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Q 
LA 37917 (AR-O3-06-06-00825) 

ROCKY mtr 

it 

Yvonne R. Oakes 

Rocky Hill was first recorded by the NMSHTD (Koczan tohistoric periods. Downslope, along U.S. 180 to the
l 

i. 1982) during an initial survey of highway right-of-way east, are LA 37919 (AR-03-06—06-00826) and LA 
r` alon U.S. 180. The site was subsequentl rerecorded 70189. The first is another lithic artifact site of robable B Y P 

and mapped by Oakes (1989). lt was identified as a Athabaskan affiliation and the other is a small Reserve 
A 

heavy scatter of unknown aliiliation with almost 1,000 phase roomblock with a later Athabaskan occupation. 
l 

lithic artifacts extending along a ridge on both sides of 

lo 

U.S. 180. Numerous flakes of chert, chalcedony, and Syn; Sl;1·TlN(; 
Luna blue agate were visible on the site surface. Tertiary 

nfld $ccOndnr>’ iinkcs Or obsidian Wcrc disc present- Rocky Hill is situated on a south-west facing ridge with- 
K0cZnn U982) notes that dii Singcs or ilinic rcdncrldn in the Gila National Forest (Fig. 2.81) and overlooks the 

[ Sccnlcd to Occur on inc cnc- Pine Lawn Valley in the distance. The ridge is directly 
ii Bcfdfc excavation, the Site WHS tested (Oakes N90) adjacent to the southern base of the San Francisco 

to evaluate the depth and extent of cultural material with- Mlluololoo Dry Loggoll Canyon rolls _4 loll to lllo Soulll_ 
l 

·l 

“ 

in the proposed risliroi-way inelndina an additional 12 west as an intermittent stream, but een produce ennstnn- 

QQ 
ln ofTQl’ (temporary cnnsirncncn Pcrmirnrcn) along inc tial flows during rainy periods. Elevation of the site is 

i 

north side of the highway nislit test nits were hand- 2,tl36 in (6,680 rt). The rin e is densely n nlnten with 
. . . . 

g P p 
excavated on the site and as a result, it was determined l0iN Oak, plllolu yellow plllol Solllo alligator lllllll,ol_ 

_ 
that the lithics were to be found both on and below the jullpou and scattered pllollly pear. However! lllolo oro 

~ site surface. ln addition, the presence of charcoal-flecked Sllloll opoo ulous bolwooo Clusters Ofitrccs ol Sllluoo 
( 

soil in severallof the test pits suggested that the site had The ground Sulfuoo is oovolod with heavy duff ood 

l 

cninirni lnicfLriiY· rnd rccOVcO’ of iOiirlPrOnnOiY Middle sriall rocks. Site surface is gently sloping to the east with 
» to Late Archaic period projectile points- and lack of steeper elevation changes outside of the site boundaries. 

ceramic artifacts indicated that the site might be of the yllld gumd lucludlug deer, bool, ello mouuldld ll()ll_ Coy- 
gee| e Archaic PcriOd— dating Pcssibiy between 4500 BU and ore, and javelina are common in the surrounding forest. 

A.D. 200. 
_ 

Small oak and pinyon trees are concentrated in this area 

j· 

_ 
— Snbscrllicni excavations nncOVcrcd_ Several niOl"c and their products would have been available prehistori- 

le|_l..ot 

Al‘¤l1¤1c points but the C-14 d¤teS, 0btmt;§d__§Llgg€St it cally as a source of potential food. The topographic set- 

V|. ii ,| rniiginf dates frcm inc imc MODS to ine, early .1.39% rcr ting of the site is not conducive to agricultural pursuits. 
<| the site, possibly representative of repeated Athabaskan 

.| i| wiiéetiene Several enneentrenene et litliie eniteen Ri;sr;nnt~ii oniecrivits 
were isolated, some in association with small pits con- 

iammg bumcd din- Only (mc Sherd was tend; mi thc Research goals set forth in the data recovery plan (Oakes 
t 

"| 

,2i‘?“ii"’rn edge nt the 5**** and en inc Snridcc ii is i‘i‘°iY 1990) were based on the premise that Rocky Hill was a 
‘° 

lvlltltlle te Late Archaic campsite neennse ofthe 
“° im "*?‘i gm mn C S“""°F a“"°Q“ W? °"g‘ try. during testing, offour Arennie projectile points witll

| 
· le l .· 

= 
{esti; 

estimated (it `300 Sq m (Oakes l98_))` A U im no associated pottery. The site was to be examined in 
liwai reduced io 5**80 Sq m terms ofbiface manufacture and maintenance by Arennie 

· llc alle was ddlllelcd upward nncr cxcdvciicn te nnpnlntinns subsistence strategies were to be addressed 
a iiundarii et nan (DOI/[ii`S°uiii) by 76 m through an analysis of stone tools. The potential recovery 

iisim mia Oi (nsw Sq m (Fig 280) of subsistence items, such as floral and iaunal remains, 

0083O§nr dY 
ence lnrindc EA riiigg SAii‘03“iic‘06‘ {mm the small pits found during testing were to provide 

cs 
inipolliani lllf0Y`lU3ilUD Oli YCSOUTCC USC, 

_, 
.g 

O C Wesi liters mi dim mhm aiiiidu eeetten acquisition, and whether or not long-range storage or {| wlih components dating to both the Archaic and the pro- 

t I| 
l |,|.| 

itistn 

_j| li)/.1 il/1. J, xi/‘/1 1>/ast ̀ R/}’i/`I().\v.\` to 
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Figure 2.81. Rocky Hill environs. N0te large numbers qfroe/cs on the ground _/being northwest. 

l 
As it tums out, the site proved to have an Athabaskan (Oakes 1990). 

occupation based on the three radiocarbon dates liight l—by·l-m test pits were placed at various loca- 

l 
obtained. Early Athabaskan peoples. prior to employing tions on the site in areas of artifact eoneentrations, and 
the horse to enhance mobility, were extremely similar in one (Grid 104N/IOSE) was placed within a small depres- 

f' their subsistence strategies to Archaic populations, with sion. They extended from 20 to 40 cm (average of 3 l .l 

{ 
both moving frequently over the landscape and relying cm) lielow the present ground surface. Auger tests were 

{ 
heavily on hunting. foraging. and collecting for suste— also conducted at the bottom of each test pit to eontinn 

nance needs. Therefore, the data recovery plan for LA the presence of culturally sterile soil, which is a very 
Qtr 37927 is as appropriate for studying Athabaskan adapta— dense, plastic, reddish brown to dark brown clay 

K 
tions as it is Archaic. Even less is known about early (Munsell color 7.5YR 3/2 to lOYR 5/3). The till above 

r Athabaskan settlement patterns and resource utilization this sterile substrate is a hard-packed sandy loam with 
in the Mogollon Highlands. Thus, we addressed the same gravels and small cobbles often present. 

l, research questions as stated above with Athabaskan Five ofthe test pits(l,2, 6, 8, and Qtprodueed small 
‘ ‘ 

adaptations in mind. amounts ofcharcoal in the u er 20 cm of fill. Two of 
_ 

PP 
ll 

the pits (6 and 8) had possible compacted surtaces at 27 
` 

l€XL1AVM`l()N PRt)(fliI)UR1{$; and I6 cm respectively. Because ofthe limited nature of 

l 
the testing it was not possible to determine it` these were 

Suflhgc anllncls were Scnncmn along Inc gently Slnnlng the bcttoms of small pits, heanhs, or former ntiliaed 

ridge [Ol ll dlstancc of ll; ln on lnc nnnn sllln of ll{g_ extran ural surtaeesl The site was recommended tor fur- 

if l80. A small portion ofthe site is also on the south side lhcr *"Cha€0lU%'CHl lm/€Sll¥=*‘llU“· 

Q- of the htghwal Annmxlmarcly 30 ncycsnl nr lng sllc During the testing program, Sl lithic artifacts were 

€0¤tains fairly heavy underbrush and the remaining open wllccmd lm']? Clghl [CSI plls and _lll°_ mc 
_ 

S“ll“°°· 

frequently are ggvcrgd with lwllyy lglllg dufli l¤ClUd~>d In this Count were four proleetile POIDIS, two 

ls 
H¤w¤»/er, ¤t»¤e¤¤tt—¤titm$ of urine Harms were visible bifw fr¤sm¢¤ts· wid ¤ ¤¤it¤<>€- T its mints i¤¤l¤d¢ 
across lnc nlm A lcnnnn nmnnnn wng nnnlcmcnlcll ln partial basalt corner-notched point of probable Archaic 

deterinim; (tls- dcplh and cxlcnl Ol Cnllnnll lnnlnrlnls alliliat on, one rhyolite San Pedro point. and two basalt 

.

l 

IUI.! ‘t//I2 S//lf lll

i 
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Figure 2.82. LA 37917, charcoabstained areas, A-G. 

Augustin points. These four types are thought to have 

_ 

ll4N’76E El been made during the Middle to Late Archaic period 
‘ from ca. 4500 B.C. to A.D. 200. 

.. Excavation rocedures at LA 37917 were conducted 
1 

is ea t

P 
; 

Q 

‘"" ‘ “""" • in 1990. First, usin a transit and stadia rod stationed at 
l 

,

8 

y l 

A 
mil 

a main datum (Grid 100N/100E), a series of l-by-1-m 

_· 

’ grids aligned north-south were laid out over the site. 

Heanhz Durin the course of fieldwork, two additional subda- 
i. Heanhi g 

_ _ 

= ttuns were also established. Then, all surface artifacts 

e 
A, 

were pinflagged. Selection of areas for further investiga- 

_ 
tion was based on an evaluation of the testing program 

and the clustering of the remaining surface artifacts. 

t Those units which roduced charcoal fleckin , ossible 
l 

P g P 
= o-mmm its, and hi her numbers of artifacts were ex anded 
. 

P S P
' 

. 

i 

through hand-excavation. 

l 
1 N Testin reviousl determined that the soil became 

` 
‘ 

O cm 50 
g p y 

l====,=l culturally sterile after the very plastic, reddish brown 

E;] 
clay was reached. This level was easy to follow over the 

5 

entire site. Soil matrix above the sterile reddish brown 

Q- H h H nm 5V clay was consistently a sandy loam grading to a dark 
· 

. 

wl l 

ri;/-t . 
brown clay. All cultural till was removed with hand tools 

T 

* · to the depth of this substrate. No definite stratigraphic 
breaks were observed. Where till was over 10 cm in 

i °“‘*X°¤“’*°‘* de th, arbitra levels 1 (0·10 cm) and 2 (10+ cm) weft? 
, j P VY 

_
d 

I 
Figzlre and hearths in Area A. l1S€d to CLllll1I‘21l 11'18.l€l'lZ:llS. All flll WHS SCI'€€l`i€ 

= 

P 
through ‘/4-meh mesh 

l 

(_ As a result of testing and excavation procedures 

|; 
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e A| 
~ 
na within the right-of-way and TCP areas, 275 sq m (81 grid 38 cm. Artifacts were also found within this fill; howev- 

ill?) 
squares excavated and 194 collected) were examined er, no cultural surfaces were found. A C-14 sample was 

‘ with excavations reaching a mean depth of 22.8 cm; 18.5 taken from this till. 

ci?/A 

’ 

cu m of soil were removed from the site. Area G was a large charcoal scatter located on the 
south edge of the site. Two test pits in this area uncov- 

ft CUl,Tl)RAl, UNITS ered a possible surface at 29 cm below the ground level 
that consisted of a very thin (2 cm) layer of sand at the 

yo , Seven discrete areas of subsurface charcoal-flecked soil hcttcin ct the sner se ehereeehtleeked fill andthe hegin— 

were isolated through the excavations at Rocky Hill (Fig. nina et e red clay leVel· Ancther sand lens was f0i1¤d 2 

2_82)_ From lhroo ofthese (Areas A_ D, ooo l:) radiocar, cm below the first one. These surfaces disappeared when 
|iii; , bon samples were Obtained for the Sit€_ These attempts to trace them were made. the few 

charcoal areas seem to represent cultural features such as artifacts and a smell number cf reeks were encountered. 
|rb fonner hearths Oy locales for cxpedicntly fires l’{OW€V€I`, the four faunal fI°HgU"I€l']tS YCCOVCI`€d lil‘Om tl']€ 

Q because ofthe definite association of artifacts with them. site were from the tm cf Area G· All Were burned A 
l. Aroo A consisted of {our llghtly grouped charcoal, bone awl was also found here. While no cultural features 

is . 
i stained areas. The largest contained three closely associ- were identitiedi this area most hkelY ence ccntained 8 

` 

ated, charcoal-filled hearths (Fig. 2.83). All are small hearth Or feasting Pit beeeuse cf the pessihle surtsees 

depressions, irregular in shape, and all produced char- and the pf€S€¤Cc of burned faunal remains and charcoal,
T 

coal. A radiocarbon and a macrobotanical sample were 
»*| 

taken from Hearth l. Another macrobotanical sample ARTIFACTS 
was obtained from Hearth 3. Dimensions of the three

` 

lj‘°t; hearths are: A total of 671 artifacts were recovered from Rocky Hill. 
Most (99.1 percent) are lithic artifacts with an additional 

|tfjll;" Hearth 1: 26 by 20 by 7 cm four faunal fragments, one bone awl, and a single sherd. 
Hearth 2: 30 by 31 by 6 cm 

E|.| _liv`‘ Hearth 3: 28 by 16 by 7 cm Ceramics 

|§t>i’v Their small size and shallowness suggest a single use in The single sherd is an Alma Plain Ware and indicates a 
each case. N0 artifacts were found within the hearths; Mogollon association from A.D. 250 to 1300. Because it 
however, they did cluster around them. was the only ceramic found, and it was located on the 

. Area B had several grids with fist-sized rocks mixed edge of the site, it is considered intrusive and not rele- 
with the charcoal flecking in the till. Maximum depth of t am to the main site gccupatigm 

. |7|;;,| excavations in this area was 26 cm but no hearth or pit 
i|l was found. Artifacts in Area B were concentrated near Lyhjc Aylyqcrs

t 
_, 

the grids containing charcoal. 

Piss Area C was another locus of charcoal-ilecked soil ·l·l,o lithic mlfools as sonod by morphological typo 
ecntaining srnaiii nnhinned techs. Stained scii in this material eee listed in Table 2.25. Luna blue agate anti 

V 
l me extended tc 41 ctn heicw the surface, cne cf the chert eee available within site boundaries alia account rei 

l_l·g| 
deePest areas cn the site- Artiteets were r eccvered trern 55.2 percent of the material types. The high number of 
thmugheut the nil Nc eempeeted surfaces, hearths, ct core flakes from these two materials implies that quarry- 
pits could be found, however. ing was a primaly activity on the site. 

V,l,|li .| _ 

Area D is 3 smell area that ccntained Only three arti— Of the eleven bifaces recovered, seven are projectile tm but charccai-necked scii was present tc a depth ci peittte (Table 2.26). Five ofthe seven, plus e bifacial 

_ 
l 

il| 
40 cm where numerous nnhitrned rccks were ccncentrat· tool, have an association with charcoal—stained areas (see 
ed- Nc ciiitnrai features were evident This is the cniy rig. 2.82). Another tive ofthe seven peitite (71.4 per- 
°hatccai ccnccntraticn that did net have higher freqnen- cent) could be considered to date from the Middle to Late 

i 

cies of artifacts ClLlS'[€I`€d 3I`Ol,1l'1d lt. Because ofthe den- lxrchalc pgl·l()ds_ TWO basalt points are Augustin pointsq 

o 

·*| my °f chascoeli huweven 8 C‘l4 sample was taken and which usually have a Middle Archaic date range from 

T_ 

uS°d tc assist in dating the site- about 3500 B.C. to 1500 B.C. Three other points are sim- 

_ 

Area F ccntained icnt cicseiy chisteted chatccai- ilei to see Pedro types, which date to tlte Late Archaic 

|to |lr stained HICKS. The l&I`g€S[ had 8 falfly l&I`g€ CllE1l`CO8l Stall'} llgylgd generally bgtwggn 1500 and A_D_ 250_ Ong 
hy nninercns artifacte several tist-sized peitit is tee riegmeeteey ami eeiiiiet be classified. 

it |,. mcks wc": Present in the all. which reached e depth nt Another small, crudely made, unnotched obsidian point 

|», 

IOM/ME 2. SITE D/;‘SCRJP77<j).\l’5 99 

N N 029082



Table 2.25. Summary of Lithic Artifacts, LA 37917 

Gels Count Row Total 

l 
Row Percent 

' Cottmn Percent Angjzx Core Flare Btlace Tested Core Unltace Bltace

* 

Cneft 40 117 2 2 2 4 167 

24 0% 70.1% 1 2*/e 1 2% 1 2% 2 4% 100 im. 
’ ` 31.0% 23 8% 11 1% 11 1% 11 1% 36 4% 25 1%

I 

Chalcedony 3 5 8 

37.5% 62 5% 100 0% 
2.3% 1 0% 1 2% 

Luna Blue Agate 62 131 2 5 200 

31 0% 65 5% 1 0% 2 5% 100 0% 
481% 267% 590% 500% 301% 

Q, 
Obsldtan 5 74 14 2 95 

5 3% 77 9% 14 7 % 2 1% 100 0% 
`l 39% 151% 77.6% 18.2% 14 3%

T 
igneous 2 5 1 B 

_‘ 25.0% G2 5% 12 5% 100 0% 
. 1 6% 1 0% 50 0% 1.2% 

Basal! 3 48 1 4 55 

5 4% 857% 1 8% 7 1% 100 0% 
i 2 3% 98% 50 0% 36 4% 8 4% 

“‘ Rhyollte 14 96 2 1 1 114 

. 12 3% 84 2% 1 8% 9% 9% 100 0% 
i| 

109% 19.6% 111% 100% 91% 17 1% 

Metamorpruc 5 2 7 

714% 286% 100 0% 
· 1.0% 200% 1 1% 

i Quartzite 6 6 
1000% 100 0% 

1 2% 9% 

Quartzltll: sandstone 4 4 

4 11DO% 100 0% 
|` 8% .5% 

Column Total 129 491 18 4 10 2 11 @5 
t 19 4% 73 8% 27% 6% 1 5% 3% 1 7% 100 0% 
ti| 100.0% 1000% 1011 0% 100 0% 100 0% 100 0% 100 0% 100 0% 

Table 2.26. Prcjectlle Points, LA 37917 

t‘ 

Gels Count ..........t|..._.., . Row Total 
Row Percent 

Cheri Obsidian Basalt Rt_;txOlllE

V 

Unldentltiedprolectlle p0tn1 1 2 

i' 

. 
500% 500% 100 0% 

A5 

0 0"/t 10 0.0% 28 .6% 

.` 
Medium lateral notched 1 1 1 3 

l 

Y33 3% 33 3% 33 3% 100 0% 
150 0% 33 3% 100 0% 42 8%

I 

· Augustln polnt 2 2 
· 

`10 0% 100 0% 

f65.7% 

28 8% 

Column Total 2 1 3 1 7 

28 5*/e 1 4 3% 42 95 14 3% 100 0% 
1000% 1000% 1000% 1000% 100 0% 

is clearly not an Archaic point and we speculate that it Mogollon Highlands. as this seems to have occurred on 

may be associated with the Athabaskan occupation ofthe other excavated sites on this project. such as the Old 

, 
site. An almost identical, but broken. obsidian point was Peralta site, LA 43766. 

T 

seen on the initial survey of the site (Koczan 1982) but 
" 

was not relocated during excavations. Curation of Bmw T0:}/.s· 
Archaic projectile points by Athabaskan peoples may be 
a pattern of Atl121b21Sl§3l1 lithic utilization withit the A single bonc awt was round ill Area ti associated with 
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I 

a concentration of artifacts and charcoal-stained soil. ofA.D. 1400 to 1950 with intercept dates between 1530 

and 1630. Area F has a strong 2-sigma calibrated range 
i ANCILLARY STUDIES of A.D. 1400 to 1530 with an intercept date of 1440. 

While the problem of using old wood in these bumed 

F aunal Remains areas may exist, creating the reading of earlier dates, the 
resultant later time frames would still likely indicate an 

Four faunal fragments were recovered from the southern 
Athabaskan Howeveb given 

portion of the site. These consist of mid-to-large-sized th€{° $“ms to Pc mhltlple Alhabaskali °‘{°“Pa“°“$ Wlth 

mamma] bones, one of which can he idcmmcd as dcch statistical manipulation finding no significant overlap 

g ‘ 

All were located in the till within the single charcoal- 
b°tW°°“ the thme dai°S_ at the 95 percent ¤¤¤f1d¢¤¤¤ 

Stained area South Of the highway Ah were bumed level. Area D does statistically overlap slightly with each 

ih

A 

Hunting Of these larger mammals hy site Occupants is ofthe other two dates, but because of its spatial separa- 

implied 
tion from the other areas, it likely represents a separate 

occupation. 

Macrobotanical Remains l 

While most of the lithic material on the site is non- 

diagnostic, tive of the seven projectile points suggest an 

TWO flotation Samples were examined from Rocky Hm, 
Archaic presence on the site or curation of Archaic 

Only uncharred plant remains were recovered from 50mi; 
by A$h¤l>¤Ska¤S; Thgse |fire slcatteihed lover 

. 
1 Hearths l and 3 of Area A, including poverty weed and 1:;] 

ge an 
uiimgcbl? tm? {Ong 

1 

d 
FK; dm; 

rc 
?}°‘ 

` jifiA portulaca seeds, juniper leaves, and pine needles. These y my q lc a I sty ls lca y an mc u G ugus m’ 

are most likely modern contaminants. Wood charcoal 
San pcdm and a larg°’ comepnmchcd typ°‘ 

identified from LA 37917 was predominantly juniper 
with small amounts ofpifion and undetermined conifer. 

SITE INTERPRETATION 

,` 
, 

These taxa would have been locally available. 
Rocky Hill would seem to have a history of repeated use 

_ DATING METHODS during both the Athabaskan and Archaic periods. The 
ji' specific enviromnental attributes of the site may have 

Three radiocarbon dates were obtained for Rocky Hill 
attracted populations fiom both periods even though the 

(Table 2.27). All three C-14 dates errengiy indicate an 1;jg;¤¤d;ih;S¤·,j¤¤¤¤1¤g ""°;‘ me d°‘;S°'Y ;°V°“°d ‘;'Fh 

Athabaskan presence at three discrete localities on the 
S ru ope; pat? ci an`? 

€W’ t 6 ggun ls 

° 

site. Also, five pieces of obsidian from the site were sub- CD18; Wl rc; S’ an agmc;1 tgrc és 
not 

idvm 
E pug 

mitted to the Obsidian Hydration Laboratory at UCLA Sm ' QWCT/?r’ e Presence 0 a un amwl 

ei for dating. Four of the five pieces produced dates rang- 
me avallablhty of pmol] mits and agoms from the Vlcmp 

ing between 13,694 B.C. and 2392 B.C. Only one date, v}:;;l?“;i€;n°Stda¤;;°tlV€ 
to both Athabaskan and 

j. at A.D. 1372, comes fairly close to matching the radio- 
rc 

O _ 

S an _ga gm
_ 

. carbon datgs 0btaingd_ 
ccupation during either period was apparently of 

To summarize these radiocarbon data, Area A has a Short dlimmm The Twice hcmhs me Very 

Strong 2_Sigma Calibrated date between AD. 1640 and small, smgle-use facilities, and the combination of ero- 

1950. ne ramp. aaa range from 1700 to ieee. ne 51011 énjhépcatcd 

5| conventional date of 1830 1 100 seems to fall in the mid- 
Egctmiell 

Iicarihs tor iiigstdigcplis 

_ 

dle of this range. Area D has a 2- sigma calibrated range 3 y P ' ac S C us E1 O is rc e

1 

. Table 2.27. c-14 Dates for ui 37917 

|#*`*».;,i&.&
y 

_' Um Beta No AQB P Calibrated 1 Sigma Caibrat¤d2 Signa Intercept Date Context 

114Nl76E 57449 1202100 AD 16701950 A.D 1530-1550 AD 17w,1720, AreaA 

*2,,| ,1 16401950 1820,1650, |'*~150 1920 ·| 111Nl113E 57450 3301130 A D 1440-1670 AD. 14(IH950 A.D. 1530, 1560 Area D 

l£1E23 
`°”° 

112N/154E 64061 460:70 A.D 1420-14K) AD 14CX)-1530 A.D 1440 AreaF 

*-r .i_§?.`| 
’ 1550-1640 

it 

I|.| 
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‘|Yi
` 

·| 
i|' 

| areas around these potential hearth areas. Athabaskan. While 13 percent of the lithic artifacts show
" ·| While there are a variety of Archaic projectile points burning, these artifacts do not cluster into particular 
· on the site, there were no C- 14 dates to match an Archaic areas or into the charcoal localities on the site. The pres- 

, occupation. Because both populations primarily used ence of bumed and unburned materials together in the 
round surfaces only, the later Athabaskan use of the same depositional levelsar ues for u osefulheat-treat- 

_, E S P YP 

; 
ridge may have obliterated all trace of any earlier ing of those 81 artifacts by site occupants. 

Archaic occupation. Or it may be that Archaic peoples In summary, we conclude that Rocky Hill, as an 
used the area very minimally, for hunting or expedient attractive resource location for hunter-gatherer groups, 

gathering, and left only a few projectile points. was occupied repeatedly during the protohistoric period 

Therefore, while Athabaskan groups seem to have defi- by Athabaskan populations~ never for very long peri- 

nitely had short-term campsites on the ridge, we cannot ods or by very many people. The area was probably used 

be as positive about Archaic peoples utilizing the area. as a short-term campsite with activities definitely includ- 

· The recove of three radiocarbon dates lacin the in huntin , quarryin of Luna blue agate and cherts, and FY P S S S 8 . - 

|’ site occupation into the Athabaskanperiodgsporadically very likely subsistence gathering of acoms and pinon 

from about A.D. 1490 to 1830 is extremely important. nuts. The hunting and gathering resources suggest that 

|,1.-. Rocky Hill is only one of a very few sites in the there probably was a fall seasonal pattem to these occu- 

,. 
Mogollon Highlands that have been identified asa pations. 

ii wif 

1| 

:| ”' 

7| ‘ 

'{ 

it

1 

|rl

l 

t 
,vh 

·| 

it 

1* 
|i 

t . 

ih|

1 

i c; 
“ ” 

>1 

. 
vi 
|1·

1 

1 102 LUNA mzoiacr . 

N N 029085


