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have suggested, this mound should probably be considered part of the Batesville Mounds site. This
assignment is reinforced by the similarities between the ceramics recovered from both burials and
mound fill at McCarter and those found in Mound B during the summer of 1996. McCarter is also
notable for having contained a set of copper-covered panpipes.

In contrast, the three Tchula period phases that have been defined for the adjacent portion of the
Delta in northwestern Mississippi (Connaway and McGahey 1971; Phillips 1970; Weinstein 1991) are
based primarily on surface collections and a few test pits from habitation sites. The Boyd site in
Tunica County, Mississippi, is a significant exception. Substantial excavations at that location exposed
a Tchula period occupation overlain by a stratum of sterile sand and a subsequent Marksville period
midden. This led John Connaway and Sam McGahey (1971) to define the Boyd phase, an Early
Woodland ceramic complex made up of fabric-marked wares with early punctated, cord-impressed,
and incised types. As will be seen, there are some close parallels between the Mound B ceramics at the
Batesville Mounds and Zone I at Boyd. Zone II at the Boyd site contained predominantly cord-
marked sherds with associated broad-lined incised types of the Marksville period. These ceramics are
similar to those we recovered from the South Village at the Batesville Mounds site.

There are, however, some differences in the interpretation of the Boyd stratigraphy. Arguing
primarily on the presence of three crude cross-hatched rim sherds, some Twin Lakes Punctated sherds,
and some stamped and incised minority types, Alan Toth (1988) assigns Zone I to the Marksville
period, Dorr phase. Twin Lakes Punctated is thought to date to the Marksville period because of its
occurrence at the Twin Lakes site and other components of the Twin Lakes phase. However, as Sam
Brookes (1988; Brookes and Taylor 1986) and Janet Ford (1988) have argued, the Twin Lakes phase is
not a particularly strong construct. Upon closer examination, most of the supposed Marksville diag-
nostics of this phase appear to date to the Tchula period. This includes Twin Lakes Punctated and
crude cross-hatched rims. Of the more than 100 Twin Lakes Punctated sherds recovered during our
1996 excavations of the Batesville Mounds, all but three came from Mounds A and B. All of the cross-
hatched rims came from Mound B, which contained no Marksville Incised or Stamped sherds. The
Mound B assemblage confirms the likelihood that crude cross-hatched rims and Twin Lakes Punctated
are Tchula rather than Marksville types.

Still, Toth’s (1988) dissertation provides a comprehensive overview of the work that has been
done on Marksville period sites in the Lower Mississippi Valley. His synthesis begins with the work of
the Lower Mississippi Survey (Phillips, Ford, and Griffin 1951; Phillips 1970), using many of the
same collections upon which the earlier constructs were based. Other than Boyd, only two Marksville
period sites in the portion of the Mississippi alluvial valley adjacent to the Batesville Mounds have
been excavated. The first of these was the Dorr site, which was located within the city limits of
Clarksdale and excavated by Charles Peabody (1904) at the turn of the century. A small number of
Marksville period ceramics were recovered from this mound. The second site was the group of mounds
at Helena, just across the river from Mississippi in Arkansas. Two of these mounds were excavated by
James Ford (1963) in 1960. The mounds contained log tombs, copper-covered panpipes, ear spools,
and exotic cherts, as well as both Tchula and Marksville ceramics.

Three Woodland mound sites located in the upper Tombigbee drainage have been excavated.
The first of these is the Miller site, excavated by Jennings (1941) as part of his Natchez Trace research.
The village appears to have been occupied during the Middle and Late Woodland period. Two
mounds were excavated, which contained many burials but relatively little in the way of grave goods.
A shell cup, a limestone pipe, a cord-marked pot, and a few fragments of copper were found. Only the
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Places nomination. The form was completed and submitted in October of the same year. Kenneth
P’Pool of the MDAH notified the city of Batesville that the nomination had been accepted in January
1989. The nomination form relies heavily on data collected during the previous visits by Calvin
Brown and William Haag. No collections were made at the time of the site visit because the entire site
was grown over and ground visibility was limited. On the basis of “mound characteristics (size and
shape)” the site was determined to date to the Woodland period. This is a bit puzzling since both
Brown and Haag clearly indicate that Mounds A and B are platform mounds. And, although Mound
A today is so thoroughly worn down by cultivation that its original shape is indistinguishable, Mound
B is obviously flat topped, even though heavily wooded. There is no mention of the possibility that
the site is a Woodland platform mound group comparable to Pinson or Ingomar. Still, the nomina-
tion to the Register was critical in preserving the site. And no one can fault the argument that the site
should be nominated on the basis of the potential contribution to our knowledge of the prehis-
tory of the state.

Jay Johnson at the Center for Archaeological Research at the University of Mississippl was con-
tacted in the fall of 1990 and asked to design a program of fieldwork that would provide planning
data to the Panola County Industrial Authority, the current site owners. The primary goal was to
delineate the horizontal extent of the subsurface deposits of cultural material. Because the entire site
was covered in woods or pasture, a coring program was proposed. The project was funded with
support for a graduate student, undergraduate assistants, gasoline for the truck and the power auger,
and field supplies. It was scheduled to run for a year, beginning in November 1990.

Mimi Holland was looking for a thesis project and was willing to commit to the considerable
amount of work involved in setting a site grid over a large and mostly wooded area and then dragging
a gas-powered posthole digger along grid lines in a search for small and mostly eroded sherds and
flakes. Fortunately, the Batesville Mounds are an easy commute from Oxford so that Holland could
use a number of willing University of Mississippi students to help her in the fieldwork.

The grid was established during the winter of 1990-1991 in order to take advantage of the
visibility that would be lost as soon as the leaves emerged in the spring. We decided to use feet rather
than meters in the grid so that the resulting data would be more accessible to the Industrial Author-
ity. Besides, one of us (Johnson) grew up digging 10-foot by 10-foot squares and is generally more
comfortable on a site gridded that way. The grid began with a north-to-south baseline originating at
the northwest corner of the Industrial Authority’s property, which coincides with the northwest cor-
ner of the northeast quarter of section 34. This point was given the arbitrary designation of 3000R3000.
Property boundaries were clearly marked with fence lines and, after moving several feet to the east to
avoid the big trees in the fence line, we followed the fence south using a venerable optical transit and
metal tape. Wooden stakes were driven at fixed intervals and lines were run off the baseline to the east
in order to tie in the North Village, Mounds A and B, and Mound D. The South Village was con-
nected to the grid by a line to the west,

The research design called for auger testing on 50-foot centers in 500-foot-square blocks sur-
rounding each mound. Similar intensive testing was scheduled for the two known village areas. We
were ready with a posthole digger late in May 1991. Johnson spent just enough time in the field to
recall his experience with a similar machine on a survey in western Tennessee and to remember that
he had important duties back in his office. Holland and her crew continued cutting lines and digging
6-inch postholes. She was helped by field school “volunteers” graciously provided by Janet Ford when
she began testing the North Village using the Ole Miss field school in June. Holland and her crew
dug a total of 398 auger holes to a maximum depth of 18 inches or until fragipan made deeper
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Just two days later, we hit the top of Zone 2 in the 1820R3440 and 1805R3425 pits in the top of
the mound. When we shot elevations on the Zone 1/2 boundary in all three pits, they were nearly
identical. In cleaning the profiles for mapping in the 1820R3440 pit, we discovered that it was
possible to distinguish two construction stages within what we had already labeled Zone 1. The top 30
to 33 inches consists of a dark yellowish brown silt loam. A lighter, irregular band of soil 3 to 4 inches
thick separates this zone from a brown silty clay loam. This lower zone is equivalent to what we had
labeled Zone 1 in the slope trench and is easily distinguished on the basis of the higher clay content.
Therefore, we ended up with a Zone la designation for the last construction stage on the mound and
Zone 1b for the second-to-last stage. These zones were evident in the profile of the trench once it had
been extended south into the mound as well as in the other mound-top unit.

We continued the excavation of the mound-top units down into the Zone 2 deposits, finding the
same artifact density as was coming out of Zone 2 in the trench. It soon became necessary to use 5-
gallon plastic buckets to pass the dirt out of the pits. It also became necessary to buy an aluminum
ladder. Normally leaning a ladder against a profile is asking for a profile collapse. However, the loess-
derived soils of Mound B are remarkably stable. The profiles at the head of the trench were ultimately
10 feet high with no sign of a slump. Other than the fact that it has to be water screened, loess is an
ideal soil for archaeology. Even so, it became increasingly difficult to get the excavated dirt out of the
mound-top pits as we progressed into Zone 2. Finally, both pits were abandoned, 1805R3425 at 88
inches below surface and 1820R3440 at 86 inches below surface.

Meanwhile, we began a 5 by 10 unit that would ultimately form the southernmost limit of the
505 trench. This square, 490R505, was located entirely on the top of the mound at the edge of the
slope. We also opened a 5 by 5 unit at grid coordinate 5056R505, leaving a 5-foot balk between the two
new excavation units and another 5-foot balk between the 5 by 5 unit and the initial trench unit,
515R505. These gaps in the trench made it easier to keep the samples separate and allowed us to
watch the east-west profiles as we took the trench down. Once the construction stages were clearly
defined, these east-west profiles made it easy to remove the deposits by zone, following the bound-
aries in from the profiles. The trench was eventually extended to a total length of 45 feet by skipping
squares and coming back to remove them. The intervening squares were also used as steps to help in
removing dirt from the deep end of the trench (Figure 2.4). For example, the 500R505 5 by 5 unit was
taken down to the bottom of Zone 1a at a depth of 39 inches, where it served as a bench to stand on
while passing the buckets out of the 490 unit as we approached the final levels of that square.

A fourth construction stage, Zone 3, was recognized fairly early in the excavation although it is
similar to Zone 2 in terms of construction and content. Basket loading is pronounced, and sherds and
fire-cracked rock are common. However, a clear break with an apparent weathered surface divides the
two zones. This boundary could only be detected consistently in profile. The practice of initiating
excavation from the east-west profiles whenever possible made the Zone 2/3 distinction much more
secure. The fact that this zone boundary, like all the others, is horizontal and nearly level also made
zone designation possible during the excavation.

In many cases we were able to use zone changes to terminate a level and begin the next level with
the top of the underlying zone. This was relatively easy in the case of the 1a/1b boundary, which was
marked by a soil texture change, and the 1b/2 boundary, which the excavator could actually hear as
the shovel started hitting fire-cracked rock, but it was also possible in the case of the other boundaries.
Therefore we feel comfortable in using the zone distinctions in exploring potential patterning in the
distribution of artifacts in the mound. Whenever a level was begun at the top of a zone, it was
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Stratigraphic and
Chronometric Data

The coverage in the various sections of this chapter is uneven. Mound B received the majority of
our attention, and the 505 trench in that mound revealed a good deal of architectural data. More
than that, one of the major goals of the project was to date this mound and relate it to a cultural
period. Finally, Thurman Allen and Joe Saunders helped in recording the Mound B profile, provid-
ing an expertise in soils that shows clearly in the following discussion. Mound B is also in much better
condition than Mound A. So, Mound B data include soils descriptions, grain size data, oxidizable
carbon ratio (OCR) data, and several radiocarbon dates.

Fortunately, the Mound A stratigraphy is much simpler than that at Mound B. This fact, and the
relatively few artifacts found in the Mound A test, prompted us to run only one radiocarbon
date. Similarly, the South Village profile is fairly straightforward, although it would have been nice
if the trench had been open when Allen and Saunders visited us. There are still some questions
about the nature and origin of the overburden, Zones la and 1b. We did run three radiocarbon
dates and an OCR column from that deposit, and have a pretty good idea of the date of the
cultural material.

PHYSICAL STRATIGRAPHY

Mound B

Thurman Allen and Joe Saunders’s description of the Mound B profile is based on observations
made adjacent to a column sample for OCR and particle size analyses that was located on the east
wall of the 505 trench at the 493R505 stake. These data are summarized in Table 3.1. Grain size data
are presented in Table 3.2. The zone designations used in the field to recognize the several construc-
tion stages are noted in both tables and on the profile drawing (Figure 3.1). Soil horizons follow
conventional nomenclature. Allen’s (1986) review of the soils in the vicinity of the Poverty Point site
in Louisiana is a useful reference for the following discussion. Not only does he define soil designa-
tions in terms that an archaeologist can understand, but also Poverty Point is situated on a loess
deposit quite similar to that which underlies the Batesville Mounds site. Therefore an understanding
of the parent material for mound construction is possible.

Zone 5 is the bottommost of the deposits, and was clearly recognized in the field as a premound
subsoil and subsurface. This conclusion was based on soil color, soil texture, the lack of artifacts, and
the dendritic pattern that was evident on the floor of the levels in this zone. That is, during the
















































Ceramics 45

Most of the var Thomas rims are plain, without folds or special features. However, eight sherds
from the South Village have rims that are flattened with an overhang on both the interior and
exterior. One of the sherds with a folded rim is extremely well made and appears to be part of a
globular vessel with a restricted opening. There is also one sherd from an open bowl with a broadly
scalloped edge.

Baytown Plain, var. unspecified n = 4392

The remainder of the grog-tempered plain sherds were placed in the category Baytown Plain, var
unspecified. This includes sherds with a good deal of grog and some sand as well as a few sherds from
Mound B that have no sand at all in the paste. The only significant variation in these sherds is in
terms of color, which ranges from nearly white, to red, to dark brown. Some sherds have black cores. It
should be noted that a few pieces of plainware have the contorted or laminated appearance in cross
section that is associated with Tchefuncte ceramics. Two sherds, one a rim, have exterior bosses.

Turkey Paw Plain, var. unspecified n =400

Bone-tempered sherds were found in fair numbers in collections from the Gainesville Reservoir in
western Alabama where Jenkins (1981:157) finds them to be a late Middle Woodland time marker.
This temper reaches a peak frequency of about 7 percent in that area. Other sites have also produced
a few bone-tempered sherds, including Pinson and Ingomar, where they have been considered to
represent possible trade items or to have ceremonial significance (Mainfort 1986:46; Mainfort 1988:139;
Rafferty 1990:93). Some of the bone-tempered sherds from the Batesville Mounds also contain grog
and sand. Bone-tempered sherds, including fabric-marked examples, make up exactly 10 percent of
the total collection from the South Village of the Batesville Mounds site. They are completely missing
from the Mounds A and B samples.

Fabric Marked

Withers Fabric Marked, var. Withers n =576

Figure 4.1, aand b

Of the two varieties of Withers Fabric Marked that were recovered during the Batesville Mounds
excavations, the most common by far is var Withers. Withers Fabric Marked is found primarily in the
Tchula period, but continues into early Marksville (Phillips 1970:175; Toth 1988:233). Var. Withers
has fabric or basketry impressions that tend to cover the entire vessel (Phillips 1970:174-75). Withers,
var. Withers, includes all clay-tempered fabric-marked pottery in the sample. One paste characteristic
shows up when you try to write provenience numbers on the backs of these sherds: all of the var
Withers sherds are softer than most of the cord-marked sherds. All of the Withers rim sherds from
Batesville are plain, from large vessels with vertical sides.

Withers Fabric Marked, var Twin Lakes n==6

Withers Fabric Marked, var. Twin Lakes is distinguished from var. Withers on the basis of temper.
This variety includes the sandy sherds and is essentially the equivalent of Baytown Plain, var Thomas.
And, as with Baytown Plain, the break between the two varieties of Withers is problematic. Question-
able pieces are often placed into var Withers (Phillips 1970:174-75), and this example has been
followed in this analysis. Withers, var. Twin Lakes, appears to have the same temporal range as With-
ers, var. Withers (Phillips 1970:174-75).
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Cord Marked

As others have noted (Phillips 1970:136; Jenkins 1981:99), the type designation for cord-marked
sherds in the Yazoo Basin, Mulberry Creek Cord Marked, has developed in a peculiar way. The type
was named by Haag (1939) after a site in the Pickwick Basin in northwestern Alabama and adopted by
Phillips, Ford, and Griffin (1951) in their analysis of ceramics from the Lower Mississippi Valley. At
about the same time that Haag was studying the ceramics from the central Tennessee River Valley,
Jennings (1941) was working in the Tombigbee River drainage just to the south in northeastern
Mississippi. He named two cord-marked types, using Furrs for sand-tempered sherds and Tishomingo
for grog-tempered sherds. It may have been a matter of priority that led Phillips and his coworkers to
use Haag’s type rather than Jennings's. And, with the advent of the type variety system of ceramic
typology, Jenkins’s (1981:99) renaming the Tombigbee grog-tempered type as Mulberry Creek Cord
Marked, var. Tishomingo, is certainly reasonable. Why, then, did Jenkins (1981) maintain the Furrs
Cord Marked type rather than making it a variety of Mulberry Creek? There is another sandy-paste
variety of Mulberry Creek: var Blue Lake. However, it is clear that temper variation within the cord-
marked varicties of western Mississippi does not mean the same in terms of chronology as it does in
eastern Mississippi. We follow the Lower Valley typology for cord-marked ceramics in our analysis.

Mulberry Creek Cord Marked, var. Blue Lake n= 1367

Figure 4.1, ¢ through f

Mulberry Creek Cord Marked, var Blue Lake, dates to the Marksville and Baytown periods. It is
distinguished from the other varieties on the basis of a sandy paste (Phillips 1970:136-38). Grog is
still present as a minority nonplastic in the Thomaslike paste of some of the var Blue Lake sherds.
Most of the rims are plain, straight forms, but deep notching is a minor mode.

Mulberry Creek Cord Marked, var. unspecified n= 1539

Mulberry Creek Cord Marked, var unspecified, also includes sherds containing both sand and
grog, but grog is clearly the majority tempering agent. Excepting temper, they are identical in
appearance to the var Blue Lake sherds. The small number of sherds (20) with grog but no appre-
ciable sand are counted here.

Turkey Paw Cord Marked, var. unspecified n = 374

Bone-tempered cord-marked pieces, which contain grog and/or sand inclusions, were classified as
Turkey Paw Cord Marked, var. unspecified. The temporal range of this type has not been clearly
established, but a late Middle Woodland assignment is suggested (Jenkins 1981:158).

Punctated

Here is where it gets kind of tricky. Mound B produced a large number of punctated sherds, some
of which are quite distinctive. Excluding fingernail punctation, there are two main Woodland period
punctated types for the region, Churupa and Twin Lakes. Each of these has a long and complicated
history, and as a consequence there are some methodological difficulties in sorting Early Woodland
punctated sherds into the appropriate varieties. In fact, the following classification differs from the
one Rodney Stuart (1997) followed in his thesis.

In the original type definition, Twin Lakes Punctated was recognized as a rim treatment that was
found only at the Norman and Twin Lakes sites in the northern Delta (Phillips, Ford, and Griffin
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