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INTRODUCTiON

0n December 17, 
'1980, 

an invest igat ion of archeological si te ML-2200
(4?EM722, or Sherman Shelter) wai conducted by Les tlikle, Monticello
District Archeologist, and |l '|alt Nowak, of the Price District, for the
purpose of assessing scient i f ic potential  of the si te as wel l  as pos-
sib'le irnpacts on it by a proposed road upgrading by Genwall Coal Com-
pan"v.

Two previous investigations had been conducted on the existing road and
its immediate environs. The f i rst (Gi l l io 1975) described the si te and
noted a projectile point fragment in the roadway, probably washed down
the slope from the site above. The second repoit (Howel] 1980) expanded
on the earlier work, surveying a considerable area around the proposed
mine facility, as well as covering the entire canyon bottom where the
proposed accgss road is located.

As a result of previously unanswered questions in the reports and new
project proposals, the Price Ranger District requested a reanalysis of
the situation. The result was the December visit and the present report.

PREH:STORY OF THE AREA

Although a few isolatedn uncontro' l led f inds may date to an earl ier t ime,
people-of the Archaic piriod are apparently the first to use this general
area of Utah. The Archaic period dates approximately from 6500 B.C. to
A.D. 200. Subsistence techniques were ba3icatly of a sma'll game hunting
and wild plant gathering nature. Some camping and habitation was done
at open sites, but our best Archaic information comes from rockshe'lters
and caves where preservation is better.

The Fremont culture dating between A.D. 450-1250 probably was plesent at
Sherman Shelter for at leist a short time during this period. This was
a time of a more settled life, corn agriculture, and some trade with
contemporaneous Anasazis to the south-(Madsen and Lindsay 1977\.

SITE ENVIRONMENT

Sherman Shejter is located near the junction of Crandall Canyon and
Huntington Canyon at 7460 feet elevaiion. The alcove faces south' being
on the-north side of the east-west running Crandall Canyon. The existing'
dint road is 25-30 meters to the south, d6wn a steep slope which varies
from abcut 189 to 35%.
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The canyon is very narrow and steep, limiting the options available for
road improvement and relocation. Plnyon and Juniper are in the the
immediate site area, although aspen aird coniferous trees are also found
in the nearby area. Crandail Creek provides a perlflanent water supply.

SITE TESTiNG

Due to time and work load constrictions, only very limited testing could
be done. Two sma'lJ t."St pits were dr.lg on the west side of the site on
the edge of the extensive pothunting area (See site map).

Surface pottery had been reported by earlier investigations, but none
was found on this trip. Much bone material was scattered on the surface,
but aimost all of it was of a very fragmentary nature. The pieces
intact enough for identification nere not human bone, No surface
col lect ion was taken.

Test Pit I was dug towards the southwest corner of the site, near the
expected edge of the cujtural deposits. The pit was 0.3 meters square
and was dug-to a depth of one meier. The first 0.1 meter consisted of
soil from a large pothole to the north, under which was the recent sod'level, 

Under this i 'ras a deep deposit oi yellowish sandy loam with
occasional char"coal bi ts.

Artifactual material from Test Pit I consisted of two bone fragments and
a piece of glass at the recent sod level (under the pot hole dump) ' a
bone fragment and small piece of wood at the contact of the sod level
and the yellowish sandy loam, and two bone fragments and a sherd between
the yel'lowish level'and the darker level be'low. The sherd is a body
fragment from a very.roughly formed corrugated vessel.. Many confusions
suriound ceramic tyirologi iir the general Fremont area (Madsen and Lindsay
1977-52). For thii 'reai-on, the sherd has not yet been classed pending
later laboratory analysis. However, its genera'l style and material
relate to a shei.d fouird at Bickhoe rlittaq6 (Madsen ind Lindsay 1977256)
which dated to about A.D. 900-1100, whicf i  rdtates we]I in t ime to Mancos
Corrugated in the Anasazi area.

Test Pit II was dug not long before darkness came, an4 so was not de!P-
Its purpose was to assess tfre depth of cuiturai material existing be'l.ow
the iotted depths. In this it wis not too sucessful, as time allowed
goinb only a iew tenths of a meter be'low that level. Six bone fragments
and a corn cob were recovered from this test pit.

No pol len or soiJ samples were co' l lected in this l imited test,  and the
amount of charcoal present did not allow for collecting a sample for C-
14 dating. No buili ing stone material was seen either on the surface or
in the t6st pits. The-bone fragments seen on the surface and found in
the test piti were apparently oi animal origin as far as fie'ld analysis
could identi fy.



Although no diagnostic, Archaic materiaTs n.r. found in the timitea depthtest pits probably such.a-t iqe perioa,i i  repr,esented at Sherman shelter,
lasgd on nearby i ioiated f indi bf Arcrraic-l i tce projecti le poJnt fracments.5uch. a_fragment.found.just downstream from ilre 3it6 (ttoweti tbeo) d;- 

'-
morphologic.l-siqilartiies to either Pinto or numuoti ili;i. 

-acc6"ain9
to Holmer's (.I979) typology.

The corn cob and.corrugated.sherd indicate a later Fremont occupation.There were no materiali to tnoicite i poii-Fr.*ont, i.ton:Arigio occupationor use.

The alcove' being l |al l ,  shallown and having some problems with shelterfrom inclement weather, probabiy'had liritei,-seasonal use. The smallamount of trash on the siopes would supfort itis.

Igiy] ih: landing the re' lat ive-smailness of the site, coupled with therather severe existing pothuntirg, 0 great deal of impoi.tant scientificinformation exists on'tire site aiu ne6os to be protected or extractedthrough careful excavation. The presumed subsiitenii-uJri oi'tneadjacent sevier cuiture has recenttv_ueen qu"itiJniiJ-tt.,tiai.n'ana-ltndsay
1977:.87-99) and a reanalysis oi the Fremont culture on this same basiswould be warranted. Shennan She'lter can iio-us in-p.ouiaing-n.tn data onthis subject. Also needed is more infor,nit ion that'wi ' l l  help us f indthe re lat ionships between smal l , ' f ie ld nouse' :  s i ies, ' i ; rg; ' i i i iag. i ,
and aicoves in Fremont timesi :

ALTERNATTVES .: '

Six maJor alternatly.r'.r. ionsidered here that span the whole range of
Pg::111e options. Each alternative ls oescriaeo-ov rpproiiiai. cost,effect 0n the site, vlabillty, and procedures needld iirO ComptetiO-(SeeTable I  ) .

4]ternitive A: Reroute the road that is now in the site area to
tne other side o.f the creek.

Alternative.,B: -Move the present roadway slightly to the south,
avoi-drri6'ex-tercive cut ani ti lt inrine 6ank,-but-r.quiring some
rerouting of the creek. Fence the site.

Alternative C: Keep the road where i t  is,  with cut and f i l l  where
necessary. Fence. the site.

Alternative P: Move the road upslope toward the site to avoid
Fiob'Tefrs-TiF-the exlsiing creek bank. Fence the site.

CULTURAL CONCLUSIONS

AIternat ive,E:- Complqtely salvage the si te, al lowing any road
option to bE completed without any effects on the siie.

{_tS.r1a!lJg-L!- Allow any road proposal to go through without
worrying aqglrt complete destruction of the iite thriugh natural
causes or i l legal digging.



Some concern has been voiced by some Forest Service personnel regarding
soil stabflity in the area: thire is a worry that any cutting into the
steep slope nlar the'site would lead to heavy erosioh that would ultimately
desti.oy tire site. This is not an item that tan be directly addressed in
an archeology report, though it of course would have an effect on the
site i tself-unleis Alternai ive F were chosen. The possfble erosion
problem is one which must be addressed by the appropriate soil scientists.
benwall Coal Company has proposed putting in five or more study trenches
for soi l  stabi l i ty.-  Unleis Atternit tve A, E, or F is chosen i t  must be
required that one'of the trenches be in the slope below the archeology
s i  te .

Concerns about resultant soil erosion, types of retaining walls needed
if the slope is cut into, and so forth, inlst be taken care of by-engineers'
soi ' l  scient ists, and oth6r special ists. In this paper we can only
address the archeology issuel. And the crux of that is that' !9a!n
unless Alternative F-is considered viable and is chosen, the si te's
informational integrity must be maintained or properly salvaged.

The definition of wher:e a site begins and ends is sometimes a difficult
subject ive judgement: any reasona6le boundary-drawing nost- l ikeiy wi l l
,6xlucte at l iasi  one or two sherds, f lakes, etc. But in this case' a-
reasonable arbitrary boundary thai effective'ly contains virtually all
the site's information value-, while not unduly hampering qrthel proposed.
projects is as fol lows: make an east-west l ine 10 meters (33 feet) south-
bf ine datum point (the frighest point on the large b_oulder in the central
part of the site) ana teyminate it eS meters (82:5 feet) west of datum
lnd 40 meters (1lZ feet) east of datum, going'north into the cliff from
these points. . .

As 
'long as the integrity of this bounded area is preserved., proposed

proiii is can be conitae-red naving "no effect" upon.the archeological
! i t i ,  I t  must be left  up to othir special ists to design road cuts, etc.
to maintain this integri ty.

RECOMMENt)ATIONS

From a purely archeological standpoint Alternatives A and E are the most
acceptable. 

-Alternatiie 
A would ilreserve lhe data for future excavators

with better tecnniques.- Alte"nutive E would provide some very essentia'l
infonnation we need now to better understand tne Fremont culture and
better assess the significance of the other sites known and to be
discovered in the area. However, because of financial, administrative'
and time constraints these two alternatives are probably not very
acceptable in a general sense.
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Alternative B and C are the next most acceptable, with C taking prlority.
Aiternative D is the one most recently proposed by Genwall Coal Compaly
and is archeologlcal ly acceptable as loirg is soi l  stabi l i ty tests lndicate
there wi l l  be no danger to the si te.

Alternative F is simply not acceptable within the framework of our
Agency responsibi l i t iei  set out in laws and regulat ions. Acceptance-of
this l l ternatlve could lead us into serious lawsuits as wel l  as possibly
al lowing great loss of scient i f ic information.

In summary, the preferred archeological rankings of the alternatives are
f irst A, down through E, C, B, D and ending with F.

If alternative B, C, or D is chosen, certain basic reguirements for the
fence must be met. The fence must not intrude into the site area as
defined earlier in this section and as shown on the site map attached.
The fence must be of chain l ink material ,  properly instal led, at 

' least

six feet h' igh above ground level at the point of instal lat ion, and have
a locking gite with i  Forest Service lock. The fence must be painted.
with an 6uidoor paint that blends weJj with the surrounding ground and
vegetation, so a3 to not detract from the natural surroundings and not
be-easity visible from ihe road. At least two metal ant iquity l igns-
must be 

-posted, 
each sl ight ly inside the fence l ine, easi ly visible from

outsiAe tne fence but noi thb road. In addition, a small engraved
wooden sign very briefly describing the reasons for the-protection of
the si te ind thl  si te's-nature musi be posted sl ight ly inside the fence
l ine and near the center of the longer axis.

I t  wi l l  probabiy be'not iced that the recommendations found in this
report ai.e basiially the iame as those in the two earlier reports, only
soine more detail anii discussion of alternatives being added.

LES t,|IKLE
Monticel lo Di str ict  Archeologist
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Al tern-
ati ves

Approximate
Cost above

Effect
on Si te

TABLE I

Utabi I  i ty

Eng:Good'
Other:Good

: Excel I ent
Eng :Excel 1 ent
Other: Excel I ent

Procedures
Necessary

Build Fence

Procedures
Compl eted

Prcsent Plan
r--i!ffiii

E g: Poor
other: Fair

- 
noai uuttCing, Eng: Falr Eulld Fence
Fence, Admlniatratlon other: Poor

urrance
t t

$500-800
(Admini strat ion )

- 
if6nce) 

- 
Eng:Good Build Fence

i5oo-8oo other:Fair

Fence)

Admini stration

giffid"iing.) Effect Nat ional  Regis ter  E l ig i -
b i l i ty ,  Adv isory  Counci l
concumance. Contractt
bidding, etc. Excavation
permit.  Supervise
Excavation + Report

verse

$l ,5oo-2,5oo
(Admini strat ion)

Effect Eng:Excellent (t{ould not be glven]
other;Excellent or Pnepare for legal

act ion
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SITE C0NT0URS (aPProxlmate)

a datum polnt (highest t ip of boulder) % cl t f f ,  boulder

contour lntervals are each,0.S_meter' measured from datum
;;;;;-i.ppro*i*i i" ivi.--iot id 1 ines denote elevations below
datum level, dashed Iines denote"ii.uil iont-above datufr-Tevel.
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