stratum 1a on the western 

profile was exposed as well as all of stratum 1 on the eastern profile. The rest of stratum 1b 

continued to be exposed. Strata 2, 3, and 4 continue to be exposed as well. At the northern 

end of the western profile, most of stratum 7 can be seen. Also, the top of stratum 4a can be 

seen. Level 7 exposed the rest of strata 1b, 2, and 7, while continuing to expose strata 3, 4, 

and the top of stratum 5. On the eastern profile, strata 4 – 4a and 4b included – 5, and 6 are 

also cross-cut. Level 8 exposed the rest of stratum 3 and continued to expose strata 4, 5 on 

the western profile, and the very top of stratum 6. Level 9 sits at the bottom of the unit and 

continues to cross-cut into strata 4, 5, and 6. 
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Figure 2.6: Three-dimensional representation of the stratigraphy of Unit 4. 
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Chapter 3: Pottery Types 

Kristin Dudra and Ayumi Wakitani 

 

The pottery assemblage analyzed came from one of five excavation units done on Mound P 

in late 2012. Of these units, we did a typological analysis of pottery from Unit 4 on the north flank of 

Mound P. To identify pottery types and chronology, we consulted Steponaitis’ Ceramics, Chronology, 

and Community Patterns: An Archaeological Study of Moundville (1983) along with Knight’s Mound 

Excavations at Moundville: Architecture, Elites, and Social Order (2010). Moundville typology is 

presented specifically as a type-variety system where types are classified by temper type, shell 

temper, whether burnished or unburnished, and technique of decoration (Knight 2010).  

The original aim of this research was to classify the pottery collected from levels one 

through nine of Unit 4 on the north flank of Mound P.  This study was done by sorting the sherds 

according to the type-variety system, only paying attention to decorated pottery types, and by 

arranging the result into a chronology. However, with the time constraint, it was impossible to 

finish sorting the pottery from Level 8.  However, a diagnostic chronology analysis of pottery 

types was possible by having the bottom level complete as well as the additional levels above 

level eight. 

At first, the decorated pottery was sorted, which has incised or engraved decoration on 

it. Carthage Incised is broad, trailed incisions on burnished pottery. It is often found on black-

filmed bowl and bottles (Knight 2010; Steponaitis 1983). Moundville Engraved is a  
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decoration with fine-line engraving forming wide range of motifs on fine-ware bowls and bottles. 

We sorted them into variety types such as Carthage Incised, var. Fosters or Moundville 

Engraved, var.Wiggins. We organized the pottery types from each level chronologically based 

on temporary diagnostic ceramic varieties. 

 

Table 3.1. Pottery types, unit four levels 2-9, Mound P 

Type 

Level 

2 

Level 

3 

Level 

4 

Level 

5 

Level 

6 

Level 

7 

Level 

8 

Level 

9 Total 

Carthage Inc., var. Akron       1   1   1 3 

Carthage Inc., var. Carthage   1 2 1 1 2   3 10 

Carthage Inc., var. Fosters     12 10 1 3 1 3 30 

Carthage Inc., var. Lupton 1   3 1         5 

Carthage Inc., var. Moon Lake   1             1 

Carthage Inc., var. unspecified 6 13 22 27 22 77   49 216 

Mdville Eng., var. Cypress         1       1 

Mdville Eng., var. Havana         1       1 

Mdville Eng., var. Hemphill       3     1 8 12 

Mdville Eng., var. Jones       1 1     3 5 

Mdville Eng., var. Prince Plantation           1     1 

Mdville Eng., var. Wiggins     2 2 3     1 8 

Mdville Eng., var.unspecified 1   7 9 6 32   37 92 

Mdville Inc., var. Moundville           2   1 3 

Mdville Inc., var. unspecified   2 2 2 2 10   9 27 

Residual Temperless 

Punctated,Punctated with Fingernails 

          1     1 

Residual Cores Shell Temper with 

Broad Incisions 
          1     1 

Parkin Punctated           1     1 

Total 8 17 50 57 38 130 2 115 417 
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Figure 3.1. Carthage Incised Pottery. (a) var. Akron; (b) var. Carthage; (c) var. Lupton; 

(d) var. Moon Lake; (e-g) var. Fosters. 
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Figure 3.2. Decorated Pottery. (a) Moundville Inc., var. Moundville; (b) Parkin 

Punctated; (c) Moundville Engraved, var. Cypress; (d) Moundville Engraved, var. Havana; (e) 

Moundville Engraved, var. Hemphill, with hand motif; (f) Moundville Engraved, var. Prince 

Plantation; (g-h) Moundville Engraved, var. Wiggins; (i) Moundville Engraved, var. Jones.  

Levels 2-6 



17 
 

 Out of the thousands of pottery sherds found in Unit 4 only 417 sherds were decorated, 

taking in to account that Level 8 was not completely sorted (Table 3.1). Of the decorated pottery 

sherds 40 percent are a part of levels two through six, with the majority of the sherds part of levels 

four through six. The top two levels show very little numerically and in diverseness. In the upper 

levels a significant portion is Carthage Incised – 73 percent – with most being unspecified (Figure 

3.2). Of the Carthage Incised that was identified, var. Fosters is the most prominent and found 

throughout most levels (Figure 3.1, e-g). Var. Fosters is usually found on the edge of flared-rim 

bowls, although it may be found on other vessel shapes, and it appears chronologically in 

Moundville III phase and continues into Moundville IV phase (Knight 2010; Steponaitis 1983).  

 

Figure 3.3. Pottery Types, Unit 4, levels 2-6, Mound P 

 Moundville Engraved makes up 22 percent of all upper-level pottery sherds, with the 

majority, like Carthage Incised, being unspecified (Table 3.2). Carthage Incised, var. Fosters’ 

counterpart, Moundville Engraved, var. Hemphill, makes an appearance in level five, but it 

appears mostly in the lower levels of seven through nine (Figure 3.2, e). Moundville Engraved, 

73% 

22% 

5% 

Pottery Types (Levels 2-6) 

Carthage Incised 

Moundville Engraved 

Mounville Incised 
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var. Wiggins is found in levels four through six and is the leading identified variety of its type 

(Figure 3.2, g). Var. Wiggins is placed chronologically in phases Moundville II through 

Moundville III (Knight 2010; Steponaitis 1983). Moundville Engraved, var. Cypress and Havana 

(Figure 3.2, c and d) have one sherd each in level six. Their common phase is early Moundville 

III, with var. Havana positioned further back to late Moundville I phase (Knight 2010; Steponaitis 

1983). A recently named variety, scarce throughout Unit 4 yet important to mention, is 

Moundville Engraved, var. Jones (Figure 3.2, i). It can be found on short-neck bowls, which 

indicates that it can be dated to early to late Moundville III and into Moundville IV phases (Porth 

2011; Knight 2010; Steponaitis 1983). It is also important to mention that one of the unspecified 

Moundville Engraved sherds was a counterpart to Carthage Incised, var. Lupton, but due to the 

fact it has yet to receive a name it must remain unspecified.  

 The leftover five percent goes to an unspecified Moundville Incised type in which the 

three varieties of this type are strictly assigned to phases Moundville I and Moundville II (Knight 

2010; Steponaitis 1983). Overall, the majority of the diagnostic ceramic varieties in these five 

levels have a high presence of sherds from the Moundville III phase.  
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Levels 7-9 

A total of 130 decorated pottery sherds were found from Level 7. Carthage Incised 

occupied about sixty-three percent of the assemblage. There are only two sherds of var. 

Carthage and three of var. Fosters (Figure 3.1, b and e-g). On the other hand, Moundville 

Engraved was 25 percent of the assemblage. In level nine alone 48percent of the decorated 

sherds was Carthage Incised, while 42 percent was Moundville Engraved. The notable feature 

of pottery types from levels 7 and 9 is that Carthage Incised has the largest number compared 

to other diagnostic types. Moundville Incised was only about nine percent of all decorated 

potteries. This feature shows that the pottery found in level seven and nine were most likely to 

be used or made in Moundville III phase. Using terminus post quem logic, Carthage Incised, 

var. Carthage and var. Fosters is similarly chronological in Late Moundville III phase (Knight 

2010; Steponaitis 1983). Carthage Incised, var. Carthage’s counterpart, Moundville Engraved, 

var. Hemphill (Figure 3.2, e), the most common of the engraved pottery types. It is different from 

its Carthage Incised counterpart in that it never appears on flared-rim bowls and is 

chronologically positioned in early Moundville II through early Moundville III phases (Knight 

2010; Steponaitis 1983).  

 

Comparative Data 

 The diagnostic ceramic varieties of Unit 4 were compared with that found on the west 

flank of Mound P in 2012 using Maryanne Mobley’s analysis of pottery types and chronology in 

Report and Analysis of Excavations and Artifacts: Fall 2012 OAR Excavations of Mound P, 

Moundville (2013). The first thing that was noticed is that there are more diagnostic varieties in 

the west flank of Mound P than in Unit 4. The west flank also has a greater range of levels, 

ranging from level 1 to level 24.  Only the 15 pottery types common to both Unit 4 and the west 

flank were compared,.  
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Table 3.2. Comparative pottery type data from unit four and west flank of Mound P 

excavations. Note: Data from Mobley (2013) 

 

Type 

Mound P, Unit 4 

Levels 2-9 (2012) 

Mound P West Flank 

Levels 1-24 (2012) Total  

Carthage Inc., var. Akron 3 5 8 

Carthage Inc., var. Carthage 7 11 18 

Carthage Inc., var. Fosters 18 5 23 

Carthage Inc., var. Lupton 1 3 4 

Carthage Inc., var. Moon Lake 1 1 2 

Carthage Inc., var. unspecified 216 75 291 

Mdville Eng., var. Havana 1 3 4 

Mdville Eng., var. Hemphill 12 36 48 

Mdville Eng., var. Jones 5 2 7 

Mdville Eng., var. Prince Plantation 1 2 3 

Mdville Eng., var. Wiggins 8 3 11 

Mdville Eng., var.unspecified 92 103 195 

Mdville Inc., var. Moundville 3 6 9 

Mdville Inc., var. unspecified 27 43 70 

Total 395 298 693 
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Figure 3.4. Comparative pottery type data from unit four and west flank of Mound P 

excavations. Note: Data from Mobley (2013) 
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 Although the west flank of Mound P overall had a larger decorated ceramic corpus, out of 

the comparable types, Unit 4 is larger by 14 percent. Similarities between the comparable corpora 

are that both have a significant number of unspecified varieties, making up 80 percent in both of 

our assemblages combined (Table 3.2). In addition, we both have low percentages of Carthage 

Incised, var. Akron, var. Lupton, and var. Moon Lake, as well as Moundville Engraved, var. Havana, 

and var. Prince Plantation (Figure 3.4; Figure 3.1, a, c, and d; Figure 3.2, d and f). There is a 

significant difference in the amount of Carthage Incised versus Moundville Engraved between our 

assemblages, in which Unit 4 has mostly Carthage Incised and the west flank has mostly the latter 

(Figure 3.4). The chronologically diagnostic importance of this is that Moundville Engraved 

varieties are dated to go no further than early Moundville III, with the exception of var. Wiggins, 

which persists through late Moundville III (Knight 2010; Steponaitis 1983). Seventy-two percent of 

var. Wiggins in the compared data is found in Unit 4 (Table 3.2). The few examples from the west 

flank are no higher than Level 6 and no lower than Level 23, which coincides with Mobley’s analysis 

of these levels starting with Moundville II then going into Moundville III (Table 3.4; 2013). If we 

were to match up the corresponding levels between the west flank and Unit 4 they would 

chronologically line up, with Unit 4’s lowest level beginning with early Moundville III and going into 

late Moundville III and possibly Moundville IV.  
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Table 3.3a. Pottery types, west flank levels 1-12, Mound P. Note: Data from Mobley (2013) 

Type 

Le
ve

l 1
 

Le
ve

l 2
 

Le
ve

l 3
 

Le
ve

l 4
 

Le
ve

l 5
 

Le
ve

l 6
 

Le
ve

l 7
 

Le
ve

l 8
 

Le
ve

l 9
 

Le
ve

l 1
0

 

Le
ve

l 1
1

 

Le
ve

l 1
2

 

To
ta

l 

Carthage Incised, var. Akron 

    

1 

 

2 

     

3 

Carthage Incised, var. Carthage 

       

4 1 2 

  

7 

Carthage Incised, var. Fosters 

        

2 

   

2 

Carthage Incised, var. Lupton 

             Carthage Incised, var. Moon 

Lake 

          

1 

 

1 

Carthage Incised, var. 

Unspecified 6 3 1 6 

 

5 2 7 11 4 

  

45 

Mdville Engraved, var. Havana 

          

1 

 

1 

Mdville Engraved, var. Hemphill 3 2 1 2 

 

1 

 

4 2 2 1 1 19 

Mdville Engraved, var. Jones 

   

1 

        

1 

Mdville Engraved, var. Prince 

Plantation 

       

1 

    

1 

Mdville Engraved, var. Wiggins 

     

1 

   

1 

  

2 

Mdville Engraved, var. 

Unspecified 3 8 8 6 1 2 1 8 12 4 3 1 57 

Mdville Incised, var. Moundville 

     

1 

      

1 

Mdville Incised, var. Unspecified 2 3 2 

 

1 2 1 4 1 

 

4 2 22 

Total 14 16 12 15 3 12 6 28 29 13 10 4 

16

2 
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Table 3.3b. Pottery types, west flank levels 13-24, Mound P. Note: Data from Mobley (2013) 

Type Le
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l 1
3
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l 1
4
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l 1
5
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0

 

Le
ve

l 2
1

 

Le
ve

l 2
2

 

Le
ve

l 2
3

 

Le
ve

l 2
4

 

To
ta

l 

Carthage Incised, var. Akron 

    

2 

       

2 

Carthage Incised, var. Carthage 

  

2 

    

1 1 

   

4 

Carthage Incised, var. Fosters 1 1 

   

1 

      

3 

Carthage Incised, var. Lupton 

   

2 

   

1 

    

3 

Carthage Incised, var. Moon 

Lake 

             Carthage Incised, var. 

Unspecified 

  

1 3 8 4 2 3 2 1 4 2 30 

Mdville Engraved, var. Havana 

   

1 1 

       

2 

Mdville Engraved, var. Hemphill 

  

1 1 1 1 1 2 2 

 

6 2 17 

Mdville Engraved, var. Jones 

   

1 

        

1 

Mdville Engraved, var. Prince 

Plantation 

      

1 

     

1 

Mdville Engraved, var. Wiggins 

          

1 

 

1 

Mdville Engraved, var. 

Unspecified 2 

 

4 2 10 1 6 9 5 2 2 3 46 

Mdville Incised, var. Moundville 1 1 1 

 

1 

   

1 

   

5 

Mdville Incised, var. Unspecified 1 3 1 

  

7 

 

4 1 1 2 1 21 

Total 5 5 10 10 23 14 10 20 12 4 15 8 

13

6 

 

 

The west flank has 50 percent more Moundville Engraved, var. Hemphill, which is found 

throughout all the levels in west flank units (Table 3.2; Table 3.3a and 3.4b). Var. Hemphill, which 

has a temporary diagnostic chronology of early Moundville II to early Moundville III, is present in 

Level 5 and below in Unit 4 (Table 3.1; Knight 2010; Steponaitis 1983). The final comparisons to be 

made are the contrasts between Carthage Incised, var. Carthage and var. Fosters as well as 

Moundville Engraved, var. Jones. The chronological differences between Carthage Incised, var. 

Carthage and var. Fosters is that the first is early to late Moundville III, while the latter goes into 

Moundville IV (Knight 2010; Steponaitis 1983). Moundville Engraved, var. Jones has a temporary 
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diagnostic chronology from early to late Moundville III into Moundville IV (Porth 2011). The west 

flank of Mound P shows a higher amount of Carthage Incised, var. Carthage, while Unit 4 shows 

higher amounts in Carthage Incised, var. Fosters and Moundville Engraved, var. Jones (Figure 3.4). 

This corresponds to the suspected time span of both the west flank unit – where Carthage Incised, 

var. Carthage is present previous to var. Fosters and Moundville Engraved, var. Jones – and Unit 4, 

where all three diagnostic varieties are present from the beginning, at Level 9 (Table 3.3a and 3.4b; 

Table 3.1). These recent excavations done on Mound P from both the west flank and Unit 4 continue 

to show a strong Moundville III component. However, Unit 4 is the only one to show continual 

evidence of a Moundville IV phase occupation, which has only ever been found on two other 

mounds, Mound B and E (Knight 2010).  
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Chapter 4: Pottery Modes of Decoration 

Laura Hergenroeder and Mackenzie Keith 

 

 

The pottery from levels 1 through 6, and Level 8, of Unit 4 was analyzed in an effort 

to identify the decorative modes present. Decorative modes include painted decoration, 

effigies, and secondary shape features.  The following categories, as defined by Steponaitis 

(1983) and Knight (2010), are present in the pottery from levels 1 through 6:  

  Beaded Rim: A notched applique strip placed just bellow the rim of bowls and jars 

found from late Moundville II through Moundville IV.  

 Horizontal Lug: A thin tab, usually broad and rounded, projecting horizontally 

outwards found from late Moundville I through Moundville III.   

Vertical Appliqué Neck Fillets:  closely spaced vertical applique ridges in the neck 

area of jars.  Found in Moundville IV. 

Frog Effigy Feature: Recognized by their S or U shaped applique limbs, or node eyes, 

and found from early to late Moundville III.  

Fish Effigy Feature: Recognized by the sucker profile of the heads, or bifurcated tails, 

and found early to late Moundville III.   

Human Head Medallion: Oval heads, attached to beaded bowl rims found early to 

late Moundville III.  

 Red Filmed: A red slip of pigmented clay applied to color the pottery.  When only 

applied to the interior of a jar rim, it is found in the Moundville III phase.  

White Filmed: A white slip of pigmented clay applied to color the pottery.   
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Red on White:  As separated out by Knight, category A consists of red free painted 

designs over an overall white slip.  Category B consists of an overall red slip applied on top 

of an overall white slip.  Category C consists of an overall white slip, with an overall red slip 

applied only on the lip of a rim. 

White on Red: As separated out by Knight, category F consist of white free painted 

lines on an overall red slip and category G consist of a greyish white slip applied over an 

overall red slip.  Also found in Unit 4 were sherds with an overall red slip with an overall 

white slip applied only on the lip of a rim.  

Red on Buff:  Red painting over a plain pottery. 

Negative Painted: Carbon black is applied to a white or red overall slip. 

Red and White:  Steponaitis (1983) refers to red and white modes, but does not give 

any categories to them, while Knight (2010) uses the red on white and white on red 

categories.  Category 1 consists of an overall red slip on one side of a sherd, with an overall 

white slip on the other.  Category 2 consists of an overall red slip and an overall white slip 

on the same side of a sherd, with a non-slipped buffer zone between them.    
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Figure 4.1: (a) Alligator or frog. (b) Horizontal lug. (c) Human head with beaded rim 

(d) Human head with beaded rim. (e) Feline.  
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Figure 4.2:  (a) Polychrome. (b) Black and white. (c) Negative painted (d) White and 

Red with buffer zone (e) White on red, hand motif. (f) Alabama River applique strips 

(g) Beaded rim.  (h) Beaded rim. 

 

Diagnostic Mode 

Level 

1 

Level 

2 

Level 

3 

Level 

4 

Level 

5 

Level 

6 Total  

Red Filmed 3.70% 2.03% 0.74% 1.11% 2.24% 2.51% 12.33% 

Red Filmed, Interior Jar 

Rim 0% 0% 0% 0% 0.02% 0% 0.02% 

White Filmed 1.23% 0.77% 0.05% 0.23% 0.34% 0.21% 2.83% 

Red on White 0% 0% 0.16% 0.18% 0.20% 0.11% 0.65% 

White on Red 0% 0% 0.05% 0.05% 0.05% 0.02% 0.17% 

Red on Buff 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0.02% 0.02% 

Negative Painted, Black 

on White 0% 0.26% 0.05% 0.08% 0.11% 0.04% 0.54% 

Negative Painted, Black 

on White with Red 0% 0% 0.16% 0.03% 0% 0.02% 0.21% 

Polychrome Red on Black 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0.04% 0.04% 

Red and White 0% 0% 0% 0% 0.02% 0.04% 0.06% 

Beaded Rim  0% 0.26% 0.05% 0.10% 0.07% 0.13% 0.61% 

Horizontal Lug 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0.02% 0.02% 

Applique Strips 0% 0% 0% 0.03% 0% 0% 0.03% 

Nodes 0% 0% 0% 0.10% 0.11% 0.08% 0.29% 



31 
 

Frog Effigy Feature 0% 0% 0.05% 0.03% 0% 0% 0.08% 

Fish Effigy Feature 0% 0% 0.05% 0% 0% 0% 0.05% 

Human Head Medallion 0% 0% 0% 0.08% 0.02% 0% 0.10% 

Other Effigy Feature 0% 0% 0% 0.03% 0% 0% 0.03% 

Feline Effigy Feature 0% 0% 0% 0.03% 0% 0% 0.03% 

Total 

4.930

0% 

3.320

0% 

1.360

0% 

2.08

% 

3.180

0% 

3.240

0% 18.11% 

Table 4.1 Diagnostic decorative modes, levels 1-6, Unit 4, Mound P, Percentages 

 

 

Diagnostic Mode 

Level 

1 

Level 

2 

Level 

3 

Level 

4 

Level 

5 

Level 

6 

Tot

al 

Red Filmed 3 8 14 44 99 132 300 

Red Filmed, Interior Jar Rim 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 

White Filmed 1 6 1 9 15 11 43 

Red on White 0 0 3 7 9 6 25 

White on Red 0 0 1 2 2 1 6 

Red on Buff 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 

Negative Painted, Black on White 0 2 1 3 5 2 13 

Negative Painted, Black on White 

with Red 0 0 3 1 0 1 5 

Polychrome Red on Black 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 

Red and White 0 0 0 0 1 2 3 
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Beaded Rim  0 2 1 4 3 7 17 

Horizontal Lug 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 

Applique Strips 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

Nodes 0 0 0 4 5 4 13 

Frog Effigy Feature 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 

Fish Effigy Feature 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 

Human Head Medallion 0 0 0 3 1 0 4 

Other Effigy Feature 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

Feline Effigy Feature 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 

Total 4 18 26 81 141 38 440 

  Table 4.2 Diagnostic decorative modes, levels 1-6, Unit 4, Mound P 

Levels 1-6  

 In levels 1 through 6 just over 18 percent of the pottery was found to have a 

decorative mode.  At almost 75 percent of sherds with decorative modes, the majority was 

red slipped (Table 4.1).   Not all of Knight’s categories for red on white were found, only the 

ones defined earlier in the chapter: a, b, c, f, and g. (2010).  However, two rims with white 

slipped rims, on top of overall red films were found.  Neither Steponaitis (1983) nor Knight 

(2010) has a category for this mode.  Additionally, there were two sherds that were red 

slipped on one side and white slipped on the other side.  There was also a red and white 

slipped sherd with a buffer zone without paint between the colors found (Figure 4.2).  The 

presence of Frog and Fish effigies date to the early to late Moundville III phase.  However, 

the presence of beaded rims indicates dates from late Moundville II through Moundville IV, 

with Moundville IV being most recent phase represented in levels 1 through 6. 
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 In comparing the analysis of the west flank, Mound P from West Flank, there 

is a significantly larger percentage of red filmed sherds found in the Unit 4 analysis, as 

shown in Figure 4.3.  There are also significantly higher percentages in all painted modes 

found in Unit 4.  However, there are a higher percentage of sherds with beaded rims in the 

west flank analysis.  There is also a higher percentage of effigy features found in the west 

flank analysis when compared to Unit 4. 
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Figure 4.3 Diagnostic decorative modes West Flank compared to Unit 4, Mound P 
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Level 8 

 According to Knight, overall red and white filming was often applied to incised or 

engraved vessels. Local prehistoric pottery type Carthage Incised was most often found 

with black filming, and sometimes with white.  Filming as a form of decoration has been 

present throughout the history of Moundville, and therefore does not help with a 

chronological identification of the artifacts. An analysis of the ceramic modes of decoration 

from Level 8 of Unit 4 on the north flank of  Mound P at Moundville (AMNH accession 

numbers 2012.102.45-46)  contained a total of 3,533 sherds weighing 5894 g. Fifty-eight 

(191 g) were found to have red-filmed painted decoration. One sherd was found with white 

film (1 g). According to Knight (2010:45) this may possibly be classified as a white filmed 

area below the rim. Three sherds (5 g) were found with white on red filming.  This is an 

example of white free painting in lines using a thick paint (Knight 2010:45). One sherd (19 

g) from 2012.102.50 had red on white painted decoration. According to Steponaitis 

(1982:64), red and white treatments consist of zones of red coloring on a surface that is 

otherwise white that may be applied together or separately. When compared to data from 

the west flank Mound P, the artifacts from Unit 4 are similar in the ratio of decorated to 

non-decorated pottery. 

 

Table 4.3 Painted Decoration Mount P, Unit 4, Level 8 by Quantity 

Painted Decoration Level 8 

Red Filmed 58 

White Filmed 1 

White on Red 3 

Red on White 1 
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Discussion 

 With the use of Knight (2010) and Steponaitis’s (1983) classifications of decorated 

modes, an analysis of the pottery from levels 1 through 8 was made.  The presence of a red-

filmed interior jar rim is linked to the Moundville III phase.  All of the effigy features found 

date from early to late Moundville III.  The strongest presence is from Moundville III.  

However, the presence of beaded rims, and more definitively, Alabama River Applique 

dates Unit 4 Moundville II through Moundville IV phases.  
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Chapter 5: Vessel Form and Function 
Mike Jones 

 

 Examination of pieces of ancient pottery has helped archaeologists create a clearer 

picture of human activities around the site of Moundville. These pottery pieces, referred to 

as sherds, allow archaeologists to infer the general activities ancient humans were involved 

in within the particular area (Halley 1986). With the joint analysis of pottery, faunal, and 

lithic remains, more understandable and abundant information has come to light in the 

Southeastern archaeological world (Taft 1996). Jars, bottles, and bowls each signify a 

different function and lifestyle of the specific area of excavation and variation in vessel 

form quantities allows for the conclusions of activities that took part there (Blitz 1993).  

 The 29-mound archaeological site of Moundville upon the Black Warrior River 

Valley in west-central Alabama is the focus of the current archaeological analysis. The 

University of Alabama has been doing many excavations of Moundville over the past few 

years, and the artifacts analyzed in this report are from Mound P, Test Unit 4. I am also 

tasked with comparing the data collected from my collections to that of collections 

analyzed last year taken from Mound P, Unit 2. My main task is the analysis and 

identification of vessel rim sherds and to compare the variations in prevalence of said 

sherds between the two collections presented.  

 

Vessel Shape 

 Vessel shape determines the exact function for each piece of pottery analyzed. The 

rim sherd of a vessel is the easiest way to determine vessel form as, when analyzed fully, 

allows archaeologists to discern size and shape of the vessel. The remains found at 
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Moundville are generally categorized into three main categories of jars, bottles, and bowls 

(Knight 2010; Steponaitis 1983; Taft 1996). More specific bowl forms are also identified 

within the collection such as short-neck bowl, restricted neck bowl, and flared rim bowl 

(ibid). Each bowl has a specific function different from the others and distinct features 

identifiable with its form. Short-neck bowls have an extended neck coming off of the bowl 

from the top of the rim. Restricted neck bowls tend to be spherical, and the top opening is 

circular and generally small in proportion to the bottle. Flared-rim bowls are identifiable 

by their large and decorative rims that come off the bowl in a near 90 degree angle from 

the top edge. Other bowls were also identified, but for the purpose of the analysis, they 

have been consolidated into a single “other bowl” category. 

 Jars are an important part of the collection as standard jars were used for cooking 

and transporting hot contents from a fire. This means that jars were built to withstand high 

heat and also had to be easily movable (Hally 1986:281). This makes many of the jars very 

thick. Jars also tend to be unburnished and plain in design. A major identifying factor is the 

handle or a handle scar located around the rim that allowed for ropes to be tied to it for 

easier movement by the user. 

 In order to carry liquids, bottles were made (Hally 1986). Bottles have a spherical 

body with a tall vertical neck. Bottles tend to be very thin and are meant solely for liquid 

transport as it would break if put over fire, and the neck is usually too small to allow for 

much else to be placed into it without breaking the vessel. 
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Figure 5.1 Distribution of vessel form by level 

Table 5.1 Count of vessel form by level 

 Level 
2 

Level 
4 

Level 5 Level 6 Level 7 Level 8  Level 9 Total 

Flared Rim 3 19 21 11 8 15 3 80 
Short neck 0 1 2 8 3 1 1 16 
Jar Rim 8 17 38 31 42 42 33 211 
Jar handle 4 7 24 18 21 3 10 87 
Other Bowl 0 17 33 32 41 19 18 160 
Bottle 0 1 3 3 9 7 0 23 
Restricted 
Bowl 

0 0 0 0 0 3 0 3 

Total 15 62 121 103 124 90 65 580 
 The above information is the data collected from Mound P Test Unit 4. The 

information is based on the number of artifacts presented instead of percentage within the 

plot. The “Levels” presented are the levels determined by the excavation team and divide 

the unit based on time line as seen from soil differentiation. 
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Figure 5.2 Comparison of vessel form between units 2 and 4 by count 

 

Figure 5.3 Comparison of vessel form between units 2 and 4 by percentage 
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The two above graphs are a comparison of total number of sherds found between the two 

examined collections. The top graph illustrates the data based on number. The bottom 

graph is the same information, but the data is arranged by percentage, or prevalence, of 

each type of rim sherd within the given collection instead of the number of artifacts found 

within the collection. 

 It was found that jars within the Test Unit 4 were extremely prevalent in 

comparison to Test Unit 2. Test Unit 2 however had an abundance of eccentric bowls that 

were consolidated into the other bowls category. An interesting aspect shown is there were 

no plate sherds found within the Test Unit 4 collection, but Test Unit 2 had a small 

collection of plate sherds. The same goes for how Test Unit 4 showed a small collection of 

restricted neck bowls; however, no restricted neck bowls were found within Test Unit 2. 

Many forms of pottery described in Hally (1986) were however not found within either 

collection and therefore were left out of the final report. 

  



42 
 

Chapter 6: Flaked Stone 

Karl Bennett 

 

 This report focuses on the analysis of flaked lithics excavated from the north flank of Mound 

P at Moundville recovered during the fall of 2012. Unit 4 was excavated in arbitrary 20 cm levels to 

expose cultural strata. The levels get progressively larger horizontally the deeper they are because 

they crosscut the cultural strata of the slope.  The objective of this report is to compare flaked lithics 

found on the north flank of Mound P to those from Unit 2 on the west flank of Mound P. 

CLASSIFICATION 

 Flaked stone artifacts are defined as “tools produced by the removal of flakes from stone to 

create sharp surfaces” (Arkush 2009). Flaked stone can be separated into two general categories: 

tools and debitage. The category of tools is defined as any flaked stone which was created for the 

purpose of being used and includes projectile points, bifaces, and expedient tools. Seven tools were 

analyzed for this report. Debitage is defined as flaked stone generated as a byproduct of the tool 

making process which is not intended for actual use and includes flakes, shatter and tested pebbles. 

The total number of debitage artifacts analyzed for this report is 264. All flaked stone was also 

categorized by lithic material. The lithic material categories identified in this unit are: Tuscaloosa 

gravel, quartz, Unidentified, Bangor chert, Knox chert, Dover chert, Blue-gray Fort Payne chert, and 

Mill Creek chert. The only local lithic materials are Tuscaloosa gravel and quartz. All other materials 

are nonlocal. For definitions of the flaked stone material categories and their and their source areas, 

see Knight 2010. The unidentified category was used to classify any material that did not fit into 

any of the other categories. 

Tools 

 Tools are flaked lithic artifacts created for use. The counts and weight for tools at every 

level of Unit 4 are provided in Tables 6.1 through 6.8. 
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 Projectile. Projectile points are flaked stone tools which come to a point and are intended to 

be hafted onto the end of a spear, arrow, or dart. There are a total of three projectile points in this 

unit amounting to a total of 4.6 g in weight. One projectile point of particular interest (Figure 6.3a) 

(AMNH accession number 2012.102.119) is unbroken and appears to potentially be in a foreign 

style. It is 47 mm in length, 15 mm in width, and 4 mm thick with a straight stem and tapered 

shoulder. This form of projectile point is unusual at Moundville, where most are small triangular 

projectile points. 

 Bifaces. Bifaces are flaked stone tools which have been worked on both sides to create a 

cutting surface. There are two bifaces in this unit, weighing a total of 2.4 g. Figure 6.3c (AMNH 

accession number 2012.102.111) appears to have potentially been a tool of which one side was 

reworked into a biface. 

 Expedient Tool.  Expedient tools are unifacial flaked stone tools which are created on the 

spot for immediate use. There are two expedient tools in this unit with a combined weight of 15.7 g. 

Figure 6.3b (AMNH accession number 2012.102.118) shows an expedient tool made from Bangor 

chert. Note the unifacially worked edge on the upper surface.  

Debitage 

 Debitage are flaked lithic artifacts which generated from the tool making process. The 

counts and weights for debitage at every level of Unit 4 are located in Tables 6.1 through 6.8. 

 Flakes. Flakes are debitage which are angular in nature with sharp edges, usually because 

the type of stone of which they are composed possesses qualities which make it break in an angular 

fashion. There are 210 flakes in this unit, totaling 193.9 g. This makes flakes by far the largest 

category of debitage by both count and weight.  

 Shatter. Shatter is debitage with no distinct angularity, usually because the type of stone of 

which they are composed does not possess properties which make it break in an angular fashion. 

There are 47 pieces of shatter in this unit with a total weight of 82.8 g. 
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 Tested Pebbles. Tested pebbles are pebbles which have been broken to see if their qualities 

are suitable to use for the creation of a flaked tool. There are a total of six tested pebbles in this unit 

with a combined weight of 51.6 g. 

 Core. A core is stone from which flakes are broken off and made into tools. There was only 

one core found in the unit and it weighed 30.4 g. 
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Figure 6.1 

Comparison of flaked stone lithic count from west and north flanks of 

Mound P. 

Figure 6.2 

Comparison of flaked stone lithic from west and north flank of Mound 

P by weight in grams. 
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Figure 6.3 

Flake lithic artifacts: (a) projectile point; (b) expedient tool; (c) biface. 
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Level 

Projectile 

Point 

Finished 

Biface 

Expedient 

Tool Shatter Flake 

Tested 

Pebble 

  CT./WT. CT./WT. CT./WT. 

CT./WT

. CT./WT. CT./WT. 

1 0/0.0g 0/0.0g 0/0.0g 0/0.0g 1/0.8g 0/0.0g 

2 0/0.0g 0/0.0g 0/0.0g 0/0.0g 7/13.9g 0/0.0g 

3 0/0.0g 0/0.0g 0/0.0g 0/0.0g 8/6.7g 0/0.0g 

4 0/0.0g 1/1.1g 0/0.0g 2/0.7g 24/9.6g 0/0.0g 

5 0/0.0g 0/0.0g 0/0.0g 0/0.0g 

34/39.2

g 1/7.0g 

6 0/0.0g 0/0.0g 0/0.0g 3/1.6g 

49/31.1

g 2/18.1g 

7 1/0.5g 0/0.0g 1/0.9g 0/0.0g 

39/46.5

g 0/0.0g 

8 0/0.0g 0/0.0g 0/0.0g 0/0.0g 

20/17.2

g 0/0.0g 

9 0/0.0g 0/0.0g 0/0.0g 12/5.1g 5/5.7g 3/26.5g 

              

  *=possible           

Level Shatter Flake 

  CT./WT. CT./WT. 

2 2/2.2g 0/0.0g 

4 2/6.5g 0/0.0g 

5 4/6.0g 0/0.0g 

7 7/2.6g 0/0.0g 

8 8/55.0g 0/0.0g 

9 1/0.0g 2/0.4g 

      

  *=possible   

Table 6.1 

Tuscaloosa gravel chert, Unit 4 

Table 6.2 

Quartz. Unit 4 
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Level 

Expedient 

Tool Shatter Flake 

  CT./WT. CT./WT. CT./WT. 

2 0/0.0g 0/0.0g 1/0.2g 

5 0/0.0g 1/0.7g 0/0.0g 

6 0/0.0g 0/0.0g 1/0.5g 

7 0/0.0g 1/0.4g 4/8.4g 

8 1/14.8g 0/0.0g 1/1.3g 

        

  *=possible     

Level 

Projectile 

Point 

Finished 

Biface Shatter 

  CT./WT. CT./WT. CT./WT. 

2 0/0.0g 0/0.0g 1/0.5g 

3 0/0.0g 1/1.3g 0/0.0g 

4 0/0.0g 0/0.0g 1/0.3g 

5 1/1.4g 0/0.0g 1/0.9g 

7 0/0.0g 0/0.0g 1/0.3g 

        

  *=possible     

Table 6.3 

Unidentified. Unit 4 

Table 6.4 

Bangor chert. Unit 4 
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Level Flake 

  CT./WT. 

5 2/3.0g 

6 3/0.7g 

7 3/0.9g 

8 2/3.1g 

    

  *=possible 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Level 

Projectile 

Point Core 

  CT./WT. CT./WT. 

6 0/0.0g 1/30.4g 

8 1/2.7g* 0/0.0g 

      

  *=possible   

 

Level Flake 

  CT./WT. 

5 1/0.0g* 

9 1/2.0g* 

    

  *=possible 

Table 6.5 

Knox chert. Unit 4 

Table 6.6 

Dover chert. Unit 4 

Table 6.7 

Blue-Grey Fort Payne chert. Unit 4 
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Level Flake 

  CT./WT. 

9 1/2.0g* 

    

  *=possible 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Table 6.8 

Mill Creek chert. Unit 4 
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SUMMARY OF NORTH FLANK FLAKED LITHICS 

 The overwhelming majority of flaked lithics found on the north flank of Mound P are flakes 

composed of Tuscaloosa gravel chert, a local stone material. Of the nonlocal stone materials found, 

Bangor chert was the most prominent, with the remainder of stone materials falling close behind. 

There are an extremely limited number of tools found in terms of both count and weight. Tools 

which were found are limited to bifaces, projectile points, and expedient tools. 

 

COMPARISON TO WEST FLANK FLAKED LITHICS 

 These two units were compared primarily because they are located on the same mound and 

to see if there was a difference in the general lithic artifact makeup between the two flanks of 

Mound P. I wanted to see, in particular, if one flank had more tools and/or debitage than the other 

flank. In addition to this I wanted to see if there was a difference in the types of tools found in each 

flank.  

Overall, the distribution of flaked lithics in the north and west flanks of Mound P are similar. 

This being said, there were a few differences that should be addressed. The two units were of 

different sizes (Unit 4 was a 1-x-2 m excavation unit, Unit 2 was a 2-x-2 m excavation unit) and this 

could account for differences in the comparison. The west flank had a very low number of artifacts 

that were not present on the north flank, including drill bits, hoe chips, perforators, microdrills, and 

preforms. Other than this distinction, the north flank generally had a higher count of debitage 

materials, and the west flank had a generally higher count of tools (Figure 6.1). The total weight of 

all flake stone artifacts recovered from the west flank is 370.7 grams and the total count is 188. The 

total weight of all flake stone artifacts recovered from the north flank is 381.4 grams and the total 

count is 271. The west flank contained 40.95 percent of flaked lithic artifacts from Mound P and the 

north flank contained 59.05 percent of flaked lithic artifacts from Mound P. The west flank 
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contained 49.28 percent of the total weight of flaked lithic artifacts from Mound P and the north 

flank contained 50.72 of the total weight of flaked lithic artifacts from Mound P. 

 

SUMMARY 

 Both Unit 4 and Unit 2 of Mound P have an overall similar distribution of flake lithic 

debitage and tools. This is fairly unsurprising because of the two units’ close proximity to one 

another. I think that it would be safe to conjecture that the peoples of Moundville were engaging in 

similar activities on both the north and west flank of Mound P. The only notable difference between 

the two units is the lack of microdrills, hoe chips, perforators, drill bits, and prefroms in Unit 4. Even 

though Unit 4 did not have any of these tools, Unit 2 had very low quantities of them. What is most 

striking about this comparison is that there are many more similarities than differences between 

Units 2 and 4.  
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Chapter 7: Ground Stone 

Taylor Lawhon  

 
 Stone artifacts that cannot fit into the flaked stone tool category have arbitrarily 

been given the title “ground stone” (Arkush 2009).  This report contains a detailed analysis 

of ground stone artifacts and pigment recovered during the fall of 2012 from the excavation 

of Unit 4, located on the northern flank of Mound P at Moundville. Arbitrary levels of 20 cm 

were implemented to excavate Unit 4, and since this unit was on the slope of an earthen 

mound, the levels intersect at an angle making each level continuously larger than the 

previous level. The ultimate goal of this analysis is to compare the data sets of ground stone 

artifacts excavated from the northern flank of Mound P to ground stone artifacts recovered 

from the western flank of Mound P (Belanich et. al. 2013).  

Classification of Ground Stone 

 Ground stone can be subdivided into two types: (1) stone artifacts that became 

ground during use, also referred to as “milling implements,” labeled as “ground through 

use;” and (2) stone artifacts that are ground as part of the manufacturing process to make 

the tool, labeled “ground in production.” These categories were broken down into artifact 

types including: polished chip of greenstone, sandstone saw, modified fossilized bone, 

grooved abrader, pitted anvil stone of sandstone, palette fragment of sandstone, pendant of 

tabular sandstone, decorated pendant, small stone disk, ground surface of sandstone, and 

ground surface of fine gray micaceous sandstone (Knight 2010). Unworked greenstone was 

also analyzed under the category of ground stone because greenstone is one of the primary 

nonlocal materials used to make ground stone tools (Knight 2004). Table 7.1 contains the 

counts and weight for ground stone artifacts by each level of Unit 4.  
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Ground Through Use 

 Artifacts that were utilized to process resources and became ground with use fall 

under this category.   

 Saws- Normally created from Ferruginous Sandstone, saws were produced through 

bifacial flaking, then ground down on at least one side by handheld use. Saws were used in 

multiple instances as part of the production process in the creation of “blank tabular stone 

artifacts.” (Knight 2004: 309). One saw was excavated from Level 4, (AMNH accession 

number 2012. 102. 112), which was worked on three sides.  

 Grooved abrader- “Small sandstone tablets showing one or more grooves, often 

intersecting at odd angles on the use surface.” (Knight 2010: 63). In Level 5, (AMNH 

accession number 2012.102.115), a sandstone tool with a grooved abrader and pitted anvil 

was analyzed. Weighing 296.5 g, the tool has indentations on both the proximal and distal 

sides. (See Figure 7.2.) 

 Ground surface sandstone- This category was used to place all artifacts that had one 

or more ground surfaces and were clearly manipulated by humans, but were unable to be 

formally classified due to lack of size or preservation.  Twenty-two pieces of stone were 

excavated from Unit 4, weighing 758.0 g, which were categorized under this classification.  
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Ground in Production 

 Greenstone- Greenstone is typically broken into three different categories: (1) a 

piece of a Celt; (2) a fragment that has a polished edge, but is too small to be determined 

what the tool may have been; and (3) a flake from the manufacturing process that has no 

polished side (Knight 2010). Both modified and unmodified greenstone was analyzed 

because greenstone is one of the primary nonlocal materials used to make ground stone 

tools (Knight 2004; Wilson 2001). Nine specimens of unworked greenstone were excavated 

from Unit 4, and one polished chip of greenstone was analyzed.  

 Modified fossilized bone- A dark colored piece of stone was analyzed that was 

believed to be a fossilized bone. This artifact weighed 7 g and showed signs of retouching 

on one side.  

 Pitted anvil stone- A tool containing one or more shallow indentation or ground 

depression. The pitted anvil stone recovered from Unit 4 was previously mentioned 

because it also had a grooved abrader on one side (Figure 7.2). 

 Pendants of tabular stone- Manufactured from numerous materials and carved into 

an array of shapes, pendants were seen as an item of value and are classified under the 

broader category of ornaments (Knight 2010). The production of pendants on Mound P 

shows evidence that crafting of tabular sandstone was still occurring (Knight 2004). Two 

pendants were analyzed (Figure 7.3), both from Level 6, one of tabular sandstone and one 

of an unidentified stone. The pendant of tabular sandstone was a partial fragment that was 

undecorated, while the pendant of unidentified stone was engraved into a rattlesnake tail. 

The three “rattles” are notched on the sides, while there is engraving on the face of the 

pendant. Crosshatching is seen at the top, then lines that form a v-shaped point separating 
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each of the three rattles. There are also six dots, three on each side of the rattles. This 

pendant is of particular interest because even though Knight notes that pendants were 

engraved in many shapes, the shape of a rattlesnake tail has not been seen until now.  

 Small stone disk- “Small, flat-sided disk of stone and pottery are commonplace at 

Moundville...” (Knight 2010: 63). Knight also notes that there are multiple uses for these 

small disk depending on the size and the way the edges are ground such as counters, 

tokens, or rollers. (Knight 2010). In Level 9 one stone disk of Pottsville sandstone was 

excavated with a diameter of 37mm. The edges are beveled meaning that this stone disk 

was possibly a “roller” (Figure 7.1). 

 Palettes- Normally manufactured from fine gray micaceous Pottsville sandstone, 

decorated palettes range in size from about 20 to 30 cm in diameter and 0.5 to 2.0 cm in 

thickness and are either round or rectangular in shape (Knight 2010). A possible palette 

fragment was recovered from Level 6, (AMNH accession number 2012.102.116), weighing 

3 g. The material of this fragment is fine gray micaceous Pottsville sandstone, and a surface 

is polished to a smooth finish, which are both indicators that this could be a possible 

fragment of a palette (Knight 2004).  
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Summary of Ground Stone 

 The majority of ground stone artifacts excavated from Unit 4 were in the “ground 

surface sandstone” category and the “unworked greenstone category” making them 

unidentifiable artifacts. Only two basic, everyday tools were found, the grooved 

abrader/pitted anvil, and saw sandstone. Most of the identifiable artifacts found were craft 

items such as the possible palette fragment, small stone disk, both pendants, and the 

modified fossilized bone.  

 

 

Pigment 

 “In general, pigment use is profoundly connected with elite behavior at Moundville.” 

(Knight 2010: 67).  Pigment had a variety of uses and is closely associated with many other 

artifacts such as “formal and informal paint palettes, pottery bowls used for containing 

pigment, stained animal bones used in mixing paint, and painted artifacts” (Knight 2004: 

309).  
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Classification of Pigment and Related Minerals 

 The categories used to classify pigment and related minerals were red ocher 

(limonite), yellow (limonite), creamy white (cerrusite, derived from galena), galena, and 

muscovite mica (Knight 2010). Ocher is the most common pigment used at Moundville and 

is harvested from more than one type of stone, but usually from “tabular ferruginous rock 

in which the iron mineral component is mainly limonite.” (Knight 2010: 67). Both red and 

yellow ocher were recovered, but red ocher appeared much more frequently. Red ocher 

was found in levels 3 through 7 with a total weight of 195.5 g. Yellow pigment was not far 

behind with a weight of 122.8 g and was seen in levels 3 through 8. The creamy white 

pigment was only seen in Level 4 with a weight that did not register. One piece of galena 

weighing 2.0 g was found in Level 5. Muscovite mica appeared in levels 3, 5, and 6, with a 

total weight of 1/10 of a gram. Finally, a pigment producing ferruginous Pottsville 

sandstone artifact was recovered from the west wall of the unit, but the level is unknown 

due to erosion of the wall. This artifact weighs 375.4g and also has two ground surfaces. 

Table 7.2 contains the weight for pigment and related minerals by each level of Unit 4.  

  

 



59 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Comparison: North Flank to the West Flank 

 Both units that I compared are located on the same mound. Therefore, I was 

interested to see if they would show similar artifact types and pigment, if one would have 

more than another, and what differences might exist between the two units.  

 Overall, both the north and west flanks had very similar results in ground stone. 

(See Figures 7.4-7.6). While both units had evidence of greenstone, the west flank had 

much more. The total weight and count of unworked greenstone in the western flank was 

89.3 g/22, while the northern flank only had 9.7 g/9 of unworked greenstone. Also, the 

western flank had 4 Celt fragments and 4 polished chips whereas the northern flank had no 

Celt fragments and only 1 polished chip. Both units had palette fragments, sandstone saws, 
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grooved abraders, pitted anvil stones and small stone disk. Items that the western flank 

had, but the northern flank did not include Celt fragments, sandstone tablets, 

hammerstones, and stone disk rough-outs. Artifacts found in the northern flank that the 

western flank did not include pendants (decorated and undecorated) and modified 

fossilized bone. 

 Pigment was found in both units, but the types were different. The north and west 

flank both had red ocher and yellow (limonite), but differed on every other type of pigment. 

The types of pigment that the western flank had, but the northern flank did not were chalk 

and hematite. The northern flank had cerrusite, galena, muscovite mica, and pigment 

producing ferruginous Pottsville sand stone, whereas the western flank did not.  

 

 

 

Summary 

 Since both the northern and western flank had specialized craft items and pigment I 

believe that elite activity was occurring on Mound P. The key artifacts that back up this 

claim are the pendants from the northern flank, and the greenstone from both flanks. These 

items are cited numerous times to be correlated to elite activity, and were found on Mound 

P. The western flank and the northern flank both had many more similarities than 

differences.  
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Figures 
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Chapter 8: Fired Clay/Daub 

Birdie Traywick 

 

 During the Great Depression, President Roosevelt created the Civilian Conservation Corps 

CCC (Blitz 2008). It was their job to help repair the infrastructure of America by preserving the 

beautiful nature that abounds within the country. During the CCC’s time at Moundville 

archaeologists Walter B. Jones and David L. DeJarnette were in charge of excavating the area where 

the road and major park buildings are now situated. They not only improved the way 

archaeologists record data but also made several discoveries while helping the CCC. If it weren’t for 

the CCC we wouldn’t know as much about Moundville as we do now and data recording methods 

wouldn’t be the same.    

 Moundville was a Mississippian period settlement that focused on the protection from other 

hostile groups and the building of the mounds that give it its name today. A long palisade wall was 

built around the site, which could have offered protection, but at a cost. Constant repairs and 

rebuilding of damaged areas would have been necessary, which ate into the dense tree areas that 

surrounded the settlement as well as into the smaller trees and plants that would have been used in 

plaster to fill the gaps in between the timber. This also could explain why the analysis on daub 

artifacts was incomplete because of the lack of impressions from cane and other impressions.  

Daub is a clay plaster that is mixed with withered grass to help insulate the house structures 

and keep it stable. This technique was used primarily during the Mississippian period of A.D. 1000-

1500. (Peacock 1993:148) Normally with daub one would find impressions useful in placing it 

within the archeological record, but with my analysis no impressions were found other than the 

given grass impressions. These impressions wouldn’t have been cast until the house structure had 

caught on fire, which would seal the impressions into the hardened clay. Several impressions can be 

found in daub, such as leaves, animal bones, and gastropods (Peacock 1993:148). These 
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impressions could shed better light on the area at the dated time that the house structures would 

have been in use. Leaf impressions could show in which season the house structure would have 

been built. Animal bones could show what animals were being consumed, and gastropods could 

show exactly what type of house structure was being used at that time. With my analysis of artifacts 

from the Moundville site, focusing on Mound P, I was not able to find any impressions that would 

have shed light on the house structure that was being used at the time. We can only guess at what 

houses may have existed on Mound P by using dating techniques and comparisons with other 

mounds that would produce daub with impressions.  

 Without impressions on the daub I wasn’t able to do much more than weigh and record that 

data.  

Table 8.1: Mound P, Unit 4 fired clay/daub artifacts by weight and count. 

Structural 
Remains 

 Count: Weight: 
(g) 

Level 1 Fired Clay/Daub 65 45.40 

Level 2 Fired Clay/Daub  1,145.20 

Level 3 Fired Clay/Daub  1,648 

Level 4 Fired Clay/Daub  2,837.00 

Level 5 Fired Clay/Daub  1,428.40 

Level 6 Fired Clay/Daub  1,856.40 

Level 7 Fired Clay/Daub  2,352.60 

Level 8 Fired Clay/Daub  1,835.80 

Level 9 Fired Clay/Daub  2,183.30 
  

 Without the impressions I wasn’t able to confirm any theories about why the weights would 

rise and fall after a level or two. We did find some miscellaneous accessories that were collected 

with the daub. These items may show insight into the daily lives of the people who had lived in the 

house structure at the time before it had caught fire.  
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Table 8.2: Mound P, Unit 4 fired clay accessories by weight and count. 

Bagged 
Items: 

Comments:  Count: Weight 
(g): 

Level 4 Possible ceramic bead, that has been 
chipped on the sides 

Fired 
Clay/Daub 

1 0.6 

Level 5 Possible ear plug Fired 
Clay/Daub 

1 3 

Level 5 Possible burnt seed or clay bead, possible 
use in a rattle 

Fired 
Clay/Daub 

1 0 

Level 5 Possible pottery production debris Fired 
Clay/Daub 

1 66 

Level 7 Possible ear plug Fired 
Clay/Daub 

1 2 

Level 7 Possible disk, varnished, smooth grounded 
edge and surface; diameter: .39 cm X .39 

cm 

Fired 
Clay/Daub 

1 17 

Level 8 Possible clay bead, circular but not a 
perfect circular shape 

Fired 
Clay/Daub 

1 4 

Level 9 Possible large clay bead, circular but 
broken in half  

Fired 
Clay/Daub 

2 10.1 

Level 9 Possible clay bead, possible use in a rattle  Fired 
Clay/Daub 

1 0.7 
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Figure 8.1: A few of the accessories found with the daub collection. A: Unknown for now, it 

could possibly be a by-product of working with pottery; Knight thinks it may be something 

else. B: A clay bead that has been fractured into a perfect half. C: A possible gaming disk that 

is burnished. D: A smaller clay bead that is still intact. 

 

 In conclusion, my findings are not complete because of the lack of impressions on the daub, 

but with the accessories that were found with the daub we are able to shed some light on what may 

have occurred inside the house structure at the time that it was still standing. We don’t know what 

this specific house structure may be, but with possible comparisons with other structures in the 

park and their daub we may be able to figure out which structure it may actually be. There is still 
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much left to be discovered at Moundville but with the help from the University we are able to 

continue researching this significant place. 
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Chapter 9:  Analysis of Faunal Remains 

Kimberly Dobrava and Nathaniel Graham 

 

Background 

An analysis of faunal remains can reveal not only the subsistence patterns of ancient 

peoples but also the social stratification of their communities.  Subsistence is typically not 

practiced equally among all levels of a stratified society.  According to Knight “artifact 

assemblages differ in ways correlated with specific social roles in a given system” 

(2004:305).  Comparing assemblages from Units 2 and 4, it appears as though multiple 

activities, possibly both elite and non-elite, were taking place on Mound P. Welch and 

Scarry note, “At Moundville, and among contemporaneous societies throughout the 

Southeast, several materials and artifacts were markers of status or prestige” (Welch and 

Scarry 1995:403).The presence of materials thought to be associated with elite contexts, 

such as marine shell and raptor bones, in Unit 4 illustrates the difference of activities 

between the west flank (Unit 2) and north flank (Unit 4) activities on Mound P. 

Materials 

The soil was dry screened using ¼ inch mesh. Flotation has not yet been used. This 

likely resulted in a selection bias against any materials smaller than ¼ inch and against any 

materials that would be best recovered using flotation. Despite this, the collection seems to 

display a significant representation of small bones, such as from fish and reptile.  

Methods 

Assistance in identification was given by Lynn Funkhouser.  Additional material 

came from Elizabeth J. Reitz and Elizabeth S. Wing’s Zooarchaeology.  Table 9.1 outlines the 
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identification process used as well as the species previously found in Moundville sites.  Due 

to time constraints, faunal material was sorted by superclass.  

Table 9.1. Chart of Superclass Descriptions Found at 1TU500* 

*All information in the genus/species and common names column is derived from 

Jackson and Scott, 2012 

 

 Category Common Names Description of bone 
Mammals Sylvilagus aquaticus, 

Rodentia, Sciurus,  
Didelphis virgianus, 
Castor Canadensis, 
Pocyon lotor, Lynx 

rufus, Urocyon 
cinereoargenteus, 
Canis familiaris,  

Odocoillus, bos, bison 

Swamp rabbit, 
rodent, squirrel,  

opossum, beaver, 
raccoon, bobcat, 

gray fox, domestic 
dog, deer, cattle, 

bison 
 
 
 

Mammal bone is identified 
by the presence of typical 

mammalian features or 
sites for muscle attachment 
or by elimination of other 
categories (mainly avian). 

Avian Ectopistes 
migratorius, 
Passerine,  

Eudocimis alba, Aix 
sponsa, Grus 

Canadensis, Raptor, 
Melegris gallopavo 

 

Passenger pidgeon, 
songbirds, white 
ibis, wood duck, 
sandhill crane, 
raptor, turkey 

 
 
 

Avian bone is identified by 
the greater volume of the 

empty space in the 
trabeculae or by the patina 
on the exterior surface of 

the bone. 

Fish Amia calva, 
Lepisotereidae, 

Ictiobus bubulus, 
Pylodictus olivaris, 
Ictalarus furcatus/ 

punctatus, Ictulurus 
melas, Micropterus, 

Aplodinotus 
grunniens, 

Carcharhinidae 
 

Bowfin, gar, small 
mouth buffalo fish, 

flathead catfish, 
blue/channel 
catfish, black 

bullhead, bass, 
freshwater drum, 

shark 

Most fish remains were in 
the form of scales, 

identified by shape and 
texture, the vertebral 
spines of a catfish or 
vertebra with double 

convex body. 

Reptile (UI) Viperidae, Coluber, 
Masticophus 

Viper, coachwhip, 
racer 

Only reptile vertebrae were 
found, identified by the 

protruding ball joint on the 
cranial side. 

 
Turtle Shell Chelydra serpentine, Snapping turtle, Turtle shell separated from 
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Chrysemys picta, 
Pseudemys floridana, 
Terrapene Carolina, 

Kinosternidae 

painted, cooter, box 
turtle, mud/musk 

turtles 

the reptile category due to 
its ease of identification 
using the characteristic 
“sutural” quality of its 
edges and an incised 

appearance on the exterior 
surface. 

 
Unidentified n/a n/a Includes all bone for which 

identification was not 
absolute. 

 

 

Data 

The following tables were developed to quantify the weight (in grams) of shell and 

bone by level of excavation.  For bone, the tables are broken down by superclass.  Table 9.2 

and Figure 9.1 display the total bone weight sorted into each superclass for levels 1-9 of 

Test Unit 4 on the north flank of Mound P. Table 9.3 and Graph 9.4 show the total weight of 

shell found in levels 1-9 of Test Unit 4.  Level 9b contains only marine shell.   
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Table 9.2 

Bone Weights (in grams)  1TU500  Mound P  Unit 4 

  
        

Level Mammal Fish 

Reptile/ 

Snake Turtle Avian UID 

Possible 

Human 

1 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 

2 100.8 4.1 0.2 0.4 11 0 1.1 

3 397.7 22.1 2.4 14.8 45.9 179 0 

4 843.3 14.5 1.6 6.8 52.5 148.8 0 

5 1314.8 13 2.4 29.3 60.1 178.7 0 

6 851.1 16 0 11.8 101 280.5 22 

7 1345.2 26.3 1.7 48.9 168 458.3 8.4 

8 2495.6 26.2 2.5 38.8 146.2 354.4 0 

9 2365.1 21 3.5 34 216.2 406.4 1.6 

Totals 9717.6 143.2 14.3 184.8 800.9 2006.1 33.1 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 9.1 



73 
 

Table 9.3 Shell Weights (in grams)  1TU500  Mound P  Unit 4  

Level 

Weight 

(g) 

1 0 

2 21 

3 88 

4 502 

5 325 

6 347 

7 684 

8 559 

9a 829 

9b 7 

Total 3362 

 

 

Figure 9.2 
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Level Comments  

 

Level One:  Only eight specimens found.  All were identified as mammal. 

 

Level Two: Two possible human specimens were found.   

 

Level Three:  Three pieces of unidentified bone with black substance on the surface were 

found.  Our expert could not identify the type of bone or the substance on the surface.   It 

could not be determined if the substance was pre- or post-depositional.  One hawk bone 

was identified.  A small amount of charcoal was also included.  

Level Four:  A portion of a deer skull in three pieces; a collection of small mammal teeth 

were included.    

Level Five:  Contains a disproportionate number of small mammal jaws.  A large snake 

vertebra was included. 

Level Six:  This level included a full deer humerus.  A human jaw fragment was identified. 

 

Level Seven:  Two human teeth were identified.  The pieces of mammal bones in this level 

were larger than in previous levels.  Three possible human specimens were included.  

Level Eight:  One side of a deer mandible was identified.    

 

Level Nine:  This level was the only level in which marine shell was found.  One human 

tooth and a human jaw fragment were also identified.   
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Figure 9.3 Marine Shell from 1TU500 Mound P Level 9 

 

 

Figure 9.4 Hawk Bone from 1TU500 Mound P Level 3 
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Analysis and Discussion 

Different methods of excavation and recovery were used on Units 2 and 4.  Unit 2 

was excavated using cultural levels, whereas Unit 4 was excavated using arbitrary levels. In 

addition, Unit 2 was 2-x-2 m, while Unit 4 was 1-x-2 m. Unit 2 excavators dry screened 

material using 1/4-inch mesh. However, some levels made use of 1/16-inch mesh and 

flotation. It is not clear from the 2013 Unit 2 report which levels used which methods. Unit 

4 excavators used dry screening with ¼-inch mesh throughout. Unit 2 was not entirely 

midden, as it had evidence of ritual burning of structures on the mound summit, whereas 

Unit 4 was entirely midden. Unit 2 had a much lower density of faunal remains than Unit 4 

did, but the recovery methods used on Unit 2 inspire confidence that a representative 

sample was recovered.  

Unit 4 shows a density of faunal remains around 10 times greater than that of Unit 2. 

This difference could be attributed to the difference in content; Unit 4 is composed almost 

entirely of dense midden fill while Unit 2 is not. However, because Unit 2 is larger in area 

than Unit 4, perhaps the effect of density is somewhat counteracted. Graph 9.6 displays the 

percentage of remains of each superclass found in either Unit 2 from the west flank or Unit 

4 from the north flank.  
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Figure 9.5  Percentage of Superclass in 1 TU 500 Mound P Units 2 and 4 

Some materials present in the Unit 4 faunal assemblage are possibly indicative of 

elite activity. Chief among these are the marine shell and raptor bone. Knight notes, “The 

importance of dress and body decoration on Mound Q is evident in the presence of finished 

ornaments of sheet copper and copper-clad wood, pendants of stone, and ornaments of 

marine shell, bone, and clay” (2004:313). The marine shell does not show any signs of 

being worked into a pendant, but the costs in labor and time of transporting it from the 

coast or trading for it suggests that it did not arrive at Moundville without a purpose. 

However, no shell from Unit 2 was analyzed, so a comparison across the two units from 

Mound P is not yet possible.  

Lynn Funkhouser identified one avian bone from Level 3 as being from a raptor. The 

bone was broken, so a complete species identification was not possible, but she was able to 

determine that the bone was that of a hawk. In Knight’s Mound Excavations at Moundville, 

Jackson and Scott note that “raptors such as hawks, owls, falcons, and eagles are clear 
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cosmological symbols in southeastern religion, and their association ,with Mississippian 

political power is amply depicted in Southeastern Ceremonial Complex iconography” 

(2010:327).  

Lastly, possible human remains were recovered from Levels 2, 6, 7, and 9. No human 

remains were identifiable as long bones, but this could be due to post-depositional 

fragmentation processes. Level 6 included a human jaw fragment, and Level 9 included 

another human jaw fragment and two human teeth. At Moundville, “Fragmentary human 

bone, scattered through the same midden contexts, revels that skulls and limb bones were 

displayed or handled in mound summit contexts” (Jackson and Scott 2010:313). We were 

unable to determine any evidence of handling, but the very presence of these anatomical 

parts of humans is striking.  

All portions of deer skeletons were represented, including long bones, vertebrae, 

ribs, crania, and a seeming abundance of jaws, most with teeth still embedded. We did not 

note any evidence of butchering. Some marks were found on deer remains, but these were 

all determined to be the result of post-depositional agricultural or excavation processes. 

We were not able to differentiate between stewing and roasting practices. It has been noted 

that “preserved meat, being stripped from the bone, would not leave an archeological 

signature where it was consumed” (Jackson and Scott 2010:328). A closer analysis of the 

faunal assemblage might reveal evidence of processing, but according to Jackson and Scott 

our lack of any such evidence is not enough to state that this activity did not take place. It 

was also not possible to determine if any elite provisioning occurred, as seems to be the 

case in the current model of the Moundville sociopolitical structure. From the diversity of 
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the faunal assemblage, it seems that the north flank of Mound P indicates a broad use of 

fauna. 
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Chapter 10: Conclusions 

Lauren V. Pratt 

 

 Unlike the 2012 excavations on the western flank of Mound P, the location of Unit 4 

was selected almost exclusively for its apparent potential to yield rich archaeological data. 

The analyses in this report have shown that the unit more than lived up to expectations. 

The amount and variety of artifacts and ecofacts recovered should prove valuable in 

enriching archaeologists’ understanding of prehistoric life at Moundville. 

 Typological analysis of the pottery from Unit 4 revealed heavy Moundville III phase 

activity. Significantly, however, the presence of varieties such as Carthage Incised, var. 

Fosters and Moundville Engraved, var. Jones suggests the potential for activity on the 

mound during the Moundville IV phase (Steponaitis 1983, Knight 2010). In terms of 

decorative modes, by far the most common decorative mode recorded was red filmed 

pottery. The presence of the slip on the interior of rims indicates that these vessels date to 

Moundville III. A number of beaded rims and a single example of Alabama River Appliqué 

also suggest some, if only minimal, Moundville IV activity (Steponaitis 1983, Knight 2010). 

Additionally, two artifacts, identified as white slipped rim on a red slip background, were of 

a mode not identified by Steponaitis or Knight. Jars, typically used for cooking, and bowls, 

used for both cooking and serving, were the most prevalent vessel forms in Unit 4, which 

could be suggestive of the types of activities occurring on the mound (Hally 1986:288-9).  

 A few projectile points, bifaces, and expedient tools can be found among the artifacts 

recovered from Unit 4, as well as debitage composed primarily of local Tuscaloosa gravel 

chert, although nonlocal stone was also present. The ground stone from the unit featured 
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pigmentation and craft items such as pendants, polished greenstone, and a possible palette 

fragment; these suggest that elite activity was occurring on Mound P during the Moundville 

III phase (Knight 2010:67). The collection of artifacts from Unit 4 also includes more than 

15,000 g of daub, although without reed impressions or other marks which could have 

potentially yielded information about the types of structures which have stood on Mound P 

(Lacquement 2007; Peacock 1993). The amount of daub present across levels seemed to 

show a cyclical pattern, which could possibly mirror cycles of activity in the lives of the 

Moundville people. Finally, an analysis of the faunal remains from Unit 4 shows striking 

variety. Raptor bone and marine shell indicate elite activity; deer skeletal remains show 

that all portions of the animal, not only the most prestigious, were present (Knight 

2004:313). Additionally, human teeth and jaw bones were recovered from the unit, which 

may have been a part of the types of social activities practiced on mound summits (Jackson 

and Scott 2010:313). 

 The materials of Unit 4 are consistent with those from west flank excavations in that 

both indicate heavy use during the Moundville III phase (Belanich et. al. 2013).  However, it 

is highly significant that both pottery types and decorative modes may suggest occupation 

into the Moundville IV phase, when the site was largely depopulated (Knight 2010). 

Although some evidence of Moundville IV activity was noted during the west flank 

excavations, artifacts dating to Moundville II and III were dominant (Belanich et. al. 2013). 

Analysis of recovered materials gives mixed evidence for the types of activities occurring in 

these phases; the presence of status goods such as pendants and a possible palette 

fragment, and faunal remains that were likely more ceremonial than functional, including 

raptor bone, suggests that people were engaging in elite activities. On the other hand, jars – 
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probably for cooking – and a complete range of deer skeletal remains were not reflective of 

elite provisioning during the Moundville III phase.   

 Over the course of Moundville’s history – reaching, as we know now, at least into the 

sixteenth century – the people who lived the on the land built and burnt houses, ate meals 

both simple and grand, and made many kinds of tools and crafts. The breadth of human 

activity is well documented in the archaeological record of Mound P. 

  



83 
 

References Cited 

Arkush, Brooke E., Sutton, Mark Q. 

2009 Archeological Laboratory Methods, 5th Ed . Kendall/Hunt Publishing. 

Belanich, Johnathan, et. al. 

2013 Report and Analysis of Excavations and Artifacts: Fall 2012 OAR Excavations of Mound P, 

Moundville. University of Alabama. 

Blitz, John H. 

1993 Big Pots for Big Shots: Feasting and Storage in a Mississippian Community. American 

Antiquity 58: 80-96. 

Blitz, John H. 

2008 Moundville. University of Alabama Press, Tuscaloosa. 

Blitz, John H., and Erik S. Porth 

 2012 Proposed Archaeological Investigations, Fall 2012: Moundville Archaeological Park. 

University of Alabama. Submitted to UA Museums and the Moundville Site Advisory Board.  

Gilbert, B.M. 

   1980 Mammalian Osteology. B.M. Gilbert, Laramie, WY.  

Gilbert, B.M., Martin, L.D., and Savage, H.G. 

   1981 Avian Osteology. Missouri Archaeological Society, Springfield. 

Hally, David J. 

1986 The Identification of Vessel Function: A Case Study from Northwest Georgia. American 

Antiquity 51: 267-295. 

Jackson, H. Edwin and Susan Scott. 

2003 Patterns of Elite Faunal Utilization at Moundville. American Antiquity 68(3):552-572. 

 

 



84 
 

Knight, Vernon J. 

2004   Characterizing Elite Midden Deposits at Moundville. American Antiquity 69(2):304-321. 

Knight, Vernon J., H. Edwin Jackson, and Susan L. Scott 

2010 Mound Excavations at Moundville: Architecture, Elites, and Social Order. The University of 

Alabama Press, Tuscaloosa. 

Peacock, Evan 

 Reconstructing the Black Belt Environment Using Leaf Impressions in Daub. Southeastern 

Archaeology. 12(2): 148-154. 

Porth, Erik S. 

 2011 Raised Ground, Razed Structure: Ceramic Chronology, Occupation and Chiefly Authority on 

Mound P at Moundville. Master’s thesis, Department of Anthropology, The University of 

Alabama, Tuscaloosa. 

Steponaitis, Vincas S.  

 1983 Ceramics, Chronology, and Community Patterns: An Archaeological Study of Moundville. 

Academic Press, Inc., New York.  

Taft, Kristi Elaine 

1996 Functionally Relevant Classes of Pottery at Moundville. Master’s thesis, Department of 

Anthropology, University of Alabama. 

Welch, P.D. and C.M. Scarry 

1995 Status-related Foodways in the Moundville Chiefdom. American  Antiquity 60(3):397-419. 

Wing, E.S. and E.J. Reitz 

   1999 Zooarchaeology. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge. 

  



85 
 

Appendix A 

 

Inventory of Records from Mound P Excavations 

From 9/4/2012 to 11/2/2012 

Files are currently located in Room 27, ten Hoor Hall, University of Alabama 
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Catalog Number Item Type Item Description Number of Items 

    2012.102 CD-R Mound P Excavation Photographs  1 

    
2012.102F1 

File 
Folder 

  

  
Correspondance between Erik Porth and Mary Bade 1 

  
Survey forms for auger tests: AT1 - AT 17 16 

  
Level forms for TU 4: Root mat removal - Level 9 10 

  
Profile forms for TU 4: East profile 2 

  
Level forms for TU 5: Zone 1, Level 1 - Zone 6, Level 1 7 

  
Profile/plan forms for TUs 4/5 8 

  
Level form for bucket auger tests 6A and 6B 1 

  
Level forms for TU 6: Levels 1 - 3B 5 

  
Profile forms for TU 6 2 

  
Level form for TU 7: Level 1 1 

  
Mound P Excavation Master Photolog 7 

  
Blank data collection forms 6 

  
Proposed Archaeological Investigations report, Fall 2012 6 

    

  
Total number of records in Appendix A 73 


