Appendix 9-2

OPRHP Facility-Related Correspondence



June 15,2020

Daniel Mackay, Deputy Commissioner/Deputy SHPO

New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation
Historic Preservation Field Services Bureau

Peebles Island Resource Center, PO Box 189

Waterford, NY 12188-0189

RE:  Request for Consultation: Brookside Solar, LLC — Brookside Solar Project

Dear Mr. Mackay,

Brookside Solar, LLC (the Applicant) proposes to construct the Brookside Solar Project (Project) under Article
10 of the Public Service Law (PSL) or under Section 94-c of the New York Executive Law. The Project will
have a generating capacity of approximately 100 megawatts (MW) of power located on land in the Towns of
Burke and Chateaugay, Franklin County, New York (Figure 1) (Project Area).

The Project may consist of tracking technology PV panels installed on low-profile racking systems mounted on
poles driven directly into the ground. Inverters, which collect the electricity by the panels and convert it from
direct current to alternative current, are spaced throughout the Project. The substation will take the power from
the inverters and step it up to match the voltage of the electrical grid. A protective fence will surround the
Project. Temporary laydown and staging areas will be used during construction to store and position vehicles
and equipment. The final solar array specification, as well as locations of arrays, will be finalized as part of
micro-siting efforts. Brookside Solar will interconnect to the power grid via a new point of interconnect (POI)
adjacent to National Grid’s 115 kilovolt (kV) Chateaugay substation located near the proposed Project Area.

TRC Companies (TRC) has been retained by the Applicant to provide environmental review and licensing
services in support of the Project. The purpose of this letter is to initiate formal consultation with the New
York State Office of Parks, Recreation, and Historic Preservation (OPRHP) in determining potential
impacts to cultural resources that could result from the Project. TRC will also be undertaking cultural
resource studies/surveys (Archaeology and Historic Architecture), as required, in support of Project
review. To that end, TRC plans to conduct Phase IA and IB archaeological studies (as determined in
consultation with your office) and a historic architectural survey in advance of proposed construction to
identify potential impacts to cultural resources.

Archaeology

The objective of the Phase IA study will be to identify the archaeological sensitivity of the Project Area
through review of known archaeological data, archival data, site file information, and previous cultural
surveys. The goal of this review will be to identify where archaeological field testing (Phase IB survey)
may be needed to identify archaeological resources within the Area of Potential Effect (APE). For
archaeological resources, the APE is defined as a location where significant ground disturbance may
occur, including the construction of access roads, work spaces, buried electric collection lines, and
electrical interconnection facilities. It is anticipated that the installation of posts for solar panels, as well
as fencing, will be conducted by pile-driver or similar device and not constitute a significant ground
disturbance.



Based on a review of CRIS, small portions of the Project Area are identified as archaeologically sensitive.
Nine (9) previously recorded archaeological sites are located within a one-mile radius of the Project Area,
one of which has been recorded within the Project Area (Figure 2; Table 1). No New York State
Museum (NYSM) Areas or Sites are located within a one-mile radius of the Project Area. Three
cemeteries are noted on CRIS: Thayer Corners Cemetery, Brayton Hollow Cemetery, and Saint Patricks
Cemetery. All three are at least 0.4 miles from the Project Area.

Six archaeological surveys have been conducted within a one-mile radius, two of which are within the
Project Area (09SR58793 and 15SR00791). Four (4) consultation projects have been conducted within a
one-mile radius, two of which are within the Project Area (15PR03895 and 19PR02334).

Table 1: Previously Recorded Archaeological Sites within One Mile of Project Area

Site Number Site Type NRHP-Eligibility Distance from Project Area
03308.000003 Historic, industrial Undetermined 0.66 mi east
03308.000062 Historic, domestic Not Eligible 0.14 mi east
03308.000063 Historic, domestic Not Eligible 0.03 mi south
03308.000089 Historic, unknown Undetermined 0.28 mi southeast
Historic,
03308.000092 transportation Undetermined Within Project Area
03308.000095 Historic, scatter Undetermined 0.34 mi southeast
03308.000096 Historic, scatter Undetermined 0.15 mi southeast
03345.000005 Historic, domestic Eligible 0.92 mi east
Historic,
03308.000042 transportation Not Eligible 0.98 mi southeast

Should a Phase IB survey be recommended by your office, the Applicant will conduct the study in
accordance with the New York Archaeological Council’s Standards for Cultural Resource Investigations
and the Curation of Archaeological Collections in New York State (1994), and the State Historic
Preservation Office Phase I Archaeological Report Format Requirements (2005).

Historic Architecture

The APE for above-ground resources is defined as the geographic area or areas within which the undertaking
may directly or indirectly cause changes in the character or use of historic properties. The APE for historic
architecture is determined in relation to the scale of the undertaking, including new construction, improvements,
or demolitions to be made during operation and maintenance of the Project.

Based on a review of CRIS, there are two (2) previously recorded, above-ground architectural resources within
the Project Area that have been determined not eligible for National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) listing
(USNs 03307.000040 and 03308.000069). One NRHP-eligible cemetery is located on the edge of a parcel
boundary (USN 03308.000079). Results of a CRIS search of a one-mile radius of the Project Area identified 21
previously surveyed architectural resources, of which nine are NRHP-eligible, 11 have been determined not
eligible for NRHP listing, and one has an undetermined eligibility status (Table 2). An architectural survey of
the area was completed in 2015—the Jericho Rise Wind Farm Historic Architectural Resources Survey.



Table 2: Previously Recorded Architectural Resources within One Mile of Project Area

USN ‘ Name Status
3308.000001 Chateaugay River Tunnel - Cemetery Road Eligible
3308.000081 Brayton Hollow Cemetery - CR 35 Eligible
3308.000070 St. Patrick's Cemetery - 294 Cemetery Rd Eligible
3308.000079 Atwater Cemetery - Martin Road Eligible
3308.000017 farm complex - 162 Cemetery Rd Eligible
3307.000046 Thayer Conners Cemetery - Route 11 Eligible
3307.000041 1-1/2 story cross-gabled frame residence - 5712 Route 11 Eligible
3308.000068 165 Cemetery Road - 165 Cemetery Road Eligible
3307.000045 Bova House - 5717 Rt 11 Eligible
3308.000046 1-1/2 story residence - 228 Lewis Rd Not Eligible
3308.000058 1-1/2 story gable front residence with side wing - 6083 US 11 Not Eligible
3308.000057 1-1/2 story gable front residence with side wing - 6009 US 11 Not Eligible
3308.000060 modular home w/gambrel roof barn - 6113 US 11 Not Eligible
3307.000044 15 East Road - 15 East Road Not Eligible
3307.000040 2-story/5x2 bay residence - 5738 US 11 Not Eligible
3345.000042 1-1/2 story L-shaped Residence - 55 W. Main St Not Eligible
3308.000069 1742 CR 23 - 1742 CR 23 Not Eligible
3308.000059 2-story side-gabled residence w/enclosed front porch - 6097 US 11 Not Eligible
3308.000061 Farmstead/queen-anne residence w/barn complex - 6130 Route 11 Not Eligible

12920
3308.000100 Village of Chateaugay wastewater treatment plant Not Eligible
3345.000001 Farm of Gaits Hoit Undetermined

The Project Area contains densely wooded areas, some cleared parcels, streams, private driveways, and two
wind turbines. An abandoned railroad line passes through the southern portion of the Project Area. Review of
contemporary aerial photography reveals approximately eight potential architectural resources within the Project
Area, although some of these may not meet the 50-year age criterion. Except for the farm at the corner of U.S.
11 and Ketcham Road (USN 03307.000040) and the farm on the south side of County Highway 23 (USN
03308.000069), these potential resources have not previously been surveyed. Project design is not finalized and
physical impacts to above-ground resources in the Project Area are unknown.

The APE for direct and indirect effects includes the Project Area and those areas farther removed in distance
where Project components will be visible and where there is a potential for a significant visual effect. Per the
procedures set forth in 16 NYCRR § 1000.2 (ar), the Study Area to be used for above-ground resource analysis
should generally include areas within a radius of at least five miles of the Project Area boundaries.

Based on previous surveys of large solar energy projects that used a two-mile Study Area approved by OPRHP,
a two-mile radius Study Area may also be appropriate for this Project. The APE may be refined further to
include areas that fall within the potential Project Area viewshed (i.e., those areas from which the Project is
potentially visible) within the defined Study Area. The final Study Area and APE will be determined in



consultation with your office. A five-mile radius of the Project Area includes the Village of Chateaugay and the
Village of Burke. A two-mile Study Area would also include these two villages.

Recommendations

Archaeology

The Project Area is characterized as undisturbed and the majority has not been subject to previous
archaeological study. Should your office determine that a Phase IB survey is warranted, TRC assumes
that as with similar projects, the survey would be limited to areas of significant ground disturbance.

Historic Architecture

There are approximately eight potential architectural resources within the Project Area, all of
indeterminate construction dates and all but two of which have not been previously surveyed. Several
unassessed resources are also present in the vicinity of the Project Area. TRC looks forward to your
review of this information to determine the need for further study of potential Project effects.

We look forward to continued consultation with your office as well as submittal of detailed cultural
resource work plans, as needed, in support of the licensing process. Should you have any questions or

require additional information, please do not hesitate to contact me at (301) 276-8040, or
tsara@trccompanies.com.

Sincerely yours,

/%;/ s t——
Timothy R. Sara, RPA

Program Manager, Cultural Resources

cc: Hayley Effler, TRC
Brett Hastings, Geronimo Energy

file 373210.0000.0000

Attachments

Figure 1: General Project Location in Franklin County, New York.
Figure 2: Project Area Superimposed OPRHP CRIS Webviewer Results for Archaeologically Sensitive Areas
within a One-Mile Radius (accessed April 2020).



Figure 1: General Project Location in Franklin County, New York.



Figure 2: Project Area Superimposed OPRHP CRIS Webviewer Results for Archaeologically Sensitive Areas within a One-Mile Radius (accessed
April 2020).



ANDREW M. CUOMO ERIK KULLESEID
Governor Commissioner

October 22, 2020

Jasmine Gollup
Archaeologist/Laboratory Director
TRC

4425-B Forbes Blvd

Lanham, MD 20706

Re: PSC
Brookside Solar Project/100 MW/1212 acres
Towns of Burke and Chateaugay, Franklin County, NY
20PR03997

Dear Jasmine Gollup:

Thank you for requesting the comments of the Division for Historic Preservation of the Office
of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation (OPRHP). We have reviewed the submitted
materials in accordance with the New York State Historic Preservation Act of 1980 (Section
14.09 of the New York Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation Law). These comments
are those of the Division for Historic Preservation and relate only to Historic/Cultural
resources.

We have reviewed the Phase IA Archaeological Survey report entitled “Phase IA
Archaeological Study and Sensitivity Assessment, Brookside Solar Project, Franklin County,
New York” prepared by TRC (September 2020; 20SR00475). The Archaeology Unit of the
OPRHP has recently developed an archaeological sensitivity model and Phase IB testing
protocol (see attachment). OPRHP recommends that the attached model and testing protocol
be adopted for the Phase IB archaeological survey for this project.

If you have any questions, | can be reached at Jessica.Schreyer@parks.ny.gov.

Sincerely,
Lossien & e
0

Jessica Schreyer
Scientist Archaeology

Division for Historic Preservation
P.O. Box 189, Waterford, New York 12188-0189 « (518) 237-8643 ¢ parks.ny.gov


mailto:Jessica.Schreyer@parks.ny.gov

ANDREW M. CUOMO ERIK KULLESEID
Governor Commissioner

SOLAR FACILITY

Phase IA Archaeological Survey Recommendations/Sensitivity Model
Project: Brookside Solar Project/100 MW/1212 acres

PR#: 20PR03997

Date: 10/22/2020

The State Historic Preservation Office/Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation (SHPO/OPRHP)
recommends a Phase IA archaeological survey, including Phase IB testing recommendations. A Phase |A:
Literature Search and Sensitivity Study is the initial assessment of the overall sensitivity of a project area (Area
of Potential Effects or APE) for the presence of archaeological sites and Native American sites of religious and
cultural significance and functions to guide subsequent field investigations.

The State Historic Preservation Office/Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation (SHPO/OPRHP)
recommends that Phase IB archaeological testing is warranted for areas of substantial proposed ground
disturbance that fall within areas of high archaeological sensitivity. Substantial proposed ground disturbance
includes: (1) grading and excavation more than six inches deep; (2) grubbing, tree and stump removal; and (3)
trenches more than three feet wide. Phase IB archaeological testing is not recommended for panel arrays;
perimeter fencing and utility poles, if their associated posts are driven or drilled into the ground and no
grubbing or grading is involved, and for excavations and grading less than six inches in depth.

The SHPO defines areas of high sensitivity, where archaeological sites are most likely to be identified, as
those: (1) within 100-meters (328 feet) of permanent water (rivers, streams, wetlands, ponds and lakes and
hydric soils) and on slopes equal to or less than 12%; (2) within or near known archaeological sites; and (3)
locations of standing or demolished historic structures. Hydric soils are included to account for areas that may
not be currently near water but were in the past. The 100-meter cut off from water is based on data presented
by Robert E. Funk in his 1993 Archaeological Investigations in the Upper Susquehanna Valley, New York
State. Testing should conform to the 1994 New York Archaeological Council Standards.

All other portions of the project area are considered to have low sensitivity for the presence of archaeological
sites, including areas of previous ground disturbance. The SHPO has no archaeological concerns with low
sensitivity areas and does not recommend Phase IB testing in these locations.

If project design flexibility or shovel ready status is desired, the SHPO recommends 100% sampling of all
highly sensitive areas irrespective of the nature and type of construction impacts. With this approach, changes
in project design will not require further archaeological consultation except for changes that may impact
archaeological sites or that increase the size of the project area.

Our office does not conduct archaeological surveys. A 36 CFR 61 qualified archaeologist should be retained
to conduct this work.

Please provide the interested Indian Nations with a copy of the Phase IA report, including the Phase IB
archaeological testing scope-of-work and request that the Indian Nations provide cultural resource comments
to the Secretary of the Public Service Commission (address enclosed) and copy the SHPO/OPRHP. Indian
Nation contact information is enclosed.

Division for Historic Preservation
P.O Box 189, Waterford, New York 12188-0189 « (518) 237-8643 * https://parks.ny.gov



If you have any questions concerning archaeology, please contact Jessica Schreyer at
Jessica.Schreyer@parks.ny.gov.

Hon. Michelle L. Phillips

Secretary to the Commission

New York State Public Service Commission
Agency Building 3

Albany, NY 12223-1350

Phone: (518) 474-2500

Fax: (518) 474-9842

E-mail: secretary@dps.ny.gov

St. Regis Mohawk Tribe (Federally Recognized)
Darren Bonaparte, Director

Tribal Historic Preservation Office

St. Regis Mohawk Tribe

71 Margaret Terrance Memorial Way

Akwesasne, NY 13655

Phone: (518) 358-2272, ext. 2163

Email: darren.bonaparte@srmt-nsn.gov



mailto:Jessica.Schreyer@parks.ny.gov
mailto:%20secretary@dps.ny.gov
mailto:darren.bonaparte@srmt-nsn.gov

ANDREW M. CUOMO ERIK KULLESEID

Governor Commissioner
July 22, 2021
Tim Sara
Program Manager, Cultural Resources
TRC

4425-B Forbes Blvd
Lanham, MD 20706

Re: PSC
Brookside Solar Project/100 MW/1212 acres

Towns of Burke and Chateaugay, Franklin County, NY
20PR03997

Dear Tim Sara:

Thank you for requesting the comments of the Division for Historic Preservation of the Office of
Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation (OPRHP). We have reviewed the submitted
materials in accordance with the New York State Historic Preservation Act of 1980 (section
14.09 of the New York Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation Law). These comments are
those of the Division for Historic Preservation and relate only to Historic/Cultural resources.
They do not include potential environmental impacts to New York State Parkland that may be
involved in or near your project. Such impacts must be considered as part of the environmental
review of the project pursuant to the State Environmental Quality Review Act (New York
Environmental Conservation Law Article 8) and its implementing regulations (6NYCRR Part
617).

The Archaeology Unit has reviewed the Phase IB Archaeological Survey report entitled “Phase
IB Archaeological Survey, Brookside Solar Project, Franklin County, New York” prepared by
TRC (July 2021, 21SR00421). The archaeological survey identified three historic-period
archaeological sites: TRC-BS-1 (03307.000063), TRC-BS-2 (03308.000107), and TRC-BS-3
(03307.000064). OPRHP concurs with the report recommendations that TRC-BS-1, TRC-BS-2
and TRC-BS-3 are Not Eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places and no
additional archaeological work is necessary.

Please note that these comments pertain only to archaeological resources. Please continue to
consult with Dan Bagrow in the Survey and National Register Unit at
Dan.Bagrow@parks.ny.gov. If you have any questions, | can be reached at
Jessica.Schreyer@parks.ny.gov.

Sincerely,

;

Jessica Schreyer
Scientist Archaeology

Division for Historic Preservation
P.O. Box 189, Waterford, New York 12188-0189 « (518) 237-8643 ¢ parks.ny.gov
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KATHY HOCHUL ERIK KULLESEID
Governor Commissioner

August 31, 2021

Tim Sara

Program Manager, Cultural Resources
TRC

4425-B Forbes Blvd

Lanham, MD 20706

Re: PSC
Brookside Solar Project/100 MW/1212 acres
Towns of Burke and Chateaugay, Franklin County, NY
20PR03997

Dear Tim Sara:

Thank you for requesting the comments of the Division for Historic Preservation of the Office of
Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation (OPRHP). We have reviewed the submitted
materials in accordance with the New York State Historic Preservation Act of 1980 (section
14.09 of the New York Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation Law). These comments are
those of the Division for Historic Preservation and relate only to Historic/Cultural resources.
They do not include potential environmental impacts to New York State Parkland that may be
involved in or near your project. Such impacts must be considered as part of the environmental
review pursuant to the State Environmental Quality Review Act (New York Environmental
Conservation Law Article 8) and its implementing regulations (6 NYCRR Part 617).

We note that are several National Register eligible resources within the project APE, which are
listed in the spreadsheet attached to this letter. Our office concurs with the list of eligible
properties identified and recommended in the architectural survey. We understand that the
proposed project will include installation of a 100 megawatt (MW) solar power facility on land in
the Towns of Burke and Chateaugay in Franklin County, New York. The Project may consist of
tracking technology PV panels installed on low-profile racking systems, a substation, protective
fencing, and temporary laydown and staging areas.

In order for our office to continue this review, please provide the following additional

documentation:

1. Provide and updated a visual impact survey map including all the National Register eligible
historic properties indicated on the spreadsheet. Include an address or other identification
key for each resource “triangle” on the map. Also include an initial assessment of the level of
potential visual impact.

Our office can comment further on preferred photosimulation locations once the additional
documentation is submitted and reviewed.

New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation
Division for Historic Preservation, Peebles Island, PO Box 189, Waterford, New York 12188-0189
(518) 237-8643 * https://parks.ny.gov/shpo



Documentation requested in this letter should be provided via our Cultural Resource Information
System (CRIS) at https://cris.parks.ny.gov/. Once on the CRIS site, you can log in as a guest
and choose "submit" at the very top menu. Go to “Other Options” and choose "submit new
information for an existing project". You will need this project number and your e-mail address.

If you have any questions, | can be reached at (518) 268-2164.
Sincerely,

St ——

Weston Davey
Historic Site Restoration Coordinator
Weston.davey@parks.ny.gov

New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation
Division for Historic Preservation, Peebles Island, PO Box 189, Waterford, New York 12188-0189
(518) 237-8643 * https://parks.ny.gov/shpo


mailto:Weston.davey@parks.ny.gov

. . Consultant-Recommended
Address USN Construction Date Prior NRHP Status NRHP Status
Cook Road 3307.000043 ca. 1850 Eligible Eligible
15 East Road 3307.000044 ca. 1856 Not Eligible Eligible
5717 State Route 11 3307.000045 ca. 1856 Eligible Eligible
Montgomery Road 3307.000047 ca. 1844 Eligible Eligible
263 County Route 34 3307.000051 ca. 1902 Eligible Eligible
474 Jamison Line Road 3307.000055 ca. 1850 Eligible Eligible
1481 County Route 23 3307.00006 ca. 1990 Undetermined Not Eligible
1207 County Route 23 3307.000065 ca. 1850 N/A Eligible
333 Quarry Road 3307.000066 ca. 1920 N/A Not Eligible
224 Cook Road 3307.000067 ca. 1890 N/A Not Eligible
165 Cemetery Road 3308.000068 ca. 1895 Eligible Eligible
294 Cemetery Road 3308.00007 ca. 1844 Eligible Eligible
528 Hartnett Road 3308.000072 ca. 1840 Eligible Eligible
Martin Road 3308.000079 ca. 1841 Eligible Eligible
Chasm Road 3308.000081 ca. 1825 Eligible Eligible
5940 State Route 11 3308.000102 ca. 1880 Undetermined Not Eligible
29 Mill Street 3344.000001 ca. 1910 Eligible Eligible
26 Mill Street 3344.000002 ca. 1890 Eligible Eligible
9 Mill Street 3344.000003 ca. 1890 Eligible Eligible
1027 West Main Street 3344.000005 ca. 1880 Eligible Eligible
842 Depot Street 3344.000007 ca. 1905 Eligible Eligible
1033 West Main Street 3344.000011 ca. 1900 Eligible Eligible
1035 West Main Street 3344.000012 ca. 1910 Eligible Eligible
162 Cemetery Road 3345.000001 ca. 1905 Undetermined Not Eligible
45 Depot Street 3345.000002 ca. 1890 Eligible Eligible
various addresses 3345.000065 N/A Eligible Eligible
14 Lake Street 3345.000083 ca. 1906 Eligible Eligible
16 Church Street 3345.000084 ca. 1890 Eligible Eligible
20 Church Street 3345.000085 ca. 1890 Eligible Eligible
36 Depot Street 3345.000087 ca. 1895 Eligible Eligible
43 Depot Street 3345.000088 ca. 1814 Eligible Eligible
5 Franklin Street 3345.000089 ca. 1890 Eligible Eligible
6 Franklin Street 3345.00009 ca. 1885 Eligible Eligible
94 West Main Street 3345.000091 ca. 1850 Eligible Not Eligible
214 East Main Street 3345.000092 ca. 1902 Eligible Eligible
5 Church Street 3345.000094 ca. 1880 Eligible Eligible

New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation

Division for Historic Preservation, Peebles Island, PO Box 189, Waterford, New York 12188-0189
(518) 237-8643 * https://parks.ny.gov/shpo




KATHY HOCHUL ERIK KULLESEID
Governor Commissioner

October 21, 2021

Tim Sara

Program Manager, Cultural Resources
TRC

4425-B Forbes Blvd

Lanham, MD 20706

Re: PSC
Brookside Solar Project/100 MW/1212 acres
Towns of Burke and Chateaugay, Franklin County, NY
20PR03997

Dear Tim Sara:

Thank you for continuing to consult with the New York State Historic Preservation Office
(SHPO). We have reviewed the submitted materials in accordance with the New York State
Historic Preservation Act of 1980 (section 14.09 of the New York Parks, Recreation and Historic
Preservation Law). These comments are those of the Division for Historic Preservation and
relate only to Historic/Cultural resources.

We have reviewed your recent submission, dated October 15, 2021, for this project. This
submission includes an updated visual impact assessment in response to our previous request
for information.

Based on our review of the submitted documentation we are concerned with potential visibility of
the solar installation from the National Register (NR) eligible St. Patrick’'s Cemetery (USN
03308.000070) and the NR eligible Atwater Cemetery (USN 03308.000079). In order our office
to continue this review and fully evaluate potential visual impacts to the two historic cemeteries,
please provide the following additional documentation:

1. Detailed site plans for the areas immediately adjacent to the cemeteries showing the
proposed locations of the solar panels, access roads, fencing, and other equipment.
Also indicate any existing or proposed vegetative buffers.

2. Photos taken from the resources toward the solar array locations.

3. A visual simulation from the St. Patrick’s Cemetery (the letter notes that this will be
included as part of the Exhibit 9 documentation).

4. A viewshed map that includes visibility with existing vegetation and buildings.

Documentation requested in this letter should be provided via our Cultural Resource Information
System (CRIS) at https://cris.parks.ny.gov/. Once on the CRIS site, you can log in as a guest

New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation
Division for Historic Preservation, Peebles Island, PO Box 189, Waterford, New York 12188-0189
(518) 237-8643 * https://parks.ny.gov/shpo



and choose "submit" at the very top menu. Go to “Other Options” and choose "submit new
information for an existing project". You will need this project number and your e-mail address.

If you have any questions, | can be reached at (518) 268-2164.
Sincerely,

Weston Davey
Historic Site Restoration Coordinator
Weston.davey@parks.ny.gov

New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation
Division for Historic Preservation, Peebles Island, PO Box 189, Waterford, New York 12188-0189
(518) 237-8643 * https://parks.ny.gov/shpo



From: Steinwachs, Erin

To: darren.bonaparte@srmt-nsn.gov
Cc: Houtan.Moaveni@ores.ny.gov; Herter, Nancy (PARKS); Sara, Tim; Effler, Hayley
Subject: Proposed Brookside Solar Project, Towns of Burke and Chateaugay, Franklin County, New York
Date: Monday, November 29, 2021 8:56:00 AM
Attachments: image002.png
Reports.zip

Mr. Bonaparte,

Brookside Solar, LLC (Brookside Solar) proposes to construct the Brookside Solar Project under Section 94-c of the New York Executive Law
in the Towns of Burke and Chateaugay, Franklin County, New York. The Project will have a generating capacity of approximately 100
megawatts (MW) and occupy approximately 1,060 acres (please see the figure, below). TRC Companies, Inc. (TRC) has been retained by
Brookside Solar to provide environmental review and licensing services in support of the Project and, on behalf of Brookside Solar, is
conducting this outreach to the St. Regis Mohawk Tribe to provide information on the project.

Brookside Solar would welcome any information you may have on significant archaeological, religious, or cultural sites that may be of special
importance to the St. Regis Mohawk Tribe within the Project area. In its 10/22/20 project review letter, the NY Office of Parks, Recreation and
Historic Preservation (ORPHP) also requested that the Phase IA report and Phase IB report be provided to the St. Regis Mohawk Tribe for
review. The OPRHP requested that any cultural resource comments offered by the St. Regis Mohawk Tribe should be provided to the
Secretary of the Public Service Commission (now ORES) at the contact listed below, with copy to the OPRHP.

Mr. Houtan Moaveni

Executive Deputy Director

NY Office of Renewable Energy Siting
99 Washington Avenue

Albany, NY 12231
Houtan.Moaveni@ores.ny.gov

Ms. Nancy Herter

Director, Technical Preservation Bureau, State Archaeologist for Government Policy
Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation

Division for Historic Preservation

P.O Box 189

Waterford, New York 12188-0189

nancy.h r rks.ny.gov

We look forward to receiving your reply to this email acknowledging receipt of these reports. In the meantime, please do not hesitate to

contact me at (240) 556-9181, esteinwachs@trccompanies.com or Tim Sara (301) 276-8040, tsara@trccompanies.com, should you require

any additional information.

Attachments included in zipped folder:
e Phase |IA Archaeological Study and Sensitivity Assessment, Brookside Solar Project, Franklin County, New York (TRC,

September 2020)
e Phase IB Archaeological Survey, Brookside Solar Project, Towns of Burke and Chateaugay, Franklin County, New York (TRC,
July 2021)

Thank you,
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Reports/Phase IA Archaeological Study and Sensitivty Assessment, Brookside Solar Project, Franklin County, New York.pdf

5 TRC

PHASE IA ARCHAEOLOGICAL STUDY
AND SENSITIVITY ASSESSMENT

BROOKSIDE SOLAR PROJECT

FRANKLIN COUNTY, NEW YORK

September 2020

Prepared For:

Brookside Solar, LLC
8400 Normandale Lake Blvd, Suite 1200
Bloomington, MN 55438

Prepared By:

TRC
4425-B Forbes Boulevard
Lanham, MD 20706
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MANAGEMENT SUMMARY

This report documents a Phase A archaeological study and sensitivity assessment conducted in advance of
a proposed solar energy center in Franklin County, New York. The Brookside Solar Project (Project), is
being proposed by Brookside Solar, LLC, (Brookside Solar) a subsidiary of Geronimo Energy, LLC, A
National Grid Company (Geronimo). The Project will consist of the construction and operation of an
approximately 100 megawatt (MW) solar energy center. The total Project Area is approximately 1,414.6
acres. The Project will include commercial-scale solar arrays, inverters, a substation, access roads,
temporary laydown yards and staging areas, buried (and possibly overhead) electric collection lines, and
electrical interconnection facilities. The Project will be permitted under Article 10 of the Public Service
Law or under 94-c of the New York Executive Law.

The Phase IA study examined the archaeological site files and historic resource files of the Office of Parks,
Recreation and Historic Preservation (OPRHP) and the New York State Museum (NYSM). The study
identified nine previously recorded archaeological sites within one mile of the proposed Project, all of
which are historic-period sites. One site has been determined eligible for inclusion in the NRHP, three sites
have been determined not eligible, and five sites have not been evaluated for NRHP eligibility.

The Project Area consists primarily of agricultural fields and wooded areas north and south of Route 11 in
the towns of Burke and Chateaugay. The topographical setting of the Project Area includes till plains,
hilltops, ridgelines, river and stream terraces associated with nearby water sources, steep slopes, and poorly
drained low-lying areas. Based on analysis of historic maps, previously identified archaeological sites,
topography, and soils, approximately 198.1 acres (ac) of the 1,414.6 ac Project Area (approximately 14.0
percent) are considered to have high sensitivity for archaeological resources. Areas of moderate sensitivity
constitute approximately 977.6 ac (approximately 69.1 percent) and 238.9 ac (approximately 16.9 percent)
are considered to have low archaeological sensitivity.

Areas of high sensitivity for historic resources include locations near historic roads and areas where
structures have appeared on historic mapping. Hilltops, ridgelines, and river and stream terraces
overlooking water sources are considered highly sensitive for prehistoric resources. Moderate sensitivity
areas include upland, well drained areas displaced from water sources, and areas of low sensitivity are
steeply sloped, poorly drained, or previously developed. Phase IB survey is recommended for areas of
significant construction impact, as defined by the OPRHP, that fall within areas of high or moderate
sensitivity. Project design plans will be submitted to OPRHP for review once they are advanced.
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1. INTRODUCTION

This document presents the results of a Phase 1A archaeological study and sensitivity assessment conducted
for the proposed Brookside Solar Project (Project) located in the Towns of Burke and Chateaugay, Franklin
County, New York (Figures 1-1 and 1-2). The survey was conducted by TRC on behalf of Brookside Solar,
LLC, a subsidiary of Geronimo Energy, LLC, A National Grid Company (Geronimo) in order to identify
archaeological resources located within a one-mile radius of the proposed Project impact areas and to
develop a cultural resources sensitivity assessment and recommendations for further study.

The Project is being proposed by Brookside Solar, LLC and will consist of the construction and operation
of an approximately 100 megawatt (MW) solar energy center. The total Project Area is approximately
1,414.6 acres (ac). The Project will include commercial-scale solar arrays, inverters, a substation, access
roads, temporary laydown yards and staging areas, buried (and possibly overhead) electric collection lines,
and electrical interconnection facilities.

The overall purpose of this cultural resources investigation was to use archival methods to determine the
amount and type of cultural resources presently known in the Project Area environs and to develop a
sensitivity assessment for the potential existence of properties eligible for inclusion in the National Register
of Historic Places (NRHP) in the proposed Project impact areas. This information would be used to guide
subsequent field studies once the Project plans are finalized. The overall study was conducted in compliance
with the New York State Historic Preservation Act of 1980 and in accordance with the Secretary of the
Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Archaeology and Historic Preservation and the New York Office
of Parks, Recreation, and Historic Preservation (OPRHP) Standards for Cultural Resource Investigations
and the Curation of Archaeological Collections in New York State (NYAC 1994).

The Phase IA background research was initiated the week of April 13, 2020, and included a review of
county and town histories, historical archaeological research reports, historical maps, cultural resources
survey reports, archaeological site files, county soil maps, and aerial photographs. Research was conducted
utilizing New York’s online Cultural Resource Information System (CRIS). The Principal Investigator for
this study was Timothy Sara, M.A., RPA. Jasmine Gollup, M.A., RPA, conducted background research,
prepared report figures, and was the principal author of this report.

The report is organized as follows. Chapter 2 describes the Project Area’s physical environment. Chapter 3
presents an overview of the region’s cultural chronology and describes previous archaeological research
conducted within the immediate and surrounding region. Chapter 4 presents the prehistoric and historic
sensitivity assessments based on historic maps and environmental and cultural resource data. Chapter 5
provides study conclusions and recommendations for Phase IB field investigations. Appendix A presents
TRC personnel qualifications.
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Figure 1-2. Detail of the Brookside Solar Project Area on modern aerial (ESRI World Imagery 2019).
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2. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

PHYSIOGRAPHY AND GEOLOGY

The Project Area is located in the St.
Lawrence Lowlands physiographic province
(Figure 2-1). The St. Lawrence Valley is a
smooth glacial plain, with a maximum e
elevation of 1,300 feet (ft) and a minimum AT D
elevation of 160 ft. Elevations are generally ¢ ’:__‘_“ Z >
slight, with the exception of the area around ‘ E“H"f;j’;*;,"'“";“
the Chateaugay River, just east of the Project

Area, where a gorge over 100 ft deep has

formed (Austin et al. 1958).

Project Area

Soils in Franklin County include, from oldest i i
to youngest, the metamorphosed gneisses of , P v
the Grenville formation, anorthosites, e 5 \
syenites, granites, and gabbros, followed by | *~ = @ ]

sandstones and limestone. The glacial drift Figure 2-1. New York physiographic province map showing the
that covered the entire county during the !ocation of the Project Area.

Wisconsin stage of the Pleistocene forms the majority of the soils. The St. Lawrence plain is covered with
glacial till and is agriculturally productive (Austin et al. 1958). The northern portion of the county consists
mainly of open land and scattered forested areas.

The Project Area drains into Chateaugay River, which flows to the east of the Project Area. Allen Brook
is within the Project Area and flows into Chateaugay River southeast of the Project Area. The Chateaugay
River flows northwest from the Chateaugay Lakes until it meets the Saint Lawrence River near Montreal,
Canada.

SOILS OF THE PROJECT AREA

USDA soils series in the Project Area are described below (Table 2-1) and shown in Figures 2-2 and 2-3.

Table 2-1. Soils of the Project Area

USDA Name/Symbol Slope % Drainage Landform
Brayton stony loam (Bea) 0-3 Somewh_at poorly Till plains
drained
Somewhat poorly . .
Brayton stony loam (Beb) 3-8 drained Till plains
) Somewhat poorly . .
Brayton very stony loam (Bfb) 0-8 drained Till plains








USDA Name/Symbol

Slope %
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Landform

Colton and Constable gravelly

Drainage

Outwash plains, kame

loamy sands (Caa) 0-3 Excessively drained terraces
Colton and Constable gravelly 3.8 Excessivelv drained Outwash plains, kame
loamy sands (Cab) y terraces
Colton and Constable cobbly loamy 3-8 Excessivelv drained Outwash plains, kame
sand (Chb) y terraces
Colton and Constable gravelly and 8-15 Excessivelv drained Outwash plains, kame
cobbly loamy sands (Ccc) y terraces
Colton and Constable gravelly and 1525 Excessivelv drained Outwash plains, kame
cobbly loamy sands (Ccd) y terraces
Duane gravelly sandy loam (Daa) 0-3 Moderately well drained Deltas, ?eljr?ggesg plains,
Empeyville very fine sandy loam 0-3 Moderately well drained Low hills, drumlinoid
(Eaa) ridges
Empeyville very fine sandy loam 3-8 Moderately well drained Drumlinoid ridges, low
(Eab) hills
Empeyville very fine sandy loam 8-15 Moderately well drained Drumlinoid ridges, low
(Eac) hills
Empeyville very fine sandy loam, 15-25 Moderately well drained Drumlinoid ridges, low
stony (Ecd) hills
Empeyville very fine sandy loam, 8-95 Moderately well drained Low hills, drumlinoid
very stony (Edc) ridges
Moira stony loam (Mea) 0-3 Moderately well drained Drumllngllgirr];dges, il
Moria stony loam (Meb) 3-8 Moderately well drained Drumllngllg":;dges, il
Moria stony loam (Mec) 8-15 Moderately well drained Drumllngllgirr];dges, il
Muck, shallow (Mha) 0-1 Very poorly drained Swamps, marshes
Quarries (Qu) n/a n/a n/a
Saco and Sloan soils (Saa) 0-2 Very poorly drained Flood plains
Scarboro fine sandy loam (Sea) 0-3 Very poorly drained Depressions
Scarboro loam, neutral variant, over . .
till or clay (Sga) 0-3 Very poorly drained Depressions
Runeberg soils (Sma) 0-5 Poorly drained Depressions
Runeberg soils, very stony (Sna) 0-5 Very poorly drained Depressions
Tughill and Dannemora stony very . . .
fine sandy loams (Tca) 0-3 Very poorly drained Depressions
Tughill and Dannemora very stony . . .
very fine sandy loams (Tda) 0-3 Very poorly drained Depressions
Water (W) n/a n/a n/a
Walpole sandy loam (Wca) 0-6 Poorly drained Depressions
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USDA Name/Symbol Slope % Drainage Landform

Westbury and Dannemora stony 0-3 Somewhat poorly Drumlinoid ridges, till
very fine sandy loams (Wma) drained plains

Westbury and Dannemora stony 3.8 Somewhat poorly Drumlinoid ridges, till
very fine sandy loams (Wmb) drained plains

Worth very fine sandy loam, stony 3-8 Well drained Drumlinoid ridges, low
(Wab) hills

Worth very fine sandy loam, very 895 Well drained Drumlinoid ridges, low
stony (Wsd) hills

Worth very fine sandy loam, very 25-60 Well drained Drumlinoid ridges, low
stony (Wte) hills

Source: USDA National Cooperative Soil Survey, accessed April 2020.

The Brayton stony loam (Bea and Beb) complex consists of somewhat poorly drained soils formed from
loamy till derived mainly from granite and other noncalcareous rock. Brayton stony loam soils occur on till
plains. Slopes within the Project Area range from 0 to 8 percent.

Brayton very stony loam (Bfb) soil consists of somewhat poorly drained soils formed from loamy till
derived mainly from granite and other noncalcareous rock. Brayton very stony loams occur on till plains.
Slopes within the Project Area range from 0 to 8 percent.

The Colton and Constable gravelly loamy sands (Caa and Cab) complex consists of excessively drained
soils formed from sandy and gravelly glaciofluvial deposits of predominately granitic rock, with lesser
amounts of sandstone and schist. Colton and Constable gravelly loamy sands complex soils occur on
outwash plains and kame terraces. Slopes within the Project Area range from 0 to 8 percent.

Colton and Constable cobbly loamy sand (Chb) soil consists of excessively drained soils formed from sandy
and gravelly glaciofluvial deposits of predominately granitic rock, with lesser amounts of sandstone and
schist. Colton and Constable cobbly loamy sand soils occur on outwash plains and kame terraces. Slopes
within the Project Area range from 3 to 8 percent.

The Colton and Constable gravelly and cobbly loamy sands (Ccc and Ccd) complex consists of excessively
drained soils formed from sandy and gravelly glaciofluvial deposits of predominately granitic rock, with
lesser amounts of sandstone and schist. Colton and Constable gravelly and cobbly loamy sands complex
soils occur on outwash plains and kame terraces. Slopes within the Project Area range from 8 to 25 percent.

Duane gravelly sandy loam (Daa) soil consists of moderately well drained soils formed from sandy
glaciofluvial deposits derived mainly from sandstone, granite, and gneiss. Duane gravelly sandy loams
occur on deltas, outwash plains, and terraces. Slopes within the Project Area range from 0 to 3 percent.

The Empeyville very fine sandy loam (Eaa, Eab, and Eac) complex consists of moderately well drained soils
formed from loamy till derived from sedimentary rock. Empeyville very fine sandy loam complex soils
occur on drumlinoid ridges and low hills. Slopes within the Project Area range from 0 to 15 percent.
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Empeyville very fine sandy loam, stony (Ecd) soil consists of moderately well drained soils formed from
loamy till derived from sedimentary rock. Empeyville very fine sandy loam soils occur on drumlinoid ridges
and low hills. Slopes within the Project Area range from 15 to 25 percent.

Empeyville very fine sandy loam, very stony (Edc) soil consists of moderately well drained soils formed
from loamy till derived from sedimentary rock. Empeyville very fine sandy loam soils occur on low hills
and drumlinoid ridges. Slopes within the Project Area range from 8 to 25 percent.

The Moira stony loam (Mea, Meb, and Mec) complex consists of moderately well drained soils formed
from loamy till derived dominantly from acid sandstone. Moria stony loam complex soils occur on
drumlinoid ridges and till plains. Slopes within the Project Area range from 0 to 15 percent.

Muck, shallow (Mha) soil consists of very poorly drained soils formed from organic material. Muck,
shallow soils occur on swamps and marshes. Slopes within the Project Area range from 0 to 1 percent.

Saco and Sloan soils (Saa) soil consists of very poorly drained soils formed from silty alluvium derived
mainly from crystalline rock, shale, and sandstone. Saco and Sloan soils occur on flood plains. Slopes
within the Project Area range from 0 to 2 percent.

Scarboro fine sandy loam (Sea) soil consists of very poorly drained soils formed from sandy glaciofluvial
deposits. Scarboro fine sandy loam soils occur on depressions. Slopes within the Project Area range from
0 to 3 percent.

Scarboro loam, neutral variant, over till or clay (Sga) soil consists of very poorly drained soils formed
from sandy glaciofluvial deposits. Scarboro loam, neutral variant, over till or clay soils occur on
depressions. Slopes within the Project Area range from 0 to 3 percent.

Runeberg soils (Sma) soil consists of poorly drained soils formed from calcareous loamy lodgment till
derived from limestone. Runeberg soils occur on depressions. Slopes within the Project Area range from 0
to 5 percent.

Runeberg soils, very stony (Sna) soil consists of very poorly drained soils formed from calcareous loamy
lodgment till derived from limestone. Runeberg soils, very stony occur on depressions. Slopes within the
Project Area range from 0 to 5 percent.

Tughill and Dannemora stony very fine sandy loam (Tca) soil consists of very poorly drained soils formed
from gravelly loamy till, derived mainly from acid siliceous rocks, and scoured by glacial meltwater.
Tughill and Dannemora stony very fine sandy loam soils occur on depressions. Slopes within the Project
Area range from 0 to 3 percent.

Tughill and Dannemora very stony very fine sandy loam (Tda) soil consists of very poorly drained soils
formed from gravelly loamy till, derived mainly from acid siliceous rocks, and scoured by glacial
meltwater. Tughill and Dannemora very stony very fine sandy loam soils occur on depressions. Slopes
within the Project Area range from 0 to 3 percent
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Walpole sandy loam (Wca) soil consists of poorly drained soils formed from sandy glaciofluvial deposits.
Walpole sandy loam soils occur on depressions. Slopes within the Project Area range from 0 to 6 percent.

The Westbury and Dannemora stony very fine sandy loams (Wma and Wmb) complex consists of somewhat
poorly drained soils formed from loamy till derived mainly from acid sandstone and siltstone. Westbury
and Dannemora stony very fine sandy loams complex soils occur on drumlinoid ridges and till plains.
Slopes within the Project Area range from 0 to 8 percent.

Worth very fine sandy loam, stony (Wqb) soil consists of well drained soils formed from loamy till derived
from sedimentary rock. Worth very fine sandy loam, stony soils occur on drumlinoid ridges and low hills.
Slopes within the Project Area range from 3 to 8 percent.

Worth very fine sandy loam, very stony (Wsd) soil consists of well drained soils formed from loamy till
derived from sedimentary rock. Worth very fine sandy loam, very stony soils occur on drumlinoid ridges
and low hills. Slopes within the Project Area range from 8 to 25 percent.

Worth very fine sandy loam, very stony (Wte) soil consists of well drained soils formed from loamy till
derived from sedimentary rock. Worth very fine sandy loam, very stony soils occur on drumlinoid ridges
and low hills. Slopes within the Project Area range from 25 to 60 percent.
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Figure 2-2. Soils of the northern section of the Project Area. Source: USDA 2020.
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Figure 2—3 Soils of the southern section of the Project Area. Source: USDA 2020.
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FLORA AND FAUNA

The ecological profile of Franklin County consists of northern hardwood forest zone which consists of
birch, beech, maple, and hemlock. Historically, the Project region was covered primarily with mixed
hardwoods, such as maple and beech. Areas of pine, spruce, fir, and hemlock are common. In the northern
part of the county, gray birch thickets cover considerable areas, as well as hawthorn bushes and thickets of
prickly ash. Wild blackberry and blueberry thickets are common throughout the St. Lawrence Valley
(Austin et al. 1958; Stegemann and Gawalt 2003).

During the late Pleistocene, a rich diversity of fauna existed in this region. Although many species did not
survive into the Holocene, the region still supports a rich diversity of wildlife. Wildlife in the Project region
includes avian species such as quail, pheasant, meadowlark, field sparrow, wild turkey, ruffed grouse,
woodcock, thrushes, and woodpeckers. Common mammal species include squirrels, raccoon, deer, bear,
cottontail, and red and gray fox (National Audubon Society n.d.; Stegemann and Gawalt 2003).

PALEOENVIRONMENT

The more than 11,000 years of human occupation in this region is divided into two broad climatic periods:
the Pleistocene and the Holocene. The Holocene corresponds to the post-glacial period after 11,000 B.C.
The end of the Pleistocene produced a mosaic pattern of vegetation, which is a species-diverse, patchy
arrangement of plant and animal communities that have no modern analogs. Human occupation of this
region likely began during the fully-glacial climate that existed near the end of the Pleistocene, which
effectively ended in the Northeast by 10,750 B.C. (Dreimanis 1977; Muller 1977).

Although Pleistocene conditions ended around this time, near ice-age conditions reappeared in the
Northeast due to the wasting of the Laurentian ice sheet (Delcourt and Delcourt 1983; Fitting 1968). The
grandest of these cold episodes followed 9,000 B.C. when runoff from the melting glacier suddenly shifted
from the Mississippi River to the St. Lawrence River (Broecker and Denton 1988). The rush of cold water
from the St. Lawrence River disrupted the Gulf Stream’s warm northward current, returning the north
Atlantic basin to ice age-like conditions for about 700 years. During the Holocene, the glacier retreated and
finally disappeared; warmer and drier climatic conditions than currently exist in the Northeast may have
occurred between ca. 7,000 and 3,000 B.C. This period was followed by modern conditions, punctuated by
relatively short temperature and humidity fluctuations.

A number of temperate forest species were present at the opening of the Holocene, and the range of these
trees soon expanded northward. The earliest Holocene forests included oak, elm, ash, birch, ironwood, and
sugar maple. Davis (1983) has described the pollen assemblage for the early Holocene as resembling
modern assemblages from the northern Great Lakes region. Significantly, ironwood was present in higher
percentages than at any later time. Its presence suggests a forest with a diffuse canopy and well-lighted
forest floor (Davis 1983). These early forests, however, lacked chestnut, hickory, and red maple, which
became dominant in late Holocene forests. With their importance as a food source to contemporaneous
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populations in other areas, particularly the Southeast, the slow migration of nut-bearing trees into the region
is perhaps one of the most significant factors affecting both human and animal populations.

The modern vegetation patterns in the Northeast include a pine-dominant conifer/hardwoods region in the
northern sections, and oak-dominant, deciduous forests in the southern portions. The modern ecotone
extends from southern Maine west along the Massachusetts/\VVermont border, then southwest across
southern New York, and then west across northern Pennsylvania to Lake Erie. Pollen records indicate that
the ecotone between the two major zones was established as early as 7,000 B.P. Bernabo and Webb (1977)
caution that, although the ecotone was stable from that period, the species composition of the forest has
continued to change for several millennia.

MODERN CLIMATE

Franklin County has a temperate climate similar to other areas of the northeastern United. Variations in
topography, including differences in elevation and in slope, affect the climate. Average temperatures are
68 degrees Fahrenheit in the summer months and 14 degrees Fahrenheit in the winter months. The average
annual precipitation is 38 inches (Climate-Data 2020).
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3. CULTURAL OVERVIEW AND PREVIOUS RESEARCH

This chapter presents an overview of the prehistory and history of the Project region and provides a review
of the previous archaeological investigations that have been conducted in the Project Area vicinity.
Following the prehistoric overview, a review of the regional history, from the colonial period through the
twentieth century is included. Archaeological site and survey reports from the immediate region are also
reviewed to provide a context for interpreting the archaeological resources of the local Project Area.
Research was conducted using information available through the OPRHP CRIS webviewer as well as other
primary and secondary source material obtained through web-based research including archaeological
journals and publications, historic atlases, and local histories available through national repositories (such
as the Library of Congress) and local sources (county and local governments, historical societies,
newspapers, and museums).

PREHISTORIC OVERVIEW

The prehistory of this region of New York is conventionally divided into the Paleoindian, Archaic,
Woodland, and Protohistoric/Contact cultural periods. These periods are further divided into sub-periods,
traditions, and phases based upon distinguishing cultural, technological, or economic changes (Table 3-1).
These time frames are summarized below.

Table 3-1. Prehistoric Cultural Chronology of the Northeast

Cultural Period Approximate Dates

Paleoindian Period 10,500 — 8000 B.C.
Archaic Period 8000 — 1000 B.C.
Woodland Period 1000 B.C.— A.D. 1600
Protohistoric/Contact Period A.D. 1600 — 1660

Paleoindian Period (10,500 — 8,000 B.C.)

The Paleoindian period began in the Late Pleistocene, soon after the continental ice sheet began to recede
northward (Robinson et al. 2018). The new landscape was dotted by postglacial lakes that changed size and
shape as the surface of the land adjusted to the loss of pressure from the ice sheet (Isachsen et al. 1991). In
the Late Pleistocene, the St. Lawrence River and Lake Champlain existed in a greatly expanded form
(Kirkland and Coates 1977; Robinson et al. 2018). In general, Paleoindian sites show broad use of high
quality lithic materials and a settlement pattern that covers extensive terrain. The variation in settlement
patterns from one region to another in central to northern New York represents the distribution and viability
of critical resources that tend to shift as the landscape recovers from the Ice Age.

The first Paleoindian inhabitants of the region arrived about the time of the formation of the Champlain Sea
and its marine environments, or slightly earlier (Kirkland and Coates 1977; Haviland and Power 1981;
Robinson et al. 2018). Early Paleoindian groups were likely in the Champlain Valley and later Paleoindian
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groups occupied the strand lines of the Champlain Sea further north (Robinson et al. 2018). The broad clay
plains of northern Franklin County, closer to what is now the St. Lawrence River, may have been the most
habitable surfaces at the time. Further west and into the uplands of the Adirondack foothills, the landscape
would have been less habitable, though small camps have been used near the upland swamps and freshwater
lake shore areas.

The low numbers of recognized sites at this time imply the existence of a very harsh environment during
the formation and subsequent draining of the Champlain Sea. Distinctive fluted projectile points, typically
manufactured from high-quality cryptocrystalline toolstone, were the principal hunting tool used by
Paleoindian peoples. Preferred materials in the region include various jaspers and cherts as well as Cheshire
quartzite (Haviland and Power 1981) and Devonian cherts, which occur in the chert-bearing limestones of
the Onondaga escarpment (Lothrop 1988 and 1989). Esopus chert appears to have been the preferred raw
material further south in central New York for both early and mid-Paleoindian sites (Lothrop et al. 2014).

The locations of Paleoindian sites suggest a preference for high, well-drained ground near streams or
wetlands, on river terraces, and on sites near preferred lithic raw material sources (Gardner 1974, 1977, and
1983; Nicholas 1987). The Davis and Porter’s Marsh sites are middle Paleoindian sites on the west side of
the Champlain Sea. Both occupy high ground providing a view of the surrounding region (Ritchie 1980;
Snow 1980; Haviland and Power 1981; Robinson et al. 2018). Five Clovis points were found at the Davis
site along with jasper-like chert debitage and tools (Snow 1980). The Reagen site is located on a high, sandy
bluff on the east side of the Champlain Sea. The site contained fluted points; rhyolite, chert and jasper
debitage; scrapers; spokeshaves; gravers; blade-like flakes; and a high percentage of retouched flakes
(Haviland and Power 1981).

Settlements have also been found on glacial beach strand lines (Lothrop et al. 2016). In southern Ontario,
Canada, middle to late Paleoindian sites have been associated consistently with strand line settings (Deller
and Ellis 1988, 1992, 1996, 2011; Ellis et al. 2009). Seasonal use by Paleoindian hunter-gatherers of
exposed Glacial Lake Iroquois lake bottomlands much further west have been noted by Lothrop et al.
(2014). This would have included lowlands in what is now the St. Lawrence Valley as well.

The Nine Mile Swamp site is a good example of the large wetland association. Located near the outlet of
Nine Mile Swamp, the site has produced fluted points and scrapers believed to be of Paleoindian association
(Funk 1993). A recent project in Madison County involved several years of excavations on the Owlville
Pine South (OPS) where a Crowfield type Paleoindian component was investigated. The Potts site,
southwest of the Project Area, was originally tested by Ritchie (1980). This was subsequently re-
investigated by the Buffalo Museum of Science (Gramly and Lothrop 1984) and later by Lothrop for his
Ph.D. dissertation. A Gainey (early) Clovis assemblage was identified with Esopus chert, the preferred raw
material, its source being in the Mohawk River Valley (Lothrop et al. 2016).

The Corditaipe site, a Paleoindian site positioned on a large glacial outwash terrace in the Mohawk drainage,
produced several fluted points and preforms as well as bifaces, unifacial tools, and debitage (Funk and
Wellman 1984). Raw materials utilized include local cherts as well as jasper and Normanskill chert. Other
sites in the general region that have produced fluted points include Toad Harbor and Glass Factory. A multi-
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county Paleoindian site study found that concentrations of fluted point sites occur south and west of Oneida
Lake; very few sites were mapped on the north side of Oneida Lake.

Archaic Period (8000 — 1000 B.C.)

The term “Archaic” is used in North American archaeology to describe a culture in the New York region
that had not developed ceramic technology and was dependent on hunting, gathering, and fishing (Ritchie
1932 and 1980; Ritchie and Funk 1973). Environmental changes associated with the end of the Pleistocene
included climatic warming, a shift to a more closed forest with a greater abundance of northern hardwoods
and coniferous species, the extinction of Pleistocene animal species and extirpation of other species, and a
rise in sea levels (Sirkin 1977). The subsistence and technology changes that occurred in response to these
environmental shifts are reflected in new technologies and tool types that define the Archaic period.

Early Archaic (8000-6000 B.C.) cultures represented an adjustment to changing post-Pleistocene
conditions, although settlement patterns appear to represent the same preferences for site location as the
preceding Paleoindian period. With the exception of diagnostic projectile points, the Early Archaic tool kit
is similar to that of the Paleoindian, exhibiting an orientation toward hunting and gathering activities. Early
Archaic projectile points are typically corner- and side-notched. The Palmer, Kirk, and LeCroy projectile
point types are usually assigned to the Early Archaic in New York and Ontario (Broyles 1971; Coe 1964;
Ellis et al. 2009). These points are typically found in surface collections in northern New York.

Evidence for new technologies and tools during the Early Archaic includes sporadic occurrence of
netsinkers, chipped-stone axes/celts, and flat, pitted stones, possibly representing milling equipment
(Bebrich 1967; Dumont and Dumont 1979; Kraft 1975; McMillan 1977). This suggests subtle shifts in
subsistence strategies and related technology. In general, there is a tendency toward more use of expedient
tools in the Early Archaic. The formality of tool manufacturing has not been completely lost, but it had
been somewhat altered. Many of the scrapers which had previously been prepared on the core during the
Paleoindian period, were now being extensively retouched after detachment (Ellis et al. 2009).

The lack of identified Early Archaic sites has been attributed to ecological explanations such as the low
carrying capacity of early Holocene, post-glacial, conifer-dominated forests in central New York for game
animals and human populations. Sites may also have been inundated by post-Pleistocene rising sea levels.
Deep burial of Early Archaic sites in floodplain alluvium may also explain their rarity. Early Archaic sites
in nearby areas of Ontario include the Nettling site which contained a large number of artifacts representing
either a long term settlement or frequent revisits over a long period of time (Ellis et al. 1998; Ellis et al.
2009).

The Middle Archaic sub-period (6000—4000 B.C.) is viewed as a time of dramatic change in the subsistence
strategies employed by hunter-gatherers. Bifurcate-based, serrated projectile points illustrate the transition
from Early to Middle Archaic, followed by a number of stemmed and notched forms. Woodworking,
milling, and ground stone tools found on sites dated to this period suggest reliance on a wider variety of
resources and technological changes in tools (Dincauze 1976; Funk 1991; Snow 1980; Stewart and Cavallo
1991). Such changes in technology are viewed as responses to an environmental transformation into what
were essentially modern conditions.

15







Phase IA Archaeological Study and Sensitivity Assessment
Brookside Solar Project, Franklin County, New York

The most extensive studies of Middle Archaic sites are from the southern New York region, particularly
from stratified sites in the Upper Delaware River valley. Other sites with bifurcate components have been
investigated in nearby Ontario (Lennox 1993). A few late Middle Archaic sites have been recorded in
context in Otsego County. The McCulley no. 1 site contained a hearth-associated assemblage with
Brewerton and Otter Creek points, scrapers, pitted stones, and netsinkers (Funk and Hoagland 1972). The
type site for Brewerton points is on the west side of Oneida Lake (Ritchie 1946). Ritchie (1940) also
excavated Oberlander #1 a Brewerton component on the north shore of the Oneida Lake outlet. An Otter
Creek and Brewerton component was excavated at Healey Falls in eastern Ontario in association with large
numbers of ground stone tools (Ellis et al. 2009).

During the Late Archaic sub-period (4000-1000 B.C.), regional complexity developed as populations
rapidly increased and developed elaborate settlement systems utilizing broader ranges of habitats, both
upland and lowland. In general, the subsistence and settlement system of the Late Archaic was marked by
a dramatic increase in both the number of sites and the diversity of seasonally focused activities that
occurred at different site types.

New tool technologies were developed to maximize the exploitation of resources, a process that ultimately
increased food supplies dramatically (Kinsey 1977; Kraft and Mounier 1982). This includes milling
equipment, ground stone axes, and adzes (Ritchie 1980). There is a much higher frequency of ground stone
tools on Late Archaic sites in this part of New York, comparable to New England Archaic sites where
ground stone tools are common. The same is true for the Ontario side of the St. Lawrence River, close to
Québec.

Evidence of copper technology was identified in Ontario and Québec (Clermont and Chapdelaine 1998;
Reynolds 1856). Morrison’s Island 6, in eastern Ontario, contained a series of human burials with a large
copper artifact assemblage (Clermont and Chapdelaine 1998). The copper items, along with what appears
to be a Middle to Late Archaic Brewerton and large stemmed point assemblage, includes copper points,
knives, fishhooks, gouges, awls, needles, and decorative items such as pendants and bracelets (Clermont
and Chapdelaine 1998). Several radiocarbon dates show an age of between about 5200 and 4800
radiocarbon years before present (rcybp).

The Terminal or Transitional Archaic (1700-700 B.C.) was a transitional period in which subsistence and
settlement systems became more focused around semi-sedentary base camps and specialized procurement
sites were established in support of these camps. The Susquehanna tradition, marked by broad-stemmed
projectile points and their associated assemblages, characterizes the early Terminal Archaic. Projectile
points include a number of regional varieties, including the Genesee, Perkiomen, Snook Kill, and
Susquehanna Broadspear types. Characteristics of the Susquehanna tradition include a marked preference
for a riverine adaptation and a predilection for the fine-grained lithic resources of the Piedmont province,
including rhyolite, felsite, argillite, and slate (Dincauze 1975; Turnbaugh 1975).

The shift in settlements from inland wetlands to riverine zones coincides with an inferred economic shift
from a diffuse adaptation in the interior to a focal adaptation in the floodplain locales. Similarities in this
tradition are seen on sites in New England and Ontario as well as northern New York. These manifestations
are found throughout the region and across the river into Ontario at Rideau Lakes and the Indewick Site
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(Watson 1981). Contemporaneous with Terminal Archaic is the small point Archaic tradition (Ellis et al.
2009). Sites representing this complex associated with human burials include the Hind site (Donaldson and
Wortner 1995), among others in southern Ontario and east into New York State (e.g., Muskalonge Lake
and Red Lake) (Ritchie 1955).

The latter half of the Terminal Archaic period is marked by the appearance of narrow, tapered Orient
Fishtail projectile points. Named for the original type locations at Orient Point on eastern Long Island,
Orient Fishtail Points tend to be found on Long Island, the Hudson Valley, in southern New England, New
York, and southern Ontario. Another hallmark of the Terminal Archaic period is steatite cooking vessels,
which occur toward the end of the Susquehanna Tradition and throughout the Orient Tradition. The
existence of these large steatite vessels suggests that the “people who made, traded, and used them had
reached a point in the evolution of their settlement and subsistence systems where the use of heavy cooking
vessels was advantageous” (Snow 1980:240; Funk 1993), implying that the people lived in more sedentary
settlements and utilized foodstuffs that required long processing with heat.

Woodland Period (1000 B.C. — A.D. 1600)

The Woodland period is defined by the appearance of new cultural traits, namely the widespread use of
ceramics, and the intensification of mortuary ceremonialism (Ritchie 1980; Ritchie and Funk 1973).
Building on the use of steatite containers in the Terminal Archaic, steatite temper was used in some of the
earliest ceramics. These containers are thick, flat bottomed, and morphologically similar to the earlier stone
bowl forms.

Based on habitation and burial traits, Ritchie (1980) defined a Meadowood phase that represents the earliest
and most prominent Early Woodland cultural complex in New York (1000-500 B.C.). The Meadowood
phase is present in central New York at the Nine Mile Swamp site where Meadowood cache blades were
recovered (Funk 1993; Tuck 1978; Ferris and Spence 1995; Spence et al. 1990; Wright 1990). Meadowood
sites in Jefferson County include the Hunter site (Ritchie 1980), the Muskalonge Lake site (Ritchie 1980),
the Point Peninsula site, the Canoe Point site, and the Pillar Point site.

The eastern New York Early Woodland period culture known as Adena-Middlesex, lasting from 800 to 300
B.C., is represented at sites throughout the Northeast (Funk 1976). Adena-Middlesex material culture
consisted of pipes, gorgets, pendants, boat stones, Cresap stemmed points, Adena Beavertail points, and
copper beads. Examples of ordinary Early Woodland period habitation and specialized procurement sites
include both rock shelter sites in the uplands, shell middens and large sites in riverine settings, and large
tributary creek settings along the coast (Claassen 1995).

Ritchie (1944 and 1980) defined the Middle Woodland sub-period by the introduction of the classic
Woodland rocker or dentate-stamped or impressed pottery styles (Vinette I1). Relationships with the
Hopewell culture of Ohio via trade items have also been noted in New York (Ritchie 1980; Dincauze 1974)
with the occurrence of platform smoking pipes. Site distribution during the Middle Woodland period
exhibits a significant rise in frequency of sites and size of occupation area, with particular increase in
coastal/riverine locations and a corresponding decrease in upland base camps (Lavin 1988; McBride 1984;
McBride and Dewar 1981).
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By the end of the Middle Woodland period, major subsistence and settlement changes were taking place as
people began to congregate in larger groups along major rivers for the entire year (Juli and McBride 1984).
Subsistence during the Middle Woodland period of the Northeast consisted primarily of hunting, fishing,
and collecting, with shellfish comprising a significant part of the diet for the inhabitants of coastal sites
(Ritchie 1980). During the latter part of the Middle Woodland period in New York, experimentation with
cultivation of domesticated plants began and horticulture played a minor subsistence role within the broader
context of a hunting and gathering subsistence economy (Funk 1976; Ritchie 1980). The Ault Park Site on
the St. Lawrence River exemplifies the Middle Woodland Burial Complex (Spence et al. 1990).

During the Late Woodland period (A.D. 1000-1600) the antecedents of the historically recognized Native
groups become recognizable. North, central, and western New York and the Mohawk Valley were occupied
by groups of Iroquoian speakers living in large, nucleated, semi-permanent sedentary villages (Ritchie
1980; Ritchie and Funk 1973). Late Woodland period characteristics include increasingly larger villages,
many of which were palisaded (Ritchie 1980). In general, during the Late Woodland period there was
increased sedentism, more complex trade networks, and the utilization of cultigens such as maize, squash,
and beans as well as eastern agricultural complex domesticates and wild rice. The earliest radiocarbon dates
in the Northeast for the presence of cultigens are ca. A.D. 1100 (Mulholland 1988), and evidence for the
exploitation of these cultigens is not abundant before the Final Woodland period, ca. A.D. 1500 (McBride
and Dewar 1981). The subsistence system of the Late Woodland period also included hunting terrestrial
species of animals and migratory fowl, fishing, and shellfish collecting.

Over fifty Iroquois villages have been recorded in nearby Jefferson County, some fortified and on rises and
others small and on non-defensible terrain (Engelbrecht et al. 1990; Abel 2002). Iroquoian villages typically
housed more than 600 individuals in long house structures. In northern New York, villages would have
been more sparsely distributed and located primarily along the St. Lawrence River. Most of these were in
the western part of the county and close to the St. Lawrence River (Abel 2002 and 2016). Abel (2002) notes,
from the era of ca. A.D. 1350-1550, there were more than 60 St. Lawrence Iroquois villages in five clusters.
Further downstream along the St. Lawrence River, closer to Franklin County, there were fewer villages.
Examples of St. Lawrence Iroquois villages in this area include McDonald (1350-1450), Droulers (ca. 1475
to 1500), and Mailhot-Curran (1520-1530) (Chapdelaine 2013, 2015a and b; Gates-St. Pierre and Boisvert
2015).

The overall increase in site frequency, size, and length of occupation for sites in the Late Woodland period
continued up until European Contact. Settlement patterns were characterized by villages, base camps, and
task-specific sites located on floodplains or terraces immediately adjacent to major drainages, with
temporary and specialized procurement camps located in the uplands (McBride 1984; McBride and Dewar
1981).

The changes manifest in Late Woodland cultures begins with Owasco (AD 1000-1300) and ends with the
larger Iroguoian villages (A.D. 1300-1600). Owasco, as a cultural historical entity, is represented in central
and northern New York by sites such as Maxon-Derby and Carpenter Brook. Extending much further east,
Owasco components exist at the Bronck House rockshelter and the Zimmermann rockshelter in Coxsackie
Township, Greene County and at the Dennis site in the village of Manands, Albany County, New York
(Funk 1976). Owasco ceramics have a much broader distribution, west to Lake Erie, into southern Ontario,
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and south into Pennsylvania (Wall 2020). In Jefferson County, the Pillar Point site evidences an Owasco
component but some feel this is more closely related to Pickering culture sites in Ontario (Ritchie 1980).

At the Dennis site, there is a sharp distinction between the presence of cultigens (maize) in the Owasco
component and the strictly wild foods found in the earlier Middle Woodland features. Woodland cultures
represented in the Oak Hill, Chance, and Garoga horizons relate to tribal affiliations of the Onondaga,
Oneida, and Mohawk. A Chance phase site is the Deowongo Island site, which is interpreted as a small
fishing camp (Funk 1993). The cultural changes of the period A.D. 1300 to 1600 suggest possible shifts in
Iroquoian populations (Funk 1976; Snow 1980).

Contact Period (A.D. 1600-1660)

While the Iroquoian Oneida and Onondaga tribes inhabited some of the area that would become Franklin
County at the time of European contact, the St. Lawrence Iroquois were the predominant resident culture.
Oneida sites are much further south and west of Franklin County and have been excavated and studied
extensively by Pratt and others (Pratt 1961, 1963, and 1976). Comparisons have been made between the
Onondaga Iroquois and what is called the Jefferson County Iroquois (west of Franklin County and close to
Lake Ontario), the latter considered to be more closely related to the St. Lawrence Iroquois (Tuck 1971).

The Iroquois League, or Iroquois Confederacy, was a loosely-bound association of Iroquoian-speaking
tribes that occupied the region between the Mohawk and Genesee Rivers. According to Beauchamp (1900),
the League formed in ca. A.D. 1600, although a much earlier date of A.D. 1459 was suggested by Lewis
Henry Morgan (1962). The five original Members of the League, in geographical order from east to west,
included the Mohawk, Oneida, Onondaga, Cayuga, and Seneca. The League served as a “non-aggression
pact” among its members, focused on curtailing inter-tribal violence rather than serving as a military
alliance. Powerful both politically and economically, the Iroquois tribes hunted and traded throughout the
mid-Atlantic colonies and played a significant role in colonial affairs and commerce from Virginia to New
York with the English, French, Dutch, and Swedish colonies.

Contact period archaeological sites are identified by the replacement of tools and other materials
manufactured by Native Americans to those manufactured by Europeans (brass kettles, iron knives, glass
beads, etc.). These sites are difficult to locate and often cannot be clearly distinguished as a result of scant
material remains. Several contact period village sites have been excavated in central New York and have
yielded European trade items in association with burials dated from the early sixteenth century (Trubowitz
1977; Wray 1973). St. Lawrence lroquois were prevalent east of Lake Ontario and north to the St. Lawrence
River. Their relationship to Oneida and Onondaga peoples is still a topic of debate (Pratt, M. 1991). After
A.D. 1450, the St. Lawrence Iroquois grouped into fortified villages as intergroup warfare became more
prevalent (Dermarkar et al. 2016). By the mid-sixteenth century, St. Lawrence Iroguoian peoples became
more isolated and abandoned the region altogether (Dermarkar et al. 2016; Pratt, M. 1991).

HISTORIC OVERVIEW

The following describes the general historic context of the Project region. This information is provided to
assist in interpreting the historic archaeological record of the general Project vicinity. The Project Area is
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located in northern Franklin County, near the Towns of Burke and Chateaugay. Settlement in the area began
in the last decade of the eighteenth century after the area was surveyed by Benjamin Roberts and Nathan
Beman as part of the Old Military Tract (Township #7) (Seaver 1918). The Town of Chateaugay was formed
in 1799 from parts of the Towns of Champlain and Plattsburgh and, by 1802, comprised the majority of
what would become Franklin County (Town of Chateaugay 2020). The Town was divided as the population
of the area grew and additional counties were formed. The current town limits include a northern border
with Canada and an eastern border with Clinton County. The Town of Burke was founded in 1844 (Hurd
1880; Seaver 1918)

American troops were quartered in the Town of Chateaugay during the War of 1812. In 1814 a skirmish
was fought just north of the present village location as the British raided for provisions (Seaver 1918). The
Battle of Chateauguay was fought on October 26, 1813 at Chéateauguay in Canada; the American effort for
this expedition was based in Chateaugay, New York (Tikkanen 2020).

Industry in the region was primarily agricultural throughout the eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries.
Dairying and creameries were popular industries, as were industries that could take advantage of the
abundant water resources such as various mills (Town of Chateaugay 2020). With the Chateaugay River
bisecting the town, numerous opportunities for water-powered industries were available (Seaver 1918). By
1813, the town contained sawmills, gristmills, a fulling mill, a papermill, and a carding machine. By the
late nineteenth century, the industrial section of the town had grown to include additional sawmills, a
tannery, a butter factory, a creamery, a planing mill, and a cabinet shop (Hurd 1880).

Transportation improvements, such as the construction of the Northern Railroad and the Rutland Railroad,
led to economic prosperity and increased population (Town of Chateaugay 2020). Public houses and taverns
were found along major roadways, originally serving stagecoach customers but transitioning to serve the
near road and railway customers throughout the nineteenth and into the twentieth centuries (Seaver 1918).

By the beginning of the twentieth century, various industries, primarily related to the improvement of raw
materials and agriculture, were prospering. Agriculture remains a significant portion of the area economy.
Other occupations in the area include mineral extraction, construction, manufacturing, transportation,
education, and a variety of white-collar positions. As of the 2010 Census, the population of Chateaugay
was 2,155 (US Census Bureau 2010).
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HISTORICAL ARCHAEOLOGICAL STUDIES

In his Aboriginal Occupation of New York,
Beauchamp (1900) reports a total of two sites in
Franklin County, both of which are burial mounds on
islands in the St. Lawrence River (Figure 3-1). The
closest site to the Project Area is located near the
Town of Hoganburg, approximately 25 miles
northwest. No sites are located near the Project Area.

Parker’s 1920 Archaeological History of New York
supplemented Beauchamp’s (1900) earlier work and
synthesized archaeological “localities” throughout the
state based on his own investigation with the NYSM
and work by others. Parker reported a total of four
such localities in Franklin County, including
Beauchamp’s original two (Figure 3-2). The sites
include burial mounds and camps along the St.
Lawrence River or on St. Regis Island. No sites are
located near the Project Area. The burial mounds were
also recorded by Squier (1849) in the nineteenth
century.
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PREVIOUS ARCHAEOLOGICAL STUDIES IN THE VICINITY OF THE PROJECT AREA

A site file search conducted on the OPRHP web-based CRIS system revealed that six (6) archaeological
surveys and four (4) consultation projects have previously been conducted within a one-mile radius of the
Project Area.

In 2003, Hartgen Archaeological Associates, Inc. conducted a Phase 1A literature review and Phase IB
archaeological field reconnaissance for the Chateaugay Industrial Park project in the Village of Chateaugay,
Franklin County. Systematic shovel test excavation was conducted for Phase 1 of the project, a 2.5-acre lot.
Scattered historic cultural materials were identified. Due to the absence of intact features and the low
density of cultural materials, no further work was recommended (Hartgen Archaeological Associates 2003).

In 2004, Hartgen Archaeological Associates, Inc. conducted a Phase 1B archaeological field reconnaissance
for the Chateaugay Industrial Park project in the Village of Chateaugay, Franklin County. Systematic shovel
test excavation was conducted for Phase 2 of the project, a total of 44 acres. Scattered historic cultural
materials were identified as well as a possible undocumented pre-1850 house site. A Phase 11 site evaluation
was recommended for the house site, referred to as the Locus 1 Historic Archaeological Site (Bouchard and
Hartgen 2004).

In 2007, Lone Tree Archaeology and Environmental, Inc. conducted a Phase | archaeological
reconnaissance for the Chateaugay Cell Tower project in the Town of Chateaugay, Franklin County.
Systematic shovel test excavation was conducted. No cultural materials were identified, and no further work
was recommended (Rosentel et al. 2007).

In 2008, Hartgen Archaeological Associates, Inc. conducted a Phase 11 Site Evaluation of the Nathan Beman
Homestead archaeological site in the Village of Chateaugay, Franklin County. Systematic shovel test and
test unit excavation was conducted. Site avoidance was recommended, and the site was considered eligible
for listing in the NRHP (Bouchard 2008).

In 2009, Panamerican Consultants, Inc. conducted a Phase | cultural resources investigation for the Customs
and Border Protection facility expansion project in the Town of Chateaugay, Franklin County. Systematic
shovel test excavation and pedestrian survey were conducted leading to the identification of two historic-
period artifact concentrations. Neither area was recommended eligible for listing in the NRHP and no
further work was recommended (Hayward et al. 2009).

In 2015, Environmental Design & Research conducted a Phase IB archaeological survey for the Jericho
Rise Wind Farm project in the Towns of Bellmont and Chateaugay, Franklin County. Systematic shovel
test excavation and pedestrian survey were conducted, and 14 historic-period archaeological sites were
identified. All of the sites were recommended for avoidance and for Phase Il evaluation if avoidance is not
possible (Freeland et al. 2015).
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PREVIOUSLY RECORDED ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES IN THE VICINITY OF THE
PROJECT AREA

A site file search conducted on the OPRHP web-based CRIS system indicates nine (9) previously recorded
archaeological sites within a one-mile radius of the Project Area (Table 3-2). One archaeological site is
located within the Project Area: Site 03308.000092. Site 03308.000092 is an historic transportation site that
has not been evaluated for inclusion in the NRHP.

The remaining eight sites are all historic and include industrial, domestic, transportation, and unidentified
site types. One has been determined eligible for inclusion in the NRHP (Site 03345.000005), three have
been determined not eligible, and the remaining four have not been evaluated for NRHP eligibility. No
NYSM Areas or Sites are located within a one-mile radius of the Project Area. Three cemeteries are noted
on CRIS: Thayer Corners Cemetery, Brayton Hollow Cemetery, and Saint Patricks Cemetery. All three are
at least 0.4 miles from the Project Area.

Table 3-2. Previously Recorded Sites within One Mile of the Project Area

Site Number Site Type NRHP-Eligibility Distance from Project Area
03308.000003 Historic, industrial Undetermined 0.66 mi east
03308.000062 Historic, domestic Not Eligible 0.14 mi east
03308.000063 Historic, domestic Not Eligible 0.03 mi south
03308.000089 Historic, unknown Undetermined 0.28 mi southeast
Historic,
03308.000092 transportation Undetermined Within Project Area
03308.000095 Historic, scatter Undetermined 0.34 mi southeast
03308.000096 Historic, scatter Undetermined 0.15 mi southeast
03345.000005 Historic, domestic Eligible 0.920.92 mi east
Historic,
03308.000042 transportation Not Eligible 0.930.98 mi southeast
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4. ARCHAEOLOGICAL SENSITIVITY ASSESSMENT

The archaeological sensitivity assessment was developed following review of historical documentation,
prehistoric background information, historic maps, aerial photographs, and soils data. The purpose of this
assessment is to help determine where archaeological sites may occur in the impact areas of the Project and
to develop a field strategy for identifying these sites. The Project Area topography is primarily a low,
undulating area of till plains and drumlin-like hills associated with Pleistocene glaciation. These landforms
are situated in forested land and open agricultural fields. Figure 4-8 depicts the archaeological sensitivity
for the Project Area, including known disturbances and the approximate location of historic structures as
depicted on historic maps.

HISTORIC PERIOD SENSITIVITY ASSESSMENT
Historic Map Analysis

Documentary research was used to determine the possible locations of historic-period archaeological sites
by examining historic maps that could reveal signs of former occupation. Evidence on historic maps
included the addition of town names over time, the location of transportation routes, residential structures,
and other cultural features. The following historic maps show the gradual change in occupation in Franklin
County, New York.

The 1840 Franklin County map by Burr depicts the political and transportation features of the area (Figure
4-1). Geographical features include the Chateaugay River to the east of the Project Area and one unnamed
tributary west of the Project Area. Townships are noted by color and lots are identified numerically. The
Project Area is within the Town of Chateaugay and includes portions of lots 34, 35, 36, 45, 46, 47, 54, and
55. Two unnamed roads bisect the Project Area, the northernmost road will become Route 11. Individual
structures are not noted on the map; however, one sawmill is depicted on the eastern bank of the Chateaugay
River, outside of the Project Area.

The 1915 USGS Chateaugay 15-Minute topographic quadrangle map depicts the major political,
geographic, and transportation features of the area (Figure 4-2). The Chateaugay River flows to the east of
the Project Area, and Allen Brook flows through the western portion of the Project Area. Several small,
unnamed, feeder creeks are depicted within the Project Area. Chateaugay Chasm is depicted on either side
of the Chateaugay River.

The settlement of Thayer Corners is depicted adjacent to and immediately west of the Project Area, and the
settlement of Brayton Hollow is northeast of the Project Area. Five roads are now depicted within and
adjacent to the Project Area with several others in the vicinity. The Ogdensburg Division of the Rutland
Railroad is depicted in the southern portion of the Project Area. There are approximately 17 structures noted
within the Project Area while several additional structures are depicted in the vicinity, including three
schools (one unlabeled). A church and associated cemetery is located east of the Project Area. Structures
are concentrated along roads and around the settlement of Thayer Corners.

The USGS 1943 Chateaugay 15-Minute topographic quadrangle map depicts the major political and
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transportation features of the area (Figure 4-3). No additional geographical information is provided. The
Town of Thayer Corners is depicted in the western portion of the Project Area. The Town of Brayton
Hollow is to the northeast of the Project Area. Five roads are depicted adjacent to and within the Project
Area with several others in the vicinity. The Rutland Railroad is depicted in the southern portion of the
Project Area. Approximately thirty structures are depicted within the Project Area with several additional
structures depicted in the vicinity, including three schools and a cemetery.

The USGS 1964 Chateaugay and Burke 7.5-Minute topographic quadrangle maps depicts the political and
transportation features of the area (Figure 4-4). Five roads are depicted adjacent to and within the Project
Area with several others in the vicinity. Settlement in the area appears to have decreased slightly since
1943, though it remains focused along roadways and near the Town of Thayer Corners. The Rutland
Railroad in the southern portion of the Project Area is now labeled as abandoned. There are approximately
20 structures depicted within the Project Area and several additional structures are in the vicinity.

Approximate Project Area

o 05 1 2 |
| — ees—— ilOMmeters

Figure 4-1. 1840 Franklin Cunty map by Burr showing approximate Project Area.
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Figure 4-2. USGS 1915 Chateaugay 15-Minute topographic map showing approximate Project Area.
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Figure 4-3. USGS 1943 Chateaugay 15-Minute topographic map showing approximate Project Area
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Figure 4-4. USGS 1964 Chateaugay and Burke 7.5-Minute topographlc maps showmg approxmate PrOJect Area.

Historic Sensitivity

Areas of high sensitivity for historic resources include locations within 50 meters of historic roads and/or
where structures are depicted on historic maps. Historic map analysis and historic research demonstrates
that the area has been occupied by Euro-Americans since the last decade of the eighteenth century. Although
the area is primarily agricultural, structures appear on historic maps of the early twentieth century along
roads within and immediately adjacent to the Project Area including NY Route 11. Several structures on
the 1915 USGS map are within the current Project Area boundaries (see Figure 4-2).

Review of contemporary aerial photography reveals approximately eight potential architectural resources
within the Project Area. Aerial photographs show that the area became increasingly less-utilized since 1960,
with forests replacing agricultural fields. Portions of the Project Area along these historic roads are
considered to have high sensitivity for historic archaeological resources due to the likely presence of former
domestic and/or agricultural support structures (see Figure 4-8).
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The presence of nine (9) previously recorded historic-period archaeological sites within a one mile radius
of the Project Area (see Table 3-2) indicates the continued use of the area by Euro-Americans throughout
the nineteenth and twentieth centuries. Identified historic-period archaeological sites include industrial,
domestic, transportation, and unidentified site types. Three cemeteries are noted within a half mile of the
Project Area on CRIS: Thayer Corners Cemetery, Brayton Hollow Cemetery, and Saint Patricks Cemetery.
Atwater Cemetery (03308.000079) is noted on CRIS as a building in the immediate vicinity of the Project
Area on Martin Road and is eligible for inclusion in the NRHP.

PREHISTORIC PERIOD SENSITIVITY ASSESSMENT

Models of prehistoric occupation in the region suggest that populations utilized a variety of environments
and ecotones to procure food and other resources (Curtin 1981; Hasenstab 1991; Hay and Hatch 1980;
Stewart and Kratzer 1989). Environmental settings typically associated with prehistoric occupation include
major rivers or creek valleys, springheads, stream confluences, well-drained lands along secondary streams,
and bedrock outcrops for lithic resource procurement. Other factors include elevation, slope gradient,
aspect, stream order, distance from fresh water, landform, soil type, and soil drainage.

According to CRIS, portions of the Project Area are considered to be archaeologically sensitive. Sites are
expected to occur on well-drained landforms conducive to human settlement in close proximity to streams
and/or wetlands where food and water sources could have been readily obtained. As indicated in Chapter
3, no prehistoric-period sites have been previously recorded within one mile of the Project Area.

Development of Sensitivity Mapping Specific to the Project Area

Multiple environmental variables were considered in constructing the archaeological sensitivity assessment
for prehistoric archaeological resources within the Project Area. These factors include: 1) landform, 2)
slope percentage, 3) USDA soil type and drainage, 4) proximity to a permanent water source, 5) proximity
to previously recorded archaeological sites, 6) areas of previous archaeological survey, and 7) areas of
previous ground disturbance (Table 4-1). These variables were considered to define areas of low, moderate,
and high sensitivity within the Project Area.

Landform

Landforms that occur across the Project Area include low-lying wetlands, stream valleys, knolls, and
toeslopes. Each of these individual landforms are categorized as having low, moderate, or high sensitivity
for prehistoric archaeological resources based upon their position on the landscape and co-occurrence with
other variables examined. Within the post-glaciated landscape of this region of New York, knoll tops,
stream terraces, and wetland margins are considered to have been attractive to prehistoric inhabitants based
on their proximity to resources. Prominent knoll tops in particular may have provided key observation
points for the movement of game across the Project Area landscape.

Slope Percentage

Slope percentage was considered to be of high importance for determining archaeological sensitivity. Areas
calculated to be nearly level (0-2 percent slope), gently sloping (3-6 percent), or moderately sloping (7-12
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percent) were considered to have high or moderate archaeological sensitivity. Strongly sloping (13-18
percent) areas were considered to have moderate or low sensitivity. Moderately steep (19-25 percent), steep
(26-35 percent), and very steep (>35 percent) areas were all considered to have low archaeological
sensitivity. Steeply sloping terrain may also contain micro landscapes features, such as small benches,
overlooks, springs, and stream headwaters that may have been used by prehistoric occupants of the region.
Judgmental STP testing in these areas aids in the exploration of such microtopography.

Soil Type and Drainage

USDA soil mapping units were identified across the entire Project Area using USDA’s Web Soil Survey
(USDA NRCS 2008). Characteristics of soil types that can help define archaeological sensitivity include
drainage characteristics, hydric components, urban land components, landform position, and sediment
composition within the soil profile. Poorly or somewhat poorly drained soils were classified as having low
to moderate sensitivity for prehistoric archaeological resources, depending on landform position. Areas that
contain significant percentages of hydric soils, or urban land components, were considered to have low
sensitivity. Areas where significant rocky components of soils are present and/or soil depth to bedrock is
shallow were considered to have low sensitivity. Moderately well-drained and well-drained soils are
considered to have moderate to high archaeological sensitivity.

Proximity to Water

Permanent waterways, including perennial streams and creeks in the Project Area were mapped using
ArcGIS. Areas within 100 meters of permanent waterways were considered to have high or moderate
sensitivity for prehistoric archaeological resources; areas beyond a 100-meter distance were considered to
be of moderate or low sensitivity.

Previously Recorded Archaeological Sites

Areas in close proximity to previously recorded archaeological sites were considered to have high
archaeological sensitivity. A 50-meter buffer was established around all previously recorded site locations
in close proximity to the Project Area and all areas within this buffer (which had not been previously
surveyed or disturbed) were considered to have high archaeological sensitivity.

Previously Surveyed / Previously Disturbed

Areas which have been previously subjected to systematic archaeological survey resulting in no
archaeological finds, and/or areas that had been previously disturbed by construction of roadways, quarries,
structures, pools, or other ground disturbances, were considered to have low archaeological sensitivity.

Table 4-1. Variables for Prehistoric Archaeological Sensitivity Assessment

Feature Sensitivity Buffer Source
Landform
Knoll, Stream Va_1||ey, Wetland High N/A USGS Topo. Map
Margins
Toeslope, Ridge Moderate N/A USGS Topo. Map
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Wetlands | Low | N/A | USGS Topo. Map
Slope
<12 percent High-Moderate N/A NY 10-ft Contour
13-18 percent Moderate-Low
>19 percent Low N/A NY 10-ft Contour
Soil Composition
Poorly/Excessively drained Low N/A USDA
Somewhat poorly/moderately Moderate N/A USDA
well-drained
Well-drained High N/A USDA
Hydric / Urban Land Low N/A USDA
Permanent Waterways / Wetlands
Close proximity (< 100 m) High-Moderate 100 m NYS Streams & Waterways
Displaced (>100 m) Moderate-Low 100 m NYS Streams & Waterways
Previously Recorded Archaeological Sites
Present High 50m NY OPRHP CRIS
Not Present -- -- NY OPRHP CRIS
Previously Archaeologically Surveyed / Previously Disturbed
Previously Low N/A NY OPRHP CRIS / ESRI
Surveyed/Disturbed World Aerial Imagery

There are areas of low, moderate, and high sensitivity within the Project Area. Areas of low sensitivity
include steep slopes, poorly drained soils, and previously developed and disturbed areas (see Figure 4-8).
These factors reduce the likelihood of finding prehistoric sites. Areas of moderate sensitivity include
upland, well drained areas displaced from water sources (ca. greater than 50 m). Areas of high sensitivity
include hilltops, ridgelines, and river and stream terraces overlooking water sources.

The Project Area is situated in the St. Lawrence Hills, which separate the St. Lawrence Marine Plain to the
northwest from the foothills of the Adirondack Mountains to the southeast. The Project Area lies between
the deeply incised gorge of the Chateaugay River to the northeast and Allen Brook to the west. Several
headwaters and the associated tributaries of these waterways traverse the Project Area; generally flowing
downslope from southeast to northwest. With the exception of discrete level areas surrounding springheads
and along the terrace of Allen Brook, the southern portion of the Project Area consists of moderate to steep
side slopes. A portion of the central Project Area, at the base of steep slopes, consists of very poorly drained
hydric soils.

The northern portion of the Project Area continues to slope to the northwest, albeit to a lesser degree than
in the southern portion. Several isolated areas of level ground elevated above and located between the
tributaries that traverse the Project Area are considered highly sensitive for archaeological resources. The
rural character of the area indicates that resources, if present, are likely undisturbed. Limiting factors in
identifying archaeological sites are modern-era development and erosion, which impact the integrity of
archaeological resources.
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INITIAL FIELD INSPECTION

Site visits were conducted by TRC on July 29, 2020 to document current conditions of the Project Area. As
shown in Figures 4-5 through 4-7, the Project Area landscape is characterized by rolling terrain, which
features hilltops, ridgelines, till plains, and river and stream terraces. These landforms would have been
attractive to prehistoric-period occupants, particularly due to their proximity to the Chateaugay River. The
entirety of the Project Area is sloped, with steeper slopes present in the southern portion. Much of the
Project Area is active agricultural land, with forested areas and buffers scattered throughout. Minimal
disturbance, primarily in the form of domestic residences or farmsteads, is noted throughout the Project
Area. A transmission corridor bisects the southern portion of the Project Area. This information was used
in combination with the environmental and historic background research described above to inform the
archaeological sensitivity assessment for the Project Area (see Figure 4-8).

Figure 4-5. Agricultural field at base of hill with windmills in distance, southwest portion of Project Area,
facing southeast.
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Figure 4-6. Wetland area near agricultural fields with windmills in distance, central portion of Project Area,
facing south.

Figure 4-7. Ephemeral stream with wooded areas in background, northast ortion Prject Avrea, acing
northwest.
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Figure 4-8. Archaeological Sensitivity for the Project Area with historic structures (1915 Chateaugay map) depicted.
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5. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

A Phase IA archaeological study and sensitivity assessment was completed for the Brookside Solar Project.
The proposed Project will consist of the construction and operation of an approximately 100 MW solar
energy center. The total Project Area is approximately 1,414.6 acres. The Project will include commercial-
scale solar arrays, inverters, a substation, access roads, temporary laydown yards and staging areas, buried
(and possibly overhead) electric collection lines, and electrical interconnection facilities. The Project will
be permitted under Article 10 of the Public Service Law or under 94-c of the New York Executive Law.

The Phase 1A background research included a review of archaeological site files, cultural resources survey
reports, archaeological research reports, county and town histories, historical maps, county soils maps, and
aerial photographs. Research on previously recorded archaeological sites and previous cultural resources
surveys was conducted using OPRHP’s web-based CRIS system. As part of this review, data was gathered
on other known and potential archaeological resources in the Project vicinity, including information on
possible historic-period archaeological sites as indicated on historical maps and in other data sources. Web-
based resources of the National Park Service and the U.S. Department of Agriculture were also consulted.

Nine (9) archaeological sites have been previously recorded within a one-mile radius of the Project Area,
including one which is located within the Project Area. The sites are all historic and include industrial,
domestic, transportation, and unidentified site types. One site has been determined eligible for the NRHP,
three sites have been determined not eligible, and the remaining five sites have not been evaluated for
NRHP eligibility.

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR PHASE IB ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY

Based on analysis of historic maps, previously identified archaeological sites, topography, and soils,
approximately 198.1 ac of the 1,414.6 ac Project Area (approximately 14.0 percent) are considered to have
high sensitivity for archaeological resources. Areas of moderate sensitivity constitute approximately 977.6
ac (approximately 69.1 percent) and 238.9 ac (approximately 16.9 percent) are considered to have low
archaeological sensitivity (Table 5-1).

Areas of high sensitivity for historic resources include locations near historic roads and areas where
structures have appeared on historic mapping. Hilltops, ridgelines, and river and stream terraces
overlooking water sources are considered high sensitivity for prehistoric resources. Moderate sensitivity
areas include upland, well drained areas displaced from water sources, and areas of low sensitivity are
steeply sloped, poorly drained, or previously developed (see Figure 4-8).
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Table 5-1. Archaeological Sensitivity of the Project Area

Archaeological Sensitivity ~ Acreage within Project Boundary (ac.) Percentage of Project Area
Low 2389 16.9
Moderate 977.6 69.1
High 198.1 14.0
Total: 1,414.6 100

Phase IB survey is recommended for significant construction impact areas that fall within areas of high or
moderate sensitivity. As defined by the OPRHP for similar solar energy projects in this region of New
York, it is anticipated that significant construction impact areas would consist of areas of grading and
excavation more than six inches deep, grubbing, tree and stump removal, and trenches more than three feet
wide. Phase IB archaeological testing is not recommended for panel arrays, perimeter fencing and utility
poles (if their associated posts are driven or drilled into the ground and no grubbing or grading is involved),
or for excavations and grading less than six inches in depth. Project design plans showing the proposed
locations for these areas will be submitted to OPRHP for review once advanced.

The Phase IB archaeological field survey will follow the Standard for Cultural Resource Investigations
and the Curation of Archaeological Collections in New York State (NYAC 1994) guidelines and will be
conducted in consultation with the OPRHP Regional Archaeologist. In accordance with New York State
guidelines (NYAC 1994), the Phase IB archaeological field survey would consist of systematic excavation
of shovel tests at 15-m (50-ft) intervals in all proposed significant construction impact areas identified as
having high or moderate archaeological sensitivity. Areas of high archaeological sensitivity will
additionally be subjected to close-interval testing of 5 meters at a rate of up to 10% of the total area. This
closer interval testing method is used to identify smaller prehistoric sites, such as camps or stone tool
maintenance areas, which may be missed with the 15-m interval strategy. Areas of low archaeological
sensitivity will be examined via pedestrian survey and judgmentally placed shovel tests.

Per OPRHP Guidelines, all shovel tests will measure 30-50 cm in diameter, and will be excavated to sterile
subsoil. All excavated soil will be screened through %-inch hardware cloth over tarps or plastic sheeting.
Soil strata within each shovel test will be recorded on standardized forms describing Munsell color and
USDA soil types. All recovered artifacts will be bagged, labeled, and sent to the TRC laboratory in Lanham,
Maryland for processing and analysis. All shovel tests will be backfilled after completion. All positive
shovel tests will be recorded using a Trimble GPS unit and plotted on aerial photographs and Project maps.
Additional shovel tests (radials) will be excavated around positive tests in a radial pattern in order to define
isolated finds.

Plowed or planted agricultural fields with greater than 70% ground visibility will be subjected to systematic
surface survey using 3- or 5-meter transect spacing, dependent on field conditions and archaeological
sensitivity. Judgmental testing will be conducted as needed in areas of low archaeological sensitivity to
confirm sensitivity characterization. The above-described survey methods are intended to validate the
testing strategy and ensure that archaeological resources are not overlooked within the proposed disturbance
areas.
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APPENDIX A: TRC PERSONNEL QUALIFICATIONS

Tim Sara, M.A., RPA (Principal Investigator) Mr. Sara has 34 years of experience in cultural resources
management. He has designed and directed surveys and excavations of historic and prehistoric
archaeological resources in the Northeast, Mid-Atlantic, Southeast, Midwest, Southwest, and Caribbean.
He has obtained a thorough knowledge of Section 110 and Section 106 and of the National Historic
Preservation Act as amended (NHPA) and applying the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP)
eligibility criteria to cultural resources. Mr. Sara has received honors and awards for academic and
professional studies and is a member of the New York Archaeological Council. He has been a contributing
author more than 40 Environmental Assessments (EAs) and/or Environmental Impact Statements (EIS) and
principal or contributing author to more than 150 cultural resources management reports.

Robert Wall, Ph.D., RPA (Senior Archaeologist) has more than 40 years of experience in archaeological
field investigations in the Middle Atlantic region, with a particular focus on the Susquehanna, Potomac,
Delaware, and Upper Ohio drainages. He is qualified under the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional
Qualifications (Archeology) (36 CFR 61) and is certified by RPA. Dr. Wall has expertise in Archival
Research/Land Use Studies; Archeological Inventory Surveys; Archeological Site Assessments and
National Register Testing; Archeological Site Mitigation and Data Recovery; Cemetery Delineation,
Archeology Laboratory Processing, Analysis, Curation, Research and Report Writing. Dr. Wall has also
authored numerous publications on the archaeology of Maryland, Pennsylvania, and West Virginia.

Jasmine Gollup, M.A., RPA (Archaeologist/Laboratory Director) Ms. Gollup has ten (10) years of
experience performing archaeological investigations throughout the Mid-Atlantic and Northeast regions.
She has worked on over 50 Phase I, Il, and Il projects and is experienced with both historic and prehistoric
material culture and faunal analysis. She is qualified under the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional
Qualifications (Archeology) (36 CFR 61) and is certified by RPA. Ms. Gollup has been the principal author
of more than 30 cultural resources management reports, including over a dozen solar or wind facility
projects in New York.

Emily Masters, B.A. (Field Director) has six (6) years of experience performing archaeological field
investigations throughout the Mid-Atlantic and Northeast. She has worked on over 30 Phase I, Il and Il
projects and offers expertise in survey and resource evaluation. Ms. Masters has experience excavating and
analyzing cultural material from historic and precontact period sites in New York, Massachusetts
Pennsylvania, West Virginia, Virginia, Ohio, and Delaware. She has served as field supervisor and
contributing report author for several wind and solar facility projects in the Hudson Valley, Allegheny, and
Adirondack Regions of New York.
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Phase IB Archaeological Survey — Brookside Solar Project
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OPRHP MANAGEMENT SUMMARY

SHPO Project Review Number: 20PR03997

Involved State and Federal Agencies (DEC, CORPS, FHWA, etc.): NY Public Service Commission
(Article 10) -or- Office of Renewable Energy Siting (ORES) within NY Department of State (Section
94c)

Phase of Survey: Phase 1B

Location: West of Chateaugay River in the Towns of Burke and Chateaugay

Minor Civil Division: Towns of Burke and Chateaugay

County: Franklin County

Survey Area Dimensions: Irregular dimension (see below)

Number of Acres Surveyed: 1057 acres

USGS 7.5 Minute Quadrangle Map: Burke and Chateaugay (2019)

Number & Interval of Shovel Tests (STPs): 4,262 STPs total; 15-m intervals

Number & Size of Units: Standard STPs (40 cm diameter)

Width of Plowed Strips: N/A

Surface Survey Transect Interval: 3-m

Results of Archaeological Survey: 3 newly recorded resources (3 archaeological sites)

Number & name of prehistoric sites identified: None

Number & name of historic sites identified: Three (3); TRC-BS-1, TRC-BS-2, TRC-BS-3

Number & name of sites recommended for Phase 11/Avoidance: None

Results of Architectural Survey: N/A

Report Author(s): Jordan Riccio, Erin Steinwachs, Timothy Sara, and Robert Wall

Date of Report: July 2021
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MANAGEMENT SUMMARY

In November - December 2020 and May - June 2021, TRC Companies, Inc. (TRC) conducted a Phase 1B
archaeological survey of the Brookside Solar Project (Project), in Franklin County, New York. The Project
will be permitted under Article 10 of the Public Service Law or under 94-c of the New York Executive Law
on behalf of Brookside Solar, LLC, (Brookside Solar). The Project will consist of the construction and
operation of an approximately 100 megawatt (MW) solar energy center. The total Project Area is
approximately 1,057 acres. The Project will include commercial-scale solar arrays, inverters, a substation,
access roads, temporary laydown yards and staging areas, buried (and possibly overhead) electric collection
lines, and electrical interconnection facilities. The final solar array specification, as well as locations of
arrays, will be determined as part of ongoing design efforts.

A previously conducted Phase 1A archaeological study and sensitivity assessment of the Project examined
the archaeological site files and historic resource files of the Office of Parks, Recreation, and Historic
Preservation (OPRHP) and the New York State Museum (NYSM) (Gollup et al. 2020). The study identified
nine previously recorded archaeological sites within one mile of the proposed Project, all of which are
historic-period sites. One site has been determined eligible for inclusion in the NRHP, three sites have been
determined not eligible, and five sites have not been evaluated for NRHP eligibility. In its October 22, 2020
letter, the OPRHP requested that Phase IB study be conducted in areas of significant ground disturbance
characterized as having high archaeological sensitivity.

The Project area consists primarily of agricultural fields and wooded areas north and south of Route 11 in
the towns of Burke and Chateaugay. The topographical setting includes till plains, hilltops, ridgelines, river
and stream terraces associated with nearby water sources, steep slopes, and poorly drained low-lying areas.
In total, 4,262 STPs were excavated and 2.29 acres of systematic surface survey were collected, resulting
in the recovery of 326 artifacts from three historic sites TRC-BS-1, TRC-BS-2, TRC-BS-3. Sites TRC-BS-
1, TRC-BS-2, TRC-BS-3 are not recommended for further study based on low density of artifacts and
absence of identified cultural features.
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Phase IB Archaeological Survey — Brookside Solar Project
Franklin County, New York

1. INTRODUCTION

This report presents the findings of the Phase IB archaeological survey of the Brookside Solar Project
(Project) located in Franklin County, New York (Figure 1-1). The survey was conducted in November -
December 2020 and May - June 2021by TRC Companies, Inc., (TRC) on behalf of Brookside Solar, LLC.
The Project will consist of the construction and operation of an approximately 100 megawatt (MW) solar
energy center. The total Project Area is approximately 1,057 acres. The Project will include commercial-
scale solar arrays, inverters, a substation, access roads, temporary laydown yards and staging areas, buried
(and possibly overhead) electric collection lines, and electrical interconnection facilities. The final solar
array specification, as well as locations of arrays, will be determined as part of ongoing design efforts.

A previously conducted Phase 1A archaeological study by TRC examined the archaeological site files and
historic resource files of the Office of Parks, Recreation, and Historic Preservation (OPRHP) and the New
York State Museum (NYSM) (Gollup et al. 2020). The study concluded that most of the Project area is
considered to have moderate to high archaeological sensitivity and a Phase IB survey was recommended in
areas of high or moderate archaeological sensitivity that would experience significant ground disturbance.
In its October 22, 2020 letter, the OPRHP concurred with the findings of the Phase 1A study and requested
that Phase 1B study be conducted in areas of significant proposed ground disturbance that are characterized
as having high archaeological sensitivity. Based on the Site Plan (October 7, 2020), areas of significant
ground disturbance include collection lines, access roads, grading areas, and tree removal areas.

The purpose of the Phase IB archaeological survey was to identify archaeological sites that may be eligible
for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and to determine the effects of the
proposed development on those properties. The archaeological investigations were conducted in accordance
with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Archaeology and Historic Preservation,
the New York Archaeological Council’s Standards for Cultural Resource Investigations and the Curation
of Archaeological Collections in New York State (1994), and in consultation with the New Y ork State Office
of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation (OPRHP). Timothy Sara, M.A., RPA, served as the Principal
Investigator. The field survey was directed by Jordan Riccio with the aid of between 10 and 20 field
technicians.

This report is organized as follows. Chapter 2 summarizes the Phase IA sensitivity assessment, outlining
the objectives, results, and recommendations of the study. Chapter 3 describes the field and laboratory
methods used for the survey and Chapter 4 presents the survey results. Conclusions and recommendations
are presented in Chapter 5. Appendix A provides the artifact inventory, Appendix B presents TRC personnel
qualifications, and Appendix C contains soils information from STPs as required by the OPRHP.
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Figure 1-1. Detail of the Project Area on ESRI World Topographic map.
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2. SUMMARY OF PHASE IA SENSITIVITY ASSESSMENT

A complete description of the environmental setting and a historic context of the Project area is presented
in the Phase 1A report (Gollup et al. 2020). The results of the Phase IA archaeological study and
sensitivity assessment are provided below.

PHASE IA SENSITIVITY OBJECTIVES

The overall purpose of the Phase IA sensitivity assessment was to use archival methods to determine the
frequency and type of cultural resources presently known in the Project site environs and to develop a
sensitivity assessment for the potential existence of properties eligible for inclusion in the National Register
of Historic Places (NRHP) in the proposed Project impact areas.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES AND SURVEYS IN PROJECT VICINITY

A site file search conducted on the OPRHP web-based CRIS system revealed that six (6) archaeological
surveys and four (4) consultation projects have previously been conducted within a one-mile radius of the
Project Area. Nine (9) previously recorded archaeological sites are located within a one-mile radius of the
Project Area (Table 2-1). One archaeological site is located within the Project Area: Site 03308.000092. Site
03308.000092 is an historic transportation site that has not been evaluated for inclusion in the NRHP. The
remaining eight sites are all historic and include industrial, domestic, transportation, and unidentified site
types. One has been determined eligible for inclusion in the NRHP (Site 03345.000005), three have been
determined not eligible, and the remaining four have not been evaluated for NRHP eligibility.

Table 2-1. Previously Recorded Sites within One Mile of the Project Area

Site Number Site Type NRHP-Eligibility Distance from Project Area
03308.000003 Historic, industrial Undetermined 0.66 mi east
03308.000062 Historic, domestic Not Eligible 0.14 mi east
03308.000063 Historic, domestic Not Eligible 0.03 mi south
03308.000089 Historic, unknown Undetermined 0.28 mi southeast
Historic,
03308.000092 transportation Undetermined Within Project Area
03308.000095 Historic, scatter Undetermined 0.34 mi southeast
03308.000096 Historic, scatter Undetermined 0.15 mi southeast
03345.000005 Historic, domestic Eligible 0.920.92 mi east
Historic,
03308.000042 transportation Not Eligible 0.930.98 mi southeast

No NYSM Areas or Sites are located within a one-mile radius of the Project Area. Three cemeteries are
noted on CRIS: Thayer Corners Cemetery, Brayton Hollow Cemetery, and Saint Patrick’s Cemetery. All
three are at least 0.4 miles from the Project Area.
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ARCHAEOLOGICAL SENSITIVITY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The Phase 1A background research included a review of archaeological site files, cultural resources survey
reports, archaeological research reports, county and town histories, historical maps, county soil maps, and
aerial photographs. A detailed cultural history of the area is provided in the Phase 1A report (Gollup et al.
2020).

Prehistoric Period Sensitivity Assessment

Models of prehistoric occupation in the region suggest that populations used a variety of environments and
ecotones to procure food and other resources (Curtin 1981; Hasenstab 1991; Hay and Hatch 1980; Stewart
and Kratzer 1989). Environmental settings typically associated with prehistoric occupation include major
rivers, creek valleys, or bodies of water, as well as springheads, stream confluences, well-drained lands
along secondary streams, and bedrock outcrops for lithic resource procurement. Other factors include
elevation, slope gradient, aspect, stream order, distance from fresh water, landform, soil type, and soil
drainage. Sites are expected to occur on well-drained landforms suitable for human settlement close to fresh
water sources where food and other subsistence items could have been readily obtained.

A site file search conducted on the OPHRP web-based CRIS system indicates that no prehistoric-period
archaeological sites have been previously identified within a one-mile radius of the Project area. A review
of historic archaeological studies conducted by Beauchamp (1900) and Parker (1920) revealed that no
archaeological sites and/or localities were reported within the vicinity of the Project area.

There are areas of low, moderate, and high sensitivity within the Project Area. Areas of low sensitivity
include steep slopes, poorly drained soils, and previously developed and disturbed areas (Figure 2-1). These
factors reduce the likelihood of finding prehistoric sites. Areas of moderate sensitivity include upland, well-
drained areas displaced from water sources (ca. greater than 50 m). Areas of high sensitivity include
hilltops, ridgelines, and river and stream terraces overlooking water sources.

The Project Area is situated in the St. Lawrence Hills, which separate the St. Lawrence Marine Plain to the
northwest from the foothills of the Adirondack Mountains to the southeast. The Project Area lies between
the deeply incised gorge of the Chateaugay River to the northeast and Allen Brook to the west. Several
headwaters and the associated tributaries of these waterways traverse the Project Area; generally flowing
downslope from southeast to northwest. Except for discrete level areas surrounding springheads and along
terraces of Allen Brook, the southern portion of the Project Area consists of moderate to steep-sided slopes.
A portion of the central Project Area, at the base of steep slopes, consists of very poorly drained hydric
soils.

The northern portion of the Project Area continues to slope to the northwest, albeit to a lesser degree than
in the southern portion. Several isolated areas of level ground elevated above and located between the
tributaries that traverse the Project Area are considered highly sensitive for archaeological resources. The
rural character of the area indicates that resources, if present, are likely undisturbed. Limiting factors in
identifying archaeological sites are modern-era development and erosion, which impact the integrity of
archaeological resources.
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Historic Sensitivity

Areas of high sensitivity for historic resources include locations within 50 meters of historic roads and/or
where structures are depicted on historic maps. Historic map analysis and historic research demonstrates
that the area has been occupied by Euro-Americans since the last decade of the eighteenth century. Although
the area is primarily agricultural, structures appear on historic maps of the early twentieth century along
roads within and immediately adjacent to the Project Area including NY Route 11. Several structures on
the 1915 USGS map are within the current Project Area boundaries.

Review of contemporary aerial photography reveals approximately eight potential architectural resources
within the Project Area. Aerial photographs show that the area became increasingly less utilized since 1960,
with forests replacing agricultural fields. Portions of the Project Area along these historic roads are
considered to have high sensitivity for historic archaeological resources due to the likely presence of former
domestic and/or agricultural support structures (Figure 2-1).

The presence of nine (9) previously recorded historic-period archaeological sites within a one-mile radius
of the Project Area (Table 2-1) indicates the continued use of the area by Euro-Americans throughout the
nineteenth and twentieth centuries. Identified historic-period archaeological sites include industrial,
domestic, transportation, and unidentified site types. Three cemeteries are noted within a half mile of the
Project Area on CRIS: Thayer Corners Cemetery, Brayton Hollow Cemetery, and Saint Patricks Cemetery.
Atwater Cemetery (03308.000079) is noted on CRIS as a building in the immediate vicinity of the Project
Area on Martin Road and is eligible for inclusion in the NRHP.

SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Based on analysis of historic maps, previously identified archaeological sites, topography, and soils,
approximately 198.1 ac of the 1,414.6 ac Project Area (approximately 14.0 percent) are considered to have
high sensitivity for archaeological resources. Areas of moderate sensitivity constitute approximately 977.6
ac (approximately 69.1 percent) and 238.9 ac (approximately 16.9 percent) are considered to have low
archaeological sensitivity (Table 2-2).

Table 2-2. Archaeological Sensitivity of the Phase 1A Project Area

Archaeological Sensitivity Acreage within Project Boundary | Percentage of Project Area
Low 2389 16.9
Moderate 977.6 69.1
High 198.1 14.0
Total: 1,414.6 100

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR PHASE IB ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY

Based on updated recommendations received from OPRHP in their review letter of October 22, 2020, for
Phase IB archaeological survey of large solar energy centers, testing would be conducted in areas of
substantial proposed ground disturbance, which includes areas of grading and excavation more than six
inches deep, grubbing, tree and stump removal, and trenches more than three feet wide, unless the
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archaeological sensitivity warrants greater effort. Testing of such disturbance areas would be limited to

those defined as high sensitivity for archaeological resources (Figure 2-2). Based on these guidelines, Phase

IB archaeological testing would not be conducted in panel array areas or perimeter fencing and utility poles,

if their associated posts are driven or drilled into the ground and no grubbing or grading is involved, and

for excavations and grading less than six inches in depth. Project design plans showing the proposed
locations for these areas will be submitted to OPRHP for review once advanced.

The Phase IB archaeological field survey would follow guidelines in the Standard for Cultural Resource
Investigations and the Curation of Archaeological Collections in New York State (NYAC 1994), and in
consultation with the OPRHP Regional Archaeologist. In accordance with New York State guidelines
(NYAC 1994), the Phase IB archaeological field survey would consist of systematic excavation of shovel
tests at 15-m (50-ft) intervals in all proposed construction impact areas that contain less than 15 percent
slope, are not classified as wetlands, are undisturbed from prior development, and have not been previously
surveyed. Remaining areas would be examined via systematic surface survey and visual inspection, with
additional shovel testing as needed.

The Phase IB archaeological field survey would follow guidelines in the Standard for Cultural Resource
Investigations and the Curation of Archaeological Collections in New York State (NYAC 1994), and in
consultation with the OPRHP Regional Archaeologist. In accordance with New York State guidelines
(NYAC 1994), the Phase IB archaeological field survey would consist of systematic excavation of shovel
tests at 15-m (50-ft) intervals in all proposed construction impact areas that contain less than 15 percent
slope, are not classified as wetlands, are undisturbed from prior development, and have not been previously
surveyed. Remaining areas would be examined via visual inspection and additional shovel testing, if
needed.

After the Phase 1A survey was completed and submitted in September 2020, OPRHP revised its guidelines
for Phase IA archaeological sensitivity assessments for large solar projects (New Guidelines — October
2020), necessitating changes to the results of the archaeological sensitivity assessment and the Phase IB
archaeological survey plan.

The OPRHP New Guidelines (October 2020) define areas of high archaeological sensitivity as: (1) within
100-meters (328 feet) of permanent water (rivers, streams, wetlands, ponds and lakes and hydric soils) and
on slopes equal to or less than 12 percent; (2) within known archaeological sites; and (3) locations of
standing or demolished historic structures and consider all other areas as having low archaeological
sensitivity. The OPRHP New Guidelines (October 2020) require Phase IB archaeological testing only in
areas of high archaeological sensitivity. The SHPO has no archaeological concerns with low sensitivity
areas and does not recommend Phase IB testing in these locations.

Prior to Phase IB survey, the archaeological sensitivity of the Project area was revised utilizing the updated
OPRHP sensitivity guidelines (Figure 2-2). Approximately 512 acres of the Project area are defined as
having high archaeological sensitivity while the remaining 545 acres are considered to have low
archaeological sensitivity. Based on the revised sensitivity guidelines and the Site Plan (October 7, 2020),
areas of significant ground disturbance include collection lines, access roads, grading areas, and tree
removal areas (Figure 2-3).
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Figure 2-1. Archaeological sensitivity, Project area, and recommendations from the Phase 1A report.
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Figure 2-2. Updated archaeological sensitivity and Project area for the Phase IB survey based on OPRHP guidelines (October 2020).
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Figure 2-3. Overall site plan showing build features and parcels for the Phase IB survey.
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3. FIELD AND LABORATORY METHODS

FIELD METHODS
Area of Potential Effects

The total Project Area is approximately 1,057 acres. Following OPRHP’s New Guidelines (October 2020)
that allow for pre-design flexibility, the area of potential effects (APE) for the Phase IB archaeological
survey was defined as all areas determined to have high archaeological sensitivity, which are proposed to
be subjected to significant ground disturbances. For the proposed Brookside Energy Center, these
significant ground disturbances include proposed access roads, staging areas/temporary laydown yards,
inverters, utility trenches/electrical collection systems over a foot wide, areas of surface grading, areas of
tree removal, and grubbing requiring ground disturbance. In addition, the survey methods for some parcels
(1, 2, 3, 6-partial, 15, 16) included 100% of high archaeological sensitivity areas (Table 3-1).

Table 3-1. Mobilization date and survey methods, organized by survey area.

Survey Area Mobilization Date Survey Methods Surface Survey
1 November and December 2020 100% High Sensitivity No
2 November and December 2020 100% High Sensitivity No
3 November and December 2020 100% High Sensitivity No
4 May and June 2021 Build Features No
5 May and June 2021 Build Features No
6 Started_ November and December 100% High Sensitivity No

2020; Finished May and June 2021 Build Features
May and June 2021 Build Features Yes
May and June 2021 Build Features Yes
May and June 2021 Build Features No
10 May and June 2021 Build Features No
11 May and June 2021 Build Features No
12 May and June 2021 Build Features No
13 May and June 2021 Build Features No
14 May and June 2021 Build Features Yes
15 November and December 2020 100% High Sensitivity No
16 May and June 2021 100% High Sensitivity Yes

10
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Systematic Surface Survey

Field crews aligned themselves at 3-m intervals and traversed the area in straight lines searching the surface
for artifacts. The location of each isolated find spot or concentration of artifacts was recorded with a
handheld GPS unit and given a unique field identification number. Artifacts were then collected and bagged
by field identification number for laboratory processing and cataloging. Areas subjected to systematic
surface survey were also subjected to sub-surface testing to assess depth of plowzone deposits and
underlying soil characteristics. In total, 2.29 acres were subjected to systematic surface survey.

Shovel Test Survey

Systematic excavation of STPs was conducted at 15-m intervals along survey transects placed 15-m apart
throughout the APE. Additional delineation STPs were excavated at 1- and 3-m intervals surrounding
isolated finds to define boundaries. STPs measured 40 cm in diameter and were excavated by natural or
cultural horizons until sterile soils (Pleistocene-age deposits) were reached. Poorly drained, low-lying or
wetland areas, and areas of ground disturbance were examined by pedestrian survey. In total, 4,262 STPs
were excavated during the Phase I survey, resulting in the identification of three one historic sites (TRC-
BS-1, TRC-BS-2, TRC-BS-3).

Project Area and Site Documentation

Recovered artifacts were bagged according to natural soil stratum and depth below surface. The results of
individual tests were recorded on standardized field forms. All soils were described in terms of color and
texture using Munsell color notations and USDA classification schemes. The Field Director recorded daily
notes describing the progress of the survey in terms of the number of STPs excavated, area surveyed, and
pertinent environmental information. Recovered artifacts were assigned a unique field specimen number
that was used for laboratory tracking.

TRC generated Project-specific maps in the field to record essential survey area and site details which were
used to generate Project maps that are reproduced in Chapter 4. The field maps include survey area
boundaries, local physiographic and cultural features, individual STPs, and newly recorded sites; all
mapped locations were referenced to proposed disturbance areas. The Project site was photographed with
general views showing environmental conditions at the time of survey; these views are depicted on Project
maps.

The location of all STPs and surface features were mapped in the field, and geospatially recorded using a
Trimble GeoXH handheld GPS unit. The GPS data was post-processed in GPS Pathfinder Office Version
5.6 and plotted onto USGS topographic maps and satellite imagery in ArcGIS 10. The site was
photographed from several vantage points to show general topography and site conditions. All recovered
artifacts were retained by TRC for processing and curation.

Cultural resources are identified as either Isolated Finds, Sites, or Non-site Field Scatters. An Isolated Find
(IF) is defined as a single positive STP or surface find occurring greater than 15 m from the nearest
contemporaneous cultural find. A Site is a resource comprised of more than one positive STP, surface find,
or feature. Each of the positive STPs or surface finds within a Site are located within 15 m of at least one
other contemporaneous cultural positive STP or surface find. Some resources are identified as non-site
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historic field scatters. Non-site historic field scatters are defined as diffuse scatters of artifacts that are likely
removed from their original context, typically through agricultural or construction activity. These scatters
are displaced from locations of Map Documented Structures (MDS) identified during background research.
Non-site historic field scatters frequently occur along roadways where fill has been deposited during
roadway construction or within plowed agricultural fields. The locations of these scatters are recorded in
the field, but are not considered archaeological resources by OPRHP, and as such artifacts are not retained
and NRHP eligibility recommendations are not considered.

LABORATORY AND ANALYTICAL METHODS

Artifact Processing and Analysis

All artifacts recovered in the field were bagged in 4-mil, resealable plastic bags along with artifact cards
bearing provenience information. A catalog number was assigned to each unique provenience, and this
number appears with all provenience information. All artifacts were transported from the Project site to
TRC’s laboratory facility in Lanham, Maryland, and artifact bag numbers were examined for accuracy with
field provenience information and the general artifact inventory. At this point, any labeling errors detected
on artifact cards, bags, or the inventory, were corrected. Artifacts were sorted by general categories
(historic, prehistoric faunal) and then by material type within each category (i.e., prehistoric lithics or
ceramics; historic glass, ceramics, architectural material, etc.). The catalog number remained with each
artifact during washing and analysis.

All artifacts were washed in tap water using a soft toothbrush. Artifacts were allowed to air-dry before
being submitted for analysis. All diagnostic artifacts were labeled with the official site number and catalog
number. Labeling was done with ink on a coat of Acryloid B-72 and sealed over with another coat of
Acryloid B-72. In total, 326 artifacts were recovered during the survey.

The historic artifact analysis followed an industry-standard format based on the South/Noel Hume typology
(South 1977). Artifact pattern analysis, based on form or material type, was conducted for all artifacts
recovered from the survey. The purpose of artifact pattern analysis is to organize an assemblage and to
provide a description of its contents. The collection is thus organized by Functional Group, including
Domestic, Architectural, Personal, and Indeterminate, as per the work of South (1977). The principal
reference sources for historic artifact identification include but are not limited to Denker and Denker (1985),
Ketchum (1983), Noel Hume (1969) and South (1977). The ceramic and glass analyses provide information
on ware or vessel types, techniques of surface decoration and manufacture, description of decorative motifs,
beginning and ending dates of manufacture, and, if present, maker’s marks.

When prehistoric lithics are present, the analysis is completed as follows. Raw materials are identified based
on macroscopic characteristics: color, texture, hardness, fracturing attributes, and inclusions. Prehistoric
lithic artifacts are sorted into the following classes: cores, tools, debitage, and FCR and classified into
subclasses accordingly. Chipped stone tools, for example, are sorted into the following subclasses: biface,
uniface, and flake. Chipped stone tools are identified based on morphology, manufacturing method, and
use-wear. Guidelines for the analysis of bifacial and cobble reduction follow research conducted over the
years by a number of individuals (e.g. Andrefsky 2001 and 2005; Bonnichsen 1977; Callahan 1979;
Crabtree 1972; Ericson 1984; Hayden 1980; Odell 2003; and Sullivan and Rosen 1985). The staged biface
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reduction sequence developed by Callahan (1979) is applied to cobble reduction strategies and to the
importing of non-local raw materials in blank form.

Surfaces and edges are examined for traces of use-wear and polish with the unaided eye and with a 16X
hand lens. If applicable, the identification of utilized and edge-retouched flake tools is undertaken with the
acknowledgment that other factors such as trampling, spontaneous retouch during flake detachment, and
trowel or shovel damage can also cause damage to tool and flake edges. When present, cobble tools are
analyzed in this way since unintentional damage to on-site cobbles may be considered as marginal to the
primary site activities.

Each artifact was counted and weighed to the nearest 0.1 gram (g). Debitage was counted and weighed by
provenience and raw material type. The result of the lithic analysis provides preliminary data regarding site
function, raw material procurement strategies, and features of native technology.

Artifact Inventory

The artifact inventory was generated using a computerized data management system developed by TRC
and written in Microsoft Excel 2013. Each artifact was described by basic type utilizing descriptive
information (characteristics) (Appendix A).

Curation

After analysis, the artifacts were placed in clean, perforated 4-mil, resealable plastic bags. Artifacts were
divided by general type and placed into sub-bags within a general bag for each provenience. An acid-free
artifact card with provenience information and bag number was included with each bag. All artifacts and
original field records generated from this survey will be temporarily curated at the TRC Lanham, Maryland
office until a permanent curation facility is designated.

13
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4. FIELD RESULTS

In order to organize the Phase IB archaeological survey, the Project APE was divided into sixteen survey
areas (Survey Areas 1-16) (Figure 4-1). The results of the survey in each area are summarized below. A
report of the results by individual Survey Area follows. In total, 4,262 STPs were excavated, resulting in
the recovery of 326 artifacts from three historic sites (TRC-BS-1, TRC-BS-2, TRC-BS-3).

Table 4-1. Phase IB Survey Results

Survey Area Total # of STPs Surface Survey (acreage) Resources Identified
1 804 N/A TRC-BS-1 - Site
2 709 N/A TRC-BS-2 - Site
3 1054 N/A TRC-BS-2 - Site
4 85 N/A None

5 110 N/A None

6 319 N/A None

7 83 .26 None

8 35 .69 None

9 93 N/A None

10 234 N/A None

11 7 N/A None

12 12 N/A None

13 9 N/A None

14 41 None

15 17 N/A None

16 532 1.03 None
Project Total 4,262 2.29 TRC-BS-1, 2, 3
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Figure 4-1. Overview map showing Phase IB Survey Areas.
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SURVEY AREA 1

Survey Area 1(SA 1)consists of an
approximately 100-ac parcel located north
of Route 11 in the far northwest portion of
the Project APE (Figure 4-1). The parcel is
bound by East Road along its western
margin, and  Stuart Road along
its southern margin. Its northern margin
terminates in woods and its eastern margin
abuts Survey Area 2.

At the time of the survey, SA 1 consisted of

grassy open agricultural fields bounded by

wooded areas  (Figure  4-2). SA1l

has low topographic  relief that  consists

of gently rolling terrain dropping Figure 4-2. Overview photo - Survey Area 1, facing East.
gradually to the northwest. Elevations typically range from 740 ftamslin the southeast corner
to 670 ft amsl along the northern boundary. The most distinctive topographic features inSA 1
are two streams (Allen Brook and an unnamed tributary of Allen Brook). Allen Brook runs along the
western boundary of SA 1and is aperennial stream that flows in ashallow, cobble-lined channel
approximately 5-7 m wide. Within SA 1, Allen Brook has incised a broad valley approximately 30-50 m
wide, and 3-5 mdeep. The unnamed tributary is a small, intermittent drainage that flows across the
northern portion of SA 1. The stream carves a deep gully in the northwest portion of SA 1. At the time of
the survey, the stream was dry.

No structures are present within the boundaries of SA 1, but an active farmstead is located immediately
north of SA 1 along Allen Brook and East Road. The farmstead is within a “non-lease area” as designated
by the client. Other than occasional dumping of rocks and other debris along the margins of fields and
hedgerows, no significant disturbances are present in SA 1.

Archaeological sensitivity within SA 1 ranges from high sensitivity near mapped historical structures, close
to waterways and hydric soils, and previously recorded archaeological sites, to low sensitivity in areas not
in proximity to one of those features as well as areas where soils are poorly drained, such as wetland and
hydric ~ soils. No previously recorded sites are presentnear SA 1. Historic  maps
depict two former structures near the southeast corner of SA 1 that have since been demolished with no
visible surface evidence of their remains, and five structures just west of SA 1 along East Road Three of
the historic structures along East Road may still be extant, including the active farmstead within the “non-
lease area” (Figure 4-4). Phase IB survey of SA 1 was conducted in November-December 2020 and
included 100 percent of all high archaeological sensitivity areas.

A typical soil profile in the proposed project area in Survey Area 1 consisted of an 27-cm Ap horizon of
dark yellowish brown (10YR 4/4) silty loam overlying a B horizon of a yellowish brown (10YR 5/6) silty
loam to a depth of 39 cmbs (Figure 4-3: STP 1A6-1). Another typical soil profile in the proposed project
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area in Survey Area 1 consisted of a 24-cm Ap horizon of greyish brown (10YR 3/2) silty loam overlying
a B horizon of a grey (10YR 6/1) silty loam to a depth of 36 cmbs (Figure 4-3:STP 1D4-1).

Phase IB testing in SA 1 included the excavation of 804 STP’s. An additional 80 STP’s were proposed for
SA 1 but were not excavated due to slope, disturbance, or dense brush. The survey identified one
archaeological resource (TRC-BS-01). This resource is a historic site located in the southeast corner of SA
1 and adjacent to the two former structures depicted on historic maps (Figure 4-5; Figure 4-6). The site is

Brookside
Area l

Representative STP Soil Profiles

STP 1A6-1 STP 1D4-1
stratum| | AP () 10YR 4/4 stratum! | Ap () 10YR 3/2
Dark Yellowish Brown Greyish Brown
27 cm Silt Loam 24 cm Silt Loam
Stratum I Stratum I
B (-) 10YR 5/6 B (-) 10YR 6/1
39cmf--—-——==- Yellowish Brown 36eml--—-——=-=4 Gray
BOE Silt Loam BOE Silt Loam

Key:
Ap - Ap Horizon

B - B Horizon

(-) - no artifacts recovered
(+) - artifacts recovered

BOE - base of excavation

Figure 4-3. Representative soil profiles - Survey Area 1.

discussed in more detail in Chapter 5.
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Figure 4-4. Map of Phase 1B archaeological sensitivity - Survey Area 1.
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Figure 4-5. Map of Phase 1B archaeological investigations - Survey Area 1 South.
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Figure 4-6. Map of Phase 1B archaeological investigations - Survey Area 1 North.
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SURVEY AREA 2

Survey Area2 (SA 2)consists of an
approximately 59-ac parcel located north
of Route 11 in the northwest portion of
the Project APE (Figure 4-1). The parcel is
bound by SA 1 on its western side, by
woods along its northern margin, and by the
now defunct Martin Roadon its
southern and eastern sides.

At the time of the survey, the area consisted
of open agricultural fields maintained in
grass with wooded field margins (Figure
4-7). SA 2 has low topographic relief that
consists of gently rolling
terrain typically descending gradually from
the southeast to the northwest. Elevations range from 720-740 ft amsl along the southern boundary of SA
2 to 680-690 ft amsl along its northern margin. Two unnamed tributaries of Allen Brook run through
Survey Area 2. The first of these streams is a small, intermittent drainage that runs along the southwest
boundary of SA 2 before turning west into SA 1. The stream was dry at the time of the survey and consisted
of a cobble-lined channel less than 1 m wide. The stream has carved a shallow valley approximately 10-
15m wide and less than 1.5 mdeep. The second stream flows in the northern portion of SA 2
and represents a more substantial waterway. This stream has carved a broad valley approximately 40-50 m
wide with steeply elevated sides in the northwest portion of the parcel. The sides are elevated 6-9 m above
the stream channel and gradually become less steep moving east.

Figure 4-7. Overview photo - Survey Area 2, facing West.

Two structures are present in the vicinity of SA 2. One structure is a recently constructed house located near
the southwest corner of SA 2 within a “non-lease area” as designated by the client. An older house is
located just northeast of SA 2 along the Martin/Stuart Road. Disturbances in SA 2 typically consist of rock
piles and minor dumping events along wooded margins and hedgerows between fields. A small borrow pit
is present in the northwest portion of SA 2 along the high terrace overlooking the stream. The borrow pit
is approximately 30 m x 40 m and less than 2-3 m deep. The pit exposes bedded glacio-fluvial deposits.

Archaeological sensitivity within SA 2 ranges from high sensitivity in proximity to mapped historic
structures, proximity to waterways and hydric soils, and previously recorded archaeological sites, to low
sensitivity in areas not in proximity to one of those features as well as areas where soils are poorly drained,
such as wetland and hydric soils. No previously recorded sites are present near SA 2, but two historic
structures are depicted on historic maps along its southern boundary. Both these structures were located
along the old Martin Road and have since been demolished. Remains of one of these structures is still
evident from a large push pile nearly 5-7 m across and 3 m high containing historic debris. There is
no visible surface evidence of the other structure remains (Figure 4-9). Phase IB survey of SA 2 was
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conducted in November-December 2020 and included 100 percent of all high archaeological sensitivity
areas.

A typical soil profile along the proposed collection line consisted of a 20-cm Ap horizon of dark brown
(10YR 3/3) silt loam overlying a B horizon of reddish grey (2.5YR 6/1) silt loam to a depth of 30 cmbgs
(Figure 4-8: STP 2D2-2).

Phase IB testing in SA 2 included the excavation of 709 STP’s. An additional 90 STP’s were proposed for
SA 2 but were not excavated due to slope, disturbance, or dense brush; several STP’s in the northeast
portion of SA 2 were not excavated due to aggressive, unleashed dogs that prevented access. The survey
identified one archaeological resource (TRC-BS-02). This resource is a historic site located in the
southeast portion of SA 2 and is associated with one of the former structures along Martin Road (Figure
4-10, Figure 4-11). The site is discussed in more detail in Chapter 5.

Brookside
Area 2

Representative STP Soil Profiles

STP 2D2-2
Stratum | g:rt)B'lrt::ﬁl 313 :_e:._.Ap Herizon
20 em Silt Loam B - B Horizon
(-) - no artifacts recovered
Stratum I B () 2.5YR 6/1 (+) - artifacts recovered
weml_ Reddish Grey BOE - base of excavation
BOE Silt Loam

Figure 4-8. Representative soil profiles - Survey Area 2.
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Figure 4-9. Map of Phase IB archaeological sensitivity - Survey Area 2.
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Figure 4-10. Map of Phase IB archaeological investigations - Survey Area 2 East.
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Figure 4-11. Map of Phase IB archaeological investigations - Survey Area 2 West.
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SURVEY AREA 3

Survey Area 3 (SA 3) lies on the north side of
Route 11in the western portion of
the Project APE (Figure 4-1). It consists of an
approximate 160-ac parcel that is bounded on
its southern side by Route 11, and by Stuart
Road on its northern side. Its eastern boundary
abuts Survey Areas 6 and 11, and its western
boundary terminates near the margin of Allen
Brook.

At the time of the survey, the area consisted of
open agricultural fields maintained in grass with
wooded field margins (Figure 4-12). SA 3 has
low topographic relief that consists of gently
rolling terrain descending gradually to the
northwest. Elevations in SA 3range from 830 ftamsl at its southeast corner adjacent to Route
11 to 740 ft amsl along its northern boundary at Stuart Road. Two small, unnamed tributaries of Allen
Brook run through SA 3. Both of these streams are intermittent drainages that were dry at the time of the
survey. They have carved shallow valleys across the landscape that are typically less than 2-3 m deep and
no more than 20 m wide.

Figure 4-12. Overview photo - Survey Area 3, facing West.

No existing structures are present in SA 3, but a house and active farmstead are located along Route 11 just
south of SA 3, and several houses are located to the west at Thayer Corners. Other than rock piles and
minor dumping along wooded margins and hedgerows, no significant disturbances were noted in SA 3.

Archaeological sensitivity within SA 3 ranges from high sensitivity in proximity to mapped historic
structures, proximity to waterways and hydric soils, and previously recorded archaeological sites, to low
sensitivity in areas not in proximity to one of those features as well as areas where soils are poorly drained,
such as wetland and hydric soils. No previously recorded sites are present near SA 3, but four historic
structures were once located in or immediately adjacent to the parcel as depicted on historic maps. All
four of these structures have since been demolished with no visible surface evidence of their remains. Two
of the demolished structures are located adjacent to Stuart Road and are associated with the newly recorded
resource in SA 1 (TRC-BS-01). The other two demolished structures are depicted south of Stuart Road.
One is at the northeast corner of SA3 and the other is in the northwest portion of SA 3. In
addition, several historic structures are depicted along Route 11 and at Thayer Corners, many of which
appear to be extant (Figure 4-14). Phase IB survey of SA 3 was conducted in November-December
2020 and included 100 percent survey of all high archaeological sensitivity areas.

A typical soil profile in SA 3 consisted of an 18-cm Ap horizon of brown (10YR 4/3) sandy loam overlying
a B horizon of a yellowish brown (10YR 5/4) sandy loam to a depth of 28 cmbs (Figure 4-13: STP A-1).
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Phase IB testing in SA 3 included the excavation of 1,054 STP’s. An additional 506 STP’s were proposed
for SA 3 but were not excavated due to slope, wetland, disturbance, or dense brush.  The survey identified
one archaeological resource (TRC-BS-03). This resource is a historic site located in the southwest corner
of SA 3 adjacent to Route 11 (Figure 4-15, Figure 4-16). The resource may be associated with a
former historic structure that once stood near the area as indicated from historic maps. The site is discussed
in more detail in Chapter 5.

Brookside
Area 3

Representative STP Soil Profiles

STP A-1
Stratum | QFOSN-)nlOYR 413 %Ap Horizon
18 cm Sandy Loam B - B Horizon
(-) - no artifacts recovered
Stratum I B () 10YR 54 (+) - artifacts recovered
e Yellowish Brown BOE - base of excavation
BOE Sandy Loam

Figure 4-13. Representative soil profiles - Survey Area 3.
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Figure 4-14. Map of Phase IB archaeological sensitivity - Survey Area 3.
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Figure 4-15. Map of Phase IB archaeological investigations - Survey Area 3 East.
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Figure 4-16. Map of Phase IB archaeological investigations - Survey Area 3 West.
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SURVEY AREA 4

Survey Area4 (SA 4)lieson the south side
of Burke County Road (CR23)in the
southeast portion of the Project APE (Figure
4-1). It consists of an approximately 78-ac
parcel that is bound by CR 23 on its northern
side and woods and fields on its southern,
eastern, and western sides. Willis Road (CR
33) and Jerdon Road are approximately 200-
250 m west and south of SA 4, respectively.

At the time of the survey,
the parcel contained cow pasture and wooded
areas densely covered in young saplings and
brush. The surveyed sections of SA  Figure 4-17. Overview photo - Survey Area 4 facing
4 predominantly lie in a densely Southwest.
wooded area located in the far southern portion of the parcel (Figure 4-17). Relatively recent harvesting of
larger trees in this area is indicated by cut tree stumps ranging from 30-60 cm in diameter. SA 4 sits near
the summit of aridgetop elevated 1,050 to 1080 ftamsl. Theridge descends gradually to
the west, northwest, and north; and more moderately to the eastwhereitdropsto a broad,
level landform overlooking the gorge of the Chateaugay River. To the south, the ridgetop
descends steeply into an unnamed drainage that flows west into Allen Brook. Elevations along the northern
boundary of SA 4range from 1,030 ftamslat its western endto 960 ftamslat its eastern
end. No stream drainages are present in SA 4, although a shallow gully is present in the northeast section
of the parcel that serves to channel run-off to the north.

An active farm is present in the far northeast portion of SA 4 and a house is located along CR 23 in the
western section of SA 4. Other than recent harvesting of trees and emplacement of fence posts around cow
pasture, no substantial disturbances were observed in SA 4.

Archaeological sensitivity within SA 4 ranges from high sensitivity close to mapped structures, proximity
to waterways and hydric soils, and previously recorded archaeological sites, to low sensitivity in areas not
in proximity to one of those features as well as areas where soils are poorly drained, such as wetland and
hydric soils. No previously recorded sites are present near SA 4, but one historic structure is depicted on
historic maps in the northeast section of SA 4 where the active farmstead is located. Several other historic
structures are depicted on the north side of CR 23 in the vicinity of SA 4 (Figure 4-19). Phase IB survey of
SA 4 was conducted in May-June 2021 and included approximately 391 m of collection lines, 304 m of
access roads, and 2.93 ac of tree removal areas.

A typical soil profile in SA 4 consisted of a 24-cm Ap horizon of dark yellowish brown (10YR 4/4) sandy
loam overlying a B horizon of a pale brown (10YR 6/3) sandy loam to a depth of 34 cmbs (Figure 4-18:
STP A-7). A typical soil profile along the proposed collection line in Survey Area 4 consisted of a 30-cm
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Ap horizon of brown (10YR 3/3) silt loam overlying a brown (10YR 5/3) silt loam B horizon to a depth of
40 cmbs (Figure 4-18: STP CL1-6).

Phase IB testing in SA 4 included the excavation of 85 STP’s. An additional 13 STP’s were proposed for
SA4but were not excavated due to surface disturbance, poor drainage, and rocky terrain.
No archaeological resources were identified in SA 4 during the Phase IB survey (Figure 4-20).

Brookside
Area 4

Representative STP Soil Profiles

STP A-7 STP CL1-6
Stratum | Ap (-) 10YR 4/4 Stratum | Ap (-) 10YR 4/3
Dark Yellowish Brown Brown
24 cm Sandy Loam 30 cm Silt Loam
Stratum i Stratum Il
B (-) 10YR 6/3 B (-) 10YR 5/3
Meml--—-——==- Pale Brown 0cml--—-—-=--4 Brown
BOE Sandy Loam BOE Silt Loam
Key:

Ap - Ap Horizon

B - B Horizon

(-) - no artifacts recovered
(+) - artifacts recovered

BOE - base of excavation

Figure 4-18. Representative soil profiles - Survey Area 4.
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Figure 4-19. Map of Phase IB archaeological sensitivity - Survey Area 4.
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Figure 4-20. Map of Phase IB archaeological investigations - Survey Area 4.
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SURVEY AREA5

Survey Area 5 (SA 5) lies on the north side of
Burke County Road (CR 23) across from SA
4 in the southeast portion of the Project APE
(Figure 4-1). It consists of an approximately 59-
ac parcel that is bound by CR 23 on
its southern side and woods and fields on
its northern, eastern, and western sides. A
portion of its northeastern  boundary
follows the abandoned  railroad  grade that
traverses east-west through the Project APE.

At the time of the survey, the parcel consisted

of agricultural ~ fields with wooded  margins

and hedgerows. The agricultural fields were Figure 4-21. Overview photo - Survey Area 5, facing
covered in tall grass 3to 4 fthigh. Inthe western Northwest.

portions of the parcel, patches of the agricultural fields have been abandoned and are now covered in dense
shrubs and weeds (Figure 4-21). SA 5sits onthe northern slope of the ridgetop described for SA
4. Elevations in the parcel range from 1,020 ft amsl at its southwest corner to 950 ft amsl at its northeast
corner. A small, unnamed drainage runs through the northeast corner of SA 5 and represents a continuation
of the gully described for SA 4. Within SA 5, the gully is approximately 10-15 m wide and less than 1 m
deep. The drainage continues to the north and eventually empties into the Chateaugay River in the
northeast portion of the Project APE.

No structures are present within the boundaries of SA 5, although four houses and an active farmstead are
located adjacent to the southern boundary along CR 23. Disturbances observed in SA 5 consist of rock
piles and dumping of minor debris within hedgerows and wooded margins.

Archaeological sensitivity within SA 5 ranges from high sensitivity near mapped historic structures,
proximity to waterways and hydric soils, and previously recorded archaeological sites, to low sensitivity in
areas not in proximity to one of those features as well as areas where soils are poorly drained, such as
wetland and hydric soils. Other than the abandoned railroad grade, no previously recorded sites are present
near SA 5. Historic maps depict six historic structures along CR 23 adjacent to the southern boundary of
SA 5. Some of these structures, including the active farmstead, are likely still extant (Figure 4-23). Phase
IB survey of SA 5 was conducted in May-June 2021 and included approximately 159 m of collection lines,
842 m of access roads, and 3.21 ac of tree removal areas.

A typical soil profile in SA 5 consisted of a 28-cm Ap horizon of dark brown (10YR 3/3) sandy loam
overlying a B horizon of a yellowish brown (10YR 6/3) sandy loam to a depth of 38 cmbs (Figure 4-22:
STP B-5). A typical soil profile along the proposed access road in Survey Area 5 consisted of a 20-cm Ap
horizon of brown (10YR 4/3) sandy loam overlying a light yellowish brown (10YR 6/4) sandy loam B
horizon to a depth of 30 cmbs (Figure 4-22: STP AR2-11).
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Phase IB testing in SA 4 included the excavation of 110 STP’s. An additional 17 STP’s were proposed for
SA 5 but were not excavated due to slope, disturbance, or dense brush. No archaeological resources were
identified in SA 5 during the Phase IB survey (Figure 4-24).

Brookside
Area b

Representative STP Soil Profiles

STP B-5 STP AR2-11
stratum! | AP (1) 10YR3/3 stratum1 | AP () 10YR 4/3
Dark Brown Brown
28 cm Sandy Loam 20 cm Sandy Loam
Stratum | Stratum I
B (-) 10YR 5/4 B (-) 10YR 6/4
38emhbocooo--d Yellowish Brown /emhboccoo -4 Light Yellowish Brown
BOE Sandy Loam BOE Sandy Loam
Key:

Ap - Ap Horizon

B - B Horizon

(-) - no artifacts recovered
(+) - artifacts recovered

BOE - base of excavation

Figure 4-22. Representative soil profiles - Survey Area 5.
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Figure 4-23. Map of Phase IB archaeological sensitivity - Survey Area 5.
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Figure 4-24. Map of Phase IB archaeological investigations - Survey Area 5.

38







Phase IB Archaeological Survey — Brookside Solar Project
Franklin County, New York

SURVEY AREA 6

Survey Area 6 (SA 6) lies on the north side of
Route 11in the north-central portion of the
project (Figure 4-1). It consists of an
approximate 70-ac parcel that is bound by the
defunct Martin Road on its northern and western

sides. To the south, it abuts SA
3, while the eastern boundary terminates in
woods.

At the times of the survey, the area consisted of

open agricultural fields maintained in grass and

wooded field margins (Figure 4-25). SA 6 has

low topographic relief that consists of gently

rolling terrain descending from the southeast to Figure 4-25. Overview photo - Survey Area 6, facing West.
the northwest. Elevations in SA 6 range

from 770-780 ft amsl along its southern boundary to 720-730 ft amsl along its northern and western
boundaries. The most prominent topographic feature in SA 6 is a broad, V-shaped gully carved by an
unnamed tributary to Allen Brook. The stream flows northwest through the northern portion of SA 6
and represents the same stream that flows through the northern part of SA 2. The gully carved by the stream
is approximately 50-60 m wide and 3-4 m deep but broadens into a bowl-shaped depression over 100 m
wide in the eastern half of SA 6. At the time of the survey, the gully and bowl-shaped depression
had recently been cleared of tree and shrub growth, and the stream was barely a trickle that flowed in a
cobble-lined channel 1-2 m wide. A smaller tributary to Allen Brook runs along the southwest boundary of
SA 6 and represents the same drainage described for SA 3 and SA 2.

No structures are present in SA 6, but two houses are located just north of SA 6 along a portion of the
Martin Road that is still operational and accessed by Lewis Road. Other than the clearing of trees and
occasional rock push piles, no substantial disturbances were observed in SA 6.

Archaeological sensitivity within SA 6 ranges from high sensitivity in proximity to mapped historic
structures, proximity to waterways and hydric soils, and previously recorded archaeological sites, to low
sensitivity in areas not in proximity to one of those features as well as areas where soils are poorly drained,
such as wetland and hydric soils. No previously recorded sites are present near SA 6. Historic maps,
however, depict three historic structures within the boundaries of SA 6. All these structures have since
been demolished with no visible surface evidence of their remains. Three additional historic structures are
depicted in the vicinity of the Martin/Stuart Road and previously described for SA 2 and SA 3, and three
historic structures are depicted northeast of SA 6 near the intersection of Martin Road and Lewis
Road. Phase IB survey of SA 6 was started in November-December 2020 with 100 percent of all high
archaeological sensitivity areas (Figure 4-27). Phase IB survey of SA 6 was finished in May-June 2021
and included approximately 16.91 ac of 100 percent survey coverage (2020 survey), 182 m of access roads,
and 3.21 ac of tree removal areas.
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A typical soil profile in SA 6 consisted of a 30-cm Ap horizon of dark yellowish brown (10YR 4/4) sandy
loam overlying a B horizon of a light yellowish brown (10YR 6/4) sandy loam to a depth of 40 cmbs (Figure
4-26: STP C-1). Another typical soil profile in Survey Area 6 consisted of a 25-cm Ap horizon of brown
(10YR 4/3) sandy loam overlying a strong brown (7.5YR 4/6) sandy loam B horizon to a depth of 35 cmbs
(Figure 4-26: STP AR2-11).

Phase IB testing in SA 6 included the excavation of 319 STP’s. An additional 95 STP’s were proposed for
SA 6 but were not excavated due to slope, disturbance, or dense brush. No archaeological resources were
identified in SA 6 during the Phase IB survey (Figure 4-28).

Brookside
Area 6

Representative STP Soil Profiles

STP C-1 STP 2D-7
Stratum | Ap (-) 10YR 4/4 Stratum | Ap (-) 10YR 4/3
Dark Yellowish Brown Brown
30 cm Sandy Loam 25 cm Sandy Loam
Stratum I Stratum I
B (-) 10YR 6/4 B (-) 7.5YR 4/6
20cml--—-——-c==- Light Yellowish Brown 35eml-—-—-———c==- Strong Brown
BOE Sandy Loam BOE Sandy Loam
Key:

Ap - Ap Horizon

B - B Horizon

(-) - no artifacts recovered
(+) - artifacts recovered

BOE - base of excavation

Figure 4-26. Representative soil profiles - Survey Area 6.
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Figure 4-27. Map of Phase IB archaeological sensitivity - Survey Area .6
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Figure 4-28. Map of Phase IB archaeological investigations - Survey Area 6.
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SURVEY AREA7

Survey Area 7 lies on the north side of Burke
County Road (CR 23) in the southwest portion of
the Project APE (Figure 4-1). It consists of an
approximate 67-acre parcel that is bound by an
abandoned railroad grade on its southern side. Its
northern, eastern, and western sides terminate
in either woods or  hedgerows.  Ketchum
Road is approximately 90 m to the west and runs
north-south  connecting CR 23 with Route
11. The abandoned railroad grade runs east-west
across the Project APEand represents a
previously recorded site (#03308.000092). The
railroad grade has not been evaluated to

determine its eligibility for listing in the NRHP. Figure 4-29. Overview photo - Survey Area 7, facing West.

At the time of the survey, the area consisted of

open agricultural fields and wooded field margins. The agricultural fields had recently been plowed and
presented good surface visibility (>70 percent) for systematic surface survey (Figure 4-29). Portions of the
agricultural fields in the western portion of SA 7 have been abandoned and are now maintained as open
grassy areas. Wooded areas consisted of mixed conifer and deciduous growth typically 30-50 cm in
diameter with occasional trees having girths greater than 75 cm diameter. SA 7 has low topographic
relief that consists of gently rolling terrain descending from southeast to northwest. Elevations in SA 7
range from 890-910 ftamslalong its southern boundary to 850-870 ftamslalong its northern
boundary. The most prominent topographic feature in the area isa steep ravine carved by Allen
Brook. Allen Brook runs across the southwest corner of the parcel and then turns north following along
the western boundary of SA 7. The stream has cut a ravine 9-12 m deep and roughly 40-50 m wide.

No structuresare present withinthe boundaries of SA 7, buttwo housesandan old barn
are located just outside SA 7 along CR 23 and Ketcham Road. The barn is in a “non-lease area” as
designated by the client. An active farmstead and house are also located on the south side of CR 23 just
across from SA 7. In addition to the abandoned railroad grade that runs through SA 7, disturbances to the
area include rock push piles, minor dumping along hedgerows and field margins, and excavation of a small
holding pond along Allen Brook. The holding pond sits in the southwest corner of SA 7in a well-
maintained grassy lawn.

Archaeological sensitivity within SA 7 ranges from high sensitivity in proximity to mapped historic
structures, proximity to waterways and hydric soils, and previously recorded archaeological sites, to low
sensitivity in areas not in proximity to one of those features as well as areas where soils are poorly drained,
such as wetland and hydric soils. Other than the abandoned railroad grade, no previously recorded sites are
present near SA 7. Historic maps depict five structures located south of Area 7 along CR 23. Three of
these structures are in the vicinity of the houses and active farmstead previously mentioned and may still
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be extant. The other two structures are in the vicinity of the barn in the “non-lease area” and may represent
this structure. No historic structures are depicted within the leased portions of SA 7 (Figure 4-31). Phase
IB survey of SA 7 was conducted in May-June 2021 and included approximately 139 m of access roads,
and 5.32 ac of tree removal areas.

A typical soil profile in SA 7 consisted of a 25-cm Ap horizon of brown (10YR 4/3) sandy loam overlying
a B horizon of a strong brown (7.5YR 5/6) sandy loam to a depth of 35 cmbs (Figure 4-30: STP F-2).
Another typical soil profile in Survey Area 7 consisted of a 30-cm Ap horizon of dark yellowish brown
(10YR 4/4) sandy loam overlying a dark yellowish brown (10YR 4/6) sandy loam B horizon to a depth of
40 cmbs (Figure 4-30: STP R-3).

Phase IB testing in SA 7 included the excavation of 83 STP’sand systematic surface survey of
approximately 0.26 acres. An additional 21 STP’s were proposed for SA 7 but were not excavated due to
slope, disturbance, or dense brush. No archaeological resources were identified in SA 7 during the Phase
IB survey (Figure 4-32).

Brookside
Area 7

Representative STP Soil Profiles

STP F-2 STP R-3
Stratum | Ap (-) 10YR 4/3 Stratum | Ap (-) 10YR 4/4
Brown Dark Yellowish Brown
25 cm Sandy Loam 30 cm Sandy Loam
Stratum Il Stratum I
B (-) 7.5YR 5/6 B (-) 10YR 4/6
Beml-—-—-c==- Strong Brown 0cmfl----—--=== Dark Yellowish Brown
BOE Sandy Loam BOE Sandy Loam

Key:

Ap - Ap Horizon

B - B Horizon

(-) - no artifacts recovered
(+) - artifacts recovered

BOE - base of excavation

Figure 4-30. Representative soil profiles - Survey Area 7.
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Figure 4-31. Map of Phase IB archaeological sensitivity - Survey Area 7.
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Figure 4-32. Map of Phase IB archaeological investigations - Survey Area 7.
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SURVEY AREA 8

Survey Area 8 lies on the south side of Route 11
in the central portion of the Project APE (Figure
4-1). It consists of an approximate 58-acre parcel
bounded by Route 11 on its northern side. Its
southern side terminates in woods and fields just
beyond the abandoned railroad grade. Its eastern
and western sides terminate along hedgerows
separating fields.

At the time of the survey, the area consisted of

open agricultural fields that had recently been

plowed and wooded field margins (Figure

4-33). The plowed surface of the fields presented

good visibility (> 70 percent) for systematic Figure 4-33. Overview photo - Survey Area 8, facing
surface  survey. Wooded areas typically North.

contained mixed conifer and deciduous growth 30-50 cm in diameter. SA 8 has lowto
moderate topographic relief that consist of gently rolling terrain descending from southeast to
northwest. Elevations in SA 8 range from 920-950 ft amslalong its southern boundary to 850-890
ft amsl along its northern boundary adjacent to Route 11. A small, unnamed drainage to Allen Brook runs
northwest across SA 8. This drainage appears to have been modified and buried by agricultural activities in
the northwest portion of the parcel but emerges in the eastern portion as a broad, low-lying area surrounded
by trees.

An active farmstead and industrial building with a large parking lot are located within the northern part
of SA 8 along Route 11. Both these facilities are in “non-lease areas” as designated by the client. Other
than the structures along Route 11, disturbances in SA 7 are limited to rock push piles and minor
dumping along hedgerows and field margins.

Archaeological sensitivity within SA 8 ranges from high sensitivity in proximity to mapped historic
structures, proximity to waterways and hydric soils, and previously recorded archaeological sites, to low
sensitivity in areas not in proximity to one of those features as well as areas where soils are poorly drained,
such as wetland and hydric soils. In addition to the abandoned railroad grade, one previously recorded site
is locatedto the east of SA 8. Thissiteis a historic domestic site that sits adjacent to Route
11 and is associated with a former historic structure that has since been demolished. The site has been
determined not eligible for listing in the NRHP. Historic maps also depict two structures along Route
11 within the boundaries of SA 8. Both these structures are associated with the active farmstead and are
likely still extant (Figure 4-35). Phase IB survey of SA 8 was conducted in May-June 2021 and included
approximately 532 m of collection lines, 253 m of access roads, and 1.51 ac of tree removal areas.

A typical soil profile in SA 8 consisted of a 28-cm Ap horizon of brown (10YR 4/3) sandy loam overlying
a B horizon of a light yellowish brown (10YR 6/4) sandy loam to a depth of 38 cmbs (Figure 4-34: STP B-
2). A typical soil profile along the proposed access road in Survey Area 8 consisted of a 26-cm Ap horizon
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of very dark grayish brown (10YR 3/2) sandy loam overlying a yellowish brown (10YR 5/6) sandy loam
B horizon to a depth of 36 cmbs (Figure 4-34: STP AR3-10).

Phase IB testing in SA 8included the excavation of 35 STP’sand systematic surface survey of
approximately 0.69 acres. An additional 18 STP’s were proposed for SA 8 but were not excavated due to
slope, disturbance, or dense brush. No archaeological resources were identified in SA 8 during the Phase
IB survey (Figure 4-36; Figure 4-37).

Brookside
Area 8

Representative STP Soil Profiles

STP B-2 STP AR3-10
Stratum | Ap (-) 10YR 4/3 Stratum | Ap (-) 10YR 3/2
Brown Very Dark Grayish Brown
28 cm Sandy Loam 26 cm Sandy Loam
Stratum 11 Stratum Il
B (-) 10YR 6/4 B (-) 10YR 5/6
38cml-—---=-=== Light Yellowish Brown 3 cmfl-—=-———==- Yellowish Brown
BOE Sandy Loam BOE Sandy Loam
Key:

Ap - Ap Horizon

B - B Horizon

(-) - no artifacts recovered
(+) - artifacts recovered

BOE - base of excavation

Figure 4-34. Representative soil profiles - Survey Area 8.
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Figure 4-35. Map of Phase IB archaeological sensitivity - Survey Area 8.
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Figure 4-36. Map of Phase IB archaeological investigations - Survey Area 8 West.
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Figure 4-37. Map of Phase IB archaeological investigations - Survey Area 8 East.
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SURVEY AREA9

Survey Area 9 (SA 9)lieson the east side of
Ketcham Road in the western portion of the
Project APE and is approximately 0.60 km north
of Burke  County Road (CR 23) (Figure
4-1). It consists of an approximately 19-
acre parcel that is bound on its western side by
Ketcham Road and on its northern side by Route
11. Its eastern and southern sides terminate along
a hedgerow and woods, respectively. Current
land use within the survey area is open agriculture
fields surrounded by wooded areas (Figure
4-38). Vegetation is primarily grass in the open
fields and mixed deciduous and conifer growth in

the wooded areas. Figure 4-38. Overview photo - Survey Area 9, facing

North.

At the time of the survey, the grasswas

approximately 1-1.5 m tall. The tree growth is typically 30-50 cm in diameter with occasional trees having
girths up to 75 cm in diameter. Dense undergrowth consisting of briars and shrubs occurs along hedgerows
separating fields, particularly along the eastern boundary of the survey area. SA 9 has low to moderate
topographic relief that consists of gently rolling terrain descending from southeast to
northwest. Elevations in the parcel range from 850 along the southern boundary to 765 ft amsl along its
northern edge. The terrain descends moderately in the southern part of SA 9 but descends more gradually
in the northern half. Allen Brook flows south to north through SA 9 and has cut a deep ravine in the
southwest corner of the area. As the stream emerges onto the gently sloping terrain in the northern portion
of SA 9, it flows in a broad, shallow valley with a large wetland. This wetland may also be fed by natural
springs that emerge from the base of steeper terrain. One such spring was observed flowing during the time
of the survey. This spring was located just east of Allen Brook in a wooded area in the southern part of SA
9. A cistern has been constructed around the spring to catch water.

Two houses and an active farmstead are located adjacent to Route 11 in the northern part of SA 9. The
active farmstead is in a “non-lease area” as designated by the client. Disturbances to the area consist mainly
of rock push piles and minor dumping along hedgerows and field margins.

Archaeological sensitivity within SA 9 ranges from high sensitivity near mapped historic structures,
proximity to waterways and hydric soils, and previously recorded archaeological sites, to low sensitivity in
areas not in proximity to one of those features as well as areas where soils are poorly drained, such as
wetland and hydric soils. No previously recorded sites are present near SA 9. However, historic maps
depict several structures along Route 11 and at Thayer Corner just west of SA 9. Some of these structures
are in the vicinity of the existing farmstead and houses previously described and may still be extant. No
historic structures are present within the boundaries of SA 9 (Figure 4-40). Phase IB survey of SA 9 was
conducted in May-June 2021 and included approximately 3.49 ac of grading areas, and 2.25 ac of tree
removal areas.
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A typical soil profile in SA 9 consisted of a 28-cm Ap horizon of brown (10YR 5/3) sandy loam overlying
a B horizon of a light gray (10YR 7/2) sandy loam to a depth of 38 cmbs (Figure 4-39: STP H-5). Another
typical soil profile in Survey Area 9 consisted of a 20-cm Ap horizon of dark yellowish brown (10YR 4/4)
sandy loam overlying a yellowish brown (10YR 5/4) sandy loam B horizon to a depth of 30 cmbs (Figure
4-39: STP O-2).

Phase IB testing in SA 9 included the excavation of 93 STP’s. An additional 8 STP’s were proposed for
SA 9 but were not excavated due to slope, disturbance, or dense brush. No archaeological resources were
identified in SA 9 during the Phase IB survey (Figure 4-41).

Brookside
Area 9

Representative STP Soil Profiles

STP H-5 STP O-2
Stratum | Ap (-) 10YR 5/3 Stratum | Ap (-) 10YR 4/4
Brown Dark Yellowish Brown
28 cm Sandy Loam 20 cm Sandy Loam
Stratum I Stratum Il
B (-) 10YR 7/2 B (-) 10YR 5/4
38eml-——-——-==- Light Gray oeml--—cco== o Yellowish Brown
BOE Sandy Loam BOE Sandy Loam

Key:

Ap - Ap Horizon

B - B Horizon

(-) - no artifacts recovered
(+) - artifacts recovered

BOE - base of excavation

Figure 4-39. Representative soil profiles - Survey Area 9.
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Figure 4-40. Map of Phase IB archaeological sensitivity - Survey Area 9.
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Figure 4-41. Map of Phase IB archaeological investigations - Survey Area 9.

55







Phase IB Archaeological Survey — Brookside Solar Project
Franklin County, New York

SURVEY AREA 10

Survey Area 10 (SA 10) lies on the north side of
Route 11 in the northeastern portion of the Project
APE (Figure 4-1). It consists of
an approximate 101-acre parcel that is bound on
its western side by Lewis Road. Its southern and
western sides terminate in fields and woods with
a portion of the southern boundary bound by
Route  11. The northern  boundary  of
SA 10 terminates in woods near the Chateaugay
River and the Chateaugay Chasm, a 120-foot
waterfall carved into the local bedrock.

Current land use within SA 10 includes fallow

agriculture fields and wooded areas (Figure Figure 4-42. Overview photo - Survey Area 10, facing
4-42). Vegetationin the fallow fields is orth.

primarily old corn stalks, weeds, and grass. The wooded areas consist of mixed deciduous and conifer
growth typically 50 cm in diameter with occasional trees having girths 75-100 cm in diameter. Large stands
of mature tree cover with limited undergrowth occur primarily in the northern half of Survey Area
10. Smaller stands of tree growth occur along hedgerows between agricultural fields and often contain
dense shrub and undergrowth. SA 10 has low topographic relief that consist of gently rolling terrain
descending from the southeast to the northwest. Elevations range from 870-880 ft amsl along its southern
boundary to 850-900 ft amsl along its northern boundary. The most prominent topographic feature in the
area is a stream that runs north-south through the survey area. This stream rises from upland terrain in the
southern part of the Project area and flows north eventually emptying into the Chateaugay River
approximately 250 m north of SA 10. At the time of the survey, the stream channel was dry and consisted
of a cobble and rock-lined channel typically less than 5 m wide. The stream channel runs through a broad
lowland valley roughly 30-50 m wide and 3-5 m deep.

No structures are present in SA 10, but two houses and a substation sit near the southern boundary adjacent
to Route 11. A few houses also sit on the west side of Lewis Road along the western boundary of SA
10. Disturbances in the area are limited to rock push piles and minor dumping areas along field margins
and hedgerows.

Archaeological sensitivity within SA 10 ranges from high sensitivity in proximity to mapped historic
structures, proximity to waterways and hydric soils, and previously recorded archaeological sites, to low
sensitivity in areas not in proximity to one of those features as well as areas where soils are poorly drained,
such as wetland and hydric soils. Two previously recorded sites are located just to the south and southeast
of SA 10. Both these sites are historic domestic sites associated with former historic structures. Both have
been determined not eligible for listing in the NRHP. No historic structures are present within the
boundaries of SA 9. Historic maps also depict a historic structure within SA 10 near where the substation is
now located. No visible surface evidence of the structure remains. Two additional historic structures are
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depicted adjacent to the boundaries of SA 10 along Route 11 and along Lewis Road. Both these structures
are near existing houses and may still be extant (Figure 4-44). Phase 1B survey of SA 10 was conducted in
May-June 2021 and included approximately 459 m of collection lines, 225 m of access roads, 0.92 ac of
grading areas, and 10.32 ac of tree removal areas.

A typical soil profile in SA 10 consisted of a 30-cm Ap horizon of brown (10YR 4/3) sandy loam overlying
a B horizon of a brown (10YR 5/3) sandy loam to a depth of 40 cmbs (Figure 4-43: STP D-2). Another
typical soil profile in Survey Area 10 consisted of a 25-cm Ap horizon of brown (10YR 4/3) sandy loam
overlying a yellowish brown (10YR 5/6) sandy loam B horizon to a depth of 35 cmbs (Figure 4-43: STP

Q-14).

Phase IB testing in SA 10 included the excavation of 234 STP’s. An additional 9 STP’s were proposed for
SA 10 but were not excavated due to slope, disturbance, or dense brush. No archaeological resources were
identified in SA 10 during the Phase IB survey (Figure 4-45).

Brookside
Area 10

Representative STP Soil Profiles

STP D-2 STP Q-14
stratum1 | AP () 10YR 4/3 stratum! | Ap () 10YR 4/3
Brown Brown
30 cm Sandy Loam o5 cm Sandy Loam
Stratum I Stratum I
B (-) 10YR 5/3 B (-) 10YR 5/6
M0cml-=--=—--==- Brown Beml---—--==- Yellowish Brown
BOE Sandy Loam BOE Sandy Loam
Key:

Ap - Ap Horizon

B - B Horizon

(-) - no artifacts recovered
(+) - artifacts recovered

BOE - base of excavation

Figure 4-43. Representative soil profiles - Survey Area 10.

57







Phase IB Archaeological Survey — Brookside Solar Project
Franklin County, New York

Figure 4-44. Map of Phase IB archaeological sensitivity - Survey Area 10.
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Figure 4-45. Map of Phase IB archaeological investigations - Survey Area 10.
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SURVEY AREA 11

Survey Area 11 lies on the north side of Route 11
in the central portion of the Project APE (Figure
4-1). It consists of an approximate 44-
acre parcel that abuts SA 3 and SA 6 on its
western and northern sides, respectively. Its
southern and eastern sides terminate in woods and
fields.

At the time of the survey, the area consisted of

open agricultural fields and woods (Figure

4-46). The fields were covered in grass and

wooded areas contained mixed conifer and

deciduous treestypically 30-50  cm i Figure 4-46. Overview photo - Survey Area 11, facing
diameter. SA 11 has low topographic relief that North.

consist of gently rolling terrain descending from southeast to northwest. Elevations in SA 11 range
from 830-850 ft amsl along its southern boundary to 780-800 ft amsl along its northern boundary. Three
houses sit just outside the southern boundary of SA 11 adjacent to Route 11. Disturbances in the area
consist of rock push piles and minor dumping areas along field margins.

Archaeological sensitivity within SA 11 ranges from high sensitivity close to mapped historic structures,
proximity to waterways and hydric soils, and previously recorded archaeological sites, to low sensitivity in
areas not in proximity to one of those features as well as areas where soils are poorly drained, such as
wetland and hydric soils. No previously recorded sites are present near SA 11.

Historic maps depict two structures near the southern boundary of SA 11. These structures are in the
vicinity of the houses previously described and may still be extant (Figure 4-48). Phase IB survey of SA
11 was conducted in May-June 2021 and included approximately 0.44 ac of tree removal areas.

A typical soil profile in SA 11 consisits of a 30-cm Ap horizon of very dark grayish brown (10YR 3/2)
sandy loam overlying a B horizon of a pale brown (10YR 6/3) sandy loam to a depth of 40 cmbs (Figure
4-47: STP A-3). Another typical soil profile in Survey Area 11 consisted of a 25-cm Ap horizon of dark
brown (10YR 3/3) sandy loam overlying a yellowish brown (10YR 5/4) sandy loam B horizon to a depth
of 35 cmbs (Figure 4-47: STP B-1).

Phase IB testing in SA 11 included the excavation of 7 STP’s. No archaeological resources were identified
in SA 11 during the Phase IB survey (Figure 4-49).
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Brookside
Area 11

Representative STP Soil Profiles

STP A-3 STP B-1
Stratum | Ap (-) 10YR 3/2 Stratum | Ap () 10YR 3/3
Very Dark Grayish Brown Dark Brown
30 cm Sandy Loam o5 cm Sandy Loam
Stratum I Stratum I
B (-) 10YR 6/3 B (-) 10YR 5/4
0cml-=--=—--==- Pale Brown Beml---—--==4 Yellowish Brown
BOE Sandy Loam BOE Sandy Loam
Key:

Ap - Ap Horizon

B - B Horizon

(-) - no artifacts recovered
(+) - artifacts recovered

BOE - base of excavation

Figure 4-47. Representative soil profiles - Survey Area 11.
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Figure 4-48. Map of Phase IB archaeological sensitivity - Survey Area 11.
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Figure 4-49. Map of Phase IB archaeological investigations - Survey Area 11.
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SURVEY AREA 12

Survey Area 12 lies on the south side of Route 11 in
the central portion of the Project APE (Figure
4-1). It consists of an approximate 66-acre parcel
that is bounded by Route 11 on its northern side and
by fields and woods on its eastern, western, and
southern sides.

At the time of the survey, the area consisted of open

agricultural fields and woods (Figure

4-50). The fields were recently planted in corn and

the woods contained mixed conifer and deciduous

growth typically 30-50 cm in diameter. SA 12 has

low to moderate topographic relief that consists of Figure 4-50. Overview photo - Survey Area 12, facing
gently rolling terrain descending from southeast to Southeast.

northwest. Elevations in SA 12range from 790-870 ft amsl along its southern boundary to 780-
840 ft amsl along its northern boundary. A small drainage flows west along the southern boundary of SA
12 and eventually empties into Allen Brook just west of SA 3. Thedrainage rises from near the
abandoned railroad grade and flows in a broad, shallow gully approximately 20-30 m wide and less than 1-
1.5 m deep. The gully is surrounded by woods and was dry at the time of the survey.

A house and an active farmstead are located along the northern boundary of SA 12 adjacent to Route
11. Disturbances to the area consist of an access road that leads to a windmill south of SA 12 and
occasional rock push piles along field margins.

Archaeological sensitivity within SA 12 ranges from high sensitivity in proximity to mapped historic
structures, proximity to waterways and hydric soils, and previously recorded archaeological sites, to low
sensitivity in areas not in proximity to one of those features as well as areas where soils are poorly drained,
such as wetland and hydric soils. No previously recorded sites are present near SA 12. Historic maps
depict four structures along the northern boundary of SA 12. Three of these structures are in the vicinity
of the previously mentioned house and active farmstead and may still be extant. The fourth structure is east
of the active farmstead and appears to have been demolished with no visible surface evidence of its remains
(Figure 4-52). Phase IB survey of SA 12 was conducted in May-June 2021 and included approximately
1.31 ac of tree removal areas.

A typical soil profile in SA12 consisted of an 26-cm Ap horizon of brown (10YR 4/3) silt loam overlying
a B horizon of a yellowish brown (10YR 5/4) sandy loam to a depth of 36 cmbs (Figure 4-51: STP B-1).

Phase IB testing in SA 12 included the excavation of 12 STP’s. An additional 13 STP’s were proposed for

SA 12 but were not excavated due to slope, disturbance, or dense brush. No archaeological resources were
identified in SA 12 during the Phase IB survey (Figure 4-53).
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Brookside
Area 12

Representative STP Soil Profiles

STP B-1
Stratum | QIF’)OSN-)H:LOYR 413 ZJZ%Ap Horizon
26 cm Silt Loam B - B Horizon
(-) - no artifacts recovered
Stratum i B () 10YR 5/4 (+) - artifacts recovered
36cm koo oo ee e Yellowish Brown BOE - base of excavation
BOE Sandy Loam

Figure 4-51. Representative soil profiles - Survey Area 12.
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Figure 4-52. Map of Phase IB archaeological sensitivity - Survey Area 12.
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Figure 4-53. Map of Phase IB archaeological investigations - Survey Area 12.
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SURVEY AREA 13

Survey Area 13 lies approximately 0.25 miles
south of Route 11 in the central portion of the
Project APE (Figure 4-1). It consists of an
approximately 71-acre parcel that abuts SA 12 on
its northern side, SA 7 and SA 9 on its western
side, and SA 8 on its eastern side. Its southern side
terminates just beyond the abandoned railroad
grade.

At the time of the survey, the area consisted of

open agricultural  fields and woods (Figure

4-54). SA 13 has lowto moderate topographic

relief that consist of gently rolling terrain rjgyre 4-54. Overview photo - Survey Area 13, facing
descending from southeast to North.

northwest. Elevations in SA 11 range from 900-

920 ft amsl along its southern boundary to 830-870 ft amsl along its northern boundary.

No houses are present in or adjacent to SA 13. A windmill and access road are located near the center of
SA 13. In addition to the windmill, disturbances consist of rock pushpiles and minor dumping spots along
field margins.

Archaeological sensitivity within SA 13 ranges from high sensitivity in proximity to mapped historic
structures, proximity to waterways and hydric soils, and previously recorded archaeological sites, to low
sensitivity in areas further from those features as well as locations where soils are poorly drained, such as
wetland and hydric soils. Other than the old railroad grade, no previously recorded sites are present near
SA 13. Historic maps depict one structure located near the southwest corner of SA 13. This structure has
since been demolished with no visible surface evidence of its remains (Figure 4-56). Phase IB survey of
SA 13 was conducted in May-June 2021 and included approximately 1.04 ac of tree removal areas.

A typical soil profile in SA 13 consisted of an 24-cm Ap horizon of brown (10YR 4/3) silt loam overlying
a B horizon of a yellowish brown (10YR 5/4) silt loam to a depth of 27 cmbs (Figure 4-55: STP B-4).

Phase IB testing in SA 13 included the excavation of 9 STP’s. An additional 8 STP’s were proposed for SA

13 but were not excavated due to slope, disturbance, or dense brush. No archaeological resources were
identified in SA 13 during the Phase IB survey (Figure 4-57).
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Brookside
Area 13

Representative STP Soil Profiles

STP B-4
Key:
Ap (-) 10YR 4/3
Stratum | Bfos/v)n Ap - Ap Horizon
Silt Loam B - B Horizon
B (-) 10YR 5/4 (-) - no artifacts recovered
Stratum Il .
Yellowish Brown (+) - artifacts recovered
""""" Silt Loam
Rock BOE - base of excavation
BOE

Figure 4-55. Representative soil profiles - Survey Area 13.
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Figure 4-56. Map of Phase IB archaeological sensitivity - Survey Area 13.
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Figure 4-57. Map of Phase IB archaeological investigations - Survey Area 13.
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SURVEY AREA 14

Survey Area 14 lies on the north side of Burke
County Road (CR 23) in the south-central portion of
the Project APE (Figure 4-1). It consists of an
approximate 32-acre parcel bounded by CR 23 on
its southern side. Its northern side terminates near
the abandoned railroad grade and its eastern and
western sides terminate along hedgerows separating
fields.

At the time of the survey, the area consisted of open

agricultural  fieldsthat had recently Dbeen

plowed (Figure 4-58). The plowed surface of the

fields presented good visibility (> 70 percent) for Figure 4-58. Overview photo - Survey Area 14, facing
systematic surface survey. The hedgerows between West.

fields consisted of thin stands of trees with dense brush undergrowth. SA 14 has lowto
moderate topographic relief that consists of gently rolling terrain descending from southeast to
northwest. Elevations in SA 14 range from 960-990 ft amsl along its southern boundary to 920-930
ft amsl along its northern boundary. No streams or drainages are present in SA 14.

Two active farmsteads are present near the northern boundary of SA 14 adjacent to CR 23. Disturbances
within SA 14 consist of rock push piles and minor dumping events along field margins and a farm access
road.

Archaeological sensitivity within SA 14 ranges from high sensitivity in proximity to mapped historic
structures, proximity to waterways and hydric soils, and previously recorded archaeological sites, to low
sensitivity in areas not in proximity to one of those features as well as areas where soils are poorly drained,
such as wetland and hydric soils . Other than the abandoned railroad grade, no previously recorded sites
are present near SA 14. Historic maps depict two structures along CR 23 that are in the vicinity of the
active farmsteads previously mentioned and are likely still extant (Figure 4-60). Phase IB survey of SA
14 was conducted in May-June 2021 and included approximately 72 m of collection lines, and 0.44 ac of
tree removal areas.

A typical soil profile in SA 14 consisted of an 30-cm Ap horizon of very dark brown (10YR 2/2) sandy
loam overlying a B horizon of a yellowish brown (10YR 5/4) sandy loam to a depth of 40 cmbs (Figure
4-59: STP CL1-1).

Phase IB testing in SA 14 included the excavation of 2 STP’sand systematic surface survey of
approximately 0.31 acres. An additional 2 STP’s were proposed for SA 14 but were not excavated due to
slope, disturbance, or dense brush. No archaeological resources were identified in SA 14 during the Phase
IB survey (Figure 4-61).
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Brookside
Area 14
Representative STP Scil Profiles

STP CL1-1
Key:
Stratum | Ap (-) 10YR 2/2 .
Very Dark Brown Ap - Ap Horizon
30 cm Sandy Loam B - B Horizon
(-} - no artifacts recovered
stratum B (-) 10YR 5/4 (+) - artifacts recovered
Aem oo oo ] Yellowish Brown BOE - base of excavation
BOE Sandy Loam

Figure 4-59. Representative soil profiles - Survey Area 14.

73







Phase IB Archaeological Survey — Brookside Solar Project
Franklin County, New York

Figure 4-60. Map of Phase IB archaeological sensitivity - Survey Area 14.
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Figure 4-61. Map of Phase IB archaeological investigations - Survey Area 14.
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SURVEY AREA 15

Survey Area 15 (SA 15) lies on the southeast side
of Burke County Road (CR23) and approximately 0.18
miles south of Route 11 in the far eastern portion of the
Project APE (Figure 4-1). It is also
approximately 0.20 miles west of the Chateaugay
River. SA 15consists of anapproximate 23-
acre parcel that is bound by Cemetery Road on its
eastern side, by Burke County Road on its
northern and western sides, and by the abandoned
railroad grade on its southern side.

At the time of the survey, the area Fjgure 4-62. Overview photo - Survey Area 15,
consisted primarily of open agricultural fields planted facing West.

in corn and fallow fields (Figure 4-62). An extensive

stand of woods lies south of SA 15 beyond the abandoned railroad bed. SA 15 has low topographic relief
that consists of gently rolling terrain descending gradually from south to north. Elevations in SA 15 range
from 940 ft amsl along its southern boundary to 910 ft amsl at its northern end. A shallow gully runs north-
south through the middle of SA 15 and serves to drain the higher terrain to the south. This drainage empties
into the Chateaugay River 0.6 km north of SA 15 and was dry at the time of the survey.

SA 15 incorporates two houses at its northern and southwest corners along CR 23. In addition, a gas
pipeline runs along the edge of the abandoned railroad bed. East of Cemetery Road, St. Patrick’s cemetery
occupies a small rise that overlooks the Chateaugay River to the east. Except for the houses, no significant
disturbances are present in SA 15.

Archaeological sensitivity within SA 15 ranges from high sensitivity in proximity to mapped historic
structures, proximity to waterways and hydric soils, and previously recorded archaeological sites, to low
sensitivity in areas not in proximity to one of those features as well as areas where soils are poorly drained,
such as wetland and hydric soils. Other than the abandoned railroad grade, no previously recorded sites are
located near SA 15. Historic maps depict three structures near the intersection of Cemetery Road and CR
23 approximately 130 m northeast of SA 15. All three of these structures appear to have been demolished
(Figure 4-64). Phase IB survey of SA 15 was conducted in November-December 2020 and
included 100 percent of all high archaeological sensitivity areas.

A typical soil profile in SA 15 consisted of a 16-cm Ap horizon of dark brown (10YR 3/3) silt loam
overlying a B horizon of brownish yellow (10YR 6/6) sandy to a depth of 47 cmbgs (Figure 4-63: STP 2-
2). Another typical soil profile in SA 15 typically consisted of a 32-cm Ap horizon of greyish brown (10YR
3/2) sandy loam overlying a reddish brown (2.5YR 5/3) silty sand B horizon to a depth of 44 cmbgs (see
Figure 4-63: STP 6-11).
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Phase IB testing in SA 15 included the excavation of 174 STP’s. An additional 55 STP’s were proposed for
SA 15 but were not excavated due to slope, disturbance, or locations within fenced, well-maintained
lawns. No archaeological resources were identified in SA 15 during the Phase IB survey (Figure 4-65).

Brookside
Area 15

Representative STP Soil Profiles

STP 2-2 STP 6-11
Stratum | Ap () 10YR 3/3 Stratum | Ap (-) 10YR 3/2
Dark Brown Greyish Brown
16 cm Silt Loam 32 cm Sandy Loam
Stratum I Stratum I
B (-) 10YR 6/6 B (-) 2.5YR 5/3
47emb--occo-ad Brownish Yellow Memlb--—-cc--d Reddish Brown
BOE Sandy BOE Silty Sand

Kev:
Ap - Ap Horizon

B - B Horizon

(-) - no artifacts recovered
(+) - artifacts recovered

BOE - base of excavation

Figure 4-63. Representative soil profiles - Survey Area 15.
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Figure 4-64. Map of Phase IB archaeological sensitivity - Survey Area 15.
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Figure 4-65. Map of Phase IB archaeological investigations - Survey Area 15.
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SURVEY AREA 16

Survey Area 16 lies on the north side of Burke
County Road (CR 23) south-central portion of the
Project APE (Figure 4-1). It consists of an
approximate 52-acre parcel bounded by CR
23 on its southern side. Its eastern and western
sides abut SA 5 and SA 14, respectively. Its
northern side terminatesalong a hedgerow
separating two fields.

At the time of the survey, the area consisted of
open agricultural fields, portions of which had
recently been plowed (Figure 4-66). The portions
of recently plowed surface presented good
visibility (> 70 percent) for systematic surface
survey. Along the hedgerow that forms the
northern boundary of SA 16, vegetation consisted
of a thin stand of trees with dense underbrush. SA 16 has low topographic relief and lies near the
northwestern edge of the ridgetop described for SA 4. Elevations in SA 16 range from 1,000-
1,020 ft amsl along its southern boundary to 960-980 ft amsl along its northern boundary. No streams or
drainages are present in SA 16. An active farmstead is located at the southeastern corner of SA 16 adjacent
to CR 23. Otherthan the farmstead, disturbances in SA 16 consist of rock push pilesand minor
dumping areas along the field margins.

Figure 4-66. Overview photo - Survey Area 16, facing East.

Archaeological sensitivity within SA 16 ranges from high sensitivity in proximity to mapped historic
structures, proximity to waterways and hydric soils, and previously recorded archaeological sites, to low
sensitivity in areas not in proximity to one of those features as well as areas where soils are poorly drained,
such as wetland and hydric soils. No previously recorded sites are located near SA 16. Historic
maps depict two structures in the southeast corner of SA 16 in the vicinity of the previously mentioned
active farmstead and are likely still extant (Figure 4-68). Phase IB survey of SA 16 was conducted in May-
June 2021 and included 100 percent of all high archaeological sensitivity areas.

A typical soil profile in SA 16 consisted of a 30-cm Ap horizon of dark brown (10YR 3/3) sandy loam
overlying a B horizon of a pale brown (10YR 6/3) sandy loam to a depth of 40 cmbs (Figure 4-67:STP H-
4). Another typical soil profile in Survey Area 16 consisted of a 25-cm Ap horizon of dark grayish brown
(10YR 4/2) sandy loam overlying a light brownish gray (10YR 6/2) sandy loam B horizon to a depth of 35
cmbs (Figure 4-67: STP Q-15).

Phase IB testing in SA 16 included the excavation of 532 STP’s and 1.03 acres of systematic surface survey
in areas with greater than 70% ground visibility. Anadditional 37 STP’s were proposed for SA 16 but were
not excavated due to slope, disturbance, or dense brush. No archaeological resources were identified in SA
16 during the Phase IB survey (Figure 4-69).
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Brookside
Area 16

Representative STP Soil Profiles

STP H-4 STP Q-15
Stratum|| Ap () 10YR 3/3 Stratum|| Ap () 10YR 4/2
Dark Brown Dark Grayish Brown
30 cm Sandy Loam o5 cm Sandy Loam
Stratum I Stratum I
B (-) 10YR 6/3 B (-) 10YR 6/2
0cml-=--=—--==- Pale Brown Beml---—--==4 Light Brownish Gray
BOE Sandy Loam BOE Sandy Loam
Key:

Ap - Ap Horizon

B - B Horizon

(-) - no artifacts recovered
(+) - artifacts recovered

BOE - base of excavation

Figure 4-67. Representative soil profiles - Survey Area 16.
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Figure 4-68. Map of Phase IB archaeological sensitivity - Survey Area 16.
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Figure 4-69. Map of Phase IB archaeological investigations - Survey Area 16.
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NEWLY RECORDED RESOURCES

The Phase IB archaeological survey resulted in the identification of three newly recorded archaeological
sites TRC-BS-1, TRC-BS-2, TRC-BS-3 (Figure 4-70).

Figure 4-70. Newly recorded archaeological resources.
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TRC-BS-1
Survey Area: 1 Landform: Till Plain
Field Site Name: TRC-BS-1 Elevation: 750 ft amsl
USGS Map: Burke NY 7.5 Min Series Quad Component: Historic
UTM Coordinates: 18T 568274 4975559 Estimated Size: 5.76 x 3.76 m

TRC-BS-1 is a newly recorded
historic site located in the
southeastern portion of Survey Area 1
(Figure 4-70). The site is situated
within a wooden area approximately
68-74 m north of historically mapped
structures, and north of Stuart Road
(Figure 4-71).

The recorded site dimensions are
approximately 5.76-x-3.76 m (Figure
4-74). The site is defined by one
positive STP (Transect 1-1) and two
(2) positive radial STPs. A typical soil
profile consisted of a 57-cm Ap
horizon of dark yellowish brown
(10YR 3/4) sandy loam overlying a B
horizon of a light brownish gray (10YR 6/2) sandy loam to a depth of 67 cmbs (Figure 4-72: STP T1-
3+7mW). Artifacts were recovered from Stratum 1.

Figure 4-71. Site Overview - Site TRC-BS-1, facing North.

TRC-BS-1
Area 1D
Representative STP Soil Profile

STP T1-3+7mW

Ap (+) 10YR 3/4 Key:
Stratum | Dark Yellowish Brown Ap - Ap Horizon
Sandy Loam B - B Horizon
(-) - no artifacts recovered
57 cm
B (-) 10YR 6/2 (+) - artifacts recovered
Stratum Il . .
Light Brownish Gray BOE - base of excavation
67cm oo Sand
BOE

Figure 4-72. Representative soil profiles - Site TRC-BS-1.
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In total, 25 historic artifacts were
recovered from 4 STPs excavated within
site. TRC-BS-1 (Figure 4-73). Historic
artifacts, identified by functional group,
include six (n=6) architectural objects,
and nineteen (n=19) domestic artifacts.
The architectural objects include two
pieces of concrete, one asphalt shingle,
one incomplete red brick or paver, and
one complete iron door handle hardware.
The domestic objects include whiteware,
stoneware, and Rockingham ceramics
with only one decorated (embossed)
whiteware sherd present, and clear,
brown, amethyst, aqua, and opaque glass
from body, base, and lids.

Historic maps were analyzed to find
additional information regarding the
historically mapped structures located
near the site. TRC-BS-1 is located
approximately 68 m northeast of a
structure located on the 1876 map of
Burke, NY found in the Franklin County
Atlas (Beers 1876a). The property is
indicated to have been associated with C.
Peters. No additional information was
located about the 1876 property. The
1915 USGS Chateaugay 15-Minute
topographic quadrangle map depicts a
structure approximately 74 m southeast of
the site and 20 m southeast of the 1876
structure. No additional information was
located regarding the 1915 structure.
These structures could easily be the same
structures depicted on two separate maps.

Site  TRC-BS-1 is interpreted as a
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Figure 4-73. Site TRC-BS-1 representative artifacts:

(a) clear glass fragment with embossed decoration; (b) large stoneware
body sherd, blue glaze both sides; (c) brown glass body fragments; (d)
iron hardware, flat strip with two nails.

nineteenth to early twentieth-century artifact scatter associated with one or both of the historically mapped
structures located within 100 m of the site. No features were located within the proximity of the site. The
lack of highly diagnostic artifacts and absence of features indicate that the site has exhausted its
archaeological potential. As such, site TRC-BS-1 is not eligible to be included to the National Register of
Historic Places (NRHP), and no further work is recommended.
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Figure 4-74. Site plan - Site TRC-BS-1.
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TRC-BS-2
Survey Area: 2 Landform: Till Plain
Field Site Name: TRC-BS -2 Elevation: 715 ft amsl
USGS Map: Chateaugay NY 7.5 Min Series Quad Component: Historic
UTM Coordinates: 18T 568676 4976162 Estimated Size: 60 x 36 m

TRC-BS-2 is a newly recorded
historic site located in the eastern
portion of Survey Area 2 (Figure
4-70). The site is situated within an
agricultural field approximately 53-86
m north of historically mapped
structures, and northeast of Stuart
Road (Figure 4-75).

The recorded site dimensions are
approximately 60-x-36 m (Figure
4-79). The site is defined by four
positive STPs and twelve (12) positive
radial STPs. A typical soil profile
consisted of a 33-cm Ap horizon of
dark brown (10YR 3/3) sandy loam
overlying a B horizon of a strong
brown (7.5YR 5/6) sandy loam to a
depth of 52 cmbs overlying a C horizon of a light gray (10YR 7/2) sand to a depth of 65 cmbs.(Figure 4-76:
STP TR15-1+3mN). Artifacts were recovered from Stratum 1.

Figure 4-75. Site Overview - Site TRC-TR2, facing Northeast.

TRC-BS-2
Area 2C
Representative STP Soil Profile

STP TR15-1+3mN

Ap (+) 10YR 3/3

Stratum | Dark Brown Key:
33 cm Sandy Loam Ap - Ap Horizon

Stratum Il B (-) 7.5YR 5/6 B - B Horizon

Strong Brown C - C Horizon
52 cm Sandy Loam
(-) - no artifacts recovered

Stratum 111 C(-) 10YR 7/2

65cm f- oo oo oo Light Gray (+) - artifacts recovered
BOE Sand

Figure 4-76. Representative soil profiles - Site TRC-BS-2.
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In total, 221 historic artifacts and three (3) organic
artifacts were recovered from 16 STPs excavated
within site TRC-BS-2 (Figure 4-78; Figure 4-77).
Historic artifacts, identified by functional group,
include sixty three (n=63) architectural objects,
one-hundred fifty five (n=155) domestic artifacts,
one (1) tobacco pipe stem fragment, and two (2)
aqua insulators. The architectural objects include
clear and aqua flat glass, and iron cut and wire
nails. The domestic objects include a variety of
ceramics including whiteware ceramics with a
variety of decorations including embossing, hand
painting, and transfer-printing, porcelain,
yellowware, redware, and white granite; glass
container fragments including clear, aqua, green,
amethyst, and bottle bases.  Organic artifacts
include one fragment of bone and two charcoal
fragments.

Historic maps were analyzed to find additional
information regarding the mapped historical
structures located near the site. TRC-BS-2 is
located approximately 86 m northwest of a
structure located on the 1876 map of Chateaugay,
NY found in the Franklin County Atlas (Beers
1876b). The property is indicated to have been
associated with Z. Foss. No additional information
was located about the 1876 property. The 1915
USGS Chateaugay 15-Minute topographic
guadrangle map depicts a structure approximately
53 m southwest of the site and 83 m northwest of
the 1876 structure. No additional information was
located regarding the 1915 structure.

Site TRC-BS-2 is interpreted as a nineteenth to
early twentieth-century artifact scatter associated
with one or both of the mapped historic structures
located within 100 m of the site. No features were
located within the proximity of the site. The lack
of highly diagnostic artifacts and absence of
features indicate that the site has exhausted its
archaeological potential. As such, site TRC-BS-2
is not eligible to be included to the National
Register of Historic Places (NRHP), and no
further work is recommended.
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Figure 4-77. Site TRC-BS-2 representative artifacts:

(a) whiteware body with polychrome hand-painted decoration; (b)
whiteware rim sherd with embossed blue painted edge; (c) clear
body fragment of decorative glass with embossed diamonds in
linear pattern; (d) clear crimped rim fragment of glass; (e) redware
base; (f) whiteware rim sherd with embossed decoration.

Figure 4-78. Site TRC-BS-2 representative artifacts:

(a) iron hinge; (b) cut nail fragment; (c) white clay tobacco pipe
stem fragment with 4/64” bore; (d) cut nail; (€) whiteware rim
sherd with polychrome floral decoration; (f) whiteware base
with dark brown ‘ERY”.
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Figure 4-79. Site plan - Site TRC-BS-2.
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TRC-BS-3

Survey Area: 3 Landform: Till Plain
Field Site Name: TRC-BS -3 Elevation: 777 ft amsl
USGS Map: Burke NY 7.5 Min Series Quad Component: Historic
UTM Coordinates: 18T 568260 4974729 Estimated Size: 36 x 25 m

TRC-BS-3 is a newly recorded historic
site located in the southwestern portion of
Survey Area 3 (Figure 4-70). The site is
situated in an agricultural field
approximately 44 m northeast of a
mapped historical structure, and north of
Route 11 (Figure 4-80).

The recorded site dimensions are
approximately 36-x-25 m (Figure 4-83).
The site is defined by three positive STPs
and nine (9) positive radial STPs. A
typical soil profile consisted of a 40-cm
Ap horizon of brown (10YR 4/3) silt loam
overlying a B horizon of a strong brown
(7.5YR 5/6) silt loam to a depth of 50
cmbs (Figure 4-81: STP TR-12+5mN). Artifacts were recovered from Stratum 1.

Figure 4-80. Site Overview - Site TRC-BS-3, facing East.

TRC-BS-3
Area 3F
Representative STP Soil Profile

STP TR12-3+5mN

Stratum | Ap (+) 10YR 4/3 Key:
Brown Ap - Ap Horizon
Silt Loam )
B - B Horizon
40 cm
(-) - no artifacts recovered
Stratum 11
B (-) 7.5YR 5/6 (+) - artifacts recovered
50em f------m-- o Strong Brown BOE - base of excavation
BOE Silt Loam

Figure 4-81. Representative soil profiles - Site TRC-BS-3.
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In total, 71 historic artifacts, five
(5) organic artifacts, and one (1)
piece of modern window glass,
were recovered from 17 STPs
excavated within site TRC-BS-3
(Figure 4-82). Historical artifacts,
identified by functional group,
include six (n=6) architectural
objects, and nineteen (n=19)
domestic artifacts. The
architectural objects brick
fragments, clear and aqua flat
glass, and cut nails. The domestic
objects include a variety of
ceramics including whiteware,
some decorated with transfer-
print, hand-painted, and sponge
decorations, pearlware,
stoneware, and white granite; aqua
container glass, and green, clear,
and amethyst glass fragments.
Organic artifacts include two (2)
pieces of butchered mammal bone
and three (3) pieces of bone
fragments.

Historic maps were analyzed to
find  additional  information
regarding the mapped historical
structures located near the site.
TRC-BS-3 is located
approximately 44 m northwest of
a structure located on the 1876
map of Burke, NY found in the
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Figure 4-82. Site TRC-BS-3 representative artifacts:

(@) cut nail fragment’ (b) whiteware body sherd with purple transfer-print
decoration; (c) whiteware body sherd with purple transfer-print
decoration; (d) stoneware base with clear salt glazed exterior and dark
brown lead interior.

Franklin County Atlas (Beers 1876a). The property is indicated to have been associated with W.A.
Sampson. No additional information was located about the 1876 property. The 1915 USGS Chateaugay
15-Minute topographic quadrangle map depicts a structure approximately 112 m south of the site and 83 m
southwest of the 1876 structure. No additional information was located regarding the 1915 structure.

Site TRC-BS-3 is interpreted as a nineteenth to early twentieth-century artifact scatter associated with the
historically mapped structure located within 100 m of the site. No features were located within the proximity
of the site. The lack of highly diagnostic artifacts and absence of features indicate that the site has exhausted
its archaeological potential. As such, site TRC-BS-3 is not eligible to be included to the National Register
of Historic Places (NRHP), and no further work is recommended.
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Figure 4-83. Site plan - Site TRC-BS-3.
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5. SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

In November - December 2020 and May - June 2021, TRC conducted a Phase IB archaeological survey of
the proposed Brookside Energy Center Project, located in Franklin County, New York. The survey was
conducted by TRC on behalf of Brookside Energy Center, LLC. The proposed Project will consist of the
construction and operation of a 100 MW solar energy center. The total Project area is approximately 1,057
acres. The proposed Project will consist of commercial-scale solar arrays, access roads, buried (and possibly
overhead) electrical collection lines, laydown/staging areas, a Project collection substation, and electrical
interconnection facilities.

A previously conducted Phase IA archaeological study by TRC examined the archaeological site files and
historical resource files of the Office of Parks, Recreation, and Historic Preservation (OPRHP) and the New
York State Museum (NYSM) (Gollup et al. 2020). The study concluded that most of the Project area is
considered to have moderate to high archaeological sensitivity and a Phase IB survey was recommended in
areas of high or moderate archaeological sensitivity that would experience significant ground disturbance.
In its October 22, 2020 letter, the OPRHP concurred with the findings of the Phase 1A study and requested
that Phase IB study be conducted in areas of significant proposed ground disturbance in areas of high
archaeological sensitivity. Based on the Site Plan (October 7, 2020), areas of significant ground disturbance
include collection lines, access roads, grading areas, and tree removal areas.

The field survey consisted of systematic excavation of STPs at 15-m intervals, systematic surface survey
in areas with greater than 70% ground visibility, and visual inspection in areas with ground slope exceeding
15% and areas with existing ground disturbance or standing water. In total, 4,262 STPs were excavated,
resulting in the recovery of 326 artifacts from three historic sites, TRC-BS-1, TRC-BS-2, TRC-BS-3. The
newly recorded cultural resources are summarized below with NRHP recommendations.

NATIONAL REGISTER RECOMMENDATIONS

This section provides recommendations on the research value and eligibility of the newly recorded cultural
resources for inclusion in the NRHP. The archaeological resources identified in the Project APE were
evaluated with reference to the criteria of NRHP eligibility as set forth in 36 CFR 60.4, and based on
guidelines set forth by the National Park Service (1993) (Table 5-1). The four criteria of eligibility
evaluation are:

Criterion A: Properties that are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad
patterns of our history; or

Criterion B: Properties that are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or
Criterion C: Properties that embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction,
or that represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that represent a significant and

distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction; or

Criterion D: Properties that have yielded or may likely yield information important to history or prehistory
[36 CFR 60.4].
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Table 5-1. Assessment of Research Potential and NRHP Eligibility

Estimate of . . N
Resource Resource Type Research National Regls_ter Eligibility
Name A Recommendation

Potential
TRC-BS-1 Historic scatter Poor Not Eligible
TRC-BS-2 Historic scatter Poor Not Eligible
TRC-BS-3 Historic scatter Poor Not Eligible

Not Eligible Archaeological Sites

Site TRC-BS-1 is interpreted as a nineteenth to early twentieth-century artifact scatter associated with the
historically mapped structure located within 100 m of the site. No features were located within the estimated
site area or in the proximity of the site. The lack of highly diagnostic artifacts and absence of features
indicate that the site has exhausted its archaeological potential. As such, site TRC-BS-1 is not eligible to
be included to the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), and no further work is recommended.

Site TRC-BS-2 is interpreted as a nineteenth to early twentieth-century artifact scatter associated with one
or both of the mapped historical structures located within 100 m of the site. No features were located within
the estimated site area or in the proximity of the site. The lack of highly diagnostic artifacts and absence of
features indicate that the site has exhausted its archaeological potential. As such, site TRC-BS-2 is not
eligible to be included to the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), and no further work is
recommended.

Site TRC-BS-3 is interpreted as a nineteenth to early twentieth-century artifact scatter associated with one
or both of the mapped historical structures located within 100 m of the site. No features were located within
the estimated site area or in the proximity of the site. The lack of highly diagnostic artifacts and absence of
features indicate that the site has exhausted its archaeological potential. As such, site TRC-BS-3 is not
eligible to be included to the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), and no further work is
recommended.
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APPENDIX A: ARTIFACT CATALOG
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TRC-BS-1

Raw
Suney Artifact Artifact Material
Cat.# Spec# Area STP Depth (cm) Class Subclass Material Color Artifact Type ~ Subtype  Portion  Quantity Wagt. (g) Description/ Comments
No
decoration whiteware bodysherd,
1 1{1D T1-3 11 10-28 Historic |Domestic Ceramic Whiteware present Body 1 1.6|no decoration present
aqua colored glass
fragment with small
amount of embossing
1 2{1D T1-3 1 10-28 Historic |Domestic Glass Aqua Container UNID Body 1 2.8]on exterior
1 3[1D T1-3 1l 10-28 Historic [Domestic Glass Clear Container UNID Body 2 S|clearglass fragments
clearglass fragment
with embossed
1 4[1D T1-3 1l 10-28 Historic [Domestic Glass Clear Container UNID Body 1 3.2|decoration
whiteware rim
fragment with
embossed decoration
(raised dots) and very
2 1/1D T1-3 +1n! 0-41 Historic [Domestic Ceramic Whiteware Embossed |rim 1 2.5[slight curve to rim.
No
decoration rockingham-ware rim
2 2|1D T1-3 +1n! 0-41 Historic [Domestic Ceramic Rockingham present Rim 1 2.2|sherd
brown glass base
2 3[1D T1-3 +1n! 0-41 Historic [Domestic Glass Brown Container UNID Base 1 5.7|fragment
brown glass body
2 411D T1-3 + 11 0-41 Historic |Domestic Glass Brown Container UNID Body 2 9.4|fragments
amytheyst colored
2 5[1D T1-3 +1n! 0-41 Historic [Domestic Glass Amytheyst [UNID UNID fragment 2 2.8|glass fragments
aqua colored glass
2 6/1D T1-3 +1n! 0-41 Historic [Domestic Glass Aqua UNID UNID fragment 1 2.5|fragment
2 7[1D T1-3 +1n! 0-41 Historic [Architectural |Iron Spike complete 1 43.1]iron spike
unidentifiable iron
hardware. Flat strip
2 8|1D T1-3 +1n! 0-41 Historic |Architectural |Iron Hardware UNID fragment 1 153.6|with 2 nails.
No
decoration whiteware body sherd,
1 1/1D T1-3 + 31! 20-30 Historic [Domestic Ceramic Whiteware present Body 1 2.9|no decoration present
No large stoneware body
decoration sherd, blue glaze both
1 2{1D T1-3 + 311 50-60 Historic |Domestic Ceramic stoneware present Body 1 18.3|sides
canningjarglass lid,
opaque bluish-white
1 3[1D T1-3 + 31! 20-30 Historic [Domestic Glass Opaque Container Jar Lid 1 4.7|color. No marks
1 4[1D T1-3 + 3nl1 50-60 Historic [Domestic Glass Clear UNID fragment 2 3|clearglass fragments
1 5[1D T1-3 + 3011 50-60 Historic [Architectural |Iron UNID fragment 3 0.5|thin iron fragments
No large whiteware body
decoration sherd, no decoration
1 6[1D T1-3 + 51 30-55 Historic |Domestic Ceramic Whiteware present Body 1 18.9|present
very corroded iron nail
1 7[1D T1-3 + 501 30-55 Historic [Architectural |Iron Nail UNID fragment 1 9.2|fragment
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TRC-BS-2

Cat. = Spec Depth  Artifact | Artifact Raw Material Artifact Description/
# # Strat (cm) Class Subclass  Material Color Type Portion . Comments
cut nail,
complete,
good
condition.
TR1 Architect Bent at right
1 1| 2C 4-3 | 0-30 Historic ural Iron Nail Cut complete 1 9.2 | angle
small
whiteware
body sherds,
No no
TR1 Domesti decoration decoration
1 2| 2C 4-3 [ 0-30 Historic c Ceramic Whiteware present Body 2 1.8 | present
small
yellowware
body sherd,
No no
TR1 Domesti decoration decoration
1 3| 2C 4-3 | 0-30 Historic c Ceramic Yellowware | present Body 1 0.6 | present
small
porcelain
body sherd,
No no
TR1 Domesti decoration decoration
1 4 | 2C 4-3 | 0-30 Historic c Ceramic Porcelain present Body 1 0.3 | present
TR1 Domesti clear glass
1 5| 2C 4-3 | 0-30 Historic c Glass Clear UNID fragment 1 0.6 | fragment
aqua colored
TR1 Domesti glass
1 6 | 2C 4-3 | 0-30 Historic c Glass Aqua UNID fragment 1 0.5 | fragment
TR1
4-3
+ clear flat
10m Architect glass
2 1| 2C N | 0-30 Historic ural Glass Clear Flat fragment 1 0.6 | fragment
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Cat.  Spec Survey ST Depth  Artifact | Artifact Raw Material Artifact Description/
il il Area P Strat (cm) Class Subclass ~ Material Color Type Portion i . Comments
white clay
tobacco pipe
stem
fragment, no
decorations
or marks
TR1 present.
4-3 Bore size is
+ No 4/64". Clay is
10m Tobacco decoration overfired on
2 2| 2C N | 0-30 Historic Activities | Ceramic White Pipe present stem 1 1.8 | one side
cut nail
fragment,
TR1 moderate
4-3 corrosion on
+ body, head
10m Architect Head and is corrosion
2 3| 2C N | 0-30 Historic ural Iron Nail Cut Body 1 3.2 | free
TR1
4-3 cut nail
+ fragment,
10m Architect moderate
2 4] 2C N | 0-30 Historic ural Iron Nail Cut Body 1 4.3 | corrosion
TR1
4-3
+ corroded
10m Architect fragment of
2 5] 2C N | 0-30 Historic ural Iron Wire fragment 1 3.5 | wire
TR1
4-3
+
10m Architect
2 6 | 2C N | 0-30 Historic ural Iron Hinge plate complete 1 66 | iron hinge
TR1 whiteware
4-3 body sherds,
+ No no
12m Domesti decoration decoration
3 1| 2C N | 0-30 Historic 9 Ceramic Whiteware present Body 3 1.1 | present
TR1
4-3 redware
+ No body sherd,
12m Domesti decoration brown lead
3 2 | 2C N | 0-30 Historic c Ceramic Redware present Body 1 0.4 | glaze
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Cat.  Spec Survey ST Artifact | Artifact Raw Material Artifact Description/
il il Area P Class Subclass ~ Material Color Type Subtype Portion . Comments
+ small
12m Domesti fragment of
3 3| 2C N | 0-30 Historic 9 Glass Green UNID fragment 1 | <0.1 | green glass
TR1
4-3 cut nail
+ fragments,
12m Architect moderate
3 4] 2C N | 0-30 Historic ural Iron Nail Cut fragment 4 | 11.9 | corrosion
TR1
4-3 flat piece of
+ thin iron,
12m Architect moderate
3 5| 2C N | 0-30 Historic ural Iron Flat UNID fragment 1 2.6 | corroded.
TR1 white
4-3 granite rim
+ No sherd, no
3m Domesti White decoration decoration
4 1] 2C E [ 0-30 Historic c Ceramic Granite present rim 1 5.7 | present
TR1 whiteware
4-3 rim sherd,
+ No no
3m Domesti decoration decoration
4 2| 2C E | 0-30 Historic ¢ Ceramic Whiteware present Rim 1 1.4 | present
TR1 whiteware
4-3 body sherds,
+ No no
3m Domesti decoration decoration
4 3| 2C E [ 0-30 Historic c Ceramic Whiteware present Body 2 0.8 | present
TR1 refined
4-3 earthenware
+ Refined No body sherd
3m Domesti Earthenwar | decoration with blue
4 4| 2C E | 0-30 Historic 9 Ceramic e present Body 1 0.2 | lead glaze
refined
TR1 earthenware
4-3 body sherd
+ Refined No with mottled
3m Domesti Earthenwar | decoration brown lead
4 51| 2C E [ 0-30 Historic c Ceramic e present Body 1 1.7 | glaze
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Cat.  Spec Survey ST Artifact | Artifact Raw Material Artifact Description/
il il Area P Class Subclass ~ Material Color Type Subtype Portion . Comments
TR1
4-3 redware
+ No body sherd
3m Domesti decoration with green
4 6 | 2C E | 0-30 Historic 9 Ceramic Redware present Body 1 0.3 | lead glaze
TR1
4-3 aqua
+ container
3m Domesti glass
4 7 | 2C E | 0-30 Historic c Glass Aqua Container UNID Body 2 7.1 | fragment
TR1 clear glass
4-3 base
+ fragment,
3m Domesti corroded
4 8 | 2C E | 0-30 Historic c Glass Clear Container UNID Base 1 4.2 | exterior
TR1
4-3
+
3m Domesti clear glass
4 9 | 2C E | 0-30 Historic c Glass Clear UNID UNID Body 3 5.1 | fragments
TR1
4-3
+ aqua-
3m Architect colored flat
4 10 | 2C E | 0-30 Historic ural Glass Aqua Flat fragment 2 5.2 | glass
TR1 complete cut
4-3 nails,
+ minimal
3m Architect corrosion,
4 11 | 2C E | 0-30 Historic ural Iron Nail Cut complete 2 | 12.5 | oneis large.
TR1 cut nail
4-3 fragments,
+ various sizes
3m Architect Head and and levels of
4 12 | 2C E | 0-30 Historic ural Iron Nail Cut Body 6 | 26.2 | corrosion.
TR1
4-3 cut nail body
+ fragments,
3m Architect corrosion
4 13 | 2C E | 0-30 Historic ural Iron Nail Cut Body 2 8.3 | varies
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Cat.  Spec Survey ST Artifact | Artifact Raw Material Artifact Description/
il il Area P Class Subclass ~ Material Color Type Portion . Comments
TR1 complete
4-3 wire nails,
+ minimal to
3m Architect moderate
4 14 | 2C E | 0-30 Historic ural Iron Nail Wire complete 2 5.8 | corrosion.
TR1
4-3
+
3m Architect iron wire
4 15 | 2C E | 0-30 Historic ural Iron Wire fragment 2 7.6 | fragments
TR1 white
4-3 granite body
+ No sherds, no
3m Domesti White decoration decoration
5 1| 2C N | 0-30 Historic ¢ Ceramic Granite present Body 2 5.6 | present
TR1 whiteware
4-3 body sherd,
+ No no
3m Domesti decoration decoration
5 2| 2C N [ 0-30 Historic c Ceramic Whiteware present Body 1 0.2 | present
TR1
4-3
+
3m Domesti clear glass
5 3| 2C N | 0-30 Historic c Glass Clear UNID UNID fragment 4 1.9 | fragments
TR1 fragments of
4-3 clear glass
+ with raised
3m Domesti ridges on
5 4] 2C N | 0-30 Historic c Glass Clear UNID UNID fragment 2 3.6 | exterior
TR1
4-3
+ aqua-
3m Architect colored flat
5 5| 2C N | 0-30 Historic ural Glass Aqua Flat fragment 2 0.4 | glass
TR1
4-3
+ complete cut
3m Architect nail, minimal
5 6 | 2C N | 0-30 Historic ural Iron Nail Cut complete 1| 11.1 | corrosion
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Cat.  Spec Survey ST Artifact | Artifact Raw Material Artifact Description/
il il Area P Class Subclass ~ Material Color Type Subtype Portion . Comments
TR1
4-3
+
3m Architect Head and small cut nail
5 7 | 2C N | 0-30 Historic ural Iron Nail Cut Body 1 0.8 | fragment
TR1
4-3 cut nail
+ fragments,
3m Architect moderate
5 8 | 2C N | 0-30 Historic ural Iron Nail Cut fragment 3 | 10.7 | corrosion
TR1 unidentifiabl
4-3 e nail
+ fragments,
3m Architect heavy
5 9 | 2C N | 0-30 Historic ural Iron Nail UNID fragment 2 4 | corrosion
TR1
4-3
+
3m Architect Head and iron spike
5 10 | 2C N | 0-30 Historic ural Iron Spike Body 1| 24.2 | fragment.
whiteware
TR1 rim sherd,
4-3 large, with
+ polychrome
3m Domesti Hand- floral
6 1| 2C S | 0-30 Historic c Ceramic Whiteware painted Rim 1 7.2 | decoration
TR1 whiteware
4-3 body sherds,
+ No no
3m Domesti decoration decoration
6 2| 2C S [ 0-30 Historic c Ceramic Whiteware present Body 7 9.1 | present
TR1 whiteware
4-3 base sherds,
+ No no
3m Domesti decoration decoration
6 3| 2C S | 0-30 Historic c Ceramic Whiteware present Base 3 7.3 | present
TR1 whiteware
4-3 rim sherds,
+ No no
3m Domesti decoration decoration
6 4 | 2C S [ 0-30 Historic (¢ Ceramic Whiteware present Rim 2 5.3 | present
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TR1 whiteware
4-3 base sherd
+ No with dark
3m Domesti decoration brown mark
6 5| 2C S | 0-30 Historic c Ceramic Whiteware | present Base 1 0.6 | "ERY"
yellowware
body sherd,
TR1 small
4-3 remnants of
+ No glaze, no
3m Domesti decoration decoration
6 6 | 2C S | 0-30 Historic c Ceramic Yellowware | present Body 1 0.4 | present
TR1
4-3 clear
+ container
3m Domesti glass
6 7 | 2C S | 0-30 Historic c Glass Clear Container UNID Body 3 9.6 | fragments
TR1
4-3 aqua colored
+ container
3m Domesti glass
6 8 | 2C S | 0-30 Historic 9 Glass Aqua Container UNID Body 1 2 | fragments
TR1
4-3
+
3m Domesti brown glass
6 9 | 2C S | 0-30 Historic c Glass Brown UNID UNID fragment 2 2.4 | fragments
TR1
4-3
+
3m Domesti green glass
6 10 | 2C S | 0-30 Historic ¢ Glass Green UNID UNID fragment 1 0.3 | fragment
TR1
4-3 aqua colored
+ container
3m Domesti glass
6 11 | 2C S | 0-30 Historic c Glass Aqua Container UNID finish 2 6.9 | fragments
TR1
4-3
+ complete cut
3m Architect nail, minimal
6 12 | 2C S | 0-30 Historic ural Iron Nail Cut complete 1 6.1 | corrosion
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TR1
4-3 partial cut
+ nails,
3m Architect Head and moderate
6 13 | 2C S | 0-30 Historic ural Iron Nail Cut Body 2 14 | corrosion
TR1 whiteware
4-3 body sherd,
+ No no
3m Domesti decoration decoration
7 1] 2C W [ 0-30 Historic c Ceramic Whiteware present Body 1 6.2 | present
TR1 white
4-3 granite rim
+ No sherd, no
3m Domesti White decoration decoration
7 2| 2C W | 0-30 Historic ¢ Ceramic Granite present Rim 1 0.6 | present
TR1
4-3
+ moderately
5m Architect corroded
8 1| 2C N | 0-30 Historic ural Iron Nail Wire complete 1 4.1 | wire nail
TR1 whiteware
4-3 base sherd,
+ No no
5m Domesti decoration decoration
9 1| 2C S | 0-30 Historic ¢ Ceramic Whiteware present Base 1 3.2 | present
yellowware
body sherd,
TR1 small
4-3 remnants of
+ No glaze, no
5m Domesti decoration decoration
9 2 | 2C S | 0-30 Historic 9 Ceramic Yellowware | present Body 1 2 | present
TR1
4-3 clear glass
+ fragment,
5m Domesti form
9 3| 2C S | 0-30 Historic c Glass Clear UNID fragment 1 1.3 | unknown.
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small
fragment of
clear glass,
form
unknown,
TR1 with
4-3 embossed
+ geometric
5m Domesti design
9 2C S 0-30 Historic c Glass Clear UNID fragment 1 0.4 | exterior.
TR1
4-3 heavily
+ corroded cut
5m Architect nail
9 2C S 0-30 Historic ural Iron Nail Cut fragment 1 1.6 | fragment
TR1
4-3
+ wire nail,
5m Architect minimally
9 2C S 0-30 Historic ural Iron Nail Wire complete 1 9.9 | corroded.
aqua-
TR1 Architect colored flat
10 2C 4-4 | Historic ural Glass Aqua Flat fragment 1 1.8 | glass
refined
TR1 earthenware
4-4 body sherd
+ Refined No with dark
7m Domesti Earthenwar | decoration brown lead
11 2C N 0-30 Historic c Ceramic e present Body 1 0.9 | glaze
TR1 clear glass
4-4 fragment,
+ form
7m Domesti unknown.
11 2C N 0-31 Historic c Glass Clear UNID fragment 1 4 | Thick.
small
TR1 fragment of
4-4 ceramic tile
+ with clear
7m Architect glaze one
11 2C N 0-32 Historic ural Ceramic Tile Flat fragment 1 0.8 | side
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small
whiteware
rim sherd
with
fragment of
green hand-
TR1 Domesti Hand- painted
12 1| 2C 4-5 | 0-26 Historic 9 Ceramic Whiteware painted Rim 1 0.5 | decoration
whiteware
body sherd
with blue
transfer-
TR1 Domesti Transfer- print
12 2| 2C 4-5 [ 0-26 Historic c Ceramic Whiteware print Body 1 0.2 | decoration
whiteware
TR1 body sherd,
4-5 thermally
+ No altered. No
7m Domesti decoration decoration
13 1] 2C E [ Historic c Ceramic Whiteware present Body 1 5.4 | present
TR1
4-5 cut nail
+ fragments,
7m Architect moderate
13 2 | 2C E | Historic ural Iron Nail Cut Body 2 4 | corrosion
whiteware
body sherd,
No no
TR1 Domesti decoration decoration
14 1] 2C 4-6 [ 0-30 Historic c Ceramic Whiteware present Body 1 0.5 | present
pearlware
body sherds,
No no
TR1 Domesti decoration decoration
14 2 | 2C 4-6 | 0-30 Historic 9 Ceramic Pearlware present Body 2 3 | present
refined
earthenware
with blue
Refined transfer
TR1 Domesti Earthenwar | Transfer- print
14 3| 2C 4-6 [ 0-30 Historic c Ceramic e print Body 1 | <0.1 | decoration

110







Phase IB Archaeological Survey — Brookside Solar Project
Franklin County, New York

Cat.  Spec Survey ST Artifact | Artifact Raw Material Artifact Description/
il il Area P Class Subclass ~ Material Color Type Portion Quantity Comments
whiteware
body sherds,
No no
TR1 Domesti decoration decoration
15 1| 2C 5-1 0-38 Historic 9 Ceramic Whiteware present Body 3 4.5 | present
whiteware
body sherd,
blue
transfer-
TR1 Domesti Transfer- print
15 2 | 2C 5-1 0-38 Historic 9 Ceramic Whiteware print Body 1 1.6 | decoration
redware
No body sherd,
TR1 Domesti decoration no glaze
15 3| 2C 5-1 0-38 Historic c Ceramic Redware present Body 1 1.1 | remaining
clear bottle
glass
fragment,
with
TR1 Domesti embossed "3
15 4] 2C 5-1 0-38 Historic c Glass Clear Container Bottle Body 1 4.8 | FLUID"
TR1 Domesti clear glass
15 5] 2C 5-1 0-38 Historic ¢ Glass Clear UNID UNID fragment 1 0.9 | fragment
aqua-
TR1 Architect colored flat
15 6 | 2C 5-1 0-38 Historic ural Glass Aqua Flat fragment 2 1 | glass
complete cut
TR1 Architect nail, minimal
15 7 | 2C 5-1 0-38 Historic ural Iron Nail Cut complete 1 6.2 | corrosion
complete
wire nail,
TR1 Architect moderate
15 8 | 2C 5-1 0-38 Historic ural Iron Nail Wire complete 1 | 16.3 | corrosion
TR1
5-1
+ small
Im charcoal
16 1| 2C E 0-45 Organic Floral Charcoal fragment 2 | <0.1 | fragments
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whiteware
rim sherd
with
embossed
blue painted
edged ware
decoration.
Slight
scalloped
rim. Approx
1820's-
1830's time
frame (MAC
Lab
https://apps.
jefpat.maryl
and.gov/diag
nostic/Post-
Colonial%20
Ceramics/Sh
ell%20Edged

TR1 %20Wares/i
5-1 ndex-
+ shelledgedw
im Domesti ares.html#R
16 2 | 2C E | 0-45 Historic c Ceramic Whiteware Embossed rim 1 12 | ococo).
whiteware
body sherds
TR1 with
5-1 polychrome
+ hand-
im Domesti Hand- painted
16 3| 2C E [ 0-45 Historic c Ceramic Whiteware painted Body 2 4.4 | decoration
glaze
fragment,
TR1 with small
5-1 amount of
+ green
im Domesti Hand- handpainted
16 4] 2C E [ 0-45 Historic c Ceramic Whiteware painted fragment 1 | <0.1 | decoration.
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TR1 whiteware
5-1 rim sherds
+ with
Im Domesti Hand- embossed
16 5| 2C E 0-45 Historic 9 Ceramic Whiteware painted Rim 2 1.7 | decoration.
TR1 whiteware
5-1 body sherds,
+ No no
im Domesti decoration decoration
16 6 | 2C E 0-45 Historic c Ceramic Whiteware present Body 7 10.3 | present
TR1 whiteware
5-1 rim sherd,
+ No no
Im Domesti decoration decoration
16 7 | 2C E 0-45 Historic ¢ Ceramic Whiteware present Rim 1 0.3 | present
TR1 whiteware
5-1 base sherd,
+ No no
im Domesti decoration decoration
16 8 | 2C E 0-45 Historic c Ceramic Whiteware present Base 1 1.9 | present
TR1
5-1 Refined
+ Refined No earthenware
im Domesti Earthenwar | decoration with green
16 9 | 2C E 0-45 Historic 9 Ceramic e present Body 1 6.1 | lead glaze.
TR1
5-1 redware
+ No base sherd,
im Domesti decoration no glaze
16 10 | 2C E 0-45 Historic c Ceramic Redware present Base 1 9.6 | remaining.
TR1 brown
5-1 colored
+ container
im Domesti glass
16 11 | 2C E 0-45 Historic 9 Glass Brown Container UNID Body 2 4.1 | fragments
TR1
5-1
+ aqua colored
im Domesti glass
16 12 | 2C E 0-45 Historic c Glass Aqua UNID UNID fragment 4 10 | fragments
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5-1
+ amytheyst
im Domesti colored glass
16 13 | 2C E | 0-45 Historic ¢ Glass Amytheyst UNID UNID fragment 1 3.4 | fragment
TR1
5-1 aqua colored
+ glass
im Domesti fragment,
16 14 | 2C E | 0-45 Historic c Glass Aqua UNID UNID fragment 1 1.6 | melted
TR1
5-1
+
im Domesti clear glass
16 15 | 2C E | 0-45 Historic c Glass Clear Container UNID fragment 5 6.3 | fragments
TR1
5-1
+ thin clear
im Domesti glass
16 16 | 2C E | 0-45 Historic c Glass Clear Container UNID fragment 9 1.9 | fragments
TR1
5-1 clear glass
+ container
Im Domesti base
16 17 | 2C E | 0-45 Historic ¢ Glass Clear Container UNID Base 1 13.3 | fragment
clear body
fragment of
decorative
glass,
function
unknown.
Features
TR1 embossed
5-1 diamonds in
+ linear
1m Domesti pattern on
16 18 | 2C E | 0-45 Historic c Glass Clear Decorative UNID Body 1| 37.3 | exterior.
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clear rim
fragment of
TR1 decorative
5-1 glass,
+ function
im Domesti unknown.
16 19 | 2C E [ 0-45 Historic c Glass Clear Decorative UNID Rim 1 2.9 | Crimped rim
clear glass
rim
fragment,
likely
TR1 drinking
5-1 glass or
+ tumbler.
im Domesti Faint ridges
16 20 | 2C E | 0-45 Historic c Glass Clear Container UNID Rim 1 7.4 | underrim.
clear bottle
TR1 glass base
5-1 fragment
+ with
Im Domesti embossed
16 21 | 2C E | 0-45 Historic c Glass Clear Container Bottle Base 1 19.4 | "PATF".
clear bottle
TR1 glass base
5-1 fragment
+ with
Im Domesti embossed
16 22 | 2C E | 0-45 Historic c Glass Clear Container Bottle Base 1 6 | "EB.10.03."
TR1
5-1
+ aqua-
im Architect colored flat
16 23 | 2C E | 0-45 Historic ural Glass Aqua Flat fragment 4 3 | glass
TR1
5-1 olive green
+ colored flat
im Architect glass
16 24 | 2C E | 0-45 Historic ural Glass Olive Flat fragment 1 7 | fragment
TR1 whiteware
5-1 base sherds,
+ No no
3m Domesti decoration decoration
17 1] 2C N | 0-32 Historic c Ceramic Whiteware present Base 2 2.3 | present
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5-1
+ amytheyst
3m Domesti colored glass
17 2 | 2C N | 0-32 Historic 9 Glass Amytheyst UNID UNID Body 2 8.4 | fragments
TR1
5-1 fragments of
+ aqua colored
3m glass
17 3| 2C N | 0-32 UNID UNID Glass Aqua Insulator fragment 2 | 23.4 | insulator
TR1 whiteware
5-1 base sherd,
+ No no
3m Domesti decoration decoration
17 1| 2C S | 0-45 Historic ¢ Ceramic Whiteware present Base 1 2.3 | present
TR1 whiteware
5-1 rim sherd,
+ No no
3m Domesti decoration decoration
17 2| 2C S [ 0-45 Historic c Ceramic Whiteware present Rim 1 1.4 | present
TR1 whiteware
5-1 rim sherd,
+ embossed
3m Domesti raised dots
17 3| 2C S | 0-45 Historic c Ceramic Whiteware Embossed Rim 1 0.6 | oneside
TR1 whiteware
5-1 body sherds,
+ No no
3m Domesti decoration decoration
17 4 | 2C S [ 0-45 Historic c Ceramic Whiteware present Body 7 4.8 | present
whiteware
body sherd
TR1 with hand-
5-1 painted
+ polychrome
3m Domesti Hand- decoration
17 5| 2C S | 0-45 Historic c Ceramic Whiteware painted Body 1 2.1 | exterior
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whiteware
rim sherd
with hand-
TR1 painted
5-1 polychrome
+ decoration
3m Domesti Hand- and gilt line
17 6 | 2C S | 0-45 Historic 9 Ceramic Whiteware painted Rim 1 0.6 | underrim.
refined
TR1 earthenware
5-1 body sherd
+ Refined No with possible
3m Domesti Earthenwar | decoration luster-ware
17 7 | 2C S [ 0-45 Historic c Ceramic e present Body 1 0.4 | glaze.
TR1
5-1 redware
+ No body sherd,
3m Domesti decoration no glaze
17 8 | 2C S | 0-45 Historic c Ceramic Redware present Body 1 0.7 | remaining
TR1 blue glass
5-1 base
+ fragment.
3m Domesti Embossed
17 9 | 2C S | 0-45 Historic c Glass Blue Container UNID Base 1 6.1 | "0" on base.
TR1
5-1
+ blue glass
3m Domesti body
17 10 | 2C S | 0-45 Historic c Glass Blue Container UNID Body 1 1.8 | fragment.
TR1
5-1
+
3m Domesti clear glass
17 11 | 2C S [ 0-45 Historic (¢ Glass Clear UNID UNID fragment 2 1.1 | fragments
TR1
5-1
+
3m Domesti aqua glass
17 12 | 2C S | 0-45 Historic ¢ Glass Aqua UNID UNID fragment 1 1.8 | fragment
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5-1

+ aqua-

3m Architect colored flat
17 13 | 2C S | 0-45 Historic ural Glass Aqua Flat fragment 2 1 | glass

TR1

5-1

+ glazed

3m Architect ceramic tile
17 14 | 2C S | 0-45 Historic ural Ceramic Tile Glazed fragment 1 2.6 | fragment.

TR1 whiteware

5-1 rim sherd,

+ No no

5m Domesti decoration decoration
18 1| 2C N | 0-29 Historic ¢ Ceramic Whiteware present Rim 1 1 | present

TR1 whiteware

5-1 body sherds,

+ No no

5m Domesti decoration decoration
18 2| 2C N [ 0-29 Historic c Ceramic Whiteware present Body 3 2 | present

TR1

5-1

+ complete cut

S5m Architect nail, minimal
18 3| 2C N | 0-29 Historic ural Iron Nail Cut complete 1 9.8 | corrosion

TR1

5-1 complete

+ wire nail,

5m Architect moderate
18 4] 2C N | 0-29 Historic ural Iron Nail Wire complete 1| 19.7 | corrosion

TR1 whiteware

5-1 body sherd,

+ No no

5m Domesti decoration decoration
19 1| 2C S | 0-55 Historic 9 Ceramic Whiteware present Body 1 2.7 | present

TR1 whiteware

5-1 body sherds,

+ No no

7m Domesti decoration decoration
20 1] 2C N | 0-36 Historic c Ceramic Whiteware present Body 2 4 | present
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TR1 whiteware
5-1 rim sherd,
+ No no
7m Domesti decoration decoration
20 2| 2C N | 0-36 Historic ¢ Ceramic Whiteware present Rim 1 1.8 | present
TR1
5-1 cut nail
+ fragments,
7m Architect moderate
20 3| 2C N | 0-36 Historic ural Iron Nail Cut fragment 2 6.8 | corrosion
TR2
C-5 small
+ fragment of
7m calcined
21 1| 2C N | 0-26 Organic Faunal Bone Calcined UNID UNID fragment 1 0.1 | bone
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Surve Raw Description
y Artifact | Artifact Material | Artifact . /
Area | STP Class Subclass | Material Color Type Subtype  Portion  Quantity Comments
white
granite
body sherd,
No no
TR12 White decoratio decoration
1 1| 3F -1 | 10-15 Historic Domestic Ceramic Granite n present Body 1| 4.5 | present
olive
colored
container
TR12 Containe glass
2 1| 3F -2 [ 10-20 Historic Domestic | Glass Olive r UNID Body 1| 7.2 | fragment
aqua
container
TR12 Containe glass
2 2 | 3F -2 | 10-20 Historic Domestic Glass Aqua r UNID Body 1| 2.8 | fragment
small
whiteware
body
sherds, no
decoration
TR12 No present,
-2+ Whitewa | decoratio thermally
3 1| 3F 3mN || 0-34 Historic Domestic Ceramic re n present | Body 2| 2.1 | altered
aqua
TR12 container
2+ Containe glass
3 2 | 3F 3mN || 0-34 Historic Domestic Glass Aqua r UNID Body 1| 3.2 | fragment
whiteware
body sherd,
TR12 No no
2+ Whitewa | decoratio decoration
4 1| 3F 3mS | |l 0-40 Historic Domestic Ceramic re n present Body 1| 0.5 | present
TR12 aqua-
-2+ Architectu fragmen colored flat
5 1| 3F 5mN || 0-39 Historic ral Glass Aqua Flat t 2| 0.4 | glass
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# # Area | STP Class Subclass | Material Color Type Portion ~ Quantity Comments
whiteware
body

TR12 No sherds, no
-2+ Whitewa | decoratio decoration
5 2 | 3F 5mN || 0-39 Historic Domestic Ceramic re n present Body 2 | 6.3 | present
very
TR12 corroded
-2+ Architectu fragmen 12. | iron nail
5 3| 3F 5mN || 0-39 Historic ral Iron Nail UNID t 3 6 | fragments
whiteware
body sherd,
TR12 No no
-2+ Whitewa | decoratio decoration
6 1| 3F 5mS | 1l 0-40 Historic Domestic Ceramic re n present Body 1 1.9 | present
TR12
-2+ Containe fragmen aqua glass
6 2 | 3F 5mS ||l 0-40 Historic Domestic Glass Aqua r UNID t 1 3 | fragment
whiteware
TR12 body
-2+ No sherds, no
7.5m Whitewa | decoratio decoration
7 1| 3F W | 10-20 Historic Domestic Ceramic re n present Body 3| 2.2 | present
small
whiteware
body sherd
TR12 with blue
-2+ transfer-
7.5m Whitewa | Transfer- print
7 2 | 3F W | 10-20 Historic Domestic Ceramic re print Body 1| 0.3 | decoration
TR12 aqua-
-2+ Architectu fragmen colored flat
8 1| 3F 7mN | | 0-31 Historic ral Glass Aqua Flat t 2| 1.1 | glass
UNID
mammal
bone
TR12 fragments,
-2+ fragmen 12. | butchering
8 2 | 3F 7mN || 0-31 Organic Faunal Bone Mammal | UNID t 2 6 | marks (saw)
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stoneware
base sherd,
clear salt
glazed
exterior,

TR12 No dark brown
-2+ stonewar | decoratio lead
9 1| 3F 7mS || 10-20 Historic Domestic Ceramic e n present Base 1| 85 | interior
whiteware
body sherd,
TR12 No no
-2+ Whitewa | decoratio decoration
9 2 | 3F mS || 10-20 Historic Domestic Ceramic re n present Body 1| 0.2 | present
white
granite
body sherd
with
embossed
TR12 floral
-2+ White decoration
9 3| 3F 7mS || 10-20 Historic Domestic Ceramic Granite Embossed | Body 1| 7.5 | exterior
small
fragment of
TR12 amythest
-2+ Amythey fragmen colored
9 4 | 3F 7mS || 10-20 Historic Domestic Glass st UNID t 1| 0.8 | glass
TR12 aqua-
-2+ Architectu fragmen colored flat
9 5| 3F 7mS || 10-20 Historic ral Glass Aqua Flat t 1| 0.5 | glass
whiteware
body sherd
with purple
transfer-
print
TR12 Whitewa | Transfer- decoration
10 1| 3F -3 | 10-30 Historic Domestic Ceramic re print Body 1| 0.8 | exterior
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# # Area | STP Class Subclass | Material Color Type Portion ~ Quantity Comments
whiteware
body sherd
with hand-
painted
polychrome

TR12 Whitewa | Hand- decoration
10 2 | 3F -3 | 10-30 Historic Domestic Ceramic re painted Body 1| 0.8 | exterior
whiteware
body sherds
with blue
sponged
TR12 Whitewa decoration
10 3| 3F -3 | 10-30 Historic Domestic Ceramic re Sponge Body 2 | 0.6 | exterior
clear glass
fragment,
TR12 fragmen form
10 4 | 3F -3 [ 10-30 Historic Domestic Glass Clear UNID t 1| 0.3 | unknown
aqua-
TR12 Architectu fragmen colored flat
10 5| 3F -3 [ 10-30 Historic ral Glass Aqua Flat t 2| 0.7 | glass
whiteware
body sherd
with purple
transfer-
TR12 print
-3+ Whitewa | Transfer- decoration
11 1| 3F 3mN || 0-40 Historic Domestic Ceramic re print Body 1 1.3 | exterior
small
whiteware
body sherd,
TR12 No no
-3+ Whitewa | decoratio <0. | decoration
11 2 | 3F 3mN || 0-40 Historic Domestic Ceramic re n present Body 1)1 present
TR12 small
-3+ fragmen <0. | fragment of
11 3| 3F 3mN || 0-40 Historic Domestic Glass Green UNID t 1)1 green glass
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TR12 aqua-
-3+ Architectu fragmen colored flat
11 4 | 3F 3mN || 0-40 Historic ral Glass Aqua Flat t 1| 0.2 | glass
pearlware
rim sherd
with blue
TR12 hand-
-3+ Pearlwar | Hand- painted
12 1| 3F 5mN || 0-40 Historic Domestic Ceramic e painted Rim 1 1.8 | decoration
whiteware
TR12 body
-3+ No sherds, no
7.5m Whitewa | decoratio decoration
13 1| 3F S Il 20-40 Historic Domestic Ceramic re n present Body 3 1.8 | present
TR12
-3+
7.5m fragmen aqua glass
13 2 | 3F S 1] 20-40 Historic Domestic Glass Aqua UNID t 1| 0.5 | fragment
TR12
-3+
7.5m fragmen clear glass
13 3| 3F S 1] 20-40 Historic Domestic Glass Clear UNID t 1| 0.9 | fragment
olive
TR12 colored
-3+ container
7.5m Containe fragmen glass
13 4 | 3F S 1] 20-40 Historic Domestic Glass Olive r UNID t 1| 3.1 | fragment
TR12
-3+
7.5m Architectu fragmen 10. | red brick
13 5| 3F S 1] 20-40 Historic ral Clay Red Brick t 6 4 | fragments
TR12
3+ aqua-
7.5m Architectu fragmen colored flat
14 1| 3F w [ 0-45 Historic ral Glass Aqua Flat t 1| 0.4 | glass
clear flat
TR12 Architectu fragmen glass
14 2 | 3F -3+ | 0-45 Historic ral Glass Clear Flat t 1| 0.1 | fragment

124







Phase IB Archaeological Survey — Brookside Solar Project
Franklin County, New York

Surve Raw Wg Description
Cat.  Spec y Depth  Artifact | Artifact Material | Artifact t. /
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7.5m
W
whiteware
body
TR12 No sherds, no
-3+ Whitewa | decoratio decoration
15 1| 3F mN || 0-30 Historic Domestic Ceramic re n present Body 1 1.4 | present
whiteware
rim sherd
with blue
hand-
painted
decoration
immediate
below rim.
Likely cup
or some
TR12 small-
-3+ Whitewa | Hand- mouthed
15 2 | 3F mN || 0-30 Historic Domestic Ceramic re painted Rim 1 1.3 | vessel
TR12 Head cut nails,
-3+ Architectu and minimal
15 3| 3F 7mN | | 0-30 Historic ral Iron Nail Cut Body 2 3 | corrosion
cut nail, L
TR12 Head head,
-3+ Architectu and minimal
15 4 | 3F 7mN | | 0-30 Historic ral Iron Nail Cut Body 1 1 | corrosion
cut nail
body
fragments,
corrosion
TR12 varies from
-3+ Architectu none to
15 5| 3F 7mN | | 0-30 Historic ral Iron Nail Cut Body 3 | 85 | moderate.
bone
TR12 fragments,
-3+ fragmen no marks
15 6 | 3F 7mN || 0-30 Organic Faunal Bone UNID UNID t 3| 2.2 | present
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whiteware
body

No sherds, no
TR12 Whitewa | decoratio decoration
16 1| 3F -4 | 10-25 Historic Domestic Ceramic re n present Body 2 1.3 | present
cut nail,
TR12 Architectu moderate
16 2 | 3F -4 | 10-25 Historic ral Iron Nail Cut Body 1| 5.5 | corrosion
redware
TR12 No body sherd,
-4 + decoratio brown lead
17 1| 3F 3mS ||l 0-25 Historic Domestic Ceramic Redware | npresent | Body 1| 2.4 | glaze
pearlware
TR12 body sherd,
-4 + No no
7.5m Pearlwar | decoratio decoration
18 1| 3F N | 0-30 Historic Domestic Ceramic e n present Body 1 1.8 | present
clear flat
TR13 Architectu fragmen glass
19 1| 3F -4 [ 10-20 Historic ral Glass Clear Flat t 1| 0.5 | fragment
whiteware
rim sherd
with blue,
handpainte
d edgeware
TR13 deocration.
-4 + Whitewa | Hand- Minimal
20 1| 3F 3mE || 10-20 Historic Domestic Ceramic re painted Rim 1 1.2 | embossing
TR13 modern
-4 + Architectu fragmen window
21 1| 3F 3mE || 0-22 Modern ral Glass Clear Flat Window t 1| 3.1 | glass
TR13
-4 + aqua-
3m Architectu fragmen colored flat
22 1| 3F W | 0-27 Historic ral Glass Aqua Flat t 2| 1.1 | glass
Head
TR13 Architectu and cut nail
22 2 | 3F -4+ [ 0-27 Historic ral Iron Nail Cut Body 1| 5.6 | fragment,
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Surve Raw Wg Description
Cat.  Spec y Depth  Artifact Artifact Material | Artifact t. /
# # Area | STP | Strat (cm) Class Subclass | Material Color Type Subtype  Portion Quantity (g) Comments
3m minimal
w corrosion
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APPENDIX B: TRC PERSONNEL QUALIFICATIONS

Tim Sara, M.A., RPA (Principal Investigator) Mr. Sara has 34 years of experience in cultural resources
management. He has designed and directed surveys and excavations of historic and prehistoric
archaeological resources in the Northeast, Mid-Atlantic, Southeast, Midwest, Southwest, and Caribbean.
He has obtained a thorough knowledge of Section 110 and Section 106 and of the National Historic
Preservation Act as amended (NHPA) and applying the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP)
eligibility criteria to cultural resources. Mr. Sara has received honors and awards for academic and
professional studies and is a member of the New York Archaeological Council. He has been a contributing
author to more than 40 Environmental Assessments (EAs) and/or Environmental Impact Statements (EIS)
and principal or contributing author to more than 150 cultural resources management reports.

Robert Wall, Ph.D., RPA (Senior Archaeologist) has more than 40 years of experience in archaeological
field investigations in the Middle Atlantic region, with a particular focus on the Susquehanna, Potomac,
Delaware, and Upper Ohio drainages. He is qualified under the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional
Qualifications (Archeology) (36 CFR 61) and is certified by RPA. Dr. Wall has expertise in Archival
Research/Land Use Studies; Archeological Inventory Surveys; Archeological Site Assessments and
National Register Testing; Archeological Site Mitigation and Data Recovery; Cemetery Delineation,
Archeology Laboratory Processing, Analysis, Curation, Research and Report Writing. Dr. Wall has also
authored numerous publications on the archaeology of Maryland, Pennsylvania, and West Virginia.

Jordan Riccio, M.A., RPA (Project Archaeologist) Mr. Riccio has ten (10) years of experience performing
archaeological investigations throughout the Mid-Atlantic and Southwest regions. He has worked on many
Phase I, 11, and Il projects and is experienced in archaeological survey, archaeological site assessments,
site eligibility determinations following the National Register of Historic Places criteria, report production,
and material culture identification and analysis. He is qualified under the Secretary of the Interior’s
Professional Qualifications (Archeology) (36 CFR 61) and is certified by RPA. Mr. Riccio has been the
principal or contributing author of more than 40 cultural resources management reports, including gas and
oil transmission, telecommunication tower, mining, injection well, saltwater disposal well, solar, and
heritage survey projects.

Erin Steinwachs, M.A., RPA (Archaeologist/Laboratory Manager) Ms. Steinwachs has five years of
experience in the field of Cultural Resource Management throughout the Midwest and Mid-Atlantic
regions. She is qualified under the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualifications (Archeology) (36
CFR 61) and is certified by RPA. She has experience working on both histric and prehistoric Phase I, II,
and Il projects and is experienced in archaeological survey, report production, and material culture
identification and analyses.
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Phase IB Archaeological Survey — Brookside Solar Project
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Brookside Energy Center
Soils Data from Shovel Tests

Survey Area 1
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Survey Area 1

Artifact
Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-28 2.5 YR 2.5/1 SiLo
1A 1 1 II: 28-55 10YR 6/4 SiLo NCM 11/20/2020 RE BOT
I: 0-28 10YR 3/3 SiLo
1A 1 2 II: 28-60 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 11/20/2020 RE
I: 0-21 10YR 4/2 SiLo
1A 1 3 II: 21-50 10YR 6/1 SiLo NCM 11/20/2020 RE
I: 0-17 7.5YR 3/2 SiLo
II: 17-33 10YR 5/6 SiLo
1A 1 4 lll: 33-62 10YR 6/1 SiLo NCM 11/20/2020 RE
I: 0-19 7.5YR 3/2 SiLo
I: small
_ . metal
II: 19-33 7.5YR 5/6 SiLo piece,old
battery
part
1A 1 5 IlI: 33-60 7.5YR 6/1 SiLo | possible | 11/20/2020 RE EOT
I: ~10-15%
pebble-
I: 0-23 10YR 4/3 SiLo cobbles
II: 23-32 10YR 5/4 Salo [I: SAA
1A 2 1 ll: 32-40 10YR 3/3 SiSa NCM 11/21/2020 NM l1I: SAA








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: ~10-15%
pebble-
I: 0-25 10YR 4/3 SiLo cobbles
_ I: 2 pieces _
II: 25-32 10YR 5/4 Salo clear II: SAA
glass
(discarded
1A 2 2 lll: 32-40 10YR 3/3 SiSa ) 11/21/2020 NM Ill: SAA
I: ~10-15%
pebble-
I: 0-25 10YR 4/3 SiLo cobbles
II: SAA,
strangely
developed B
II: 25-40 7.5YR 5/6 SalLo horizon
1A 2 3 lll: 40-50 10YR 3/3 SiSa NCM 11/21/2020 NM Ill: SAA
I: ~10-15%
pebbles-
I: 0-12 10YR 4/3 SiLo cobbles
II: 12-30 7.5YR 5/6 SalLo II: SAA
1A 2 4 lll: 30-40 10YR 3/3 SiSa NCM 11/21/2020 NM Ill: SAA
I: ~10-15%
pebbles-
I: 0-22 10YR 4/3 SiLo cobbles
II: 22-35 10YR 5/4 Salo II: SAA
1A 2 5 lll: 35-44 10YR 3/3 SiSa NCM 11/21/2020 NM Ill: SAA
I: 0-23 7.5YR 3/2 SiLo Ran into a
boulder,
stopped
1A 3 1 II: 23-40 7.5YR 5/1 SiLo NCM 11/20/2020 RE digging








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-21 7.5YR 3/1 SiLo
II: 21-34 7.5YR 5/6 SiLo
1A 3 2 lll: 34-67 10YR 6/1 SiLo NCM 11/20/2020 RE
I: 0-30 10YR 3/4 SiLo
1A 3 3 II: 30-50 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 11/20/2020 RE
I: 0-20 7.7YR 3/2 SiLo
II: 20-38 7.7YR 4/4 SiLo
1A 3 4 Ill: 38-58 7.7YR 6/1 SiLo NCM 11/20/2020 DR
I: 0-22 10YR 2/1 SiLo
1A 3 5 II: 22-49 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 11/20/2020 DR
I: ~10-15%
pebbles-
I: 0-28 10YR 4/3 SiLo cobbles
II: 28-37 7.5YR 5/6 Salo Il: SAA
1A 4 1 lll: 37-45 10YR 3/3 SiSa NCM 11/21/2020 NM Ill: SAA
I: ~10-15%
pebbles-
I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SiLo cobbles
Il: 30-40 10YR 5/4 SiSa II: SAA








Area

Transect

STP#

Artifact

Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
1A 4 2 lll: 40-50 2.5Y 4/3 SiSa NCM 11/21/2020 NM lll: SAA
I: ~10-15%
pebbles-
I: 0-28 10YR 4/3 SiLo cobbles
II: 28-37 10YR 5/4 Salo II: SAA
1A 4 3 lll: 37-50 2.5Y 4/3 SiSa NCM 11/21/2020 NM lll: SAA
I: ~10-15%
pebbles-
I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SiLo cobbles
II: 30-35 7.5YR 5/6 SiSa II: SAA
1A 4 4 lll: 35-45 2.5Y 4/3 SiSa NCM 11/21/2020 NM lll: SAA
I: ~10-15%
pebbles-
cobbles,
STP on
edge of the
woods,
~10m away
from a trash
I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SiLo dump
II: SAA,
terminated
1A 4 5 II: 30-40 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 11/21/2020 NM on cobbles
I: ~5-10%
pebbles-
I: 0-24 10YR 4/3 SiLo cobbles
1A 5 1 II: 24-35 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 11/21/2020 NM II: SAA








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: ~10-15%
pebbles-
I: 0-20 10YR 4/3 SiLo cobbles
[I: 20-30 10YR 5/4 SiLo [I: SAA
1A 5 2 Il 30-40 2.5Y 4/3 SiLo NCM 11/21/2020 NM I1: SAA
I: 0-35 10YR 3/2 SiLo
1A 5 4 II: 35-49 10YR 6/2 SiLo NCM 11/20/2020 CMP
I: 0-27 10YR 4/4 SiLo
1A 6 1 II: 27-39 10YR 5/6 SiLo NCM 11/20/2020 CMP
I: 0-24 10YR 4/4 SiLo
1A 6 2 II: 24-38 10YR 5/6 SiLo NCM 11/20/2020 CMP
I: 0-22 10YR 3/3 SiLo
1A 6 3 II: 22-34 10YR 4/2 SiLo NCM 11/20/2020 CMP
I: 0-17 10YR 3/4 SiLo
1A 6 4 II: 17-29 10YR 4/6 SiLo NCM 11/20/2020 CMP
I: 0-27 10YR 3/2 Lo
1A 6 5 II: 27-39 10YR 9/6 SiLo NCM 11/20/2020 CMP








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-28 7.5YR 3/1 SiLo
1A 7 1 II: 28-61 7.5YR 6/1 SiLo NCM 11/20/2020 RE
I: 0-31 7.5YR 3/1 SiLo
II: 31-37 7.5YR 5/4 SiLo
1A 7 2 Ill: 37-68 7.5YR 6/1 SiLo NCM 11/20/2020 RE
I: 0-22 7.5YR 3/1 SiLo
1A 7 3 [I: 22-49 7.5YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 11/20/2020 RE
I: 0-12 7.5YR 3/1 SiLo
rock
1A 7 4 [I: 12-40 7.5YR 6/1 SiLo NCM 11/20/2020 RE impasse
I: 0-24 7.5YR 3/1 SiLo
II: 24-44 7.5YR 5/6 SiLo
1A 7 5 Ill: 44-68 7.5YR 6/1 SiLo NCM 11/20/2020 RE
I: 0-30 10YR 3/2 SiLo
1A 8 1 II: 30-55 10YR 6/2 SiLo NCM 11/22/2020 DR

I: 0-23 10YR 3/2 SiLo

[I: 23-40 10YR 5/6 SiLo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
1A 8 2 lll: 40-54 10YR 6/2 SiLo NCM 11/22/2020 DR
I: 0-32 10YR 3/2
II: 32-44 10YR 5/4
1A 8 3 lll: 44-56 10YR 6/2 NCM 11/22/2020 DR
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3
1A 8 4 II: 20-62 10YR 6/3 NCM 11/22/2020 DR
I: root in
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 path
Il: root in
II: 20-30 10YR 6/2 path
wooded
area, roots
1A 8 5 NCM 11/22/2020 DR in path
I: ~5-10%
pebbles-
I: 0-28 10YR 4/3 SiLo cobbles
1A 9 1 II: 28-50 7.5YR 5/6 SiLo NCM 11/22/2020 NM II: SAA
I: ~5-10%
pebbles-
I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SiLo cobbles
II: 30-48 7.5YR 5/6 SalLo II: SAA
1A 9 2 lll: 48-50 2.5Y 6/3 SiSa NCM 11/22/2020 NM lll: SAA
I: ~5-10%
pebbles-

I: 0-28 10YR 4/3 SiLo

cobbles








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
Il: SAA, top
10-15cm
mottled with
black and
7.5YR 5/6,
base
mottled with
1A 9 3 II: 28-50 2.5Y 4/3 SiSa NCM 11/22/2020 NM 7.5YR 5/6
STP was
~45 m from
I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SiLo STP 3
I: ~5-10%
II: 30-40 10YR 4/3 m/w pebbles-
10YR 5/4 SiLo cobbles
lll: 40-50 2.5Y 6/3, 2.5Y 4/3
SiSa II: SAA
1A 9 4 NCM 11/22/2020 NM ll: SAA
I: ~5-10%
pebbles-
I: 0-26 10YR 4/3 SiLo cobbles
II: 26-40 7.5YR 5/6 SiLo II: SAA
lll: 40-50 2.5Y 6/3, 2.5Y 4/3
1A 9 5 SiSa NCM 11/22/2020 NM lll: SAA
I: ~10-15%
pebbles-
I: 0-27 10YR 4/3 SiLo cobbles
II: SAA,
2.5Y 6/3in
1A 9 6 II: 27-60 7.5YR 5/6 SiLo NCM 11/22/2020 NM the bottom








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: ~5-10%
pebbles-

I: 0-20 10YR 4/3 SiLo cobbles
II: SAA,
contained
iron
concretions,
2.5Y 6/3 soll
in the
1A 9 7 II: 20-45 7.5YR 5/6 SiSa NCM 11/22/2020 NM bottom
I: 0-20 10YR 3/4
II: 20-38 10YR 5/3
1A 10 1 ll: 38-52 10YR 6/2 NCM 11/22/2020 DR
I: 0-25 10YR 3/2
II: 25-42 10YR 5/3
1A 10 2 lll: 42-62 10YR 6/3 NCM 11/22/2020 DR
I: 0-30 10YR 3/1
II: 30-53 10YR 5/2
1A 10 3 lll: 10YR 6/2 NCM 11/22/2020 DR
I: ~5-10%
pebbles-
I: 0-25 10YR 4/3 SiLo cobbles
II: 25-45 7.5YR 6/3 and
7.5YR 5/6 SalLo II: SAA
1A 10 4 lll: 45-50 2.5Y 4/3 SiSa NCM 11/22/2020 NM lll: SAA








Area

Transect

STP#

Soil Description by Strat.

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

1A

10

I: 0-28 10YR 4/3 SiLo

[I: 28-45 2.5Y 4/3 SiSa

NCM

11/22/2020

NM

occasional
cobble up to
5cm,
mostly smal
pebbles

I: ~5-10%
pebbles-
cobbles

II: SAA

1A

10

[: 0-30 10YR 3/1

[I: 30-40 10YR 5/3

[l: 40-54 10YR 6/1

NCM

11/22/2020

DR

1A

10

I: 0-35 10YR 4/3 SiLo

II: 35-60 mottled 7.5YR 5/6
and 2.5Y 6/3 SiSa

NCM

11/22/2020

NM

mostly small
gravel
inclusions
with an
occasional
cobble up to
5cm

I: ~5-10%
pebbles-
cobbles

II: SAA

1A

10

I: 0-28 10YR 4/3 SiLo

[I: 28-45 2.5Y 6/3, 2.5Y 4/3
SiSa

NCM

11/22/2020

NM

I: ~5-10%
pebbles-
cobbles

II: SAA

I: 0-28 10YR 4/3 SiLo

2.5Y 6/3 at
the bottom








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: ~5-10%
pebbles-

II: 28-55 7.5YR 5/6 SiSa cobbles
1A 10 9 NCM 11/22/2020 NM II: SAA
I: 0-30 10YR 3/1
1A 10 10 II: 30-45 10YR 5/2 NCM 11/22/2020 DR
I: 0-24 7.5YR 3/1 SiLo
1A 10 11 II: 24-45 7.5YR 5/6 SiLo NCM 11/22/2020 DR
Root
1A 10 12 I: 0-13 7.5 YR 3/1 SiLo 11/22/2020 DR impasse
I: 0-12 7.5YR 3/1
II: 12-33 7.5YR 5/6
1A 11 1 Il: 33-49 7.5YR 6/1 NCM 11/20/2020 RE
I: 0-21 7.5YR 3/1
1A 11 2 II: 21-45 7.5YR 5/6 NCM 11/20/2020 RE
I: 0-30 7.5YR 3/1
1A 11 3 II: 30-61 7.5YR 6/1 NCM 11/20/2020 RE
I: 0-20 7.5YR 3/1 SiLo
II: 20-35 7.5YR 5/6 SiLo
1A 11 4 Ill: 35-46 7.5YR 6/1 SiLo NCM 11/20/2020 RE








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-9 7.5YR 3/1 SiLo
II: 9-28 7.5YR 5/6 SiLo
1A 11 5 Ill: 28-63 7.5YR 6/1 SiLo NCM 11/20/2020 RE
I: 0-32 7.5YR 3/1 SiLo
1A 11 6 II: 32-62 7.5YR 6/1 SiLo NCM 11/20/2020 RE
I: 0-32 10YR 3/2 SiLo
1A 11 7 II: 32-44 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 11/20/2020 CMP
I: 0-36 10YR 3/2 SiLo
1A 11 8 II: 36-48 10YR 6/4 SiLo NCM 11/20/2020 CMP
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SiLo
1A 11 9 [I: 25-39 10YR 4/6 SiLo NCM 11/20/2020 CMP
I: 0-36 10YR 3/2 SiLo
1A 11 10 II: 36-47 10YR 4/6 SiLo NCM 11/20/2020 CMP
I: 0-17 10YR 2/2 Lo
1A 11 11 II: 17-29 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 11/20/2020 CMP

I: 0-29 10YR 3/2 SiLo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments

1A 12 1 [I: 29-45 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 11/22/2020 CMP
I: 0-34 10YR 3/2 SiLo

1A 12 2 II: 34-46 10YR 5/1 SiLo NCM 11/22/2020 CMP
I: 0-29 10YR 3/2 SiLo

1A 12 3 II: 29-42 10YR 5/3 SiLo NCM 11/22/2020 CMP
I: 0-33 10YR 3/2 SiLo

1A 12 4 II: 33-45 10YR 4/6 SiLo NCM 11/22/2020 CMP
I: 0-60 10YR 3/2 SiLo

II: 60-70 10YR 5/4 SiLo

1A 12 5 [l: 70-82 2.5Y 7/2 SiSa NCM 11/22/2020 CMP
I: 0-27 10YR 3/2 SiLo

1A 12 6 II: 27-39 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 11/22/2020 CMP
I: 0-30 10YR 3/2 SiLo

1A 12 7 II: 30-45 10YR 5/2 SiSa NCM 11/22/2020 CMP
I: 0-40 10YR 3/2 SiLo

1A 12 8 II: 40-57 10YR 5/2 SiSa NCM 11/22/2020 CMP








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-35 10YR 3/4 SiLo
1A 12 9 II: 35-47 10YR 4/6 SiLo NCM 11/22/2020 CMP
I: 0-30 10YR 3/2 SiLo
1A 12 10 II: 30-44 10YR 4/6 SiLo NCM 11/22/2020 CMP
I: 0-21 10YR 3/2 SiLo
II: 50%
1A 12 11 II: 21-33 10YR 5/6 SiLo NCM 11/22/2020 CMP stony
I: 0-22 10YR 2/2 SiLo
1A 12 12 II: 22-35 10YR 6/4 SiLo NCM 11/22/2020 CMP
I: 0-30 10YR 3/2 SiLo
1A 13 1 II: 30-40 10YR 6/1 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 DR
I: 0-35 10YR 3/2 SiLo
I: concrete
in strat I, not
1A 13 2 II: 35-50 10YR 3/2 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 DR saved
e II: dark
I: 0-24 10YR 4/3 10YR 4/3
area in strat
Il looks like
II: 24-30 dark 10YR 4/3 a
burnt/charco
1A 13 3 Ill: 30-48 2.5Y 4/4 NCM 11/24/2020 DR al area

: 0-28 10YR 4/3 SiLo








Area

1A

Transect

13

STP#

Soil Description by Strat.

II: 28-40 10YR 5/4 SiLo

I1: 40-58 2.5Y 4/4 SiLo

Artifact
Summary

NCM

Date

11/24/2020

Recorder

DR

Comments

1A

13

I: 0-35 10YR 4/3 SiLo

[I: 35-53 2.5Y 4/4 SiLo

NCM

11/24/2020

DR

1A

13

I: 0-31 10YR 4/3 SiLo

[I: 31-40 10YR 5/4 SiLo

Ill: 40-60 2.5Y 4/4 SiLo

NCM

11/24/2020

DR

1A

13

I: 0-31 10YR 4/3 SiLo

II: 31-40 10YR 5/4 SiLo

I1: 40-60 2.5Y 4/4 SiLo

NCM

11/24/2020

DR

1A

13

I: 0-29 10YR 4/3 SiLo

[I: 29-45 10YR 5/4 SiLo

Ill: 45-58 2.5Y 4/4 SiLo

NCM

11/24/2020

DR

1A

13

I: 0-27 10YR 4/3 SiLo

II: 27-40 10YR 5/4 SiLo

NCM

11/24/2020

DR

large rock

I: 10YR 3/4 SiLo

No depths
recorded








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
II: 25%
1A 13 10 II: 10YR 5/6 SiLo NCM 11/23/2020 CMP gravel
I: 0-26 10YR 3/2 SiLo
1A 13 11 II: 26-39 10YR 6/3 SiLo NCM 11/23/2020 CMP
I: 0-9 10YR 2/2 SiLo
1A 13 12 II: 9-23 10YR 5/6 SiLo NCM 11/23/2020 CMP
I: 0-21 7.5YR 3/1 SiLo
1A 14 1 Il: 21-47 7.5YR 6/1 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 RE
I: 0-17 7.5YR 3/1 SiLo
1A 14 2 Il: 17-26 7.5YR 6/1 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 RE
I: 0-21 7.5YR 3/1 SiLo
1A 14 3 Il: 21-44 7.5YR 6/1 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 RE
I: 0-27 7.5YR 3/1 SiLo
1A 14 4 IIl: 27-44 7.5YR 6/1 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 RE
I: 0-19 7.5YR 3/1 SiLo
1A 14 5 Il: 19-42 7.5YR 6/1 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 RE

I: 0-29 7.5YR 3/1 SiLo








Area

Artifact

Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
1A 14 6 Il: 29-48 7.5YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 RE
I: 0-24 7.5YR 3/1 SiLo
1A 14 7 II: 24-49 7.5YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 RE
I: 0-15 10YR 3/3 Loam
II: 15-40 7.5YR 4/4 Loam
Terminated
1A 22 1 lll: 40-45 10YR 6/2 Loam NCM 12/1/2020 KH at Subsail
I: 0-27 10YR 3/3 Loam
Terminated
1A 22 2 II: 27-35 10YR 6/2 Loam NCM 12/1/2020 SE at Subsail
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo
II: 20-25 10YR 6/2 Salo
[ll: 25-40 10YR 4/4 Salo
Terminated
1A 22 3 IV: 40-45 10YR 6/2 Salo NCM 12/1/2020 SE at Subsail
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo
Terminated
1A 22 4 II: 20-33 10YR 6/2 Salo NCM 12/1/2020 KH at Subsail
Terminated
at Rock
1A 22 5 I: 0-40 10YR 3/3 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 SE Impasse








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SalLo
Terminated
1A 22 6 II: 25-30 10YR 6/2 Salo NCM 12/1/2020 KH at Subsoil
I: 0-40 10YR 3/3 SalLo
Terminated
1A 22 7 II: 40-45 10YR 6/2 Salo NCM 12/1/2020 SE at Subsoil
I: 0-35 10YR 2/2 Salo I: Rock
Terminated
1A 22 8 II: 35-40 10YR 6/2 Slo NCM 12/1/2020 KH at Subsail
I: 0-45 10YR 3/3 SalLo I: Rock
Terminated
1A 22 9 II: 45-50 10YR 6/2 Salo NCM 12/1/2020 SE at Subsail
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo I: Rock
II: 20-35 10YR 4/4 Sal.o II: Rock
Terminated
1A 22 10 Ill: 35-40 10YE 6/2 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 KH at Subsoil
I: 0-45 10YR 3/3 SalLo I: Rock
Terminated
1A 22 11 II: 45-50 10YR 6/2 Salo NCM 12/1/2020 SE at Subsaoil
I: Large
Rocks
Terminated
at Rock
1A 22 12 I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM 12/1/2020 KH Impasse
I: Large

Rocks








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
Terminated
at Rock
1A 22 13 I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM 12/1/2020 KH Impasse
I: 0-25 7.5YR 3/1 SiLo
1A 14 8 II: 25-51 7.5YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 RE
I: 0-23 7.5YR 3/1 SiLo
1A 14 9 II: 23-53 7.5YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 RE
I: 0-16 7.5YR 3/1 SiLo
1A 14 10 II: 16-55 7.5YR 5/6 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 RE
I: 0-20 7.5YR 3/1 SiLo
1A 14 11 II: 20-48 7.5YR 5/1 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 RE
I: 0-21 7.5YR 3/1 SiLo
1A 14 12 II: 21-45 7.5YR 5/6 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 RE
I: 0-30 10YR 3/4 SiLo
~5%
1A 15 1 II: 30-40 10YR 6/3 SiCl NCM 11/24/2020 NM pebbles
I: 0-29 10YR 3/3 SalLo I: 15% Rock
II: 15%
1A 23 1 II: 10YR 3/6 SaCl NCM 12/1/2020 wDwW Rock
I: 0-30 10YR 3/4 SalLo I: 15% Rock








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
II: 15%
1A 23 2 II: 30-40 10YR 3/6 SaCl NCM 12/1/2020 RH Rock
I: 0-21 10YR 3/3 SalLo I: 15% Rock
II: 15%
1A 23 3 II: 21-31 10YR 6/2 SaCl NCM 12/1/2020 RH Rock
I: 0-28 10YR 3/3 Salo I: 15% Rock
II: 15%
II: 28-43 10YR 6/2 SaCl Rock
Mowed Hay
1A 23 4 NCM 12/1/2020 WDW Field
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 Salo I: 15% Rock
II: 15%
II: 25-35 10YR 6/2 SaCl Rock
Mowed Hay
1A 23 5 NCM 12/1/2020 RH Field
I: 0-26 10YR 3/3 SalLo I: 10% Rock
II: 10%
II: 26-37 10YR 6/3 SalLo Rock
Il: 10%
Ill: 37-52 10YR 6/2 SaCl Rock
Mowed Hay
1A 23 6 NCM 12/1/2020 WDW Field
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SalLo I: 15% Rock
II: 15%
II: 30-45 10YR /2 SaCl Rock
Mowed Hay
1A 23 7 NCM 12/1/2020 WDW Field
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 Salo I: 15% Rock








Area

1A

Transect

23

STP#

Soil Description by Strat.

II: 25-35 10YR 6/2 SaCl

Artifact
Summary

NCM

Date

12/1/2020

Recorder

RH

Comments

I1: 15%
Rock

Mowed Hay
Field

1A

23

I: 0-28 10YR 3/3 SalLo

II: 28-43 10YR 6/2 SaCl

NCM

12/1/2020

WDW

I: 15% Rock

I: 15%
Rock

Mowed Hay
Field

1A

23

10

NO DIG - DISTURBED

NCM

12/1/2020

WDW

NO DIG -
DISTURBE
D

1A

23

11

I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 Salo

II: 25-35 10YR 6/2 SaCl

NCM

12/1/2020

RH

I: 10% Rock

I1: 10%
Rock

Mowed Hay
Field

1A

23

12

I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SaLo

II: 20-30 10YR 2/2 SaClLo

I1: 30-45 10YR 6/2 SaCl

NCM

12/1/2020

WDW

I: 10% Rock
II: 10%
Rock,
Hydric
Il: 10%
Rock,
Hydric

Mowed Hay

Field

1A

23

13

I: 0-25 10YR 3/4 SalLo

II: 25-40 10YR 6/2 SaCl

NCM

12/1/2020

WDW/RH

I: 10% Rock

II: 10%
Rock

Mowed Hay
Field

I: 0-27 10YR 3/4 SiLo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
II: 27-45 10YR 6/3 m/w 5/3 ~5%
1A 15 2 SiCl NCM 11/24/2020 NM pebbles
I: 0-28 10YR 3/4 SiLo
II: 28-45 10YR 6/3 m/w 5/3 ~5%
1A 15 3 SiCl NCM 11/24/2020 NM pebbles
I: 0-27 10YR 3/4 SiLo
II: 27-45 10YR 6/3 m/w 6/2 ~5%
1A 15 4 SiCl NCM 11/24/2020 NM pebbles
I: 0-20 10YR 3/4 SiLo
II: 20-38 10YR 5/3 SiSalo
~5%
1A 15 5 Il: 38-50 10YR 6/3 SiSa NCM 11/24/2020 NM pebbles
I: 0-30 10YR 3/4 SiLo
II: 30-35 10YR 5/3 SiSalo
~5%
1A 15 6 Ill: 35-50 10YR 6/3 SiSa NCM 11/24/2020 NM pebbles
I: 0-30 10YR 3/4 SiLo
~5%
1A 15 7 II: 30-45 10YR 5/3 Salo NCM 11/24/2020 NM pebbles
I: 0-25 10YR 3/4 SiLo
~5-10%
1A 15 8 II: 25-45 10YR 5/3 Salo NCM 11/24/2020 NM pebbles








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-19 7.5YR 3/1 SiLo
1A 15 9 II: 19-43 7.5YR 5/1 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 RE
I: 0-26 10YR 3/2 SiLo
1A 15 10 II: 26-38 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 | WDW
I: 0-20 10YR 3/2 SiLo
II: 20-35 10YR 5/6 SiLo
1A 15 11 I1l: 35-50 2.5Y 6/2 Sa NCM 11/24/2020 | WDW
I: 0-30 10YR 3/1 SiLo
1A 16 1 II: 30-42 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 11/23/2020 CMP
I: 0-39 10YR 2/2 SiLo
1A 16 2 II: 39-52 10YR 6/2 SiLo NCM 11/23/2020 CMP
I: 0-42 10YR 3/2 SiLo
1A 16 3 II: 42-53 2.7Y 6/2 SiSa NCM 11/23/2020 CMP
I: 0-36 10YR 3/2 SiLo
1A 16 4 II: 36-48 10YR 4/6 SiLo NCM 11/23/2020 CMP

I: 0-39 10YR 3/2 SiLo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
1A 16 5 II: 39-52 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 11/23/2020 CMP
I: 0-30 10YR 2/2 SiLo
1A 16 6 II: 30-45 10YR 5/4 SiiLo NCM 11/23/2020 CMP
I: 0-27 10YR 3/2 SiLo
1A 16 7 II: 27-39 10YR 5/6 SiiLo NCM 11/23/2020 CMP
I: 0-31 10YR 3/2 SiLo
II: ~60%
1A 16 8 II: 31-42 10YR 5/6 SiiLo NCM 11/23/2020 CMP cobble
I: 0-24 10YR 3/4 SiLo
1A 16 9 II: 24-36 10YR 5/6 SiiLo NCM 11/23/2020 CMP
I: 0-19 10YR 4/4 SiLo
1A 24 1 II: 19-29 10YR 5/3 SaSi NCM 12/1/2020 CJs
I: 0-33 10YR 4/4 Salo
1A 24 2 II: 33-43 10YR 6/4 SaSi NCM 12/1/2020 MJR
I: 0-28 10YR 4/4 SiLo
1A 24 3 II: 28-40 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 CJs

I: 0-28 10YR 3/3 SiLo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
II: 28-48 10YR 5/6 Very

1A 24 4 Fine SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 MJR
I: 0-31 10YR 3/5 SiLo

1A 24 5 II: 31-42 10YR 5/6 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 CJS
I: 0-34 10YR 3/5 SiLo

1A 24 6 II: 34-46 10YR 5/6 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 MJR
I: 0-35 10YR 3/3 SiLo

1A 24 7 II: 35-45 10YR 6/3 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 CJS
I: 0-28 10YR 3/3 SiLo

1A 24 8 II: 28-38 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 CJS
I: 0-33 10YR 3/3 SiLo

1A 24 9 II: 33-43 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 MJR
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SiLo

1A 24 10 II: 30-41 10YR 5/6 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 CJS
I: 0-31 10YR 3/3 SiLo

1A 24 11 II: 31-41 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 CJS








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-35 10YR 3/3 SiLo
1A 24 12 II: 35-45 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 MJR
I: 0-28 10YR 3/3 SiLo
1A 24 13 II: 28-38 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 CJS
I: 0-22 10YR 4/3 Salo 15% rock
& l:
II: 22-45 10YR 5/6 SaClLo redox
1A 17 1 Ill: 45-55 2.5Y 6/2 Sa NCM 11/24/2020 WDW
I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SalLo 15% rock
II: 30-45 10YR 5/6 SaClLo II: redox
Rock
Impasse at
1A 17 2 NCM 11/24/2020 WDW 45cmbs
I: 0-20 10YR 4/3 SalLo 15% rock
&Il
I1: 20-30 10YR 5/6 SaClLo redox
1A 17 3 Ill: 30-40 2.5Y 6/2 Sa NCM 11/24/2020 WDW
I: 0-25 10YR 4/3 SalLo 15% rock
II: 25-45 10YR 5/6 SaClLo II: redox








Area

Transect

STP#

Artifact

Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
Rock
Impasse at
1A 17 4 NCM 11/24/2020 WDW 45cmbs
I: 0-35 10YR 3/3 SalLo 15% rock
1A 17 5 II: 35-50 2.5Y 6/2 Sa NCM 11/24/2020 WDW II: redox
1A
I: 0-20 10YR 3/4 SalLo 15% rock
II: 20-35 10YR 5/6 SaClLo II: redox
Rock
Impasse at
1A 17 6 NCM 11/24/2020 wDW 35cmbs
I: 0-23 10YR 3/4 Salo 15% rock
&Il
I1: 23-33 10YR 5/6 SaClLo redox
1A 17 7 lll: 33-43 2.5Y 6/2 Sa NCM 11/24/2020 WDW
I: 0-30 10YR 3/4 Salo 15% rock
& l:
II: 30-44 10YR 5/6 SaClLo redox
1A 17 8 Ill: 44-54 2.5Y 6/2 Sa NCM 11/24/2020 wWDW
I: 0-25 10YR 3/4 SalLo 15% rock

II: 25-35 10YR 5/6 SaClLo

Il: redox







Area

Transect

STP#

Artifact

Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
Rock
Impasse at
1A 17 9 NCM 11/24/2020 WDW 35cmbs
I: 0-25 10YR 3/4 SalLo 15% rock
& l:
II: 25-40 10YR 5/6 SaClLo redox
1A 17 10 Ill: 40-50 2.5Y 6/2 Sa NCM 11/24/2020 WDW
I: 0-20 10YR 3/4 SalLo 15% rock
&Il
I1: 20-30 10YR 5/6 SaClLo redox
1A 17 11 Ill: 30-40 2.5Y 6/2 Sa NCM 11/24/2020 WDW
I: 0-23 10YR 3/4 SalLo 15% rock
II: 23-30 10YR 5/6 SaClLo II: redox
Rock
Impasse at
1A 17 12 NCM 11/24/2020 WDW 30cmbs
I: 0-24 10YR 3/4 SalLo 15% rock
II: 24-40 10YR 5/6 SaClLo II: redox
Rock
Impasse at
1A 17 13 NCM 11/24/2020 WDW 40cmbs
I: 0-20 10YR 3/4 SalLo 15% rock
& l:

II: 20-35 10YR 5/6 SaClLo

redox








Area

1A

Transect

17

STP#

14

Soil Description by Strat.

Ill: 35-50 2.5Y 6/2 Sa

Artifact
Summary

NCM

Date

11/24/2020

Recorder

WDW

Comments

1A

17

15

I: 0-29 10YR 3/4 SalLo

[I: 29-44 2.5YR 6/2 Sa

NCM

11/24/2020

WDW

15% rock

Il: redox

1A

17

16

I: 0-28 10YR 3/4 SalLo

II: 28-41 2.5YR 6/2 Sa

NCM

11/24/2020

WDW

15% rock

Il: redox
EOT

1A

18

No dig

NCM

11/24/2020

RAM

In woodline
visible
boulders
sloping
down
towards
creek

1A

18

I: 0-25 7.5 YR 4/3 SalLo

II: 25- 32 2.5Y 5/4 SalLo

NCM

11/24/2020

WDW

I: mottled
redox

1
manganese
nodule
inclusions

1A

18

I: 0-25 10YR 2/2 SalLo

NCM

11/24/2020

RAM

8% small-
large
subangular
and tabular
rock/
increase
with depth
to 12% w/
rock
impasse at
25cmbs








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
l: 0-22 10YR 3/2 Salo 8% small-
large
subangular
and tabular
II: 22-40 10YR 3/4 SalLo rock/
increase
with depth
1A 18 4 Ill: 40-50 2.5YR 5/4 Salo NCM 11/24/2020 RAM to 12%
I: 0-26 10YR 3/2 SalLo 8% rock
with rock
impasse at
1A 18 5 II: 26-42 10YR 3/4 SalLo NCM 11/24/2020 RAM 42cmbs
I: 0-34 10YR 3/2 SalLo
Il: mottled
with 10YR
1A 18 6 II: 34-44 2.5Y 6/2 SalLo NCM 11/24/2020 RAM 5/6
I: 0-22 10YR 3/2 SalLo
II: 22-30 10YR 3/4 Salo
Ill: mottled
with 10YR
1A 18 7 Ill: 30-40 2.5YR 6/2 SalLo NCM 11/24/2020 RAM 5/6
I: 0-25 10YR 3/2 SalLo 8% rock
with
impasse at
1A 18 8 II: 25-34 10YR 4/4 Salo NCM 11/24/2020 RAM 34cmbs
I: 0-40 10YR 3/2 SalLo 5% rock
lll: mottled
with 10YR
II: 40-50 10YR 3/4 Salo 5/6
1A 18 9 Ill: 50-72 2.5YR 5/2 SalLo NCM 11/24/2020 RAM








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-24 10YR 3/2 Salo
_ 8% rock
II: 24-38 10YR 3/4 Salo with
compact
impasse at
1A 18 10 Ill: 38-51 2.5YR 5/4 SalLo NCM 11/24/2020 RAM 51cmbs
8% rock w/
one very
large rock.
Impasse at
1A 18 11 I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 RAM 25cmbs
20% rock,
increases to
25% with
I: 0-24 10YR 3/2 SiLo depth
lll: mottled
with 10YR
II: 24-34 10YR 3/4 SiLo 5/6
1A 18 12 Ill: 34-57 2.5YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 RAM
I: 0-24 10YR 2/2 SiLo 20% rock
I1: mottled
with 10YR
1A 18 13 II: 24-34 5YR 5/2 SaSi NCM 11/24/2020 RAM 5/6
I: 0-30 10YR 4/4 SiLo
AMK/EW
1A 19 1 II: 30-40 10YR 6/3 SiClLo NCM 12/1/2020 Vv
I: 0-29 10YR 4/4 SiLo
1A 19 2 II: 29-39 10YR 6/3 SiClLo NCM 12/1/2020 AMK








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-31 10YR 4/4 SiLo
1A 19 3 II: 31-41 10YR 6/6 SaClLo NCM 12/1/2020 EWV
I: 0-30 10YR 4/4 SiLo
1A 19 4 II: 30-40 10YR 6/6 SiClLo NCM 12/1/2020 AMK
I: 0-35 10YR 4/4 SiLo
[I: 35-45 7.5YR 4/3 m/w AMK/EW
1A 19 5 10YR 6/1 SiClLo NCM 12/1/2020 \
I: 0-33 10YR 4/4 SiLo
[I: 33-43 7.5YR 4/3 m/w
1A 19 6 10YR 6/1 SiClLo NCM 12/1/2020 AMK
I: 0-27 10YR 4/4 SiLo
1A 19 7 II: 27-37 10YR 6/4 SiClLo NCM 12/1/2020 EWV
I: 0-30 10YR 4/4 SiLo
1A 19 8 II: 30-40 10YR 6/4 SiClLo NCM 12/1/2020 AMK
I: 0-26 10YR 4/3 SiLo
1A 19 9 II: 26-36 10YR 5/4 SiClLo NCM 12/1/2020 AMK








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SiLo
1A 19 10 II: 30-40 10YR 6/4 SiClLo NCM 12/1/2020 AMK
I: 0-35 10YR 4/4 SiLo
Fe O2
1A 19 11 II: 35-45 10YR 8/1 SiClLo NCM 12/1/2020 EWV Staining
I: 0-28 10YR 3/3 SiLo
1A 19 12 II: 28-38 10YR 8/1 SiClLo NCM 12/1/2020 AMK
I: 0-31 10YR 3/3 SiLo
1A 19 13 II: 31-41 10YR 8/1 SiClLo NCM 12/1/2020 AMK
I: 0-20 10YR 4/3 SiLo
1A 20 1 II: 20-25 2.5Y 5/4 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 MDA
I: 0-26 10YR 4/3 SiLo
II: 26-56 2.5Y 5/4 SiLo
1A 20 2 ll: 56-66 2.5Y 6/3 SaSi NCM 12/1/2020 WHN
I: 0-20 10YR 4/3 SalLo
1A 20 3 [I: 20-30 2.5Y 5/4 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 MDA

I: 0-26 10YR 4/3 SiLo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments

II: 26-37 2.5Y 5/4 SiLo

1A 20 4 [l: 37-50 10YR 6/3 SaSi NCM 12/1/2020 WHN
I: 0-24 10YR 4/3 SalLo

1A 20 5 II: 24-34 2.5Y 5/4 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 MDA
I: 0-27 10YR 4/3 SiLo
II: 27-51 2.5Y 5/4 SiLo

1A 20 6 ll: 51-61 10YR 6/3 SaSi NCM 12/1/2020 WHN
I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SiLo

1A 20 7 [I: 30-40 7.5YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 MDA
I: 0-28 10YR 4/3 SiLo
II: 28-48 2.5Y 5/4 SiLo

1A 20 8 [1l: 48-58 10YR 6/3 SaSi NCM 12/1/2020 WHN
I: 0-20 10YR 4/3 SalLo

1A 20 9 [I: 20-30 2.5Y 5/4 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 MDA

I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SiLo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
II: 30-50 2.5Y 5/4 m/w Hydric soil
1A 20 10 10YR 6/3 SiCl NCM 12/1/2020 WHN at bottom
I: 0-22 10YR 4/3 SiLo
1A 20 11 II: 22-32 2.5Y 5/4 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 MDA
Root
1A 20 12 I: 0-27 10YR 4/3 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 AMK impasse
I: 0-20 10YR 3/4 SalLo
1A 21 1 II: 20-30 10YR 6/4 SaCl NCM 12/1/2020 KGM
I: 0-20 10YR 3/4 SalLo
1A 21 2 II: 20-30 10YR 6/4 SaCl NCM 12/1/2020 EKV
I: 0-20 10YR 3/4 SalLo
1A 21 3 II: 20-35 10YR 6/4 SaClLo NCM 12/1/2020 KGM
20% grav.
Rock
impasse at
1A 21 4 I: 0-30 3/4 SaClLo NCM 12/1/2020 EKV 30cmbs
I: 0-40 10YR 3/4 SiLo
1A 21 5 II: 40-50 10YR 6/2 SiCl NCM 12/1/2020 KGM

I: 0-35 10YR 3/4 SaClLo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
1A 21 6 II: 35-45 10YR 4/6 SaClLo NCM 12/1/2020 EKV
I: 0-20 10YR 3/4 SaClLo
1A 21 7 II: 20-30 10YR 4/6 SaClLo NCM 12/1/2020 KGM
I: 0-35 10YR 3/4 Salo
1A 21 8 II: 35-45 10YR 4/6 ClLo NCM 12/1/2020 KGM
I: 0-25 10YR 3/4 Salo
Rock
impasse at
1A 21 9 II: 25-30 10YR 4/6 SaClLo NCM 12/1/2020 KGM 30cmbs
I: 0-20 10YR 3/4 SalLo
1A 21 10 II: 20-30 10YR 4/6 SaClLo NCM 12/1/2020 KGM
I: 0-30 10YR 3/4 SalLo
1A 21 11 II: 30-40 10YR 6/2 SaClLo NCM 12/1/2020 KGM
1A 21 12 I: 0-20 10YR 3/4 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 KGM
I: 0-25 10YR 3/2 SalLo
1A 29 1 II: 25-40 10YR 6/1 SaCl NCM 12/1/2020 CWF 5% gravel
I: 0-24 10YR 3/2 SalLo
1A 29 2 II: 24-37 10YR 6/1 SaCl NCM 12/1/2020 CWF 5% gravel








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-20 10YR 3/2 SalLo
II: 20-35 10YR 3/6 SalLo
1A 29 3 Ill: 35-452.5Y 6/2 FSalLo NCM 12/1/2020 RAM 5% gravel
I: 0-25 10YR 2/3 SalLo
1A 29 4 II: 25-35 10YR 5/3 SaCl NCM 12/1/2020 RH 5% gravel
I: 0-25 10YR 4/4 SiLo Modern
glassin
strat | -
1A 29 5 II: 25-35 10YR 6/2 SiCl NCM 12/1/2020 EKV Discarded
I: 0-30 10YR 4/4 SiLo
1A 29 6 II: 30-40 10YR 6/3 SiCl NCM 12/1/2020 KGM
I: 0-30 10YR 4/4 SiLo
1A 29 7 II: 30-40 10YR 6/3 SiCl NCM 12/1/2020 EKV
I: 0-30 10YR 4/4 SiLo
1A 29 8 II: 30-40 10YR 6/3 SiCl NCM 12/1/2020 KGM
I: 0-25 10YR 4/4 SiLo
1A 29 9 II: 25-35 10YR 6/2 SiCl NCM 12/1/2020 KGM








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-30 10YR 4/4 SiLo
1A 29 10 II: 30-40 10YR 6/3 SiCl NCM 12/1/2020 EKV
I: 0-20 10YR 4/3 SiLo
1A 30 1 II: 20-30 10YR 5/3 SiClLo NCM 12/1/2020 EWV
Root
Impasse at
1A 30 2 I: 0-10 10YR 4/3 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 AMK 10cmbs
I: 0-40 10YR 4/4 SiLo
1A 30 3 II: 40-50 10YR 6/3 SiCl NCM 12/1/2020 EWV
Impasse at
1A 30 4 I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 AMK 30cmbs
Rock
Impasse at
1A 30 5 I: 0-20 10YR 4/3 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 20cmbs
I: 0-35 10YR 4/3 SiLo
1A 30 6 II: 35-45 10YR 6/4 SiClLo NCM 12/1/2020 EKV
I: 0-32 10YR 3/4 SiLo
1A 30 7 II: 32-47 10YR 6/3 SiCl NCM 12/1/2020 WDW 10%rock
I: 0-25 10YR 3/4 SiLo
1A 30 8 II: 25-35 10YR 6/3 SiCl NCM 12/1/2020 RH 10%rock








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments

I: 0-27 10YR 3/3 SaLo

1A 30 9 II: 27-42 10YR 6/2 SaCl NCM 12/1/2020 WDwW
I: 0-24 10YR 3/3 SalLo

1A 30 10 II: 24-34 10YR 6/2 SaCl NCM 12/1/2020 RH 10%rock
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SaLo

1A 30 11 II: 30-45 10YR 6/2 SaCl NCM 12/1/2020 WDwW 10%rock
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SalLo 15% rock

1A 30 6 II: 25-35 10YR 3/6 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 RH II: redox
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SaLo 15% rock

1A 30 5 II: 30-45 10YR 6/2 SaCl NCM 12/1/2020 WDW II: redox
I: 0-23 10YR 3/3 SaLo 15% rock

1A 30 4 II: 23-33 10YR 3/6 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 RH II: redox

1A 30 3 No dig NCM 12/1/2020 WDW Drainage
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SalLo 15% rock

1A 30 2 II: 25-40 10YR 3/6 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 [WDW/RH| II: redox
I: 0-27 10YR 3/3 SalLo 15% rock








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
1A 30 1 II: 27-41 10YR 3/6 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 [WDW/RH| IlI: redox
Root
1A 31 1 I: 0-25 10YR 3/2 Lo NCM 12/1/2020 SRE termination
Root
1A 31 2 I: 0-20 10YR 3/2 Lo NCM 12/1/2020 SRE termination
Rock
1A 31 3 I: 0-30 10YR 3/2 Lo NCM 12/1/2020 SRE Impasse
I: 0-20 10YR 3/2 Lo
Rock
1A 31 4 I 20-30 10YR 4/3 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 SRE Impasse
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 Lo
1A 31 5 I 25-40 10YR 6/3 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 SRE
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 Lo
1A 31 6 I 30-40 10YR 6/3 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 SRE
I: 0-28 10YR 3/3 Lo
terminated
1A 31 7 I 28-34 10YR 6/3 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 SRE at subsaoil
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 Lo
1A 31 8 I 25-35 10YR 6/3 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 SRE
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 Lo
1A 31 9 I 30-35 10YR 6/3 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 SRE








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
1A 32 1
1A 32 2
I: 0-24 10YR 2/2 SiLo
1A 32 3 II: 24-34 10YR 6/3 SaLm NCM 12/1/2020 MJR
Root
impasse at
1A 32 4 I: 0-10 10YR 3/3 SaLm NCM 12/1/2020 CJs 10cmbs
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SiLo
1A 32 5 II: 30-41 10YR 5/4 SaLm NCM 12/1/2020 CJS
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SiLo
1A 32 6 II: 30-45 10YR 6/3 SaLm NCM 12/1/2020 MJR
I: 0-28 10YR 3/3 SiLo
II: 28-38 10YR 6/3 m/w 5/6
1A 32 7 SaCl NCM 12/1/2020 CJSs
I: 0-33 10YR 3/3 SiLo
1A 32 8 II: 33-45 5Y 5/4 ClLo NCM 12/1/2020 MJR
I: 0-22 10YR 3/3 SiLo
1A 32 9 II: 22-34 10YR 6/3 ClLo NCM 12/1/2020

I: 0-28 10YR 3/3 SaLo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
1A 33 1 I: 28-38 5YR 5/4 SaClLo NCM 12/2/2020 CJs
1A 33 2 I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 WDW
1A 33 3 I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 KGM
non-lease
1A 33 4 No dig NCM 12/2/2020 n/a prooperty
non-lease
1A 33 5 No dig NCM 12/2/2020 KGM prooperty
I: 0-25 10YR 4/4 Salo
1A 33 6 I: 25-35 10YR 6/2 SaCl NCM 12/2/2020 KGM
I: 0-30 10YR 2/3 SalLo
1A 36 1 I: 30-30 10YR 4/6 SaClLo NCM 12/2/2020 EKV
Rock
impasse at
15cmbs.
One
modern
10YR 4/3
glass -
1A 36 2 I: 0-15 10YR 2/3 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 KGM discarded.
Terminated
at root
1A 33 7 I: 0-10 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM 12/2/2020 KH impasse
Terminated
1A 33 8 I: 0-10 10YR 3/3 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 SE due to water
push-piles
and
1A 34 1 No dig NCM 12/2/2020 wDW boulders








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
15% rock.
Rock
impasse at
1A 34 2 I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 WwWDW 20cmbs
non-lease
1A 34 3 No dig NCM 12/2/2020 WDW property
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1A 34 4 II: 30-45 10YR 6/3 SaCl NCM 12/2/2020 WWw
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1A 34 5 II: 30-45 10YR 6/3 SaCl NCM 12/2/2020 WWwW
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1A 34 6 II: 30-40 10YR 6/2 SaCl NCM 12/2/2020 RH
I: 0-25 10YR 3/2 SalLo 10% rock
I1: mottled
1A 36 1 II: 25-35 7.5YR 4/6 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 RAM redox
I: 0-29 10YR 3/2 SalLo 10% rock
I1: mottled
1A 36 2 II: 29-40 7.5YR 4/6 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 RAM redox
I: 0-32 10YR 3/3 SalLo 15% rock
I1: mottled
1A 37 1 II: 32-47 7.5YR 4/6 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 WDW redox

I: 0-27 10YR 3/3 SalLo








Artifact
Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
1A 35 5 II: 27-40 7.5YR 4/6 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 RH
I: 0-23 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1A 35 II: 23-33 7.5YR 4/6 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 RH
I: 80%
Stone
Stone
1A 25 I: 0-20 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 12/1/2020 WF Impass
I: 0-23 10YR 3/4 (Texture
Not Noted)
II: 23-42 10YR 6/1 (Texture
1A 25 Not Noted) NCM 12/1/2020 RE
I: 10(?)%
Stone
Stone
1A 25 I: 0-30 10YR 3/4 Salo NCM 12/1/2020 WF Impasse
I: 0-32 10YR 3/4 (SiLo)
1A 25 II: 32-49 10YR 6/1 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 RE
I: 15%
I: 0-25 10YR 3/4 SalLo Stone
II: 40%
1A 25 5 II: 25-40 10YR 6/1 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 WF Stone
I: 0-21 10YR 3/2 SiLo
1A 25 6 II: 21-48 10YR 5/8 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 RE
I: 15%
I: 0-27 10YR 3/4 SalLo Stone








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
II: 50%
Decaying
1A 25 7 II: 27-40 10YR 5/2 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 WF Stone
I: 15%
I: 0-20 10YR 3/2 SalLo Gravel
II: 30%
1A 25 8 II: 20-37 10YR 6/1 Sand NCM 12/1/2020 WF Stone
I: 0-30 10YR 3/2 Salo I: Topsaoil
II: 15%
Il: 30-45 10YR 5/4 Sa Gravel
In Mowed
1A 25 9 NCM 12/1/2020 WF Field
I: 20%
I: 0-30 10YR 3/1 SalLo Gravel
II: 20%
II: 30-39 10YR 5/4 Sa Gravel
Il: 20%
1A 25 10 Ill: 39-50 10YR 6/1 Sand NCM 12/1/2020 CWF Gravel
I: 0-37 10YR 3.2 Sand
I: 15%
1A 25 11 II: 37-50 10YR 6/1 Sand NCM 12/1/2020 CWF Gravel
I: 0-28 10YR 3/2 SalLo
I: 20%
1A 25 12 II: 28-42 10YR 5/4 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 CWF Gravel

I: 0-19 10YR 4/3 (Texture
Not Noted)








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
II: 19-29 10YR 5/4 (Texture

1A 26 1 Not Noted) NCM 12/1/2020 EWU
I: 0-26 10YR 4/4 SiLo

1A 26 2 II: 26-36 10YR 6/6 SiClLo NCM 12/1/2020 AMK
I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SiLo

1A 26 3 [I: 30-40 10YR 8/3 SaClLo| NCM 12/1/2020 EWU
I: 0-29 10YR 4/3 SiLo

1A 26 4 II: 29-39 10YR 8/3 SaClLo | NCM 12/1/2020 AMK
I: 0-30 10YR 4/4 SiLo

1A 26 5 [I: 30-40 10YR 6/4 SiClLo NCM 12/1/2020 EWU
I: 0-31 10YR 4/4 SiLo

1A 26 6 II: 31-41 10YR 6/6 SiClLo NCM 12/1/2020 AMK
I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SiLo

1A 26 7 [I: 30-40 10YR 6/4 SiClLo NCM 12/1/2020 EWU
I: 0-29 10YR 4/3 SiLo

1A 26 8 [I: 29-39 10YR 5/3 SICILo NCM 12/1/2020 AMK








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-26 10YR 4/3 SiLo
AMK/EW
1A 26 9 II: 26-36 10YR 5/3 SiClLo NCM 12/1/2020 u
I: 0-25 10YR 4/3 SiLo
II: 25-27 2.5YR 2/2 SiClLo
I1: 27-35 10YR 3/6 SiCl
1A 26 10 IV: 35-48 10YR 8/4 SiClLo[ NCM 12/1/2020 AMK
I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SiLo
1A 26 11 II: 30-40 10YR 6/4 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 AMK
I: 0-29 10YR 4/3 SiLo
1A 26 12 II: 29-39 10YR 6/4 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 AMK
I: 0-26 10YR 4/3 SiLo
1A 26 13 II: 26-36 10YR 5/2 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 EWU
I: 0-15 10YR 4/3 SiLo
1A 27 1 II: 15-25 2.5YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 MDA

I: 0-21 10YR 4/3 SiLo








Area

1A

Transect

27

STP#

Soil Description by Strat.

II: 21-40 10YR 5/4 SiLo

[1: 40-50 2.5YR 6/3 SalLo

Artifact
Summary

NCM

Date

12/1/2020

Recorder

WHN

Comments

1A

27

I: 0-10 10YR 4/3 SiLo

II: 10-20 10YR 2/1 SiLo

[1l: 20-30 2.5Y 5/4 SiLo

NCM

12/1/2020

MDA

1A

27

I: 0-47 10YR 4/3 SiLo

II: 47-64 10YR 5/4 SiLo

ll: 64-74 10YR 6/3 Sa

NCM

12/1/2020

WHN

30-45
Burning
Band.

1A

27

I: 0-20 10YR 4/3 SiLo

[I: 20-30 2.5YR 5/4 SiLo

NCM

12/1/2020

MDA

1A

27

I: 0-25 10YR 4/3 SiLo

[I: 25-35 2.5YR 5/4 SiLo

NCM

12/1/2020

MDA

1A

27

I: 0-27 10YR 4/3 SiLo

II: 27-40 10YR 5/6 SiLo

[1: 40-50 10YR 4/3 SiLo

IV: 50-60 10YR 6/3 Sa

NCM

12/1/2020

WHN








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
Rock
1A 27 8 I: 0-35 10YR 4/3 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 WHN Impasse
I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SiLo
Rock
1A 27 9 I: 30-35 2.5YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 MDA Impasse
I: 0-36 10YR 4/3 SiLo
II: 36-40 10YR 5/4 SiLo
1A 27 10 Ill: 40-56 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 WHN
I: 0-29 10YR 4/3 SiLo
1A 27 11 II: 29-39 2.5YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 MDA
I: 0-23 10YR 4/3 SiLo
1A 27 12 II: 23-56 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 WHN
I: 0-25 10YR 4/3 SiLo
1A 27 13 II: 25-35 2.5YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 MDA
I: 0-19 10YR 3/2 Salo
1: 10%
1A 28 1 II: 19-35 10YR 6/1 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 CWF Gravel

I: 0-25 10YR 3/2 SalLo
(illegible)








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 10%
1A 28 2 II: 25-35 10YR 6/1 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 CWF Gravel
I: 0-21 10YR 3/2 SalLo
I: 10%
1A 28 3 II: 21-39 10YR 5/2 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 CWF Gravel
I: 0-30 10YR 3/2 SalLo
I: 20%
1A 28 4 II: 30-40 10YR 5/2 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 CWF Gravel
I: 0-23 10YR 4/2 SalLo
I: 15%
1A 28 5 II: 23-43 10YR 5/2 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 CWF Gravel
I: 0-33 10YR 3/2 SalLo
I: 10%
1A 28 6 II: 33-45 10YR 5/2 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 CWF Gravel
I: 0-22 10YR 3/2 SalLo
I: 20%
1A 28 7 II: 22-33 10YR 5/2 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 |Not Listed| Gravel
I: 0-35 10YR 3/1 SalLo
I: 10%
1A 28 8 II: 35-50 10YR 5/2 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 |Not Listed| Gravel
I: 0-22 10YR 3/2 SalLo
1A 28 9 II: 22-38 10YR 6/1 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 |Not Listed|l: 5% Gravel

I: 0-32 10YR 3/1 SaLo








Area

1A

Transect

28

STP#

10

Soil Description by Strat.

II: 32-24(???) 10YR 6/1 Sa

Artifact
Summary

NCM

Date

12/1/2020

Recorder

CWF

Comments

Il: 30%
Gravel

1A

28

11

[: 0-29 10YR 3/1 SalLo

II: 10YR 5/2 Sa

NCM

12/1/2020

CWF

1:10%
Gravel
I1: 60%
Stone
EOT

1B

12/2/2020

KGM

BOT

NO DIG - in
creek;
wooded
thicket

1B

12/2/2020

KGM

NO DIG - in
creek;
wooded
thicket

EOT

1B

12/2/2020

KGM

BOT

NO DIG -in
creek

1B

12/2/2020

KGM

NO DIG - in
creek

EOT

1C

I: 0-30 10YR 3/4 SaLo

II: 30-45 10YR 5/6 SaCl

NCM

11/30/2020

WDW

I: 15% rock

I: 15%
rock/redox

mowed hay
field

1C

I: 0-28 10YR 3/4 SalLo

II: 28-42 10YR 5/6 SaCl

NCM

11/30/2020

RE

I: 15% rock

I1: 15%
rock/redox

mowed hay
field

I: 0-25 10YR 3/4 SalLo

II: 25-42 10YR 5/6 SaCl

I: 15% rock

I: 15%
rock/redox








Area

1C

Transect

STP#

Soil Description by Strat.

Artifact
Summary

NCM

Date

11/30/2020

Recorder

DR

Comments

mowed hay
field

1C

I: 0-30 10YR 3/4 SaLo

II: 30-45 10YR 5/6 SaCl

NCM

11/30/2020

WDW

I: 15% rock

I: 15%
rock/redox

mowed hay
field

1C

I: 0-20 10YR 3/4 SalLo

II: 20-30 10YR 5/6 SaCl

NCM

11/30/2020

RAM

I: 15% rock

I1: 15%
rock/redox

rock
impasse;
mowed hay
field

1C

No dig

NCM

11/30/2020

WDW

non-lease
property

1C

I: 0-32 10YR 3/2 FSalLo

NCM

11/30/2020

RAM

15% sm-
very Ig
subangular
& tabular
rock w/
impass @
32cmbs;
open field
(short
grasses)

1C

I: 0-16 10YR 3/2 FSalLo

NCM

11/30/2020

RAM

15% sm-
very Ig
subangular
& tabular
rock w/
impass @
16cmbs;
open field
(short
grasses)








Area

Transect

STP#

Soil Description by Strat.

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

1C

I: 0-24 10YR 3/2 FSalLo

[I: 24-38 10YR 5/4 FSalLo

NCM

11/30/2020

RE

15% sm-
very Ig
subangular
& tabular
rock w/
impass @
16cmbs;
open field
(short
grasses)

1C

I: 0-30 10YR 3/4 FSalLo

[I: 30-50 10YR 5/6 FSalLo

NCM

11/30/2020

WDW

15% sm-Ig
subangular
& tabular
rock

1C

I: 0-24 10YR 3/2 FSalLo

[I: 24-40 10YR 5/4 FSalLo

NCM

11/30/2020

DR

15% sm-Ig
subangular
& tabular
rock

1C

I: 0-25 10YR 3/2 SalLo

[I: 25-50 10YR 3/6 SalLo

NCM

11/30/2020

RAM

15% sm-Ig
subangular
& tabular
rock w/
impasse @
50cmbs

1C

I: 0-30 10YR 3/4 FSalLo

[I: 30-45 10YR 5/4 FSalLo

NCM

11/30/2020

WDW

15% sm-Ig
subangular
& tabular
rock; 1 pc
clear
window
glass
(discarded)








Area

Transect

STP#

Soil Description by Strat.

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

1C

I: 0-23 10YR 3/2 FSalLo

II: 23-41 10YR 5/4 FSalLo

NCM

11/30/2020

RE

15% sm-Ig
subangular
& tabular
rock; 1 pc
clear
window
glass
(discarded)

1C

I: 0-30 10YR 3/2 FSalLo

[I: 30-45 10YR 5/4 FSalLo

NCM

11/30/2020

WDW

15% sm-Ig
subangular
& tabular
rock; 1 pc
clear
window
glass
(discarded)

1C

10

I: 0-45 10YR 3/2 FSalLo

II: 45 10YR 5/4 FSalLo

NCM

11/30/2020

DR

15% sm-Ig
subangular
& tabular
rock

1C

11

[: 0-30 10YR 3/2 SalLo

[I: 30-45 10YR 5/4 SalLo

NCM

11/30/2020

WDW

15% sm-Ig
subangular
& tabular
rock

1C

12

[: 0-30 10YR 3/2 SalLo

[I: 30-50 10YR 3/6 SalLo

NCM

11/30/2020

DR

10% sm-Ig
subangular
& tabular
rock

1C

13

I: 0-28 10YR 3/2 SalLo

II: 28-36 10YR 3/6 SalLo

NCM

11/30/2020

RE

15% sm-Ig
subangular
& tabular
rock








Area

Transect

STP#

Soil Description by Strat.

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

1C

I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SalLo

II: 30-45 10YR 5/4 SaCl

NCM

12/1/2020

WDW

I: 15%
rock/pz; II:
15%
rock/redox

mowed hay
field

1C

I: 0-26 10YR 4/3 SalLo

NCM

12/1/2020

WDW

I: 15%
rock/pz; Il
rock
impasse
mowed hay
field

1C

I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SaLo

II: 30-45 10YR 5/4 SaCl

NCM

12/1/2020

WDW

I: 15%
rock/pz; Il
15%
rock/redox

mowed hay
field

1C

I: 0-33 10YR 3/4 SalLo

II: 33-48 10YR 5/4 SaCl

NCM

12/1/2020

WDW

I: 15%
rock/pz; Il
15%
rock/redox

mowed hay
field

1C

[: 0-30 10YR 3/4 SalLo

II: 30-40 10YR 5/4 SaCl

NCM

12/1/2020

WDW

I: 15%
rock/pz; Il
15%
rock/redox,
rock
impasse

mowed hay
field

1C

[: 0-30 10YR 3/4 SalLo

II: 30-45 10YR 6/2 SaCl

NCM

12/1/2020

WDW

I: 15%
rock/pz; II:
15%
rock/redox

mowed hay
field








Area

Transect

STP#

Soil Description by Strat.

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

1C

[: 0-30 10YR 3/4 SalLo

II: 30-45 10YR 6/3 SaCl

NCM

12/1/2020

WDW

I: 15%
rock/pz; II:
15%
rock/redox

mowed hay
field

1C

[: 0-29 10YR 3/4 SalLo

11: 29-37 10YR 3/4 w/C14
Salo

I: 37-52 10YR 6/3 SaCl

NCM

12/1/2020

WDW

I: 15%
rock/pz

I1: 15%
rock/pz w/
charcoal

: 15%
rock/redox

mowed hay
field

1C

I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SaLo

II: 30-45 10YR 6/3 SaCl

NCM

12/1/2020

WDW

I: 15%
rock/pz; Il
15%
rock/redox

mowed hay
field

1C

10

I: 0-30 10YR 3/4 SalLo

II: 30-45 10YR 6/3 SaCl

NCM

12/1/2020

WDW

I: 15%
rock/pz; Il
15%
rock/redox

mowed hay
field

1C

11

I: 0-30 10YR 3/4 SaLo

II: 30-45 10YR 6/3 SaCl

NCM

12/1/2020

WDW

I: 15%
rock/pz; Il
15%
rock/redox

mowed hay
field








Area

Transect

STP#

Soil Description by Strat.

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

1C

12

I: 0-26 10YR 3/4 SalLo

II: 26-41 10YR 5/6 SaCl

NCM

12/1/2020

WDW

I: 15%
rock/pz; II:
15%
rock/redox

mowed hay
field

1C

13

No dig

NCM

12/1/2020

WDW

fence
line/brush
w/ very
young
growth trees

1C

14

[: 0-25 10YR 4/3 SalLo

II: 25-35 10YR 6/3 SaCl

NCM

12/1/2020

WDW

I: 15% rock;
I: 15%
rock/redox

mowed hay
field/near
ATV trail

1C

15

I: 0-10 10YR 4/3 SalLo

NCM

12/1/2020

WDW

>25% rock,
rock
impasse;
mowed hay
field

1C

16

I: 0-25 10YR 2/2 SaClLo

NCM

12/1/2020

WDW

>25% rock,
rock
impasse;
mowed hay
field

1C

I: 0-23 10YR 4/3 SiLo

II: 23-33 10YR 7/6 SiLo

NCM

12/1/2020

EWU

1C

I: 0-21 10YR 4/3 SiLo

II: 21-31 10YR 7/6 SiLo

NCM

12/1/2020

EWU








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SiLo
1C 4 3 II: 30-40 10YR 7/6 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 EWU
15% gravel;
rock
1C 4 4 I: 0-31 10YR 4/3 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 EWU impasse
I: 0-34 10YR 4/3 SiLo
1C 4 5 II: 34-44 10YR 7/6 SiClLo NCM 12/1/2020 EWU 15% gravel
I: 0-24 10YR 4/3 SiLo
1C 4 6 II: 24-34 10YR 7/6 SiClLo NCM 12/1/2020 EWU 15% gravel
I: 0-45 10YR 4/3 SiLo
1C 4 7 II: 45-55 10YR 7/6 SiClLo NCM 12/1/2020 EWU
I: 0-23 10YR 4/3 SiLo
1C 4 8 II: 23-33 10YR 7/6 SiClLo NCM 12/1/2020 EWU
rock
1C 4 9 I: 0-31 10YR 4/3 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 EWU impasse
I: 0-26 10YR 4/3 SiLo
1C 4 10 II: 26-36 10YR 7/6 SiClLo NCM 12/1/2020 EWU

I: 0-25 10YR 4/3 SiLo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments

1C 4 11 II: 25-35 10YR 7/6 SiClLo NCM 12/1/2020 EWU
I: 0-31 10YR 4/3 SiLo

1C 4 12 II: 31-41 10YR 7/6 SiClLo NCM 12/1/2020 EWU
I: 0-31 10YR 4/3 SiLo

1C 4 13 II: 31-41 10YR 7/6 SiClLo NCM 12/1/2020 EWU
I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SiLo

1C 4 14 II: 30-40 10YR 7/6 SiClLo NCM 12/1/2020 EWU
I: 0-33 10YR 4/3 SiLo

1C 4 15 II: 33-43 10YR 7/6 SiClLo NCM 12/1/2020 EWU
I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SalLo

1C 5 1 II: 30-40 7.5YR 6/3 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 KGM rocks
I: 0-40 10YR 4/3 SalLo

1C 5 2 II: 40-50 7.5YR 6/3 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 KGM rocks
I: 0-40 10YR 4/3 SalLo

1C 5 3 II: 40-50 7.5YR 6/3 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 KGM rocks
I: 0-40 10YR 4/3 SalLo

1C 5 4 II: 40-50 7.5YR 6/3 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 KGM rocks








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments

I: 0-40 10YR 4/3 SalLo

1C 5 5 II: 40-50 7.5YR 6/3 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 KGM rocks
I: 0-40 10YR 4/3 SalLo

1C 5 6 II: 40-50 7.5YR 6/3 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 KGM rocks
I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SalLo

1C 5 7 II: 30-40 7.5YR 6/3 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 KGM rocks
I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SalLo

1C 5 8 II: 30-40 7.5YR 6/3 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 KGM rocks
I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SalLo

1C 5 9 II: 30-40 Gray br. SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 KGM
I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SalLo

1C 5 10 II: 30-40 7.5YR 6/3 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 KGM
I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SalLo

1C 5 11 II: 30-40 7.5YR 6/3 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 KGM
I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SalLo

1C 5 12 II: 30-40 7.5YR 6/3 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 KGM








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-35 10YR 4/3 SalLo
1C 5 13 II: 35-40 10YR 6/3 Salo NCM 12/1/2020 KGM rocks
rock
1C 5 14 I: 0-20 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM 12/1/2020 KGM impasse
I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SalLo
1C 5 15 II: 30-40 7.5YR 6/3 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 KGM rocks
only7m
from STP
1C 5 16 I: 0-20 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM 12/1/2020 KGM 15
rock in path;
1C 6 1 I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 NCM 12/1/2020 DR 40% rock
I: 0-21 10YR 4/3
II: 21-30 10YR 5/4
1C 6 2 Il: 30-56 2.5Y 4/4 NCM 12/1/2020 DR I: 40% rock
I: 0-22 10YR 4/3
II: 22-41 10YR 5/4
1C 6 3 Ill: 41-50 2.5Y 4/4 NCM 12/1/2020 DR I: 30% rock
I: 0-20 10YR 4/3
II: 20-32 10YR 5/4
1C 6 4 Il: 32-55 2.5Y 4/4 NCM 12/1/2020 DR I: 10% rock
I: 0-23 10YR 4/3
1C 6 5 II: 23-48 2.5Y 4/4 NCM 12/1/2020 DR I: 30% rock
I: 0-27 10YR 4/3 I: 20% rock
& l:
II: 27-35 10YR 5/4 rocks








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
1C 6 6 Ill: 35-52 2.5Y 4/4 NCM 12/1/2020 DR rock in path
large rock in
1C 6 7 I: 0-42 10YR 4/3 NCM 12/1/2020 DR path
I: 0-25 10YR 4/3
1C 6 8 II: 25-48 10YR 5/4 NCM 12/1/2020 DR rock in path
1C 6 9 No dig NCM 12/1/2020 DR
I: 0-20 10YR 4/3
[I: 20-33 10YR 5/4
1C 6 10 Il: 33-53 2.5Y 4/4 NCM 12/1/2020 DR
I: 0-28 10YR 4/3
1C 6 11 II: 28-42 2.5Y 4/4 NCM 12/1/2020 DR
I: 0-26 10YR 4/3
1C 6 12 II: 26-44 10YR 5/4 NCM 12/1/2020 DR
I: 0-20 10YR 4/3
1C 6 13 II: 20-43 2.5Y 4/4 NCM 12/1/2020 RE I: 20% rock
I: 0-20 10YR 4/3
1C 6 14 [I: 20-35 2.5Y 4/4 NCM 12/1/2020 RE
I: 0-24 10YR 3/1 SiLo
1C 7 1 II: 24-44 10YR 5/6 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 RE 10% gravel
I: 0-21 10YR 3/1 SiLo
1C 7 2 II: 21-35 10YR 5/6 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 RE 10% gravel

I: 0-29 10YR 3/1 SiLo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
1C 7 3 II: 29-45 10YR 6/1 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 RE 10% gravel
I: 0-27 10YR 3/1 SiLo
1C 7 4 Il: 27-46 10YR 5/6 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 RE 10% gravel
I: 0-26 10YR 3/1 SiLo
1C 7 5 II: 26-41 10YR 5/6 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 RE 10% gravel
I: 0-30 10YR 3/1 SiLo
1C 7 6 II: 30-45 10YR 5/8 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 RE 10% gravel
I: 0-31 10YR 3/1 SiLo
1C 7 7 II: 31-47 10YR 5/6 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 RE
I: 0-30 10YR 3/1 SiLo
1C 7 8 II: 30-45 10YR 5/6 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 RE
I: 0-25 10YR 3/1 SiLo
1C 7 9 II: 25-40 10YR 5/6 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 RE
I: 0-20 10YR 3/4 SiLo
1C 7 10 [I: 20-41 10YR 6/1 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 RE

I: 0-21 10YR 3/4 SiLo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments

1C 7 11 II: 21-39 10YR 6/6 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 RE

I: 0-20 10YR 3/4 SiLo
1C 7 12 II: 20-40 10YR 6/1 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 RE

I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1C 8 1 II: 20-30 10YR 6/3 SaCl NCM 12/1/2020 RH

disturbance -
1C 8 2 No dig NCM 12/1/2020 RH roots
disturbance -

1C 8 3 No dig NCM 12/1/2020 RH roots

I: 0-23 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1C 8 4 II: 23-33 10YR 6/3 SaCl NCM 12/1/2020 RH

rock

1C 8 5 I: 0-25 10YR 5/3SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 RH impasse

I: 0-28 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1C 8 6 II: 28-38 10YR 6/3 SaCl NCM 12/1/2020 RH

I: 0-21 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1C 8 7 II: 21-31 10YR 6/3 SaCl NCM 12/1/2020 RH large rocks

I: 0-22 10YR 3/3 SalLo

rock

1C 8 8 II: 22-23 10YR 6/3 SaCl NCM 12/1/2020 RH impasse








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
rock
1C 8 9 I: 0-24 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM 12/1/2020 RH impasse
I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SalLo
1C 27 1 II: 30-40 7.5YR 6/3 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 KGM rocks
rock
1C 27 2 I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM 12/1/2020 EKV impasse
On stone
1C 9 1 No dig NCM 12/1/2020 SRE wall
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 Lo
II: 30-65 10YR 4/3 Lo
1C 9 2 lll: 65-75 10YR 7/2 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 SRE
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 Lo
Rock
impasse at
1C 9 3 II: 30-40 10YR 4/3 Lo NCM 12/1/2020 SRE 40cmbs
I: 0-35 10YR 3/3 Lo
II: 35-45 10YR 4/3 Lo
1C 9 4 lll: 45-59 10YR 7/2Salo NCM 12/1/2020 SRE
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 Lo
II: 25-40 10YR 4/3 Lo
1C 9 5 lll: 40-50 10YR 7/2SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 SRE








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 Lo
Rock
impasse at
1C 9 6 II: 25-40 10YR 4/3 Lo NCM 12/1/2020 SRE 40cmbs
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 Lo
Rock
impasse at
1C 9 7 II: 20-45 10YR 4/3 Lo NCM 12/1/2020 SRE 45cmbs
Rock
impasse at
1C 9 8 I: 0-40 10YR 3/3 Lo NCM 12/1/2020 SRE 40cmbs
Rock
impasse at
1C 9 9 I: 0-40 10YR 3/3 Lo NCM 12/1/2020 SRE 40cmbs
I: 0-40 10YR 3/3 Lo
II: 40-50 10YR 4/3 Lo
1C 24 1 lll: 50-70 10YR 7/2Salo NCM 12/1/2020 SRE
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo
II: 20-50 10YR 4/4 Salo
Pebbles and
1C 10 1 [ll: 50-70 10YR 6/2Sa NCM 12/1/2020 KH gravel
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SalLo
II: 30-60 10YR 4/4 Sal.o
Pebbles and
1C 10 2 lll: 60-70 10YR 6/2Sa NCM 12/1/2020 KH gravel








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SalLo
II: 30-50 10YR 4/4 SalLo
Pebbles and
1C 10 3 Ill: 50-60 10YR 6/2Sa NCM 12/1/2020 KH gravel
. Rock
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SalLo impasse at
35cmbs w/
Pebbles and
1C 10 4 II: 30-35 10YR 4/4 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 KH gravel
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SalLo
II: 30-60 10YR 4/4 SalLo
Pebbles and
1C 10 5 Ill: 60-65 10YR 6/2Sa NCM 12/1/2020 KH gravel
Rock
I: 0-35 10YR 3/3 SalLo impasse at
45cmbs w/
Pebbles and
1C 10 6 II: 35-45 10YR 4/4 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 KH gravel
Rock
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo impasse at
40cmbs w/
Pebbles and
1C 10 7 II: 20-40 10YR 4/4 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 KH gravel
Rock

I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo

impasse at







Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
45cmbs w/
Pebbles and
1C 10 8 II: 20-45 10YR 4/4 Salo NCM 12/1/2020 KH gravel
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo
II: 20-60 10YR 4/4 Salo
Pebbles and
1C 10 9 Ill: 60-65 10YR 6/2Sa NCM 12/1/2020 KH gravel
I: 40%
I: 0-40 10YR 3/2 SalLo gravel
II: 30%
1C 11 1 II: 40-50 10YR 4/2 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 CWF gravel
I: 0-30 10YR 3/2 SalLo
1C 11 2 II: 30-50 10YR 5/2 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 CWF | 30% gravel
I: 0-40 10YR 3/2 SalLo
1C 11 3 II: 40-60 10YR 5/2 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 CWF | 30% gravel
I: 0-40 10YR 3/2 SalLo
1C 11 4 II: 40-60 10YR 5/2 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 CWF | 30% gravel
I: 0-45 10YR 3/2 SalLo
1C 11 5 II: 45-55 10YR 5/2 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 CWF | 20% gravel
I: 0-40 10YR 3/2 SalLo
1C 11 6 II: 40-60 10YR 5/2 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 CWF | 40% gravel








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-30 10YR 3/2 SaLo

1C 11 7 II: 30-40 10YR 5/2 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 CWF | 20% gravel
I: 0-30 10YR 3/2 SaLo

1C 11 8 II: 30-50 10YR 5/2 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 CWF | 30% gravel
I: 0-25 10YR 3/2 SalLo

1C 11 9 II: 25-40 10YR 5/4 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 CWF | 15% gravel
I: 0-35 10YR 3/3 SiLo

1C 12 1 II: 35-48 10YR 5/4 SiSa NCM 12/1/2020 MJR [ 40% gravel
I: 0-34 10YR 3/3 SiLo

1C 12 2 II: 34-50 10YR 5/4 SiSa NCM 12/1/2020 MJR [ 40% gravel
I: 0-32 10YR 3/3 SiLo

1C 12 3 II: 32-47 10YR 5/4 SiSa NCM 12/1/2020 MJR [ 40% gravel
I: 0-26 10YR 3/3 SiLo

1C 12 4 II: 26-42 10YR 5/4 SiSa NCM 12/1/2020 MJR [ 40% gravel

I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SiLo

II: 25-53 10YR 5/4 ClISa








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
1C 12 5 Ill: 53-67 10YR 4/4 ClSa NCM 12/1/2020 MJR 40% gravel
I: 0-35 10YR 3/3 SiLo
1C 12 6 Il: 35-51 10YR 5/4 SiSa NCM 12/1/2020 MJR 40% gravel
I: 0-32 10YR 3/3 SiLo
1C 12 7 II: 32-43 2.5Y 5/6 CISa NCM 12/1/2020 MJR 40% gravel
I: 0-27 10YR 3/3 SiLo
1C 12 8 Il: 27-45 5Y 5/4 Salo NCM 12/1/2020 MJR 40% gravel
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SiLo
1C 12 9 II: 30-40 5Y 5/4 Salo NCM 12/1/2020 MJR 40% gravel
write off.
fence line/
1C 12 10 No dig NCM 12/1/2020 MJR push-pile
I: 0-28 10YR 4/3 SiLo
1C 13 1 II: 28-38 10Y 5/4 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 CJS 20% gravel
I: 0-32 10YR 4/3 SiLo
15-20%
1C 13 2 II: 32-42 10Y 5/4 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 CJS gravel

I: 0-29 10YR 4/3 SiLo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
15-20%
1C 13 3 II: 29-40 10Y 5/4 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 CJS gravel
I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SiLo
15-20%
1C 13 4 [I: 30-40 10Y 5/4 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 CJs gravel
I: 0-28 10YR 4/3 SiLo
25-30%
1C 13 5 II: 28-38 10Y 5/4 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 CJs gravel
I: 0-28 10YR 4/3 SiLo
25-30%
1C 13 6 II: 28-42 10Y 5/4 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 CJs gravel
I: 0-27 10YR 4/3 SiLo
1C 13 7 II: 27-38 10Y 5/4 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 CJs 25% gravel
I: 0-28 10YR 2/3 SiLo
redox w/
1C 13 8 II: 28-40 10Y 6/3 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 CJS 20% gravel
I: 0-18 10YR 2/3 SiLo
redox w/ 5%
gravel.
1C 13 9 II: 18-20 10Y 6/3 Sa NCM 12/1/2020 CJS Impasse
1C 14 1 No dig NCM 12/1/2020 EKV stone wall
I: 0-25 10YR 4/3 SalLo
1C 14 2 II: 25-35 10YR 5/4 SaClLo NCM 12/1/2020 EKV








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments

I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SalLo

1C 14 3 II: 30-40 10YR 5/4 SaClLo NCM 12/1/2020 CJS
I: 0-29 10YR 4/3 SalLo

1C 14 4 II: 29-39 10YR 5/4 SaClLo NCM 12/1/2020 EKV
I: 0-28 10YR 4/3 SalLo

1C 14 5 II: 28-38 10YR 5/4 SaClLo NCM 12/1/2020 CJS

1C 15 1 No dig NCM 12/1/2020 EKV stone wall
I: 0-25 10YR 4/3 Salo

1C 15 2 II: 25-40 10YR 6/3 SaClLo NCM 12/1/2020 EKV
I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SalLo

1C 15 3 II: 30-40 10YR 5/6 SaCl NCM 12/1/2020 EKV redox
I: 0-25 10YR 4/3 Salo

1C 15 4 II: 25-35 10YR 5/6 SaCl NCM 12/1/2020 EKV redox
I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SalLo

1C 15 5 II: 30-40 10YR 5/6 SaCl NCM 12/1/2020 EKV

I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SaLo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
1C 15 6 II: 30-45 10YR 5/4 SaClLo NCM 12/1/2020 EKV
I: 0-25 10YR 3/4 Salo
1C 15 7 II: 25-35 10YR 5/4 SaClLo NCM 12/1/2020 EKV rocky
I: 0-25 10YR 3/4 Salo
1C 15 8 II: 25-35 10YR 5/4 SaClLo NCM 12/1/2020 EKV rocky
I: 0-35 10YR 3/4 SalLo
1C 14 6 II: 35-45 10YR 5/4 SaClLo NCM 12/1/2020 EKV
I: 0-31 10YR 3/4 SalLo
1C 14 7 II: 31-42 10YR 5/4 SaClLo NCM 12/1/2020 CJs
I: 0-20 10YR 3/4 SalLo
1C 14 8 II: 20-30 10YR 5/4 SaClLo NCM 12/1/2020 | EKV/CJS | 5% gravel
I: 0-30 10YR 3/4 SalLo
1C 14 9 II: 30-45 10YR 5/4 SaClLo NCM 12/1/2020 EKV
Impasse at
1C 16 1 I: 0-27 10YR 4/3 SaSi NCM 12/1/2020 WHN 27cmbs
I: 0-29 10YR 4/3 SaSi
1C 16 2 [I: 29-50 2.5Y 5/4 SaSi NCM 12/1/2020 WHN








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
Impasse at
1C 16 3 I: 0-27 10YR 4/3 SaSi NCM 12/1/2020 WHN 27cmbs
I: 0-34 10YR 4/3 SaSi
1C 16 4 [I: 34-44 2.5Y 5/4 SaSi NCM 12/1/2020 WHN
I: 0-24 10YR 4/3 SaSi
1C 16 5 [I: 24-50 2.5Y 5/4 SaSi NCM 12/1/2020 WHN
I: 0-34 10YR 4/3 SaSi
1C 16 6 [I: 34-60 2.5Y 5/4 SaSi NCM 12/1/2020 WHN
I: 0-25 10YR 4/3 SaSi
II: 25-34 10YR 3/2 SaSi
[1l: 34-51 10YR 4/6 SaSi
1C 16 7 IV: 51-62 2.5Y 5/4 SaSi NCM 12/1/2020 WHN
I: 0-36 10YR 4/3 SaSi
II: 36-66 2.5Y 5/4 SaSi
1C 16 8 1l: 66-80 2.5Y 6/3 SaSi NCM 12/1/2020 WHN

I: 0-37 10YR 4/3 SaSi

II: 37-64 2.5Y 5/4 SaSi








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
1C 16 9 [1l: 64-80 2.5Y 6/3 SaSi NCM 12/1/2020 WHN
I: 0-30 10YR 2/3 SalLo
1C 17 1 II: 30-35 10YR 5/3 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 MDA [ 40% gravel
near rock
1C 17 2 No dig NCM 12/1/2020 MDA wall
I: 0-25 10YR 2/3 SalLo
1C 17 3 II: 25-30 10YR 5/3 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 MA 40% gravel
I: 0-20 10YR 2/3 SaLo
1C 17 4 [I: 20-30 10YR 6/3 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 MA 40% gravel
I: 0-25 10YR 2/3 SalLo
1C 17 5 II: 25-30 10YR 6/3 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 MA 40% gravel
I: 0-20 10YR 2/3 SiLo
1C 17 6 II: 20-25 10YR 6/3 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 MA 40% gravel
I: 0-20 10YR 2/3 SiLo
1C 17 7 II: 20-30 10YR 6/3 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 MA 40% gravel
I: 0-40 10YR 2/3 SiLo
1C 17 8 II: 40-45 10YR 6/3 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 MA 40% gravel
1C 17 9 No dig NCM 12/1/2020 MA








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
1C 17 10 No dig NCM 12/1/2020 MA Borrow pit
1C 17 11 No dig NCM 12/1/2020 MA Borrow pit

I: 0-10 10YR 2/3 SiLo
40% gravel
1C 25 9 II: 10-25 10YR 6/3 SiLo NCM 12/1/2020 MA and pebbles
I: 0-20 10YR 2/3 SiLo
[I: 20-22 Carbon
1C 25 8 Ill: 22-30 10YR 5/3 SaSi NCM 12/1/2020 MA 20% gravel
I: 0-36 10YR 4/3 SalLo
II: 10%
1C 18 1 II: 36-46 10YR 6/6 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 AMK  [angular rock
I: 0-29 10YR 4/3 SalLo
1C 18 2 II: 29-39 10YR 6/6 CSa NCM 12/1/2020 AMK
I: 0-28 10YR 4/3 SalLo
1C 18 3 II: 28-38 10YR 6/6 CSa NCM 12/1/2020 AMK
Rock
Impasse w/
1C 18 4 I: 0-28 10YR 4/3 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 AMK 10% rock
I: 0-29 10YR 4/3 SalLo
Rock
1C 18 5 II: 29-31 10YR 2/2 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 AMK Impasse








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-28 10YR 4/3 SalLo
10%
1C 18 6 II: 28-48 10YR 6/6 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 AMK cobbles
I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SalLo
10%
1C 18 7 II: 30-45 10YR 7/4 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 AMK cobbles
I: 0-32 10YR 4/3 SalLo
1C 18 8 II: 32-42 10YR 7/4 Salo NCM 12/1/2020 AMK
I: 0-27 10YR 4/3 Salo
1C 18 9 II: 27-37 10YR 7/4 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 AMK
1C 18 10 No dig NCM 12/1/2020 AMK Borrow pit
1C 18 11 No dig NCM 12/1/2020 AMK Borrow pit
1C 18 12 No dig NCM 12/1/2020 AMK Borrow pit
I: 0-25 10YR 4/3 SiLo
1C 19 1 II: 25-35 10YR 5/3 Sal.o NCM 12/1/2020 EWU
I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SiLo
1C 19 2 II: 30-40 10YR 5/3 Salo NCM 12/1/2020 EWU
I: 0-30 10YR 4/3 SiLo
1C 19 3 II: 30-40 10YR 5/3 SalLo NCM 12/1/2020 EWU








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
15% rock,
hay
I: 0-15 10YR 4/3 SaClLo field/pasture
1D 1 1 II: 15-30 10YR 5/4 SaCl NCM 11/28/2020 WDW II: redox
15% rock,
rock
impasse at
I: 0-13 10YR 4/3 SaClLo 25 cmbs
1D 1 2 II: 13-25 10YR 5/4 SaCl NCM 11/28/2020 WDW II: redox
I: 0-10 10YR 3/4 and 10YR
5/4 mix SalLo 15% rock
II: 10-28 10YR 3/4 SalLo I: fill
Il: 4 glass,
1
1D 1 3 Ill: 28-43 10YR 5/4 SaClLo |whiteware| 11/28/2020 wWDW [1l: redox
15% rocks,
rock
impasse
I: 0-20 10YR 3/4 and 10YR - modern after
5/6 mix SaClLo ' r 33cmbs
bottle
glass, nail
(both
II: 20-33 10YR 3/4 SalLo were I: fill
1D 1 3+3mS discarded)| 11/28/2020 WDW [I: redox
I: 0-35 10YR 3/4 SaClLo glass, 15% rocks
metal,
historic
1D 1 3+3mW II: 35-60 10YR 6/2 Sa ware 11/28/2020 NGS II: redox

I: 0-70 10YR 3/4 SaClLo

15% rock








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
metal,
historic
1D 1 3+5mwW II: 70+ rock impasse ceramic | 11/28/2020 DR II: redox
I: 0-37 10YR 3/4 SalLo 15% rock
II: 37-57 10YR 5/6 SaClLo I: glass, II: redox
white
stoneware
1D 1 3+1mS lll: 57-61 10YR 6/2 Sa , metal 11/28/2020 MRW Il redox
I: 0-26 10YR 3/4 SalLo
15% rock,
rock
1D 1 3+5mS II: 26+ rock impasse NCM 11/28/2020 RE impasse
I: 0-57 10YR 3/4 SalLo 15% rock
1D 1 3+7TmW II: 57-67 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 11/28/2020 NGS II: redox
I: 0-37 10YR 3/4 SalLo
15% rock,
rock
1D 1 3+9mW II: 37+ rock impasse NCM 11/28/2020 WDW impasse
no dig due
to on non
lease
property (no
1D 1 3+1mN no dig NCM 11/28/2020 RAM go)
no dig due
to on non
lease
property (no
1D 1 3+3mN no dig NCM 11/28/2020 RAM go)
no dig due
to on non
lease
property (no
1D 1 3+1mE no dig NCM 11/28/2020 RAM go)








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
no dig due
to on non

lease
property (no
1D 1 3+3mE no dig NCM 11/28/2020 RAM go)
I: 0-24 10YR 4/3 SiLo
rock
1D 2 1 Il; 24+ rock impasse NCM 11/28/2020 MRW impasse
I: 0-27 10YR 4/3 SiLo
rock
1D 2 2 Il: 27+ rock impasse NCM 11/28/2020 MRW impasse
I: 0-41 10YR 4/3 SiLo
1D 2 3 II: 41-51 2.5YR 6/2 SiLo NCM 11/28/2020 MRW
I: 0-17 10YR 4/3 SiLo
_ ) much less
lI: 17-34 10YR 4/6 SiLo rock than
the two
previous
1D 2 4 lll: 34-44 2.5YR 6/2 SiCl NCM 11/28/2020 MRW holes
Il: does not
seem to be
natural,
I: 0-11 10YR 4/3 SiLo looks like fill
II: 11-24 10YR 7/2 SiCl llI: buried A
Ill: 24-36 10YR 3/3 SiLo
1D 2 5 IV: 36-48 2.5YR 6/2 SiCl NCM 11/28/2020 MRW








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
[I: looks to
I: 0-10 10YR 4/3 SiLo be fill
II: 10-42 10YR 7/2 SiCl 11: buried A
ll: 42-51 10YR 3/3 SiLo
1D 6 IV: 51-61 2.5YR 6/2 SiCl NCM 11/28/2020 MRW
I: 0-27 10YR 3/3 SaLo
rock
1D 3 1 II: 27-32 10YR 1/6 SalLo NCM 11/28/2020 NGF impasse
I: 0-29 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1D 3 2 II: 29-39 10YR 1/6 SalLo NCM 11/28/2020 NGF
I: 0-18 10YR 3/3 SaLo
1D 3 3 II: 18-28 10YR 1/6 SalLo NCM 11/28/2020 NGF II: redox
I: 0-22 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1D 3 4 II: 22-32 10YR 4/6 Sa NCM 11/28/2020 NGF II: redox
I: 0-24 10YR 3/3 Salo
II: 24-26 10YR 5/6 SalLo
1D 3 5 [l: 26-37 10YR 4/6 Sa NCM 11/28./2020 NGF

I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SalLo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
1D 3 6 II: 25-35 0YR 5/6 SalLo NCM 11/28/2020 NGF II: redox
I: 0-24 10YR 3/2 SiLo
1D 4 1 II: 24-30 10YR 6/1 SiLo NCM 11/28/2020 RE 10% rock
I: 0-16 10YR 3/2 SiLo
1D 4 2 II: 16-36 10YR 6/1 SiLo NCM 11/28/2020 RE
I: 0-28 10YR 3/2 SiLo
rock
1D 4 3 28+ rock impasse NCM 11/28/2020 RE impasse
I: 0-26 10YR 3/2 SiLo
rock
impasse at
1D 4 4 II: 26-37 10YR 6/1 SiLo NCM 11/28/2020 RE 37cmbs
I: 0-29 10YR 3/2 SiLo
rock
1D 4 5 29+ rock impasse NCM 11/28/2020 RE impasse
I: 0-24 10YR 3/2 SiLo
1D 4 6 II: 24-37 10YR 6/1 SiLo NCM 11/28/2020 RE 45% rock
I: 0-26 10YR 3/2 SiLo
1D 4 7 II: 26-38 10YR 6/1 SiLo NCM 11/28/2020 RE 45% rock

: 0-26 10YR 4/3 SiLo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
II: 26-40 10YR 5/4 SiLo
1D 5 1 Ill: 40-55 2.5Y 4/4 SiLo NCM 11/27/2020 DR I: 5% rock
I: 0-21 10YR 4/3 SiLo
II: 21-30 10YR 5/4 SiLo
1D 5 2 Ill: 30-53 2.5Y 4/4 SiLo NCM 11/27/2020 DR I: 4% rock
I: 0-22 10YR 4/3 SiLo
1D 5 3 II: 22-50 2.5Y 4/4 SiLo NCM 11/27/2020 DR I: 5% rock
I: 0-27 10YR 4/3
II: 27-33 10YR 5/4
1D 5 4 lll: 33-53 2.5Y 4/4 NCM 11/27/2020 DR
I: 0-21 10YR 4/3
II: 21-40 black
1D 5 5 40+ rock impasse NCM 11/27/2020 DR rock impass
I: 0-33 10YR 4/3
1D 5 6 II: 33-43 10YR 6/1 NCM 11/27/2020 DR
I: 0-21 10YR 4/3
1D 5 7 II: 21-41 10YR 6/1 NCM 11/27/2020 DR
BOT, no dig
within creek
1E 1 1 no dig NCM 12/2/2020 RAM in woodline








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
no dig,
within creek
inwoodline,
1E 1 2 no dig NCM 12/2/2020 RAM EOT
disturbed
area,
graded/ wet/
1E 2 1 no dig NCM 12/2/2020 RAM gravel
disturbed
area,
graded/ wet/
1E 2 2 no dig NCM 12/2/2020 RAM gravel
disturbed
area,
graded/ wet/
1E 2 3 no dig NCM 12/2/2020 RAM gravel
disturbed
area,
graded/ wet/
1E 2 4 no dig NCM 12/2/2020 RAM gravel
disturbed
area,
graded/ wet/
1E 2 5 no dig NCM 12/2/2020 RAM gravel,
disturbed
area,
graded/ wet/
1E 2 6 no dig NCM 12/2/2020 RAM gravel
disturbed
area,
graded/ wet/
1E 2 7 no dig NCM 12/2/2020 RAM |gravel, EOT
1E 3 1 no dig NCM 12/2/2020 WHN wetlands
1E 3 2 no dig NCM 12/2/2020 WHN wetlands
1E 3 3 no dig NCM 12/2/2020 WHN wetlands
1E 3 4 no dig NCM 12/2/2020 WHN wetlands
1E 3 5 no dig NCM 12/2/2020 WHN wetlands
1E 3 6 no dig NCM 12/2/2020 WHN wetlands
1E 3 7 no dig NCM 12/2/2020 WHN wetlands








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
rock
1E 3 8 I: 0-20 10YR 2/2 SiLo NCM 12/2/2020 WHN impasse
I: 0-20 10YR 2/2 SiLo
rock
1E 3 9 II: 20-50 7.5YR 5/4 SaSi NCM 12/2/2020 WHN impasse
I: 0-28 10YR 2/2 SiLo
compact at
1E 3 10 II: 28-47 7.5YR 5/4 SaSi NCM 12/2/2020 WHN 47cmbs
I: 0-24 10YR 2/2 SiLo
compact at
1E 3 11 II: 24-40 7.5YR 5/4 SaSi NCM 12/2/2020 WHN 40cmbs
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SaSi
rock
impasse at
1E 3 12 II: 20-37 10YR 6/4 SaSi NCM 12/2/2020 WHN 37cmbs
berm/gravel,
in woodline
thicket with
stone
boundary
1E 3 13 no dig NCM 12/2/2020 WHN wall
berm/gravel,
in woodline
thicket with
stone
boundary
1E 3 14 no dig NCM 12/2/2020 WHN wall








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
berm/gravel,
in woodline
thicket with
stone
boundary
1E 3 15 no dig NCM 12/2/2020 WHN wall
disturbed,
push pile,
1E 4 1 no dig NCM 12/2/2020 SRE wet
disturbed,
push pile,
1E 4 2 no dig NCM 12/2/2020 SRE wet
disturbed,
push pile,
1E 4 3 no dig NCM 12/2/2020 SRE wet
disturbed,
push pile,
1E 4 4 no dig NCM 12/2/2020 SRE wet
disturbed,
push pile,
1E 4 5 no dig NCM 12/2/2020 SRE wet
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1E 4 6 II: 30-40 10YR 4/4 Salo NCM 12/2/2020 SRE rocky
I: 0-25 10YR 2/2 Salo
II: 25-30 10YR 4/4 Salo
1E 4 7 II: 30-45 10YR 6/3 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 SRE rock
I: 0-30 10YR 2/2 SalLo
II: 30-60 10YR 4/4 Salo
1E 4 8 II: 60-69 10YR 5/4 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 SRE rock








Area

Transect

STP#

Soil Description by Strat.

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

1E

I: 0-30 10YR 2/2 SalLo

: 30-49 10YR 4/4 SalLo

:49-60 10YR 5/4 SalLo

NCM

12/2/2020

SRE

rock

1E

10

I: 0-30 10YR 2/2 Lo

: 30-45 10YR 4/4 SalLo

: 45-59 10YR 6/3 SalLo

NCM

12/2/2020

SRE

rock

1E

11

I: 0-30 10YR 2/2 Lo

: 30-50 10YR 4/4 SalLo

: 50-60 10YR 5/6 Salo

NCM

12/2/2020

SRE

rock

1E

12

I: 0-25 10YR 2/2 Lo

: 25-35 10YR 4/4 Salo

: 35-40 10YR 5/4 SalLo

NCM

12/2/2020

SRE

rock

1E

13

I: 0-30 10YR 2/2 Lo

: 30-45 10YR 4/4 SalLo

: 45-50 10YR 5/4 Salo

NCM

12/2/2020

SRE

rock

1E

no dig

NCM

12/2/2020

MDA

no dig- wet








Area

Transect

STP#

Soil Description by Strat.

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

1E

5

no dig

NCM

12/2/2020

MDA

no dig-
disturbed

1E

no dig

NCM

12/2/2020

MDA

no dig-
graded

1E

no dig

NCM

12/2/2020

MDA

no dig-
slope

1E

I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 Sasi

[I: 20-30 5YR 5/6 SaSi

NCM

12/2/2020

MDA

1: 10%
gravel sized
inclusions

Il: smaller
inclusions

1E

I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 Sasi

[I: 25-35 5YR 5/6 SaSi

NCM

12/2/2020

MDA

1: 40%
gravel sized
inclusions

large
inclusions
throughout,
light snow,
clear cut
field

I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SaSi

II: 0-30 5YR 5/6 SaSi

1: 40%
gravel sized
inclusions

II: less
inclusions








Area

1E

Transect

STP#

Soil Description by Strat.

Artifact
Summary

NCM

Date

12/2/2020

Recorder

MDA

Comments

there was a
spotting of
light grey
sandy
material,
possibly
ash, on one
side of the
stp, but
wasn't a
contiguous
strata

1E

I: 0-15 10YR 3/3 SaSi

[I: 15-25 5YR 5/6 SaSi

NCM

12/2/2020

MDA

1: 40%
gravel sized
inclusions

II: less
inclusions

1E

I: 0-35 10YR 3/3 SiSa

[I: 35-50 7.5YR 5/6 SiSa

NCM

12/2/2020

MDA

1: 40%
gravel sized
inclusions

II: less
inclusions

1E

10

I: 0-35 10YR 3/3 SiSa

[I: 35-45 7.5YR 5/6 SiSa

NCM

12/2/2020

MDA

1: 40%
gravel sized
inclusions

I: less
inclusions
ag. field,
light snow

I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SiSa

[I: 20-50 7.5YR 5/6 SiSa

I: 20% rock
inclusions

II: less
inclusions








Artifact

Area

1E

Transect

STP#

11

Soil Description by Strat.

Summary

NCM

Date

12/2/2020

Recorder

MDA

Comments

less & less
inclusions

as | proceed
down the

light snow

rock

transect
ag. field,

12

I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SiSa

[I: 20-35 10YR 2/1 Sa

[: 25-30 7.5YR 5/6 SiSa

NCM

12/2/2020

MDA

grave-sized

I: 20%

inclusions

Il: sandy
gray layer
underlaid w.
black,
possibly ash

ashy layer
was
contiguous
in this
shovel test.
still less
rocks, no
rocks in that
layer
ag field,
light snow

1E

I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SiSa

I: 20% rock
inclusions

Il: almost no
inclusions

II: 30-40 7.5YR 5/6 ClSa







Area

1E

Transect

STP#

13

Soil Description by Strat.

Artifact
Summary

NCM

Date

12/2/2020

Recorder

MDA

Comments

sandy Ivl
appeared at
about
20cmbs,
again, not
contiguous
this time

1E

no dig

NCM

12/2/2020

RAM

disturbed
(graded/
pushpiles)
and wetland
area

1E

no dig

NCM

12/2/2020

RAM

disturbed
(graded/
pushpiles)
and wetland
area

1E

no dig

NCM

12/2/2020

RAM

disturbed
(graded/
pushpiles)
and wetland

1E

no dig

NCM

12/2/2020

RAM

area

disturbed
(graded/
pushpiles)
and wetland
area

1E

I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SiLo

[I: 25-45 7.5YR 6/4 SiLo

I: 45-50 2.5Y 6/3 CSa

NCM 1

2/2/2020

MJR

II: 10%

I: 0-28 10YR 3/3 SiLo

pebbles

II: 10%
pebbles








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
small patch
of ashen
soil
~30cmbs
persists for
II: 28-45 7.5YR 6/4 SiLo about 3 cm
1E 6 7 NCM 12/2/2020 MJR
I: 0-35 10YR 3/3 SiLo
II: 10%
1E 6 8 II: 35-50 7.5YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 12/2/2020 MJR pebbles
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SiLo
II: 10%
1E 6 9 II: 25-41 7.5YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 12/2/2020 MJR pebbles
I: 0-33 10YR 3/3 SiLo
II: 10%
1E 6 10 II: 33-49 7.5YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 12/2/2020 MJR pebbles
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SiLo
1E 6 11 II: 30-46 7.5YR 4/4 SiLo NCM 12/2/2020 MJR
I: 0-32 10YR 3/3 SiLo
I: ~10%
1E 6 12 II: 32-50 7.5YR 4/4 SiLo NCM 12/2/2020 MJR gravel
no dig, area
disturbed
1E 7 1 no dig NCM 12/2/2020 KH and wet
no dig, area
disturbed
1E 7 2 no dig NCM 12/2/2020 KH and wet








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
no dig, area
disturbed
1E 7 3 no dig NCM 12/2/2020 KH and wet
| &I
pebbles &
I: 0-22 10YR 3/3 SalLo gravel
terminated
II: 22-40 7.5YR 4/4 Salo at subsail
1E 7 4 II: 40-45 10YR 6/2 NCM 12/2/2020 KH
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SalLo pebbles and
gravel,
terminated
1E 7 5 Il: 25-40 5YR 4/4 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 KH at impasse
terminated
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SalLo at subsail
-1
pebbles,
[I: 25-30 7.5YR 4/4 Salo gravel
llI: 30-45 10YR 4/4 Salo
1E 7 6 IV: 45-55 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 KH
terminated
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SalLo at subsail
-1
pebbles,
[I: 25-40 7.5YR 4/4 Salo gravel
1E 7 7 lll: 40-45 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 KH
terminated
I: 0-30 10YR 2/2 SalLo at subsaoll
-1
pebbles,
II: 30-40 7.5YR 4/4 Salo gravel
1E 7 8 Ill: 40-50 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 KH








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
terminated
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SalLo at subsail
I -1l
pebbles,
II: 25-35 7.5YR 4/4 SalLo gravel
lll: 35-50 10YR 4/4 Salo
1E 7 9 IV: 50-60 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 KH
| &I
pebbles &
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SalLo gravel
terminated
II: 30-35 10YR 4/4 Salo at subsaoil
1E 7 10 lll: 35-40 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 KH
| &I
pebbles &
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo gravel
terminated
II: 20-25 7.5YR 4/4 SalLo at subsoail
lll: 25-40 10YR 5/2 Sa
1E 7 11 IV: 40-50 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 KH
I -1l
pebbles &
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SalLo gravel
terminated
II: 30-35 7.5YR 4/4 SalLo at subsail
[ll: 35-55 10YR 4/4 Sa
1E 7 12 IV: 55-60 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 KH








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
no dig, area
disturbed
1E 8 1 0 NCM 12/2/2020 AMK and wet
no dig, area
disturbed
1E 8 2 0 NCM 12/2/2020 AMK and wet
no dig, area
disturbed
1E 8 3 0 NCM 12/2/2020 AMK and wet
I: 0-27 10YR 4/4 Salo
1E 8 4 II: 27-37 10YR 6/8 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 AMK
I: 0-28 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1E 8 5 II: 28-38 7.5 YR 5/6 SaClLo| NCM 12/2/2020 AMK
I: 0-28 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1E 8 6 II: 28-38 7.5 YR 5/6 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 AMK
I: 0-29 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1E 8 7 Il: 29-48 7.5 YR 5/6 Salo NCM 12/2/2020 AMK
I: 0-22 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1E 8 8 Il: 22-42 7.5 YR 5/6 Salo NCM 12/2/2020 AMK

I: 0-32 10YR 3/3 SalLo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
1E 8 9 II: 32-42 7.5 YR 4/6 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 AMK
I: 0-29 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1E 8 10 II: 29-39 7.5 YR 4/6 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 AMK
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1E 8 11 II: 25-42 7.5 YR 4/6 Salo NCM 12/2/2020 AMK
rocky,
impasse at
1E 8 12 I: 0-17 10YR 3/3 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 AMK 17 cmbs
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1E 8 13 II: 25-35 7.5 YR 5/6 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 AMK eot
no dig,
1E 9 1 0 NCM 12/2/2020 RH slope/ wet
no dig,
1E 9 2 0 NCM 12/2/2020 RH slope/ wet
no dig,
1E 9 3 0 NCM 12/2/2020 RH slope/ wet
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1E 9 4 II: 30-40 5YR 5/6 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 RH
I: 0-26 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1E 9 5 II: 26-36 10YR 5/3 m/w 3/3| NCM 12/2/2020 RH








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-26 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1E 9 6 II: 26-36 5YR 5/6 NCM 12/2/2020 RH rocky
I: 0-22 10YR 3/3 SalLo
II: 22-32 5YR 5/6 m/w 10YR
1E 9 7 6/3 NCM 12/2/2020 RH rocky
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1E 9 8 II: 25-35 5YR 5/6 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 RH rocky
I: 0-10 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1E 9 9 II: 10-25 5YR 5/6 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 RH rocky
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1E 9 10 II: 30-40 2.5Y 5/3 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 RH rocky
I: 0-23 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1E 9 11 II: 23-33 5YR 5/6 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 RH rocky
root
1E 9 12 I: 0-11 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM 12/2/2020 RH impasse
slope- no
1E 10 1 0 NCM 12/2/2020 WHN dig

I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SaSi

[I: 30-47 7.5YR 5/4 SaSi








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
1E 10 2 Ill: 47-70 2.5Y 5/4 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 WHN
I: 0-24 10YR 3/3 SaSi
II: 24-47 7.5YR 5/4 SaSi
1E 10 3 lll: 47-60 2.5Y 5/4 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 WHN
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SaSi
compact at
1E 10 4 II: 25-55 7.5YR 5/4 SaSi NCM 12/2/2020 WHN 55 cmbs
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SaSi
compact at
1E 10 5 II: 30-50 7.5YR 5/4 SaSi NCM 12/2/2020 WHN 50cmbs
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SaSi
II: 30-50 7.5YR 5/4 SaSi
1E 10 6 Ill: 50-70 2.5Y 5/4 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 WHN
rock
1E 10 7 I: 0-17 10YR 3/3 SaSi NCM 12/2/2020 WHN impasse
I: 0-23 10YR 3/3 SaSi
II: 23-47 7.5YR 5/4 SaSi
1E 10 8 Ill: 47-64 2.5Y 5/4 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 WHN

I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SaSi








Area

1E

Transect

10

STP#

Soil Description by Strat.

[I: 30-47 7.5YR 5/4 SaSi

I: 47-60 2.5Y 5/4 Sa

Artifact
Summary

NCM

Date

12/2/2020

Recorder

WHN

Comments

1E

10

10

I: 0-27 10YR 3/3 SaSi

II: 27-44 7.5YR 5/4 SaSi

lll: 44-54 2.5Y 5/4 Sa

NCM

12/2/2020

WHN

1E

11

I: 0-25 10YR 2/2 Lo

[I: 25-45 10YR 4/4 SalLo

[1: 45-50 10YR 5/4 SalLo

NCM

12/2/2020

SRE

rock

1E

11

I: 0-30 10YR 2/2 Lo

[I: 30-40 10YR 4/4 SalLo

NCM

12/2/2020

SRE

rock
impasse

1E

11

I: 0-30 10YR 2/2 Lo

[I: 30-50 10YR 4/4 SalLo

I1: 50-69 10YR 5/3 SalLo

NCM

12/2/2020

SRE

rock

1E

11

I: 0-20 10YR 2/2 Lo

[I: 20-30 10YR 4/4 SalLo

[1: 30-40 10YR 5/3 SalLo

NCM

12/2/2020

SRE

rock








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-40 10YR 2/2 Lo
II: 40-50 10YR 4/4 Sal.o
1E 11 5 Ill: 50-60 10YR 5/3 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 SRE rock
I: 0-40 10YR 2/2 Lo
II: 40-43 10YR 4/4 Salo
1E 11 6 lll: 43-50 10YR 5/3 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 SRE rock
I: 0-30 10YR 2/2 Lo
II: 30-40 10YR 4/4 Salo
1E 11 7 Ill: 40-50 10YR 6/3 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 SRE rock
I: 0-40 10YR 2/2 Lo
II: 40-50 10YR 4/4 Salo
1E 11 8 Ill: 50-60 10YR 5/3 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 SRE rock
| &I
pebbles and
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SalLo gravel
terminated
II: 30-45 10YR 4/4 Salo at subsoil
1E 13 1 lll: 45-50 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 KH








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: pebbles,
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SalLo gravel
II: 30-40 10YR 4/4 SalLo II: pebbles
terminated
1E 13 2 lll: 40-45 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 KH at subsoil
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SalLo
II: 30-40 10YR 7/2 Salo
Ill: 45-60 7.5YR 4/4 SalLo
terminated
1E 13 3 IV: 60-65 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 KH at subsoil
I -1l
pebbles &
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SalLo gravel
terminated
II: 30-35 7.5YR 4/4 SalLo at subsoail
ll: 35-45 10YR 4/4 SalLo
1E 13 4 IV: 45-50 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 KH
[&Il: pebbles
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo & gravel
terminated
II: 20-40 10YR 4/4 Salo at subsoil
1E 13 5 lll: 40-50 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 KH
I&Il: pebbles
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SalLo & gravel
terminated
II: 25-40 10YR 4/4 SalLo at subsaoil








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
1E 13 6 lll: 40-45 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 KH
I&Il: pebbles
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SalLo & gravel
terminated
II: 30-40 7.5YR 4/4 Salo at subsoil
1E 13 7 lll: 40-50 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 KH
I&Il: pebbles
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo & gravel
terminated
II: 20-25 10YR 4/4 Sal.o at subsaoil
1E 13 8 lll: 25-30 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 KH
I&Il: pebbles
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SalLo & gravel
terminated
II: 25-40 7.5YR 5/3 SalLo at subsaoll
1E 13 9 Ill: 40-50 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 KH
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1E 14 1 II: 25-35 5YR 5/6 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 RH rocky
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SalLo
II: 30-40 5YR 5/6 m/w 10YR
1E 14 2 6/2 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 RH rocky

I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
1E 14 3 II: 20-33 7.5YR 6/6 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 RH rocky
rock and
root
1E 14 4 I: 0-14 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM 12/2/2020 RH impasse
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1E 14 5 II: 20-30 10YR 2/1 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 RH
I: 0-24 10YR 3/3 Salo
II: 24-34 7.5YR 6/6 m/w
1E 14 6 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 RH
I: 0-23 10YR 3/3 Salo
II: 23-35 7.5YR 6/6 m/w
1E 14 7 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 RH
I: 0-23 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1E 14 8 II: 23-33 7.5YR 6/6 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 RH
I: 0-15 10YR 3/3 Salo
1E 14 9 II: 15-25 7.5YR 5/6 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 RH
I: 0-28 10YR 3/3 SiLo
1E 15 1 II: 28-38 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 12/2/2020 MJR








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-31 10YR 3/3 SiLo
1E 15 2 II: 31-45 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 12/2/2020 MJR
I: 0-23 10YR 3/3 SiLo
II: 23-42 10YR 5/4 SiLo
1E 15 3 lll: 42-52 2.5Y 5/4 CSa NCM 12/2/2020 MJR
I: 0-26 10YR 3/3 SiLo
II: ~10%
1E 15 4 II: 26-44 7.5YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 12/2/2020 MJR pebbles
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SiLo
II: ~10%
1E 15 5 II: 25-47 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 12/2/2020 MJR pebbles
I: 0-26 10YR 3/3 SiLo
II: ~10%
1E 15 6 II: 26-43 7.5YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 12/2/2020 MJR pebbles
I: 0-23 10YR 3/3 SiLo
1E 15 7 II: 23-41 7.5YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 12/2/2020 MJR
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SiLo
1E 15 8 II: 25-43 7.5YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 12/2/2020 MJR

I: 0-29 10YR 3/3 SiLo








Area

1E

Transect

15

STP#

Soil Description by Strat.

[I: 29-42 7.5YR 5/4 SiLo

Artifact
Summary

NCM

Date

12/2/2020

Recorder

AMK

Comments

EOT

1E

16

I: 0-22 10YR 3/3 SalLo

II: 22-47 7.5YR 5/4 SalLo

Ill: 47-55 2.5Y 5/4 Sa

NCM

12/2/2020

WHN

1E

16

I: 0-26 10YR 3/3 SalLo

[I: 26-54 7.5YR 5/4 SalLo

lll: 54-64 2.5Y 5/4 Sa

NCM

12/2/2020

WHN

1E

16

I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo

[I: 20-40 7.5YR 5/4 SalLo

NCM

12/2/2020

WHN

1E

16

I: 0-22 10YR 3/3 SaLo

II: 22-47 7.5YR 5/4 SalLo

Il: 47-57 2.5Y 5/4 Sa

NCM

12/2/2020

WHN

1E

16

[: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SalLo

[I: 25-60 7.5YR 5/4 SalLo

lll: 60-70 2.5Y 5/4 Sa

NCM

12/2/2020

WHN

I: 0-24 10YR 3/3 SalLo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
II: 24-47 7.5YR 5/4 Salo
1E 16 6 I1l: 47-60 2.5Y 5/4 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 WHN
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SalLo
compact at
1E 16 7 II: 25-47 7.5YR 5/4 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 WHN 47cmbs
I: 0-23 10YR 3/3 SalLo
II: 23-47 7.5YR 5/4 SalLo
1E 16 8 Il: 47-57 2.5Y 5/4 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 WHN
1: 20%
gravel
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SiSa inclusions
Il: less
I1: 25-30 10YR 5/4 SiSa inclusions
started this
transect
near the
reeline,
rocks
became
less
common the
further down
1E 17 1 NCM 12/2/2020 MDA | went
1: 20%
gravel
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SiSa inclusions
II: less
I1: 25-35 10YR 5/4 SaClLo inclusions








Area

1E

Transect

17

STP#

Soil Description by Strat.

Artifact
Summary

NCM

Date

12/2/2020

Recorder

MDA

Comments

less rock

inclusions

than past
shovel tests

1E

17

I: 0-10 10YR 3/3 SiSa

II: 10-20 10YR 5/4 SaClLo

NCM

12/2/2020

MDA

1: 40%
gravel sized
inclusions

II: less
inclusions

more rock
inclusions in
this stp

1E

17

I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SiSa

II: 25-35 10YR 5/4 SaClLo

NCM

12/2/2020

MDA

1: 20%
gravel sized
inclusions

II: less
inclusions

1E

17

I: 0-15 10YR 3/3 SiSa

II: 15-25 10YR 5/4 SaClLo

NCM

12/2/2020

MDA

1: 20%
gravel sized
inclusions

II: less
inclusions

ice storm
began, in ag
field

1E

17

I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SiSa

[I: 25-30 10YR 5/4 SalLo

NCM

12/2/2020

MDA

1: 20%
gravel sized
inclusions

II: less
inclusions








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
1: 40%
gravel sized
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SiSa inclusions
II: less
1E 17 7 II: 20-30 10YR 5/4 Sal.o NCM 12/2/2020 MDA inclusions
1: 40%
gravel sized
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SiSa inclusions
II: less
1E 17 8 II: 25-35 10YR 5/4 SaClLo NCM 12/2/2020 MDA inclusions
I: 0-50 10YR 3/2 Lo
II: 50-55 10YR 5/3 Sal.o
I: humic
1E 18 1 lll: 55-60 10YR 5/6 Salo NCM 12/2/2020 SRE rock
I: 0-40 10YR 3/2 Lo
II: 40-45 10YR 5/3 Salo
1E 18 2 lll: 45-50 10YR 5/6 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 SRE rocky
I: 0-30 10YR 3/2 Lo
1E 18 3 II: 30-50 10YR 5/3 Salo NCM 12/2/2020 SRE rocky

I: 0-40 10YR 3/2 Lo

[I: 40-53 10YR 4/4 SalLo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
1E 18 4 [l: 53-60 10YR 5/3 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 SRE rocky
I: 0-40 10YR 3/2 Lo
rock
1E 18 5 [I: 40-45 10YR 4/4 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 SRE impasse
I: 0-30 10YR 3/2 Lo
[I: 30-40 10YR 4/4 SalLo
1E 18 6 [l: 40-45 10YR 5/3 Salo NCM 12/2/2020 SRE rocky
rock
1E 18 7 I: 0-40 10YR 3/2 Lo NCM 12/2/2020 SRE impasse
I: 0-40 10YR 3/2 Lo
[I: 40-50 10YR 4/4 SalLo
1E 18 8 [1l: 50-60 10YR 5/3 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 SRE rocky
I: 0-30 10YR 3/2 Lo
II: 30-55 10YR 4/4 Salo
1E 18 9 1l: 55-60 10YR 5/3 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 SRE rocky
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1E 19 1 II: 30-40 10YR 5/6 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 AMK roots

I: 0-27 10YR 3/3 SaLo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments

1E 19 2 II: 27-37 7.5YR 5/6 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 AMK
I: 0-27 10YR 3/3 SalLo

1E 19 3 II: 27-37 7.5YR 5/6 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 AMK
I: 0-28 10YR 3/3 SalLo

1E 19 4 II: 28-38 7.5YR 5/6 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 AMK
I: 0-29 10YR 3/3 SalLo

1E 19 5 II: 29-39 7.5YR 5/6 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 AMK
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SalLo

1E 19 6 II: 30-44 7.5YR 5/6 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 AMK
I: 0-29 10YR 3/3 SalLo

1E 19 7 II: 29-39 7.5YR 5/6 SiClLo NCM 12/2/2020 AMK
I: 0-29 10YR 3/3 SaLo

1E 19 8 II: 29-39 10YR 6/2 CSa NCM 12/2/2020 AMK
I: 0-26 10YR 3/3 SalLo

1E 19 9 II: 26-36 7.5YR 5/6 SiClLo NCM 12/2/2020 AMK








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-22 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1E 19 10 II: 22-32 7.5YR 4/6 CSa NCM 12/2/2020 AMK
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SalLo
II: 25-40 7.5YR 5/3 SalLo
| & II: gravel
1E 20 1 lll: 40-50 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 KH & pebbles
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo
II: 20-45 7.5YR 4/4 Salo
terminated
1E 20 5 lll: 45-50 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 KH at subsaoil
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SalLo
terminated
1E 20 6 II: 30-46 7.5YR 4/4 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 KH at subsaoil
rock
1E 20 9 I: 0-27 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM 12/2/2020 RH impasse
I: 0-21 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1E 20 8 II: 21-31 5YR 5/6 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 RH
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1E 20 7 II: 25-35 5YR 5/6 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 RH

I: 0-23 10YR 3/3 SaSi








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
II: 23-47 7.5YR 5/4 SaSi
1E 21 1 Ill: 47-60 2.5Y 5/4 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 WHN
I: 0-29 10YR 3/3 SaSi
II: 29-60 7.5YR 5/4 SaSi
1E 21 2 [l: 60-75 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 WHN
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SaSi I1: redox
root
impasse at
1E 21 3 [I: 20-40 7.5YR 5/4 SaSi NCM 12/2/2020 WHN 40cmbs
I: 0-18 10YR 3/3 SaLo
1E 12 1 II: 18-30 7.5YR 4/6 Salo NCM 12/2/2020 AMK
I: 0-36 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1E 12 2 II: 36-48 7.5YR 5/6 Salo NCM 12/2/2020 AMK
I: 0-22 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1E 12 3 II: 22-33 7.5YR 6/4 Salo NCM 12/2/2020 AMK
I: 0-27 10YR 3/3 SaLo
1E 12 4 II: 27-37 7.5YR 4/6 Salo NCM 12/2/2020 AMK








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-28 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1E 12 5 II: 28-38 7.5YR 4/6 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 AMK
I: 0-29 10YR 3/3 Salo
1E 12 6 II: 29-39 7.5YR 4/6 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 AMK
I: 0-27 10YR 3/3 SalLo
STP7
recorded
II: 27-29 10YR 8/1 CSa twice with
different
numbers for
1E 12 7 Ill: 29-39 7.5YR 4/6 CSa NCM 12/2/2020 AMK each
I: 0-21 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1E 12 7 II: 21-31 5YR 5/6 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 RH rocky
I: 0-21 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1E 12 8 II: 21-31 5YR 5/6 SalLo NCM 12/2/2020 RH rocky
I: 0-27 10YR 3/3 SalLo
1E 12 9 II: 27-37 2.5Y 5/3 Salo NCM 12/2/2020 RH rocky

I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SaLo

[I: 30-35 10YR 8/2 SalLo

Ill: 35-45 7.5YR 4/4 SalLo








Artifact
Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Comments
-1
pebbles,
1E 20 2 IV: 45-50 7.5YR 5/4 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 gravel
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo
I: pebbles,
1E 20 3 II: 20-30 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 gravel
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo
II: 20-30 7.5YR 4/4 SalLo
I &I
pebbles,
1E 20 4 lll: 30-40 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 12/2/2020 gravel
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Survey Area 2

Artifact
Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
0-20 I:10YR 3/2Lo Humic
2A 1 1 20-40 11: 10YR 6/1 6/3 Lo Soil 12/2/2020 SRE SUN
Humic
2A 1 2 0-39 1: 10YR 3/2 Lo Soil 12/2/2020 SRE Root Impass
2A 1 3 0-10 I: 10YR 3/2 Lo 1 12/2/2020 SRE Root Impass
0-20 I: 10YR 4/3 Lo
20-30 11:10YR 3/3 Lo
2A 1 4 30-40 11I:10YR 6/2 Lo 12/2/2020 SRE SUB
0-251: 10YR 3/2 Lo 25-
50 11: 10YR 4/6 Lo  50-69
2A 1 5 I11:10YR 5/2 Lo 12/2/2020 SRE SUB
Humic
2A 6 1 0-19 1: 10YR 3/2 Lo Soil 12/2/2020 SRE Root Impass
0-301: 10YR 3/3 Lo 30-
2A 6 2 40 1I: 10YR 6/3 Lo 12/2/2020 SRE SUB
? Check
paper
2A 7 1 0-10 I: 10YR 3/2 Lo work 12/2/2020 YRT Root Impass








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
0-30I: 10YR 3/2 Lo  30-
2A 7 2 40 11: 10YR 4/4 Lo Roots |12/2/2020| SRE Root Impass
0-20I: 10YR 3/2 Lo  20-
2A 7 3 40 11: 10YR 4/4 Lo Rocky [12/2/2020] SRE Root Impass
Compacting
Compact Terminated
0-201: 10YR 3/2Lo  20- | Rocky (Rock 2nd
2A 7 4 30 11: 10YR 6/2 Lo Soil 2/2/2020 SRE Strat)
2A 8 2 0-301: 10YR 3/2 Lo Roots |12/2/2020| SRE Root Impass
0-30I: 10YR 3/2 Lo  30-
2A 8 3 40 1I: 10YR 4/4 Lo Rock [12/2/2020| SRE Rock Impass
0-251: 10YR 3/2Lo  25-
2A 8 4 3511: 10YR 6/2 Lo 12/2/2020| SRE Rock Impass
2A 8 5 0-10I1: 10YR 3/2 Lo Rock |12/2/2020( SRE Rock Impass
0-30 :10YR 3/2Lo  30-50
I:10YR 4/4 Lo 50-60
2A 9 1 [lI:10YR 5/4 Lo 12/2/2020|1 SRE SUB








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
2A 9 2 0-30 I:10YR 3/2 Lo Rocks |12/2/2020( SRE Rock Impass
0-20 I:110YR 3/2 Loam  20-
2A 9 3 30 II: 10YR 4/4 Sandy Lo Rocky [12/2/2020| SRE
0-251: 10YR 3/2 Lo 20-40
[I:10YR 4/4 Sandy Loam
40-50 IlI: 10YR 5/3 sandy
2A 9 4 Loam Rocks [12/2/2020| SRE SUB
0-30I: 10YR 3/2 Lo  30-
2A 9 5 40 1I:10YR 6/2 Sand Lo 12/2/2020| SRE SUB
2A 10 1 NO DIG 12/2/20201 WHN PUSH PILE
2A 10 2 NO DIG 12/2/20201 WHN PUSH PILE
2A 10 3 NO DIG 12/2/20201 WHN PUSH PILE
Rock Impass
2A 10 4 0-30 I: 10YR 3/3 SalLo 12/2/20201 WHN at 30 cubs
0-20 I:10YR 3/3 SaLo  20:
52 1: 7.5YR 5/4 Sa  52-66
2A 10 5 [l1:2.5YR 6/3 Sa 12/2/20201 WHN








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
0-30 I:10YR 3/3 SaSi 30-
2A 10 6 50 11:7.5YR 5/4 SaSi 12/2/2020| WHN [Rock Impass
2A 10 7 No DIG 12/2/2020( WHN Rocky Area
0-25I: 10YR 3/3 SalLo
25-60 1I: 7.5YR 5/4 Sa  60-
2A 10 8 70 1ll: 2.5YR 5/4 Sa 12/2/0200| WHN
0-23 I: 10YR 3/3 SalLo
2A 10 9 23-90 7.5YR 5/4 Sa 12/2/2020| WHN
0-20 I: 10YR 3/3 SaLo 20
40 1l: 7.5YR 5/4 Sa  40-55
2A 10 10 Il: 2.5YR 5/4 Sa 12/2/2020( WHN
0-26 I: 10YR 3/3 SaLo 26
48 11: 7.5YR 5/4 Sa  48-58
2A 10 11 I1l: 10YR 6/3 So 12/2/2020( WHN








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments

0-20 I:10YR3/3 SaSi  20-
47 11: 7.2YR5/9 Sa  47-57

2A 10 12 [11:2.5Y5/4 Sa 12/2/20201 WHN
0-27 I:110YR3/3 SaSi  27-
53 II:7.5YR5/4 Sa  53-63

2A 10 13 [11:2.5Y5/4 Sa 12/2/20201 WHN
0-24 I:10YR3/3 SaSi  24-

2A 10 14 45 11:7.5YR5/4 Sa 12/2/2020) WHN [Rock Impass
0-251:10YR3/3 SaSi  25-

2A 10 15 40 11:7.5YR5/4 Sa 12/2/2020) WHN [Rock Impass
0-23 I: 10YR3/3 SaSi  23-

2A 10 16 54 11:7.5YR5/4 Sa 12/2/20201 WHN
0-24 1: 10YR3/3 SiSi ~ 24-
5511: 7.5YR5/4 Sa  55-65

2A 10 17 [11:2.5Y5/4 Sa 12/2/20201 WHN








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
0-25 1:10YR3/3 SaSi  25-
4511:7.5YR5/4 Sa  45-55
2A 10 18 l11:2.5Y5/4 Sa 12/2/2020| WHN
Artifact
discareded
as the test pit
was at the
edge of the
woods.
Ore Piece Which
of Americ contained
0-20 I:5YR 3/3 Sisa 20-30| Glass alot of
II: 5YR 5/3 mot w/ yellow found modern
2A 11 1 Sisa/Sa discarded [ 12/2/2020 MDA trash.
Generally low
0-20 I: 5YR 3/3 SiSa  20- | farless amt of rock
2A 11 2 30 Il: 5YR 6/6 Sisa inavsions | 12/2/2020 MDA incullisiors
20%
gravel
size
incression
less
0-251: 10YR 3/3 SiSa  25-|increasion
2A 11 3 35 11: 5YR 5/3 SiSa s 12/2/2020| MDA
20%
gravel
size
incression
less
0-20 I:10YR 3/3 SiSa  20- |increasion
2A 11 4 30 1l: 5YR 6/6 SiSa s 12/2/2020| MDA








Area

Transect

STP#

Soil Description by Strat.

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

2A

11

0-151: 10YR 3/3 SiSa 15
2511: 5YR 6/6 SaSi

20%
gravel
size
incression
less
increasion
s

12/2/2020

MDA

2A

11

0-20 I:10YR 3/3 SiSa
30 1l: 5YR 6/6 SiSa

20-

30%
gravel
size
incression
less
increasion
s

12/2/2020

MDA

light snow

2A

11

0-20 I:10YR 3/3 SiSa
30 1l: 5YR 6/6 SiSa

20-

40%
gravel
size
incression
less
increasion
s

12/2/2020

MDA

started
snowing v
hard while i
was writing
this

2A

11

0-20 I:10YR 3/3 SiSa
30 1l: 5YR 6/6 SiSa

20-

40%
gravel
size
incression
less
increasion
s

12/2/2020

MDA

2A

11

0-20 I:5YR 3/3 SiSa
30 II: pinkish SiSa

20-

40%
gravel
size
incression
s

12/2/2020

MDA

strange strat
Il

2A

11

10

0-20 I:5YR 3/3 SiSa  20-
30 II: yellow 5YR 5/3 SiSa

30%
gravel/peb
ble size
incression
smaller
increasion
s

12/2/2020

MDA

inwision
seered to get
smaller as i
went down








Area

Transect

STP#

Soil Description by Strat.

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

2A

11

11

0-20 I:5YR 3/3 SiSa
30 1l: 5YR 6/6 SiSa

20-

30%
gravel/peb
ble size
incression
less
increasion
s

12/2/2020

MDA

generally
smaller
inclusion

2A

11

12

0-30 I: 5YR 3/3 SaSi  30-
40 11: 10YR 6/1/ pinkish
SiSa 40-50
Ill: 5YR 6/6 SaSi

40%
gravel/cob
ble size
incression
less/small
er
increasion
s
less/small
er
increasion
s

12/2/2020

MDA

the 10YR 6/1
was only on
one side of

the STP, but i
noted it as a

layer bc it
was so

prominent

fairly deep.

2A

11

13

0-30 I: dr brown SaSi 30
40 Il: 5YR 6/6 SaSi

30%
peddle-
gravel
size
inclusions
less
inciusions

12/2/2020

MDA

2A

11

14

0-30 I: dr brown SaSi 30
40 II: 5YR 6/6 SaSi

30%
pebble-
gravel
sized
inclusions
less
inclusion,
generally
smaller

12/2/2020

MDA








Artifact
Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
there was
small [ocket
of gay 10YR
20% 2/1 soil about
gravel- 27 cm
pebble down(possibl
sized y ash) it was
inclusion not
generally cortiguous so
smaller, it is not
0-30 I: dr brown SaSi 30 less lablled as a
2A 11 15 40 1I: 5YR 6/6 SaSi inclusions | 12/2/2020( MDA strat.
40%
gravel-
pebble
sized
inclesions
0-20 I: 5YR 3/3 sasi 20- less
2A 11 16 30 II: 5YR 6/6 sasi inclesions | 12/2/2020( MDA
at about
24cm down
there was a
pocket of
10YR
40% 2/1/10YR 6/1
gravel- soil (possibly
pebble ash) was not
sized recorded as
inclusions a strat be it
0-30 I: 5YR 3/3 sasi 30- less wasnt
2A 11 17 40 1l: 5YR 6/6 sasi inclesicrs | 12/2/2020| MDA contigucos.
40%
gravel-
pebble near tree line
0-20 I: 10YR 3/3 sasi 20 sized firal dh on
2A 11 18 30 II: 5YR 5/3 sasi inclusions | 12/2/2020( MDA this transect








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
40%
gravel-
pebble
sized
inclusions
less
inclusions noticably
0-40 I:5YR 3/3 sasi smaller deeper than
2A 21 1 40-50 II: 10YR 6/3 sasi  [sized inclu| 12/2/2020| MDA other STP'S
30%
gravel -
pebble
sized inc
0-20 I: 5YR 3/3 sasi  20- | smaller/le
2A 21 2 30 5YR 6/6 sasi ssinc |12/2/2020| MDA
30%
gravel -
pebble ag field,
sized inc snow has
0-25 I: 5YR 3/3 sasi 25-| smaller/le melted but its
2A 21 3 35 11: 5YR 6/6 ssinc |12/2/2020| MDA very windy
0-20 I: 10YR 3/3 salo  20-
2A 12 1 30 10YR 6/3 sand rocky |12/2/2020 RH
0-19 I: SAA 19-25
2A 12 2 II: SAA rocky |12/2/2020 RH rock impass
0-18 I: SAA 18-30
2A 12 3 II: rusty orange rocky [12/2/2020 RH
0-20 I: SAA 20-
30 II: rusty orange m/w
2A 12 4 10YR 6/1 rocky |[12/2/2020 RH








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
0-26 I: SAA 26-36
2A 12 5 II: dark rusty orange rocky |12/2/2020 RH
0-23 I: 10YR 5/3 23-
2A 12 6 33 1I: SAA rocky |[12/2/2020 RH
0-20 I: AP 5YR 3/3 salo
2A 12 7 20-30 II: B 10YR 6/3 sand rocky |12/2/2020 RH
0-24 I: AP -SAA 24-
2A 12 8 35 1I: B-SAA SAA 12/2/2020 RH
0-21 I: Ap SAA 21-34
2A 12 9 II: B SAA SAA 12/2/2020 RH
0-23 1I: 10YR 3/3 salo
23-36 Il: 7.5YR 5/4 salo
2A 12 10 36-50 111:7.5y 6/2 salo 12/2/2020 CF
0-30 I: 10YR3/3 salo 30
2A 12 1 45 11: 7.5YR5/4 salo 12/2/2020 CF
0-31 I: 10YR3/3 salo 31-
2A 12 12 43 1l: 7.5YR5/4 12/2/2020 CF








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments

0-29 I: 10YR3/3 salo 29-

2A 12 13 40 11:7.5YR5/4 salo 12/2/2020 CF

0-30 I: 10YR 3/3 salo

2A 12 14 30-40 1I: 7.5YR5/4 salo 12/2/2020 CF
0-28 I: 10YR3/3 salo  28-

2A 12 15 40 1I: 7.5YR 5/4 salo 12/2/2020 CF
0-29 1: 10YR 3/3 salo 29

2A 12 16 39 1I: 7.5YR 5/4 salo 12/2/2020 CF
0-30 I: SAA 30-

2A 12 17 40 1l: SAA 12/2/2020 CF
0-27 I: 10YR 3/3 silo  27-

2A 13 1 46 1l: 7.5YR 5/6 slo 12/2/2020 MJR
0-421: 10YR 3/3 silo  42-

2A 13 2 57 1I: 7.5YR 5/4 slo 12/2/20201 MJR
0-43 1 10YR 3/3 silo 43-

2A 13 3 58 II: 7.5YR 5/4 slo 12/2/2020f MJR








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments

0-30 I: 10YR 3/3 silo 30-| 30%

2A 13 4 57 1l: 7.5YR 5/4 slo pebbles |12/2/2020 MJR
0-23 I: SAA 15%

2A 13 5 23-42 1I: SAA pebbles [12/2/2020 MJR
0-24 1: SAA 24-1  30%

2A 13 6 38 II: SAA pebbles |[12/2/2020 MJR
0-33 I: SAA silo 30%

2A 13 7 33-50 II: SAA slo pebbles [12/2/2020 MJR
large

cobbles
0-17 I: SAA silo 17- |throughou

2A 13 8 28 1l: SAA slo t 12/2/2020 MJR
0-24 1: 10YR 3/3 silo 20%

2A 13 9 24-40 7.5YR 5/4 slo pebbles [12/2/2020 MJR
0-27 I: SAA 27- 20%

2A 13 10 38 II: SAA pebbles [12/2/2020 MJR
0-24 I: SAA 24-45 5%

2A 13 11 [I: SAA pebbles [12/2/2020 MJR
0-24 1: 10YR 3/3 silo 5%

2A 13 12 24-37 1l: 7.5YR 5/4 slo pebbles [12/2/2020 MJR
0-28 I: SAA 28- 5%

2A 13 13 45 |I: SAA pebbles [12/2/2020 MJR








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
0-32 I: SAA 32-49 15%
2A 13 14 Il: SAA pebbles [12/2/2020 MJR
0-26 1: 10YR 3/3 silo 26- 5%
2A 13 15 46 11: 7.5 YR 5/4 slo pebbles [12/2/2020 MJR
0-23 I: SAA 15%
2A 13 16 23-46 1l: SAA pebbles |[12/2/2020 MJR
0-32 1 SAA 32-45( 15%
2A 13 17 [I: SAA pebbles [12/2/2020 MJR
2A 14 1 I: 10YR 3/3 Sand loam 12/2/2020 KH
I: 0-20cm 10YR 3/3 SalLo BOT
I: pebbles,
[I: 20-25cm 10YR 6/2 Sa gravel
Terminated
2A 14 1 NCM  |12/2/2020 KH at subsaoil
I: pebbles,
I: 0-20cm 10YR 3/3 SalLo gravel
Terminated
2A 14 2 II: 20-25cm 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM  |12/2/2020 KH at subsoil
I/ll: pebbles,
I: 0-30cm 10YR 3/3 SalLo gravel
Terminated
[I: 30-35cm 10YR 4/4 Salo at subsoil








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
2A 14 3 ll: 35-45cm 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM  |12/2/2020 KH
I/ll: pebbles,
I: 0-30cm 10YR 3/3 SalLo gravel
[I: 30-40cm 10YR 4/2 Salo Ill: pebbles
Terminated
2A 14 4 [ll: 40-55cm 10YR 5/4 Sa NCM |12/2/2020 KH at subsoil
I/ll: pebbles,
I: 0-20cm 10YR 3/3 SalLo gravel
Il: 20-35cm 7.5YR 4/4 Salo Ill: pebbles
Terminated
2A 14 5 [ll: 35-40cm 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM |12/2/2020 KH at subsoil
I/ll: pebbles,
I: 0-30cm 10YR 3/3 SalLo gravel
[I: 30-45cm 7.5YR 4/3 SalLo Ill: pebbles
Terminated
2A 14 6 [ll: 45-53cm 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM |12/2/2020 KH at subsoil
I/ll: pebbles,
I: 0-20cm 10YR 3/3 SalLo gravel
Terminated

[I: 20-35cm 10YR 4/4 SalLo

at subsail








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
2A 14 7 ll: 35-45cm 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM  |12/2/2020 KH
I/ll: pebbles,
gravel,
I: 0-23cm 10YR 3/3 SalLo cobbles
Terminated
due to rock
2A 14 8 [I: 23-25cm 10YR 4/4 SaLo| NCM | 12/2/2020 KH impasse
I: pebbles,
gravel,
I: 0-20cm 10YR 3/3 SalLo cobbles
[I: 20-25cm 10YR 6/2 Sa II: pebbles
Terminated
2A 14 9 NCM  |12/2/2020 KH at suboll
I/ll: pebbles,
I: 0-30cm 10YR 3/3 SaLo gravel
Terminated
due to rock
2A 14 10 [I: 30-40cm 7.5YR 4/4 SaLo| NCM |12/3/2020 KH impasse
I/ll: pebbles,
I: 0-20cm 10YR 3/3 SalLo gravel
Terminated
[I: 20-30cm 7.5YR 4/4 SalLo at subsoil
2A 14 11 [ll: 30-40cm 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM |12/3/2020 KH
I/ll: pebbles,

[: 0-20cm 10YR 3/3 SalLo

gravel








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
Terminated
[I: 20-30cm 7.5YR 4/4 Salo at subsaoil
2A 14 12 [ll: 30-40cm 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM |12/3/2020 KH
I/ll: pebbles,
I: 0-25cm 10YR 3/3 SalLo gravel
Terminated
[I: 25-30cm 7.5YR 4/4 Sa at subsoil
2A 14 13 [ll: 30-40cm 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM |12/3/2020 KH
I/ll: pebbles,
I: 0-25¢cm 10YR 3/3 SalLo gravel
Teminated at
[I: 25-30cm 10YR 5/4 Sa subsoil
2A 14 14 [ll: 30-40cm 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM | 12/3/2020 KH
I/ll: pebbles,
I: 0-30cm 10YR 3/3 SalLo gravel
II: 30-35cm 7.5 YR 4/4 Teminated at
Salo subsoil
2A 14 15 [l: 35-45cm 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM |12/3/2020 KH
I: pebbles,
gravel,

cobbles








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
Terminated
due to rock

2A 14 16 I: 0-30cm 10YR 3/3 SaLo NCM  |12/3/2020 KH impasse
I: pebbles,
gravel,
I: 0-20cm 10YR 3/3 SalLo cobbles
Il: pebbles,
[I: 20-35cm 7.5YR 4/4 Sa gravel
lll: 35-40cm 10YR 6/3 Sa lll: pebbles
Terminated
at subsoil
2A 14 17 NCM | 12/3/2020 KH EOT
I: 0-32cm 10YR 3/3 SaLo
[I: 32-50cm 10YR 6/4
2A 15 1 coarse Sa NCM 112/2/2020| AMK BOT
I: 0-43cm 10YR 3/3 Sa
lI: 43-65cm 10YR 6/4 m/w II: rust
2A 15 2 7.5YR 5/4 coarse Sa NCM [12/2/2020( AMK staining
I: 0-46cm 10YR 3/3 SalLo
2A 15 3 II: 46-52cm 7.5YR 5/6 Sa NCM [12/2/2020( AMK








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-22cm 10YR 3/3 SaLo
2A 15 4 [I: 22-32cm 7.5YR 5/6 Sa NCM [12/2/2020( AMK
I: 0-36cm 10YR 3/3 SaLo
2A 15 5 II: 36-48cm 7.5YR 5/6 Sa NCM [12/2/2020( AMK
I: 0-32cm 10YR 3/3 SaLo
2A 15 6 II: 32-42cm 7.5YR 5/6 Sa NCM [12/2/2020( AMK
Rock
2A 15 7 I: 0-26cm 10YR 3/3 SalLo NCM |12/2/2020( AMK impasse
I: 0-26cm 10YR 3/3 SalLo I: rocky
Il: impasse at
[I: 26-30cm 7.5YR 5/6 LoSa 30cmbs
Rock
2A 15 8 NCM [12/2/2020( AMK impasse
I: 0-27cm 10YR 3/3 SaLo
2A 15 9 [I: 27-37cm 7.5YR 5/6 LoSa| NCM [12/2/2020( AMK
Rock
2A 15 10 [: 0-30cm 10YR 3/3 SaSi NCM |12/3/2020( WHN impasse

I: 0-22cm 10YR 3/3 SaSi








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
[I: 22-52cm 7.5YR 5/4 Sa
2A 15 11 lll: 52-62cm 2.5Y 5/4 Sa NCM |12/3/2020| WHN
I: 0-27cm 10YR 3/3 SaSi
Il: 27-67cm 7.5YR Sa
2A 15 12 lll: 67-77cm 2.5Y Sa NCM |12/3/2020f WHN
I: 0-28cm 10YR 3/3 SaSi
II: 28-65cm 10YR 6/3 Sa
2A 15 13 lll: 65-75¢cm 2.5Y 5/4 Sa NCM |12/3/2020| WHN
I: 0-30cm 10YR 3/3 SaSi
[I: 30-78cm 7.5YR 5/4 Sa
2A 15 14 Ill: 78-88cm 2.5Y 5/4 Sa NCM |12/3/2020f WHN
Rock
impasse
2A 15 15 I: 0-30cm 10YR 3/3 SaSi NCM [12/3/2020( WHN EOT
I: 0-40cm ? 3/2 Lo BOT
2A 16 1 [I: 40-50cm ? 6/2 SalLo NCM  |12/3/2020 SRE Sub








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-30cm ? 3/2 SalLo
[I: 30-50cm ? 4/4 Salo
2A 16 2 [ll: 50-60cm ? 5/3 Salo NCM |12/3/2020( SRE Sub
[: 0-30cm ? 3/2 ?
II: 30-50cm ? 4/4 ?
2A 16 3 [ll: 50-60cm ? 6/2 ? NCM |12/3/2020( SRE Sub
I: 0-40cm ? 3/2 SalLo I/1I/N1: rocks
[I: 40-45cm ? 4/4 Salo Sub
2A 16 4 [ll: 45-50cm ? 5/3 Sal.o NCM |12/3/2020( SRE
[: 0-30cm ? 3/2 SalLo I: rocks
Rock
II: 30-40cm ? 4/4 Salo impasse
2A 16 5 [ll: 40-50cm ? 5/3 Salo NCM |12/3/2020( SRE
I: 0-30cm ? 3/2 SalLo I/ll: rocks
2A 16 6 [I: 30-40cm ? 6/2 SalLo NCM |12/3/2020( SRE Sub
I: rock
Rock
2A 16 7 I: 0-30cm ? 3/2 SalLo NCM [12/3/2020| SRE termination








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-30cm ? 3/2 SalLo I/LI/NI: rocky
[I: 30-40cm ? 4/4 Salo Sub
2A 16 8 [ll: 40-50cm ? 5/3 Salo NCM |12/3/2020 SRE
I: 0-40cm ? 3/3 SalLo I: rocks
Rock
2A 16 9 II: 40-50cm ? 4/4 SalLo NCM  |12/3/2020 SRE impasse
I: rocks
Rock
2A 16 10 I: 0-30cm ? 3/2 SaLo NCM |12/3/2020 SRE impasse
[: 0-30cm ? 3/2 SalLo I/lI/NN: rocks
II: 30-45cm ? 4/4 Salo Sub
2A 16 11 [ll: 45-60cm ? 5/3 Salo NCM |12/3/2020| SRE
I: 0-35cm ? 3/2 SalLo I/1I/N1: rocks
[I: 35-45¢cm ? 4/4 Salo Sub
2A 16 12 [ll: 45-50cm ? 5/3 Sal.o NCM |12/3/2020| SRE
[: 0-30cm ? 3/2 SalLo
[I: 30-40cm ? 4/4 SalLo
2A 16 13 [ll: 40-50cm SaLo NCM |12/3/2020| SRE Sub








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-30cm ? 3/2 SalLo Sub
[I: 30-40cm ? 4/4 Salo EOT
2A 16 14 [ll: 40-50cm ? 5/3 SalLo NCM |12/3/2020| SRE
I: 0-26cm 10YR 3/3 SalLo
2A 17 1 [I: 26-38cm 7.5YR 5/4 SaLo| NCM |12/3/2020 CF BOT
I: 0-26cm 10YR 3/3 SaLo
2A 17 2 II: 26-38cm 7.5YR 5/4 SaLo| NCM |12/3/2020 CF
I: 0-39cm 10YR 3/3 SaLo
2A 17 3 [I: 39-50cm 10YR 6/3 SaLo| NCM |12/3/2020 CF
I: 0-30cm 10YR 3/3 SaLo
2A 17 4 II: 30-45cm 7.5YR 5/4 SaLo| NCM |12/3/2020 CF
I: 0-35cm 10YR 3/3 SaLo
2A 17 5 [I: 35-48cm 7.5YR 5/4 SaLo| NCM |12/3/2020 CF

[: 0-30cm 10YR 3/3 SalLo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
2A 17 6 [I: 30-40cm 7.5YR 5/4 SaLo| NCM |12/3/2020 CF
I: 0-28cm 10YR 3/3 SaLo
2A 17 7 II: 28-38cm 7.5YR 5/4 SaLo| NCM |12/3/2020 CF
I: 0-30cm 10YR 3/3 SaLo
2A 17 8 [I: 30-40cm 7.5YR 5/4 SaLo| NCM |12/3/2020 CF
I: 0-28cm 10YR 3/3 SaLo
2A 17 9 II: 28-40cm 7.5YR 5/4 SaLo| NCM |12/3/2020 CF
I: 0-29cm 10YR 3/3 SalLo
2A 17 10 [I: 29-39cm 7.5YR 5/4 SaLo| NCM |12/3/2020 CF
I: 0-28cm 10YR 3/3 SaLo
2A 17 11 II: 28-38cm 7.5YR 5/4 SaLo| NCM |12/3/2020 CF
I: 0-30cm 10YR 3/3 SaLo
2A 17 12 [I: 30-40cm 7.5YR 5/4 SaLo| NCM |12/3/2020 CF EOT








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
2A 18 1 I: 0-30cm 10YR 3/3 SaSi NCM [12/3/2020( WHN BOT
[: 0-28cm 10YR 3/3 SaSi
II: 28-56cm 7.5YR Sa
2A 18 2 Ill: 56-66cm 2.5Y 5/4 Sa NCM [12/3/2020f WHN
I: 0-27cm 10YR 3/3 SaSi
II: 27-57cm 7.5YR Sa
2A 18 3 Ill: 57-70cm 2.5Y 5/6 Sa NCM [12/3/2020f WHN
Rock
2A 18 4 I: 0-40cm 10YR 3/3 SaSi NCM [12/3/2020( WHN impasse
I: 0-20cm 10YR 3/3 SaSi
[I: 20-60cm 7.5YR 5/4 Sa
2A 18 5 Ill: 60-70cm 2.5Y 5/4 Sa NCM [12/3/2020f WHN
[: 0-30cm 10YR 3/3 SaSi
[I: 30-43cm 7.5YR 5/4 Sa
2A 18 6 lll: 43-57cm 2.5Y Sa NCM [12/3/2020f WHN








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-50cm 10YR 3/3 SaSi
2A 18 7 [I: 50-60cm 2.5Y 5/4 Sa NCM |12/3/2020( WHN
I: 0-26cm 10YR 3/3 SaSi
2A 18 8 II: 26-36cm 7.5YR Sa NCM |12/3/2020( WHN
Rock
"12/3/202 impasse
2A 18 9 I: 0-10cm 10YR SaSi NCM 0 WHN EOT
I: 0-23cm 10YR 3/3 SalLo BOT
I: gravel,
[I: 23-27cm 10YR 6/2 Sa pebbles
Terminated
2A 19 1 NCM  |12/3/2020 KH at subsoil
I/ll: pebbles,
gravel,
I: 0-15cm 10YR 3/3 SaLo cobbles
Terminated
due to rock
2A 19 2 [I: 15-20cm 7.5YR 4/4 SaLo| NCM |12/3/2020 KH impasse
I/ll: pebbles,
gravel,
I: 0-25cm 10YR 3/3 SaLo cobbles
Terminated
[I: 25-50cm 10YR 4/2 Salo at subsoil
2A 19 3 [ll: 50-55cm 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM |12/3/2020 KH








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I/ll: pebbles,
I: 0-25cm 10YR 3/3 SalLo gravel
[I: 25-35cm 10YR 4/2 Salo Ill: pebbles
Terminated
2A 19 4 [ll: 35-40cm 10YR 6/4 Sa NCM  |12/3/2020 KH at subsoil
I/ll: pebbles,
I: 0-25¢cm 10YR 3/3 SalLo gravel

Teminated at

Il: 25-55cm 10YR 4/2 Sa subsaoil
2A 19 5 lll: 55-60cm 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM 12/3/2020 KH
I/ll: pebbles,
I: 0-25cm 10YR 3/3 SalLo gravel
Terminated
II: 25-35cm 10YR 4/2 Sa at subsail
2A 19 6 lll: 35-40cm 10YR 6/4 Sa NCM 12/3/2020 KH
I: pebbles,
gravel,
I: 0-25cm 10YR 3/3 SalLo cobbles
II: pebbles,
II: 25-35cm 10YR 4/2 Sa gravel

[1l: 35-40cm 10YR 6/3 Sa [ll: pebbles








Artifact
Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
Terminated
2A 19 7 NCM  |12/3/2020 KH at subsoil
I/ll: pebbles,
I: 0-25¢cm 10YR 3/3 SalLo gravel
Terminated
II: 25-40cm 7.5YR 4/4 Salo at subsaoil
2A 19 8 [ll: 40-50cm 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM  |12/3/2020 KH
I: pebbles,
gravel,
I: 0-25¢cm 10YR 3/3 SalLo cobbles
Il: pebbles,
II: 25-35cm 7.5YR 4/4 SalLo gravel
[ll: 35-40cm 10YR 6/2 Sa [ll: pebbles
Terminated
2A 19 9 NCM  |12/3/2020 KH at subsoil
I: pebbles,
gravel,
I: 0-20cm 10YR 3/3 SaLo cobbles
Il: pebbles,
II: 20-30cm 7.5YR 4/4 SalLo gravel
[ll: 30-35cm 10YR 6/3 Sa [ll: pebbles
Terminated
2A 19 10 NCM | 12/3/2020 KH at subsoil








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: cobbles,
pebbles,
gravel
Terminated
due to rock
impasse
2A 19 11 I: 0-20cm 10YR 3/3 SalLo NCM 12/3/2020 KH EOT
2B 0 1 12/3/2020 NW No dig
2B 0 2 12/3/2020 NW No dig
2B 0 3 12/3/2020 NW No dig
2B 0 4 12/3/2020 NW No dig
root
termination
2B 0 5 I: 0-10 10YR 2/2 Loam 12/3/2020 SRE (wood line)
root
termination
2B 0 6 I: 0-20 10YR 2/2 Loam 12/3/2020 SRE (wood line)
stone/root
termination
2B 0 7 I: 0-15 10YR 2/2 loam 12/3/2020 SRE (stone wall)
root
termination
2B 0 9 I: 0-30 10YR 2/2 Loam 12/3/2020 SRE (wood line)
I: 0-27 10YR 3/3 sasi
Il: 27-57 7.5YR 5/4 sa
2B 1 10 Il: 57-67 2.5 5/4 sa 12/3/2020] WHN
2B 1 8 I: 0-10 10YR 5/3 sasi 12/3/20201 WHN
2B 1 7 I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 sasi 12/3/2020| WHN








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments

2B 1 5 I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 sasi 12/3/20201 WHN
2B 2 6 I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 silo 12/3/2020( WHN |rock impasse
2B 2 4 I: 0-28 10YR 3/3 silo 12/3/20201 WHN [rock impasse

I: 0-28 10YR 3/3 silo

II: 28-38 10YR 7.5YR 5/4

2B 2 3 silo 12/3/2020 CF
2B 2 1 12/3/2020 CF No dig slope

I: 0-34 10YR 3/3 salo
2B 2 12 II: 34-44 7.5YR 5/4 salo 12/3/2020 CF

I: 0-28 10YR 3/3 silo
2B 2 9 II: 28-40 7.5YR 5/4 silo 12/3/2020 CF

I: 0-28 10YR 3/3 silo
2B 2 8 II: 28-38 7.5YR 5/4 silo 12/3/2020 CF

I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 salo Rock
2B 3 7 (rocks) 12/3/2020 KH impasse

I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 silo (rocks)
termination at

2B 3 6 II: 20-25 10YR 6/2 sand 12/3/2020 KH subsoil








Artifact
Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 salo
termination at
rocks
2B 3 5 lI: 35-40 6/2 sand 12/3/2020 KH throughout
I: 0-15 10YR 3/3 salo termination at
subsoil :
rocks
2B 3 3 I1: 15-20 10YR 6/3 sand 12/3/2020 KH throughout
Termination
due to rock
impasse. test
was in
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 salo treeline and
very rooty as
well.transect
began at stp
II: 20-25 7.5 4/4 salo 2.3-10n
slope to
2B 3 2 I1l: 25-30 6/3 sand 12/3/2020 KH draingage.
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 salo
termination
due to
2B 3 13 11:25-30 10YR 6/2 sand 12/3/2020 KH subsoil
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 salo
I1: 30-40 10YR 4/4 salo
termination
due to
2B 3 12 I1l: 40-45 10YR 6/3 sand 12/3/2020 KH subsoil
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 salo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
II: 25-40 10YR 4/4 salo termination
due to
2B 3 11 lll: 40-45 10YR 6/3 12/3/2020 KH subsoil
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 salo
II: 25-35 10YR 4/4 salo
termination
due to
2B 3 10 111:35-40 10YR 6/3 sand 12/3/2020 KH subsoil
I: 0-40 10YR 3/3 salo
termination
due to
2B 3 9 [1:40-45 10YR 6/2 sand 12/3/2020 KH subsoil
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 salo
termination
due to
2B 3 8 II: 20-25 10YR 6/2 sand 12/3/2020 KH subsoil
stone
impasse,
rear a trail
along the
2B 4 1 I: 0-45 10YR 3/2 sasi 12/3/2020| MDA treeline
Greater than
40% gravel-
pebble some
larger. rock
2B 4 7 I: 0-50 10YR 3/3 sasi 12/4/20201 MDA impasse
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 sasi 40%
gravel/pebble
s.less in
2B 4 5 II: 20-30 10YR 5/4 sasi 12/4/20201 MDA strat Il








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 sasi
30% gravel-
pebble . less
2B 4 3 [I: 20-30 5YR 6/6 sasi 12/4/2020| MDA in strat Il
I: 0-15 10YR 3/3 sasi
20% gravel-
pebble . less
2B 4 2 II: 15-25 10YR 4/6 sasi 12/4/2020| MDA in strat Il
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 sasi
20% gravel-
pebble . less
2B 4 13 II: 30-40 10YR 5/4 sasi 12/3/2020| MDA in strat Il
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 sasi
30% gravel-
pebble . less
2B 4 12 II: 20-30 10YR 6/3 sasi 12/3/2020| MDA in strat Il
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 sasi
40% gravel-
pebble . less
2B 4 11 II: 30-40 10YR 5/4 sasi 12/3/2020| MDA in strat Il
I: 10YR 3/3 sasi 40% gravel-
pebble . less
2B 4 10 [I:10YR 5/4 sasi 12/3/2020| MDA in strat Il
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 sasi
20% gravel-
pebble . less
2B 4 9 II: 25-35 10YR 5/4 sasi 12/3/2020| MDA in strat Il
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 sasi 40% gravel-
pebble . less
in strat II.
2B 4 8 II: 30-40 5YR 5/3 sasi 12/3/2020| MDA rocky stp








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments

I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 silo

2B 5 2 II: 25-37 10YR 5/4 silo 12/4/20201 MJR 5% pebbles
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 silo

2B 5 1 II: 20-34 10YR 5/4 silo 12/4/2020 MJR 10% pebbles
I: 0-23 10YR 3/3 silo

2B 5 8 II: 23-42 7.5YR 5/4 slo 12/4/2020 MJR 5% pebbles
I: 0-27 10YR 3/3 silo

2B 5 5 II: 27-44 7.5YR 5/4 slo 12/4/2020 MJR 15% pebbles
I: 0-29 10YR 3/3 silo

2B 5 4 [I: 29-43 7.5YR 5/4 slo 12/4/2020 MJR 15% pebbles
I: 0-23 10YR 3/3 silo

2B 5 3 lI: 23-41 7.5YR 5/4 slo 12/4/2020 MJR 5% pebbles
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 silo

II: 30-46 2/5y 5/4 mx 2.5 YR
2B 5 14 4/3 CS 12/3/20201 MJR 5% pebbles

I: 0-33 10YR 3/3 silo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments

I: 33-48 2.5y 5/4 slo

2B 5 13 [l: 48-55 10YR 6/3 CS 12/3/20201 MJR 5% pebbles
I: 0-24 10YR 3/3 silo

2B 5 12 [I: 24-40 2.5y 5/4 slo 12/3/2020 MJR 10% pebbles
I: 0-28 10YR 3/3 silo

2B 5 11 II: 28-50 2.5y 5/4 slo 12/3/20201 MJR 5% pebbles
I: 0-32 10YR 3/3 silo

2B 5 10 II: 32-46 2/5y 5/4 slo 12/3/20201 MJR 5% pebbles
I: 0-40 10YR 2/2 salo

2B 6 1 II: 40-50 10YR 6/2 salo 12/3/2020| SRE sub
I: 0-30 10YR 2/2 salo

2B 6 3 II: 30-50 10YR 6/2 salo 12/3/2020| SRE sub
I: 0-40 10YR 2/2 salo

2B 6 4 II: 40-60 10YR 6/2 salo 12/3/2020| SRE sub

Rock
2B 6 5 I: 0-50 10YR 2/2 salo 12/3/2020| SRE impasse








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
Rock
2B 6 6 I: 0-50 10YR 2/2 salo 12/3/2020| SRE impasse
Rock
2B 6 7 I: 0-30 10YR 2/2 salo 12/3/2020 SRE impasse
2B 6 9 I: 0-60 10YR 2/2 salo 12/4/2020| SRE sub
I: 0-40 10YR 2/2 salo
II: 40-50 10YR 5/3 salo
2B 6 10 Ill: 50-70 10YR 6/2 salo 12/4/2020| SRE sub
2B 6 12 I: 0-40 10YR 2/2 salo 12/4/2020| SRE |rock impasse
I: 0-25 10YR 2/2 salo
2B 6 13 II: 25-40 10YR 4/4 salo 12/4/2020| SRE |rock impasse
2B 6 14 I: 0-30 10YR 2/2 salo 12/4/2020 SRE rock impasse
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 silo
2B 7 1 II: 30-40 7.5 YR silo 12/4/2020 CF
I: 0-28 10YR 3/3 silo
2B 7 8 II: 28-42 7.5YR 5/4 12/4/2020 CF

I: 0-32 10YR 3/3 silo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
2B 7 7 I 32-44 7/5YR 5/4 silo 12/4/2020 CF
I: 0-31 10YR 3/3 silo
2B 7 6 II: 31-41 7.5YR 5/4 silo 12/4/2020 CF
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 silo
2B 7 5 II: 30-40 7.5 YR silo 12/4/2020 CF
I: 0-29 10YR 3/3 silo
2B 7 4 [I: 29-39 7.5YR 5/4 slo 12/4/2020 CF
I: 0-29 10YR 3/3 salo
2B 7 14 II: 29-42 7.5 5/4 salo 12/4/2020 CF
I: 0-31 10YR 3/3 silo
2B 7 13 II: 31-43 7.5YR 5/4 salo 12/4/2020 CF
I: 0-31 10YR 3/3 silo
2B 7 11 II: 31-44 10YR 6/2 silo 12/4/2020 CF
I: 0-31 10YR 3/3 silo
2B 7 10 II: 31-41 7/5YR 5/4 silo 12/4/2020 CF








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
2B 8 6 I: 0-26 10YR 3/3 Salo 12/4/2020| AMK [rock impasse
I: 0-35 10YR 3/3 silo
2B 8 4 11:35-45 7.5YR 4/6 salo 12/4/2020| AMK
I: 0-30 10YR 4/4 salo
20% gravel
2B 8 3 II: 30-42 7.5YR 6/6 salo 12/4/2020| AMK | and cobbles
I: 0-29 10YR 4/4 salo
2B 8 2 II: 29-39 7.5YR 6/6 salo 12/4/2020| AMK
I: 0-28 10YR 4/4 salo
2B 8 1 II: 28-38 7.5YR 6/6 salo 12/4/2020| AMK
I: 0-27 10YR 3/3 salo
2B 8 12 II: 27-37 7.5YR 4/6 salo 12/4/2020| AMK
I: 0-33 10YR 3/3 salo
II: 33-43 10YR 6/2 course
2B 8 10 sand 12/4/2020| AMK
I: 0-25 10YR3/3 salo
2B 8 9 II: 25-42 10YR 6/3 losa 12/4/2020] AMK








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-29 10YR 3/3 salo
2B 8 8 II: 29-39 7.5YR 4/6 losa 12/4/2020| AMK
Rock
2B 8 7 I: 0-27 10YR 3/3 12/4/2020| AMK impasse
I: 0-16 10YR 3/3 salo
2B 9 6 II: 16-26 10YR 6/3 sacl 12/4/2020 RH
I: 0-16 10YR 3/3 salo
2B 9 5 II: 16-30 10YR 6/3 sacl 12/4/2020 RH
I: 0-15 10YR 3/3 salo
2B 9 4 II: 15-25 10YR 6/3 sacl 12/4/2020 RH
2B 9 3 I: 0-33 10YR 5/3 salo 12/4/2020 RH rock impasse
I: 10YR 5/3 salo
2B 9 2 II: palebrown sacal 12/4/2020 RH Rocky
I: 0-11 10YR 5/3 salo
2B 9 1 II: 11-21 palebrown sacl 12/4/2020 RH
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 salo
II: 30-40 10YR 6/1 m/w rust
2B 9 12 sand 12/4/2020 RH rocky








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 salo
11:30-40 palebrown/10YR
2B 9 10 6/3 sacl 12/4/2020 RH
I: 0-28 10YR 3/3 salo
2B 9 9 II: 28-38 10YR 6/3 sacl 12/4/2020 RH
I: 0-27 10YR 3/3 salo
2B 9 8 II: 27-37 10YR 6/3 sacl 12/4/2020 RH
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 salo
2B 9 7 II: 20-37 10YR 6/3 sacl 12/4/2020 RH
Rock
2B 10 5 I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 sasi 12/4/20201 WHN impasse
Rock
2B 10 4 I: 0-27 10YR 3/3 sasi 12/4/20201 WHN impasse
Rock
2B 10 3 I: 0-26 10YR 3/3 sasi 12/4/20201 WHN impasse
Rock
2B 10 2 I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 sasi 12/4/20201 WHN impasse
Rock
2B 10 1 I: 0-27 10YR 3/3 sasi 12/4/20201 WHN impasse

I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 sasi

II: 25-70 7.5YR 5/4 sa








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments

2B 10 1M Il: 70-80 2.5y 5/4 sa 12/4/2020 WHN

I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 sasi

II: 25-55 7.5YR 5/4 sa
2B 10 10 II: 55-65 2/5y 5/4 sa 12/4/20201 WHN

I: 0-40 10YR 3/3 sasi
2B 10 9 II: 40-50 7.5YR 5/4 12/4/20201 WHN

I: 0-27 10YR 3/3 sasi

II: m/w 2.5y

2B 10 8 II: 27-64 10YR 6/2 sa 12/4/20201 WHN 5/4

I; 0-24 10YR 3/3 sasi

II: m/w 2.5y

2B 10 7 II: 24-58 10YR 6/2 sa 12/4/20201 WHN 5/4
2B 10 6 I: 0-12 10YR 3/3 sasi 12/4/20201 WHN [rock impasse

I: 0-27 10YR 3/3 salo

II: 27-37 10YR 6/3 m/w 7.5
2B 11 1 YR 6/6 salo 12/4/20201 WHN
Rock
2B 11 2 I: 0-28 10YR 3/3 salo 12/4/20201 AMK impasse
Rock

2B 11 3 I: 0-29 10YR 3/3 salo 12/42020 AMK impasse








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
Rock
2B 11 4 I: 0-29 10YR 3/3 salo 12/4/2020| AMK impasse
I: 0-27 10YR 3/3 salo
II: 27-36 10YR 2/1 sacl
2B 11 5 Ill: 36-48 10YR 6/4 sa 12/4/20201 AMK
I: 0-29 10YR 3/3 salo
10% gravel
2B 11 6 II: 29-39 10YR 6/4 sa 12/4/2020| AMK and cobble
I: 0-27 10YR 3/3 salo
2B 11 7 II: 27-31 10YR 2/1 sacllo 12/4/20201 AMK
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 salo
2B 11 8 II: 30-40 10YR 5/4 sa 12/4/20201 AMK [ 10% cobbles
I: 0-28 10YR 3/3 salo
2B 11 9 [I: 28-3810YR 6/4 sa 12/4/20201 AMK
I: 0-52 10YR 3/3 salo
Il: 52-56 7.5YR 6/4 sa
10% cobble
30m between
2B 11 10 Ill: 56-67 10YR 6/2 sa 12/4/20201 AMK stp 9 and 10








Artifact
Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments

I: 0-27 10YR 3/3 salo

2B 11 11 [I: 27-59 5YR 4/4 salo 12/4/2020] AMK 10% cobble

I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 salo

terminated at
2B 12 1 Il: 20-25 10YR 6/2 sand 12/4/2020 KH subsaoil

I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 salo

Il: 25-30 10YR 4/3 sand

Terminated
2B 12 2 11l: 30-35 10YR 6/2 12/4/2020 KH at subsail
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 salo
Terminated
2B 12 3 Il: 25-30 10YR 6/2 sand 12/4/2020 KH at subsail
Termnated
due to rock
2B 12 4 I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 salo 12/4/2020 KH impasse
Terminated
due to rock
2B 12 5 I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 salo 12/4/2020 KH impasse
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 salo
Terminated
2B 12 6 Il: 25-30 10YR 6/2 sand 12/4/2020 KH at subsail
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 salo
Terminated

2B 12 7 II: 20-25 10YR 6/2 sand 12/4/2020 KH at subsoil








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 salo
Terminated
2B 12 8 Il: 25-30 10YR 6/2 sand 12/4/2020 KH at subsail
I: 0-40 10YR 3/3 sasi
Rock
2B 13 1 Il: 40-54 10YR 2/1 sasi 12/4/2020( WHN impasse
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 sasi
I: 20-34 7.5 YR 5/4 sa m/w Rock
2B 13 2 2.5y 5/4 12/4/20201 WHN impasse
I: 0-37 10YR 3/3 sasi
2B 13 3 II: 37-47 2.5y 5/4 sa 12/4/20201 WHN
Rock
2B 13 4 I: 0-35 10YR 3/3 sasi 12/4/20201 WHN impasse
Rock
2B 13 5 I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 sasi 12/4/20201 WHN impasse
I: 0-23 10YR 3/3 sasi
II: 23-55 2/5y 5/4 sa
2B 13 6 lll: 55-75 2.5 6/4 sa 12/4/20201 WHN

|: 0-25 10YR 3/3 sasi

II: 25-57 2.5y 5/4 sa








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
2B 13 7 Ill; 57-67 2.5y 6/4 sa 12/5/2020 WHN EOT
I: 0-28 10YR 3/3 silo
2B 14 1 II: 28-45 7.5YR 5/4 silo 12/4/2020 CF
I: 0-32 10YR 3/3 silo
2B 14 2 11:32-45 7.5YR 5/4 silo 12/4/2020 CF
I: 0-29 10YR 3/3 silo
2B 14 3 II: 29-39 7.5YR 5/4 silo 12/4/2020 CF
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 salo
2B 14 4 II: 30-40 7.5YR 5/4 salo 12/4/2020 CF
2B 14 5 I: 0-24 10YR 3/3 salo 12/4/2020 CF
I: 0-32 10YR 3/3 salo
2B 14 6 II: 32-42 7.5YR 5/4 salo 12/4/2020 CF
I: 0-31 10YR 3/3 silo
2B 14 7 II: 31-42 7.5YR 5/4 silo 12/4/2020 CF

I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 silo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments

2B 14 8 I: 30-45 7.5YR 5/4 silo 12/4/2020 CF
1:0-40 10YR 2/2 salo

2B 15 1 II: 40-45 10YR 6/2 salo 12/4/2020| SRE sub
I: 0-30 10YR 2/2 salo

2B 15 2 II: 30-40 10YR 6/2 salo 12/4/2020| SRE sub

2B 15 3 I: 0-40 10YR 2/2 salo 12/4/2020 SRE rock impasse
I: 0-40 10YR 2/2 salo

2B 15 4 I: 40-50 10YR 6/4 salo 12/4/2020| SRE sub
I: 0-35 10YR 2/2 salo

2B 15 5 II: 35-50 10YR 6/4 salo 12/4/20201 SRE |[rock impasse
I: 0-30 10YR 2/2 salo

2B 15 6 II: 30-40 10YR 6/4 salo 12/4/2020| SRE sub
I: 0-40 10YR 2/2 salo

2B 15 7 II: 40-50 10YR 6/4 salo 12/4/2020| SRE sub

I: 0-40 10YR 2/2 salo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
2B 15 8 II: 40-50 10YR 6/4 salo 12/4/2020| SRE sub
I: 0-27 10YR 2/2 salo 25%
gravel
[I: 27-39 10YR 6/4 salo 15%
2B 16 1 gravel 12/52020 ( CWP
I: 0-33 10YR 2/2 salo 25%
gravel
[I: 33-43 10YR 6/4 sa 15%
2B 16 2 gravel 12/52020 ( CWP
I: 0-17 10YR 2/2 salo
[I: 17-27 10YR 6/4 sa 25%
2B 16 3 gravel 12/52020 ( CWP
I: 0-15 10YR 2/2 salo 25%
gravel Disturbed
heavily
compacted
[I: 15-26 10YR 6/4 sa 50% w/ 1YR 5/4
2B 16 4 gravel 12/5/2020| CWP mixed
No dig
heavily
compacted,
rocky 10YR
2/1,10YR
2/1,10YR
2B 16 5 I: 0-12 12/5/20201 CWP 5/6

I: 0-21 10YR 2/2 salo








Artifact
Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments

2B 16 6 II: 21-34 10YR 6/4 sa 12/5/2020] CWP

I: 0-17 10YR 2/2 salo

2B 16 7 II: 17-29 10YR 6/4 sa 12/5/20201 CWP

I: 0-25 10YR 2/2 salo

2B 16 8 I1: 25-37 10YR 5/4 sa 12/5/2020| CWP
root
termination

2B 0 8 I: 0-20 10YR 2/2 Loam 12/3/2020 SRE (wood line)

I: 0-50 10YR 3/3 sasi

Il: 50-70 7.5YR 5/4 sa
2B 1 9 IlI: 70-80 2.5y 5/4 sa 12/3/2020| WHN
2B 1 6 I: 0-24 10YR 3/3 sasi 12/3/2020( WHN
2B 2 5 I: 0-33 10YR 3/3 silo 12/3/2020( WHN |rock impasse
2B 2 2 12/3/2020( WHN No dig rock

I: 0-45 10YR 3/3 salo

2B 2 11 I: 45-60 7.5 5/4 salo 12/3/2020 CF

I: 0-38 10YR 3/3 salo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
2B 2 10 [I: 38-50 7.5 5/4 salo 12/3/2020 CF
Rock
2B 2 7 I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 silo 12/3/2020 CF impasse
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 salo
termination at
rocks
2B 3 4 [l: 25-30 6/3 sand 12/3/2020 KH throughout
lots of rocks
_ ) in this one,
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 sasi some that
were
particulary
2B 4 6 Il: 20-30 10YR 5/4 sasi 12/4/2020| MDA large
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 sasi
30% gravel-
pebble . less
2B 4 4 [I: 20-30 5YR 6/6 sasi 12/4/2020| MDA in strat Il
I: 0-28 10YR 3/3 silo
2B 5 7 II: 28-42 7.5YR 5/4 12/4/2020 MJR 15% pebbles
I: 0-28 10YR 3/3 silo
2B 5 6 II: 28-45 7.5YR 5/4 12/4/2020 MJR 15% pebbles
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 silo
2B 5 9 [I: 20-39 10YR 5/3 slo 12/3/2020 MJR 5% pebbles








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments

I: 0-30 10YR 2/2 salo

2B 6 2 II: 30-40 10YR 6/2 salo 12/3/2020| SRE sub
1:0-50 10YR 2/2 salo

2B 6 8 II: 50-60 10YR 6/2 salo 12/4/2020| SRE sub
I: 0-40 10YR 2/2 salo

2B 6 11 II: 40-50 10YR 4/4 salo 12/4/20201 SRE |[rock impasse
1:0-30 10YR 3/3 silo

2B 7 2 II: 30-40 7.5YR 5/4 silo 12/4/2020 CF
I: 0-35 10YR 3/3 silo

2B 7 3 II: 35-45 7.5YR 5/4 silo 12/4/2020 CF
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 salo

2B 7 12 II: 30-45 10YR 6/2 salo 12/4/2020 CF
I: 0-33 10YR 3/3 silo

2B 7 9 11:33-43 7.5YR 5/4 silo 12/4/2020 CF

I: 0-29 10YR 3/3 salo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
gravel and
2B 8 5 11:29-39 7.5YR 4/6 salo 12/4/2020| AMK cobbles
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 salo
2B 8 11 [I: 30-40 7.5YR salo 12/4/2020| AMK
I: 0-22 10YR 3/3 salo
2B 9 11 [I: 22-25 dark rusty orange 12/4/2020 RH rock impasse
I: 0-70 10YR 3/3 salo
[I: 70-85 7.5 YR 4/4 salo
Terminated
at subsoil.
2B 12 9 111:85-90 10YR 6/3 sand 12/4/2020 KH EOT
I: 0-60 10YR 2/2 SalLo
sub
2C 12 8 II: 60-70 10YR 6/2 SalLo 12/5/2020| SRE termination
I: 0-30 10YR 2/2 SalLo
rock
2C 12 9 II: 30-40 10YR 6/2 SalLo 12/5/2020 termination
I: 0-30 10YR 2/2 SalLo
rock
2C 12 10 II: 30-40 10YR 6/2 SalLo 12/5/2020| SRE termination
rock
2C 12 11 I: 0-40 10YR 2/2 SalLo 12/5/2020| SRE termination








Artifact
Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-40 10YR 2/2 SaLo
sub
2C 12 12 II: 40-50 10YR 6/2 Salo 12/5/20201 SRE termination
I: 0-30 10YR 2/2 SaLo
sub
2C 12 13 [I: 30-50 10YR 4/4 Salo 12/5/2020| SRE termination
rock
2C 12 14 I: 0-40 10YR 2/2 SalLo 12/5/2020 termination
2C 12 15 I: 0-40 10YR 2/2 SalLo 12/5/2020
rock
2C 12 16 I: 0-25 10YR 2/2 SalLo 12/5/2020| SRE termination
2C 12 17 No dig 12/5/2020 drainage
2C 12 18 No dig 12/5/2020 drainage
rocky; rock
termination;
edge of
2C 12 19 I: 0-10 10YR 2/2 SaLo 12/5/2020 drainage
2C 12 20 I: 0-10 10YR 2/2 SalLo 12/5/2020
I: cobbles,
. gravel
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SaLo pebbles;
BOT,
terminated at
2C 13 1 II: 30-35 10YR 6/2 Sand 12/5/2020 KH subsoil
I: 0-40 10YR 3/3 SaLo
terminated at
2C 13 2 II: 40-45 10YR 6/2 Sand 12/5/2020 KH subsoil








Area

Transect

STP#

Soil Description by Strat.

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

2C

13

I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SalLo

II: 30-35 10YR 6/2 Sand

12/5/2020

KH

terminated at
subsaoil

2C

13

I: 0-40 10YR 3/3 SalLo

II: 40-45 10YR 6/2 Sand

12/5/2020

KH

terminated at
subsaoil

2C

13

I: 0-40 10YR 3/3 SalLo

12/5/2020

cobbles,
gravel,
pebbles;
terminated
due to rock
impasse

2C

13

I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo

[I: 20-70 10YR 4/4 SalLo

ll: 70-75 10YR 6/3 San

12/5/2020

KH

I: cobbles,
gravel,
pebbles

Il: pebbles,
gravel

terminated at
subsoil

2C

13

I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo

[I: 20-30 10YR 4/4 SalLo

[1l: 30-40 10YR 6/3 San

12/5/2020

KH

I: pebbles,
gravel,
cobbles

Il: pebbles,
gravel,
cobbles

terminated at
subsaoil

I: 0-30 10YR 3/2 SalLo

I: pebbles,
gravel,
cobbles;
redox
throughout








Area

Transect

STP#

Soil Description by Strat.

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

2C

13

[I: 30-35 10YR 6/2 Sand

12/5/2020

KH

test,
terminated at
subsoil

2C

13

I: 0-25 10YR 3/2 SalLo

[I: 25-30 10YR 6/2 Sand

12/5/2020

KH

I: pebbles,
gravel,
cobbles

terminated at
subsaoil

2C

13

10

I: 0-25 10YR 3/2 SalLo

[I: 25-35 10YR 6/2 Sand

12/5/2020

KH

I: pebbles,
gravel,
cobbles

10YR 2/1
staining to
soil ~ 30cm,
terminated at
subsaoil

2C

13

11

I: 0-20 10YR 3/2 SalLo

[I: 20-25 10YR 6/2 Sand

12/5/2020

KH

I: pebbles,
gravel,
cobbles

terminated at
subsaoil

2C

13

12

I: 0-20 10YR 3/2 SalLo

12/5/2020

KH

large
cobbles;
terminated
due to rock
impasse

2C

13

13

I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo

12/5/2020

KH

large
cobbles,
gravel;
terminated
due to rock
impasse, test
located on
edge of 2-
track








Artifact
Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments

test located
on mounded
boulders in
edge of tree
2C 13 14 No dig 12/5/2020 KH line

I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo I: wet

Il: saturated,
Il: 20-25 10 YR 6/2 San redox

terminated at

2C 13 15 12/5/2020 KH subsoaoill
very rocky;
terminated
due to rock

2C 13 16 I: 0-10 10YR 3/3 SalLo 12/5/2020 KH impasse

roots, rocks;
original test
located in
burnt out
stump, dug
off to side.
terminated
due to root
2C 13 17 I: 0-5 10YR 3/3 SalLo 12/5/2020 KH impasse

rocky;
terminated
due to rock
2C 13 18 I: 0-10 10YR 2/2 Humic 12/5/2020 KH impasse

I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo

rocky at all

Il: 20-25 10YR 6/2 San strats:








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
terminated
due to rock

2C 13 19 lll: 25-30 7.5YR 4/4 San 12/7/2020 KH impasse
rocky;
terminated
due to rock
2C 13 20 I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo 12/7/2020 KH impasse
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo
_ rocky at all
II: 20-25 10YR 6/2 San strats:
terminated
due to rock
2C 13 21 lll: 25-30 7.5YR 4/4 San 12/7/2020 KH impasse
very rocky;
terminated
due to rock
impasse,
2C 13 22 I: 0-5 10YR 3/3 SalLo 12/7/2020 KH EOT
2C 14 1 No dig 12/5/2020 MJR push pile
2C 14 2 No dig 12/5/2020 MJR push pile
I: 2
whiteware
_ ) shards, 1
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 Si historic
nail, 1
porcelain,
2C 14 3 II: 30-46 7.5YR 5/4 SiLo 2 glass |12/5/2020 MJR
I: 0-30 10YR 3/2 SaSi
I: 1 piece
window
2C 14 4 II: 30-40 10YR 4/4 SiLo glass |12/5/2020( MDA
I: 0-26 10YR 3/2 SaSi
2C 14 5 II: 26-42 10YR 4/4 SiLo 12/5/2020| RE/DR ceramics

I: 0-30 10YR 3/2

ceramic and








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
1 brick
2C 14 6 [I: 30-50 10YR 4/4 12/5/2020 CF discard
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SalLo
_ gravel and
II: 30-40 7.5YR 4/4 Salo cobbles
throughout;
terminated at
2C 14 7 lll: 40-45 10YR 6/3 San 12/5/2020 KH subsoil
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SaLo
2C 14 8 II: 20-36 7.5YR 4/4 Salo 12/5/2020| RE/DR rocky
I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SaLo
II: 25-35 10YR 2/2 SalLo
rocks;
terminated at
2C 14 9 [ll: 35-50 10YR 6/2 San 12/5/2020 M subsoil
rocky;
terminated
due to rock
2C 14 10 I: 0-27 10YR 3/3 SalLo 12/5/2020 CF impasse
I: 0-25 10YR 3/4 SalLo
rocks;
termination
2C 14 13 II: 25-40 10YR 5/4 SalLo 12/5/2020| SRE by drainage
roots and
root
termination;
2C 14 14 I: 0-20 10YR 2/2 SalLo 12/5/2020| SRE woods
rock and
roots
2C 14 15 I: 0-30 10YR 2/2 SalLo 12/5/2020 termination








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
rock; rock
termination
(edge of
2C 14 16 I: 0-10 10YR 2/2 SalLo 12/5/2020 SRE drainage)
root; root
2C 14 17 I: 0-20 10YR 2/2 SalLo 12/5/2020 SRE termination
root; root
2C 14 18 I: 0-20 10YR 2/2 SalLo 12/5/2020 SRE termination
root; root
2C 14 19 I: 0-20 10YR 2/2 SalLo 12/7/2020 SRE termination
root; root
2C 14 20 I: 0-30 10YR 2/2 SalLo 12/7/2020 SRE termination
I: 0-30 10YR 3/3 SiLo
2C 14 3+3mW Il: 30-40 7.5YR 5/4 SaLo |I: ceramic|12/5/2020 JR one brick DIF
1:0-35 10YR 3/3 SiLo
~20%
2C 14 3+5mW Il: 35-45 7.5YR 5/4 SalLo 12/5/2020 JR pebbles
dozens of
brick
fragments
found & DIF;
nothing
I 0-33 10YR 3/3 SiLo definitively
historic but
whiteware
and modern

[I: 33-43 10YR 2/1 Si

nail kept due








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
whiteware to proximity
, metal, to positive
2C 14 3+5mS Ill: 43-50 10YR 4/4 SalLo glass |12/5/2020 MJR historic pits
I: 0-60 10YR 3/2 SiLo
II: 60-80 10YR 4/4 Salo ~5% pebbles:
two brick
fragments
2C 14 3+7mS Ill: 80-90 2.5Y 6/3 VFS 12/5/2020 MJR DIF
I: 0-36 10YR 3/2 SiLo
I: glass
and
2C 14 4+7mN Il: 36-46 10YR 4/4 SiLo ceramic |12/5/2020 MA
I: 0-35 BRN SiLo
II: 35-45 BLK Lo
2C 14 4+7mwW [ll: 45-55 L+BRN SalLo 12/5/2020 JR
[: 0-55 10YR 3/2 SaSi
I: ceramic,
metal,
2C 14 3+3mN [I: 55-75 10YR 7/4 SaSi glass |12/5/2020| MDA
Brick also
found and
DIF; 3+5mE
not dug due
. to proximity
I: 0-33 10YR 3/3 SiLo to positive
I: ceramic, STPon
metal, neighboring
2C 14 3+3mE [I: 33-52 7.5YR 5/4 SLo glass [12/5/2020f MJR transect

I: 0-38 10YR 3/2 SaSi








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
2C 14 3+5mN [I: 38-48 10YR 4/4 SaSi |I: one nail | 12/5/2020( MDA
II: ~5%
. pebbles;
I: 0-32 10YR 3/3 SiLo brick
I: ceramic, fragments
metal, also found &
2C 14 3+3mS II: 32-50 7.5YR 5/4 SLo glass |12/5/2020 MJR DIF
I: 0-28 10YR 3/2 SaSi
I: metal,
pipe stem,
2C 14 3+10mN [I: 28-48 10YR 4/4 SaSi glass |12/5/2020( MDA
I: 0-30 10YR 3/2 SaSi
I: ceramic,
2C 14 3+12mN [I: 30-45 10YR 4/4 SaSi metal |12/5/2020( MDA
I: 0-27 10YR 3/3 SiLo
2C 14 5+7mwW Il: 27-40 7.5YR 5/4 SiLo 12/7/2020 CTF
I: 0-24 10YR 3/3 SiLo
I: ceramic,
2C 14 5+7mE [I: 24-40 10YR 5/6 SiLo metal |12/7/2020f MDA
I: 0-24 10YR 3/3 SiLo
I: pipe
2C 14 5+7mN II: 24-45 10YR 5/6 SiLo | fragment [ 12/7/2020( MDA








Artifact
Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 1 pc
brick, DIF
1 glass
base "3
fluid oz", 3
I: 0-38 10YR 3/3 SaLo  |PC curless
(?) glass,
4 pc
whiteware
II: 38-55 7.5YR 5/6 Salo 1 pc
redware,
1 sq nail,
2C 15 1 Ill: 55-71 10YR 7/2 Sa 1 WD nail|12/5/2020| AMK
l:
l: 0-45 10YR 3/3 SalLo preso‘?”ce
charcoal
_ 20-40 cm,
I1: 45-60 7.5YR 5/6 SaLo | ~aramic
whiteware
15 1+1mE ll: 60-75 10YR 7/2 Sa  [stoneware|12/5/2020| CMP
I: 0-33 10YR 3/3 SalLo I: 15% gravel
I: 2 pc o
mag II: 40%
glass, 2 gravel -
Il: 33-52 7.5YR 5/6 SalLo pc blue cobble size
vessel
glass,
2C 15 1+3mN Ill: 52-65 10YR 7/2 Sa  |whiteware|12/5/2020| AMK
I: 0-29 10YR 3/3 SalLo I: 15% gravel
Il: 40%
gravel/cobble
II: 29-42 7.5YR 5/6 Salo S
I: ceramic,
2C 15 1+5mN Ill: 42-54 10YR 7/2 Sa nails 12/5/2020| AMK
I: 0-45 10YR 3/3 SaLo I: 15% gravel








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
[l: 50%
gravel -

II: 45-60 5YR 5/6 SalLo cobble
I: ceramic,
2C 15 1+3mS I: 60-757.5YR 4/6 Sa glass [12/5/2020] CMP
I: 0-55 10YR 3/2 SaLo
I: 1 pc ll: 25%
2C 15 1+5mS II: 55-70 5YR 4/6 Sa ceramic |12/5/2020| CMP gravel
I: 0-36 10YR 3/3 SaLo
Il: 36-38 7.5YR 5/6 SalLo
I:
ceramics, I & Ill: 20%
2C 15 1+7mN Ill: 38-52 10YR 7/2 Sa nails 12/5/20201 AMK gravel
I: 0-27 10YR 2/2 SalLo
2C 15 2 II: 27-42 5YR 5/6 Sa 12/5/2020| CMP
I: 0-27 10YR 2/2 SalLo
some Ig
rocks, 10%
2C 15 3 II: 27-40 5YR 5/6 Sa 12/5/20201 AMK gravel
2C 15 4 I: 0-32 10YR 3/2 SalLo 12/5/2020| CMP |rock impasse
I: 0-27 10YR 3/3 SaLo
2C 15 5 II: 27-37 10YR 6/3 Sa 12/5/20201 AMK [I: 10% gravel
terminate
2C 15 6 I: 0-40 10YR 3/3 SalLo 12/5/2020| SRE due to rock








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments

I: 0-28 10YR 3/3 SaLo
2C 15 7 II: 28-34 10YR 6/3 Sa 12/5/2020| AMK
2C 15 8 I: 0-40 10YR 3/3 SalLo 12/6/2020| SRE
2C 15 9 I: 0-22 10YR 3/3 SalLo 12/6/2020| AMK root impasse
2C 15 10 No dig 12/6/2020 | AMK/SRE| drainage
2C 15 11 No dig 12/6/2020| AMK creek
2C 15 12 No dig 12/6/2020| AMK drainage

I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SalLo

offset due to

2C 15 13 II: 25-35 7.5YR 5/6 Sa 12/6/2020| AMK roots

I: 0-22 10YR 3/3 SalLo
2C 15 14 II: 22-28 7.5YR 5/6 Salo 12/6/2020| AMK roots

I: 0-26 10YR 3/3 SalLo

II: 26-29 7.5YR 5/6 Salo
2C 15 15 11 29-42 10YR 6/2 Sa 12/6/2020| AMK I: roots
root and rock

2C 15 16 I: 0-17 10YR 3/3 SalLo 12/6/2020| AMK impasse
2C 15 17 No dig 12/6/2020| AMK drainage

I: 0-27 10YR 3/3 SaLo
2C 15 18 II: 27-37 10YR 6/2 SalLo 12/6/20201 AMK |root impasse








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 0-20 10YR 3/3 SiLo
2C 16 1 II: 20-30 Pale br. SiCl 12/5/2020 RH
I: 0-21 10YR 3/3 SiLo
2C 16 2 II: 21-31 10YR 6/3 SiCl 12/5/2020 RH
2C 16 3 I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SiLo 12/5/2020 RH rock impasse
root and rock
2C 16 4 I: 0-22 10YR 3/3 SiLo 12/5/2020 RH impasse
2C 16 5 I: 0-25 10YR 3/3 SiLo 12/5/2020 RH root impasse
2C 16 6 No dig 12/5/2020 RH drainage
2C 16 7 No dig 12/5/2020 RH drainage
2C 16 8 No dig 12/5/2020 RH drainage
root and rock
2C 16 9 I: 0-16 10YR 3/3 SaSiLo 12/7/2020 RH impasse
root and rock
2C 16 10 I: 0-6 10YR 3/3 SaSiLo 12/7/2020 RH impasse
root and rock
2C 16 11 I: 0-26 10YR 3/3 SaSiLo 12/7/2020 RH impasse
I: 0-21 10YR 3/3 SaSiLo
rocky; rock
2C 16 12 II: 21-25 10YR 5/4 Salo 12/7/2020 RH impasse
I: 0-19 10YR 3/3 SaSiLo
rocky; rock
2C 16 13 II: 19-29 10YR 5/4 Salo 12/7/2020 RH impasse








Area

Transect

STP#

Soil Description by Strat.

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

2C

16

14

I: 0-10 10YR 3/3 SaSiLo

12/7/2020

RH

gravel; root
and rock
impasse

2C

16

15

I: 0-35 10YR 3/3 SaSiLo

II: 35-41 10YR 5/4 SiLo

12/7/2020

RH

root impasse

2C

16

16

I: 0-25 Dark dr. SaSiLo

12/7/2020

RH

rock impasse

2C

17

NE

12/5/2020

JK

no access -
aggressive
dogs

2C

17

NE

12/5/2020

JK

no access -
aggressive
dogs

2C

17

NE

12/5/2020

JK

no access -
aggressive
dogs

2C

17

NE

12/5/2020

JK

no access -
aggressive
dogs

2C

17

NE

12/5/2020

JK

no access -
aggressive
dogs

2C

17

NE

12/5/2020

JK

no access -
aggressive
dogs

2C

17

NE

12/5/2020

JK

no access -
aggressive
dogs

2C

17

NE

12/5/2020

JK

no access -
aggressive
dogs








Area

Transect

STP#

Soil Description by Strat.

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

2C

17

NE

12/5/2020

JK

no access -
aggressive
dogs

2C

17

10

NE

12/5/2020

JK

no access -
aggressive
dogs

2C

17

11

NE

12/5/2020

JK

no access -
aggressive
dogs

2C

17

12

NE

12/5/2020

JK

no access -
aggressive
dogs

2C

18

NE

12/5/2020

JK

no access -
aggressive
dogs

2C

18

NE

12/5/2020

JK

no access -
aggressive
dogs

2C

18

NE

12/5/2020

JK

no access -
aggressive
dogs

2C

18

NE

12/5/2020

JK

no access -
aggressive
dogs

2C

18

NE

12/5/2020

JK

no access -
aggressive
dogs

2C

18

NE

12/5/2020

JK

no access -
aggressive
dogs

2C

18

NE

12/5/2020

JK

no access -
aggressive
dogs








Area

Transect

STP#

Soil Description by Strat.

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

2C

18

NE

12/5/2020

JK

no access -
aggressive
dogs

2C

18

NE

12/5/2020

JK

no access -
aggressive
dogs

2C

18

10

NE

12/5/2020

JK

no access -
aggressive
dogs

2C

18

11

NE

12/5/2020

JK

no access -
aggressive
dogs

2C

19

NE

12/5/2020

JK

no access -
aggressive
dogs

2C

19

NE

12/5/2020

JK

no access -
aggressive
dogs

2C

19

NE

12/5/2020

JK

no access -
aggressive
dogs

2C

19

NE

12/5/2020

JK

no access -
aggressive
dogs

2C

19

NE

12/5/2020

JK

no access -
aggressive
dogs

2C

19

NE

12/5/2020

JK

no access -
aggressive
dogs

2C

19

NE

12/5/2020

JK

no access -
aggressive
dogs








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
no access -
aggressive
2C 19 8 NE 12/5/2020 JK dogs

no access -

aggressive
2C 20 1 NE 12/5/2020 JK dogs

no access -

aggressive
2C 20 2 NE 12/5/2020 JK dogs

no access -

aggressive
2C 20 3 NE 12/5/2020 JK dogs

no access -

aggressive
2C 20 4 NE 12/5/2020 JK dogs

no access -

aggressive
2C 20 5 NE 12/5/2020 JK dogs

no access -

aggressive
2C 20 6 NE 12/5/2020 JK dogs

no access -

aggressive
2C 21 1 NE 12/5/2020 JK dogs

no access -

aggressive
2C 21 2 NE 12/5/2020 JK dogs

Rock
2C 1 1 0-28 10YR 3/3 SiLo 12/5/2020 CF Impasse
2C 1 2 No Dig 12/5/2020 CF Downed Tree
0-28 10YR 3/3 SiLo

2C 1 3 28-38 7.5YR 5/4 SiLo 12/5/2020 CF








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
Rock
2C 1 4 0-37 10YR 3/3 SiLo 12/5/2020 CF Impasse
0-30 10YR 3/3 SiLo
2C 1 5 30-42 7.5YR 5/4 SiLo 12/5/2020 CF
0-27 10YR 3/3 SiLo
2C 1 6 27-40 7.5YR 5/4 SiLo 12/5/2020 CF
Rock
2C 1 7 0-28 10YR 3/3 SiLo 12/5/2020 CF Impasse
0-32 10YR 3/3 SiLo
2C 1 8 32-42 7.5YR 5/4 SiLo 12/5/2020 CF
2C 1 9 No Dig 12/5/2020 CF Drainage
Rock
2C 2 1 0-12 10YR 3/3 SaSi 12/5/20201 WHN Impasse
Rock
2C 2 2 0-27 10YR 3/3 SaSi 12/5/20201 WHN Impasse
Rock
2C 2 3 0-30 10YR 3/3 SaSi 12/5/20201 WHN Impasse
2C 2 4 0-15 10YR 3/3 SaSi 12/5/20201 WHN
2C 2 5 0-32 10YR 3/3 SaSi 12/5/20201 WHN
2C 2 6 0-27 10YR 3/3 SaSi 12/5/20201 WHN

0-24 10YR 3/3 SaSi








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
2C 2 7 24-47 2.5YR 5/4 Sa 12/5/20201 WHN
0-40 10YR 3/3 SaSi
2C 2 8 40-50 2.5YR 5/4 Sa 12/5/20201 WHN
2C 2 9 No Dig 12/5/20201 WHN Push Pile
Rock
2C 2 10 0-26 10YR 3/3 SaSi 12/5/20201 WHN Impasse
10%
gravel/pebble
size
0-20 10YR 3/3 SaSi inclusions
Less/smaller
2C 3 1 20-30 10YR 5/6 SaSi 12/5/2020| MDA inclusions
40%
gravel/pebble
size
0-20 10YR 3/2 SaSi inclusions
Less/smaller
2C 3 2 20-40 10YR 2/1 SaSi 12/5/2020| MDA inclusions
40%
gravel/pebble
size
0-20 10YR 3/2 SaSi inclusions
Less/smaller
2C 3 3 20-30 10YR 5/6 SaSi 12/5/2020| MDA inclusions
20%
gravel/pebble
size

0-20 10YR 3/2 SaSi

inclusions








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
Less/smaller
2C 3 4 20-30 10YR 5/6 SaSi 12/5/2020| MDA inclusions
0-20 10YR 3/2 SaSi
Dark staining
2C 3 5 20-30 10YR 5/6 SaSi 12/5/2020| MDA @ bottom
40%
gravel/pebble
size
0-30 10YR 3/2 SaSi inclusions
Less/smaller
2C 3 6 30-40 10YR 6/6 Sa 12/5/2020| MDA inclusions
40% Rock
0-20 10YR 3/2 SaSi Inclusion
20-23 10YR 5/6 SaSi
very coarse
23-30 10YR 3/6 Sa gravel
very fine
2C 3 7 30-40 10YR 7/4 Si vf 12/5/2020| MDA grained
0-21 10YR 3/2 SaSi
10%
gravel/pebble
21-31 10YR 5/6 m/w 10YR size
2C 3 8 6/6 SaSi 12/5/2020| MDA inclusions
0-27 10YR 3/1 Si
2C 3 9 27-37 10YR 5/6 SiSa 12/5/2020| MDA








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
Root
2C 3 10 0-10 10YR 3/1 SaSi 12/5/20201 MDA Impasse
0-25 10YR 2/2 Salo
Sub
2C 4 1 25-30 10YR 6/4 Salo Rocky |12/5/2020 SAE Termination
0-45 10YR 2/2 Salo
Sub
2C 4 2 45-50 10YR 6/4 SalLo Rocky |12/5/2020 SAE Termination
0-30 10YR 2/2 Salo
30-40 10YR 4/4 Salo
Sub
2C 4 3 40-50 10YR 6/2 SalLo 12/5/2020 SAE Termination
0-45 10YR 2/2 SalLo
Sub
2C 4 4 45-50 10YR 6/2 SalLo 12/5/2020 SAE Termination
0-40 10YR 2/2 SalLo
40-50 10YR 4/4 SalLo
Sub
2C 4 5 50-60 10YR 6/2 Salo 12/5/2020 SAE Termination

0-30 10YR 2/2 Salo

30-40 10YR 4/4 SalLo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
Sub
2C 4 6 40-50 10YR 6/2 SaLo 12/5/2020 SAE Termination
0-30 10YR 2/2 SalLo
Sub
2C 4 7 30-40 10YR 6/2 Salo 12/5/2020 SAE Termination
2C 4 8 0-50 10YR SalLo Rock |12/5/2020 SAE
Sub
2C 4 9 0-10 10YR 2/2 SalLo 12/5/2020 SAE Termination
Root
2C 4 10 0-10 10YR 2/2 SalLo 12/5/2020 SAE Termination
0-20 10YR 3/3 SaClLo
15%
2C 5 1 20-33 2.5Y 5/6 SaLo pebbles [12/5/2020 MJR
0-25 10YR SaClLo
15%
2C 5 2 25-42 7.5YR 5/4 SalLo pebbles [12/5/2020 MJR
0-24 10YR 3/3 SalLo
15%
2C 5 3 24-43 7.5YR 5/4 SalLo pebbles [12/5/2020 MJR
0-30 10YR 3/3 SiLo
15%
2C 5 4 30-43 7.5YR 5/4 SalLo pebbles [12/5/2020 MJR

0-27 10YR 3/3 SiLo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
15%
2C 5 5 27-45 7.5YR 5/4 SalLo pebbles [12/5/2020 MJR
15%
0-32 10YR 3/3 SiLo pebbles Layer Il may
have been
from an
. organic
32-37 10YR 2/1 Si dump, but no
cultural
5% material was
2C 5 6 37-48 2.5Y 5/6 SiLo pebbles [12/5/2020 MJR found
0-33 10YR 3/3 SiLo
20%
2C 5 7 33-51 2.5Y 5/6 SaLo gravel |12/5/2020 MJR
0-30 10YR 3/3 SiLo
20%
2C 5 8 30-42 2.5Y 5/6 SaLo gravel |12/5/2020 MJR
0-31 10YR 3/3 Si
10%
2C 5 9 31-47 7.5YR 5/4 Si pebble |12/5/2020 MJR
0-30 10YR 3/3 SalLo
gravel,
pebbles,
2C 6 1 30-40 10YR 6/3 Sand cobbles [12/5/2020 KH
gravel,
pebbles,
0-30 10YR 3/3 SalLo cobbles
gravel,
30-40 10YR 4/4 SalLo pebbles
Terminated
2C 6 2 40-45 10YR 6/3 Sand 12/5/2020 KH at subsoil








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
0-40 10YR 3/3 SalLo
Terminated
2C 6 3 40-45 10YR 6/3 12/5/2020 KH at subsoil
pebbles
gravel,
0-30 10YR 3/3 SalLo cobbles
pebbles,
30-45 10YR 4/4 Salo gravel
Terminated
2C 6 4 45-57 10YR 6/2 Sand 12/5/2020 KH at subsoil
cobbles, Terminated
gravel, at rock
2C 6 5 0-30 10YR 3/3 SalLo pebbles [12/5/2020 KH impasse
gravel,
0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo pebbles
Terminated
2C 6 6 20-30 10YR 6/2 Sand redox |12/5/2020 KH at subsoil
pebbles
gravel,
0-25 10YR 3/3 SalLo cobbles
pebbles, Terminated
2C 6 7 25-30 10YR 6/2 Sand gravel |12/5/2020 KH at subsaill
pebbles
gravel,
0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo cobbles
pebbles,
gravel,
20-50 7.5YR 4/4 SalLo cobbles Test located
in tree line.
Terminated
2C 6 8 50-55 10YR 6/4 Sand 12/5/2020 KH at subsaoil
pebbles
gravel,
0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo cobbles
pebbles,
gravel,
20-30 7.5YR 4/4 SalLo cobbles

Test located








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
in tree line.
Terminated
2C 6 9 30-35 10YR 6/4 Sand 12/5/2020 KH at subsoil
0-25 10YR 3/3 Salo
2C 7 1 25-35 10YR 6/3 SaCl 12/5/2020 RH
0-26 10YR 3/3 SalLo
2C 7 2 26-36 10YR 6/3 SaCl Rocky |12/5/2020 RH
0-23 10YR 3/3 SalLo
2C 7 3 23-33 10YR 6/3 SaCl Rocky |12/5/2020 RH
0-23 10YR 3/3 SalLo
Rock
2C 7 4 23-26 10YR 6/3 SaCl 12/5/2020 RH Impasse
0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo
2C 7 5 20-30 10YR 6/3 SaCl Rocky |12/5/2020 RH
0-18 10YR 3/3 SalLo
2C 7 6 18-28 10YR 6/3 SaCl Rocky |12/5/2020 RH
0-22 10YR 3/3 SalLo
2C 7 7 22-32 10YR 6/3 SaCl Rocky |12/5/2020 RH








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
0-30 10YR 3/3 SalLo
2C 7 8 30-41 10YR 6/3 SaCl 12/5/2020 RH
0-33 10YR 3/3 SalLo
2C 7 9 33-43 10YR 6/3 SaCl 12/5/2020 RH
0-24 10YR 3/3 SalLo
2C 7 10 24-36 10YR 6/3 SaCl 12/5/2020 RH
0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo
2C 7 11 20-30 10YR 6/3 SaCl Rocky |12/5/2020 RH
0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo
2C 7 12 20-30 10YR 6/3 SaCl 12/5/2020 RH
Rock and
2C 7 13 0-26 10YR 3/3 SalLo 12/5/2020 RH root impasse
Root
2C 7 14 No Dig 12/5/2020 RH disturbance
Root
disturbance,
2C 7 15 0-20 10YR 3/3 SalLo 12/5/2020 RH forest
0-28 10YR 3/3 SalLo
10%
2C 8 1 28-38 10YR 6/4 Sa cobbles [12/5/2020f AMK








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
0-32 10YR 3/3 SalLo
2C 8 2 32-42 10YR 6/4 Sa 12/5/2020| AMK
Rock
2C 8 3 0-22 10YR 3/3 SalLo 12/5/2020| AMK Impasse
0-32 10YR 3/3 Salo
2C 8 4 32-45 10YR 7/3 Sa Rocky |12/5/20201 AMK
0-27 10YR 3/3 Salo
2C 8 5 27-31 10YR 7/3 Sa 12/5/2020] AMK
0-42 10YR 3/3 Salo
2C 8 6 42-54 10YR 8/3 Sa 12/5/2020] AMK
0-32 10YR 3/3 Salo
10%
2C 8 7 32-42 10YR 7/4 Sa Cobbles |12/5/2020] AMK
0-27 10YR 3/3 Salo
2C 8 8 27-38 7.5YR 6/6 Sa 12/5/2020] AMK
0-28 10YR 3/3 Salo
2C 8 9 28-38 7.5YR 6/6 Sa 12/5/2020] AMK








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments

0-32 10YR 3/3 SalLo
2C 8 10 32-42 7.5YR 5/6 Sa 12/5/20201 AMK

0-25 10YR 3/3 SalLo
2C 8 11 25-357.5YR 6/4 Sa 10% Rock|12/5/20201 AMK

0-30 10YR 3/3 SalLo
2C 8 12 30-40 5YR 4/6 SalLo Rocky [12/5/2020] AMK

0-28 10YR 3/3 SalLo

15%

2C 8 13 28-38 2.5Y 6/3 Sa gravel [12/5/2020] AMK

0-30 10YR 3/3 SalLo

med
glacial
2C 8 14 30-42 7.5YR 5/6 Sa cobbles [12/5/2020] AMK
Root
2C 8 15 0-12 10YR 4/3 Salo 12/5/2020| AMK Impasse
Root

2C 8 16 0-26 10YR 4/3 SalLo 12/5/2020| AMK Impasse

0-24 10YR 3/2 SalLo
2C 9 1 24-36 10YR 4/6 Sa 12/5/20201 CMP

0-17 10YR 3/2 SalLo








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
2C 9 2 17-29 10YR 4/6 Sa 12/5/2020| CMP
0-28 10YR 2/2 SalLo
2C 9 3 28-39 10YR 5/4 Sa 12/5/2020| CMP
0-30 10YR 2/2 Salo
2C 9 4 30-40 2.7Y 6/6 Sa 12/5/2020| CMP
0-45 10YR 2/1 SiLo
2C 9 5 45-55 10YR 6/4 SiCl 12/5/2020| CMP
0-17 10YR 2/2 SiLo
2C 9 6 17-29 10YR 6/2 SiSa 12/5/2020| CMP
0-18 10YR 2/2 SalLo
2C 9 7 18-28 10YR 6/4 Sa 12/5/2020| CMP
0-23 10YR 2/2 SalLo
2C 9 8 23-34 10YR 3/4 Sa 12/5/2020| CMP
0-17 10YR 2/2 SalLo
2C 9 9 17-27 10YR 3/4 Sa 12/5/2020| CMP








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
0-43 10YR 3/3 SalLo
2C 9 10 43-57 10YR 4/1 Sa 12/5/20201 CMP
0-22 10YR 3/2 SalLo
2C 9 11 22-32 10YR 6/4 Sa 12/5/20201 CMP
0-12 10YR 2/2 SalLo
2C 9 12 12-24 10YR 5/6 Sa 12/5/20201 CMP
0-47 10YR 3/2 SalLo
2C 9 13 47-57 10YR 6/8 Sa 12/5/2020| CMP
0-15 10YR 2/2 SalLo
Heavily
Compacted,
2C 9 14 15-25 7.5Y 6/6 Sa 12/5/20201 CMP Rocklike
60% Rock
2C 9 15 0-17 10YR 3/2 SalLo Cobble |12/5/2020( CMP Impasse
Heavily
2C 9 16 0-9 10YR 3/2 SaLo 12/5/2020| CMP |Rooted, Rock
0-11 10YR 2/1 SalLo
Heavily
2C 9 17 11-21 2.7YR 7/2 SalLo 12/5/20201 CMP Rocky
Wood
2C 9 18 No Dig 12/5/2020| CMP deadfall








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
Adjacent to
actively
flowing
50% large drainage,
2C 9 19 0-27 10YR 2/2 SiLo cobble [12/5/20201 CMP |[rock impasse
2C 10 1 No Dig 12/5/2020 CF Access Road
0-30 10YR 3/3 SiLo
2C 10 2 30-43 7.5YR 5/4 SiLo 12/5/2020 CF
Rock
2C 10 3 0-17 10YR 3/3 SiLo 12/5/2020 CF Impasse
Rock
2C 10 4 0-28 10YR 3/3 SiLo 12/5/2020 CF Impasse
Rock
2C 10 5 0-34 10YR SiLo 12/5/2020 CF Impasse
0-29 10YR 3/3 SiLo
2C 10 6 29-39 2.5Y 6/3 SiLo 12/5/2020 CF
Rock
2C 10 7 0-36 10YR SiLo 12/5/2020 CF Impasse
0-30 10YR 3/3 SiLo
2C 10 8 30-45 7.5YR 5/4 SiLo 12/5/2020 CF
0-32 10YR 3/3 SiLo
2C 10 9 32-45 7.5YR 5/4 SiLo 12/5/2020 CF








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
0-32 10YR 3/3 SiLo
2C 10 10 32-42 7.5YR SiLo 12/5/2020 CF
Rock
2C 10 11 0-36 10YR 3/3 SiLo 12/5/2020 CF Impasse
0-31 10YR 3/3 SiLo
2C 10 12 31-42 7.5YR 5/4 SiLo 12/5/2020 CF
0-34 10YR 3/3 SiLo
2C 10 13 34-44 7.5YR 5/4 SiLo 12/5/2020 CF
0-30 10YR 3/3 SiLo
2C 10 14 30-45 7.5YR 5/4 SiLo 12/5/2020 CF
0-37 10YR 3/3 SiLo
2C 10 15 37-47 7.5YR 5/4 SlLo 12/5/2020 CF
0-40 10YR 3/3 SiLo
2C 10 16 40-50 7.5YR 5/4 SliLo 12/5/2020 CF
0-29 10YR 3/3 SiLo
2C 10 17 29-41 7.5YR 5/4 SlLo 12/5/2020 CF








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
Rock
2C 10 18 0-18 10YR 3/3 SlLo 12/5/2020 CF Impasse
2C 10 19 0-14 10YR 3/4 SiLo 12/5/2020 CF
2C 10 20 No Dig 12/5/2020 CF Roots
2C 10 21 No Dig 12/5/2020 CF Roots
0-20 10YR 3/3 SaSi
Rock
2C 11 1 20-302.5Y 5/4 Sa 12/5/20201 WHN Impasse
Rock
2C 11 2 0-27 10YR 3/3 SaSi 12/5/20201 WHN Impasse
0-40 10YR 3/3 SaSi
2C 11 3 40-50 10YR 5/4 SalLo 12/5/20201 WHN
0-40 10YR 3/3 SaSi
Rock
2C 11 4 40-50 2.5Y 5/4 Sa 12/5/20201 WHN Impasse
Rock
2C 11 5 0-17 10YR 3/3 SaSi 12/5/2020( WHN Impasse
0-24 10YR 3/3 SaSi
24-56 2.5Y 5/4 Sa
2C 11 6 56-66 2.5Y 6/4 Sa 12/5/20201 WHN
0-28 10YR 3/3 SaSi
Rock
2C 11 7 28-50 2.5Y 5/4 Sa 12/5/20201 WHN Impasse








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
0-22 10YR 3/3 SaSi
22-50 2.5Y 5/4 Sa
2C 11 8 50-65 2.5Y 6.3 Sa 12/5/20201 WHN
0-24 10YR 3/3 SaSi
24-40 7.5 YR 5/4 Sa
2C 11 9 40-50 2.5Y 5/4 Sa 12/5/20201 WHN
Rock
2C 11 10 0-35 10YR 3/3 SaSi 12/5/20201 WHN Impasse
Rock
2C 11 11 0-42 10YR 3/3 SaSi 12/5/20201 WHN Impasse
Rock
2C 11 12 0-32 10YR 3/3 SaSi 12/5/20201 WHN Impasse
Rock
2C 11 13 0-29 10YR 3/3 SaSi 12/5/20201 WHN Impasse
0-35 10YR 3/3 SaSi
Rock
2C 11 14 35-45 7.5YR 5/4 Sa 12/5/20201 WHN Impasse
Rock
2C 11 15 0-20 10YR 3/3 SaSi 12/5/20201 WHN Impasse
Rock
2C 11 16 0-27 10YR 3/3 SaSi 12/5/20201 WHN Impasse
2C 11 17 No Dig 12/5/20201 WHN Road
Rock
2C 11 18 0-30 10YR 3/3 SaSi 12/5/20201 WHN Impasse








Artifact

Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
Root
2C 11 19 0-17 10YR 3/3 SaSi 12/5/20201 WHN Impasse
2C 11 20 No Dig 12/5/20201 WHN Slope
2C 11 21 No Dig 12/5/20201 WHN Push Pile
Rock
2C 11 22 0-22 10YR 3/3 SaSi 12/5/20201 WHN Impasse
0-40 10YR 2/2 SalLo
2C 12 1 40-50 10YR 5/4 SalLo 12/5/2020 SRE
Rock
2C 12 2 0-30 10YR 2/2 SalLo 12/5/2020| SRE Impasse
0-30 10YR 2/2 Salo
Sub
2C 12 3 30-40 10YR 6/2 SiLo 12/5/2020 SRE Termination
Rock
2C 12 4 0-30 10YR 2/2 SalL0 12/5/2020| SRE Impasse
0-30 10YR 2/2 SalLo
Sub
2C 12 5 30-40 10YR 6/2 Salo 12/5/2020 SRE Termination
0-20 10YR 2/2 SalLo
20-30 10YR 4/4 SalLo
Sub
2C 12 6 30-40 10YR 6/2 SaL0 12/5/2020 SRE Termination
Drainage
Private
2D 1 1 NO DIG 12/7/2020 CF Property
Drainage
Private
2D 1 2 NO DIG 12/7/2020 CF Property








Artifact
Area Transect STP# Soil Description by Strat. | Summary Date Recorder | Comments

Drainage
Private
2D 1 3 NO DIG 12/7/2020 CF Property

Drainage
Private
2D 1 4 NO DIG 12/7/2020 CF Property

0-20 I: 10YRS3/3 SiLo
2D 2 1 20-30 II: 2.5y 6/1 SiLo 12/7/2020 CF

2D 2 2 0-23 1: 10YR 3/3 SiLo 12/7/2020| RE/DR

0-251: 10YR 3/3 silo  25-

2D 2 3 35 11: 2.5y 6/1 silo 12/7/2020| RE/DR
next to gravel
0-20 I: 10YR 3/3 silo 20- road, rainy
2D 3 1 30 1l: 10YR 5/6 silo 12/7/2020| MDA | have packed

0-45 I: 10YR 3/3 silo 45-
2D 3 2 55 1I: 10YR 5/6 silo 12/7/2020| CTF
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Survey Area 3

Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

1A

10YR 3/2

SaClLo

NCM

6/1/2021

ww

I: 40% rock

rock impasse

1A

0-25

10YR 3/2

SaClLo

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

I: 40% rock

rock impasse

1A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

ww

Not dug;
proximity to
STP 1A-2

1A

0-15

10YR 3/2

SaClLo

NCM

6/1/2021

ww

I: 40% rock

rock impasse

0-18
18-28

10YR 4/3
10YR 5/4

Salo
Salo

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

30% rock

10YR 4/3

Salo

NCM

6/1/2021

ww

I: 30% rock

rock impasse

0-20

10YR 3/2

SaClLo

NCM

6/1/2021

ww

I: 40% rock/
semi-hydric/
redox

rock impasse

0-17

10YR 3/2

SaClLo

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

I: 40% rock/
semi-hydric/
redox

rock impasse

0-23

10YR 3/2

SaClLo

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

I: 40% rock/
semi-hydric/
redox

rock impasse

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

ww

No dig,
disturbed field,
pushpile,
boulders








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

ww

No dig,
disturbed field,
pushpile,
boulders

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

ww

No dig,
disturbed field,
pushpile,
boulders

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

ww

No dig,
disturbed field,
pushpile,
boulders

10

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

ww

No dig,
disturbed field,
pushpile,
boulders

11

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

ww

No dig,
disturbed field,
pushpile,
boulders

12

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

ww

No dig,
disturbed field,
pushpile,
boulders

13

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

ww

No dig,
disturbed field,
pushpile,
boulders

14

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

ww

No dig,
disturbed field,
pushpile,
boulders

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

10

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

11

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

12

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

AR-1

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

AR-1

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

AR-1

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth

GA-1

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig, highly
disturbed/
pushpiles/

dense
secondary
growth
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Survey Area 4

Artifact
Area |Transect| STP# | Strat | Depth | Soil Color | Soil Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I 0-26 [ 10YR 4/4 Salo
4 A 1 Il 26-36 | 10YR 6/3 SiClLo NCM 6/2/2021 JC
I 0-22 [ 10YR 4/4 Salo
4 A 2 Il 22-32 [ 10YR 6/3 Salo NCM 6/2/2021 JC
I 0-18 [ 10YR 4/4 Salo
4 A 3 Il 18-28 | 10YR 6/3 | SaClLo NCM 6/2/2021 JC
I 0-24 [ 10YR 4/4 Salo
4 A 4 Il 24-34 | 7.5YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/2/2021 JC
I 0-16 [ 10YR 4/4 Salo
4 A 5 Il 16-28 | 10YR 6/3 Salo NCM 6/2/2021 JC
I 0-24 [ 10YR 4/4 Salo
4 A 6 Il 24-36 | 10YR 6/3 Salo NCM 6/2/2021 JC
offset 3m,
dense
I 0-24 [ 10YR 4/4 Salo vegetation
4 A 7 Il 24-34 | 10YR 6/3 Salo NCM 6/2/2021 JC and bramble
I 0-30 [ 10YR 4/4 Salo
4 B 1 Il 30-40 | 10YR 3/2 SaCl NCM 6/2/2021 BM
I 0-30 [ 10YR 4/4 Salo
4 B 2 I 30-34 | 10YR 3/2 SaCl NCM 6/2/2021 BM rock impasse
I 0-35 [ 10YR 4/4 Salo
4 B 3 Il 35-45 [ 10YR 3/2 SaCl NCM 6/2/2021 BM
4 B 4 I 0-30 | 10YR 4/4 Salo NCM 6/2/2021 BM rock impasse
rock
impasse;
adjacent to
4 B 5 I 0-25 | 10YR 4/4 Salo NCM 6/2/2021 BM runoff
4 B 6 I 0-30 | 10YR 4/4 Salo NCM 6/2/2021 BM rock impasse
I 0-15 [ 10YR 4/4 Salo
4 B 7 Il 15-25 | 10YR 3/2 SaCl NCM 6/2/2021 BM
I 0-24 [ 10YR 4/4 Salo
4 B 8 Il 24-34 | 7.5YR 5/6 SaCl NCM 6/2/2021 JC
I 0-30 [ 10YR 4/4 Salo
4 B 9 Il 30-40 | 10YR 3/2 SaCl NCM 6/2/2021 BM
I 0-18 [ 10YR 4/4 Salo
4 B 10 Il 18-24 | 10YR 3/2 SaCl NCM 6/2/2021 JC
I 0-22 [ 10YR 4/4 Salo
4 B 11 Il 22-32 | 10YR 3/2 SaCl NCM 6/2/2021 JC
I 0-35 [ 10YR 4/3 Salo
4 C 1 I 35-60 | 10YR 6/3 SaCl NCM 6/2/2021 AK I: large rocks








Artifact

Area |Transect| STP# | Strat | Depth | Soil Color | Soil Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I 0-32 | 10YR 5/3 Salo
4 C 2 Il 32-42 [ 10YR 6/3 Salo NCM 6/2/2021 SF I: 5% gravel
I 0-33 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
4 C 3 Il 33-43 | 10YR 6/3 SaCl NCM 6/2/2021 AK I: large rocks
I 0-25 [ 10YR 4/3 Salo I 20%
10YR 6/3 angular
m/w 10YR pebbles and
4 C 4 Il 25-40 712 Salo NCM 6/2/2021 SF cobbles
I 0-20 [ 10YR 4/3 Salo
10YR 6/3
m/w 10YR
4 C 5 Il 20-40 712 Salo NCM 6/2/2021 AK
4 C 6 I 0-28 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM 6/2/2021 SF rock impasse
rock
impasse;
extremely
dense new
4 C 7 I 0-29 | 10YR 4/4 Salo NCM 6/2/2021 AK growth
I 0-28 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
4 C 8 Il 28-38 | 10YR 5/3 Salo NCM 6/2/2021 SF
I 0-15 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
4 C 9 Il 15-25 | 10YR 5/6 Salo NCM 6/2/2021 SF
I 0-17 | 10YR 4/3 Salo |: large round
4 C 10 Il 17-27 | 10YR 6/3 SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 AK cobbles
I 0-16 | 10YR 4/3 Salo seems
4 C 11 Il 16-30 | 10YR 6/3 SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 AK disturbed
I 0-20 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
4 C 12 Il 20-30 [ 10YR 6/3 Salo NCM 6/2/2021 SF
I 0-20 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
4 C 13 Il 20-30 [ 10YR 6/3 Salo NCM 6/2/2021 AK
rock
impasse,
4 C 14 I 0-30 | 10YR 4/3 SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 SF EoT
I 0-20 [ 10YR 4/4 Salo
4 D 1 Il 20-30 |7.5YR 6/4 SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 CF
I 0-35 [ 10YR 4/4 Salo
4 D 2 Il 35-45 | 10YR 5/4 SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 CF
rock impasse
4 D 3 I 0-27 | 10YR 4/4 SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 CF @ 27 cmbs








Artifact

Area |Transect| STP# | Strat | Depth | Soil Color | Soil Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
root impasse
4 D 4 I 0-30 | 10YR 4/4 Salo NCM 6/2/2021 CF @ 30 cmbs
[ 0-25 | 10YR 4/4 Salo
4 D 5 Il 25-35 | 7.5YR 6/4 Salo NCM 6/2/2021 CF
[ 0-23 | 10YR 4/4 Salo
4 D 6 Il 23-33 |7.5YR 6/4 Salo NCM 6/2/2021 CF
rock impasse
4 D 7 I 0-16 | 10YR 4/4 Salo NCM 6/2/2021 CF @ 16 cmbs
[ 0-25 | 10YR 4/4 Salo
4 D 8 Il 25-35 | 10YR 6/4 Salo NCM 6/2/2021 CF
rock impasse
4 D 9 I 0-20 | 10YR 4/4 Salo NCM 6/2/2021 CF @ 20 cmbs
rock impasse
@ 25 cmbs;
4 D 10 I 0-25 | 10YR 5/3 Salo NCM 6/2/2021 AK EoT
I: 15% sm/lg
angular
stone
4 E 1 I 0-29 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/2/2021 EU rock impasse
I: 15% sm/lg
I 0-20 | 10YR 3/2 Salo angular
4 E 2 Il 20-40 | 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/2/2021 RM stone
I 0-30 | 10YR 2/1 Salo I ~3%
4 E 3 Il 30-40 | 10YR 3/4 Salo NCM 6/2/2021 EU charcoal
I: 15% rock
4 E 4 I 0-10 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/2/2021 RM rock impasse
I: 15% ang
rock, sm-md,
I 0-16 | 10YR 3/2 Salo oxidized
4 E 5 Il | 16-36 | 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM | 6/2/2021 EU EoT








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/2/2021

EU

No dig;
fenceline,
push piles,
disturbed

0-32

32-42

10YR 4/4

10YR 5/4

SiLo

SiLo

NCM

6/2/2021

RM

I: 15%
cobbles
11: 15%
cobbles

pasture/woo
dline edge;
15% small to
medium size
tabular and
subangular
cobble
throughout

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/2/2021

RM

No dig;
woodline w/
boundary
rock wall-
disturbed

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/2/2021

RM

No dig;
woodline w/
boundary
rock wall-
disturbed

AR-1

0-33

33-43

10YR 4/3

10YR 5/4

Salo

Salo

NCM

6/2/2021

ww

I: 40% gravel
II: 40%
gravel

AR-1

0-27

27-32

10YR 4/3

10YR 5/4

Salo

Salo

NCM

6/2/2021

EU

I: 40% gravel
II: 40%
gravel

rock impasse

AR-1

0-45

10YR 4/3

SiLo

NCM

6/2/2021

ww

I: 40% gravel

rock impasse








Artifact

Area |Transect| STP# | Strat | Depth | Soil Color | Soil Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 40% rock,
redox
4 AR-1 4 [ 0-30 | 10YR 4/4 SiLo NCM 6/2/2021 EU rock impasse
I: 40% rock,
redox
4 AR-1 5 [ 0-22 | 10YR 4/4 SiLo NCM 6/2/2021 WW [rock impasse
I: 40% rock,
[ 0-36 | 10YR 4/4 SiLo redox
I1: 40% rock,
4 AR-1 6 1] 36-46 | 10YR 6/3 SiLo NCM 6/2/2021 EU redox
I: 40% rock,
[ 0-28 | 10YR 4/4 SiLo redox
I1: 40% rock,
4 AR-1 7 1] 28-38 | 10YR 5/2 SiLo NCM 6/2/2021 ww redox
I: 40% rock,
[ 0-40 | 10YR 4/4 SiLo redox
I1: 40% rock,
4 AR-1 8 1] 40-50 | 10YR 5/2 SiLo NCM 6/2/2021 EU redox
I: 40% rock,
[ 0-30 | 10YR 4/4 SiLo redox
I1: 40% rock,
1] 30-40 | 10YR 5/2 SiLo redox
4 AR-1 9 NCM 6/2/2021 WW  |rock impasse
1: 40%
gravel, redox
4 AR-1 10 I 0-20 | 10YR 4/4 SiLo NCM 6/2/2021 WW [rock impasse
1: 40%
I 0-24 SiLo gravel, redox
II: 40%
4 AR-1 11 Il 24-34 | 10YR 4/4 SiLo NCM | 6/2/2021 EU gravel, redox








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

AR-1

12

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/2/2021

RM

Not dug,
disturbed
push piles

AR-1

13

0-20

20-30

10YR 4/2

10YR 7/2

SiClLo

SiClLo

NCM

6/2/2021

wWw

I: 40% rock,
redox

I1: 40% rock,
redox

AR-1

14

0-20

20-30

10YR 4/2

10YR 7/2

SiClLo

SiClLo

NCM

6/2/2021

EU

I: 40% rock,
redox

I1: 40% rock,
redox

AR-1

15

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/2/2021

RM

Not dug,
disturbed

AR-1

16

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/2/2021

RM

Not dug,
disturbed,
rock on
surface

AR-1

17

0-20

10YR 4/4

SiLo

NCM

6/2/2021

ww

I: 40% rock

rock impasse

AR-1

18

0-32

10YR 4/4

SiLo

NCM

6/2/2021

EU

I: 40% rock

rock
impasse;
offset 1m SE
due to
disturbance

AR-1

19

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/2/2021

RM

Not dug,
within 3, of
STR AR-1-

18

AR-1

20

0-20

10YR 4/4

SiLo

NCM

6/2/2021

EU

I: 40% rock

rock impasse

CL-1

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/2/2021

EU

No dig, road
disturbance








Artifact

Area |Transect| STP# | Strat | Depth | Soil Color | Soil Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 35% rock
4 CL-1 2 I 0-26 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo NCM 6/2/2021 EU rock impasse
[ 0-33 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo I: 35% rock
4 CL-1 3 Il 33-43 | 10YR 5/3 SiLo NCM 6/2/2021 ww I1: 40% rock
[ 0-25 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo
4 CL-1 4 Il 25-35 | 10YR 5/3 SiLo NCM 6/2/2021 ww
[ 0-25 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo
4 CL-1 5 Il 25-35 | 10YR 5/3 SiLo NCM 6/2/2021 EU
[ 0-30 | 10YR4/3 SiLo
4 CL-1 6 Il 30-40 | 10YR 5/3 SiLo NCM 6/2/2021 ww
[ 0-27 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo
4 CL-1 7 Il 27-37 | 10YR 7/2 SiLo NCM 6/2/2021 EU
[ 0-28 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo
4 CL-1 8 Il 28-38 | 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 6/2/2021 ww
[ 0-27 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo
4 CL-1 9 Il 27-37 | 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 6/2/2021 ww
4 CL-1 10 I 0-24 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo NCM 6/2/2021 EU rock impasse
4 CL-1 11 I 0-23 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo NCM 6/2/2021 WW  |rock impasse
[ 0-28 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo
10YR 7/1
m/w
4 CL-1 12 Il 28-38 | 7.5YR 5/3 SiLo NCM 6/2/2021 EU II: oxidized
4 CL-1 13 I 0-15 | 10YR 2/2 SiLo NCM 6/2/2021 WW  |rock impasse
No dig,
drainage,
boulders at
4 CL-1 14 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/2/2021 EU surface
No dig,
boulders at
4 CL-1 15 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/2/2021 EU surface
4 CL-1 16 I 0-23 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo NCM 6/2/2021 WW  |rock impasse
I: 20% gravel
4 CL-1 17 I 0-36 | 10YR 2/2 SiLo NCM 6/2/2021 EU rock impasse








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

CL-1

18

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/2/2021

EU

No dig,
boulders on
surface

CL-1

19

0-10

10YR 4/4

SiLo

NCM

6/2/2021

ww

I: 40% rock

rock impasse

CL-1

20

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/2/2021

ww

Not dug,
boulders on
surface/
disturbed

CL-1

21

0-22

22-37

10YR 4/4

10YR 5/4

SiLo

SiClLo

NCM

6/2/2021

EU

I: 40% rock/
gravel

II: 40% rock/
gravel

CL-1

22

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/2/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed/
rock on
surface

CL-1

23

0-21

10YR 4/4

SiClLo

NCM

6/2/2021

ww

I: 40% gravel

rock impasse

CL-1

24

0-23

23-33

10YR 4/4

10YR 6/3

SiLo

SiClLo

NCM

6/2/2021

EU

I: 40% gravel
II: 40%
gravel

CL-1

25

0-10

10YR 4/4

SiLo

NCM

6/2/2021

ww

I: 40% rock

rock impasse

CL-1

26

0-10

10YR 4/4

SiLo

NCM

6/2/2021

EU

I: 40% rock

rock impasse

CL-1

27

0-10

10YR 4/4

SiLo

NCM

6/2/2021

ww

I: 40% rock

rock impasse
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Survey Area 5

Soil Artifact
Area |Transect| STP# | Strat [ Depth | Soil Color | Matrix [ Summary Date Recorder | Comments
rock impasse
5 A 1 I 0-25 | 10YR 3/3| SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 CF @ 25 cmbs
I 0-20 | 10YR 3/3| Salo
5 A 2 Il 20-30 [ 10YR6/4| SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 BM
I 0-30 [ 10YR 3/3| Salo
5 A 3 Il 30-40 [ 10YR6/4| SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 CF
rock impasse
5 A 4 I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3| SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 BM @ 30 cmbs
rock impasse
5 A 5 I 0-27 | 10YR 3/3| SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 CF @ 27 cmbs
rock impasse
5 A 6 I 0-15 | 10YR 3/3| SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 BM @ 15 cmbs
rock impasse
5 A 7 I 0-15 | 10YR 3/3| SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 CF @ 15 cmbs
rock impasse
5 A 8 I 0-20 | 10YR 3/3| SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 BM @ 20 cmbs
5 B 1 I 0-25 | 10YR4/3| Salo NCM 6/2/2021 SF rock impasse
I 0-20 | 10YR4/3| Salo
5 B 2 Il 20-30 | 10YR5/4 | Salo NCM 6/2/2021 SF
5 B 3 I 0-30 | 10YR 4/3| SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 SF rock impasse
No dig,
brambles/
5 B 4 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/2/2021 SF thicket
I 0-28 | 10YR3/3| Salo
5 B 5 Il 28-38 | 10YR 5/4 | Salo NCM 6/2/2021 SF
I 0-32 [ 10YR3/3| Salo
5 B 6 Il 32-42 | 10YR5/4 | Salo NCM 6/2/2021 SF II: disturbed
No dig,
dense
5 B 7 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/2/2021 SF brambles
5 B 8 I 0-20 | 10YR 3/3| SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 CF rock impasse








Soil Artifact
Area |Transect| STP# | Strat [ Depth [ Soil Color | Matrix [ Summary Date Recorder | Comments
5 B 9 I 0-25 | 10YR 3/3| Salo NCM 6/2/2021 BM rock impasse
1: 20%
subangular
and angular
cobbles
5 C 1 I 0-33 | 10YR4/4| Salo NCM 6/2/2021 JC rock impasse
1: 20%
pebbbles,
15% angular
I 0-25 | 10YR 4/4 | SalLo cobbles
II: 20%
Il 25-33 |7.5YR 7/4| SalLo pebbles
offset 2m;
5 C 2 NCM 6/2/2021 JC rock impasse
I 0-24 | 10YR4/4 | Salo
5 C 3 Il 24-34 | 10YR6/3 | Salo NCM 6/2/2021 JC
No dig,
5 C 4 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/2/2021 JC dense briar
No dig,
5 C 5 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/2/2021 JC dense briar
II: 20%
pebbles and
15%
subangular
5 C 6 Il 26-31 | 10YR6/3 | Salo NCM 6/2/2021 JC cobbles
5 C 7 I 0-21 | 10YR 3/3| Salo NCM 6/2/2021 JC rock impasse
5 C 8 I 0-20 | 10YR 3/3| Salo NCM 6/2/2021 JC rock impasse
5 C 9 I 0-26 | 10YR 3/3| SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 JC rock impasse
1: 20%
pebbles and
I 0-30 | 10YR 4/4 | SalLo cobbles








Soil Artifact
Area |Transect| STP# | Strat [ Depth [ Soil Color | Matrix [ Summary Date Recorder | Comments
Il: 20%
pebbles and
angular and
subangular
5 C 10 Il 30-40 | 10YR 6/3 | SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 CF cobbles
I 0-27 | 10YR4/3 | Salo I: very dry soil
5 D 1 Il 27-30 [ 10YR 5/4| SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 SP large rock
5 D 2 I 0-30 | 10YR 4/3| Salo NCM 6/2/2021 SP rock
boulder near
surface on
5 D 3 I 0-10 | 10YR 4/3| SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 SP edge of field
interlocking
cobbles, rock
5 D 4 I 0-32 | 10YR 4/3| Salo NCM 6/2/2021 SP impasse
I 0-29 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
5 D 5 Il 29-39 | 10YR 5/4 | SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 SP
I 0-30 | 10YR 4/3| SalLo
5 D 6 Il 30-40 | 10YR 5/4 | SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 SP
interlocking
cobbles, rock
5 D 7 I 0-42 | 10YR4/3| SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 SP impasse
No dig,
already
cleared,
5 E 1 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/2/2021 NM disturbed
No dig,
already
cleared,
5 E 2 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/2/2021 NM disturbed
No dig,
already
cleared,
5 E 3 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/2/2021 NM disturbed
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3| Salo
5 F 1 Il 30-40 | 10YR 6/4 | SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 CF
I 0-27 | 10YR 3/3| SalLo








Soil Artifact
Area |Transect| STP# | Strat [ Depth [ Soil Color | Matrix [ Summary Date Recorder | Comments
5 F 2 Il 27-37 |7.5YR 4/6| Salo NCM 6/2/2021 JC
I 0-53 | 10YR 3/3| SalLo
5 F 3 Il 53-63 |7.5YR 4/6| SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 SF
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3| SalLo
5 F 4 Il 30-40 | 10YR4/6 | Salo NCM 6/2/2021 BM
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3| Salo
5 F 5 Il 30-40 | 10YR4/6 | Salo NCM 6/2/2021 CF
I 0-28 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
5 G 1 Il 28-38 |7.5YR 5/4| Salo NCM 6/2/2021 SF I: disturbed?
I 0-30 | 10YR4/3| Salo
5 G 2 Il 30-40 |7.5YR5/4| SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 BM
I 0-30 | 10YR 4/3| SalLo
5 G 3 Il 30-40 |7.5YR 5/4| Salo NCM 6/2/2021 SF
I 0-20 | 10YR 4/3| Salo
5 G 4 Il 20-30 |7.5YR5/4| SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 BM
I 0-37 | 10YR4/3| Salo
5 G 5 Il 37-47 |7.5YR 5/4| Salo NCM 6/2/2021 JC offset 2m S
I 0-25 | 10YR4/3| Salo
5 G 6 Il 25-35 |7.5YR 5/4| Salo NCM 6/2/2021 CF
I 0-20 | 10YR 4/3| SalLo
5 G 7 Il 20-30 |7.5YR 5/4| Salo NCM 6/2/2021 SF
I 0-30 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
5 G 8 Il 30-40 |7.5YR5/4| SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 BM
No dig, rocks/
5 G 9 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/2/2021 SF pushpile
No dig, rocks/
5 G 10 | N/A | N/A N/A N/A NCM | 6/2/2021 SF pushpile
I: g
subangular
and angular
cobles
rock
impasse,
5 H 1 I 0-20 | 10YR 3/4| SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 AK disturbed








Soil Artifact
Area |Transect| STP# | Strat [ Depth [ Soil Color | Matrix [ Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/4| Salo
5 H 2 Il 30-40 | 10YR5/6 | Salo NCM 6/2/2021 EU
I 0-40 | 10YR 3/4| SalLo
5 H 3 Il 40-50 | 10YR 5/6 | Salo NCM 6/2/2021 BM
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3| SalLo
5 H 4 Il 30-40 |7.5YR5/6| Salo NCM 6/2/2021 SF
I 0-34 | 10YR 3/3| SalLo
7.5YR 5/6
m/w 10YR
5 H 5 Il 34-44 5/4 Salo NCM 6/2/2021 JC
No dig,
5 | 1 N/A | N/A N/A N/A NCM | 6/2/2021 EU pushpile
No dig,
roadside birm
adjacent to
5 CL-1 1 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/2/2021 AK county road
1: 30%
angular and
I 0-32 | 10YR 4/4 | SalLo subangular
pebbles and
5 CL-1 2 Il 32-42 |7.5YR6/4| SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 AK cobbles
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3| SalLo
5 CL-1 3 Il 30-40 |7.5YR 5/4| Salo NCM 6/2/2021 AK
1: 15%
cobbles, sm-
med tabular
and
I 0-35 10YR 3/2 | Salo subangular in
5 CL-2 1 Il 35-45 | 10YR 3/6 | SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 SP shape
1: 15%
cobbles, sm-
med tabular
and
subangular in
shape
5 CL-2 2 [ 0-27 |[10YR 3/2| SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 SP rock impasse








Soil Artifact
Area |Transect| STP# | Strat [ Depth [ Soil Color | Matrix [ Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 15%
cobbles, sm-
med tabular
and
I 0-37 | 10YR 3/2| Salo subangular in
5 CL-2 3 Il 37-47 [ 10YR 3/6 | SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 EU shape
I 0-28 | 10YR 3/3| SalLo
5 CL-2 4 Il 28-38 | 10YR5/6 | Salo NCM 6/2/2021 SF
I 0-28 | 10YR 3/3| SalLo
5 CL-2 5 Il 28-38 | 10YR5/6 | Salo NCM 6/2/2021 JC
I 0-25 | 10YR 3/3| Salo
5 CL-2 6 Il 25-30 | 10YR5/6 | Salo NCM 6/2/2021 BM
I: 15%
subangular
and
subrounded
I 0-10 | 10YR 3/3| SalLo gravel
1.5m offset
north, right
next to
drainage
area; rock
Il 20-Oct [ 10YR 5/4 | Salo impasse
5 CL-2 7 [ 20-50 | 10YR 3/3 | Salo NCM 6/2/2021 AK
I 0-20 | 10YR 3/3| Salo
5 CL-2 8 Il 20-30 | 10YR 5/4 | Salo NCM 6/2/2021 EU
No dig,
5 AR-1 1 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/2/2021 EU roadside birm
5 AR-1 2 I 0-20 | 10YR 3/3| Salo NCM 6/2/2021 EU rock impasse
I 0-30 | 10YR4/4| Salo I: 15% gravel,
1 pc modern
I 30-32 [7.5YR 6/4| SalLo g|ass
5 AR-1 3 | 32-60 | 10YR 4/4 | Salo NCM 6/2/2021 AK (discarded)
I: 10% gravel/
subangular

cobbles








Soil Artifact
Area |Transect| STP# | Strat [ Depth [ Soil Color | Matrix [ Summary Date Recorder | Comments
5 AR-1 4 I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3| SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 AK rock impasse
I: 10% gravel/
subangular
I 0-21 | 10YR 3/3| Salo cobbles
5 AR-1 5 Il 21-31 [7.5YR5/4| Salo NCM | 6/2/2021 EU  [rock impasse
I: 10% gravel/
subangular
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3| SalLo cobbles
5 AR-1 6 Il 30-40 |7.5YR5/4| Salo NCM 6/2/2021 AK rock impasse
I 0-35 | 10YR 3/3| Salo
5 AR-1 7 Il 35-45 [ 10YR5/6 | SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 EU
I 0-28 | 10YR 4/2| Salo
5 AR-1 8 Il 28-40 | 10YR 4/3 | Salo NCM 6/2/2021 AK
I 0-42 | 10YR4/2| Salo
5 AR-1 9 Il 42-52 | 10YR 5/6 | Salo NCM 6/2/2021 EU
No dig,
proximity, 4m
5 AR-1 10 | N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/2/2021 EU from AR-1-9
5 AR-1 11 I 0-20 | 10YR 4/3| Salo NCM 6/2/2021 AK rock impasse
I 0-45 | 10YR 3/3| Salo
5 AR-1 12 Il 45-55 | 10YR 5/4 | Salo NCM 6/2/2021 EU
I: 10%
cobbles,
charcoal (root
I 0-38 | 10YR 3/4 | Salo burn?)
Il: charcoal
Il 38-68 |7.5YR6/6| Salo (root burn?)








Soil Artifact
Area |Transect| STP# | Strat [ Depth [ Soil Color | Matrix [ Summary Date Recorder | Comments
1x piece of
burned
whiteware, 1x
piece of
brown bottle
glass in strat
5 AR-1 13 NCM 6/2/2021 AK I; discarded
I: 2%
charcoal
5 AR-1 14 I 0-32 | 10YR 3/4| SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 EU rock impasse
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/4| Salo
5 AR-1 15 Il 30-43 | 10YR5/4 | Salo NCM 6/2/2021 RM
I 0-32 | 10YR 3/3| Salo
5 AR-1 16 Il 32-42 | 10YR5/4 | Salo NCM 6/2/2021 AK
I 0-31 | 10YR 3/2| Salo
5 AR-1 17 Il 31-41 | 10YR5/4 | Salo NCM 6/2/2021 RM
No dig,
5 AR-1 18 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/2/2021 RM pushpile
No dig,
5 AR-1 19 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/2/2021 EU pushpile
5 AR-1 20 I 0-22 | 10YR 3/3| Salo NCM 6/2/2021 EU rock impasse
I 0-30 | 10YR4/3| Salo
5 AR-1 21 Il 30-40 | 10YR 5/6 | SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 AK
5 AR-1 22 | 0-34 | 10YR4/3| SalLo NCM | 6/2/2021 EU rock impasse
I: 15%
subangular
I 0-27 | 10YR 4/3| Salo pebbles
Il: 15%
subangular
5 AR-1 23 Il 27-37 | 10YR5/3 | Salo NCM 6/2/2021 AK pebbles
I: 15%
subangular
I 0-30 | 10YR4/3| SalLo pebbles
II: 15%
subangular
5 AR-1 24 Il 30-40 | 10YR 5/3 | SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 EU pebbles








Soil Artifact
Area |Transect| STP# | Strat [ Depth [ Soil Color | Matrix [ Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I 0-24 | 10YR 3/3| SalLo
5 AR-1 25 I 24-34 [ 10YR 5/4| SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 AK I: 5% gravel
I 0-34 [ 10YR 3/3| Salo
5 AR-1 26 I 34-44 [ 10YR 5/4 | SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 EU I: 5% gravel
I 0-32 [ 10YR 3/3| Salo
5 AR-1 27 I 32-42 | 10YR 5/4 | SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 AK I: 5% gravel
I 0-40 |[10YR3/3| Salo
5 AR-1 28 Il 40-53 [ 10YR 5/4 | Salo NCM 6/2/2021 RM
I 0-25 [ 10YR 3/3| Salo
5 AR-1 29 Il 25-35 [ 10YR 5/4 | SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 AK
I 0-20 [ 10YR 3/3| Salo
5 AR-1 30 Il 20-30 [ 10YR 5/4 | SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 EU
I 0-15 | 10YR4/2| SalLo
10YR 5/6
m/w 10YR
5 AR-1 31 Il 15-30 5/4 Salo NCM 6/2/2021 AK
I 0-10 | 10YR4/2| SalLo
Il 20-Oct |7.5YR 2/1| Salo
5 AR-1 32 1] 20-40 (7.5YR 4/3| Salo NCM 6/2/2021 EU
I 0-28 | 10YR 3/3| Salo
5 AR-1 33 Il 28-38 [ 10YR 5/6 | SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 AK
I 0-10 |[7.5YR2/1]| Salo
5 AR-1 34 Il 20-Oct | 10YR 5/6 | SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 EU
No dig,
5 AR-1 35 | N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/2/2021 EU pushpile
I: 15%
sm/md gravel
gravel
impasse,
5 AR-1 36 I 0-48 | 10YR 3/2| SalLo NCM 6/2/2021 AK EoT
I 0-24 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
5 AR-2 1 Il 24-34 [ 10YR 5/4 | SalLo NCM 6/4/2021 JC
I 0-27 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
5 AR-2 2 Il 27-37 [ 10YR 5/4 | Salo NCM 6/4/2021 SP soil very dry
I 0-28 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
5 AR-2 3 Il 28-32 [ 10YR 5/4 | SalLo NCM 6/4/2021 AK
I 0-28 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
5 AR-2 4 Il 28-38 [ 10YR 5/4 | SalLo NCM 6/4/2021 SF
I 0-30 | 10YR4/3| SiLo
5 AR-2 5 Il 30-40 [ 10YR5/4| SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 BM








Soil Artifact
Area |Transect| STP# | Strat [ Depth [ Soil Color | Matrix [ Summary Date Recorder | Comments
No dig,
disturbed/
transmission
pole and
5 AR-2 6 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/4/2021 EU cables
I 0-28 | 10YR4/3| Salo
5 AR-2 7 Il 28-34 [ 10YR6/4| SalLo NCM 6/4/2021 EU rock impasse
I 0-36 | 10YR4/3| Salo
5 AR-2 8 Il 36-46 | 10YR6/4 | SalLo NCM 6/4/2021 AK
5 AR-2 9 I 0-28 | 10YR4/3| SalLo NCM 6/4/2021 SP rock impasse
I 0-32 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
5 AR-2 10 Il 3242 [ 10YR6/4| SalLo NCM 6/4/2021 SF
I 0-20 | 10YR 4/3| SalLo
5 AR-2 11 Il 20-30 [ 10YR6/4| SalLo NCM 6/4/2021 BM
I 0-35 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
5 AR-2 12 Il 35-45 [ 10YR6/4| SalLo NCM 6/4/2021 EU
I 0-32 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
5 AR-2 13 Il 32-50 [ 10YR5/6 | SalLo NCM 6/4/2021 AK
I 0-27 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
5 AR-2 14 Il 27-37 [ 10YR5/6 | SalLo NCM 6/4/2021 SP
I 0-32 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
5 AR-2 15 Il 3242 [ 10YR 3/2| SalLo NCM 6/4/2021 SF
I 0-35 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
5 AR-2 16 Il 35-45 [ 10YR6/2| SalLo NCM 6/4/2021 BM
I 0-30 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
5 AR-2 17 Il 30-40 [ 10YR6/2| SalLo NCM 6/4/2021 AK
5 AR-2 18 I 0-40 [ 10YR4/3| SalLo NCM 6/4/2021 EU rock impasse
5 AR-2 19 I 0-32 | 10YR4/3| SalLo NCM 6/4/2021 SF rock impasse
II: 50% gravel
and
I 0-21 | 10YR4/3| Salo subangular
5 AR-2 20 Il 21-25 [ 10YR6/2 | Salo NCM 6/4/2021 SP cobbles
I 0-28 | 10YR4/3| Salo
5 AR-3 1 Il 28-38 [ 10YR 6/3 | SalLo NCM 6/4/2021 SF
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Survey Area 6

Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
boulders

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
boulders

0-30
30-40

10YR 4/4
10YR 6/4

Salo
Salo

NCM

5/28/2021

CF

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
drainage

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
drainage

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
drainage

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
drainage

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
drainage

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
drainage

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
drainage








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
drainage

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
drainage

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
drainage

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
drainage

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
drainage

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
drainage

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
wetland

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
wetland

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
wetland








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
wetland

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
drainage

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
drainage
metal blade
for machinery
found near K-
2, not
collected

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
drainage

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
drainage

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
drainage

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
drainage

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
drainage








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

0-24
24-34

10YR 4/4
10YR 5/4

Salo
SaCl

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

I: 25% gravel
II: 25%
gravel

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
boulders,
disturbed,
deadfall,

brush,
wetland

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
boulders,
disturbed,
deadfall,

brush,
wetland

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
boulders,
disturbed,
deadfall,

brush,
wetland

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
boulders,
disturbed,
deadfall,

brush,
wetland

0-35

10YR 4/4

Salo

NCM

5/28/2021

CF

rock impasse
@ 35 cmbs

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

CF

No dig,
disturbed,
pushpiles of
deadfall and
boulders,
dense
secondary
growth,
heavy
machinery
ruts








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

CF

No dig,
disturbed,
pushpiles of
deadfall and
boulders,
dense
secondary
growth,
heavy
machinery
ruts

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

CF

No dig,
disturbed,
pushpiles of
deadfall and
boulders,
dense
secondary
growth,
heavy
machinery
ruts

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

CF

No dig,
disturbed,
pushpiles of
deadfall and
boulders,
dense
secondary
growth,
heavy
machinery
ruts








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

CF

No dig,
disturbed,
pushpiles of
deadfall and
boulders,
dense
secondary
growth,
heavy
machinery
ruts

0-19
19-30

7.5YR 4/4
7.5YR 5/6

Salo
SacCl

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

I: 25%
gravel,
mottled w
redox
offset 5m S
due to
disturbance

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

No dig,
disturbed;
brush,
deadfall,
boulders,
wetland

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

No dig,
disturbed;
brush,
deadfall,
boulders,
wetland

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

No dig,
disturbed;
brush,
deadfall,
boulders,
wetland

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

No dig,
disturbed;
brush,
deadfall,
boulders,
wetland








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect| STP# |[Strat|Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
No dig,
disturbed;
brush,
deadfall,
boulders,
6 P 6 N/A | N/A N/A N/A NCM | 5/28/2021 ww wetland
No dig,
disturbed;
brush,
deadfall,
boulders,
6 P 7 N/A | N/A N/A N/A NCM | 5/28/2021 ww wetland
No dig,
rutted,
6 Q 1 N/A| N/A N/A N/A NCM | 5/28/2021 CF disturbed
No dig,
rutted,
6 Q 2 N/A| N/A N/A N/A NCM | 5/28/2021 CF disturbed
No dig,
rutted,
6 Q 3 N/A| N/A N/A N/A NCM | 5/28/2021 CF disturbed
No dig,
rutted,
6 Q 4 N/A| N/A N/A N/A NCM | 5/28/2021 CF disturbed
No dig,
rutted,
6 Q 5 N/A| N/A N/A N/A NCM | 5/28/2021 CF disturbed
I: 25%
cobbles
I 0-20 |7.5YR4/4| Salo Il: 25%
6 R 1 Il 120-30 |7.5YR5/4| SaCl NCM [5/28/2021 ww cobbles
I 0-37 [ 10YR 4/4 Salo
6 S 1 Il | 37-47 | 10YR 6/4 Salo NCM |5/28/2021 CF
1: 35%
cobbles
II: 35%
cobbles
I 0-35 |7.5YR4/4| Salo offset 3m
6 T 1 Il |35-45|7.5YR5/4| SaCl NCM |5/28/2021 ww SW
I 0-25 | 10YR 4/4 Salo
6 U 1 Il | 25-35| 10YR 6/4 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 CF
I: 35% gravel
I 0-27 |7.5YR4/4| Salo Il: 35%
6 \ 1 Il | 27-37 |7.5YR5/4| SaCl NCM |[5/28/2021 ww gravel








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
drainage,
dead fall

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
wetland

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
wetland

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
wetland

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
wetland

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
wetland

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
wetland

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
wetland

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
wetland








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
wetland

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
wetland

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
hydric

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
hydric

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
hydric

2A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
hydric, slope
> 15%

2A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
hydric, within
drainage

2B

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

5/28/2021

ww

Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
hydric, slope
> 15%








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect| STP# |[Strat|Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
Not dug,
disturbed,
brush,
deadfall,
hydric, slope
6 2B 2 N/A| N/A N/A N/A NCM | 5/28/2021 ww > 15%
I: 35% gravel
I 0-10 |7.5YR4/4| Salo II: 35%
6 2C 1 Il | 10-20 |7.5YR 5/4| SaCl NCM |5/28/2021 Www gravel
I 0-36 | 10YR4/2| Salo
6 2D 1 Il | 36-46 |7.5YR 4/6| Salo NCM |[5/28/2021 CF
rock impasse
6 2D 2 I 0-30 [ 10YR 4/2| Salo NCM | 5/28/2021 ww @ 30 cmbs
I 0-20 | 10YR 4/2 Salo
Il | 20-33 | 10YR 4/4 Salo
6 2D 3 Il | 33-43 | 10YR 4/6 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 Www strat Il hydric
I 0-30 | 10YR 4/2 Salo
6 2D 4 I | 30-40 | 10YR 4/6 Salo NCM |[5/28/2021 CF
rock impasse
6 2D 5 I 0-32 [ 10YR 4/2| Salo NCM | 5/28/2021 ww @ 32 cmbs
I 0-35 | 10YR 4/2| Salo
6 2D 6 Il |35-45|7.5YR4/3| Salo NCM [5/28/2021 ww
I 0-25 | 10YR 4/3| Salo
6 2D 7 Il | 25-35|7.5YR4/6| Salo NCM |[5/28/2021 CF
I: redox/
hydric
hydric @ 20
6 2D 8 I 0-20 [ 10YR 3/4| Salo NCM | 5/28/2021 ww cmbs
I: redox/
hydric
hydric @ 20
6 2D 9 I 0-20 [ 10YR 3/4| Salo NCM | 5/28/2021 CF cmbs
I: redox/
hydric
hydric @ 20
6 2D 10 I 0-20 [ 10YR 3/4| Salo NCM | 5/28/2021 ww cmbs








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect| STP# |[Strat|Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: fence wire,
not collected
root impasse
6 2D 11 [ 0-39 [ 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 ww @ 39 cmbs
6 2D 12 N/A| N/A N/A N/A NCM [ 5/28/2021 CF No dig, slope
I 0-30 | 10YR 4/4 Salo
6A 1 1 Il 30-40| 10YR 4/6 Salo NCM |#HHHEHEH | KGM
I 0-25 | 10YR 4/4 Salo
6A 1 2 Il 25-35| 10YR 4/6 Salo NCM |#HHHHHt| EWU
I 0-21 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6A 2 1 Il 21-31| 10YR 6/4 SiLo NCM |#HHt| MDA
I 0-20 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6A 2 2 Il 20-30| 10YR 6/2 SiLo NCM |#HHHHHHT KM
I 0-33 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6A 2 3 Il 33-43| 10YR 6/2 SaSi NCM |#HHHHHHt| EWU
I 0-35 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6A 2 4 Il 35-50| 10YR 6/2 SaSi NCM |#HHHHHHE CTF
I 0-22 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6A 2 5 Il 22-40| 10YR 6/2 SaSi NCM |#HHHHHHt| MDA
I 0-33 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo
6A 3 1 Il 33-43| 10YR 6/1 | SiClLo NCM || EWU
I 0-22 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo
6A 3 2 Il 22-35| 10YR 5/3 | SiClLo NCM | #####E | KGM
I 0-27 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo
6A 3 3 Il 27-42|1 10YR 5/3 | SiClLo NCM | #i#HHHHH CTF
Rock
impasse at
6A 3 4 | 0-25 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM |####f#| EWU 25cmbs
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo
6A 3 5 Il 30-40| 10YR 6/6 | SiClLo NCM | #### | KGM
10YR
3/2
I 0-30 10YR SiLo
6A 3 6 Il 30-40 6/6 SiClLo NCM | #i#HHHHH CTF
10YR
3/2
I 0-25 10YR Salo
6A 3 7 Il 25-35 5/3 SiClLo NCM | #HHHHHHE | MDA








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect| STP# |[Strat|Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
10YR
3/2
I 0-24 10YR Salo
6A 3 8 I | 24-35 5/3 SiClLo NCM | #tHHHEE | EWU
10YR
3/2
[ 0-40 10YR Salo
6A 3 9 I | 40-50 5/3 SiClLo NCM  |#HHHHEH | KGM
10YR
3/3
[ 0-25 7.5YR SiLo
6A 4 1 I | 25-35 6/6 SiLo NCM | #HHHH# | EWU
10YR
3/3
[ 0-25 7.5YR SiLo
6A 4 2 I | 25-35 6/6 SiLo NCM | #HHHHH# | MDA
Rock
10YR impasse at
6A 4 3 [ 0-36 3/3 SiLo NCM  |#HaHHHHE| CTF 36cmbs
10YR
3/3
[ 0-26 10YR SiLo
6A 4 4 I | 26-32 3/3 SiLo NCM | #HHHHEH | KGM
10YR
3/3
[ 0-30 10YR SiLo
6A 4 5 I | 30-40 3/3 SiLo NCM | #HHHH# | EWU
10YR
3/3 Rock
| 0-25 10YR SiLo impasse at
6A 4 6 I | 25-30 3/3 SiLo NCM  |#HaAHHHE| KGM 30cmbs
10YR
6A 4 7 | 0-26 3/3 SiLo NCM | #HHHHH | MDA
10YR
3/3
I 0-15 7.5YR SiLo
6A 4 8 Il 15-25 6/6 SiLo NCM | #iHHHH | EWU 7% gravel
10YR
3/3
I 0-30 7.5YR SiLo
6A 4 9 I | 30-40 6/6 SiLo NCM | #HHHHH | CTF
10YR
3/3
I 0-29 7.5YR Salo
6A 5 1 I | 29-40 6/6 Salo NCM | #HHHEHH | KGM








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect| STP# |[Strat|Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
10YR
3/3
I 0-25 7.5YR Salo
6A 5 2 I | 25-35 6/6 Salo NCM |#HHHHHHE| EWU
10YR
3/3
[ 0-30 7.5YR Salo
6A 5 3 I | 30-40 6/6 Salo NCM | #HHHHHHHE CTF
10YR
3/3
I 0-19 7.5YR Salo
6A 5 4 Il 19-30 6/6 Salo NCM  |#HAHHHHE| MDA
Rock
10YR impasse at
6A 5 5 [ 0-30 3/3 Salo NCM | ##HHH8HHE| EWU 30cmbs
10YR
3/3
I 0-27 7.5YR Salo
6A 5 6 I | 27-40 6/6 Salo NCM | #HHHHHHHE CTF
10YR
3/3
I 0-29 7.5YR Salo
6A 5 7 I | 29-39 6/6 Salo NCM  |#HAHHHHE| MDA
Rock
10YR Impasse at
6A 6 1 [ 0-20 3/3 Salo NCM | #HaAHHE | KGM 20cmbs
[ 0-20 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6A 6 2 Il | 20-30]| 10YR 5/3 SiLo NCM  |#HaHHHHE| EWU
10YR
3/3
[ 0-25 10YR SiLo
6A 6 3 I | 25-35 5/3 SiLo NCM |#HHHHHHE| CTS
10YR
3/3
I 0-20 7.5YR Salo
6A 6 4 Il | 20-40 6/6 Salo NCM  |#HHAHHH| CTS
10YR
3/3
[ 0-30 7.5YR Salo
6A 6 5 I | 30-40 6/6 Salo NCM |#HHHHHHE| EWU
10YR
3/3
[ 0-30 7.5YR Salo
6A 6 6 I | 30-40 6/6 Salo NCM  |#HaHHHH | KGM








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect| STP# |[Strat|Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
10YR
3/3
[ 0-25 10YR SiLo
6A 7 1 I | 25-35 5/3 SiLo NCM  |#HAHHHHE| EWU
10YR
3/3
[ 0-30 10YR SiLo
6A 7 2 I | 30-40 5/3 SiLo NCM  |#HaHHHHE| CTF
Rock
10YR impasse at
6A 7 3 [ 0-18 3/3 Salo NCM | #HaAHHE | KGM 18cmbs
10YR
4/3
[ 0-21 10YR Salo
6A 7 4 | 21-31 5/3 Salo NCM |#HAHHHHE| MDA
10YR
4/3
[ 0-25 10YR Salo
6A 7 5 Il | 25-35 5/3 Salo NCM  |#HaHHHH | KGM
10YR
3/3
[ 0-20 7.5YR SiLo
6A 8 1 I | 20-40 6/6 SiLo NCM  |#HaHHHHE| MDA
10YR
3/3
[ 0-30 7.5YR SiLo
6A 8 2 I | 30-40 6/6 SiLo NCM  |#HAHHHHE| EWU
10YR
3/3
[ 0-25 7.5YR SiLo
6A 8 3 I | 25-35 6/6 SiLo NCM  |#HaAHHHE| KGM
10YR
3/3
[ 0-33 7.5YR SiLo
6A 8 4 I | 3343 6/6 SiLo NCM  |#HaHHHHE| CTF
[ 0-20 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6A 9 1 I | 20-30]| 10YR 5/3 SiLo NCM |#HaHHHH| KGM
10YR
3/3
[ 0-25 10YR SiLo
6A 9 2 I | 25-35 5/3 SiLo NCM |#HBHHHHE|] GWV
Rock
10YR impasse at
6A 9 3 [ 0-25 3/3 SiLo NCM |#HHAHHH| CTS 25cmbs








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect| STP# |[Strat|Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
Rock
10YR impasse at
6A 9 4 [ 0-25 3/3 SiLo NCM |#HaAHHHE| KGM 25cmbs
10YR
3/3
[ 0-30 10YR SiLo
6A 10 1 I | 30-40 6/2 SiLo NCM  |#HAHHHHE| EWU
10YR
3/3
[ 0-26 10YR SiLo
6A 10 2 Il | 26-36 6/2 SiLo NCM | #HHHHHHHE KM
10YR
3/3
[ 0-30 10YR SiLo
6A 10 3 I | 30-40 6/2 SiLo NCM  |#HAHHHHE| EWU
10YR
3/5
[ 0-30 7.5YR SiLo
6A 10 4 I | 30-40 5/3 SiLo NCM  |#HaHHHHE| EWU
10YR
3/3
[ 0-22 10YR SiLo
6A 10 5 I | 22-38 6/2 SiLo NCM  |#HaHHHHE| MDA
I 0-27 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6A 11 1 I | 27-37|7.5YR 6/6 SiLo NCM  |#H8HHHHE| CTF
[ 0-25 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6A 11 2 I | 25-35|7.5YR 6/6 SiLo NCM |#HaaHHHE| KGM
I 0-35 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6A 11 3 I | 35-45|7.5YR 6/6 SiLo NCM  |#HEHHHHE|] EWU
[ 0-25 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6A 11 4 I | 25-35|7.5YR 6/6 SiLo NCM |#HaAHHHE| KGM
10YR
3/3
[ 0-26 7.5YR SiLo
6A 11 5 Il | 26-36 6/6 SiLo NCM |#HAHHHHE| EWU
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6A 11 6 I | 30-42|7.5YR 6/6 SiLo NCM  |#HEHHHHE| CTF
I 0-20 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6A 12 1 I | 20-30| 10YR 6/2 SiLo NCM | #iHtHHHH | MDA
[ 0-60 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo Sub soil at
6A 12 2 II | 60-60| 10YR 6/4 SiLo NCM | #HEHAHH| KGM  [rock impasse








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect| STP# |[Strat|Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
| 0-33 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6A 12 3 Il | 33-45| 10YR 6/2 SiLo NCM | #HEHHEEH | EWU
| 0-32 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6A 12 4 I | 32-45| 10YR 6/2 SiLo NCM | #BHHEEH| CTF
10YR
3/3
| 0-40 10YR SiLo
6A 12 5 I | 40-50 6/2 SiLo NCM | #HBHHEEH | EWU
10YR
3/3
| 0-30 10YR SiLo
6A 12 6 I | 30-40 6/2 SiLo NCM | #HHHHHEH | KGM
10YR
3/3
| 0-25 7.5YR SiLo
6A 12 7 I | 25-35 5/3 SiLo NCM | #HEHHEEH | EWU
| 0-35 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6A 12 8 II | 35-45| 10YR 6/4 SiLo NCM | #HEHHEEH | MDA
| 0-28 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6A 12 9 Il | 28-40| 10YR 6/2 SiLo NCM | #EHHEEH| CTF
6A 12 10 N/A | N/A N/A N/A NCM | #HHHHHEHE N/A Frozen
6A 12 11 N/A | N/A N/A N/A NCM | HHBHHEE N/A Frozen
No dig,
6A 12 12 N/A | N/A N/A N/A NCM | #HHHHEHE N/A frozen
I 0-26 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo
6A 13 1 Il |26-39 | 10YR 6/4 SiLo NCM | ##| MDA
I 0-35 [ 10YR 4/4| Salo
6A 13 2 Il |35-45|10YR6/4| SaClLo NCM | tHHHHEHH EU
I 0-35 | 10YR4/4| Salo
6A 13 3 Il |35-45| 10YR6/4| SaClLo NCM | Bt CF
I 0-30 | 10YR 4/4 SiLo
6A 13 4 Il | 30-40 | 10YR 6/4 SiLo NCM | #HHHHE|  KGM
I 0-30 [ 10YR 4/4 SiLo Top cm
6A 13 5 Il |30-41| 10YR 6/4 SiLo NCM | B EU frozen
I 0-27 | 10YR 4/4 SiLo
6A 13 6 Il | 27-40 | 10YR 6/4 SiLo NCM | #HHHHE|  KGM
I 0-20 | 10YR 4/4 SiLo
6A 13 7 I | 20-30 | 10YR 6/4 SiLo NCM | #HHHHAEE|  KGM
rock
impasse; top
6A 13 8 I 0-28 | 10YR 4/4 SiLo NCM | #HHHHHHE EU 8 cm frozen
6A 13 9 I 0-30 | 10YR 4/4 SiLo NCM |##HHHEH#| KGM  |rock impasse
I 0-26 | 10YR 4/4 SiLo
6A 13 10 Il | 26-38 | 10YR 6/4 SiLo NCM | #HHHH CF








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect| STP# |[Strat|Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
rock
impasse; top
6A 13 11 I 0-24 | 10YR 4/4 SiLo NCM | #HHHHEHEE EU 10 cm frozen
I 0-30 | 10YR 4/4 SiLo
6A 13 12 I | 30-40 | 10YR 6/4 SiLo NCM |#HtHHt| MDA
I 0-30 [ 10YR4/4| Salo
6A 14 1 I | 30-40 [ 10YR6/4| Salo NCM | #HHHHAH]  KGM
I 0-30 | 10YR4/4| Salo
6A 14 2 I |30-40 | 10YR6/4| Salo NCM | #HHHHH EU
I 0-30 [ 10YR4/4| Salo
6A 14 3 I |30-40 [ 10YR6/4| Salo NCM | Bt CF
I 0-30 | 10YR4/4| Salo
6A 14 4 I | 30-40 | 10YR6/4| Salo NCM | #iH#| MDA
I 0-30 [ 10YR4/4| Salo
6A 14 5 I | 30-40 [ 10YR6/4| Salo NCM | Bt EU
No dig,
6A 14 6 N/A | N/A N/A N/A NCM | #HHHHHHHE EU frozen
I 0-29 | 10YR4/4| Salo
6A 14 7 I ]129-39 [ 10YR6/4| SalLo NCM | Bt CF
I 0-30 | 10YR4/4| Salo
6A 14 8 I |30-40 | 10YR6/4| Salo NCM | #HHHHAEE]  KGM
I 0-33 [ 10YR4/4| Salo
6A 14 9 Il |33-43 [ 10YR6/4| Salo NCM | Bt EU
I 0-30 | 10YR4/4| Salo
6A 14 10 I | 30-40 | 10YR6/4| Salo NCM | #HHHHHH CF
I 0-35 [ 10YR4/4| Salo Charcoal
6A 14 11 Il |35-45|10YR6/3| Salo NCM | Bt EU chunks
I 0-30 | 10YR4/4| Salo
6A 14 12 I |30-40 | 10YR6/4| Salo NCM | #HHHHAE]  KGM
I 0-30 [ 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6A 15 1 Il | 30-40 [ 10YR 6/1 SiLo NCM | Bt CF
I 0-22 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6A 15 2 Il |22-34 | 10YR 6/1 SiLo NCM  |#HtHHt| MDA
6A 15 3 | | 0-23 | 10YR3/3| SiLo NCM |###HHH##| EU  |rock impasse
6A 15 4 I 0-20 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo NCM | ##Hi#HHEHE| KGM  [rock impasse
6A 15 5 | | 0-20 | 10YR3/3| SiLo NCM |##HHH###| EU  |rock impasse
I 0-25 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6A 15 6 Il |25-35]| 10YR 6/1 SiLo NCM | #HHHHAEE  KGM
I 0-19 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6A 15 7 Il ]119-30 [ 10YR 6/1 SiLo NCM | #tHHHHE| MDA
I 0-25 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6A 15 8 Il |25-35]| 10YR 6/1 SiLo NCM | #HHHHH CF








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect| STP# |[Strat|Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
6A 15 9 I 0-33 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo NCM | #HHHHEHEE EU rock impasse
I 0-30 [ 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6A 15 10 I |30-40 | 10YR 6/1 SiLo NCM | #tit|  KGM
I 0-25 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6A 15 11 Il |25-35| 10YR 6/1 SiLo NCM | #####H | KGM
No dig,
6A 16 1 N/A | N/A N/A N/A NCM | #HHHHHHE CF frozen
No dig,
6A 16 2 N/A [ N/A N/A N/A NCM | #HHHHHHHEE EU frozen
No dig,
6A 16 3 N/A | N/A N/A N/A NCM | #iHEHHHEE]  KGM frozen
I 0-23 | 10YR4/4| Salo
6A 16 4 Il |23-33|10YR6/4| Salo NCM  |##HHHH##| MDA
6A 16 5 I 0-20 | 10YR 4/3| SalLo NCM | ##HiHHAEHE| KGM  [rock impasse
I 0-30 [ 10YR4/3| Salo
6A 16 6 Il 30-45 | 10YR 5/3 | SaClLo NCM HitHHHHHE CF
I 0-26 | 10YR4/3| Salo
6A 16 7 Il |26-36 | 10YR 5/3 | SaClLo NCM | #HHHHHH EU
I 0-25 | 10YR4/3| Salo
6A 16 8 Il |25-35|10YR5/3| SaClLo NCM | #tHHHHE| MDA
I 0-25 [ 10YR4/3| Salo
6A 16 9 Il |25-35| 10YR5/3 | SaClLo NCM | #HHHHH EU
6A 17 1 I 0-20 | 10YR 4/3| Salo NCM |##HaHEH#| KGM  |rock impasse
No dig,
6A 18 1 N/A| N/A N/A N/A NCM | #HHHHHHE CF drainage
6A 19 1 | | 0-30 [ 10YR4/3| Salo NCM |##HHHH##|  EU  |rock impasse
I 0-40 | 10YR4/4| Salo
6A 20 1 I |40-50 | 10YR 6/4| Salo NCM  |#HtHH| MDA
soil frozen to
| 0-36 | 10YR 3/3 Salo cmbs
6B 1 1 I |36-50 | 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM 12-6-20 AMK rust staining
| 0-30 [ 10YR4/7 | Salo
6B 2 1 I |30-40 | 10YR6/4| Salo NCM |12/6/2020( SRE
| 0-25 | 10YR4/7 | Salo
6B 2 2 I |25-40 | 10YR6/4| Salo NCM |12/6/2020( SRE
| 0-50 [ 10YR 4/7 | Salo
6B 2 3 I |50-60 | 10YR6/4| Salo NCM |12/6/2020( SRE
| 0-27 | 10YR3/3| Salo
6B 3 1 I |27-37 | 10YR 6/4 SacCl NCM |12/8/2020 RH
| 0-24 | 10YR3/3| Salo
6B 3 2 I |24-34 | 10YR 6/4 SacCl NCM |12/8/2020 RH








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect| STP# |[Strat|Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I 0-20 [ 10YR 3/3 Salo
6B 3 3 I |20-30 | 10YR 6/4 SaCl NCM | 12/8/2020 RH
I 0-25 [ 10YR 3/3 Salo
6B 3 4 Il |25-36 | 10YR 6/3 SaCl NCM |12/8/2020 RH
[ 0-38 [ 10YR 3/3 Salo
6B 4 1 I |38-57|10YR6/3| SaClLo NCM |12/6/2020| AMK BOT
10YR
| 0-27 3/4 Salo
Il [27-31 [ 10YR 2/1 Salo
6B 4 2 I | 31-52 | 10YR7/3| SaClLo NCM |12/6/2020| AMK
10YR 3/4
10YR 7/3
I 0-29 |m/w 10YR| Salo
6B 4 3 Il | 29-50 6/4 SaClLo NCM |12/6/2020| AMK
~ 5 cm of
I 0-29 [ 10YR 3/3 SalLo snow on
6B 4 4 Il | 29-42 | 10YR 6/4 Sa NCM | ##HHHHE AK ground
I 0-31 [ 10YR 3/3 Salo ~10%
6B 4 5 Il |31-41 ]| 10YR 6/4 Sa NCM | #tHHH AK cobbles
I 0-28 | 10YR 3/3 Salo
6B 4 6 Il | 28-38 | 10YR 6/4 Sa NCM | #HHHEHH# AK
Il: compact
sub
termination
I 0-40 | 10YR 3/1 Salo compact
6B 5 1 Il | 40-45| 10YR 6/4 Salo NCM | ########| SRE frozen soils
sub
termination
I 0-35 | 10YR 3/1 Salo compact
6B 5 2 Il | 35-40 | 10YR 6/4 Salo NCM | ####H###| SRE frozen soils
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/4 Salo
6B 5 3 Il | 30-45]|10YR 7/8 Sa NCM | ###t|  SRE
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/4 Salo
6B 5 4 Il | 30-40 | 10YR 6/6 Sa NCM | #HHHHHH| SRE
I 0-40 | 10YR 3/4 Salo
6B 5 5 Il | 40-50 | 10YR 6/6 Sa NCM |###HaHHH#| SRE
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/4 Salo
6B 5 6 Il |1 30-35| 10YR 6/6 Sa NCM |#mHaHi#| SRE
I 0-25 [ 10YR 3/4 Salo
6B 5 7 Il | 25-35]| 10YR 6/6 Sa NCM |###HaHHH#| SRE
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/2 Salo
6B 5 8 Il | 30-40 | 10YR 4/4 Sa NCM |#mHaHi#| SRE








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect| STP# |[Strat|Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
rock
6B 5 9 I 0-30 [ 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM | ##tt| SRE termination
| 0-35 | 10YR 3/2 Salo termination at
6B 6 1 Il | 35-40 | 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM | #i##HHHH KH subsoil
| 0-35 | 10YR 3/2 Salo termination at
6B 6 2 Il | 35-40 | 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM | #####H#H#H#H KH subsaoil
| 0-40 | 10YR 3/2 Salo termination at
6B 6 3 Il | 40-45| 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM | #i##HHHH KH subsoil
I 0-25 [ 10YR 3/2| Salo termination at
6B 6 4 Il |1 25-30 | 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM | #####H#H#H#H KH subsaoil
I 0-35 [ 10YR 3/2| SalLo termination at
6B 6 5 Il | 35-40 | 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM | #i##HHHH KH subsoil
| 0-30 | 10YR 3/2 Salo termination at
6B 6 6 Il |1 30-35| 10YR6/3 Sa NCM | #####H#H#H#H KH subsaoil
| 0-25 | 10YR 3/3 Salo termination at
6B 6 7 Il | 25-30 | 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM | #i##HHHH KH subsoil
| 0-20 | 10YR 3/3 Salo termination at
6B 6 8 Il 1 20-25| 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM | #####H#H#H#H KH subsaoil
| 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 Salo termination at
6B 6 9 Il | 30-35| 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM | #i##HHHH KH subsoil
| 0-20 | 10YR 3/3 Salo termination at
6B 6 10 Il 1 20-25| 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM | #####H#H#H#H KH subsaoil
| 0-25 | 10YR 3/3 Salo termination at
6B 6 11 Il | 25-30 | 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM | #i##HHHH KH subsoil
10% cobbles
| 0-29 | 10YR 3/4 Salo ~5 cm of
Il 129-34 | 10YR 5/6 Salo sSnow on
6B 7 1 Il | 34-46 | 7.5YR 6/3 Sa NCM | #####H#H#H#H AK surface
I: 10%
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/4 Salo cobbles
6B 7 2 Il | 30-50 | 10YR 6/4 Sa NCM | #i##HHHH AK Il: redox
I: 10%
| 0-30 | 10YR 3/4 Salo cobbles
6B 7 3 Il | 30-50 | 10YR 6/4 Sa NCM | ####H#H#H#H AK Il: redox








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect| STP# |[Strat|Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 15%
I 0-28 | 10YR 3/4 Salo cobbles
6B 7 4 Il | 28-50 | 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM | Bt AK II: redox
I 0-29 | 10YR 3/4| Salo
6B 7 5 Il |29-48 | 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM | #HHHHHH AK
I 0-28 | 10YR 3/4| Salo
6B 7 6 Il |28-39 | 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM | Bt AK
I: 1 verylg
flat rock at 18
I 0-32 [ 10YR 3/4 Salo cmbs
6B 7 7 Il |32-43 | 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM | #HHHH AK II: redox
I 0-29 | 10YR 3/4 Salo I: pebbles
6B 7 8 Il |29-39 | 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM | Bt AK II: redox
I 0-29 [ 10YR 3/4 SalLo I: pebbles
6B 7 9 Il |29-39 | 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM | #HH AK II: redox
|: started to
see sub but
6B 7 10 | 0-28 | 10YR 3/4| SalLo NCM | #HHEHHEBE AK rock impasse
I 0-32 | 10YR 3/4 Salo I: rocky
6B 7 11 Il | 32-46 | 10YR 6/4 Sa NCM | #HHHHHH AK redox
I 0-28 | 10YR 3/4| Salo
6B 7 12 Il | 28-38 | 10YR 6/4 Sa NCM | Bt AK
I 0-25 [ 10YR 3/4| Salo
6B 7 13 Il | 25-45| 10YR 6/4 Sa NCM | #HHHHHH AK
I: frozen/ rock
compaction
6B 8 1 I 0-10 | 10YR 3/4| Salo NCM | ##HHEHEH| SRE termination
I: frozen/ rock
compaction
6B 8 2 I 0-19 | 10YR 3/4| Salo NCM | #HHHHH|  SRE termination
I: frozen/ rock
compaction
6B 8 3 I 0-20 | 10YR 3/4| Salo NCM | ##HHEHEH| SRE termination
No dig,
6B 8 4 | NA| NA N/A N/A NCM |###tHHH#|  SRE pushpile








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect| STP# |[Strat|Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
[ 0-30 [ 10YR 3/3 Salo
Il 1 30-50 | 10YR 2/1 Salo
6B 8 5 Il | 50-60 | 10YR 6/6 Sa NCM | st SRE
[ 0-30 [ 10YR 3/3 Salo
6B 8 6 Il | 30-35| 10YR 6/6 Sa NCM | #t| SRE
[ 0-40 | 10YR 3/3 Salo
6B 8 7 I | 40-50 | 10YR 6/6 SalLo NCM | #####H###| SRE
6B 8 8 [ 0-30 [ 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM | ####HH| SRE rock impasse
[ 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 Salo
6B 8 9 I | 30-40 | 10YR 6/6 SalLo NCM | ########| SRE
[ 0-30 [ 10YR 3/3 Salo
6B 8 10 Il | 30-40 | 10YR 6/6 SalLo NCM | ##t| SRE
6B 8 11 I 0-30 [ 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM |#HaHHH#| SRE rock impasse
6B 8 12 [ 0-35 [ 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM | ####HH| SRE rock impasse
6B 8 13 | | 0-35 | 10YR3/3| Salo NCM |##HHHH#H|  SRE  |rock impasse
6B 8 14 [ 0-40 [ 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM | ###HHH| SRE rock impasse
No dig due to
6B 9 1 N/A | N/A N/A N/A NCM | #HHH#HH KH pushpile
No dig due to
6B 9 2 N/A [ N/A N/A N/A NCM | #HHHHHHH KH pushpile
I: <10% rock
beginning of
transect,
| 0-25 | 10YR 3/3 Salo terminated at
6B 9 3 Il | 25-30 | 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM | #i##HHHH KH subsoil
I: <10% rock
| 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 Salo terminated at
6B 9 4 Il |1 30-35| 10YR6/3 Sa NCM | #####H#H#H#H KH subsaoil
I: <10% rock
| 0-25 | 10YR 3/3 Salo terminated at
6B 9 5 Il | 25-30 | 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM | #i##HHHH KH subsoil








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect| STP# |[Strat|Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: <10% rock
I 0-35 [ 10YR 3/3| Salo terminated at
6B 9 6 Il | 35-40 | 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM | ##HHHHE KH subsoil
I: <10% rock
| 0-20 | 10YR 3/3 Salo terminated at
6B 9 7 Il | 20-25| 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM | #itHHH KH subsoil
I 0-20 [ 10YR 3/3| SalLo terminated at
6B 9 8 Il | 20-30 | 10YR 5/4 Sa NCM | ##HHHH KH subsoil
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 Salo terminated at
6B 9 9 Il | 30-35 | 10YR 5/4 Sa NCM | #itHHH KH subsoil
I 0-30 [ 10YR3/3| SalLo terminated at
6B 9 10 Il | 30-35]|10YR 6/3 Sa NCM | ##HHHH KH subsoil
I: ~10% rock
| 0-35 | 10YR 3/3 Salo terminated at
6B 9 11 Il | 35-40 | 10YR 5/4 Sa NCM | #itHHH KH subsoil
I: ~10% rock
I 0-25 [ 10YR 3/3 SalLo terminated at
6B 9 12 Il |25-30 | 10YR 5/4 Sa NCM | ##HHHH KH subsoil
I: ~10% rock
| 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 Salo terminated at
6B 9 13 I | 30-35 | 10YR 5/4 Sa NCM | #itHHH KH subsoil
No dig,
drainage
6B 9 14 N/A| N/A N/A N/A NCM | #HHHHHHE KH dtich
No dig,
drainage
6B 9 15 N/A | N/A N/A N/A NCM | #HHHHH KH dtich
I 0-32 | 10YR 3/4 Salo
Il |32-34 | 10YR 2/1 Salo
6B 10 1 Il | 34-48 | 10YR 6/4 Sa NCM | ##HHEHH# AK
I 0-36 | 10YR 3/4 Salo
6B 10 2 Il | 36-46 | 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM | #tHHH AK I: rocky








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect| STP# |[Strat|Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
rock
impasse;
started to see
sub but
6B 10 3 I 0-33 | 10YR 3/4 Salo NCM | ##tHHH AK impassed
I 0-32 | 10YR 3/4 Salo
6B 10 4 Il | 32-42 |7.5YR 5/4 Sa NCM | ##HHHHE AK
some
I 0-32 | 10YR 3/4| Salo cobbles, Ig
6B 10 5 Il |32-42|7.5YR 5/4 Sa NCM | #tHHHHH AK rocks
I 0-34 | 10YR 3/4 Salo
6B 10 6 Il | 34-44 | 7.5YR 5/4 Sa NCM | ##HHHH AK
I 0-34 | 10YR 3/4 Salo
6B 10 7 Il | 34-44 |7.5YR5/6| Salo NCM | #itHHHHH AK
I 0-28 | 10YR 3/4| Salo I: some Ig
6B 10 8 Il | 28-42 |7.5YR5/6| Salo NCM | ##HHHH AK rock
I 0-36 | 10YR 3/4 Salo
6B 10 9 Il |36-52|7.5YR5/6| Salo NCM | #itHHHHH AK rocky
I 0-34 | 10YR 3/4 Salo
Il 134-39 |7.5YR5/6| Salo
6B 10 10 I | 39-49 | 10YR 6/4 Sa NCM |ttt AK I: rocky
rocky, rock
6B 10 11 I 0-32 | 10YR 3/4 Salo NCM | #i##HHHH AK impasse
No dig,
6B 10 12 N/A [ N/A N/A N/A NCM | #HHHHHE AK disturbed
No dig,
6B 10 13 N/A| N/A N/A N/A NCM | #itHHHH AK disturbed
No dig,
6B 10 14 N/A [ N/A N/A N/A NCM | #HHHHHE AK disturbed
I: rock
6B 11 1 | | 0-15 | 10YR3/3| Salo NCM  |#HHH###|  SRE  |rock impasse
I 0-25 [ 10YR 3/3 Salo
6B 11 2 Il | 25-30 | 10YR 6/6 Salo NCM |###HaHHH#| SRE
6B 11 3 I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM  |##HuHH| SRE  |rock impasse
6B 11 4 I 0-30 [ 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM | ##H| SRE  [rock impasse








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect| STP# |[Strat|Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
rock
6B 11 5 I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3| Salo NCM |##HaHHH#| SRE termination
rock
6B 11 6 [ 0-40 | 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM | ####H| SRE termination
[ 0-40 | 10YR 3/3 Salo
6B 11 7 Il | 40-50 | 10YR 5/4 SalLo NCM |#mHaHi#| SRE
[ 0-40 | 10YR 3/3 Salo
6B 11 8 Il | 40-50 | 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM |###HaHHH#| SRE
6B 11 9 [ 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM |##HaHHH#| SRE rock impasse
6B 11 10 [ 0-20 | 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM | ##HHaHEH| SRE rock impasse
[ 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 Salo
6B 11 11 I | 30-40 | 10YR 4/4 SalLo NCM |#mHaHi#| SRE
rock
6B 11 12 I 0-35 [ 10YR 3/3| Salo NCM | ##HHaHEH| SRE termination
rock
6B 11 13 [ 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM |##HaHHH#| SRE termination
I: rocky
beginning of
transect,
| 0-35 | 10YR 3/3 Salo terminated at
6B 12 1 Il | 35-40 | 10YR 5/3 Sa NCM | #i##HHHH KH subsoil
I: rocky
| 0-35 | 10YR 3/3 Salo terminated at
6B 12 2 Il | 35-40 | 10YR 5/3 Sa NCM | #i##HHHH KH subsoil
I: rocky
I 0-25 [ 10YR3/3| SalLo terminated at
6B 12 3 Il | 25-30 | 10YR 5/3 Sa NCM | #i##HHHH KH subsoil
I: rocky
I 0-25 [ 10YR3/3| SalLo terminated at
6B 12 4 Il | 25-30 | 10YR 5/3 Sa NCM | #i##HHHH KH subsoil
I: rocky
| 0-25 | 10YR 3/3 Salo terminated at
6B 12 5 Il | 25-30 | 10YR 5/3 Sa NCM | #i##HHHH KH subsoil








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect| STP# |[Strat|Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: large
cobbles
| 0-20 | 10YR 3/3 Salo terminated at
6B 12 6 Il 1 20-25| 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM | ####HHHH KH subsoil
1 piece
window
glass
found 0-
20 cmbs, I: rocks,
terminate window glass
| 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 Salo d at II; terminated
6B 12 7 Il | 30-35 | 10YR 6/4 Sa subsoil. | #HHHHHHE KH at subsail
I: rock, metal
II: rock
terminated
| 0-20 | 10YR 3/3 Salo due to rock
6B 12 8 Il 1 20-35| 10YR 5/4 Salo |and metal { #iHHHHI KH impasse
I: rocky
| 0-45 | 10YR 3/3 Salo terminated at
6B 12 9 Il | 45-50 | 10YR 6/4 Sa NCM | ####HHHH KH subsoil
I: rocky
| 0-45 | 10YR 3/3 Salo terminated at
6B 12 10 Il | 45-50 | 10YR 6/4 Sa NCM | #i##HHHH KH subsoil
I: rocky
| 0-25 | 10YR 3/3 Salo terminated at
6B 12 11 Il | 25-30 | 10YR 6/4 Sa NCM | #i##HHHH KH subsoil
I: rocky
| 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 Salo terminated at
6B 12 12 Il | 30-35| 10YR 6/4 Sa NCM | #i##HHHH KH subsoil
I: rocky
| 0-20 | 10YR 3/3 Salo terminated at
6B 12 13 Il | 20-25| 10YR 6/4 Sa NCM | #i##HHHH KH subsoil
[ 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 Salo rock
6B 12 7+3S Il | 30-40 | 10YR 4/4 SalLo NCM | #####H#H#H#H SRE termination
rock
6B 12 7+3E [ 0-40 | 10YR 3/3 SalLo NCM | ##ttHHH SRE termination








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect| STP# |[Strat|Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
rock
6B 12 7+3W I 0-35 | 10YR 3/3 SalLo NCM |#HHHHH#| SRE termination
I 0-40 | 10YR 3/3 Salo rock
6B 12 7+1W Il | 40-50 [ 10YR 4/4 Salo NCM | #HHHHHHHH SRE termination
rock
6B 12 7+1S [ 0-40 | 10YR 3/3 SalLo NCM |#HaHHHH#| SRE termination
rock
6B 12 7+1E [ 0-40 | 10YR 3/3 SalLo NCM |#mtaHst| SRE termination
I: rocks
| 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 Salo terminated at
6B 12 8+3N Il | 30-35| 10YR 6/4 Sa NCM | #i##HHHH KH subsoil
I: rocks
| 0-40 | 10YR 3/3 Salo terminated at
6B 12 8+3E Il | 40-45| 10YR 6/4 Sa NCM | #i##HHHH KH subsoil
I: rocks
| 0-25 | 10YR 3/3 Salo terminated at
6B 12 8+3W Il | 25-35| 10YR 6/4 Sa NCM | #i##HHHH KH subsoil
I: rocks
I 0-30 [ 10YR3/3| SalLo terminated at
6B 12 8+1W Il | 30-35| 10YR 6/4 Sa NCM | ####HHHH KH subsoil
I: rocks
rock
6B 12 8+1E [ 0-23 | 10YR 3/3 SalLo NCM | ##ttHH KH termination
I: rocks
| 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 Salo terminated at
6B 12 8+1N Il | 30-40 | 10YR 6/4 Sa NCM | #i##HHHH KH subsoil
rocky
terminated
I 0-30 [ 10YR3/3| Salo due to rock
6B 12 8+7.58| Il | 30-35| 10YR 5/4 Sa NCM | ####HHHH KH impasse
[ 0-30 | 10YR 3/4 Salo
Il 1 30-33| 2.5Y6/3 Sa
6B 13 1 Il | 33-46 | 10YR 6/4 Sa NCM | #HHHH AK rocky
6B 13 2 I 0-17 | 10YR 3/4 Salo NCM | ##HHHH AK rock impasse








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect| STP# |[Strat|Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: rocky
[ 0-31 | 10YR 3/4 Salo II: rocky
Il | 31-36 [7.5YR 5/6| Salo lI: rocky,
6B 13 3 Il | 36-47 | 10YR 6/4 Sa NCM | #tHHiHHH AK redox
[ 0-33 | 10YR 3/4 Salo
6B 13 4 Il |33-38|7.5YR5/6| Salo NCM |##HHHEHHH|  AK I: rocky
ground
| 0-28 | 10YR 3/4 Salo frozen > 10
6B 13 5 Il |128-38|7.5YR5/6| Salo NCM | ##HHHH AK cmbs
[ 0-30 | 10YR 3/4 Salo
6B 13 6 I | 30-40 |7.5YR 5/6| Salo NCM | #HHHEHH# AK
[ 0-25 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6B 13 7 Il | 25-35| 10YR 6/6 SiLo NCM |#HeHe| MDA
6B 13 8 | 0-27 | 10YR3/3| SiLo NCM | #HHt#HH#| MDA [rock impasse
6B 13 9 [ 0-45 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo NCM | ##HH#| MDA [rock impasse
[ 0-32 [ 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6B 13 10 Il |32-42|10YR6/6| SilLo NCM | st MDA
[ 0-40 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6B 13 11 Il | 40-50 | 10YR 6/6 SiLo NCM |#HeHe| MDA
[ 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6B 13 12 I | 30-40 | 10YR 6/6 SiLo NCM  |#HuHaH| MDA
6B 13 13 [ 0-10 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo NCM |##HtHaH#| MDA | root impasse
6B 30 1 [ 0-20 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM | ##HHHHE| KGM  [rock impasse
[ 0-23 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
6B 30 2 Il | 23-33 | 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM |#HHHHHE| KGM
6B 30 3 [ 0-30 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM | ##HHHHE| KGM  [rock impasse
[ 0-25 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
6B 30 4 Il | 25-35| 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM |##HHHHHE| KGM
6B 30 5 [ 0-30 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM | ##HHHHE| KGM  [rock impasse
[ 0-30 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
6B 30 6 Il | 30-40 | 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM |##HHHHHE| KGM
[ 0-30 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
6B 30 7 Il | 30-40 | 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM |#######E | KGM
[ 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6B 31 1 Il | 30-40 | 10YR 5/3 SiLo NCM | #HHHH CF
[ 0-25 [ 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6B 31 2 I |25-40 | 10YR 5/3 SiLo NCM  |#HuHaH| MDA
[ 0-20 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6B 31 3 Il | 20-30 | 10YR 5/3 SiLo NCM |##HHHHHE| KGM








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect| STP# |[Strat|Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I 0-25 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6B 31 4 Il | 25-40 | 10YR 5/3 SiLo NCM | tHHHHEHH CF
I 0-35 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6B 31 5 Il |35-45|10YR5/3 SiLo NCM | #HHHHHH EU
6B 31 6 I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo NCM |##HeHEH#| KGM  |rock impasse
I 0-23 [ 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6B 31 7 Il |23-37 | 10YR5/3 SiLo NCM | #HHHHH CF
I 0-36 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6B 31 8 Il | 36-46 | 10YR 5/3 SiLo NCM | tHHHHEHH EU
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6B 31 9 Il |30-40 [ 10YR 5/3 SiLo NCM  |#HtHHt| MDA
6B 31 10 I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo NCM |##HHHEH#| KGM  |rock impasse
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo
6B 32 1 Il | 30-40 [ 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM  |#HtHHt| MDA
I 0-25 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo
6B 32 2 Il |25-35|10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM | #HHHHAEH]  KGM
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo
6B 32 3 Il | 30-40 [ 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM | Bt EU
I 0-5 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo
6B 32 4 Il 5-15 | 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM | #HHHHE| MDA
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo
6B 32 5 Il | 30-40 [ 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM | Bt CF
6B 32 6 I 0-30 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo NCM | #HHHEHH CF rock impasse
I 0-36 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo
6B 32 7 Il | 36-46 | 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM | Bt EU
6B 32 8 I 0-20 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo NCM | #HHHEHH CF rock impasse
I 0-25 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo
6B 32 9 Il |25-35| 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM | #HHHHAEE]  KGM
I 0-34 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo
6B 32 10 Il | 34-44 | 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM | tHHHHEHH EU
6B 32 11 | 0-10 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo NCM | ##Hi#HHEHE| KGM  [rock impasse
6B 32 12 I 0-31 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo NCM |##HHHt| MDA |rock impasse
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6B 33 1 Il | 30-40 [ 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM | #HHHHH CF
I 0-31 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6B 33 2 Il |31-41| 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM | #HHHHE| MDA
I 0-35 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6B 33 3 Il |35-45| 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM | Bt EU
I 0-60 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6B 33 4 Il | 60-70 | 10YR 5/3 SiLo NCM | #HHHHAEH]  KGM
I 0-33 [ 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6B 33 5 Il |33-43 | 10YR5/3 SiLo NCM | Bt EU








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect| STP# |[Strat|Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I 0-40 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6B 33 6 Il |40-50 [ 10YR 5/3 SiLo NCM | tHHHHEHH CF
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6B 33 7 Il | 30-40 | 10YR 5/3 SiLo NCM | #HHHHAE  KGM
6B 33 8 | | 0-26 [ 10YR3/3| SiLo NCM |##tH#| MDA |rock impasse
6B 33 9 I 0-33 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo NCM | #HHHHEHHE EU rock impasse
I 0-35 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6B 33 10 Il |35-45|10YR5/3 SiLo NCM | #HHHHAEH]  KGM
6B 33 11 I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo NCM | it CF rock impasse
6B 33 12 I 0-28 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo NCM | #HHHEHE EU rock impasse
I 0-25 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo
6B 34 1 Il | 25-35| 10YR 6/4 SiLo NCM | #HHHHAE|  KGM
I 0-37 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo
6B 34 2 Il | 37-47 | 10YR 6/4 SiLo NCM | tHHHHEHH EU
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo
6B 34 3 I | 30-40 | 10YR 6/4 SiLo NCM | #HHHHAEE]  KGM
I 0-33 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo
6B 34 4 Il |33-43 | 10YR6/4 SiLo NCM | Bt CF
I 0-29 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo
6B 34 5 Il |29-39 | 10YR 6/4 SiLo NCM | #HHHHEHH EU
I 0-25 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo
6B 34 6 Il | 25-35| 10YR 6/4 SiLo NCM | #HHHHAEH]  KGM
I 0-35 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo
6B 34 7 Il |35-45| 10YR 6/4 SiLo NCM | #iH#| MDA
6B 34 8 I 0-20 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo NCM |##HeHEH#| KGM  |rock impasse
I 0-30 [ 10YR 3/2 SiLo I: historic
6B 34 9 I | 30-40 | 10YR 6/4 SiLo 1X HC | HiHHHHHHE CF ceramic
I 0-33 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo
6B 34 10 Il |33-43 | 10YR6/4 SiLo NCM | tHHHHEHH EU
6B 34 11 I 0-25 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo NCM | ##Hi#HHEHE| KGM  [rock impasse
6B 34 12 I 0-26 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo NCM |##HHHt| MDA |rock impasse
I 0-20 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6B 34 9+3E I | 20-30 | 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM |##HHEAHHE] KGM
I 0-45 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6B 34 9+3wW | Il | 45-55| 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM | tHHHHEHH EU
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6B 34 9+3S I | 30-40 | 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM | #HHHHAEE  KGM
I 0-30 [ 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6B 34 9+3N I | 30-40 [ 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM | #HHHHE| MDA
6B 34 9+1W I 0-35 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo NCM | #HHHHEHHE EU rock impasse








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect| STP# |[Strat|Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I 0-40 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6B 34 9+1S Il |40-50 [ 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM | #HHHHAEH]]  KGM
I 0-40 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6B 34 9+1N Il |40-50 | 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM | #HHHHEHH EU
I 0-30 [ 10YR 3/3 SiLo
6B 34 9+1E Il | 30-40 | 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM | #HHHHHH CF
6B 35 1 I 0-30 | 10YR 4/3| SalLo NCM | ##HiHHHEHE| KGM  [rock impasse
I 0-30 [ 10YR4/3| Salo
6B 35 2 I |30-40 | 10YR5/4| Salo NCM | Bt EU
I 0-20 | 10YR4/3| Salo
6B 35 3 I |20-30 | 10YR5/4| Salo NCM  |#HtHHt| MDA
I 0-30 [ 10YR4/3| Salo
6B 35 4 I |30-45| 10YR5/4| Salo NCM | Bt CF
I 0-33 [ 10YR4/3| Salo
6B 35 5 I |33-43|10YR5/4| Salo NCM | Bt EU
I 0-30 [ 10YR4/3| Salo
6B 35 6 I |30-40 [ 10YR5/4| Salo NCM | #HHHHAH]  KGM
No dig,
6B 35 7 N/A | N/A N/A N/A NCM | #HHHHHHE EU frozen
No dig,
6B 35 8 N/A [ N/A N/A N/A NCM | #HHHHEHHE CF frozen
6B 35 9 I 0-5 | 10YR4/3| Salo NCM | #tHttt| MDA [root impasse
No dig,
6B 35 10 N/A [ N/A N/A N/A NCM | #HHHHEHE CF frozen
No dig,
6B 35 11 N/A | N/A N/A N/A NCM | #HHHHHE EU frozen
6B 35 12 I 0-28 | 10YR 3/3| Salo NCM | #iHHEHE EU rock impasse
No dig, rock
wall
6B 35 13 | N/A| N/A N/A N/A NCM |##HHtt#H#| CF |boundary line
6B 36 1 I 0-20 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo NCM | #HHHHE CF rock impasse
root and rock
6B 36 2 I 0-23 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo NCM | #HHHEHE EU impasse
No dig, rock
wall/ property
6B 36 3 N/A [ N/A N/A N/A NCM | #HHHHEHH CF line
No dig, rock
wall/ property
6B 36 4 N/A [ N/A N/A N/A NCM | #HHHHEHH CF line








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect| STP# |[Strat|Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
No dig, rock
wall/ property
6B 36 5 N/A | N/A N/A N/A NCM | #HHHEHHHE CF line
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Survey Area 7

Soil Artifact
Area |Transect| STP#| Strat | Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I 0-38 | 10YR4/3| Salo I: 5% gravel
Il 38-48 [7.5YR 4/6| SalLo II: 5% gravel
7 AR1 1 NCM | 5/29/2021 AK in cornfield
I 0-30 [ 10YR4/3| SalLo
7 AR1 2 I 30-40 [7.5YR4/6| SalLo NCM | 5/29/2021 CF
I 0-27 [ 10YR 4/2 Salo I: 25% gravel
II: 25%
Il 27-37 | 10YR 6/4 | SaClLo gravel
HN=1
whiteware-
7 0 3 NCM | 5/29/2021 ww surface find
I 0-30 | 10YR4/2| Salo I: 25% gravel
II: 25%
7 0 B+3mN Il 30-40 | 10YR 6/4 | SaClLo NCM [5/29/2021 CF gravel
I 0-27 | 10YR4/2| Salo I: 25% gravel
II: 25%
7 0 B+3m{ |l 27-40 | 10YR 6/4 | SaClLo NCM [5/29/2021 JC gravel
I 0-30 | 10YR4/2| Salo I: 25% gravel
II: 25%
7 0 +3myv| |l 30-40 | 10YR 6/4 | SaClLo NCM [5/29/2021 SF gravel
I 0-23 | 10YR4/2| Salo I: 25% gravel
II: 25%
Il 23-35 [ 10YR 6/4 | SaClLo gravel
ll: 25%
7 0 B+3mqg I 35-40 | 10YR 6/2 SaCl NCM | 5/29/2021 SP gravel
I 0-28 [ 10YR 4/2 Salo I: 25% gravel
II: 25%
7 0 B+1mN |l 28-38 | 10YR 6/3 | SaClLo NCM | 5/29/2021 JC gravel
I 0-27 [ 10YR 4/2 Salo I: 25% gravel
II: 25%
Il 27-32 | 10YR 5/4 | SaClLo gravel
ll: 25%
7 0 B+1mA Il 32-42 | 10YR 6/3 SaCl NCM |5/29/2021 AK gravel








Soil Artifact
Area | Transect|STP#| Strat | Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I 0-19 [ 10YR 4/2 Salo I: 25% gravel
II: 25%
Il 19-32 | 10YR 5/4 | SaClLo gravel
ll: 25%
7 0 B+1mg [l 32-42 | 10YR 6/3 SaCl NCM [5/29/2021 SP gravel
I 0-28 [ 10YR 4/2 Salo I: 25% gravel
II: 25%
7 0 +1mvl |l 28-38 | 10YR 6/4 | SaClLo NCM [5/29/2021 SF gravel
No dig,
drainage,
edge of
7 A 1 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM | 5/29/2021 JC woodline
No dig,
pushpiles/
7 A 2 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM | 5/29/2021 JC disturbed
I 0-36 [ 10YR 4/3 SiLo
7 A 3 Il 36-40 [7.5YR 5/6 SiLo NCM | 5/29/2021 JC offset 2mN
I 0-20 [ 10YR 4/3 SiLo
7 A 4 Il 20-30 | 10YR 6/4 SiLo NCM | 5/29/2021 AK offset 3m
I 0-20 [7.5YR5/6| Salo
7 A 5 Il 20-40 | 10YR 6/4 Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 JC offset 3m
I 0-10 [ 10YR 5/4 Salo
7.5YR 5/6
m/w 10YR
7 A 6 Il 30-Oct 6/4 Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 SF offset 3m
I 0-32 [ 10YR 4/4 Salo
10YR 4/6
m/w
7 A 7 Il 32-42 |7.5YR6/4| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 CF offset 1m
mottled light
7 A 8 Il 21-31 [7.5YR 4/6| SalLo NCM | 5/29/2021 SP orange gray
I 0-10 [ 10YR 3/3 Salo
7 A 9 Il 20-Oct|7.5YR 4/6| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 ww
I 0-26 [ 10YR 4/4 Salo
7 B 1 Il 26-36 [7.5YR 5/6| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 CF
[ 0-24 [ 10YR 4/4 Salo








Soil Artifact
Area | Transect|STP#| Strat | Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
7 B 2 Il 24-34 [7.5YR5/6| SalLo NCM | 5/29/2021 JC
No dig,
7 B 3 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM | 5/29/2021 WwW pushpile
7 B 4 I 0-5 [ 10YR3/3 Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 ww
I 0-7 |10YR4/4| SalLo
Il 10-Jul [ 10YR 7/2 SaCl
Il [15-Oct|7.5YR 5/6 Salo double E
v 15-23 | 10YR 6/3 | Salo horizon on
7 B 5 \Y 23-33 | 10YR 7/2 Salo NCM 5/29/2021 SP north wall
I: many
I 0-20 | 10YR 4/4 SalLo cobbles
7 B 6 Il 20-30 |7.5YR 5/6| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 SF offset 3mS
rock
7 B 7 I 0-27 | 10YR 4/4| SalLo NCM | 5/29/2021 CF impasse
10YR 4/4 | Salo
7 B 8 I 0-22 |7.5YR5/6( SalLo NCM |5/29/2021 AK I: 5% gravel
I 0-25 | 10YR4/3| Salo
7 C 1 Il 25-35 | 10YR 5/6 | Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 SF
I 0-24 | 10YR4/3| Salo
7 C 2 Il 24-34 | 10YR 5/6 | Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 ww
I: ~60%
angular
cobbles
rock
7 C 3 I 0-23 [ 10YR4/3| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 JC impasse
No dig,
rocks on
7 C 4 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM | 5/29/2021 SF surface
rock
7 C 5 I 0-24 | 10YR 4/3| SalLo NCM | 5/29/2021 CF impasse
no dig, rocks
7 C 6 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM | 5/29/2021 SF on surface
No dig,
rocks on
7 C 7 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM | 5/29/2021 SF surface
I 0-20 | 10YR 3/3| Salo I: 45% rock
7 D 1 Il 20-30 |7.5YR 5/4] Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 ww II: 45% rock
I 0-23 | 10YR3/3| Salo I: 45% rock








Soil Artifact
Area | Transect|STP#| Strat | Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
7 D 2 Il 23-33 |7.5YR 5/4| Salo NCM [ 5/29/2021 AK I1: 45% rock
Not dug,
rock on
surface;
7 D 3 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM [5/29/2021 ww woods
Not dug,
rock on
surface;
7 D 4 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM [5/29/2021 ww woods
Not dug,
rock on
surface;
7 D 5 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM [5/29/2021 ww woods
[ 0-20 | 10YR 4/4 Salo
7 E 1 1] 20-30 | 10YR 5/4 SalLo NCM [ 5/29/2021 CF
[ 0-18 | 10YR 4/4 Salo
7 E 2 Il 18-28 | 10YR 5/4 SalLo NCM [ 5/29/2021 SP
[ 0-27 | 10YR 4/4 Salo
7 E 3 Il 27-37 | 10YR 5/4 SalLo NCM [ 5/29/2021 SF
[ 0-24 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
7 F 1 Il 24-34 |7.5YR 5/6| Salo NCM [ 5/29/2021 JC offset 5m NE
[ 0-25 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
7 F 2 Il 25-35 |7.5YR 5/6| Salo NCM [ 5/29/2021 AK
stopped by
7 F 3 I 0-15 |7.5YR5/6| Salo NCM [5/29/2021 ww coalslag
No dig,
7 G 1 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM | 5/29/2021 SF pushpiles
[ 0-15 | 10YR 5/3 SiLo
7 G 2 1] 15-30 | 10YR 5/6 SiLo NCM [ 5/29/2021 SF
7 G 3 I 0-30 | 10YR 5/3 SiLo NCM [5/29/2021 SP root impasse
I 0-20 |7.5YR 3/3| Salo I: 40% rock
7 H 1 1] 20-30 |7.5YR 5/6| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 CF I1: 40% rock
I 0-25 |7.5YR 3/3| Salo I: 40% rock
7 H 2 1] 25-35 |7.5YR 5/6| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 JC I1: 40% rock
I: 50% rock
rock
7 H 3 I 0-15 |7.5YR 3/2| Salo NCM |[5/29/2021 ww impasse








Soil Artifact
Area | Transect|STP#| Strat | Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
[ 0-27 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
7 I 1 Il 27-37 | 10YR 5/6 Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 AK
[ 0-31 [ 10YR 4/3 Salo
7 I 2 Il 31-41 | 10YR 6/4 Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 SF
[ 0-14 [ 10YR 4/3 Salo
7 I 3 Il 14-30 | 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 SP
[ 0-30 [7.5YR3/3| SalLo I: 40% rock
7 J 1 Il 30-40 [7.5YR 5/4| SalLo NCM | 5/29/2021 CF I1: 40% rock
| 0-17 |7.5YR 3/3| Salo I: 40% rock
7 J 2 Il 17-30 |7.5YR 5/4| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 AK I1: 40% rock
[ 0-18 [7.5YR 3/3| SalLo I: 40% rock
7 J 3 Il 18-33 |7.5YR 5/4| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 SP I1: 40% rock
[ 0-26 [7.5YR3/3| SalLo I: 40% rock
Il 26-36 [7.5YR 5/4| Salo I1: 40% rock
offset 4m
7 J 4 NCM | 5/29/2021 SF SwW
I 0-30 [7.5YR3/3| SalLo I: 35% gravel
II: 35%
7 J 5 Il 30-40 [7.5YR 5/6| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 CF gravel
I 0-18 [7.5YR 3/3| SalLo I: 35% gravel
II: 35%
7 J 6 Il 18-28 | 7.5YR 5/6| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 JC gravel
I 0-23 [7.5YR3/3| SalLo I: 35% gravel
II: 35%
7 J 7 Il 23-33 [7.5YR 5/6| SalLo NCM | 5/29/2021 ww gravel
No dig,
7 K 1 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM | 5/29/2021 AK pushpile
7 K 2 I 0-22 | 10YR 4/3| SalLo NCM | 5/29/2021 AK
rock
7 K 3 I 0-25 | 10YR 4/3| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 JC impasse
[ 0-21 [ 10YR 4/3 Salo
7 K 4 Il 21-31 [7.5YR 5/6| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 ww
[ 0-28 [ 10YR 4/3 Salo
7 K 5 Il 28-38 [7.5YR 5/6| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 SF








Soil Artifact
Area | Transect|STP#| Strat | Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I 0-22 [ 10YR 3/3 Salo I: hydric
Il: redox
depletion
7 K 6 Il | 22-32 [10YR7/2| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 SP oxidation
No dig,
boulders,
deadfall on
7 L 1 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM | 5/29/2021 CF surface
rock
I 0-22 | 10YR4/4| Salo impasse at
7 L 2 Il 22-27 | 10YR 4/6 | Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 SP 27 cmbs
I 0-29 | 10YR4/4| Salo
7 L 3 Il 29-40 | 10YR 4/6 | Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 SF
I 0-20 | 10YR4/4| Salo
7 L 4 Il 20-30 | 10YR 4/6 | Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 ww
root impasse
7 L 5 I 0-20 [ 10YR4/4| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 JC at 20 cmbs
root impasse
7 L 6 I 0-20 [ 10YR4/4| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 CF at 20 cmbs
I 0-27 | 10YR4/3| Salo
7 M 1 Il 27-37 |7.5YR 5/6| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 AK
I 0-27 | 10YR4/3| Salo
7 M 2 Il 27-37 |7.5YR 5/6| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 ww
I 0-23 | 10YR4/3| Salo
7 M 3 Il 23-33 |7.5YR 5/6| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 JC
I: rocky
rock
7 M 4 I 0-30 [ 10YR4/3| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 SF impasse
No dig,
7 M 5 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM | 5/29/2021 AK drainage
I 0-28 | 10YR3/2| Salo
7 N 1 Il 28-38 | 10YR 4/4| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 SF
rock
7 N 2 I 0-25 [ 10YR 3/3| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 WWwW impasse
7 N 3 I 0-27 [ 10YR4/3| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 CF root impasse
drainage,
7 N 4 I 0-10 [ 10YR 3/2| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 SP hydric








Soil Artifact
Area | Transect|STP#| Strat | Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
No dig,
drainage and
boulders on
7 0] 1 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM | 5/29/2021 AK surface
I 0-22 | 10YR4/3| Salo
7 =) 1 Il 22-32 | 10YR 5/4 | Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 JC
I 0-28 | 10YR3/2| Salo
7 Q 1 Il 28-38 |7.5YR 5/6| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 SF
I 0-26 | 10YR3/2| Salo
7 Q 2 Il 26-36 | 5YR 5/6 Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 ww
I 0-22 | 10YR3/2| Salo
7 Q 3 Il 22-32 |7.5YR 5/6| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 AK
I 0-26 | 10YR4/4| Salo
7 R 1 Il 26-36 | 10YR 4/6 | Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 CF
I 0-29 | 10YR4/4| Salo
7 R 2 Il 29-39 | 10YR 4/6 | Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 SP
I 0-30 | 10YR4/4| Salo
7 R 3 Il 30-40 | 10YR 4/6 | Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 ww
I 0-26 | 10YR4/4| Salo
7 R 4 Il 26-36 | 10YR 4/6 | Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 CF
rock
impasse at
7 R 5 I 0-36 | 10YR4/4| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 AK 36 cmbs
I: old staple
(discarded)
7 S 1 I 0-60 [ 10YR4/3| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 JC offset Im S
I 0-29 | 10YR3/3| Salo
7 S 2 Il 29-39 | 10YR 5/4| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 CF
7 S 3 I 0-24 [ 10YR3/3| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 WW  |root impasse
I 0-46 | 10YR3/3| Salo
10YR 5/4
m/w 10YR
7 S 4 Il 46-56 2/1 Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 SP

I: rocks right
below
surface
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128







Survey Area 8

Soil Artifact
Area | Transect|STP#| Strat Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I 0-23 10YR 4/3 Salo
8 A 1 1] 23-33 | 10YR 6/4 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 JC
I 0-30 10YR 4/3 Salo
8 A 2 1] 30-40 | 10YR 6/4 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 EU
8 A 3 [ 0-25 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 SF root impasse
I 0-30 10YR 4/3 Salo
8 B 1 Il 30-35 | 10YR 6/4 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 BM rock impasse
I 0-28 10YR 4/3 Salo
8 B 2 Il 28-38 | 10YR 6/4 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 AK
8 B 3 [ 0-35 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 SP rock impasse
I: 15% small
8 C 1 Il 20-30 | 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 SP gravel
I 0-20 10YR 4/3 Salo
8 C 2 Il 20-30 | 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 SF
No dig, rock
8 D 1 | N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM | 6/4/2021 SP  |boundary wall
I 0-30 10YR 4/4 Salo
8 D 2 Il 30-40 | 10YR 6/3 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 BM
I: 50% gravel
and
subangular
| 0-25 10YR 3/3 Salo cobbles
8 D 3 Il 25-30 | 10YR 5/6 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 EU rock impasse
I: 60%
subangular
cobbles
8 D 4 [ 0-24 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 JC rock impasse
No dig, rock
8 E 1 | N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM | 6/4/2021 AK  |boundary wall
I 0-15 10YR 3/4 Salo
I1: 10%
8 E 2 Il 15-30 |7.5YR5/6| Salo NCM 6/4/2021 AK pebbles
I 0-42 10YR 3/4 Salo








Il 42-52 [10YR6/4| Salo NCM 6/4/2021 SF
I 0-24 10YR 4/3 | Salo
Il 24-34 | 10YR5/4| Salo NCM 6/4/2021 JC
No dig, rock
N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM | 6/4/2021 SP | boundary wall
offset 3m S
I 0-35 10YR 4/3 | Salo due to dead
Il 35-45 | 10YR5/4| Salo NCM 6/4/2021 EU tree
I 0-19 10YR 4/3 | Salo
Il 19-29 [ 10YR5/4| Salo NCM 6/4/2021 SP
I 0-30 10YR 4/3 | Salo
Il 30-40 | 10YR5/4| Salo NCM 6/4/2021 BM
No dig, rock
N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM | 6/4/2021 SF | boundary wall
I: 60% sub
angular
cobbles and
I 0-27 10YR 3/2| Salo grave
Il 27-34 | 10YR5/4| Salo NCM 6/4/2021 JC rock impassel
No dig,
pushpile/
rocks/ hay
N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/4/2021 JR bails
No dig,
pushpile/
rocks/ hay
N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/4/2021 JR bails
No dig,
pushpile/
rocks/ hay
N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/4/2021 JR bails
No dig,
pushpile/
rocks/ hay
N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/4/2021 JR bails
No dig,
pushpile/
rocks/ hay
N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/4/2021 JR bails
No dig,
pushpile/
rocks/ hay
N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/4/2021 JR bails








No dig,

pushpile/
rocks/ hay
J 1 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/4/2021 JR bails
No dig, rock
CL-2 1 | NA N/A N/A N/A NCM | 6/4/2021 JR pushpile
CL-2 2 I 0-20 10YR 4/3 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 JR
rock impasse,
AR-3-1in
AR-3 2 I 0-30 10YR 3/4| Salo NCM 6/4/2021 BM survey area 5
I 0-36 10YR 3/4| Salo
AR-3 3 Il 36-46 | 10YR5/6| Salo NCM 6/4/2021 JC
No dig, within
AR-3 4 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/4/2021 BM 4m of AR-3-3
I 0-24 10YR 3/4| Salo
AR-3 5 Il 24-34 | 10YR5/6| Salo NCM 6/4/2021 EU
I 0-28 10YR 3/4| Salo
AR-3 6 Il 28-38 | 10YR5/6| Salo NCM 6/4/2021 AK
I 0-29 10YR 3/4| Salo
10YR 3/2
m/w 10YR
AR-3 7 Il 29-39 6/2 SalLo NCM 6/4/2021 SF
I 0-30 10YR 3/2| Salo
AR-3 8 Il 30-40 | 10YR5/6| Salo NCM 6/4/2021 SP
I 0-25 10YR 3/2| Salo
AR-3 9 Il 25-35 | 10YR 5/2 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 EU
I 0-26 10YR 3/2| Salo
AR-3 10 Il 26-36 | 10YR5/6| Salo NCM 6/4/2021 JC
I 0-30 10YR 3/2| Salo
AR-3 11 Il 30-40 |10YR5/6| Salo NCM 6/4/2021 SF
I 0-27 10YR 3/2| Salo
AR-3 12 1] 27-37 | 10YR 5/6 SalLo NCM 6/4/2021 AK
I 0-27 10YR 3/3| Salo
AR-3 13 Il 27-37 | 10YR4/6| Salo NCM 6/4/2021 SP
I 0-28 10YR 3/2| Salo
AR-3 14 Il 28-38 | 10YR5/6| Salo NCM 6/4/2021 JC
AR-3 15 I 0-34 10YR 3/2| Salo NCM 6/4/2021 EU rock impasse
I 0-32 10YR 3/2| Salo
AR-3 16 Il 32-36 | 10YR5/6| Salo NCM 6/4/2021 AK rock impasse
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Survey Area 9

Soil Artifact
Area | Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder| Comments
I 0-12 | 10YR 4/4 Salo
9 A 1 Il |22-Dec | 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 SP
No dig,
9 A 2 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM [5/29/2021 SP pushpile
I 0-36 | 10YR 3/3 Salo
9 A 3 Il 36-46 | 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 JC
9 A 4 I 0-24 [ 10YR4/4| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 CF
I 0-31 | 10YR 3/3 Salo
9 A 5 Il 31-41 | 10YR 6/3 Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 AK
9 A 6 I 0-24 | 10YR 3/2| SalLo NCM | 5/29/2021 WWwW rock impasse
I 0-27 | 10YR 4/4 Salo
9 A 7 Il 27-37 | 10YR 5/6 Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 SF
I 0-25 | 10YR 4/4 Salo
9 A 8 Il 25-35 | 10YR 5/6 Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 SP
I: 35% rock
9 B 1 I 0-21 | 10YR4/3| SalLo NCM [5/29/2021 SP root impasse
I: 40% rock
9 B 2 I 0-30 | 10YR4/3| SalLo NCM [5/29/2021 JC root impasse
I 0-28 | 10YR 4/3 Salo I: 40% rock
11: 40% rock/
9 B 3 Il 28-38 | 10YR 7/2 Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 AK hydric soils
I 0-30 | 10YR 4/3 Salo I: 40% rock
I1: 40% rock/
Il 30-40 | 10YR 7/2 Salo hydric soils
9 B 4 NCM | 5/29/2021 CF offset 4m NE
I 0-28 | 10YR 3/2 Salo I: 40% rock
I1: 40% rock/
hydric soils,
9 B 5 Il 28-38 | 10YR 6/4 Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 SF with redox
I 0-27 | 10YR 3/2 Salo I: 40% rock








Soil Artifact
Area | Transect| STP# | Strat | Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
11: 40% rock/
Il 27-37 | 10YR 6/4| SalLo hydric soils
offset 4m
N/NE due to
9 B 6 NCM | 5/29/2021 Www thicket
I 0-28 | 10YR 3/2| SalLo I: 40% rock
11: 40% rock/
Il 28-34 | 10YR 6/4| SalLo hydric soils
9 B 7 NCM |5/29/2021 JC rock impasse
not dug,
thicket,
9 B 8 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM |5/29/2021 ww drainage
I: 35% rock
9 B 9 I 0-24 | 10YR4/3| SalLo NCM | 5/29/2021 AK root impasse
not dug, rock
9 B 10 | N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM | 5/29/2021 Www on surface
I 0-30 | 10YR5/3| SalLo
10YR 7/2
m/w 10YR
9 C 1 Il 30-40 5/6 Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 SF II: hydric
I 0-25 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
9 C 2 Il 25-35 | 10YR5/4| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 CF
I 0-35 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
9 C 3 Il 35-50 | 10YR5/3| Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 AK
I 0-27 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
9 C 4 Il 27-37 | 10YR 5/4 | Salo NCM | 5/29/2021 JC
I 0-30 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
9 C 5 Il 30-40 | 10YR5/4| SalLo NCM | 5/29/2021 ww
I 0-20 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
9 C 6 Il 20-30 | 10YR 5/4| SalLo NCM | 5/29/2021 SP
I 0-20 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
9 C 7 Il 20-30 | 10YR 5/4| SalLo NCM | 5/29/2021 SP
No dig,
boulders on
surface/
9 D 1 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM |5/29/2021 CF pushpile








Soil Artifact
Area | Transect| STP# | Strat | Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder| Comments
No dig,
boulders on
surface/
9 D 2 | NA| NA N/A N/A NCM |5/29/2021 CF pushpile
No dig,
boulders on
surface/
9 D 3 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM |5/29/2021 CF pushpile
root impasse
9 D 4 I 0-20 | 10YR4/3| SalLo NCM | 5/29/2021 WWwW @ 20 cmbs
root impasse
9 D 5 I 0-23 | 10YR4/3| SalLo NCM | 5/29/2021 JC @ 23 cmbs
root impasse
9 D 6 I 0-24 | 10YR4/3| SalLo NCM | 5/29/2021 AK @ 24 cmbs
I 0-20 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
9 D 7 Il 20-30 | 10YR 5/4 | SalLo NCM | 5/29/2021 CF
I 0-29 | 10YR5/3| SalLo
9 E 1 Il 29-40 | 10YR 6/4| SalLo NCM | 5/29/2021 SF
I 0-37 | 10YR4/4| Salo
9 F 1 Il 37-47 | 10YR 5/4 | SaClLo NCM | 5/29/2021 AK
I 0-24 | 10YR4/4| Salo
Il 24-28 | 10YR7/2| SalLo
9 G 1 11 28-50 | 10YR 5/4 | SaClLo NCM 6/1/2021 AK
I 0-35 |10YR5/3| SalLo
9 G 2 Il 35-45 | 10YR5/6 | Salo NCM 6/1/2021 SF
I 0-28 | 10YR5/3| SalLo
9 G 3 Il 28-40 | 10YR 7/2| Salo NCM 6/1/2021 EU
I 0-37 | 10YR4/4| SalLo
9 G 4 Il 37-47 | 10YR5/6| Salo NCM 6/1/2021 JC
I 0-23 | 10YR5/3| SalLo
9 G 5 Il 23-33 | 10YR7/2| SalLo NCM 6/1/2021 EU
I 0-28 | 10YR5/3| SalLo
9 G 6 Il 28-38 | 10YR5/6 | SalLo NCM 6/1/2021 SF
I 0-20 | 10YR4/4| SalLo
9 G 7 Il 20-30 | 10YR 5/4| SalLo NCM 6/1/2021 AK in hayfield
I 0-30 | 10YR5/3| SalLo
9 H 1 I 30-40 | 10YR5/6| Salo NCM 6/1/2021 SF
I 0-30 | 10YR4/4| SalLo








Soil Artifact
Area | Transect| STP# | Strat | Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder| Comments
9 H 2 Il 30-60 | 10YR 5/4| SaClLo NCM 6/1/2021 AK
increasingly
| 0-35 10YR 4/4 SalLo rocky with
9 H 3 1] 35-45 | 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/1/2021 JC depth
I 0-47 | 10YR 4/4 Salo II: rocky
9 H 4 Il 47-50 [ 10YR 7/2 Salo NCM 6/1/2021 AK rock impasse
I 0-28 | 10YR 5/3 Salo
9 H 5 1] 28-38 | 10YR 7/2 Salo NCM 6/1/2021 EU
I 0-30 | 10YR 5/3 Salo
9 H 6 Il 30-40 | 10YR 5/6 Salo NCM 6/1/2021 SF
I 0-31 | 10YR 5/3 Salo
9 H 7 Il 31-41 | 10YR 5/6 Salo NCM 6/1/2021 EU
I 0-35 | 10YR 5/3 Salo
9 H 8 Il 35-45 | 10YR 5/6 Salo NCM 6/1/2021 SF
I 0-40 | 10YR 5/3 Salo
10YR 5/6
m/w 10YR I: 1 melted
9 H 9 Il 40-50 7/2 Salo NCM 6/1/2021 EU glass (disc)
I: ~5-10%
subangular
I 0-23 | 10YR 5/3 SalLo pebble, cobble
Il: ~5-10%
subangular
9 H 10 Il 23-33 | 10YR 6/3 Salo NCM 6/1/2021 EU pebble, cobble
I: ~5-10%
subangular
I 0-25 | 10YR 5/3 SalLo pebble, cobble
Il: ~5-10%
subangular
9 H 11 1] 25-37 | 10YR 6/3 Salo NCM 6/1/2021 SF pebble, cobble
I 0-28 | 10YR 5/3 Salo
7.5YR 5/4
m/w 10YR
9 I 1 Il 28-38 7/2 Salo NCM 6/1/2021 EU








Soil Artifact
Area | Transect| STP# | Strat | Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder| Comments
I: 20% gravel
9 I 2 I 0-34 | 10YR4/4| Salo NCM 6/1/2021 AK rock impasse
I 0-28 |10YR4/4| Salo
9 I 3 Il 28-38 |7.5YR5/6 Salo NCM 6/1/2021 JC II: 10% gravel
I 0-28 |10YR4/4| Salo
9 I 4 Il 28-38 |7.5YR5/6 Salo NCM 6/1/2021 AK I: 10% gravel
I 0-26 |10YR4/4| Salo
9 I 5 Il 26-36 | 10YR5/6 | Salo NCM 6/1/2021 JC
I 0-26 |10YR4/4| Salo
9 I 6 Il 26-28 | 10YR6/4| Salo NCM 6/1/2021 AK rock impasse
I 0-26 |10YR4/4| Salo
9 I 7 Il 26-36 | 10YR5/4 | Salo NCM 6/1/2021 JC
I 0-26 |10YR4/4| Salo
9 I 8 Il 26-36 | 10YR5/4 | Salo NCM 6/1/2021 AK
I 0-32 |10YR4/4| Salo
9 I 9 Il 32-42 | 10YR6/3| Salo NCM 6/1/2021 JC I: rocky
I 0-26 |10YR4/4| Salo
9 I 10 Il 26-28 | 10YR6/3| Salo NCM 6/1/2021 AK rock impasse
I 0-18 | 10YR5/3| Salo
9 J 1 Il 18-28 [ 10YR5/6 | Salo NCM 6/1/2021 SF
I 0-22 |[10YR5/3| Salo
9 J 2 Il 22-32 | 10YR5/6 | Salo NCM 6/1/2021 EU
9 J 3 I 0-28 | 10YR5/3| Salo NCM 6/1/2021 SF rock impasse
I 0-33 |10YR5/3| Salo
9 J 4 Il 33-43 | 10YR5/6 | Salo NCM 6/1/2021 EU
I 0-25 |[10YR5/3
9 J 5 Il 25-28 | 10YR 5/6 Salo NCM 6/1/2021 SF rock impasse
I 0-28 | 10YR5/3| Salo
9 J 6 Il 28-38 | 10YR6/3| Salo NCM 6/1/2021 EU
I 0-26 | 10YR5/3| Salo
10YR 6/3
m/w 10YR
9 K 1 Il 26-36 72 Salo NCM 6/1/2021 SF
I 0-28 |10YR5/3| Salo
9 K 2 Il 28-38 | 10YR5/6 | Salo NCM 6/1/2021 EU
I 0-27 |10YR5/3| Salo
9 K 3 Il 27-37 | 10YR7/2| Salo NCM 6/1/2021 SF
I 0-44 |10YR5/3| Salo
9 K 4 Il 44-46 [ 10YR3/2| Salo NCM 6/1/2021 EU
9 K 5 I 0-27 | 10YR5/3| Salo NCM 6/1/2021 SF rock impasse








Soil Artifact
Area | Transect| STP# | Strat | Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder| Comments
I 0-34 |10YR5/3| Salo
9 K 6 Il 34-44 | 10YR6/3| SalLo NCM 6/1/2021 EU
I 0-28 |10YR4/4| Salo
9 L 1 Il 28-38 |7.5YR5/6| SalLo NCM 6/1/2021 JC
I 0-30 [10YR4/4| Salo
9 L 2 Il 30-50 |7.5YR5/6| SalLo NCM 6/1/2021 AK
I 0-22 | 10YR4/4| SalLo
I: 1 pc modern
9 L 3 Il 22-32 |7.5YR5/4| Salo NCM 6/1/2021 JC glass (disc)
9 L 4 I 0-33 | 10YR4/4| SalLo NCM 6/1/2021 AK rock impasse
I 0-25 |10YR4/4| Salo
10YR 6/3
m/w 10YR
9 L 5 Il 25-35 6/4 Salo NCM 6/1/2021 JC
I 0-22 |10YR4/4| Salo
9 L 6 Il 22-32 | 10YR 6/4| SalLo NCM 6/1/2021 AK
I 0-25 |10YR4/4| Salo
7.5YR 5/6
m/w 10YR
9 M 1 Il 25-35 7/3 Salo NCM 6/1/2021 JC
I 0-30 [10YR5/3| Salo
9 M 2 Il 30-40 | 10YR 5/6 | SalLo NCM 6/1/2021 SF
I 0-28 |10YR5/3| Salo
9 M 3 Il 28-40 | 10YR 5/6 | SalLo NCM 6/1/2021 EU
I 0-35 [10YR5/3| Salo
10YR 3/2
m/w 10YR
9 M 4 Il 35-45 5/6 Salo NCM 6/1/2021 SF II: fill?
I 0-26 |10YR5/3| Salo
9 M 5 Il 26-34 | 10YR 5/6 Salo NCM 6/1/2021 EU rock impasse
I 0-16 | 10YR5/3| Salo
10YR 5/6
m/w 10YR
9 M 6 Il 16-36 7/2 Salo NCM 6/1/2021 SF
9 N 1 I 0-32 | 10YR4/4| Salo NCM 6/1/2021 AK rock impasse
I 0-25 | 10YR4/4| SalLo II: 5-10% peb
and cob,
9 N 2 I 25-35 |7.5YR5/6| SalLo NCM 6/1/2021 SP subangular
I 0-35 | 10YR4/4| SalLo








Soil Artifact
Area | Transect| STP# | Strat | Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder| Comments
9 N 3 Il 35-45 |7.5YR5/6| Salo NCM 6/1/2021 EU
I 0-32 | 10YR 4/4 Salo
9 N 4 Il 32-42 |7.5YR5/6| Salo NCM 6/1/2021 SF
I 0-22 | 10YR 4/4 Salo
9 0) 1 Il 22-40 | 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/1/2021 NM
I 0-20 | 10YR 4/4 Salo
9 0) 2 Il 20-30 | 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/1/2021 SP
I 0-29 | 10YR 4/4 Salo
Il 29-36 10YR 5/4 Salo - got very
9 0) 3 11 36-40 | 10YR 6/3 Salo NCM 6/1/2021 NM compact
I 0-29 | 10YR 4/4 Salo II: 25% cobble
offset 3m
south due to
9 P 1 Il 29-39 | 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/1/2021 SP tree
9 P 2 I 0-39 | 10YR4/4| Salo NCM 6/1/2021 NM rock impasse
9 Q 1 I 0-25 [ 10YR4/4| Salo NCM 6/1/2021 SP
No dig, large
tree, rock pile
and dense
9 Q 2 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/1/2021 SP briars
No dig, large
tree, rock pile
and dense
9 Q 3 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/1/2021 SP briars
| 0-35 10YR 4/4 SalLo |arge CObbleS,
9 Q 4 Il 35-39 | 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/1/2021 NM rock impasse
I 0-10 | 10YR 4/4 Salo
9 Q 5 Il 20-Oct [ 10YR 5/4| Salo NCM 6/1/2021 SP large cobbles
9 Q 6 I 0-20 | 10YR 4/4| Salo NCM 6/1/2021 NM large cobbles
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Survey Area 10

Soil Artifact
Area |Transect| STP# | Strat | Depth | Soil Color| Matrix [Summary Date Recorder| Comments
I 0-33 |10YR4/3| Salo
next to
10 A 1 Il 33-43 |7.5YR5/3| SalLo NCM [5/27/2021 EU pushpile
I 0-35 |10YR4/3| Salo
10 A 2 Il 35-45 [ 10YR 5/3| Salo NCM | 5/27/2021 JC
I 0-32 |10YR4/3| Salo
10 A 3 Il 32-42 [10YR5/3| Salo NCM | 5/27/2021 AK
I 0-35 |10YR4/3| Salo
10 A 4 Il 35-45 [ 10YR 5/3| Salo NCM | 5/27/2021 SF
I 0-42 |10YR4/3| Salo
10 B 1 Il 42-52 | 10YR 5/4 | Salo NCM | 5/27/2021 SP
I 0-30 |10YR4/3| Salo
10 B 2 Il 30-40 [ 10YR5/4| Salo NCM | 5/27/2021 CF
rock
10 B 3 | 0-34 | 10YR4/3| Salo NCM | 5/27/2021 SP impasse
I 0-28 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
10 C 1 Il 28-38 | 10YR 5/3| Salo NCM | 5/27/2021 CF
I 0-28 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
10 C 2 Il 28-38 | 10YR 5/3| Salo NCM | 5/27/2021 SF
I 0-35 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
10 C 3 Il 35-45 [ 10YR 5/3| Salo NCM | 5/27/2021 EU
I 0-28 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
10 C 4 Il 28-38 | 10YR 8/6 | Salo NCM | 5/27/2021 JC
I 0-35 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
10 D 1 Il 35-45 | 10YR 5/4| Salo NCM | 5/27/2021 CF
I 0-30 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
10 D 2 Il 30-40 | 10YR 5/3| Salo NCM | 5/27/2021 SF
I 0-20 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
10 D 3 Il 20-30 | 10YR 5/6| SalLo NCM | 5/27/2021 EU
I 0-29 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
10 E 1 Il 29-39 | 10YR 5/4| Salo NCM | 5/27/2021 SP
I 0-28 | 10YR4/3| SalLo rock
10 E 2 Il 28-33 | 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM [5/27/2021 JC impasse
root impasse
10 F 1 I 0-30 | 10YR7/3 SiLo NCM |5/27/2021 SF @ 30 cmbs
I 0-25 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
10 G 1 Il 25-35 | 10YR 5/4| Salo NCM |5/28/2021 CF
10 G 2 I 0-21 | 10YR4/3| Salo NCM |5/28/2021 SP root impasse
rock
10 G 3 I 0-30 | 10YR4/3| Salo NCM |5/28/2021 SP impasse








rock

10 I 0-22 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SP impasse
I 0-23 | 10YR 4/3 SalLo II: rock 35%
rock
10 Il 23-33 | 10YR 5/4 | Salo NCM | 5/28/2021 SP impasse
I 0-22 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 Il 22-32 | 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SP
I: large
cobbles
rock
10 I 0-22 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SP impasse
I: large
cobbles
rock
10 I 0-20 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SP impasse
rock
10 I 0-33 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 JC impasse
rock
10 I 0-36 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 EU impasse
I 0-30 [ 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 Il 30-40 [ 10YR 5/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 EU
rock
10 I 0-10 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SF impasse
I 0-20 [ 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 Il 20-30 | 10YR 5/6 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SF
I 0-18 [ 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 Il 18-28 |7.5YR5/6| Salo NCM [5/28/2021 EU
I 0-35 [ 10YR 4/3 Salo rock
10 Il 35-40 [ 10YR 5/6 SalLo NCM [5/28/2021 SF impasse
I 0-30 [ 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 Il 30-40 [ 10YR 5/6 SalLo NCM [5/28/2021 EU
rock
10 I 0-10 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SF impasse
I 0-28 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo
10 Il 28-38 [ 10YR 5/6 | SiClLo NCM [5/28/2021 SF
I 0-28 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo
10 Il 28-38 [ 10YR 5/6 | SiClLo NCM [5/28/2021 SP
I 0-37 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo
10 Il 37-47 | 10YR5/6 | SiClLo NCM [5/28/2021 EU
offset ~ 5m
I 0-26 | 10YR 4/3 Salo N for
10 Il 26-36 | 10YR 6/3 SalLo NCM [5/28/2021 JC stonewall
rock
10 I 0-23 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SP impasse
I 0-28 [ 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 Il 28-38 | 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 JC








rock

10 7 I 0-25 | 10YR4/3| SalLo NCM |5/28/2021 SP impasse
rock
10 8 I 0-28 | 10YR4/3| Salo NCM |5/28/2021 JC impasse
rock
10 9 I 0-23 | 10YR4/3| SalLo NCM |5/28/2021 SP impasse
I 0-10 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
10 10 I | 20-Oct | 10YR 5/4| Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SP
10 1 | 0-28 | 10YR 4/3 SalLo NCM 5/28/2021 AK root impasse
10 2 I 0-23 | 10YR4/3| SalLo NCM | 5/28/2021 EU root impasse
I 0-37 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
10 3 Il 37-47 | 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 5/28/2021 JC root impasse
I 0-30 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
10 4 Il 30-40 | 10YR5/4| SalLo NCM [5/28/2021 CF
rock
impasse,
STP moved
due to stone
10 5 I 0-20 | 10YR4/3| SalLo NCM [5/28/2021 EU wall
I 0-21 | 10YR4/3| Salo
10 6 Il 21-31 [ 10YR 5/6 | Salo NCM [5/28/2021 EU
I 0-30 | 10YR4/3| Salo
10 7 Il 30-40 | 10YR5/6| SalLo NCM [5/28/2021 SF
10 8 I 0-24 | 10YR4/2| Salo NCM |5/28/2021 EU root impasse
I 0-22 [10YR4/2] Salo
10 9 Il 22-32 | 5YR 5/4 Salo NCM |5/28/2021 SF
I 0-20 [10YR4/2] Salo
10 10 Il 20-30 | 5YR 5/4 SalLo NCM |5/28/2021 EU
I 0-28 [ 10YR4/3| Salo
10 11 Il 28-35 | 10YR 5/4| Salo NCM |5/28/2021 SF root impasse
I 0-45 [ 10YR 5/4 SiLo
10 1 Il 45-55 | 10YR 6/3 SiLo NCM |5/28/2021 SF
I 0-32 | 10YR 5/4 SiLo
10 2 Il 32-42 [ 10YR 6/3 SiLo NCM [5/28/2021 JC
I 0-20 [ 10YR 4/3 SiLo
10 3 Il 20-30 | 10YR 5/3 SiLo NCM |5/28/2021 EU
I 0-26 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo
10 4 Il 26-36 | 10YR 5/3 SiLo NCM | 5/28/2021 CF
I 0-50 [10YR4/4] Salo
10 5 Il 50-64 [ 10YR5/4| Salo NCM |5/28/2021 AK
I 0-33 [10YR4/4] Salo
10 6 Il 33-43 [10YR 5/4| Salo NCM [5/28/2021 JC
I 0-28 [ 10YR4/3| Salo
10 7 Il 28-38 | 10YR 5/4| Salo NCM [5/28/2021 JC








I 0-20 [ 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 K 8 Il 20-30 [ 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SP
rock
10 K 9 I 0-23 | 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 JC impasse
10 K 10 I 0-18 | 10YR 4/3 SalLo NCM [5/28/2021 SP
I 0-26 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 K 11 Il 26-36 | 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 JC
I 0-22 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 K 12 Il 22-32 | 10YR 5/4 SalLo NCM [5/28/2021 SP cobbles 30%
I 0-23 [ 10YR 4/3 Salo rock
10 K 13 Il 23-26 | 10YR 5/4| Salo NCM |5/28/2021 JC impasse
rock
10 K 14 I 0-24 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SP impasse
I 0-34 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 L 1 Il 34-44 [ 10YR 5/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 AK
I 0-37 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 L 2 Il 37-47 [ 10YR 5/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 CF
I 0-35 [10YR 4/3 Salo
10 L 3 Il 35-45 [ 10YR 5/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SF
No dig,
10 L 4 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM [5/28/2021 EU slope
rock
10 L 5 I 0-31 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 EU impasse
next to rock
wall, rock
10 L 6 I 0-10 | 10YR4/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SF impasse
I 0-30 [ 10YR 4/3 Salo
rock
10 L 7 Il 30-35 |7.5YR 5/4| SalLo NCM [5/28/2021 EU impasse
I 0-28 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 L 8 Il 28-38 [7.5YR5/4| Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SF
I 0-30 [ 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 L 9 Il 30-40 |7.5YR5/4| SalLo NCM [5/28/2021 EU
I 0-18 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 L 10 Il 18-28 |7.5YR 5/6| Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SF
I 0-31 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 L 11 Il 31-41 |7.5YR 5/4| SalLo NCM [5/28/2021 EU
rock
10 L 12 I 0-28 | 10YR 4/3 SalLo NCM [5/28/2021 SF impasse
rock
10 M 1 I 0-20 | 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 JC impasse
rock
10 M 2 I 0-24 | 10YR 3/3 SalLo NCM [5/28/2021 CF impasse








I 0-38 [ 10YR 3/3 Salo
10 3 Il 38-48 [ 10YR 7/2 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SF
I 0-28 | 10YR 3/3 Salo
10 4 Il 28-38 [7.5YR5/6| Salo NCM [5/28/2021 EU
I 0-30 [ 10YR 3/3 Salo
10 5 Il 30-40 |7.5YR5/6| SalLo NCM [5/28/2021 EU
I 0-29 [ 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 6 Il 29-39 | 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SP
I 0-32 [ 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 7 Il 32-42 [ 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SF
I: 30%
gravel
rock
10 8 I 0-30 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM | 5/28/2021 EU impasse
10 9 I 0-26 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 JC
I 0-25 [10YR 4/3 Salo
10 10 Il 25-35 [ 10YR 5/4 SalLo NCM | 5/28/2021 SP
I 0-25 [10YR 4/3 Salo
10 11 Il 25-35 [ 10YR 5/4 SalLo NCM | 5/28/2021 SF
rock
10 12 I 0-23 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM |5/28/2021 EU impasse
rock and
10 13 I 0-20 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SP root impasse
rock
10 14 I 0-30 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM |5/28/2021 SF impasse
No dig,
10 15 | N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM | 5/28/2021 SP slope
I 0-15 [ 10YR 4/3 Salo offset due to
10 16 Il 15-25 | 10YR 5/4 SalLo NCM [5/28/2021 SF slope
rock
10 17 I 0-22 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM |5/28/2021 EU impasse
No dig,
10 18 | N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM | 5/28/2021 SP slope
I: very dry
rock
10 1 I 0-34 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 JC impasse
I 0-26 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 2 Il 26-36 | 10YR 6/3 SalLo NCM | 5/28/2021 SF
I 0-26 | 10YR 4/4 Salo
10 3 Il 26-38 | 10YR 5/6 Sa NCM | 5/28/2021 SF
I 0-32 | 10YR 4/4 Salo
10 4 Il 32-42 [ 10YR 5/6 Sa NCM | 5/28/2021 SP
I 0-33 [ 10YR 4/4 Salo
10 5 Il 33-43 [ 10YR 5/6 Sa NCM | 5/28/2021 EU








I 0-28 | 10YR 4/4 Salo
10 6 Il 28-38 | 10YR 5/6 Sa NCM [5/28/2021 SF
I 0-32 [ 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 7 Il 32-42 [ 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 JC
I 0-30 [ 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 8 Il 30-40 [ 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SP
I: 20%
cobbles
rock
10 1 I 0-21 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SP impasse
I 0-26 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 1 Il 26-36 | 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 JC
10 2 | 0-45 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SF
10 3 I 0-34 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM | 5/28/2021 SP
I 0-28 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 4 Il 28-38 | 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 JC
I 0-30 [ 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 5 Il 30-40 |7.5YR5/3| SalLo NCM |5/28/2021 EU
I 0-28 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 6 Il 28-34 |7.5YR5/3| SalLo NCM [5/28/2021 JC
I 0-26 | 10YR 3/3 SaSi rock
10 7 Il 26-31 | 10YR 4/6 SaSi NCM 5/28/2021 EU impasse
rock
10 8 I 0-23 | 10YR 3/3 SaSi NCM [5/28/2021 SP impasse
I 0-36 | 10YR 3/3 SaSi
10 9 Il 36-46 | 10YR 4/4 SaSi NCM [5/28/2021 JC
I 0-20 | 10YR 3/3 Salo
10 10 Il 20-40 [ 10YR 4/4 Sa NCM | 5/28/2021] WW
I 0-24 | 10YR 3/3 Salo
10 11 Il 24-34 [ 10YR 5/4 Sa NCM [5/28/2021 JC
I 0-14 | 10YR 3/3 Salo
10 12 Il 14-24 | 10YR 4/4 SalLo NCM |[5/28/2021 SP top mottled
No dig, rock
10 13 | N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM | 5/28/2021] WW on surface
I 0-15 [ 10YR 3/3 Salo
10 14 Il 15-25 |7.5YR5/6| Salo NCM | 5/28/2021] WW
I 0-38 | 10YR 4/3 Salo offset for
10 1 Il 38-48 | 10YR 5/4 SalLo NCM [5/28/2021 SF stone wall
I 0-20 [ 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 2 Il 20-30 | 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SF
I 0-30 [ 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 3 Il 30-40 [ 10YR 5/4 SalLo NCM |5/28/2021 EU








No dig, at

end of field
10 4 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM [5/28/2021 SF and on slope
rock
10 5 I 0-33 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 EU impasse
I: decaying
rock
rock
10 6 I 0-40 | 10YR5/4 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SP impasse
I 0-30 | 10YR 4/4 Salo
10 7 Il 30-40 [ 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SF
I 0-33 | 10YR 4/4 Salo
10 8 Il 33-43 [ 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 JC
I 0-31 [ 10YR 4/4 Salo
10 9 Il 31-41 [ 10YR 5/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 EU
I 0-25 [ 10YR 4/2 Salo
10 10 Il 25-35 [7.5YR5/4| Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SF
rock
10 11 I 0-33 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 EU impasse
rock and
10 12 I 0-25 | 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SF root impasse
I 0-30 | 10YR 4/3 Salo rock
10 13 Il 30-33 [ 10YR 5/6 SalLo NCM | 5/28/2021 EU impasse
I 0-25 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 14 Il 25-35 [ 10YR 5/6 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 CF
~ 20% rock,
I 0-13 | 10YR 2/2| FiSalLo heavy roots
root impasse
Il 13-35 | 10YR 3/3 | FiSalLo @ 50 cmbs
10 15 I 35-50 | 10YR 4/4 | FiSalo NCM [5/28/2021 RM
10 16 I 0-25 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 EU root impasse
rock
10 17 I 0-26 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SF impasse
I 0-46 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 1 Il 46-56 | 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 JC
I 0-35 [ 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 2 Il 35-45 | 7.5YR 5/3| SalLo NCM |5/28/2021 EU
I 0-34 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 3 Il 34-44 [ 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SP








rock

10 4 I 0-31 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM |5/28/2021] WW impasse
rock
10 5 I 0-24 | 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM |5/28/2021 SP impasse
I 0-32 [ 10YR 3/3 Salo
10 6 Il 32-42 | 10YR 4/4 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SF
I 0-40 [ 10YR 3/3 Salo
10 7 Il 40-50 | 10YR 4/4 SalLo NCM |5/28/2021| WW
lI: 15% sm-
lg angular
and
subangular
I 0-25 [10YR 3/3 Salo rock
rock
10 8 Il 25-32 | 10YR 4/4| Salo NCM | 5/28/2021 RM impasse
I 0-19 [ 10YR 3/3 Salo
10 9 Il 19-29 | 10YR 4/4 SalLo NCM [5/28/2021 SP
I 0-28 [ 10YR 3/3 Salo
10 10 Il 28-30 [ 10YR 5/4 SalLo NCM [5/28/2021 SF
I 0-30 [ 10YR 3/3 Salo
10 11 Il 30-40 [ 10YR 5/4 SalLo NCM [5/28/2021 EU
10 12 I 0-20 | 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021| WW [root impasse
No dig, rock
10 13 | N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM | 5/28/2021] WW on surface
I: 20%
cobbles
10 14 I 0-17 | 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 CF root impasse
I 0-15 [10YR 3/3 Salo
10 15 Il 15-25 | 10YR 5/4 SalLo NCM [5/28/2021 SP
I 0-23 | 10YR 4/3 Salo rock
10 1 Il 23-27 | 10YR 5/4 SalLo NCM |5/28/2021 SP impasse
I 0-30 [ 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 2 Il 30-40 [ 10YR 5/4 SalLo NCM [5/28/2021 SF
I 0-30 [ 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 3 Il 30-40 [ 10YR 5/4 SalLo NCM [5/28/2021 EU
rock
10 4 I 0-32 | 10YR 4/4 Salo NCM |5/28/2021 SP impasse
I 0-25 [ 10YR 3/3 Salo
10 5 Il 25-35 | 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SP
I 0-30 [ 10YR 3/3 Salo
10 6 Il 30-40 [ 10YR 5/4 SalLo NCM [5/28/2021 EU
10% rock
I 0-24 | 10YR 3/3 Salo subﬁnguar
Il 24-50 [ 10YR 3/4 Salo

and angular;








10 7 1] 50-60 [ 10YR4/4| Salo NCM [5/28/2021 RM impasse
I 0-30 |10YR3/3| SalLo
10 8 Il 30-40 [ 10YR 3/4| Salo NCM | 5/28/2021 CF
I 0-25 | 10YR3/3| SalLo
10 9 Il 25-35 | 10YR 3/4| Salo NCM |5/28/2021| WW
I 0-30 |10YR3/3| SalLo rock
10 10 Il 30-35 [ 10YR 4/6 | Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SF impasse
rock
10 11 I 0-36 | 10YR 3/3| SalLo NCM |5/28/2021 JC impasse
10 1 I 0-32 | 10YR4/3| Salo NCM |5/28/2021 EU root impasse
I 0-28 [ 10YR4/3| Salo
10 2 Il 28-38 | 10YR 5/3| Salo NCM |5/28/2021 SP
I 0-28 [ 10YR4/3| Salo
10 3 Il 28-38 | 10YR 5/3| Salo NCM | 5/28/2021 EU
I 0-29 [10YR4/3| Salo
10 4 Il 29-39 |7.5YR5/3| SalLo NCM | 5/28/2021 SF
I 0-13 [10YR4/3]| Salo
rock
10 5 Il 13-17 |7.5YR 5/3| Salo NCM [5/28/2021 JC impasse
I 0-30 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
10 6 Il 30-40 [ 10YR5/3| Salo NCM |5/28/2021| WW
10 7 I 0-28 | 10YR4/3| SalLo NCM |5/28/2021 JC root impasse
I 0-30 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
10 8 Il 30-40 | 10YR5/3| SalLo NCM |5/28/2021 SF
I 0-22 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
10 9 Il 22-32 [ 10YR 5/3| Salo NCM |5/28/2021 SP
I 0-20 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
10 10 Il 20-30 | 10YR 5/4| SalLo NCM |5/28/2021| WW
I 0-25 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
10 11 Il 25-35 | 10YR 5/4| Salo NCM |5/28/2021 EU
I 0-30 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
10 12 Il 30-40 | 10YR5/4| SalLo NCM |5/28/2021 CF
I 0-32 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
10 1 Il 32-42 | 10YR5/4| SalLo NCM |5/28/2021 SF
I 0-30 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
10 2 Il 30-40 |7.5YR5/4| SalLo NCM |5/28/2021 SF
I 0-28 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
rock
10 3 Il 28-38 [7.5YR5/4| Salo NCM |5/28/2021 JC impasse
I 0-18 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
10 4 Il 18-28 | 10YR5/6 | SalLo NCM |5/28/2021 EU
I 0-26 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
10 5 Il 26-36 | 10YR5/6 | Salo NCM |5/28/2021 EU








10% angular

I 0-24 | 10YR 3/3 Salo stone
offset 5m N
due to rock
wall; rock
10 6 Il 24-32 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 RM impasse
I 0-30 [ 10YR 3/3 Salo
10 7 Il 30-40 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 CF
I 0-32 [ 10YR 3/3 Salo
10 8 Il 32-42 [ 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SF
rock
impasse @
10 9 I 0-25 | 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM |5/28/2021| WW 25 cmbs
I 0-17 [ 10YR 3/3 Salo
10 10 Il 17-27 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SP
rock
I 0-25 | 10YR 3/3 Salo impasse @
10 11 Il 25-32 [ 10YR 4/3 SalLo NCM | 5/28/2021 JC 32 cmbs
I 0-27 | 10YR 3/3 Salo
10 12 Il 27-37 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM | 5/28/2021] WW
I 0-44 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 1 Il 44-54 |1 10YR 5/4 Sa NCM [5/28/2021 JC
I 0-24 | 10YR 4/4 Salo
10 2 Il 24-34 [ 10YR 5/4 Sa NCM [5/28/2021 SP
I 0-40 | 10YR 4/4 Salo
10 3 Il 40-50 | 10YR 5/4 Sa NCM [5/28/2021 CF
rock
10 4 I 0-22 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM |5/28/2021| WW impasse
I 0-34 [ 10YR 3/3 Salo
10 5 Il 34-44 [ 10YR 4/6 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 JC
I 0-24 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 6 Il 24-34 | 10YR 4/6 SalLo NCM | 5/28/2021] WW
I 0-10 [ 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 7 Il 30-Oct | 10YR 4/6 SalLo NCM |5/28/2021 EU
I: 20% sm-Ig
subangular
rock
large rock
10 8 I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM [5/28/2021 RM impasse
I 0-30 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
10 9 Il 30-40 |7.5YR 4/4| SalLo NCM [5/28/2021 SF








I 0-31 | 10YR4/3| SalLo I: very dry
rock
10 CL-1 1 Il 31-41 [ 10YR 5/4| Salo NCM [5/28/2021 SP impasse
rock
10 CL-1 2 I 0-45 | 10YR4/3| Salo NCM |5/28/2021 JC impasse
I 0-35 | 10YR4/3| Salo
10 CL-1 3 Il 35-45 [ 10YR 5/6 | Salo NCM | 5/28/2021 EU
I 0-28 | 10YR4/3| Salo
10 CL-1 4 Il 28-38 | 10YR 5/4 | Salo NCM | 5/28/2021 SF
I 0-25 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
10 CL-1 5 Il 25-35 | 10YR 5/4 | Salo NCM | 5/28/2021 CF
I 0-28 | 10YR4/3| Salo
10 CL-1 6 Il 28-38 | 10YR 5/6 SaCl NCM |5/28/2021| WW 25% gravel
I 0-25 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
10 CL-1 7 Il 25-35 | 10YR 5/4 | Salo NCM | 5/28/2021 SP
I 0-34 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
10 CL-1 8 Il 34-44 [ 10RY 5/4| Salo NCM | 5/28/2021 EU
I 0-24 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
10 CL-1 9 Il 24-34 | 10YR 5/4 | Salo NCM | 5/28/2021 JC
I 0-29 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
10 CL-1 10 Il 29-39 | 10YR 5/4| SalLo NCM | 5/28/2021 SF
I 0-26 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
10 CL-1 11 Il 26-36 | 10YR 5/4 | Salo NCM | 5/28/2021 CF
10 CL-1 12 I 0-23 | 10YR4/3| Salo NCM |5/28/2021| WW rock
I 0-26 | 10YR 4/3| SalLo
10 CL-1 13 Il 26-36 | 10YR 5/3| Salo NCM | 5/28/2021 EU
rock
10 CL-1 14 I 0-28 | 10YR4/3| Salo NCM | 5/28/2021 SF impasse
I 0-34 | 10YR4/3| SalLo
10 CL-1 15 Il 34-44 [ 10YR5/4| Salo NCM |5/28/2021| WW
I 0-37 |10YR 3/4| SalLo
10 CL-1 16 Il 37-47 [ 10YR 4/4| Salo NCM | 5/28/2021 JC
I 0-30 |10YR3/3| SalLo
10 CL-1 17 Il 30-40 [ 10YR 4/4| Salo NCM | 5/28/2021 CF
I 0-25 | 10YR 4/3 SalLo II: oxidized
10YR 5/4
m/w 10YR
10 CL-1 18 Il 25-35 712 Sa NCM | 5/28/2021 EU hydric
I 0-30 | 10YR4/3| Salo
10YR 7/2
m/w 10YR
10 CL-1 19 I 30-40 5/4 Sa NCM | 5/28/2021 SF oxidized
I: hydric w/
10 CL-1 20 I 0-20 [ 10YR4/2| SaClLo NCM | 5/28/2021| WW redox
I: hydric w/
10 CL-1 21 I 0-10 [ 10YR4/2| SaClLo NCM |5/28/2021| WW redox








I: w/ redox

10 | CL-1 | 22 | 0-20 | 10YR 4/2| SaClLo NCM |[5/28/2021| wWw hydric
| 0-26 | 10YR4/2| SaClLo I: with redox
10 | cL1 | 23 Il | 26-28 |10YR7/2| Salo NCM |5/28/2021| SP hydric
| 0-30 | 10YR4/2| SaClLo I: w/ redox
10 | cL-1 | 24 | 1 | 30-40 |10YR7/1| Salo NCM |[5/28/2021| SF hydric
[ 0-26 | 10YR4/3| Salo
10 | cL-1 | 25 | 1 | 26-36 |10YR5/4| Salo NCM |[5/28/2021| CF
[ 0-18 |[10YR4/3| Salo
10 | cL1 | 26 Il | 18-28 |10YR5/4| Salo NCM |[5/28/2021| JC
[ 0-25 [10YR3/3| Salo Il hydric
10m from
backyard of
house, 50m
10 | cL1 | 27 | 0 | 25-35 | 10YR7/1 Sa NCM [5/28/2021| EU | from house
No dig,
possible
10 | CL-1 | 28 | NJA | N/A N/A N/A NCM [5/28/2021| SP | buried utility
[ 0-23 [10YR4/3| Salo
10 | cL-1 | 29 | 1 | 23-33 |10YR5/4| Salo NCM |[5/28/2021| wWw
No dig,
possible
10 | CL-1 | 30 | NNA| N/A N/A N/A NCM |[5/28/2021| SP | buried utility
[ 0-22 |[10YR4/3| Salo
10 | AR-1 1 Il | 22-32 |10YR5/6| Salo NCM |[5/28/2021| SF
[ 0-35 [10YR4/3| Salo
10 | AR-1 2 Il | 35-45 | 10YR5/6 | Salo NCM |[5/28/2021| EU
[ 0-36 | 10YR4/3| Salo
10 | AR-1 3 Il | 36-46 |10YR5/6| Salo NCM |[5/28/2021| JC
[ 0-25 |[10YR4/3| Salo
10 | AR-1 4 Il | 25-35 | 10YR5/6 | Salo NCM |[5/28/2021| SP
[ 0-25 |[10YR4/3| Salo
10 | AR-1 5 Il | 25-35 | 10YR5/6 | Salo NCM |[5/28/2021| SF
rock
10 | AR-1 6 | 0-31 | 10YR4/3| Salo NCM |[5/28/2021| EU impasse
[ 0-43 |[10YR4/3| Salo
10 | AR-1 7 Il | 43-53 |10YR5/4| Salo NCM |5/28/2021| JC
rock
10 | AR-1 8 | 0-25 | 10YR4/3| Salo NCM |5/28/2021| SP impasse
[ 0-32 [10YR4/3| Salo
10 | AR-1 9 Il | 32-42 |10YR5/4| Salo NCM |[5/28/2021| SF
[ 0-31 [10YR4/3| Salo








10 AR-1 10 Il 31-41 | 10YR 5/8 | SalLo NCM [5/28/2021 EU
I 0-36 | 10YR 4/3| SalLo
10 AR-1 11 Il 36-46 | 10YR5/8 | SalLo NCM |5/28/2021 JC
I 0-25 [10YR 4/3 Salo I: very dry
[I: yellow
10 AR-1 12 Il 25-35 [ 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM | 5/28/2021 SP brown soil
10 AR-1 13 I 0-25 | 10YR4/3| Salo NCM |5/28/2021 SF
No dig,
10 AR-1 14 | N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM | 5/28/2021 SF slope
I 0-30 | 10YR4/3| SalLo offset due to
10 AR-1 15 Il 30-40 | 10YR5/6 | SalLo NCM | 5/28/2021 EU slope
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Survey Area 11

217







Survey Area 11

Soil Artifact
Area | Transect| STP# | Strat [ Depth| Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I 0-25 | 10YR 3/2| Salo I: 25% gravel
II: 25%
gravel/ semi
hydric, w/
Il [25-35] 10YR 6/3 Salo redox
edge field/
11 A 1 NCM 6/1/2021 Www treeline
I 0-20 | 10YR 3/2 Salo I: 25% gravel
II: 25%
gravel/ semi
hydric, w/
11 A 2 I 120-30| 10YR6/3| Salo NCM 6/1/2021 CF redox
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/2 Salo I: 25% gravel
II: 25%
gravel/ semi
hydric, w/
11 A 3 I 130-40| 10YR6/3| Salo NCM 6/1/2021 CF redox
I 0-25 | 10YR 3/3 Salo I: 35% gravel
II: 35%
11 B 1 I 125-35|10YR5/4| Salo NCM 6/1/2021 ww gravel
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 Salo I: 35% gravel
II: 35%
11 B 2 I 130-40| 10YR5/4| Salo NCM 6/1/2021 CF gravel
I: 50% rock
rock
11 B 3 I 0-10 | 10YR 3/3| SalLo NCM 6/1/2021 Ww impasse
I: 40% rock
rock
impasse;
survey area
11 B 4 I 0-23 | 10YR 4/3| Salo NCM 6/1/2021 CF 6
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Survey Area 12

Soil Artifact
Area | Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color | Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
No dig,
drainage/
12 A 1 | NJA| NA N/A N/A NCM | 6/4/2021 JR | water/ hydric
No dig,
drainage/
12 A 2 | NJA| N/A N/A N/A NCM | 6/4/2021 JR | water/ hydric
No dig,
drainage/
12 A 3 | NA| N/A N/A N/A NCM | 6/4/2021 JR | water/ hydric
12 A 4 I 0-31 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 ww rock
12 A 5 I 0-20 [ 10YR 3/2 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 CF rock
12 A 6 I 0-30 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 ww rock
12 A 7 I 0-30 [ 10YR 3/2 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 CF rock
I 0-26 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo
12 B 1 Il [26-36| 10YR5/4| SalLo NCM 6/4/2021 CF
12 B 2 I 0-28 | 10YR 4/3| SiSalLo NCM 6/4/2021 ww rock
12 B 3 I 0-27 | 10YR 4/3 | SiSalo NCM 6/4/2021 CF rock
No dig,
hydric/
12 B 4 | N/A| N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/4/2021 JR drainage
No dig,
hydric/
12 B 5 [ NJA| N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/4/2021 JR drainage
No dig,
hydric/
12 B 6 | NJA[ N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/4/2021 JR drainage
No dig,
hydric/
12 B 7 | NA| N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/4/2021 JR drainage
12 C 1 I 0-20 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 ww rock
No dig,
hydric/
drainage/
12 C 2 [ NJA| N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/4/2021 JR rock
No dig,
hydric/
drainage/
12 C 3 | NA| N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/4/2021 JR rock
No dig,
hydric/
drainage/
12 C 4 | N/A| N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/4/2021 JR rock








Soil Artifact
Area | Transect | STP# | Strat [ Depth| Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
No dig,
hydric/
drainage/
12 C 5 [ NJA| N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/4/2021 JR rock
rock
12 D 1 I 0-30 [ 10YR 2/2 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 Www impasse
12 E 1 I 0-30 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 CF rock
12 E 2 I 0-38 [ 10YR 2/2 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 ww water
12 E 3 I 0-23 | 10YR 2/2 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 CF rock
No dig,
12 F 1 | NJA| N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/4/2021 JR graded road
No dig,
12 F 2 [ NJA| N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/4/2021 JR graded road
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Survey Area 13

Soil Artifact
Area| Transect [ STP# | Strat | Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
rock impasse
13 A 1 I 0-20 | 10YR 4/3| SalLo NCM 6/1/2021 CF at 20 cmbs
rock impasse
13 A 2 I 0-15 | 10YR 4/3| SalLo NCM 6/1/2021 Www at 15 cmbs
rock impasse
13 A 3 I 0-25 | 10YR 4/3| SalLo NCM 6/1/2021 Www at 25 cmbs
No dig, ag
field fill/
drainage/
13 A 4 | NJA[ N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/1/2021 CF pushpile
No dig, ag
field fill/
drainage/
13 A 5 [ NJA| N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/1/2021 CF pushpile
13 B 1 I 0-29 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 JR rock
13 B 2 I 0-25 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 JR rock
13 B 3 I 0-29 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 JR rock
I 0-24 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo
13 B 4 Il |24-27 | 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 CF rock
13 B 5 I 0-36 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 WWw rock
No dig,
drainage
13 B 6 | NJA| N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/4/2021 JR ditch
No dig,
drainage
13 B 7 [ NJA| N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/4/2021 JR ditch
13 C 1 I 0-26 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 A rock
No dig,
standing
13 D 1 [ NA| NA N/A N/A NCM | 6/4/2021 JR water/ hydric
No dig,
standing
13 D 2 | NA| NA N/A N/A NCM | 6/4/2021 JR water/ hydric
No dig,
standing
13 D 3 | NA| NA N/A N/A NCM | 6/4/2021 JR water/ hydric








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

13

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/4/2021

JR

No dig,
standing
water/ hydric

13

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/4/2021

ww

No dig,
heavily
disturbed
boundary line
with pushpiles
of coulders,
tree stumps,
and soils

13

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/4/2021

wWw

No dig,
heavily
disturbed
boundary line
with pushpiles
of coulders,
tree stumps,
and soils

13

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/4/2021

ww

No dig,
heavily
disturbed
boundary line
with pushpiles
of coulders,
tree stumps,
and soils

13

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/4/2021

wWw

No dig,
heavily
disturbed
boundary line
with pushpiles
of coulders,
tree stumps,
and soils
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Survey Area 14

Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

14

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig,
disturbed/
boulder piles

14

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig,
disturbed/
boulder piles

14

0-30

10YR 2/2

SalLo

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

rock impasse
@ 30 cmbs,
10% rock
content

14

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig,
pedestrian
surveyed, ag
field 90% +
visibility

14

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig,
pedestrian
surveyed, ag
field 90% +
visibility

14

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig,
pedestrian
surveyed, ag
field 90% +
visibility

14

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig,
pedestrian
surveyed, ag
field 90% +
visibility








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

14

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

No dig,
pedestrian
surveyed, ag
field 90% +
visibility

14

CL-1

0-30
30-40

10YR 2/2
10YR 5/4

Salo
Salo

NCM

6/1/2021

CF

14

CL-1

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

RM

No dig,
pedestrian
surveyed, ag
field 90% +
visibility

14

CL-1

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

RM

No dig,
pedestrian
surveyed, ag
field 90% +
visibility

14

CL-1

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/1/2021

RM

No dig,
pedestrian
surveyed, ag
field 90% +
visibility
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Survey Area 15

Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP#|Strat| Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |[Summary Date Recorder| Comments
I: some gravel
| 0-40 10YR 3/2 Salo II: band of
Il 40-48 | 10YR7/1 Sa gray sand
15 1 1] m 48-54 |7.5YR4/6 SiSa NCM 11/19/2020 TRS II: with gravel
| 0-30 10YR 3/2 Salo I: some gravel
15 1 2 1l 30-36 |7.5YR4/6 SiSa NCM 11/19/2020 TRS II: some gravel
oxidized
drainage
I 0-12 | 10YR 3/3 Salo stains every
15 2 1] 12-79 | 10YR6/6 Sa NCM 11/19/2020 CMP 15cminstrll
| 0-16 10YR 3/3 Salo
15 2 21 |l 16-47 | 10YR6/6 Sa NCM 11/19/2020 CMP
| 0-20 10YR 3/3 Salo
15 2 31 |l 20-49 | 10YR 4/6 Sa NCM 11/19/2020 CMP
10YR 3/3
10YR 4/3 vertical
I 0-29 |m/w 10YR| Salo leeching
Il 29-43 2/1 Sa through sand
1 43-51 |7.5YR4/6 Sa resulting in
15 2 41 v 51-88 | 10YR 6/6 Sa NCM 11/19/2020 CMP oxidation
I 0-32 | 10YR 3/2 Salo I: w/ gravel
15 2 51 1l 32-42 |7.5YR4/6 SiSa NCM 11/19/2020 TRS Il: w/ gravel
I 0-28 | 10YR 3/2 Salo I: w/ gravel
15 2 6| I 28-36 |7.5YR4/6 SiSa NCM 11/19/2020 TRS Il: w/ gravel
I 0-36 | 10YR 3/2 Salo I: w/ gravel
15 2 71 1l 36-44 |7.5YR4/6 SiSa NCM 11/19/2020 TRS Il: w/ gravel
10YR 3/2
10YR 6/2 I: few gravel
m/w II: banded
7.5YR4/6 sands
| 0-18 10YR 7/1 Salo Il: leached
Il 18-24 |m/w 10YR SiSa horizon gray
1l 24-36 4/2 SiSa IV: rust-colors,
15 3 1 v 36-48 |7.5YR4/6 Sa NCM 11/19/2020 TRS oxidized sand
| 0-28 10YR 3/2 Salo I: few gravel
15 3 2 1l 28-34 |7.5YR4/6 SiSa NCM 11/19/2020 TRS II: few gravel
| 0-40 10YR 3/2 Salo
15 3 31 1l 40-50 |7.5YR4/6 SiSa NCM 11/19/2020 TRS
| 0-40 10YR 3/2 Salo
15 3 4] 1l 40-48 |7.5YR4/6 SiSa NCM 11/19/2020 TRS I: few gravel
| 0-34 10YR 3/3 Salo
15 3 51 1l 34-67 | 10YR 4/6 Sa NCM 11/19/2020 CMP








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat| Depth [ Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder| Comments
Not
excavated; in
15 4 1| N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 11/19/2020 TRS drainage ditch
Not
excavated; in
15 4 2| N/J/A| N/A N/A N/A NCM 11/19/2020 TRS drainage ditch
Not
excavated; in
15 4 3 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 11/19/2020 TRS drainage ditch
| 0-22 10YR 3/2 Salo I: very stony
15 4 4| |l 22-32 |7.5YR4/6 SiSa NCM 11/19/2020 TRS II: very stony
10YR 3/2
10YR 4/2 I: very stony
I 0-20 |[m/w 10YR| Salo I: very stony,
15 4 51 1l 20-38 5/6 SiSa NCM 11/19/2020 TRS mottled
10YR 3/2
10YR 4/2 I: very stony
I 0-28 |[m/w 10YR| Salo I: very stony,
15 4 6| Il 28-40 5/6 SiSa NCM 11/19/2020 TRS mottled
I: regular
cobbles and
10YR 3/2 gravel
10YR 4/2 II: mottled,
I 0-34 |m/w 10YR| Salo with cobbles
15 4 71 1 34-46 5/6 SiSa NCM 11/19/2020 TRS and gravel
No digs due to
house/manicu
red
lawn/buried
15 5 1| N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 12/9/2020 RAM utilities
No digs due to
house/manicu
red
lawn/buried
15 5 2| N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 12/9/2020 RAM utilities
No digs due to
house/manicu
red
lawn/buried
15 5 3[ N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 12/9/2020 RAM utilities








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat| Depth [ Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder| Comments
No digs due to
house/manicu
red
lawn/buried
15 5 4| N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 12/9/2020 RAM utilities
No digs due to
house/manicu
red
lawn/buried
15 5 5[ N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 12/9/2020 RAM utilities
No digs due to
house/manicu
red
lawn/buried
15 5 6| N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 12/9/2020 RAM utilities
No digs due to
house/manicu
red
lawn/buried
15 5 7| N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 12/9/2020 RAM utilities
No digs due to
house/manicu
red
lawn/buried
15 5 8| N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 12/9/2020 RAM utilities
II: 50% cobble
interphase
between
strata heavilty
I 0-40 | 10YR 3/3 Salo rocky/gravele
15 5 9| 1l 40-50 | 10YR4/6 Sa NCM 11/19/2020 CMP d
| 0-32 10YR 3/2 Salo
15 5 101 1l 32-42 | 10YR 4/6 Sa NCM 11/19/2020 CMP
| 0-22 10YR 2/2 Salo
] 22-30 | 10YR 6/2 Sa I11: 50% rock
1 30-60 | 10YR 3/2 Sa cobble
v 60-67 | 10YR 3/6 Sa IV: 50% rock
15 5 11| V 67-79 | 10YR6/6 Sa NCM 11/19/2020 CMP cobble








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat| Depth [ Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder| Comments
| 0-30 10YR 3/2 Salo
Il 30-43 | 10YR5/8 Sa
15 5 12 I 43-57 | 2.5Y5/3 Sa NCM 11/19/2020 CMP
| 0-24 10YR 3/2 Salo
] 24-35 | 2.5Y7/2 Sa
15 5 13] 1 35-47 | 10YR 3/6 Sa NCM 11/19/2020 CMP II: 25% rock
excavation
paused b/c
10YR 2/1 Salo possible
I 0-26 2.5Y7/2 Sa feature, to
15 51 14| |l 26-34 | 10YR 4/6 Sa NCM 11/19/2020 CMP expand later
No digs due to
house/manicu
red
lawn/buried
15 6 1| N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 12/9/2020 RAM utilities
No digs due to
house/manicu
red
lawn/buried
15 6 2| N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 12/9/2020 RAM utilities
No digs due to
house/manicu
red
lawn/buried
15 6 3 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 12/9/2020 RAM utilities
No digs due to
house/manicu
red
lawn/buried
15 6 4| N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 12/9/2020 RAM utilities
No digs due to
house/manicu
red
lawn/buried
15 6 5[ N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 12/9/2020 RAM utilities








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat| Depth [ Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder| Comments
No digs due to
house/manicu
red
lawn/buried
15 6 6] N/JA| N/A N/A N/A NCM 12/9/2020 RAM utilities
No digs due to
house/manicu
red
lawn/buried
15 6 7] N/JA| N/A N/A N/A NCM 12/9/2020 RAM utilities
No digs due to
house/manicu
red
lawn/buried
15 6 8| N/JA| N/A N/A N/A NCM 12/9/2020 RAM utilities
I: some gravel
II: band of
sand
| 0-38 10YR 3/2 Salo I1l: some
Il 38-42 |2.5YR5/3 SiSa gravel, angular
15 6 9| 42-54 (2.5YR5/4 SiSa NCM 11/19/2020 TRS stones
I: some gravel
II: band of
sand
| 0-34 10YR 3/2 Salo Il: some
1] 34-38 |2.5YR5/3 SiSa gravel, angular
15 6 10 1 38-48 |2.5YR5/4 SiSa NCM 11/19/2020 TRS stones
I: some gravel
| 0-32 10YR 3/2 Salo II: cobbles and
15 6 11 1l 32-44 [2.5YR5/3 SiSa NCM 11/19/2020 TRS gravel
I: some gravel
| 0-33 10YR 3/2 Salo II: angular
15 6 12 1N 33-45 |2.5YR5/3 SiSa NCM 11/19/2020 TRS stones
I: some gravel
| 0-36 10YR 3/2 Salo II: few gravel,
15 6| 13| | 36-42 |7.5YR4/6 SiSa NCM 11/19/2020 TRS rust oxidation
I 0-28 | 10YR2/1 Salo II: light gray
Il 28-31 |2.5YR7/1 SiSa band
15 6| 14| 1 31-44 |7.5YR4/6 SiSa NCM 11/19/2020 TRS llI: few stones








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat| Depth [ Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder| Comments
| 0-26 10YR 2/1 Salo
Il 26-33 | 2.5Y7/2 Sa
15 6 15| 1 33-50 | 10YR 3/6 Sa NCM 11/19/2020 CMP
| 0-23 10YR 2/1 Salo
] 23-32 | 2.5Y7/2 Sa
15 6 16| I 32-44 | 10YR 3/6 Sa NCM 11/19/2020 CMP
No digs due to
house/manicu
red
lawn/buried
15 7 1| N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 12/9/2020 RAM utilities
No digs due to
house/manicu
red
lawn/buried
15 7 2| N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 12/9/2020 RAM utilities
No digs due to
house/manicu
red
lawn/buried
15 7 3| N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 12/9/2020 RAM utilities
No digs due to
house/manicu
red
lawn/buried
15 7 4 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 12/9/2020 RAM utilities
No digs due to
house/manicu
red
lawn/buried
15 7 5 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 12/9/2020 RAM utilities
No digs due to
house/manicu
red
lawn/buried
15 7 6 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 12/9/2020 RAM utilities








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat| Depth [ Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder| Comments
10YR 3/2
2.5Y5/3
I I: 0-30 m/w SiLo
15 7 7 1 [n:30-40|7.5YR5/4 SalLo NCM 11/19/2020 TRS
10YR 3/2
2.5Y5/3
I 0-32 m/w SiLo II: mottled,
15 7 8l 32-44 |7.5YR5/4| Salo NCM 11/19/2020 TRS stone
10YR 3/2
2.5YR5/3
| 0-21 m/w Salo I: some gravel
Il 21-32 |7.5YR4/3 SiSa II: mottled,
15 7 9| i 32-42 |2.5YR5/4 SiSa NCM 11/19/2020 TRS stones
I: possible
flaked
tool/biface,
very thin,
quartzite,
10YR 3/2 shiny quartz
2.5YR5/3 specs, very
I 0-28 m/w Salo many
Il 28-36 |7.5YR5/4 SiSa II: mottled
15 71 10[ 1 36-46 |2.5YR5/4 SiSa  pssible bifa{ 11/19/2020 TRS with stone
| 0-25 10YR 3/3 SiLo
Il 25-30 | 10YR 8/1 SiSa
1 30-45 | 10YR6/3 SiSa
IV | 45-55 | 10YR6/4 SiSa
15 71 11| Vv 55-65 | 10YR 5/4 SiSa NCM 11/20/2020 NM Fallow Field
I 0-25 | 10YR3/3 SiLo
Il 25-30 |7.5YR5/6 SiCl
I 35-40 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
v 40-55 | 10YR5/4 SiSa
15 71 12 Vv 55-60 | 10YR6/4 SiSa NCM 11/20/2020 NM Fallow Field
| 0-25 10YR 3/3 SiLo
Il 25-60 | 5YR3/2 SiLo
1 60-70 | 10YR5/4 SiSa
15 7| 13| IV | 70-75 | 10YR6/4 SiSa NCM 11/20/2020 NM Fallow Field
| 0-25 10YR 4/2 SiLo
Il 25-50 | 5YR3/2 SiLo
1 50-60 | 10YR5/4 SiSa
15 71 14| v 60-70 | 10YR6/4 SiSa NCM 11/20/2020 NM Grassy field








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat| Depth [ Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder| Comments
| 0-30 10YR 4/2 SiLo
Il 30-35 | 10YR7/2 SiSa
1" 35-40 |7.5YR5/6 SiSa
v 40-60 | 10YR5/4 SiSa
15 71 15| V 60-65 | 10YR 6/4 SiSa NCM 11/20/2020 NM Grassy field
No digs due to
house/manicu
red
lawn/buried
15 8 1| N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 12/9/2020 RAM utilities
No digs due to
house/manicu
red
lawn/buried
15 8 2| N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 12/9/2020 RAM utilities
No digs due to
house/manicu
red
lawn/buried
15 8 3 N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 12/9/2020 RAM utilities
No digs due to
house/manicu
red
lawn/buried
15 8 4| N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 12/9/2020 RAM utilities
| 0-54 10YR 3/2 Salo
15 8 51 1l 54-66 | 10YR5/6 Sa NCM 11/20/2020 CMP
10YR 3/2
10YR 5/6
| 0-30 | m/w 2.5Y Salo
15 8 6| Il 30-46 7/2 Sa NCM 11/20/2020 CMP
| 0-30 10YR 3/4 Salo
] 30-45 | 10YR 2/2 Salo
15 8 71 I 45-66 | 10YR5/6 Sa NCM 11/20/2020 CMP II: 25% cobble
| 0-30 10YR 3/2 Salo
15 8 8| |l 30-43 | 10YR 4/6 Sa NCM 11/20/2020 CMP
| 0-30 10YR 3/2 Salo
Il 30-48 | 2.5Y7/2 Sa
15 8 9| i 48-58 [ 10YR5/8 Sa NCM 11/20/2020 CMP








Soil Artifact

Area| Transect | STP# | Strat| Depth [ Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder| Comments
10YR 3/2
2.5Y7/2 Stratum I
I 0-43 |m/w 10YR| Salo mottled 10YR
15 8 10[ N 43-81 5/6 Sa NCM 11/20/2020 CMP 5/6

I 0-34 | 10YR3/4 Salo
I 34-68 | 10YR5/8 Sa
15 8l 11 1l 68-77 | 2.5Y7/2 Sa NCM 11/20/2020 CMP

I 0-30 | 10YR2/1 Salo
Il 30-42 | 10YR5/2 Sa
1 42-56 | 10YR5/8 Sa
15 8| 12| IV | 56-67 | 2.5Y6/6 Sa NCM 11/20/2020 CMP

I 0-23 | 10YR3/2 Salo
Il 23-39 | 10YR6/8 Sa

15 8l 13| 1 39-52 | 2.5Y6/6 Sa NCM 11/20/2020 CMP
I: 1 cht
unit
terminated
I 0-26 | 10YR2/1 Salo due to rock
15 8| 14 1 26-46 | 10YR 6/8 Sa 1 Cht 11/20/2020 CmMP impasse
| 0-26 10YR 2/1 Salo
Il 26-38 | 2.5Y7/2 Sa
1 38-48 | 10YR6/8 Sa
15 8 15( IV 48-60 | 2.5Y6/6 Sa NCM 11/20/2020 CMP
Not
excavated; in
rear yard and
15 9 1| N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 11/20/2020 JE residence

Not
excavated; in
rear yard and
15 9 2| N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 11/20/2020 JE residence

I 0-30 |[10YR3/3 SiLo
Il 30-60 | 10YR5/3 Lo
15 9 3( 1 60-70 | 10YR6/4 SiSa NCM 11/20/2020 JE Fallow Field

I 0-30 | 10YR3/3 SiLo
I 30-35 | 10YR 8/1 SiSa
1] 35-55 | 10YR5/4 SiSa
15 9 4| IV | 55-60 | 10YR6/4 SiSa NCM 11/20/2020 JE Fallow Field

I 0-30 | 10YR3/3 SiLo
I 30-60 | 10YR5/2 SiSa
15 9 5[ 1 60-70 | 10YR 6/3 SiSa NCM 11/20/2020 JE Fallow Field

I 0-30 |[10YR3/3 SiLo
Il 30-50 | 10YR5/4 SiSa
15 9 6 50-60 | 10YR6/3 SiSa NCM 11/20/2020 JE Fallow Field








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat| Depth [ Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder| Comments
I 0-25 | 10YR3/3 SiLo
Il 25-40 | 10YR5/4 SiSa
15 9 71 40-50 | 10YR6/3 SiSa NCM 11/20/2020 JE Fallow Field
I: 10-15%
gravel
11: 10-15%
gravel
11l: 10-15%
gravel
| 0-28 10YR 3/3 SiLo gravel =< 1-3
Il 28-40 | 10YR5/4 SiSa cm
15 9 8l 40-57 | 2.5Y4/3 SiSa NCM 11/20/2020 NM subrounded
I: 5-10% Pb,
Cb
II: 5-10% Pb,
Cb
10YR 3/3 ll: 5-10% Pb,
10YR 4/3 Cb
I 0-26 m/w Salo Pb, Cb up to 5-
Il 26-50 |7.5YR5/6 SiSa 6 cm;
15 9 9 50-60 | 2.5Y5/3 SiSa NCM 11/20/2020 NM subrounded
10YR 3/3
10YR 3/3
I 0-28 m/w Salo
Il 28-50 [7.5YR5/6 SiSa I: 5-10% Pb,
15 9 10| I 50-65 | 10YR 6/3 SiSa NCM 11/20/2020 NM Cb
I 0-25 | 10YR3/3 SiLo
Il 25-50 5YR 5/3 SiSa
1] 50-70 | 10YR5/4 SiSa
15 9] 11| IV | 70-75 | 10YR6/4 SiSa NCM 11/20/2020 JE Fallow Field
I 0-25 | 10YR3/3 SiLo
Il 25-50 5YR 5/3 SiSa
15 9 12 I 50-60 | 10YR6/4 SiSa NCM 11/20/2020 JE Fallow Field
10YR 3/3
10YR 5/4
m/w 10YR
| 0-25 6/3 and SiLo
Il 25-50 [7.5YR5/6 SiSa
15 9 13( I 50-60 | 10YR 6/4 SiSa NCM 11/20/2020 JE Fallow Field
I 0-25 | 10YR3/3 SiLo
Il 25-30 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo
1] 30-50 | 10YR5/4 SiSa
15 9| 14| IV | 50-55 | 10YR6/4 SiSa NCM 11/20/2020 JE Fallow Field








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat| Depth [ Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder| Comments
10YR 3/3
7.5YR5/6
I 0-25 |m/w 10YR| Silo
Il 25-50 5/4 SiSa
15 9 15| I 50-55 | 10YR 6/2 SaCl NCM 11/20/2020 JE Fallow Field
STP ended
early due to
15 10 1] | 0-28 | 10YR 3/2 SiLo NCM 11/20/2020 CMP rock impasse
I 0-16 | 10YR3/2 SiLo
Il 16-33 | 10YR 4/6 Salo
15 10 2 1 33-46 | 2.5Y7/2 Sa NCM 11/20/2020 CMP
| 0-? 10YR 3/2 Salo
Il ?-? 10YR 6/8 Sa
15 10 3 ?-? 2.5Y6/6 Sa NCM 11/20/2020 CMP
I 0-30 | 10YR3/2 Salo
15 10 4| |l 30-52 | 2.5Y6/6 Sa NCM 11/20/2020 CMP
Interphase
| 0-36 10YR 2/2 Salo oxidized, 10YR
15 10 51 1l 36-59 | 2.5Y6/6 Sa NCM 11/20/2020 CMP 6/8
| 0-35 10YR 2/2 Salo Interphase
Il 35-54 | 10YR 4/6 Sa oxidized, 10YR
15 10 6 1 54-65 | 2.5Y6/6 Sa NCM 11/20/2020 CMP 6/8
I 0-29 | 10YR2/2 Salo Strat I: 2.5Y
Il 29-52 | 10YR5/8 Sa 7/2 mottle at
15 10 VARl 52-64 | 2.5Y6/6 Sa NCM 11/20/2020 CMP interphase
| 0-25 10YR 2/1 Salo
15 10 8| |l 25-37 | 2.5Y7/2 Sa NCM 11/20/2020 CMP
| 0-28 10YR 3/2 Salo
Il 28-46 | 10YR5/8 Sa
15 10 9 1 46-57 | 2.5Y6/6 Sa NCM 11/20/2020 CMP
I 0-28 | 10YR3/2 Salo
Il 28-45 | 10YR 5/8 Sa
15 10 10 1 45-59 | 2.5Y7/2 Sa NCM 11/20/2020 CMP
| 0-28 10YR 2/2 Salo
Il 28-47 | 10YR 4/6 Sa
15 101 12] W 47-59 | 2.5Y6/6 Sa NCM 11/20/2020 CMP
I 0-26 | 10YR3/2 Salo
Il 26-36 | 2.5Y6/6 Sa
15 10 121 1 36-52 | 2.5Y7/2 Sa NCM 11/20/2020 CMP
| 0-30 10YR 3/2 Salo
Il 30-48 | 10YR 4/6 Sa
15 101 13] 48-67 | 2.5Y6/6 Sa NCM 11/21/2020 CMP
I 0-29 | 10YR2/1 Salo
15 101 14| |l 29-45 | 10YR 4/6 Sa NCM 11/21/2020 CMP Rock impasse








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat| Depth [ Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder| Comments
Enclosed
pasture w/
scrub and
knee high
grasses- 8%
sm-Ig
subangular
and tabular
rock w/ rock
impasse at 60
2 pcs (1
brown/1 clear
glass) and
buried twine:
stat 1 0-15
cmbs
I 0-26 | 10YR3/2 Salo 10m SE from
Il 26-40 | 10YR 3/6 Salo paved
11 40-53 | 10YR5/4 Salo road/drainage
15 11 1| IV | 53-60 | 10YR6/4 Salo NCM 11/24/2020 RAM /berm
I 0-32 | 10YR3/2 Salo 8% sm-Ig
1] 32-46 | 10YR 3/6 Salo subangular
11 46-60 | 10YR5/4 Salo and tabular
15 11 2| IV | 60-79 | 10YR6/4 Salo NCM 11/24/2020 RAM rock
I 0-29 | 10YR3/2 Salo 8% sm-Ig
1] 29-44 | 10YR 3/6 Salo subangular
11 44-53 | 10YR5/4 Salo and tabular
15 11 3 IV | 53-63 | 10YR6/4 Salo NCM 11/24/2020 RAM rock
8% sm-Ig
subangular
and tabular
rock w/
| 0-24 10YR 3/2 Salo impasse at 40
15 11 4| |l 24-40 | 10YR 3/6 Salo NCM 11/24/2020 RAM cmbs
I 0-26 | 10YR3/2 Salo 8% sm-Ig
1] 26-37 | 10YR 3/6 Salo subangular
11 37-46 | 10YR5/4 Salo and tabular
15 11 5/ IV | 46-56 | 10YR6/4 Salo NCM 11/24/2020 RAM rock
10YR 3/2
10YR 3/6
I 0-33 | 10YR5/4 Salo 8% sm-Ig
1] 33-43 | 10YR6/4 Salo subangular
11 43-50 |m/w 10YR| Salo and tabular
15 11 6 IV | 50-60 5/6 Salo NCM 11/24/2020 RAM rock








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat| Depth [ Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder| Comments
8% sm-Ig
subangular
and tabular
rock; increase
w/ depth to
| 0-35 10YR 2/2 Salo 15% w/
Il 35-60 5YR 3/4 Sa impasse at
15 11 71 m 60-75 |7.5YR5/6 Sa NCM 11/24/2020 RAM 75cmbs
8% sm-Ig
subangular
and tabular
rock; increase
I 0-24 | 10YR2/2 Salo w/ depth to
Il 24-44 |7.5YR4/2 Sa 15% w/
1 44-57 5YR 3/4 Sa impasse at
15 11 8 Iv | 57-67 |[7.5YR5/6 Sa NCM 11/24/2020 RAM 67cmbs
8% sm-Ig
subangular
and tabular
rock; increase
10YR 2/2 w/ depth to
| 0-30 |7.5YR4/2 Salo 15% w/
Il 30-43 5YR 3/4 Sa impasse at
15 11 9 1 43-80 |7.5YR5/6 Sa NCM 11/24/2020 RAM 80cmbs
II: mottled
redox
[ll: mottled
redox
15% sm-Ig
subangular
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 Salo and tabular
Il 30-45 | 2.5Y6/2 Sa rock
15 11 10f 45-55 [ 5YR5/6 Sa NCM 11/24/2020 RAM throughout
15% sm-Ig
subangular
10YR 3/3 and tabular
2.5Y6/2 rock
I 0-34 |m/w 10YR| Salo throughout;
15 11 11| 1 34-50 4/6 Salo NCM 11/24/2020 RAM no impasse








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat| Depth [ Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder| Comments
I: 12% rock
I1: 12% rock
12% sm-Ig
subangular
and tabular
rock
throughout;
| 0-25 10YR 3/3 Salo impasse at 34
15 11 12| NI 25-34 | 10YR 4/6 Salo NCM 11/24/2020 RAM cmbs
| 0-18 10YR 3/3 Salo
Il 18-36 | 10YR 4/6 Salo
15 11 23] 36-53 | 2.5Y6/2 Sa NCM 11/28/2020 DM 12% rock
I 0-24 | 10YR3/3 Salo
Il 24-35 | 10RY 4/6 Salo
15 11| 14 W 35-45 | 2.5Y6/2 Sa NCM 11/28/2020 MRW |12%rock; EoT
| 0-65 10YR 2/1 SiLo
15 12 il 65-78 | 2.5Y7/2 Salo NCM 11/23/2020 CMP
| 0-45 10YR 3/2 SiLo
15 12 2 M 45-58 | 2.5Y7/2 SiSa NCM 11/23/2020 CMP
| 0-23 10YR 3/2 SiLo
15 12 31 |l 23-35 | 10YR5/6 SiSa NCM 11/23/2020 CMP
| 0-32 10YR 2/2 SiLo
15 12 4( 1 32-45 | 10YR 4/6 SiSa NCM 11/23/2020 CMP II: 50% cobble
| 0-40 10YR 2/2 Salo
15 12 51 1l 40-55 | 2.5Y6/6 SaSi NCM 11/23/2020 CMP
| 0-50 10YR 3/2 Salo
15 12 6| Il 50-70 | 2.5Y6/6 SiSa NCM 11/23/2020 CMP
| 0-43 10YR 2/2 SiLo
Il 43-52 [ 10YR4/6 SiSa
15 12 71 m 52-71 | 2.5Y6/6 SiSa NCM 11/23/2020 CMP
I 0-73 | 10YR2/2 Salo
15 12 8l 73-80 | 2.5Y6/6 SiSa NCM 11/23/2020 CMP
I: 15% rock/ pz
II: 15% rock/
redox
I 0-30 | 10YR3/2 Salo II: 15% rock
1] 30-40 | 10YR6/3 Salo fallow crop
15 12 9 1 40-55 | 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 11/23/2020 ( wDW field
I: 15% rock/ pz
II: 15% rock/
redox
I 0-28 | 10YR 3/4 Salo fallow crop
15 12| 10| | 28-48 | 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 11/23/2020 RE field








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

15

12

11

0-25
25-32

10YR 3/4
10YR 6/2

Salo
Sa

NCM

11/23/2020

NGS

I: 15% rock/ pz
II: 15% rock/
redox
fallow crop
field; rock
impasse

15

12

12

0-25
25-35
35-50

10YR 3/4
10YR 5/6
2.5Y6/2

Salo
Salo
Sa

NCM

11/23/2020

WDW

I: 15% rock/ pz
II: 15% rock/
redox
I: 15%
rock/redox
fallow crop
field

15

13

0-30
30-45

10YR 3/3
10YR 6/2

Salo
Sa

NCM

11/24/2020

WDW

I: pz/ 15% rock
II: redox/ 15%
rock
fallow field

15

13

0-33
33-48

10YR 3/3
2.5Y6/2

Salo
Sa

NCM

11/24/2020

WDW

I: 15% rock/ pz
II: 15% rock/
redox
fallow crop
field

15

13

0-30
30-50

10YR 3/3
5YR5/6

Salo
SacCl

NCM

11/24/2020

WDW

I: 15% rock/ pz
II: 15% rock/
redox
fallow crop
field

15

13

0-30
30-50

10YR 3/3
5YR 5/6

Salo
Sa

NCM

11/24/2020

WDW

I: 15% rock
II: 15% rock/
redox
fallow crop
field

15

13

0-25
25-35

10YR 3/3
7.5YR5/6

Salo
Sa

NCM

11/24/2020

WDW

I: 15% rock
II: 15% rock/
redox
fallow crop
field; rock
impasse








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat| Depth [ Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder| Comments
I: 15% rock
II: 15% rock/
10YR 3/3 redox fill mix
7.5YR5/6 fallow crop
I 0-25 |m/w 2.5Y Salo field; rock
15 13 6| |l 25-40 6/2 Sa NCM 11/24/2020| WDW impasse
I: 15% rock/ pz
II: 15% rock/
redox
I 0-25 | 10YR 3/3 Salo fallow crop
15 13 71 1l 25-40 | 2.5Y6/2 Sa NCM 11/24/2020| WDW field
I: 15% rock
II: 15% rock/
10YR 3/3 redox
I 0-27 2.5Y6/2 Salo fallow crop
15 13 8| |l 27-42 Sa Sa NCM 11/24/2020 WDW field
I: 15% rock
II: 15% rock/
redox
fallow crop
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 Salo field; rock
15 13 9| 1l 30-40 2.5Y6/2 Sa NCM 11/24/2020 WDW impasse
I: 15% rock
II: 15% rock/
redox
fallow crop
I 0-25 | 10YR 3/3 Salo field; rock
15 131 10| 1l 25-30 | 2.5Y6/2 Sa NCM 11/24/2020 | WDW impasse
| 0-31 |7.5YR3/1 SiLo
15 14 [ N 31-62 |7.5YR5/8 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 RE
| 0-30 |7.5YR3/1 SiLo
15 14 21 |l 30-65 |7.5YR5/8 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 RE
| 0-24 |7.5YR3/1 SiLo
15 14 31 1l 24-46 |7.5YR5/8 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 RE
| 0-26 |7.5YR3/1 SiLo
15 14 41 1 26-61 |7.5YR5/6 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 RE
| 0-26 |7.5YR3/1 SiLo
15 14 51 1l 26-57 |7.5YR5/6 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 RE
| 0-28 |7.5YR4/3 SiLo
] 28-35 |7.5YR5/3 SiLo
15 14 6| I 35-45 |7.5YR6/1 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 RE
| 0-22 |7.5YR4/3 SiLo
Il 22-34 |7.5YR5/3 SiLo
15 14 7] I 34-44 |7.5YR6/1 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 WDW








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat| Depth [ Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder| Comments
I 0-21 |7.5YR4/3 SiLo
Il 21-36 |7.5YR5/3 SiLo
15 14 8| i 36-46 |7.5YR6/1 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 MRW
| 0-27 |7.5YR4/3 SiLo
15 14 9| 1l 27-45 |7.5YR6/1 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 DR rock in path
| 0-20 |7.5YR4/3 SiLo
Il 20-30 | 10YR5/4 SiLo
15 15 1 m 30-50 | 2.5Y4/3 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 DR
I 0-26 |7.5YR4/3 SiLo
Il 26-40 |7.5YR3/3 SiLo
15 15 2| 40-63 | 2.5Y4/3 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 DR
| 0-24 |7.5YR4/3 SiLo
15 15 31 1l 24-40 | 2.5Y4/3 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 DR
| 0-27 |7.5YR4/3 SiLo
Il 27-40 | 10YR5/4 SiLo
15 15 4 1l 40-42 | 2.5Y4/3 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 DR
I 0-20 |7.5YR4/3 SiLo
Il 20-39 | 10YR5/4 SiLo
15 15 51 I 39-55 | 2.5Y4/3 SiLo NCM 11/24/2020 DR
I: 15% rock/pz
II: 15% rock/
pz
Il: 15% rock/
redox
I 0-20 | 10YR 3/4 Salo fallow crop
1] 20-30 | 10YR 2/2 Salo field; rock
15 15 6 I 30-40 | 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 11/24/2020| WDW impasse
I: 15% rock/ pz
II: 15% rock/
redox
I 0-29 | 10YR4/2 Salo fallow crop
15 15 71 1 29-39 | 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 11/28/2020 | MRW field
I: 15% rock/pz
fallow crop
field; rock
15 15 8| | 0-25 | 10YR3/4 Salo NCM 11/28/2020 WDW impasse
| 0-24 10YR 3/4 Salo
1] 24-39 | 10YR6/2 Salo fallow crop
15 15 o 1 39-49 | 10YR 3/3 Sa NCM 11/28/2020 NGF field
I 0-28 | 10YR4/3 Salo
15 15| 10| | 28-38 |2.5YR6/2 Sa NCM 11/28/2020 | MRW








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat| Depth [ Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder| Comments
Not Dug,
disturbed
15 15| 11| N/A| N/A N/A N/A NCM 11/28/2020| WDW |push/ pipeline
I 0-24 |7.5YR3/1 SiLo
Il 24-39 |7.5YR4/6 SiLo
15 16 1 39-49 |7.5YR5/1 SiLo NCM 11/28/2020 RE
I 0-25 |7.5YR3/1 SiLo
Il 25-30 |7.5YR4/6 SiLo
15 16 2 30-48 |7.5YR5/1 SilLo NCM 11/28/2020 DR
I 0-22 | 10YR3/4 SiLo
Il 22-37 | 10YR 2/2 SiLo 15% rock I-11/
15 16 3 37-52 | 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 11/28/2020 w Pz
15 16 4] | 0-21 |7.5YR3/1 SiLo NCM 11/28/2020 NGF rock in path
I 0-28 |[7.5YR3/1 SiLo
15 16 5 1l 28-38 [7.5YR5/8 SilLo NCM 11/28/2020( MRW
I 0-25 | 10YR3/4 SiLo
15 16 6| 1l 25-40 | 10YR 6/2 SilLo NCM 11/28/2020 ( wDW
10YR 3/2
2.5YR6/2
I 0-28 |m/w 10YR| Silo
Il 28-37 5/6 SiLo
15 16 71 m 37-48 | 10YR 4/6 SiLo NCM 11/28/2020 RAM
10YR 3/2
2.5YR6/2
| 0-27 |m/w 10YR SiLo 12% rock;
15 16 8l 27-36 5/6 SiLo NCM 11/28/2020 RAM |impasse 36 cm
piece of
barbed wire
fencing within
I 0-33 | 10YR3/2 SiLo 1st 10 cmbs
15 16 9] i 33-44 |2.5YR6/2 SiLo NCM 11/28/2020 NGF (discarded)
on road, no
15 16/ 10| N/A| N/A N/A N/A NCM 11/28/2020 RAM dig
10YR 3/2
10YR 4/6
| 0-26 10YR 6/4 SiLo I: heavy roots
Il 26-54 [m/w 10YR SiLo II: heavy roots
15 16| 11] 54-64 5/6 SiLo NCM 11/28/2020 RAM [l: in woods








Area

Transect

STP#| Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

15

17

0-32
32-52

10YR 3/4
10YR 6/2

Salo
Sa

NCM

11/28/2020

DR

I: 15% rock/
redox hydric/
pz
II: 15%
rock/redox
hydric/ pz
fallow crop
field

15

17

0-30
30-45

10YR 3/4
10YR 6/3

Salo
Sa

NCM

11/28/2020

WDW

I: 15% rock/ pz
redox w/
hydric
II: 15% rock/
redox w/
hydric
fallow crop
field

15

17

0-23
23-31
31-41

10YR 3/4
10YR5/6
10YR 6/2

Salo
Salo
Sa

NCM

11/28/2020

MRW

I: 15% rock/ pz
w/ hydric
II: 15% rock/
redox hydric
Il: 15% rock/
redox hydric
fallow crop
field

15

17

4] 1l

0-23
23-32
32-47

10YR 3/4
10YR5/6
10YR 6/2

Salo
Salo
Sa

NCM

11/28/2020

RE

I: 15%
rock/redox
hydric/ pz

Il: 15%
rock/redox

hydric

Il: 15% rock/

redox hydric

fallow crop
field

15

17

0-30
30-45

10YR 3/4
10YR 6/2

Salo
Sa

NCM

11/28/2020

WDW

I: 15%
rock/redox
hydric/ pz
Il: 15%
rock/redox
hydric
fallow crop
field








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat| Depth [ Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder| Comments
I: 15%
rock/redox
hydric/ pz
fallow crop
field; rock
15 17 6 | 0-32 | 10YR3/4 Salo NCM 11/28/2020 DR impasse
I: 15% rock/
hydric soils
II: 15% rock/
hydric soils
I 0-31 | 10YR3/4 Salo fallow crop
15 17 71 N 31-41 | 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 11/28/2020 NGF field
I: 15% rock/
hydric soils
II: 15% rock/
hydric soils
I 0-25 | 10YR3/4 Salo fallow crop
15 17 8l 1 25-33 | 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 11/28/2020| MRW field
I: 15% rock/
hydric soils
II: 15% rock/
hydric soils
Il: 15% rock/
I 0-20 | 10YR 3/4 Salo hydric soils
1] 20-38 | 10YR 2/2 Salo fallow crop
15 17 o 1 38-48 | 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 11/28/2020 RE field
Not dug,
wetland
15 17 10| N/A N/A N/A N/A NCM 11/28/2020 RAM pipeline AR
2.5Y3/2
2.5Y6/6 wooded area
I 0-30 |[m/w 10YR| Salo w/ young
15 17 11 1l 30-50 4/6 Sa NCM 11/28/2020 RAM growth
| 0-28 | 10YR 3/4 Salo I: hydric soils
15 18 1 | 28-43 | 10YR6/2 Sa NCM 11/28/2020 | WDW | II: hydric soils
| 0-27 10YR 3/4 Salo
15 18 21 N 27-41 | 10YR6/2 Sa NCM 11/28/2020 NGF hydric soils
10YR 3/2
10YR 6/2
| 0-27 |m/w 10YR Salo
Il 27-33 3/2 Salo
15 18 31 33-43 |7.5YR4/6 Sa NCM 11/28/2020 | MRW
I: hydric soils
15 18 4 1 0-26 | 10YR3/4 Salo NCM 11/28/2020 | WDW | rock impasse








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat| Depth [ Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder| Comments
10YR 3/4
2.5YR6/2
I 0-24 |m/w 10YR| Salo
Il 24-40 3/4 Salo
15 18 51 I 40-50 |2.5YR6/2 Sa NCM 11/28/2020 RE 10% rock
10YR 3/4
2.5YR6/2
| 0-8 m/w 10YR Salo
Il 8-34 3/4 Salo
15 18 6 1 34-44 |2.5YR6/2 Sa NCM 11/28/2020 DR 10% rock
10YR 3/4
2.5YR6/2
I 0-26 |m/w 10YR| Salo
Il 26-36 3/4 Salo
15 18 70 I 36-43 |2.5YR6/2 Sa NCM 11/28/2020 MRW 10% rock
10YR 3/4
2.5YR6/2
| 0-8 m/w 10YR Salo
Il 8-34 3/4 Salo
15 18 8l 1 34-44 |2.5YR6/2 Sa NCM 11/28/2020 NGF 10% rock
No dig,
15 18 9| N/JA| N/A N/A N/A NCM 11/28/2020 RAM pipeline
No dig, slope
15 18 10| N/A| N/A N/A N/A NCM 11/28/2020 RAM and woods
I 0-30 | 10YR3/2 Salo
Il 30-40 | 10YR 4/6 Salo
15 18 11 40-70 | 2.5Y6/6 Sa NCM 11/28/2020 RAM in woods
| 0-24 |7.5YR4/3 Salo
Il 24-30 | 10YR5/4 Salo
15 19 1 30-48 | 2.5Y4/3 Sa NCM 11/28/2020 DR
I 0-24 |7.5YR4/3| Salo
15 19 21 1 24-36 | 2.5Y4/3 Sa NCM 11/28/2020 DR
I 0-24 |7.5YR4/1 SiLo
Il 24-40 |7.5YR5/6 SiLo
15 19 31 40-50 |7.5YR6/1 SiLo NCM 11/28/2020 RE I: 10% rocks
| 0-34 10YR 3/4 Salo
Il 34-42 | 10YR6/2 Salo
15 19 41 1l 42-52 | 10YR 4/6 SalLo NCM 11/28/2020 NGF Il: redox
I 0-34 | 10YR3/4 Salo
Il 34-42 | 10YR6/2 Salo
15 19 51 I 42-52 | 10YR 4/6 Salo NCM 11/28/2020 NGF Il: redox
I: pz, hydric
soil
| 0-28 | 10YR 3/4 Salo II: sand hydric
15 19 6 Il 28-43 | 10YR 6/2 Salo NCM 11/28/2020( wDW soil








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

15

19

0-40
40-50

10YR 3/4
10YR 6/2

Salo
Sa

NCM

11/28/2020

WDW

I: 10% rock/
hydric w/
redox
fallow crop
field

15

19

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

11/28/2020

RAM

not dug,
pipeline/
pipeline AR

15

19

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

11/28/2020

RAM

not dug,
pipeline/
pipeline AR

15

19

10

0-26
26-30
30-66

10YR 3/2
10YR 4/6
2.5Y6/6

Salo
Salo
Sa

NCM

11/28/2020

RAM

I: 5% rock/
roots
II: 5% rock/
roots
ll: 5% rock/
roots
wooded area
w/ young
growth

15

20

0-30
30-45

10YR 3/4
m/w 10YR
2/2
2.5Y6/2

Salo
Sa

NCM

11/28/2020

WDW

10% rock,
hydric soils,
mottled redox

15

20

0-33

/2 m/w 10

N/A

NCM

11/28/2020

NF

10% rock,
hydric soils,
mottled
redox; rock
impasse at 33
cmbs

15

20

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

11/28/2020

RAM

no dig due to
proximity of
existed buried
pipeline,
exclusion zone
within 10m

15

20

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

11/28/2020

RAM

no dig due to
proximity of
existing buried
pipeline within
10m -
exclusion zone








Soil

Artifact

Area

Transect

STP# | Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Matrix

Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

15

20 5| N/A

N/A N/A

N/A

NCM

11/28/2020

p

RAM

no dig due to
proximity of
existing buried

ipeline within
10m -
exclusion
zone; on
pipeline
corridor

N/A

N/A N/A

N/A

NCM

11/28/2020

RAM

no dig due to
proximity of
existing buried
pipeline within
10m -
exclusion zone

15

20 7

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

11/28/2020

RAM

no dig due to
proximity of
existing buried
pipeline within
10m -
exclusion zone

15

15

20 8

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

11/28/2020

RAM

no dig due to
proximity of
existing buried
pipeline within
10m -
exclusion
zone; on
pipeline
corridor

0-27

20 9

27-32

10YR 3/2

Salo
Salo

NCM

10YR 4/6

RAM

in woods;

cmbs

11/28/2020

15

I: heavy roots
II: heavy roots

EoT; Igroot
impasse at 32







Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

15

21

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

11/28/2020

RAM

no digin
manicured
lawn/buried

utilities

15

21

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

11/28/2020

RAM

no digin
manicured
lawn/buried

utilities

15

21

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

11/28/2020

RAM

no digin
manicured
lawn/buried

utilities

15

21

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

11/28/2020

RAM

no digin
manicured
lawn/buried

utilities

15

21

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

11/28/2020

RAM

no digin
manicured
lawn/buried

utilities

15

21

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

11/28/2020

RAM

no digin
manicured
lawn/buried
utilities; on

pipeline

corridor

15

21

0-30

10YR 3/2

Salo

NCM

11/28/2020

RAM

I: heavy roots
Ig root
impasse @ 30
cmbs; in
woods; EoT

15

22

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

11/28/2020

RAM

no digin
manicured
lawn/buried

utilities

15

22

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

11/28/2020

RAM

no digin
manicured
lawn/buried

utilities

15

22

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

11/28/2020

RAM

no digin
manicured
lawn/buried

utilities








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat| Depth [ Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder| Comments
no digin
manicured
lawn/buried
15 22 4 N/A| N/A N/A N/A NCM 11/28/2020 RAM utilities
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Survey Area 16

Soil Artifact
Area| Transect [ STP# | Strat | Depth | Soil Color| Matrix |Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 3 pieces of
ceramic
clear glass
(bottle), brown
glass
I 0-36 | 10YR4/3| Salo discarded;
16 A 1 Il [36-46| 10YR5/4| SalLo |3x ceramic| 6/4/2021 SP rock
10YR 4/3
m/w 10YR
I 0-40 6/2 Salo I: mottled,
16 A 2 I [40-50] 10YR5/3| Salo NCM 6/4/2021 EU disturbed
10YR 4/3
m/w 10YR
I 0-40 6/2 Salo
16 A 3 I [40-50] 10YR5/2| Salo NCM 6/4/2021 JC I: mottled
No dig,
disturbed (dug
16 A 4 | NA|[ NA N/A N/A NCM 6/4/2021 SP out area)
I 0-27 | 10YR 4/3 | SalLo
16 A 5 Il [27-37]110YR6/4| SalLo NCM 6/4/2021 WW
16 A 6 I 0-28 | 10YR 4/3| Salo NCM 6/4/2021 BM rock impasse
I 0-26 | 10YR4/3 | Salo
16 A 7 I [26-36] 10YR5/3| SalLo NCM 6/4/2021 SF
I 0-26 | 10YR 4/3 SalLo I: rock/ cobble
16 A 8 Il [26-36] 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 AK very disturbed
16 A 9 I 0-30 | 10YR 4/3| SalLo NCM 6/4/2021 CF rock impasse
16 A 10 I 0-28 [ 10YR 4/3| Salo NCM 6/4/2021 AK rock impasse
I: 20% cobble
16 A 11 I 0-28 | 10YR 4/3| Salo NCM 6/4/2021 JC rock








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
2 pcs brock, 3
pcs
whiteware, 1
pc porcelain;
I 0-36 | 10YR 5/2 SiLo discarded
16 B 1 Il |36-46 | 10YR 6/4 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 EU near road
I 0-30 | 10YR 5/2 SiLo
16 B 2 I |30-40] 10YR 6/4 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 WW
16 B 3 I 0-26 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 JC rock impasse
I 0-20 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo
16 B 4 Il [20-30]| 10YR 5/3 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 CF
16 B 5 I 0-30 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 BM
enclosed
cattle pasture;
I 0-28 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo heavy rock
16 B 6 I 28-38]| 10YR 5/3 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 SF from glacial till
16 B 7 | 0-19 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 WWwW rock impasse
I 0-21 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo
16 B 8 Il 121-31] 10YR 5/3 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 EU
16 B 9 I 0-35 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 JR rock impasse
2x brick
1x
yellowwar
e
2x I: 2 pc brick, 1
whiteware pc yelloware,
1x 2 pcww, 1 pc
transfer transfer print
16 C 1 I 0-31 | 10YR 4/3| Salo print 6/4/2021 rock impasse
I 0-30 | 10YR 5/3 Salo Il: subangular
16 C 2 I |30-40]| 10YR 5/4| SalLo NCM 6/4/2021 SF cobble
16 C 3 I 0-25 | 10YR 4/3| Salo NCM 6/4/2021 BM rock impasse
I 0-30 | 10YR4/3 | Salo
16 C 4 I |30-40]| 10YR5/4 | SalLo NCM 6/4/2021 AK I: hydric
16 C 5 I 0-31 | 10YR 3/2| SalLo NCM 6/4/2021 SP rock impasse








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
16 C 6 I 0-23 | 10YR 3/2| Salo NCM 6/4/2021 WwWWwW rock impasse
I 0-26 | 10YR3/2| Salo I: 40%
16 C 7 Il |26-32[10YR5/2| Salo NCM | 6/4/2021 AK cobbles
I 0-36 | 10YR 3/2| SalLo
16 C 8 Il |36-46]| 10YR7/2 Sa NCM 6/4/2021 SF
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/2 | Salo
16 C 9 I |30-40]| 10YR 7/2 Sa NCM 6/4/2021 CF
16 D 1 I 0-20 | 10YR 4/4 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 SF rock impasse
I 0-40 | 10YR 4/4 SiLo
16 D 2 I |40-50| 10YR 6/2 SiCl NCM 6/4/2021 CF
I 0-28 | 10YR 4/4 SiLo
16 D 3 Il |28-36]| 10YR 6/2 SiCl NCM 6/4/2021 JC rock impasse
I 0-36 | 10YR 2/1 SiLo
16 D 4 Il [36-46 | 10YR 7/1 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 EU
No dig,
transmission
corridor; 4m S
from pole;
16 D 5 [ NJA| N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/4/2021 EU disturbed
I 0-30 | 10YR 4/2 SiLo
16 D 6 Il |30-40| 10YR 5/4 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 WW
I 0-34 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo
16 D 7 Il |34-44] 10YR 6/2 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 JR
I 0-40 | 10YR 4/4| SalLo
16 D 8 I |40-50| 10YR6/2| SalLo NCM 6/4/2021 BM
I 0-18 | 10YR 3/3 | SaClLo I: redox iron
16 E 1 Il |18-28| 10YR5/6 | SaClLo NCM | 6/4/2021 SP  |deposit; hydric
I 0-28 | 10YR 3/3 | SaClLo
16 E 2 I 128-38] 10YR5/6 | SaClLo NCM 6/4/2021 AK
I 0-28 | 10YR 3/3 | SaClLo
16 E 3 Il |28-38| 10YR6/2| SaClLo NCM 6/4/2021 JR
I 0-31 | 10YR 3/3| Salo
16 E 4 Il [31-41] 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 6/4/2021 EU
I 0-32 | 10YR 3/3| SalLo
16 E 5 Il |132-40]| 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 6/4/2021 JC
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3| SalLo
16 E 6 I |30-40]| 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 6/4/2021 SF
16 E 7 I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 AK I: 50% gravel
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
16 E 8 I |30-40]| 10YR 5/3 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 CF








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
No dig,
16 F 1 N/A [ N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/4/2021 BM disturbed
16 F 2 I 0-30 | 10YR 4/4 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 BM rock impasse
I 0-27 | 10YR 4/4 SiLo
16 F 3 I |27-37 ] 10YR 6/2 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 AK
[ 0-28 | 10YR 4/4 SiLo
16 F 4 Il |128-38| 10YR 6/2 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 JR
16 F 5 [ 0-30 | 10YR 4/4 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 AK rock impasse
16 F 6 I 0-35 | 10YR 4/4 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 SF rock impasse
16 F 7 [ 0-29 | 10YR 4/4 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 JR rock impasse
I: redox
16 G 1 I 0-18 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 WW rock impasse
16 G 2 [ 0-29 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 JR rock impasse
16 G 3 I 0-20 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 AK rock impasse
16 G 4 [ 0-24 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 EU rock impasse
16 G 5 I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 BM rock impasse
I 0-33 | 10YR 3/3 Salo
16 G 6 I |33-35| 10YR6/3| SalLo NCM 6/4/2021 SF rock impasse
16 G 7 I 0-25 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 CF rock impasse
16 G 8 [ 0-32 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 JC rock impasse
[ 0-30 | 10YR 4/2 Salo
16 G 9 I [30-40] 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 ww
16 G 10 [ 0-32 | 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 JR rock impasse
[ 0-33 | 10YR 3/3 Salo
16 G 11 Il [33-43] 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 6/4/2021 EU
I 0-35 | 10YR 3/3 Salo
16 G 12 I |35-45] 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM 6/4/2021 CF
[ 0-31 | 10YR 3/3 Salo
16 G 13 Il [31-41] 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 SF
I 0-27 | 10YR 3/3 Salo
16 G 14 I |27-37 | 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 JC
[ 0-32 | 10YR 3/3 Salo
16 G 15 Il |32-42] 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 ww
16 G 16 | | 0-27 | 10YR4/3| SalLo NCM | 6/4/2021 EU rock impasse








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I 0-30 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
16 G 17 Il |30-40| 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 CF
I 0-35 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
16 G 18 Il |35-45] 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 WW
16 G 19 I 0-20 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 ww rock impasse
[ 0-27 | 10YR 3/3 Salo
16 G 20 Il [27-37] 10YR 6/2 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 JC
16 H 1 I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 BM rock impasse
16 H 2 I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo NCM 6/4/2021 JC rock impasse
I 0-21 | 10YR 3/3 Salo
16 H 3 Il [{21-31] 10YR 5/6 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 SF
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 Salo
16 H 4 I [30-40] 10YR 6/3 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 WW
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 Salo
16 H 5 Il |30-40| 10YR 6/3 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 CF
[ 0-32 | 10YR 3/3 Salo
16 H 6 Il [32-42] 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM 6/4/2021 AK
16 H 7 I 0-30 | 10YR 4/3| Salo NCM 6/4/2021 JR rock impasse
16 H 8 I 0-30 [ 10YR 4/3| Salo NCM 6/4/2021 BM rock impasse
I 0-28 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
16 H 9 Il |28-38]| 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM 6/4/2021 EU
[ 0-28 | 10YR 5/3 Salo
16 H 10 Il [28-38] 10YR 6/3 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 SF I: very dry
I 0-36 | 10YR 6/3 Salo
16 H 11 Il |36-46 | 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 JC
[ 0-32 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
16 H 12 Il |32-42] 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 BM
16 H 13 I 0-32 | 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 AK rock impasse
16 H 14 I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 CF rock impasse
16 H 15 I 0-28 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 JR rock impasse
16 H 16 I 0-25 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 BM rock impasse
I 0-30 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
16 H 17 Il |30-40| 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 EU
16 H 18 I 0-20 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 AK rock impasse
I 0-31 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
16 H 19 I [31-41] 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 SF
16 H 20 I 0-21 | 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 CF








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I 0-27 | 10YR 3/3 Salo
16 H 21 Il 127-30| 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 JC rock impasse
16 H 22 I 0-25 | 10YR 3/3 Salo NCM 6/4/2021 ww rock impasse
I: 20% sm-
med
subangular
and tabular
cobble
throughout
enclosed
10YR 2/2 cattle pasture
10YR 3/4 w/ ankle high
| 0-28 |m/w 10YR| Salo to knee tall
16 | 1 Il |28-40 6/1 CoSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 RM grasses
I 0-22 | 10YR 2/2 Salo
16 I 2 Il |22-42] 10YR 6/1 Salo NCM 6/5/2021 EU 20% cobbles
25% sm-med
I 0-26 | 10YR 4/3 Salo subangular
16 | 3 Il |26-36] 10YR 6/3 Salo NCM 6/5/2021 JC cobbles
I: 20% cobble
16 I 4 I 0-30 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/5/2021 BM rock impasse
I: 25% gravel
I 0-33 | 10YR 4/3 Salo II: 25% gravel,
16 | 5 I [33-43] 10YR 6/2 Salo NCM 6/5/2021 ww mottled redox
10YR 4/3 I: 20%
10YR 3/4 cobbles
I 0-28 [m/w 10YR| Salo II: 20%
16 | 6 Il |28-38 6/1 Salo NCM 6/5/2021 AK cobbles
I: 20%
cobbles
16 I 7 I 0-30 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM 6/5/2021 CF rock impasse
I: 20%
cobbles
16 I 8 I 0-23 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/5/2021 EU rock impasse








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 20%
cobbles
16 I 9 I 0-30 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/5/2021 BM rock impasse
10YR 2/2 1: 20%
10YR 3/4 cobbles
I 0-25 [m/w 10YR| Salo II: 20%
16 | 10 Il |25-35 6/1 Salo NCM 6/5/2021 JC cobbles
I: 20%
cobbles
16 I 11 I 0-26 | 10YR 2/2 Salo NCM 6/5/2021 ww rock impasse
I 0-33 | 10YR 3/2 Salo
16 I 12 Il [33-43] 10YR 6/1 Salo NCM 6/5/2021 AK 20% cobbles
I 0-30 | 10YR 2/2 Salo
16 | 13 I |30-40] 10YR 3/4 Salo NCM 6/5/2021 CF 20% cobbles
I: 20% sm-
med
subangular,
tabular cobble
degrading
rock @ 38
cmbs; rock
16 I 14 I 0-41 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/5/2021 EU impasse
I: 20% sm-
med
subangular,
16 I 15 I 0-35 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/5/2021 BM tabular cobble
I: 20%
cobbles
16 I 16 I 0-32 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/5/2021 ww rock impasse
I 0-28 | 10YR 3/2 Salo
16 | 17 I [28-38] 10YR6/2| CoSa NCM 6/5/2021 ww 20% cobbles
I 0-27 | 10YR 3/2 Salo
16 I 18 Il 127-37| 10YR 3/4 Salo NCM 6/5/2021 CF 20% cobbles
I 0-28 | 10YR 3/2 Salo
16 | 19 I [28-38] 10YR 3/4 Salo NCM 6/5/2021 JC 20% cobbles








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 20% sm-Ig
subangular/
tabular cobble
16 I 20 I 0-35 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/5/2021 BM rock impasse
20% sm-Ig
I 0-35 | 10YR 3/2 Salo subangular/
16 | 21 Il [35-45] 10YR 6/1| CoSalo NCM 6/5/2021 EU tabular cobble
I 0-31 | 10YR 3/2 Salo
16 I 22 Il [31-41]7.5YR 5/6| FiSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 ww 20% cobbles
I 0-40 | 10YR 3/2| SiClLo
16 I 23 Il |40-50]7.5YR 4/6 SiCl NCM 6/5/2021 CF
I: rocky,
impasse
5m from rock
16 J 1 I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo NCM 6/5/2021 AK boundary wall
16 J 2 I 0-25 [ 10YR 3/3 SiLo NCM 6/5/2021 AK rock impasse
16 J 3 I 0-28 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo NCM 6/5/2021 EU rock impasse
16 J 4 I 0-29 [ 10YR 3/3 SiLo NCM 6/5/2021 ww rock impasse
16 J 5 I 0-32 | 10YR 3/3| FiSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 CF rock impasse
I: 40% angular
I 0-24 | 10YR 3/3| FiSalLo cobble
16 J 6 I [24-30] 10YR6/2| CoSa NCM 6/5/2021 JC rock impasse
16 J 7 I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3| FiSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 BM rock impasse
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3| FiSalLo
16 J 8 I [{30-33]10YR7/2| CoSa NCM 6/5/2021 EU








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 15% sm-md
subangular
and tabular
cobble
16 J 9 I 0-21 | 10YR 3/3| FiSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 RM rock impasse
I 0-26 | 10YR 4/3 | FiSalLo
16 J 10 Il |126-36| 10YR6/2| CoSa NCM 6/5/2021 ww II: redox
I: 1 rusty nail
16 J 11 I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3| FiSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 AK rock impasse
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 | FiSalLo
16 J 12 I |30-40]| 10YR6/2| CoSa NCM 6/5/2021 CF
16 J 13 I 0-29 | 10YR 2/2| FiSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 WWwW rock impasse
I: tabular rock
16 J 14 I 0-21 | 10YR 2/2| FiSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 RM rock impasse
I 0-30 | 10YR 2/2 | FiSalLo
16 J 15 I |30-40]| 10YR6/2| CoSa NCM 6/5/2021 EU
I 0-20 | 10YR 3/3 | FiSalLo
16 J 16 I |20-30] 10YR7/2| CoSa NCM 6/5/2021 BM
16 J 17 I 0-25 | 10YR 3/3| FiSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 JC rock impasse
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 | FiSalLo
16 J 18 I |30-40] 10YR6/3| CoSa NCM 6/5/2021 CF
I 0-32 | 10YR 3/2 | FiSalLo
16 J 19 I |32-42] 10YR6/2| CoSa NCM 6/5/2021 WW redox
10YR 2/2 I: 20% md-Ig
10YR 6/1 subagular,
I 0-28 |m/w 10YR| FiSalLo tabular
16 J 20 Il |28-42 4/6 CoSa NCM 6/5/2021 RM cobbles
10YR 2/2
10YR 6/1
I 0-33 |m/w 10YR| FiSalLo
16 J 21 I [33-43 4/6 CoSa NCM 6/5/2021 EU
I 0-25 | 10YR 4/3 | FiSalLo
16 J 22 I |25-35] 10YR5/3| CoSa NCM 6/5/2021 JC 30% rock
I 0-28 | 10YR 3/3| CoSa
16 J 23 Il |128-38| 10YR6/2| CoSa NCM 6/5/2021 ww I: redox
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
16 K 1 Il [30-40]| 10YR 7/1 SiLo NCM 6/5/2021 BM








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
16 K 2 Il |30-40]| 10YR 6/2 SiLo NCM 6/5/2021 CF
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
16 K 3 I |30-40]| 10YR 6/2 SiLo NCM 6/5/2021 AK
I 0-33 | 10YR 3/3 SiLo
16 K 4 I [33-43] 10YR 6/2 SiLo NCM 6/5/2021 EU
I: mottled
redox
II: mottled
| 0-30 | 10YR 2/2 Salo strong brown,
16 K 5 Il |30-41] 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM 6/5/2021 RM 20% cobbles
I 0-24 | 10YR 3/2| SalLo
16 K 6 Il |24-34] 10YR 6/3 Sa NCM 6/5/2021 ww II: redox
I: cobbles
16 K 7 I 0-32 | 10YR 3/2| SalLo NCM 6/5/2021 JC rock impasse
I 0-26 | 10YR 3/2| SalLo
16 K 8 Il [26-36]| 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 6/5/2021 CF
I 0-26 | 10YR 3/2| SalLo
16 K 9 I |26-31] 10YR6/2| SalLo NCM 6/5/2021 AK
I 0-26 | 10YR4/2| SalLo
16 K 10 Il |26-36| 10YR6/2| SalLo NCM 6/5/2021 EU II: oxidized
I 0-30 | 10YR4/2 | SalLo
16 K 11 I |30-40| 10YR6/2| SalLo NCM 6/5/2021 WW II: redox
I: 10% cobble
16 K 12 I 0-20 | 10YR 5/2| SalLo NCM 6/5/2021 RM rock impasse
16 K 13 | I | 0-25 | 10YR4/2| SalLo NCM | 6/5/2021 JC rock impasse
I 0-30 | 10YR4/2 | SalLo
16 K 14 I |30-40]| 10YR6/2| SalLo NCM 6/5/2021 CF
16 K 15 I 0-26 | 10YR 4/2| Salo NCM 6/5/2021 AK rock impasse
16 K 16 I 0-23 | 10YR 4/2| SalLo NCM 6/5/2021 EU rock impasse
16 K 17 I 0-10 | 10YR 4/2| Salo NCM 6/5/2021 WWwW rock impasse
I: 10% cobble
rock impasse;
5m east of
16 K 18 I 0-21 | 10YR 4/2| SalLo NCM 6/5/2021 RM drainage








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
[ 0-40 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
16 K 19 Il 140-50| 10YR 5/3 Salo NCM 6/5/2021 JC
I 0-40 [ 10YR 4/3 Salo
16 K 20 Il 140-50| 10YR 6/2 SalLo NCM 6/5/2021 CF
16 K 21 I 0-28 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM 6/5/2021 AK rock impasse
I 0-33 [ 10YR 4/2 Salo
16 K 22 Il 133-43| 10YR 6/2 SalLo NCM 6/5/2021 EU
I: 35% rock
16 L 1 [ 0-20 | 10YR 4/2 | CoSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 ww rock impasse
I: 35% rock
16 L 2 [ 0-40 | 10YR 4/2 | CoSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 AK rock impasse
I: 25%
cobbles
11: 25%
| 0-27 | 10YR 5/4 | FiSalLo cobbles
16 L 3 Il |27-34| 10YR 3/4 | CoSalo NCM 6/5/2021 RM rock impasse
I: 35%
cobbles
16 L 4 [ 0-20 | 10YR 4/3| FiSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 EU rock impasse
[ 0-26 | 10YR 4/3 | FiSalLo
16 L 5 Il 126-36| 10YR 6/2 | CoSalo NCM 6/5/2021 JC 35% cobbles
I: 35%
cobbles
16 L 6 [ 0-35 | 10YR 4/3 | FiSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 BM rock impasse
I: 35%
cobbles
[ 0-30 | 10YR 4/2 | FiSalLo II: w/ redox,
16 L 7 II' 130-40| 10YR 6/2 | CoSalo NCM 6/5/2021 CF 35% cobbles
I: 35%
cobbles
16 L 8 [ 0-20 | 10YR 4/2| FiSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 AK rock impasse
I: 12% large
cobbles
16 L 9 [ 0-30 | 10YR 2/2| FiSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 RM rock impasse








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
[ 0-25 | 10YR 3/2 | FiSalLo w/ redox; 35%
16 L 10 Il 125-35| 10YR 6/2 | CoSalo NCM 6/5/2021 JC cobbles
Not dug,
16 L 11 | N/A [ N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/5/2021 ww power lines
Not dug,
16 L 12 | N/A | N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/5/2021 ww power lines
Not dug,
16 L 13 | N/A [ N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/5/2021 ww power lines
Not dug,
16 L 14 | N/A | N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/5/2021 ww power lines
| 0-29 | 10YR 3/2 | FiSalLo w/ redox; 35%
16 L 15 Il 129-39| 10YR 6/2 | CoSalo NCM 6/5/2021 AK cobbles
w/ redox; 35%
cobbles
16 L 16 | | 0-30 | 10YR 3/2| FiSalo NCM | 6/5/2021 EU rock impasse
I: 35%
cobbles
16 L 17 I 0-15 | 10YR 4/2| FiSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 BM rock impasse
I: 35%
cobbles
[ 0-30 | 10YR 4/2 | FiSalLo II: w/ redox,
16 L 18 II' 130-40| 10YR 6/2 | CoSalo NCM 6/5/2021 CF 35% cobbles
I: mottled
redox/ 8%
cobbles rock
16 L 19 [ 0-22 | 10YR 2/2| FiSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 RM rock impasse
10YR 3/2 I: 35%
10YR 5/2 cobbles
| 0-28 |m/w 10YR| FiSalLo Il: w/ redox,
16 L 20 Il |28-38 6/4 CoSalo NCM 6/5/2021 JC 35% cobbles








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 35%
cobbles
16 L 21 [ 0-20 | 10YR 3/2| FiSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 BM rock impasse
10YR 3/2 I: 35%
10YR 5/2 cobbles
| 0-28 [m/w 10YR| FiSalLo Il: w/ redox,
16 L 22 Il |28-38 6/4 CoSalo NCM 6/5/2021 EU 35% cobbles
[ 0-32 | 10YR 3/3 | FiSalLo
16 M 1 Il 132-42| 10YR 6/2 CoSa NCM 6/5/2021 AK II: redox
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/3 | FiSalLo
16 M 2 Il 130-40| 10YR 6/3 CoSa NCM 6/5/2021 CF II: redox
16 M 3 [ 0-30 | 10YR 3/3| FiSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 BM rock impasse
10YR 2/2
10YR 6/2 I: redox
[ 0-35 [m/w 10YR| FiSalLo I1: 15%
16 M 4 Il |35-45 4/6 CoSa NCM 6/5/2021 RM cobbles
10YR 2/2
10YR 6/2 I: redox
[ 0-38 |m/w 10YR| FiSalLo I: 15%
16 M 5 Il |38-48 4/6 CoSa NCM 6/5/2021 JC cobbles
10YR 2/2
10YR 6/2 I: redox
[ 0-30 [m/w 10YR| FiSalLo I: 15%
16 M 6 Il |30-40 4/6 CoSa NCM 6/5/2021 BM cobbles
10YR 2/2
10YR 6/2
[ 0-35 [m/w 10YR| FiSalLo
16 M 7 Il |35-45 4/6 CoSa NCM 6/5/2021 EU
10YR 2/2
10YR 6/2
[ 0-30 [m/w 10YR| FiSalLo
16 M 8 Il |30-40 4/6 CoSa NCM 6/5/2021 CF
16 M 9 [ 0-25 | 10YR 2/2 | FiSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 ww rock impasse
[ 0-26 | 10YR 2/2 | FiSaLo
16 M 10 Il 126-36| 10YR 6/2 CoSa NCM 6/5/2021 AK
16 M 11 [ 0-28 | 10YR 2/2| FiSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 BM rock impasse
[ 0-33 | 10YR 2/2 | FiSaLo
16 M 12 Il 133-43| 10YR 6/2 CoSa NCM 6/5/2021 JC
16 M 13 [ 0-30 | 10YR 2/2| FiSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 EU rock impasse
[ 0-27 | 10YR 5/3 | FiSalLo
16 M 14 Il 127-40| 10YR 5/4 | CoSalo NCM 6/5/2021 RM 15% cobble








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
No dig,
transmission
16 M 15 | N/A | N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/5/2021 AK corridor
No dig,
transmission
16 M 16 | N/A | N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/5/2021 AK corridor
No dig,
transmission
16 M 17 | N/A | N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/5/2021 AK corridor
I 0-25 | 10YR4/2 | SalLo
16 N 1 Il |25-35| 10YR6/2| SalLo NCM 6/5/2021 CF
I 0-30 | 10YR4/2 | SalLo
16 N 2 I |30-40| 10YR6/2| SalLo NCM 6/5/2021 WW
I 0-30 | 10YR4/2 | SalLo
16 N 3 I |30-40]| 10YR6/2| SalLo NCM 6/5/2021 BM
I 0-26 | 10YR4/2| Salo
16 N 4 I |26-29]| 10YR6/2| SalLo NCM 6/5/2021 EU
I 0-33 | 10YR4/2 | SalLo
16 N 5 Il |33-37| 10YR6/2| SalLo NCM 6/5/2021 JC
16 N 6 I 0-24 | 10YR 4/2| SalLo NCM 6/5/2021 AK rock impasse
redox, 10%
cobble; rock
16 N 7 I 0-24 | 10YR 2/2| Salo NCM 6/5/2021 RM impasse
16 N 8 I 0-20 | 10YR 2/2| FiSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 WWwW redox, hydric
I 0-33 | 10YR 2/2| SalLo
16 N 9 Il |33-43[10YR6/2| Salo NCM | 6/5/2021 EU II: redox
I 0-20 | 10YR 2/2| Salo
16 N 10 I |20-30| 10YR 6/2| SalLo NCM 6/5/2021 BM
I 0-28 | 10YR 2/2| SalLo
16 N 11 I |28-38| 10YR6/2| SalLo NCM 6/5/2021 JC
10YR 3/2
10YR 6/3
I 0-32 [m/w 10YR| Salo I: redox
16 N 12 Il |32-44 5/6 SalLo NCM 6/5/2021 RM 10% cobble
I 0-32 | 10YR 3/2| Salo
16 N 13 Il |32-42] 10YR6/3| SalLo NCM 6/5/2021 WW redox
I 0-29 | 10YR 3/2| SalLo
16 N 14 I |29-49]10YR6/3| SalLo NCM 6/5/2021 AK redox
16 N 15 I 0-30 | 10YR 3/2| SalLo NCM 6/5/2021 BM
I 0-33 | 10YR 2/2| SalLo
16 N 16 | I [33-43|10YR6/3| Salo NCM | 6/5/2021 EU II: redox








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
16 N 17 | | 0-28 | 10YR2/2| Salo NCM | 6/5/2021 JC rock impasse
25% cobbles,
w/ redox; rock
16 (0] 1 [ 0-15 | 10YR 3/2| FiSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 ww impasse
[ 0-40 | 10YR 2/2 | FiSalLo 25% cobbles,
16 0] 2 Il 140-50| 10YR 5/2 | CoSalo NCM 6/5/2021 BM w/ redox
| 0-29 | 10YR 3/3 | FiSalLo 25% cobbles,
16 9] 3 Il 129-45| 10YR 6/2 | CoSalo NCM 6/5/2021 AK w/ redox
[ 0-25 | 10YR 3/2 | FiSalLo 10% cobbles,
16 0] 4 Il 125-40| 10YR 6/3 | CoSalo NCM 6/5/2021 RM w/ redox
10% cobbles,
w/ redox
metal bolt
I 0-25 | 10YR 3/2 | FiSalLo within
Il | 25-30 | Charcoal charcoal-
16 (0] 5 Il [ 30-50| 10YR 6/3 | CoSalo NCM 6/5/2021 JC discarded
| 0-30 | 10YR 2/2 | FiSalLo 10% cobbles,
16 9] 6 Il 130-40| 10YR 6/3 | CoSalo NCM 6/5/2021 CF w/ redox
[ 0-28 | 10YR 3/2 | FiSalLo 25% cobbles,
16 0] 7 Il 128-38| 10YR 6/3 | CoSalo NCM 6/5/2021 EU w/ redox
25% cobbles,
w/ redox
charcoal
| 0-28 | 10YR 3/2 | FiSalLo between | and
16 0 8 Il |28-38| 10YR6/3 | CoSalo NCM | 6/5/2021 BM I
| 0-27 | 10YR 3/2 | FiSalLo 25% cobbles,
16 9] 9 Il 127-37| 10YR 6/3 | CoSalo NCM 6/5/2021 AK w/ redox
25% cobbles;
16 (0] 10 [ 0-22 | 10YR 2/2 SiLo NCM 6/5/2021 RM rock impasse
25% cobbles;
16 (0] 11 [ 0-27 | 10YR 3/2| CoSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 CF rock impasse








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
25% cobbles;
16 (0] 12 [ 0-26 | 10YR 3/2| CoSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 JC rock impasse
[ 0-30 | 10YR 3/2 | FiSalLo 25% cobbles,
16 0] 13 Il 130-40| 10YR 6/3 | CoSalo NCM 6/5/2021 EU w/ redox
25% cobbles,
w/ redox; rock
16 (0] 14 [ 0-38 | 10YR 3/2| FiSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 BM impasse
25% cobbles,
w/ redox; rock
16 0] 15 I 0-30 | 10YR 3/2| FiSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 CF impasse
25% cobbles;
16 0] 16 I 0-30 | 10YR 2/2| FiSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 AK rock impasse
I 0-30 | 10YR 2/2 | FiSalLo
16 9] 17 Il 130-40| 10YR 5/4 | FiSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 RM 8% cobbles
25% cobbles;
16 (0] 18 [ 0-20 | 10YR 2/2| FiSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 JC rock impasse
[ 0-30 | 10YR 2/2 | FiSaLo 25% cobbles,
16 0] 19 Il 130-40| 10YR 5/4 | FiSalLo NCM 6/5/2021 CF w/ redox
16 P 1 [ 0-26 | 10YR 5/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 CF rock impasse
16 P 2 [ 0-36 | 10YR 5/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 RM rock impasse
I 0-36 | 10YR 5/2 Salo
16 P 3 Il 136-46| 10YR 6/3 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 JC
[ 0-40 [ 10YR 5/2 Salo
16 P 4 Il 140-50| 10YR 6/3 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 EU
[ 0-29 [ 10YR 5/2 Salo
16 P 5 Il 129-39| 10YR 6/3 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 SF
[ 0-27 | 10YR 3/2 Salo
16 P 6 I |27-37 ] 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 ww redox
| 0-30 | 10YR 3/2 Salo I: ash layer;
16 P 7 Il 130-40| 10YR 6/6 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 BM 10YR 2/3
16 P 8 [ 0-25 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 AK rock impasse








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
16 P 9 [ 0-22 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 RM rock impasse
16 P 10 I 0-28 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 JC
I 0-35 | 10YR 4/2 Salo
16 P 11 Il 135-45| 10YR 6/3 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 EU
[ 0-33 | 10YR 4/2 Salo
16 P 12 I [33-43] 10YR 6/3 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 SF
I 0-38 | 10YR 3/2 Salo lI: redox; 25%
16 P 13 I |38-48]| 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 ww rock
| 0-40 | 10YR 3/2 Salo II: redox; 25%
16 P 14 Il [40-50] 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 BM rock
I 0-31 | 10YR 3/2 Salo II: redox; 25%
16 P 15 I [31-41] 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 AK rock
rock impasse
at 35 cmbs;
I 0-32 | 10YR 4/2 Salo offset2 m W
16 P 16 I |32-35] 10YR 4/4 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 RM for rocks/ sink
[ 0-32 | 10YR 4/2 Salo
16 P 17 Il |32-42] 10YR 4/4 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 JC
16 Q 1 I 0-30 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 SF rock impasse
16 Q 2 I 0-30 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 EU rock impasse
16 Q 3 I 0-22 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 ww rock impasse
16 Q 4 I 0-30 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 BM rock impasse
16 Q 5 [ 0-27 | 10YR 2/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 ww rock impasse
16 Q 6 I 0-10 | 10YR 2/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 EU rock impasse
No dig-
disturbed/
16 Q 7 | NJA| N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/7/2021 BM rocks
I: w/ mottled
redox
rock impasse;
offset 2 m for
16 Q 8 [ 0-22 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 RM rocks








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: w/ mottled
16 Q 9 I 0-25 [ 10YR 4/2| Salo NCM 6/7/2021 CF redox
16 Q 10 I 0-22 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 JC rock impasse
I 0-35 | 10YR 4/2 Salo I: 25% gravel
16 Q 11 Il |35-45] 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 ww II: w/ redox
I: 25% gravel
16 Q 12 I 0-30 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 EU rock impasse
I 0-20 | 10YR 4/2 Salo
16 Q 13 I [20-30| 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 6/7/2021 BM
I 0-30 | 10YR 4/2 Salo
16 Q 14 I [30-40] 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 6/7/2021 CF I: w/ redox
I 0-28 | 10YR 4/2 Salo
16 Q 15 Il [28-38] 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 6/7/2021 JC I: w/ redox
[ 0-29 | 10YR 4/2 Salo
16 Q 16 Il [29-39| 10YR 6/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 AK I: w/ redox
15% sm-Ig
cobbles; w/
I 0-24 | 10YR 4/2 Salo redox
16 Q 17 Il |24-27| 10YR 5/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 RM rock impasse
~25% gravel
16 Q 18 I 0-25 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 ww rock impasse
I: 55%
gravel/cobble
16 R 1 | | 0-32 [ 10YR3/3| SalLo NCM | 6/7/2021 EU rock impasse
I: 55%
gravel/cobble
16 R 2 I 0-30 [ 10YR 3/3| Salo NCM 6/7/2021 BM rock impasse
I: 55%
gravel/cobble
16 R 3 I 0-20 [ 10YR 3/3| Salo NCM 6/7/2021 CF rock impasse
I 0-33 | 10YR 3/3 Salo
16 R 4 I [33-43] 10YR 5/3 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 JC








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
No dig, rocks
16 R 5 | NJA| N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/7/2021 BM on surface
I: redox, 10%
cobble
offset 1.5 m
NE to be on
rise; rock
impasse; 2x
modern nail-
16 R 6 I 0-24 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 RM discarded
I: 25% gravel
16 R 7 I 0-20 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 ww rock impasse
I: 25% gravel
16 R 8 I 0-24 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 AK rock impasse
I: 25% gravel
16 R 9 I 0-27 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 CF rock impasse
I 0-28 | 10YR 4/2 Salo
16 R 10 Il 128-38| 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 SF
16 R 11 I 0-15 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 BM rock impasse
16 R 12 [ 0-25 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 JC rock impasse
I: redox, 10%
cobble
16 R 13 I 0-26 | 10YR 2/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 RM rock impasse
I: redox, 10%
cobble
16 R 14 [ 0-30 | 10YR 2/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 ww rock impasse








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: redox, 10%
I 0-27 | 10YR 2/2 Salo cobble
16 R 15 I [27-32] 10YR 6/2 Sa NCM 6/7/2021 AK rock impasse
[ 0-25 | 10YR 3/3 Salo
16 R 16 Il [25-35] 10YR 6/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 CF
I 0-35 | 10YR 3/3 Salo
16 S 1 Il |35-45] 10YR 6/6 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 BM
16 S 2 I 0-23 [ 10YR 3/3| Salo NCM 6/7/2021 SF rock impasse
16 S 3 I 0-10 [ 10YR 3/3| Salo NCM 6/7/2021 JC rock impasse
No dig, rock/
16 S 4 | N/A[ NA N/A N/A NCM 6/7/2021 RM disturbed
16 S 5 I 0-10 [ 10YR 4/3| Salo NCM 6/7/2021 ww rock impasse
I 0-29 [ 10YR 2/2 SalLo compaction
16 S 6 Il [29-39] 10YR 6/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 RM impasse
16 S 7 I 0-20 [ 10YR 3/2| Salo NCM 6/7/2021 CF rock impasse
[ 0-28 | 10YR 4/4 Salo
16 S 8 Il [28-38] 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 AK
16 S 9 | | 0-26 [ 10YR3/2| SalLo NCM | 6/7/2021 EU rock impasse
No dig, rock
16 S 10 | N/A [ N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/7/2021 EU on surface
10YR 3/2
10YR 5/2
[ 0-20 [mw/ 10YR| Salo
16 S 11 Il |20-30 6/4 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 SF
I 0-22 | 10YR 4/2 Salo
16 S 12 I [22-32] 10YR 5/3 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 JC
16 S 13 I 0-10 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 ww rock impasse
I 0-25 | 10YR 2/1| SiClLo
16 S 14 Il [25-27] 10YR6/2 | SaClLo NCM 6/7/2021 RM rock impasse
16 T 1 I 0-25 [ 10YR 3/2| Salo NCM 6/7/2021 CF rock impasse
I 0-22 | 10YR 3/2 Salo
16 T 2 I [22-32] 10YR 6/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 AK II: redox
16 T 3 I 0-15 [ 10YR 3/2| Salo NCM 6/7/2021 EU rock impasse
I 0-27 | 10YR 3/2 Salo
16 T 4 I |27-37 ] 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 SF








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
16 T 5 | | 0-25 | 10YR3/2| Salo NCM | 6/7/2021 JC rock impasse
16 T 6 [ 0-25 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 ww rock impasse
I: redox
offset 1 m N
for drainage;
16 T 7 [ 0-25 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 RM rock impasse
I: redox
16 T 8 [ 0-15 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 BM rock impasse
No dig, rock
16 T 9 | NJA| N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/7/2021 CF on surface
No dig, rock
16 T 10 | N/A [ N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/7/2021 CF on surface
16 T 11 [ 0-30 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 SF rock impasse
16 T 12 I 0-20 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 AK rock impasse
[ 0-22 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
16 U 1 Il 122-32| 10YR 5/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 JC
16 U 2 [ 0-10 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 ww rock impasse
visible
boulders; rock
16 U 3 [ 0-17 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 RM impasse
16 U 4 [ 0-28 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 BM rock impasse
16 U 5 | | 0-26 | 10YR4/2| Salo NCM | 6/7/2021 EU rock impasse
I 0-28 | 10YR 4/2 Salo
16 U 6 Il [28-30] 10YR 6/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 SF rock impasse
16 U 7 [ 0-23 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 AK rock impasse
I 0-25 [ 10YR 4/2 SalLo
16 U 8 Il 125-35| 10YR 6/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 CF
I: redox
16 U 9 [ 0-20 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 ww rock impasse
visible
boulders; rock
16 U 10 I 0-5 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 RM impasse








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 30% angular
cobbles
16 \% 1 [ 0-20 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 JC rock impasse
I: mottled
redox
16 \% 2 [ 0-10 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 RM rock impasse
16 \% 3 [ 0-27 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 CF rock impasse
16 \% 4 [ 0-32 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 BM rock impasse
[ 0-50 | 10YR 4/2 Salo 25% cobbles
16 Vv 5 Il 150-60| 10YR 6/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 AK and gravel
16 \% 6 [ 0-28 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 EU rock impasse
16 \% 7 [ 0-30 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 SF rock impasse
16 \% 8 [ 0-24 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 ww rock impasse
I: mottled
redox
5% sm-med
subangular
and tabular
cobble; rock
16 W 1 [ 0-20 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 RM impasse
No dig, visible
boulders at
surface, rutted
16 W 2 | NJA| N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/7/2021 CF up
5% sm-med
subangular
and tabular
cobble
16 W 3 [ 0-17 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 CF rock impasse








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
5-8% sm-med
subangular
and tabular
cobble
16 W 4 [ 0-35 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 BM rock impasse
I: mottled
redox
10% sm-med
subangular
| 0-20 | 10YR 2/2 Salo and tabular
16 w 5 Il 120-34| 10YR5/2| CoSa NCM 6/7/2021 wWw cobble
No dig, visible
boulders at
surface, rutted
16 W 6 | NJA| N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/7/2021 RM up
I: mottled
redox
16 W 7 [ 0-28 | 10YR 2/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 SF rock impasse
[ 0-28 | 10YR 2/2 Salo
16 w 8 Il [28-38] 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 EU 20% cobble
[ 0-25 | 10YR 3/2 Salo I: 20% rock
16 X 1 Il 125-30| 10YR 4/6 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 AK rock impasse
16 X 2 [ 0-30 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 JC rock impasse
16 X 3 [ 0-30 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 CF rock impasse
I 0-20 [ 10YR 3/2 Salo
16 X 4 Il 120-30| 10YR 4/6 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 BM
16 X 5 [ 0-27 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 ww rock impasse
[ 0-30 [ 10YR 3/2 Salo I: 8 Ig cobbles
16 X 6 Il [30-34] 10YR 5/4 SalLo NCM 6/7/2021 SF rock impasse








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

16

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/7/2021

AK

not dug due to
boulders on
surface

16

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/7/2021

AK

not dug due to
boulders on
surface

16

10YR 2/2

Salo

NCM

6/7/2021

RM

I: mottled
redox
4% sm-med
subangular
and tabular
cobble- bisible
boulders at
surface; rock
impasse

16

0-20
20-30

10YR 2/2
10YR 6/2

Salo
Salo

NCM

6/7/2021

CF

Il: mottled

redox

4% sm-med

subangular

and tabular

cobble- bisible

boulders at

surface








Area| Transect | STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

16 Y 3

0-7

10YR 2/2

Salo

NCM

6/7/2021

EU

I: mottled
redox

4% sm-med
subangular
and tabular
cobble- bisible
boulders at
surface; rock
impasse

16 Y 4

0-32
32-36

10YR 4/2
10YR 2/1

Salo

NCM

6/7/2021

JC

II: 4 cm thick
charcoal layer
4% sm-med
subangular
and tabular
cobble; rock

impasse

16 Y 5

0-20
20-40

10YR 3/2
10YR 6/3

Salo
Salo

NCM

6/7/2021

BM

4% sm-med
subangular
and tabular

cobble

16 Y 6

0-30

10YR 4/2

Salo

NCM

6/7/2021

I: mottled
redox/
moisture
increase
4% sm-med
subangular
and tabular
cobble; Ig
cobble

ww

impasse








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
rock impasse;
sm-very Ig
16 Y 7 [ 0-26 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 SF cobbles
rock impasse;
sm-very Ig
16 Y 8 I 0-10 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 AK cobbles
No dig, rock
16 V4 1 N/A'| N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/7/2021 CF on surface
No dig, rock
16 V4 2 | N/A| N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/7/2021 CF on surface
16 z 3 | | 0-30 [ 10YR4/2| SalLo NCM | 6/7/2021 EU rock impasse
I 0-25 | 10YR 4/2 Salo
16 7 4 Il [25-35] 10YR 6/3 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 CF
16 V4 5 [ 0-15 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 BM rock impasse
16 V4 6 I 0-15 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 JC rock impasse
16 z 7 | | 0-15 | 10YR4/2| SalLo NCM | 6/7/2021 EU rock impasse
No dig, visible
boulders/
drainage cut:
16 2A 1 N/A'| N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/7/2021 RM disturbed
I: mottled
redox
Ig rock
impasse @ 10
cmbs, visible
boulder
16 2A 2 [ 0-10 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 ww surrounding
No dig,
surface rock/
16 2B 1 N/A| N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/7/2021 SF boulder








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

16

2C

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/7/2021

SF

No dig,
surface rock/
boulder

16

2D

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/7/2021

RM

No dig,
disturbed
woodline,

pushpiles and
boundary rock
wall 4 m wide

16

2D

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/7/2021

RM

No dig,
disturbed
woodline,

pushpiles and
boundary rock
wall 4 m wide

16

2D

0-32

10YR 2/2

SiLo

NCM

6/7/2021

AK

10% sm-med
subangular/
tabular
cobble;
agricultural
field (65%
visibility)
rock impasse

16

2D

0-35

10YR 2/2

SiLo

NCM

6/7/2021

SF

10% sm-med
subangular/
tabular
cobble;
agricultural
field (65%
visibility)
rock impasse








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

16

2D

0-30

10YR 3/3

SiLo

NCM

6/7/2021

JC

10% sm-med
subangular/
tabular
cobble;
agricultural
field (65%
visibility)
rock impasse

16

2E

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/7/2021

RM

No dig due to
visible rock/
boulders at

surface within
5 meters of
any direction

16

2E

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

NCM

6/7/2021

RM

No dig due to
visible rock/
boulders at

surface within
5 meters of
any direction

16

2F

0-25

10YR 3/2

Salo

NCM

6/7/2021

AK

I: mottled
redox
5% sm-med
subangular
and tabular
cobble; rock
impasse








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
5% sm-med
subangular
and tabular
cobble
16 2F 2 I 0-32 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 JC rock impasse
I: mottled
redox
10% sm-med
subangular/
tabular
cobble; rock
16 2F 3 I 0-25 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 BM impasse
10% sm-med
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/2 Salo subangular/
16 2F 4 I [30-40] 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 CF tabular cobble
| 0-30 | 10YR 3/2 Salo I: w/ redox
16 2G 1 Il [30-32] 10YR 5/6 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 SF rock impasse
I: w/ redox
16 2G 2 I 0-20 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 ww rock impasse
| 0-28 | 10YR 3/2 Salo I: w/ redox
16 2G 3 Il [28-38] 10YR 5/3 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 EU II: compact
I: 40% lg-med
cobbles
16 2G 4 [ 0-22 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 AK rock impasse
I: 40% Ig-med
cobbles
16 2G 5 I 0-33 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 BM rock impasse








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

16

2G

0-23

10YR 3/2

Salo

NCM

6/7/2021

JC

I: 40% lg-med
cobbles
rock impasse

16

2H

0-20

10YR 4/2

Salo

NCM

6/7/2021

ww

I: 15% gravel/
rock
rock impasse

16

2H

0-23

10YR 5/2

SalLo

NCM

6/7/2021

RM

I: 15% gravel/
rock
rock impasse

16

2H

0-30

10YR 5/2

Salo

NCM

6/7/2021

CF

I: 15% gravel/
rock
rock impasse

16

2H

0-30
30-40

10YR 4/2
10YR 5/4

Salo
Sa

NCM

6/7/2021

AK

20% gravel/
rock

16

2H

0-31

10YR 4/2

Salo

NCM

6/7/2021

EU

I: 15% gravel/
rock
rock impasse

16

2H

0-33

10YR 4/2

SalLo

NCM

6/7/2021

BM

I: 15% gravel/
rock
rock impasse

16

2H

0-30

10YR 4/2

Salo

NCM

6/7/2021

RM

1: 10%
cobbles
rock impasse;
furrows
surrounding
STP

16

2H

0-32

10YR 4/2

Salo

NCM

6/7/2021

JC

I: 10%
cobbles
rock impasse








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
No dig, large
cobbles on
16 2H 9 | NJA| N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/7/2021 JC surface
No dig,
16 2| 1 N/A [ N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/7/2021 SF surface rock
16 2| 2 [ 0-20 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 SF rock impasse
16 2| 3 I 0-33 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 EU rock impasse
16 2 4 [ 0-25 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 CF rock impasse
16 2| 5 I 0-33 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 BM rock impasse
16 2| 6 I 0-32 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 AK rock impasse
I: 15% sm-md
| 0-26 | 10YR 4/2 Salo cobbles
16 2| 7 Il [26-29] 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 RM rock impasse
I 0-26 | 10YR 4/2 Salo
16 2 8 Il |26-36] 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 ww II: 15% gravel
16 2| 9 I 0-25 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 CF rock impasse
I 0-35 | 10YR 4/2| FiSiLo
16 2 10 Il [35-45]| 10YR6/2| FiSiLo NCM 6/7/2021 EU
I 0-25 | 10YR 4/2 | FiSiLo
16 2| 11 Il 125-35|10YR6/2| FiSiLo NCM 6/7/2021 JC
No dig- in
personal
16 2| 12 | N/A | N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/7/2021 SF garden/ tilled








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
II: mottled
redox/
moisture
increase
mowed hay
field; 4m W
from house
lot/ manicured
lawn; 8% sm-
med
I 0-34 | 10YR 4/2| FiSalLo subangular/
16 2J 1 Il |34-44| 10YR 6/3 | FiSaClLo NCM 6/7/2021 RM tabular cobble
[ 0-30 [ 10YR 3/2 Salo
16 2J 2 I |30-40]| 10YR6/2| SalLo NCM 6/7/2021 AK mottled redox
I 0-30 [ 10YR 3/2 Salo
16 2J 3 Il 130-40| 10YR 6/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 AK mottled redox
I: mottled
redox
10% cobble;
16 2J 4 [ 0-25 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 ww rock impasse
[ 0-20 | 10YR 4/2 Salo 5% sm-med
16 2J 5 Il 120-30| 10YR 6/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 BM cobble
5% sm-med
cobble; rock
16 2J 6 [ 0-27 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 CF impasse
5% sm-med
cobble; rock
16 2J 7 I 0-24 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 JC impasse
5% sm-med
subangular
and tabular
cobble
16 2J 8 I 0-30 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 SF rock impasse








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
5% sm-med
subangular
and tabular
cobble
16 2J 9 I 0-20 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 AK rock impasse
25% sm-Ig
subangular/
tabular
cobble; rock
16 2J 10 I 0-30 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 EU impasse
I: slight redox
<1% sm-med
cobbles; rock
16 2J 11 I 0-29 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 ww impasse
cattle pasture;
5% sm-med
cobble
16 2J 12 I 0-10 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 BM rock impasse
II: mottled
redox
15% sm-med
I 0-20 | 10YR 4/2 Salo subangular/
16 2J 13 Il {20-30] 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 CF tabular cobble
I 0-32 | 10YR 3/2 Salo
16 2K 1 Il [32-42] 10YR 6/3 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 JC
I 0-25 | 10YR 3/2 Salo
16 2K 2 Il [25-30] 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 SF rock impasse
16 2K 3 I 0-25 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 AK rock impasse








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 60% gravel
and cobbles
16 2K 4 I 0-30 | 10YR 3/4 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 EU rock impasse
0-25 | 10YR 3/2 Salo
16 2K 5 | |25-30| 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 ww rock impasse
I 0-20 | 10YR 3/2 Salo
16 2K 6 Il [20-28] 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 BM rock impasse
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/2 Salo II: heavy
16 2K 7 I [{30-40] 10YR5/4| SiClLo NCM 6/7/2021 CF redox
subangular
16 2K 8 I 0-12 | 10YR 2/2 SiLo NCM 6/7/2021 BM rock impasse
10YR 4/2
10YR 3/2
I 0-28 [m/w 10YR| Salo
16 2K 9 Il |28-38 6/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 SF
16 2K 10 I 0-28 | 10YR 4/2 SiLo NCM 6/7/2021 AK rock impasse
16 2K 11 I 0-33 | 10YR 4/2 SiLo NCM 6/7/2021 EU rock impasse
16 2K 12 I 0-30 | 10YR 4/2 SiLo NCM 6/7/2021 BM rock impasse
I: 15% gravel/
rock
16 2L 1 I 0-29 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 ww rock impasse
I: 15% gravel/
rock
16 2L 2 I 0-20 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 CF rock impasse
I: 15% gravel/
rock
rock impasse;
1 modern
glass- window
16 2L 3 I 0-28 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 RM (discarded)








Soil Artifact

Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: w/ redox;
25% gravel/

cobble
16 2L 4 [ 0-29 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 AK rock impasse
I: w/ redox;
25% gravel/

cobble
16 2L 5 I 0-28 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 SF rock impasse
I: w/ redox,
45% gravel/

cobble
I 0-29 | 10YR 4/2 Salo II: 75% gravel/

16 2L 6 Il [29-39] 10YR 5/6 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 EU cobbles
w/ redox, 25%

I 0-20 | 10YR 3/2 Salo gravel/

16 2L 7 Il {20-30] 10YR 5/6 SaCl NCM 6/7/2021 BM cobbles
w/ redox, 25%

gravel/

cobbles
16 2L 8 I 0-28 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 CF rock impasse

w/ 25%

gravel/

I 0-35 | 10YR 3/2 Salo cobbles
16 oL 9 Il |35-42| 10YR5/6| SaCl NCM | 6/7/2021 JC rock impasse
I 0-30 [ 10YR 3/2 SalLo w/ redox, 15%

16 2L 10 I [30-40] 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 SF rock
15% sm-Ig
cobbles; w/

I 0-28 | 10YR 2/2 Salo redox
16 2L 11 Il 128-40| 10YR 3/6 SalLo NCM 6/7/2021 RM rock impasse








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
15% sm-Ig
| 0-28 | 10YR 2/2 Salo cobbles; w/
16 2L 12 Il [28-38] 10YR 3/6 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 AK redox
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/2 Salo
16 2M 1 Il 130-40| 10YR 6/4 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 CF
[ 0-22 | 10YR 3/2 Salo
16 2M 2 Il [22-32] 10YR 6/4 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 BM
I 0-28 | 10YR 3/2 Salo
16 2M 3 Il 128-38| 10YR 6/4 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 SF
16 2M 4 I 0-15 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 JC rock impasse
I 0-27 | 10YR 3/2 Salo
16 2M 5 I |27-37 | 10YR 6/4 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 AK
[ 0-27 | 10YR 4/2 Salo
16 2M 6 Il [27-40] 10YR 3/6 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 RM
16 2M 7 I 0-10 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 BM rock impasse
[ 0-29 [ 10YR 3/2 Salo
16 2M 8 Il [29-34] 10YR 6/4 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 SF rock impasse
16 2M 9 I 0-28 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 JC rock impasse
16 2M 10 I 0-20 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 ww rock impasse
16 2M 11 [ 0-27 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 AK rock impasse
I 0-30 [ 10YR 4/2 Salo
16 2M 12 Il |30-40| 10YR 6/4 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 BM
I 0-27 | 10YR 4/2 Salo
16 2M 13 Il [27-37] 10YR 6/4 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 SF
I 0-24 | 10YR 4/2 Salo II: 10% cobble
16 2M 14 I |24-28] 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 RM rock impasse
16 2M 15 I 0-32 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 ww rock impasse
16 2M 16 I 0-23 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/7/2021 JC rock impasse
Not excavated
due to
proximity to
16 2N 1 N/A | N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/8/2021 AK road








Soil Artifact

Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments

I: 30% gravel
and

subangular

cobbles
16 2N 2 I 0-16 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 JC rock impasse
16 2N 3 I 0-25 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 RM I: 5% cobble
I 0-30 | 10YR 4/2 Salo 20% gravel/

16 2N 4 I [30-40] 10YR 6/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 EU cobbles
20% gravel/

cobbles
rock impasse

16 2N 5 I 0-30 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 ww at 30 cmbs
20% gravel/

cobbles
rock impasse

16 2N 6 I 0-28 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 BM at 28 cmbs
rock impasse

16 2N 7 I 0-30 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 SF at 30 cmbs
rock impasse

16 2N 8 I 0-30 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 AK at 30 cmbs

I 0-25 | 10YR 4/2 Salo
16 2N 9 Il 125-35| 10YR 6/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 CF








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 1 pc modern
glass and
ceramic 0-10
cmbs;
discarded in
field
rock impasse
16 2N 10 I 0-27 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 RM at 27 cmbs
I 0-25 | 10YR 4/2 Salo
16 2N 11 Il [25-35] 10YR 6/3 SalLo NCM 6/8/2021 JC
I: 40% gravel
and cobbles
16 2N 12 I 0-28 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 EU rock impasse
rock impasse
16 2N 13 I 0-30 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 ww at 30 cmbs
rock impasse
16 2N 14 I 0-30 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 BM at 30 cmbs
I 0-29 | 10YR 4/2 Salo
16 2N 15 Il 129-39| 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 SF
16 2N 16 I 0-26 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 CF rock impasse
I: m/w redox,
5% sm-Ig
cobbles
16 2N 17 I 0-25 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 AK rock impasse
not excavated
disturbed
16 2N 18 | N/A | N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/8/2021 AK craggy area








Soil Artifact

Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
not excavated

disturbed

16 2N 19 | N/A | N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/8/2021 AK craggy area
I: 15% Ig

cobbles, w/

redox
16 20 1 [ 0-15 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 ww rock impasse
not dug,

disturbed by

16 20 2 | N/A| N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/8/2021 ww cattle
not dug, large

16 20 3 | NJA| N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/8/2021 ww cobble
I 0-28 | 10YR 4/2 Salo 20% cobbles
16 20 4 Il 128-35| 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 AK rock impasse
I 0-30 | 10YR 4/2 Salo 20% cobbles
16 20 5 I [30-34] 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 RM rock impasse
I 0-28 | 10YR 4/2 Salo

16 20 6 Il |28-38] 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 JC 20% cobbles
I: 45%

cobbles/

gravel
16 20 7 | | 0-27 | 10YR4/2| SalLo NCM | 6/8/2021 EU rock impasse
I: 45%

cobbles/

gravel
16 20 8 I 0-35 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 BM rock impasse
I: 45%

cobbles/

gravel
16 20 9 [ 0-32 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 SF rock impasse
I: 25%

cobbles/

gravel
16 20 10 I 0-30 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 CF rock impasse








Soil Artifact

Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: 25%

I 0-33 | 10YR 4/2 Salo cobbles/

16 20 11 Il 133-43| 10YR 5/6 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 EU gravel
I: 25%

| 0-36 | 10YR 4/2 Salo cobbles/

16 20 12 Il |36-46] 10YR 5/6 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 AK gravel
I: 25%

cobbles/

gravel

16 20 13 I 0-28 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 RM rock impasse
I: 25%

cobbles/

gravel

16 20 14 I 0-10 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 BM rock impasse
I: 25%

cobbles/

gravel

16 20 15 | | 0-30 [ 10YR4/2| SalLo NCM | 6/8/2021 JC rock impasse
I: 25%

cobbles/

I 0-28 | 10YR 4/2 Salo gravel

16 20 16 Il [28-32] 10YR 5/6 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 SF rock impasse
I: 25%

I 0-30 | 10YR 4/2 Salo cobbles/

16 20 17 Il [30-40] 10YR 5/6 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 CF gravel
I: 25%

cobbles/

gravel

16 20 18 I 0-29 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 EU rock impasse

16 20 19 | N/A [ N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/8/2021 ww not dug, road

16 20 20 | N/A | N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/8/2021 ww not dug, road








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

16

2P

0-20

10YR 4/2

Salo

NCM

6/8/2021

RM

I: mottled
redox
hayfield; 8m N
from coutnry
rd. 23; 10%
subangular
and tabular
cobble
rock impasse

16

2P

0-29
29-35

10YR 4/2
10YR 5/4

Salo

NCM

6/8/2021

AK

10% sm-med
subangular
and tabular

cobbles
rock impasse

16

2P

0-35

10YR 4/2

Salo

NCM

6/8/2021

BM

10% sm-med
subangular
and tabular

cobbles
rock impasse

16

2P

0-32
32-42

10YR 4/2
10YR 6/2

Salo
Salo

NCM

6/8/2021

SF

10%
subangular
and tabular

sm-med
cobble

16

2P

0-26
26-32

10YR 4/2
10YR 4/4

Salo
Salo

NCM

6/8/2021

JC

<3% sm-med
subangular
and tabular
cobble
rock impasse








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

16

2P

0-28

10YR 4/2

SalLo

NCM

6/8/2021

CF

10% sm-med
subangular
and tabular

cobbles
rock impasse
open active
hayfield (just
mowed and
picked up);
gentle rolling
hills; very
rocky from
glacial till

16

2P

0-30
30-40

10YR 4/2
10YR 5/4

Salo
Salo

NCM

6/8/2021

EU

25-28% large
subangular
and tabular
cobble; hay

field

16

2P

0-19

10YR 4/2

Salo

NCM

6/8/2021

ww

25-28% large
subangular
and tabular
cobble; hay

field
rock impasse

16

2P

0-26

10YR 4/2

Salo

NCM

6/8/2021

AK

25-28% large
subangular
and tabular
cobble; hay

field
rock impasse








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

16

2P

10

0-32

10YR 4/2

Salo

NCM

6/8/2021

BM

15% sm-Ig
subangular
and tabular
cobble
rock impasse

16

2P

11

0-28

10YR 4/2

Salo

NCM

6/8/2021

SF

15% sm-Ig
subangular
and tabular
cobble
rock impasse

16

2P

12

0-18
18-24

10YR 4/2
10YR 6/3

Salo
Salo

NCM

6/8/2021

JC

25% sm-Ig
subangular/
tabular
cobble; rock
impasse

16

2P

13

0-27
27-37

10YR 4/2
10YR 6/2

Salo
Salo

NCM

6/8/2021

CF

10% sm-Ig
subangular/
tabular cobble

16

2P

14

0-40

10YR 3/2

SalLo

NCM

6/8/2021

EU

offset 1m E to
avoid electric
fence; 40%
sm-Ig
subangular/
tabular cobble
rock impasse








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I: mottled
redox
enclosed
cattle pasture;
10% sm-Ig
subangular/
tabular
cobble; Ig rock
impasse @ 22
16 2P 15 I 0-22 | 10YR 3/2 SaCl NCM 6/8/2021 ww cmbs
I: mottled
redox
enclosed
cattle pasture;
22% sm-Ig
subangular
and tabular
cobbles
16 2P 16 I 0-28 | 10YR 3/2| SaClLo NCM 6/8/2021 AK rock impasse
16 2Q 1 I 0-25 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 BM rock impasse
16 2Q 2 I 0-27 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 SF rock impasse
16 2Q 3 I 0-32 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 JC rock impasse
I 0-27 | 10YR 3/2 Salo
16 2Q 4 Il 127-37| 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 CF
I 0-36 | 10YR 3/2 Salo
16 2Q 5 Il |36-46] 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 EU
16 2Q 6 I 0-17 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 ww rock impasse
16 2Q 7 I 0-25 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 SF rock impasse
16 2Q 8 I 0-26 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 AK rock impasse
16 2Q 9 I 0-28 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 RM rock impasse
16 2Q 10 I 0-30 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 CF rock impasse








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
16 2Q 11 I 0-26 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 ww rock impasse
16 2Q 12 I 0-27 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 EU rock impasse
I 0-45 | 10YR 4/2 Salo
16 2Q 13 Il 145-55| 10YR 5/4 SalLo NCM 6/8/2021 JC
16 2Q 14 I 0-28 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 SF rock impasse
I: 12% sm-Ig
rounded/
block/
subangular/
tabular rock w/
pieces of
solidfied tar
from road
paving
open hay field-
offset 1 m
north to avoid
roadside
berm; 5m N
from county
road 23; rock
16 2R 1 I 0-18 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 RM impasse
I 0-26 | 10YR 3/2 Salo 15% rock
16 2R 2 Il 126-36| 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 AK throughout
15% rock
16 2R 3 I 0-26 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 CF throughout








Area

Transect

STP#

Strat

Depth

Soil Color

Soil
Matrix

Artifact
Summary

Date

Recorder

Comments

16

2R

0-29
29-39

10YR 4/2

10YR 6/2

m/w 10YR
5/4

Salo
Salo

NCM

6/8/2021

WwWw

20% sm-med
subangular
and tabular

rock; 1 pc
aqua glass

from vehicle 04

15 cmbs
(discarded)

16

2R

0-31

10YR 4/2

Salo

NCM

6/8/2021

EU

30% sm-med
subangular/
tabular/
rounded rock
rock impasse

16

2R

0-30
30-40

10YR 4/2
10YR 6/2

Salo
Salo

NCM

6/8/2021

SF

10% sm-med
subangular/
tabular/
rounded rock
hayfield; very
rocky from
glacial till

16

2R

0-28

10YR 4/2

Salo

NCM

6/8/2021

BM

15% sm-med
subangular
and tabular

rock
rock impasse








Soil Artifact

Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
15% sm-med
subangular
and tabular

rock
16 2R 8 | 0-28 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 AK rock impasse
20% sm-med
subangular
| 0-26 | 10YR 4/2 Salo and tabular

16 2R 9 Il |26-36| 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 CF rock
10% sm-med
subangular
| 0-25 | 10YR 4/2 Salo and tabular

16 2R 10 Il |25-35| 10YR 6/3 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 JC rock
15-18% sm-

med
subangular
and tabular

rock
16 2R 11 | 0-26 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 ww rock impasse
no dig, rock
16 2R 12 | N/A| N/A N/A N/A NCM 6/8/2021 ww wall boundary
mottled redox
I 0-30 | 10YR 3/2 | SaClLo 15% rock
16 2R 13 Il |30-35] 10YR 6/2| SaClLo NCM 6/8/2021 AK throughout

| 0-30 | 10YR 3/2 Salo

16 2S 1 I [30-40] 10YR 6/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 SF I: w/ redox
| 0-30 | 10YR 3/2 Salo I: w/ redox
16 28 2 Il 130-35| 10YR 5/6 SalLo NCM 6/8/2021 EU rock impasse
I: w/ redox
16 2S 3 [ 0-34 | 10YR 3/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 BM rock impasse
16 2S 4 | 0-30 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 CF rock impasse








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
16 2S 5 | | 0-30 [ 10YR4/2| Salo NCM | 6/8/2021 JC rock impasse
16 2S 6 I 0-28 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 ww rock impasse
16 2S 7 [ 0-10 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 AK rock impasse
16 2S 8 I 0-28 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 EU rock impasse
I: 5% rock sm-
g
I 0-25 | 10YR 4/2 Salo rock impasse
16 23S 9 Il [25-39] 10YR 5/4 SalLo NCM 6/8/2021 RM @ 39 cmbs
16 2S 10 I 0-30 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 BM rock impasse
16 2T 1 [ 0-28 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 CF rock impasse
[ 0-32 | 10YR 4/2 Salo
16 2T 2 Il |32-42] 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 ww
I 0-28 | 10YR 4/2 Salo
16 2T 3 Il 128-38| 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 JC
I 0-30 [ 10YR 4/2 Salo
16 2T 4 I [30-40] 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 AK
I 0-31 | 10YR 4/2 Salo
16 2T 5 I [31-41] 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 EU
16 2T 6 I 0-28 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 BM rock impasse
15% cobbles;
16 2T 7 I 0-22 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 RM rock impasse
25% cobbles
16 2U 1 I 0-20 | 10YR 4/4 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 ww rock impasse
25% cobbles/
gravel
16 2U 2 I 0-28 | 10YR 4/2 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 SF rock impasse
| 0-28 | 10YR 4/2 Salo 25% cobbles/
16 2U 3 Il |28-38] 10YR 5/4 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 JC gravel
I 0-32 | 10YR 4/2 Salo 25% cobbles/
16 2U 4 I |32-42] 10YR 5/6 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 AK gravel








Soil Artifact
Area| Transect | STP# | Strat | Depth| Soil Color| Matrix | Summary Date Recorder | Comments
I 0-35 [ 10YR 4/2 SalLo 25% cobbles/
16 2U 5 Il |35-45] 10YR 5/6 SalLo NCM 6/8/2021 EU gravel
large cobble
16 2U 6 I 0-5 [ 10YR 4/2 SalLo NCM 6/8/2021 RM impasse
16 2V 1 [ 0-28 | 10YR 4/3 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 BM rock impasse
I 0-30 | 10YR 4/3 Salo
16 2V 2 Il 130-40| 10YR 6/3 Salo NCM 6/8/2021 CF
I: 2 ceramic, 2
I 0-30 [ 10YR 4/3 SalLo brick(discarde
16 2V 3 I ]130-40|10YR6/2| SalLo [2x Ceramid 6/8/2021 SF d)
4x
Ceramic
1x I: 4 ceramic, 1
Redware redware, 4
I 0-27 | 10YR 4/2 Salo 4x Glass glass, 1 nalil
16 2V 4 Il 127-29| 10YR 5/4 SalLo 1x Nail | 6/8/2021 AK rock impasse
I: 1x
whiteware
(undec), 1x
whiteware
2X (blue
Whitewar decorated), 1
I 0-31 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo e brick
16 2W 1 Il 131-41| 10YR 5/3 SiLo 6/8/2021 EU (discarded)
I: x1
whiteware ?,
I 0-24 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo 8x brick
16 2W 2 Il 124-34| 10YR 5/3 SiLo  |x Whitewarl 6/8/2021 JC (discarded)
16 2W 3 I 0-30 | 10YR 4/3 SiLo NCM 6/8/2021 RM rock impasse
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KATHY HOCHUL ERIK KULLESEID
Governor Commissioner

January 10, 2022

Tim Sara

Program Manager, Cultural Resources
TRC

4425-B Forbes Blvd

Lanham, MD 20706

Re: PSC
Brookside Solar Project/100 MW/1212 acres
Towns of Burke and Chateaugay, Franklin County, NY
20PR03997

Dear Tim Sara:

Thank you for requesting the comments of the Division for Historic Preservation of the Office of
Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation (OPRHP). We have reviewed the submitted
materials in accordance with the New York State Historic Preservation Act of 1980 (section
14.09 of the New York Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation Law). These comments are
those of the Division for Historic Preservation and relate only to Historic/Cultural resources.

The Archaeology Unit has reviewed the Phase IB Archaeological Survey report addendum
entitled “Phase IB Archaeological Survey, Brookside Solar Project, Franklin County, New York,
Addendum I: Additional Phase IB Survey” prepared by TRC (December 2021, 22SR00013). No
archaeological sites were identified by the survey, We recommend that no additional
archaeological work is necessary.

Please note that these comments pertain only to archaeological resources. Please continue to
consult with Weston Davey in the Technical Services Unit at Weston.Davey@parks.ny.gov. If
you have any questions, | can be reached at Jessica.Schreyer@parks.ny.gov.

Sincerely,
A Lile ggz"/éx
2 o C Y L%WL,
v

Jessica Schreyer
Scientist Archaeology

New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation
Division for Historic Preservation, Peebles Island, PO Box 189, Waterford, New York 12188-0189
(518) 237-8643 * https://parks.ny.gov/shpo
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KATHY HOCHUL ERIK KULLESEID
Governor Commissioner

January 11, 2022

Tim Sara

Program Manager, Cultural Resources
TRC

4425-B Forbes Blvd

Lanham, MD 20706

Re: PSC
Brookside Solar Project/100 MW/1212 acres
Towns of Burke and Chateaugay, Franklin County, NY
20PR03997

Dear Tim Sara:

Thank you for continuing to consult with the New York State Historic Preservation Office
(SHPO). We have reviewed the submitted materials in accordance with the New York State
Historic Preservation Act of 1980 (section 14.09 of the New York Parks, Recreation and Historic
Preservation Law). These comments are those of the Division for Historic Preservation and
relate only to Historic/Cultural resources.

We have reviewed your recent submission, dated December 15, 2021, for this project. This
submission includes additional documentation illustrating the proposed solar arrays to address
concerns with potential impacts to the historic St. Patrick’s and Atwater Cemeteries.

Based on this review, it is the opinion of the SHPO that the proposed project will have No
Adverse Impact to historic and cultural resources.

If you have any questions, | can be reached at (518) 268-2164.

Sincerely,

Weston Davey
Historic Site Restoration Coordinator
Weston.davey@parks.ny.gov

New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation
Division for Historic Preservation, Peebles Island, PO Box 189, Waterford, New York 12188-0189
(518) 237-8643 * https://parks.ny.gov/shpo
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