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CHAPTER 7

ARCHAEOLOGICAL R~SEARCH AND PRELIMINARY

CULTURAL P,I~OURC~, E%rALUATI ONS

The archaeological field reconnaissance at the San Lugs, Kesterson, and
National Wildlife Refuges conducted as a part of this project was limited to the
locationD verification, and preliminary evaluation of those sites known to exist on the
three refuges. In addition to the documentation and evaluation of those sites which
were formally recorded with the Regional Information Center of the California Archaeo-
logical InventoryD located at California State University, Stanislaus, we also dealt with
sites known to refuge personnel~" as well as areas mentioned as sensitive in the 1980
ESCA-Tech reconnaissance report for Kesterson Wildlife Refuge (Eggers 1980a, 1980b). In
~llD some 60 separate locations were inspected for evidence of cultural materials.

The methods used in the background research, field reconnaissance, and site
evaluation are described in Chapter 2. Additional details on methods are also presented
in the following sections.

~&s.~tl~_~_t t~ _B s_ck ~r o und Research

As is generally the case with any project of this size, the background research was
begun immediately~ and continued throughout the project. The archaeological site
records and other itfformation stored at the Regional Information Center of the Cali-
fornia Archaeological Inventory were examined early in the project, but some of the
other materials pertaining to the project were only found near the end of the project.
In most casesD those individuals we contacted were prompt in.sending us manuscripts and
other information. Some materials, however, arrived late in the project, and in averT
few cases, materials which had been promised never arrived at all.

San Luis National Wildlife Rc£ugc

The backgroumi research found that on San Luis Refuge only one major archaeo-
logical reconnaissance report had been completed prior to the present project. This was
prepared by Joe Pope in 1976, and was based upon field research in the San Lugs Refuge
from approximately 19"/2 to 1976. A second report prepared by Pope (19~) was also
examined; however, no archaeological sites were located during that reconnaissance.
F~nally~ on the basis of Popets ir~ormation, and Bensonts recommendations (Benson 1978)~
a National Register of Historic Places nomination form(Heffeman1978) was prepared by
the Fish and Wildlife Service for the entire San Luis Refuge.

Just outside of the San Luis Refuge; but within the one mile study area boundary, is
the site of the San Luis Adobe. Because this adobe was outside of our project area
botmdary it was not recorded as a sited but it was briefly examined, and information on
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the adobe appears in Chapter ~. A National Register of Historic Places nomination form
had been prepared for this structure (Strickland 1978), but it was apparently never
submitted.

At the beginning of the project, 21 sites were officially recorded on the San Luis
Refuge; all of these sites were recorded as the ~esult of Joe Pope’s interest in
researching and recording the prehistory and archaeology of the refuge. Pope did not
conduct an intensive survey of the refuge. His research strategy was oriented towards
recording sites which were being exposed by some type of impact, and conducting random
field reconnaissance. His research was conducted on a voltmteer basis over a period of
years, and was ~ummarized in the 1976 draft report (Pope 1976). A copy of this report,
borrowed from the Los Banos Office of the Fish and WLldlife Service, contained a USGS
7o~ minute San Luis Ranch Quadrangle map. The site locations contained on this map
were often quite different from those provided to us by the Regional Information Center
at CaIifornia State University, Stanislaus, Although the locations given for sites on Joe
Popels map were not always precise, they invariably proved to be closer to the actual
site locations than those provided to us by the Regional Information Center.

During the course of the archaeological background research and the historical
research, little additional giLc-g~ information on the locations of prehistoric resources
was found. Most of the~sources examined., if they discussed prehistoric resources at all,
merely mentioned that skeletons (or mortaxs, pestles, and other materials) had been
found when plowing (or road grading, performing canal maintenance, building levees,
etc.), but provided no additional usable information. Given the number of such
references, the existing Fish and Wildlife Service collections are extremely small, and
cannot represent more than a fraction of the materials actually found.

Kesterson National Wildlife Refuge

On the Kesterson Refuge, a major archaeological survey (Eggers 1980a) and a minor
presence/absence test excavation of a sensitive area (Eggers 1980b) have been completed
by ESCA-Tech. G. James West of the Bureau of Reclamation followed with some
additional field examinations, and prepared a, National Register of Historic Places
nomination form for the known sites. This form was submitted to the Office of Historic
Preservation for comment, but no comments were received (West, personal communication
1984).                     ~                ~

Based on the background research, there were 18 sites 0£ficially recorded as being
on or immediateIy adjacent to the Kesterson Refuge at the time our project began. Of
these, 17 were recorded by ESCA-Tech in 1980 as the result of the Bureau of Reclamation
survey. Also, ESCA-Tech identified 1~ additional areas which contained limited
evidence of cultural activity. Tb_zee of these areas contained historic materials, and 14
contained possible prehistoric cultural materials. Although ESCA-Tech completed a site
record for each of these occartences, these areas were not officially recorded as sites.

The 18th o£flcially recorded site on the Kesterson Refuge is CA-MER-6, which was
recorded in 1956 by Grover S. Krantz. The Regional Information Center had two map
locations for this site, one on or immediately adjacent to the project area, and the other
some distance away. In actuality, the site is much larger than had been indicated in any
previous work, and major portions of the site are within Kesterson Refuge. The site
record for CA-bIER-6 mentioned that this site had been test pitted in about 1940 by
Charles Miles, but nowhere during the project could we find additional information on
the location of the materials he recovered, or on any notes or records he may have made.
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The present survey found that several of these previously recorded sites are
actually portions of other, larger, sites. Hence, several of the previously recorded
sites, and some of the unrecorded nsensitiven areas, have been combined within the
boundaries of one or more larger sites. In the course of this field reevaluation, two new
site records and one new isolate form have been filed with the Regional Information
Center. Thus, while the total number of officially recorded sites for Kesterson refuge
has decreased from 18 to 15, the total site area has significantly increased.

Marred National Wildlife Refuge

The Merced Refuge had not previously been surveyed, nor were there any officially
recorded site~ on the refuge at the beginning of the project. The refuge headquarters,
however, currently has a collection of artHacts which have been found on the refuge (see
Appendix C and Plate 23). The specific source of most of these artifacts is unrecorded,
but most appear to have been encountered around the Hefted Refuge Headquarters.
There are a number of tumors concerning skeletons or other finds being made during
grading, plowing, and other earth moving activities in this area. At least some of these
rumors were confirmed by Joe Pope, who told us that during 1976he examined portions of
the headquarters area and identified the remains of at least ten individuals and
numerous artifacts. He recommended that archaeological testing be conducted (Joe Pope,
personal communication 1984).

During the.current project, the headquarters area was officially recorded as a site.
Also during the current project, we completed a minor fieId reconnaissance of a small
portion of the Marred Refuge (Havetsat 1984), but no cultural resources were encountered
during this reconnaissance.

~ults of~a eological Field Rese.arch

Using the methods described in Chapter 2, each o£ the previously recorded sites,
and each of the areas specifically identified as containing cultural materials, was
examined by a field crew. The results of this field research are discussed in the
following sections and in Appendix G.

At this point we must add a note of caution. In these sections, and in the summary
tables, attempts have been made to identify site type and temporal placement, but in
many cases, the information needed to make these determinations is simply not
available. The dense vegetation covet made it very difficult to locate site materials,
and with very few site materials an acairate assessment of site function and temporal
placement is extremely difficult.

Many of the sites which were located have been described as base camps (following
the directions and general definitions contained in our Scope of Work). A ~ is
generally an archaeological site containing evidence of substantial occupation (seasonal
or year-round). This occupation may be documented by evidence of multlple activities,
including primary and secondary tools (i.e., tools used to make other tools), faunal or
~loral remains from subsistence activities, fire altered rock, whole or broken chipped
stone tools, chipping waste, house structures, hearths, and occasionally burlals.

As discussed elsewhere in this report, the base camp was the most frequently
encountered site type within the refuges.
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Finally, in the summary tables which follow, we have included our recommenda-
tions concerning the status of each site in terms of its significance and its. eligibility
for inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places (see also Appendix G).

In the tablesbelow, the significance of each site has been ig~atatively estimated.
These estimates are based on limited data and are subject to change .as additional
information is obtained. The general criteria used for the estimation of significance
are as follows:

A. These sites are estimated to have a high potential for yieldingitfforma~

tion important to history or prehistory. They are considered extremely
important sites, and generally contain one or more of the following
characteristics:

1. The presence of a wide range of artifact typeS;
2. The presence of burials;
3. The presence of large quantities of cultural material;

- 4. The presence of a significant temporal span and/or a unique
cultural component; .or

5. The presence Of a substantial cultural d~posit which appears
to be relatively intact.

B. A site of moderate significance based on a more limited range of
artifacts, smaller quantities of materials, narrower temporal or

e cultural span, or moderate to major amounts of disturbance or destruc-
tion. These sites are estimated to have a moderate potential to yield
information important to history or prehistory. (It is possible that if
additional irfformation was available some of these sites would be
eligible for the above category.)

C. These sites have a relatively low potential for yielding ir~ormation
important to history or prehistory as a result of major destruction or
the virtual lack of significant cultural materials. In order to be placed
within this category, some subsurface testing or other form of docu-
mentation is generally required.

O. A site which is significant, but whose significance is based on criteria
other than the potential for yielding information important to history
or prehistory. This category would include landmarks or sites
associated with notable people.or events, etc. (see the National Register
of Historic Places evaluation criteria, below).

X. The significance of these sites cannot be determined at this time
because of limited data. These sites are potentially significant, but
need to be tested t,o determine their placement on the above scale.
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TabLe I, Ben Lute Refuge Preht start c Cultural Resource Su.z~ery Table

Ares Estimated NRHP
Number 01~.er designations ~ eg, met, Stanttt ~ance EL.tRtbLe?

I~ER-102 Wisteria Heedow Base camp? 1,590 X Unknown~ needs testing
N£R-103 S~ound Squirrel Haven Bass amp 19~000 A Yes [dtstrt
W=R-104 Cotton Tail Rest Base camp ¶8~525 A or B Yes (d~strt
!~R-105 Coot Point Base camp B~400 A Yes [district]
I~.R-106 RoesmaryWe Eatanota Base camp 4~400 A Yes [distrt
W=R-1Q7 Crescent House Unknown 219 X Unk~own~ needs testing
HER-lOS Coon Bone Bite Base crop 14~000 B? Yes
I~R-109 Sheep Ca~p Base Camp? 8~000 A? Yes [dtatri ct]
W=R-110 Neese Site Unknown 8~000 X Unknown, needs testing
HER-111 Twin Ponds Site Unknown 1~26D X Unknown, needs testing
HER-112 Ben Francisco Site Base camp 120~000 A Yes
I~ER-113 Sen Lute Village Unknown 12~000 X Unknown~ needs testing
HER-114 LtttLef’teLd Hound Unknown 7~500 X Unknown, needs testing
HER-115 Long Ridge Site Base c~p 52~000 A? Yes [dtstri or)
I~ER-116 Miller Knoll Base crop 21,000 A? Yes [district)
I~ER-118 Good News/Bad News; Base crop 35,000 A Yes (distrt ct)

~ Mallard; MER-117
HER-216 Silver Kite Site; Base camp 4~200 B? Yes [district)

!~ER-146
I~ER-217 Mud Flat Site; HER-147 Base c~p 27,000 B? Yes (dts~rtct)
l~ER-218 Husk Rat Site; HER-148 Base camp 5~700 B? Yes [district)
W=R-262 AC-49g-I Base crop? 2~300 B? Yes
l~ER-264 AC-499-3 Base c~p? 2~000 X Unknown, needs testing
NE~-266 AC-4~9-7 Base camp? 14~000 A or B Yes [dtatrt ct]

Table 2, Sen Lute Refuge Hietort eel Cultural Resource Suez~ary Table

Area Estimated NRHP
Numbe.____~P    O..~her. deF..tgnattone Site type sq, met, Stgntft canoe ELigible?

W=R-219H Dtckeneon Ferry Site; Landtng~ Pno 0 Yes
HER-145 brt dge
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TabLe 3, Kestereon Refuge Preht ~tort ¢ Cultural Resource Summery Table

Area Estimated NRHP
Number Other destgrmtione Site type ~ ~ ,ELigible?

I~’R-6 Hone Base c~mp E4OeOOO A Yes [distri
I~.R-2~7 KRaA/K~A Cemetery 95eOOO A Yes tdistri
!~.~-230 KR~IAA Base camp? logO0 A? Yes (district)
MF.R-231 KP-~IAe Be C| HER-232 Base camp BABOO A Yes |district)
!~R-238 KR31H Base camp SeSO0 A? Yes [district]
!~R-239 KR311e F; MER-236 Base camp 60,000 A Yes (di~tri ct)
~l=R-24Q KR31J Base camp 24e000 ’A? - Yes (district]
W=R-243 MER-242 Base camp ~46e000 A? Yes (dtstrtct]
~ER-246 KR36B Base camp 18:000 A Yes (distri
NER-248 KR36D Base camp 70sO00 A Yes (distri
~ER-249 KR36Ee F; MER-250: Base camp 300sO00 A Yes (d,istriot]
MER-255 KRTAe B: C 80 Base C~l~p 40sO00 A? Yes ,(district]
~R-256 KR6B BOa KR31Kw ~ER-235 Base camp 200wOOD A Yes (distri
MER-265 AC-499-6 Unknown 177 X Unknown, needs testing
MER-267 KRS-B Base camp? 56,000 X Unknown, needs testing

Table 4, Harced Refuge Prehi stort c Cultural Resource Sugary Table

Area Estimated NRHP
Number    Other designations Site type sO. met, Signifi r~,,,,ce Eligible?

l~R-263 AC-49g-2 Base camp 15eOOO A? Unknot, nee~ testing

Table 5, Summery of Sits Significance and NRHP Eligibility Determinations

San Luis Koater esn Merced

Signifi canoe Level A 5 8 0
Significance Level A?
Signtfi cence Level A or B 2 0 O
Significance Level B? 5 0 0
Significance Level 0 I O 0
Stgni ft canoe Unknown (X) 7 2 0

Total sites 23 15

HRHP Eligible -- Dtstrt st 15 13 0
NRHP Eligible -- Xndtvi duel ¯ 1 O 0
NRHP Eligibi lit’y Unknown 7 2

e Total sites                23               15
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Add i t i on aJ. ~ n _o.~_t2ie_~,i/Jd.gta~l~,A.~llL~

Included within the following sections are additional discussions of the types of pre-
historic sites located within the study area, initial estimations of the temporal periods
represented, and information on the artifacts found within the project area.

Archaeological Site Types within the Project Area

Given the dense vegetation and the siltation within the project area, it was
difficult to examine the .prehistoric archaeological sites in detail, and even more
difficult to determine the precise site boundaries. As such, it was dlfficult to
determine the characteristics of each site, the intrasite variability, and the range of
variation of site types. The following discussion, therefore, must be considered
preliminary and subject to revision on the basis of additional data.

The only site type which was specifically identified during the reconnaissance and
site evaluation was the base camp. A number of sites, however, had to be listed as
unknown, and could possibly represent additional site types.

As specified inour Scope of Work, a base camp is defined as follows:

ltgLc_~--a site occupied by several families or more on either a year round
or seasonal basis. Identified archaeologically by primary and secondary tools
(that is, tools used in the manufacture of other tools) and a variety of other
artifacts as well as floral and faunal remains from subsistence activities.
Characterized by extensive scatters and quantities of debris such as
potsherds, fire-cracked rock, whole and broken flaked stone tools, chipping
waste, charred bone, milling tools, house structures, hearths, rock rings, and
sometimes rock art or burials. A well developed midden is usually a
.component of this type.

Most of the sites which we found were characterized by verified or reported
houseplts, a midden deposit (often buried by siltation), ground stone, fire altered or
broken rock, shell, burned bone, and lithic materials. We believe that these sites
document a seasonal occupation by a substantial number of pe0ple for a significant
period of time. This also corroborates the findings of the archaeologists working in the
San Luis Reservoir area.,

Future research projects, especially detailed surface studies and subsurface
excavations, should establish and test t.esearch questions in regard to site types and
intersite variability within the project area.

Temporal Periods Represented within the Study Area

As discussed in Chapter 4, the general study area tgtL~r s to have been occupied for
some 5,000 years. There are also hints of occupation going back perhaps as early as
years ago. There are, however, few radiocarbon dates available .from western Merced
County, and even fewer obsidian hydration dates. Most of the information for the
temporal periods or cultural manifestations prior to about 2#00 years ago has been
extrapolated from adjacent areas, and may or may not apply directly to the study area.
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Within the study area, the obsidian hydration studies conducted as a part of th~s
project give the only quantitative data available, and even this information is subject
to interpretation because of the lack of comparative materials.

Most of the artifacts which were recovered arc not very temporally diagnostic.
There is, however, a single side-notched projectile point from CA-MER-239 (Eggcrs 1980a..
Figure 5.Y), and this artifact is considered diagnostic of the late period (cf. Figure 12).
The wide-stemmed point from CA-MER-105 may be relatively early, but because we do not
have examples of this point in well-dated comparative collections from the area, it is
difficult to establish any temporal range for this artifact. The "flower-pot" morta~s
from Merced Refuge are probably relatively late, as the well-shaped mortars are
generally later in time than the cobble mortars.

Until we can obtain systematic collections from well dated contexts from the
project area or adjacent areas, the temporal periods represented within the project area
will be little known. The obsidian analyses discussed below represent the first
quantitative evidence from the project area, but there are problems with the extremely
small sample size and the lack of comparative materials.

In order to obtain some prelimlna~y information on the age of project area
archaeologica! sites without excavation or other major activities, permission was
obtained from the Fish and Wildlife Service to conduct limited surface collection of
obsidian for use in source and hydration analyses. In all, nine flakes of obsidian were
collected, seven from San Luis Refuge (four from CA-MER-118, two from CA-MER-103, and
one from CA-MER-218), and two from Kesterson Refuge (one each from CA-MER-246 and CA-

The obsidian analyses were performed by the Archaeological Laboratory at Sonoma
State University, in Rohnert Park, California. The source analysls was done by Richard
E. Hughes, and the hydration analysis by Tom Origer. The results are summarized below
and in Table 6.

Of the nine pieces of obsidian submitted for source and hydration analysis, three
pieces were too small for source analysis. The six pieces of obsidian which were of
suffident size for source analysis were found to be from four separate sources: Casa
Diablo and Bodle Hills on the eastern slopes of the Sierra Nevada, and Napa and
Atmadel, north of the San Francisco Bay area. The presence of four separate sources
among only six samples ~uggests an extensive and active trade network both to the north
or northwest and to the east.

The age suggested by the hydration ~malysis is much older than expected. The two
specimens from Napa Glass Mountain exhibit hydration readings of 8.7 and 9.6 microns.
This is difficult to translate into calendar years, as ’the hydration rate is known to vary
with the source of the obsidian and the effective temperature of the area in which it is
deposited. Experiments in western Nevada have shown that obsidian exposed to direct
sunlight will have an increased rate of hydration, possibly by as much as 40 to 30 percent
(Tom Layton, personal communication 1984).
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Table 6, Results of the Obsidian Analyses

Site Sample no. Source Hydration reading

CA-MER-103 103-1 Casa Diablo ~ ~ned)
~-~R-103 ~3-~ ~die Hills
~-~R-~8 H~I ---

~-~R-~8 ~ Hapa Glas s Mo~tain 9.6 microns
~-~R-~8 ~4 Napa Gl~s Mo~tain &7 microns
~-~R-218 21~1 ~-
~-~R- 2~6 2~6-1 Casa Diablo ~,~ microns
~-~R-256 ~1 ~- *

dh = dlfuse hydration (often the result of burning)
* = sample too small for analysis

The project area, in which the obsidian was found, has a relatively high effective
temperature, and the obsidian hydration rate can be expected to be moderately bAghar
than adjacent areas on the coast and in the Sierxa Nevada. Fmther, the specimens we
collected were all found on the surface, and could have been subjected to intense
sunlight, also raising the hydration rate. However, virtually all of the specimens,
including the two with hydration readings over 8.6 microns, were found in bulldozer cuts
made in the mid 1970s. We feel that the length of exposure to the sun will not be of the
same order of magnitude as those within the sites in the Nevada desert which Layton
sampled. For the samples we collected, we feel that surface exposure is most likely a
relatively minor factor in the hydration readings.

There are no nearby sites which have adequate samples of analyzed obsidian with
which to compare. Riddell and Olsen (1969:130)obtained a hydration reading of 7.4
microns for a single specimen frbm the Witt Site in Tulare County, and suggested an
.approximate age of 6,500 B.P. A single specimen from CA-MER-S94 was analyzed and
found to have a hydration reading of 2.5 microns. This was interpreted to date to about
1,475 years B.P. (Olsenand Payen 1969:42). In neither case, however, was the source of the
obsidian determined. Subsequent research has shown that each obsidian source has a
different hydration rate. As such, the dates suggested for these two sites cannot
necessarily be considered accurate by todayls standards.

Even taking into consideration the variables associated with obsidian hydration
dating, we feel that it is safe to conclude that the obsidian from the project area is
surpzlsingly early. It is difficult to assign an exact calendar age to the obsidian
samples on the basis of the limited comparative data, but an age of 4,000 to 5,000 years,
or even older, is within the range of possibility for at least CA-MER-118.

Given these tentative results, it would seem productive for subsequent projects in
western Merced CounW to include significant amounts of obsidian hydration dating,
especlally on subsurface testing projects.

Obsidian source inCormation was obtained as a part of the hydxation process. This
addi~ionaI data may also be applied to trade route analysis. Although our sample is
small, the variety of sources represented (four different sources from six samples)
indicates that the peoples living within the project area were extensively involved in
trading obsidian, and probably other materials as well.
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Artifacts from the Project Area

During the course of the project (or during previous work inthe project area) a
small number of artifacts have been collected. These are described briefly below.
Additional details on artifacts from the project area appear in Appendix Co

Two projectile points, one of which was fragmentary, were collected during the
current project. These appear as Plates 10 and 22, and are discussed below. Additionally
one side-notched point w;,s encountered by the 198~ Kesterson proj¢c~ crew at CA-M~R-~9
(Eggers 1980ai Figure 5.5). This appears to be similar to those shown in Figure 12, and
most likely represents a relatively recent temporal period. The two points located
during the current project are discussed below.

CA-~0~ (Plate 10). This projectile point cannot be assigned to any specific type or
cultural association. There are general resemblances to central California ’¶Early
Horizon" points (cf. Heizer 1949; Lillard, Heizer, and Fenenga 1939), some Sierran points,
and striking resemblances to Borax Lake Points (Harrington 1948: Plate 19h).. Unlike the
latter, however, there is no evidence of basal grinding (Alan Leventhal, personal com-
munication i984). Fredrickson (1973:191) suggests that this point style in the North Coast
Ranges dates to 6,000 - 8,000 years ago. These early points ar.e generally of obsidian,
while the Merced specimen is of light green chert.

CA-~~ (Plate 22). This serrated midsection is difficult to type as it is fragmentary.
It appears generally to be a "middle" or "late" period point.

Within the project area three charmstones have been collected to date, although
charmstones appear to be re.latively rare in western Merced County. These artifacts are
illustrated in Plates 24,30, and Figure 16, b. There are no clear-cut associations of these
three artifacts with any other ~ pa~tern or culture. One charmstone, for example,
has similarities with specimens found in the San Francisco Bay area and at Borax Lake,
in the North Coast Ranges, while another appears to be more similar to artifacts found
to the south. Some information on these artifacts is included below.

C~A-.MER-2~9~ (Figure 16, b). This charmstone, collected during the 19~ ESCA-Tech survey
at Kesterson, has general similarities with artifacts recovered at CA-AI~-328, in the
Newark area (bforatto 1984.~57), at CA-AIA-307, in the Berkeley area (Wallace and Lathrap
1975: Plate 4g), at Borax Lake in the North Coast Ranges (Harrington 1948: Plate 250, and
at CA-NIER-66 (Wildesen 1969: Figure 1).

¯ ~~ (Plate 30). This charmstone is quite similar to one illustrated from a possibly
early context Buena Vista Lake (Wedel 1941: Plate 44c), but also exhibits general
similarities to specimens from the Delta, San Francisco Bay, south coast, and other
a£eas..

bIEl~63 (t’late 24). It is difficult to tell much about this specimen, which is a part of the
Merced Refuge collection, as it is broken on both ends. Its shape is not highly
distinctive, and genezally similar attifacts are frequent in the literature.
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Ground stone is a general term describing arti0acts such as mortars, pestles, manos,
metates, and other items which are shaped through grinding and similar processes.
These are the only materials represented in the existing Merced and San Luis Refuge
-collections (se e Plates).

In addition to several shaped round end pestles (see Figure 3, b, e) represented in
the collections, there are several ~chisel shapedn pestles o£ the type commonly
associated with the use of wooden mortars (see Plate 28). The use of wooden mortars
among ethnographic Yokuts has been documented, however the time depth of this
particular trait is uncertain. Gcrow feels that the wooden mortarsmay have served as a
prototype for the stone mortar in portions of the Central Valley (Bert Gerow, personal
communication 1984). The mortars present represent at least three different styles.
These include cobble mortars (similar to Figure 5, c), shaped cobble mortars (similar to
Figure I0, b), and beveled rim mortars (see Plate 23).

The Merced Refuge collection contains two metates. One is an slab mctate in a
largely unshaped flat stone (Plate 23), while the other metate has been dressed to a flat-
bottomed rectangular shape (Plate 23). Also represented in the collections are two types
of manos, the unifacial (shaped on one side only; see Plate 29 and Figure ~ 0, and the
biracial mano (which is worked on both faces and is generally rectangular; see Plate 29
and Figure 13, d).

For the most part, these existing collections Of ground stone artifacts are of
limited use in determining temporal or cuItural affiliations. First, the artHacts in the
collections lack provenience,, so we lack information on what sites, or where in the
sites, these artifacts were obtained. Secondly, we have no well documented collections
from the study area with which to make comparisons. Finally, many of the ground stone
artifacts are’general utilitarian tools which persist through several cultural or
temporal periods, and so are of limited use in determining temporal or cultural affilia-
tions. Analysis of the ground stone artHacts and collections from the proiect area will
have to await systematic archaeological research.

National Register criteria for historic properties are set forth in 36 CFR 60.6 as
£ollows:

The quality of significance in Am’erican history, architecture, archaeology,
and culture is present in dlstticts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects of
state and local importance that possess integrity of location, design, setting,
materials, workmanship, feeling and association and:

1) That are associated with events that have made a signHicant
contribution to the broad patterns of our history; or                    ~

2) That are associated with the llves of persons significant in
our past; .or ~
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3) That embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period,
or method of const~uctlon, .or that represent the work of a
master~ or that have high artistic values~ or that represent a
signHicant and distinguishable entity whose components may
lack individual distinction; o~:

(4) That have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information
important in prehistory or history.

Of critical importance are interpretations of the words "significance" and
"integrity." In practice, evaluators tend to interpret the criteria as measures of utility.
Does the property being evaluated have-some sort of useful function in terms of our
understanding or appreciation of the past, or in terms of maintaining the quality of our
existing and future environments? To meet the criteria, the property must arguab.ly
have at least a potential role in the maintenance of some groupWs sense .of place and
cultural values, or in the enhancement of human knowledge. A.property lacks
significance when it has no utility at all. Secondly, in order to possess integrity, the
property must be in possession of its original or most important period’s location,
design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association (King, Hickman, and
Berg 1977:96-97).

Examining the. resources present in the project area for the above qualities
¯ relative to the four specific c~iterla for eligibility we find that there are several areas
of good "fit" between the ideal Hational Register p~operty and certain project area
resources. These are discussed in the following sections.

1) Properties that are associated with events that have made a significant
contribution to the broad patterns of our history.

The placement of the San Luis Camp Adobe at the disputed boundary between two
Hispanic period ~,gXgtX~, should it prove to date from that period, marks a significant
period in the government and settlement of California. The buildingWs integrity of
workmanship, materials, and design, however, are somewhat comptomlsed by later
xemodelings. Within this area there is also a tremendous potential for historical
archaeoIogical resources.

The site and course of Dickenson Fcr~ Road (see Map 15), for the most part in its
original location, and the location of Dickenson (or Chester) Landing (see Figure
marks an important link in the settlement of Merced County during the Early American
period. Its workmanship, design, and materials~ however, have been altered. The
significance of this site is based upon its toIe as the only east-west transportation route
crossing the San Joaquin River in Merced County f~om the 18~s through 19~. This site is
cttcrently marked by piers exposed only du~ing low water.

The location of the place "San Luis Islandn marks an area weli grounded in local
history as an important waterfowl area for both hunting and preservation. It retains its
integrity of place, feeling, and association unchanged f~om the Hispanic period to today.

The prehistoric archaeological sites cannot yet be documented to fit within this
category, although it is possible, even likely, that some of the sites within the project
area were those described in the early Spanish exploration documents. Detailed
analysis of these sites would be necessary to determine more about this possibility.
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Properties that are associated with the lives of persons significant in our
p as t.

The undisputed association between Hcmy Miller and the San Luis Camp Adobe is
one of utmost importance in the development of Mercod CountT. Miller’s bedroom in the
adobe is said to be intact, although the integrity of the building as a whole has. been
disturbed through remodeling.

Properties that embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period,
or method of construction, or that represent the work of a master, or that
have high artistic values, or that represent a significant and distinguish-
able entity whose components may lack individual distinction.

Tlds criterion may apply to the San Luis Camp Adobe if it proves to have been
constructed in a distinctive style in the 1860s - 1870s by Basques. Its integrity, however,
may be somewhat compromised by later remodelings.

The course and placement ofSan Luis Canal/Salt Slough, if not torn of its integrity
bycontinuous grading, marks a period of control of San Joaquin Valley waters by Henry
Millet in the Early through Late American periods.

These criteria may apply to particular prehistoric archaeological, sites, but the
information to make these determinations is not yet available.

(4) Properties that have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information
important in prehistory or history.

There is no question that the prehistoric archaeological sites within the project
area have yielded some itfformation, and are likely to yield a great deal of information,
important in prehistory or history. This significance can be documented on a number of
bases, some of which will be discussed below.

The remaining prehistoric sites within the project area, particularly within San
Luis and Kesterson Refuges, have become extraordinarily significant due to the massive
destruction of archaeological sites within the San Joaquin Valley over the past 120 years
at the hands of agriculturalists, stockmen, vandals, and heavy equipment operators. As
discussed elsewhere in this report, the prehistoric archaeological sites within San Luis
and Kesterson Refuges form an "archaeo16gical preserven whereby a substantial data base
is (now) being protected from destruction.

There are many types of ir~ormation that may be obtained from the prehistoric
archaeological sites. Some of these types of information which are currently being used
in prehistoric research have been discussed elsewhere in this report; a brief summary of
some current research questions is also presented in the following section.

In the case of historic archaeological resources, these may be the ~ evidence
temainlng from certain time periods or activities which have taken place within the
project area. As such, these resources can make a definite contribution to our knowledge
of the past.
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Additional Documentation of the Significance

of Study Area Cultural Resources

There are a number of methods by which the cultural resources of the study area
can contribute to our knowledge of the past or in other ways mcct the criteria cited
above for inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places. These are briefly
discussed in the following sections. These sections include a sample of the types of
research questions which could be answered by prehistoric and historical resources, as
well as a discussion of other factors which pertain to the significance of study area
cultural resources.

R.~s.e.arch_Questions, Prehistoric ~

A sample of the types of specific research questions or topics that may be addressed
by the prehistoric archaeological resources within the project area is presented below.
It must be kept in mind, however, that new research questions and directions are
constantly being identified. The questions listed below are only a partial and very
incomplete list of current questions. Based upon the advances in archaeological research
and methods which are being made daily, some of these research questions may be
answered and new questions may take their places.

1) What is the sequence of cultural patterns within the project area? Which
patterns are represented, and at which sites? Each of the prehistoric
archaeological resources within the project area can contribute to this
question. Within this framework, particular attention should be paid to
CA-MER-118, which has both the early obsidian and the lower "early"
layer described by Joe Pope following examination of the bulldozer cuts.
Also there is a more recent uppe.r layer at this site which should be
critic al in docum entlng the sucres slon of cultures.

2) Does the sequence of patterns within the project area relate to the
sequence inthe Sacramento Delta, to the San Francisco Bay area, to the
Monterey Bay area, or to the southern San Joaquln Valley and the south
coast? If not to one of these other sequences~ is the local sequence
unique~ or does it have relationships which changed direction or orienta-
tion through time? Once the sequence of cultures is established through
testing of sites such as CA-MER-105 and CA-MER-LIS~ it can be compared
and contrasted with the sequences in adjacent areas.

What were the settlement and subsistence patterns within the project
area during each of the temporal periods represented? What is the range
of variation of each of the archaeological sites associated with each
pattern during each temporal period? Through identification and
analyses of faunal and floral materials, such as the fish bone observed at
CA-MER-L18 and the burned bird bone observed at CA-MER-103~ the sub-
sistence and settlement patterns within the study area can be
documented. This information can then be compared with comparable
information f~om adjacent sites, such as CA-MER-215~ and from this,
regional patterns can be developed.
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4) Were the archaeological sites within the project area continuously
occupied, or were they one stop along a seasonal round? By analysis and
documentation of the types and seasonalit~ of the faunal materials, and
by research into the setdement patterns both wit~hin the study area and
other parts of the western San Joaquin Valley, we should be able to
determine where the Yokuts were concentrated at particula~ times of the
year.

5) What were the health problems suffered by the prehistoric inhabitants of
the study area? From the careful examination of skeletal material, such
as that known from CA-MER-L18 and CA-~R-231, a great deal can be
learned about th~ demography, origins, and. life style of the prehistoric
inhabitants. For example,. 8chulz (1981) has studied Harris lines
skeletal material in the Sacramento Valley in an attempt to learn about
patterns of food shortages. Other studies on skeletal remains have shown
that multivariate discriminant function analysis is potentially ouc most~
powerful tool for discovering prehistoric population movements and
populational relationships 0~reschlni and Haversat 1980b; Breschini i9~).

6) What can we learn from the archaeological resources of the projec~ area
concerning the changing environment and climate within western Marred
County and the western San ]oaquin Valley? Moratto, King, and
Woolfenden suggest that there have been shifts in the climate of the San
]oaquin Valley in prehistoric times. There should be information on
these shifts within the sites of the study area, particularly within those
sites which cover a long temporal span (such as CA-MER-LlS). Prediction
of past long term trends.from archaeological data is potentially a
valuable tool in planning for future climatic changes.

A sample of the types of specific research questions or topics that may be
ad~cssed by potential historical archaeological resources withlnthe project area are
presented below. Further refinement and development of these questions will also
require a determination of what information is lacking in the archives that can be
supplemented by or answered by archaeological research.

I) Are there historical deposits within the study area relating to post-
mission Indian residence or use? What changes are documented in
gathering patterns, technology, knd social structure? Any high points of
land within the project area are likely to have been used du~ing this
time period, and could potentially contain deposits which could address
these questions. For example, glass projectile points were found three
miles northwest of Kesterson Refuge du~ing the excavations at CA-MER-
21~. Such resources could exlst~within virtuallT any or all of the
prehistoric archaeological sites within the study area. Also, the Mexican
settlement reported at San Luis Camp could have included Indians. These
individuals.could have been using the resources of the study area, and.
may have left evidence of the changes which had taken place in their
culture,                                             ,
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2) Is there information bu~ied within the project area which can supplement
our meager knowledge concerning the final disappearance of the Yokuts
during the Mexican and Early American periods? The presence of gun
flints, musket bails, or other items o{ military paraphernalia within
archaeological sites could document battles between resident Yokuts and
Spanish or Mexican raiding parties. ~

3) In terms of historical property types, the study area .was anomalous
within Merced County. Because of the Miller and Lux holdings the study
area was sparsely settled, and had no population centers except San Luis
Camp and Chester at the boundaries. The general criteria for historic
survey for other portions of Merced County do not necessarily apply. We
do not know much about the specific patterns of historic land use within
the proje~ area, and how these patterns might have affected the location
of historical archaeologlcal resources. There may, however, be
additional materlal relating to the historic land use of the study area
residing ~in the uncatalogued archives of the Milliken Museum.

What were the changes in material culture utilization and discard prior
to and following the expansion of the railroad to Merced County? The
archaeological deposits likely present at San Luis Ranch, Chester, and
other historic sites should contain this information.

To what degree were the Basques or Chinese present within the study
area? Can their presence be documented theough archaeological research
within historical depos:’ts? Will there be patterns in butchering, food
selection, or discards which can be differentiated f©om the Hispanic and
Anglo patterns? Archaeological site deposits with information relating to
these questions may be present at the San Luis adobe, the Salt Slough
adobe, the Salt Slough warehouse, Chester, or other locations within the
study area.

6) Other than the non-professional excava_tion of a river barge (currently in
the Milliken Museum) three miles southeast of the study area, there has
been no recovery of historical objects relating to river transportation in
an archaeological context in western Merced County. There is a potential
for locating such resources in those portions of the project area which
border the San Joaquin River. These materials could answer.numerous
questions relating to early transportation within the western San Joaquin
Valley.

7) How did the effects of Henry Millerts paternal care of his.employees
alter the normal discard patterns of the late 19th century rnral farm
settlement within his domain? The San Luis adobe and smaller outlying
campsites within the study area may be compared with similar settle-
merits in neighboring areas.

8) Were the technologicai changes which took place in hydrology preserved
in the water control strnctures, pumps, or other industrial vestiges
within the project area? Is there a record of historical engineering
within the water control technology present? Water control has played a
major role in the historical development of the study area, and the
changes which have taken place in water management technology arc
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significant in texms of the broad patterns o~ history within the study

Si_~nHicance of the Archaeolo_~ical Dat~

f~.om the Pro~ Are~

As stated t~oughout t~s report, and as dome,ted b~ Pope (1~, tht ar~eo-
logical teso~ces within the project area, part~l~l~ within the S~ L~s a~ Kesterson
Refuges~ consti~te an extremely valuable a~ significant preserve of relatively intact
sites viii, an area of the San Joaquin Valley which has been chatact¢tized by
wholesale site dest~iom

~s massive site destm~ion is illustrated by two of the oral hist~ies obtained
by Ralph Milliken:                                                          ..

One time ~ance Waggonet was in charge o~ a b~ o£ Italians working
for Miller ~ Lux. ~ey were b~lding a dam on the Poso Slough on the east
side o~ the river just below the Tu~et Ranc~ It was neat the old Asbet~
house. ~ey had to tear down a ~ol1 to get dirt to m~e this dam.
unearthed several hu~ted skulls a~ skeletons b~ied in this ~o11.
skulls would go tolling azo~ as the sctape~ teams would ~ag the dirt away
to the dam. ~e Italians became afraid a~ di~t want to work any more.
~ere was no other place except this ~oll t~t Miller ~ Lux could get the
dirt for filling ~ ~is dam and it took a g~eat deal of ta~ing to get the
Italians to go on wotklng. It was explained to them t~t these Indians
dead and it wasn’t doing them any harm ~d finally they went ba~ to wor~
But they di~t like to work aro~ where skulls were rolling ¢ve~ which
way over the gro~. ~ey ~t like to hear t~s, skulls rattling [Milliken
vario~ dates

Mr. Dye says t~t there is a Portuguese dairyman down neat Dos Palos by the
name of Mancebo who told him t~t when he was leveling down a ~oll
some two acres o~ his ranch he une~thed per~ps a thousa~ I~ian skeletons.
~ey are bmied in layers. ~et¢ would be about two a~ a half feet of so~
above one layer ~d then the next layer. Mancebo was afraid he would
stopped and so he never told anybody about fi~ing all these Indian skeletons
(EMilliken vatio~ dat,s

These oral histories retort both the level o~ site destm~ion and the trem~dom
potential which may be ¢xpe~ed of some of the az~tological tesomcts within the
s~dy area. Un£or~nately, site dest~ion on the scale cited above was all too co--on
~oz over a hu~tvd ye~s t~oughout most of the S~ Joa~in Valley.

F~ds of ar~aeological materials have also been made within tM proje~ area, but
the amour of dest~ion which has t~en place within tht ptoje~ area appears to be an
order of magnitude less t~n in sm~ing areas. ~is is probably ~e to the length
time that the project area was "tied up" within Miller and Lux holdlngs, which
~orestalled major development ot f~ming activities.

. It appears, however, tMt there has been more damage doge,ted at Merced Refuge
than wi~in the test of the s~dy at¢~ For example, an u~ated newspaper clipping
the Milliken Musem di~svs "Indian relics" located on the Merced Refuge dining the 10
years prior to the article. ~e article beg~s:
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Officials at the Merced Wildlife Management Area will probably have
to open a museum on the refuge property before long if Indian artifacts keep
popping up they way they have been.

During the past decade the U.S. Department of Interior employes [sic]
have unearthed over 2~ stone nkltchen implementsn belonging to the former
Indian inhabitants of the area west of Merced on AthIone Sandy Mush Road
(Albright n.d.).

However, at the time of this project, the entire Merced Refuge collection consisted
of only 23 g~ound stone tools. We learned from Ray Fuller, a long time employee of the
Fish ~nd Wildlife Service, and a resident of the headquarters building on Merced Refuge,
that temporary employees may have taken some of the other bowls (Ray Fuller, personal
communication 198~). Roy Shearer, an employee of the Fish and Wildlife Service at the
San Luis Refuge, related to usa similar tale concerning missing artifacts at San Luis
Refuge (Roy Shearer, personal communication 1984).

Most of the recorded cultural resources within the San LuiS and Kesterson Refuges
appear to be substantially intact. Most have been damaged by road construction, canal
building, or other such impacts, but when compared with the massive destruction, which
has included wholesale land leveling o~ much of the Central Valley, the surviving
archaeological resources, both historic and prehistoric, within these refuges constitute a
valuable remnant of our past.

we concur that the cultural ~esources of both the Kesterson and San Luls Refuges
warrant nomination to the National Register of Historic Places as distzicts.
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Figure 19. "Ceremonial" Mortaz Formerly in the Mcrccd Refuge Collcction (d~awing by
Joe Pope).

Scale uncertain. Mortar is probably some 40-~0 an high.                                        ~
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Two of the objectives of the current study were:. 1) to identify tribal and/or
religious leaders of each indigenous Native American trlbal group that occupied the
study area; and 2) to conduct interviews with those leaders, as well as other
knowledgeable native peoples (such as tribal eldcrg~, having expertise ’in the traditional
beliefs, values, and practices of the tribal group(s) within the study area.
Unfortunately, these obj ectives could not be realized.

The single overridingfact which emerged from the archival sources, the published
sources, and our interviews with Native Californians is that
dir t~~~Lo~_L~_Na~~~~l~Jy__~g~ This is not to say that
their genes have been completely removed from the gene pool; it is highly probable that
their genes, albeit in a reduced quantity, are still very much present. But ~he~e arc_nn

~0~_~_c~_~~_~ive people~._oJ._t~~ Neither are
there any Native Americans who have specific ties (religious, economic, social, or other-
wise) to the study area, although many of the native peoples contacted did express a
~ interest in the study area, particularly with reference to any activities which
would adversely impact those archaeological sites which contain burials.

Relatiy¢3..O..Lr~

One of the objectives of ~he current study has been to identify and contact
appropriate Native Californians descend’ed from the protohistoric and historic Indian
groups within the study area. ’Appropriate’ in this particula~ case was spelled out in
the Scope of Work provided by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service for this project. We
were directed: 1) to consult with knowledgeable local Native Americans and Native
Americans who had ancest2~_~bO_~ided in the study_.~; and 2) to conduct interviews
with Native American religious leaders and elders having expertise in the traditional
beliefs, values, and practices of the tribal groups wit.l~hc~;Ik~_~_g.

Overall Results of the Ethnographic Field Research

Based upon the archival and published data sources, and the interviews with Native
Californians,. we have found that the~q..~q~I!osg~y~j.ug direct desce~ants of t~~
~~~~~~~ In this a~ all ptevio~ projects it has_
been consistently fo~ t~t
~~~~~~~oples contacted, w~~~~~~
peoples o~~_~~gg are there any_ Native ~eticans who
ties ~reli ~~~~~~~~.

179

C--075275
C-075275



R~~_~_th~_F-J~o _~ rap hic Inte~vie w_s

Of the many Chukchansi and Tachi Yokuts interviewed, none knew of any people
whose ancestors came from the study area. ~th~mo~e~ though some a~e ~amiHa~
the ~ene~sl historical p~ocesse~ involved in ~he ~edu~ion o~ the Valle~s Indian popula-
~ion~ ~¢w had an~ ideas about w~ had happened to those Yoku~s who survived
various cataclysmic events o~ the nineteenth century. As Ms. Dixie Jackson~
~ans~ ~om Aub¢~ Cali~o~nia~ noted~

Histo~ ~t zeco~d w~t was happenin8 to ~he Indians. M~y o~ them
wanted t0 loose thems¢lves~ so those f~om ~how~illa went ~nto
mountains. No~ I don~t known where, but maybe up nea~ ~oa~s~gold o~
~wa~e¢. You could ask Marion

O~e~s also suggested t~t Ms. Rami~¢z be contacted, noting t~t i~ anyone would
~ow o~ Valley people Hying in ~h~ Si¢~an ~oothills, sh~ would. Fo~ example,
Kazan Mo~s, a Ch~ansi ~om Coa~s~gold, California,

I don~t ~i~ the~ a~¢ any descendants. All o~ my p~opl~ a~� ~om
Coa~s~old~ th~y~ all Ch~ansi and Mono. I~v¢ neve~ heard o~ anybody
from t~t area [i.e., the s~dy area -

However, Ms. Morris felt t~t if anyone in the local Indian co~iW would
about the s~dy area and its native peoples, it would be Ms. M. Ramirez: "You should
talk to her, she knows a lot. Ot Rosalee Bethel." ~Ms. Bethel is a Mono ceremonialist
from North Fork, near Auberry, California.]

Other Chukchansi and Mono also suggested talking with Ms. Bethel and Ms.
Ramitez, noting of both women that they ~¢w a lot about Indian history.

But Ms. Bethel, while she does ~ow some things about Mono history and the inter-
action o~ the Mono with the ~ansi and Paiute, stated:

I cantt give you much i~ormation ~about the Yokuts ~tom the study area
-

Ms. Bethel has never heard of any Indian people from t~t area, though she is
familiar with the region. Dining her youth, she, her family, and other Monos would
zeg~arly visit the S~ Joa~in~ValleF on their way to the coast roguish and colle~
marine resources. She does not remember there ever being any Indians in the central
portion o~ the Valley, only those living on the coasu ~is is almost ¢xactlF the same
information as Ms. Ramirez provided.

According to Ms. Ramirez (a ~ansi Yokuts) she ~ows:

... of no one ~mm there ~i.e., the s~dy area - ed.J,

and to the best of her ~owledge, no Yokuts other t~n ~ansi presently live in the
North Fork, AuberrF, Coarsegold, Bass L~e, or Table Mo~tain regions. She, like both
her parents before her, has lived her entire life, more thn 65 years, in Picayune and the
Coatsegold area. She felt that i~ there had been anyone from the s~dy area living
Picayune she or her parents would ~ve ~own them. Fmthermote, she noted t~t as a
~ild she and her family and tribe would visit the S~ Joa~in River and environs to
colle~ food stuffs and basketry .materials. ~eF would stay at vario~ places near the
river, but especially near present-day Madeta. According to her, m~F Indian gro~s
made similar trips down from the mo~tains to the S~ Joa~in Valley. But in all t~t
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time there were only Indians from the hills in the Valley: Chukchansi Yokuts, Mono, and
Miwok.

According to Ms. Maude Hancock, an 88 year old Mono from Cold Springs Reserva-
tion, there have never been any Indians from the west side of the San Joaquin Valley
living in the foothills near her reservation. Like Ms. Bethel and Ms. Ramirez, she
visited the San Joaquin Valley when she was a young girl, but the only Indians she
remembers meeting were other Sierran Foothill dwellers who had come to the westside
to shea~ sheep, or Tachi from the southern part of the Valley.

These opinions are mirrored by Mr. Dick Johnson, a Mono-Potowatami from Fresno,
California. According to Mr. Johnson, "there are no descendants" of the study a~ea’s
native peoples. He continued:

There haven’t been for maybe, perhaps a hundred years or more . ~... I’m on
the Los Banos Heritage .Commission and IWve been working with Indian kids
for years. I’ve never heard of any Indian’s from there [i.e., the study area -
ed.]. Therejust aren’t any.

Mr. Johnson also told us that a small group of out’of-state Indians residing in Los
Banos, California, has been diligently searching for descendants of the Valley’s
Westsiders, but has to date (July, 1984) had no luck.

This same group contacted Mr. Uhle Goode (Mono), curator of the Sierra Mono
Museum, in North Fork, California, and Mr. Jay Johnson (Miwok-Paiute), spokesperson for
the Mariposa Indian Council and past member of California’s Native American Heritage
Commission. According to Mr. Goode, he was unable .to help this group, although he
spoke with "quite a few Monos and Chukchansi" about it. Mr. Jay Johnson told our field
investigator the same thing. He has never heard of anyilndians who claim descent fro’m
the study areaWs native peoples. Furthermore, while he was a member of the Native
American Heritage Commission:

... a lot of things were happening in the Valley. And a lot of Indians and
archaeologists were involved. And we~ve never heard of any people in the
area. They’re all gone, or they ddn~t want to get involved.

A statement by Mr. Raymond Barnes, a Chukchansi Yokuts from Table Mountain
’ Rancheria, sums up the various statements gathered during the ethnographic field work.
As Mr. Barnes put it:

"You’re too late. You should have come 50 years ago. A lot of the old
people knew it [that is, the study area and its history - ed.], but they’re all
gone. History stops when old people die.

The people who might have had the information we were seeking are gone. And
from all accounts they have been gone a long time.

C,~acerns Expressed by Native
Americans Dgring Interviews

While the Native Americans contacted could not trace their ancestry to the study
area, many did express a general interest in the study area, particularly with reference
to any activities which would in any way adversely impact those archaeological sites
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which do, or may, contain burials, Additionally, many of the native peoples interviewed
expressed a sadness, even an anger, over the continuing loss of power vis-a-vis resource
management. Although it is not strictly germane to the current project, a few state-
ments on this issue of 1powerlessness’ as it relates to issues of land management and
resource control, foc and by the Indians, ace appropriate.

The feelings most frequently expressed by the Indians interviewed (which ranged
from apathy to rage to disgust to racism) must be viewed against a background of more
than 200 years of oppression, deceit, and deprivation, sesulting in strong feelings of
resignation, h0stility", poweslessness, and/or aggression toward any programs or
proposals originating in the non-Indian world. Many of the Indians interviewed felt
that while both their identity’ and the historical events which led to their loss of
autonomy and control over thei~ persons, their lives~ and their lands are well
established facts, the powerless.ness and poverty into which they were plunged and which
ace still with them today, has been all too frequently overlooked, or sLmply ignored.
For many of them, the socio-economic, political, and psychological c.onsequences of
European occupation remain a continuing, and fo~ some, an ugly, reality.

To understand the concerns and attitudes of the native peoples it is necessary to
understand the philosophical assumptions which underlie them, and how these assump-
tions structure their world view. Paramount among these assumptions is the belief that
every, thing in the world, from a rock by the streamside to butterflies to coyotes, is
sacred. To tamper with anything is to tamper with sacred oc religious matters, and risk
the possibility of upsetting the carefully structured balance of the world and the
Indians’ relationship to themselves and the sacredness of the universe. As Home has
pointed out, "Indian religion is traditionally both the basis for social organization of
Indian communities and the basis for the relationship of Indians to their environment"

¯ (Home 1980).

Given this, it is easy to understand that, to the native peoples, the physical
evidence of their ancestry, regardless of the precise geographical location where found,
is important and significant from both a culture history viewpoint and a socio-religious
-viewpoint. This applies equally to chest flakes, broken tools, village sites, cock
paintings, cemeteries, springs, and ’sacred~ geographical loci. These ~things’ provide a
visible, tangible link to their soots, just as the entire earth does. Understanding these
assumptions allows a clearer understanding, then, of the native peoples’ frequently
voiced belief that "all the land is sacred, everything is sacred," and the oft-times
associated corollary concern, "don’t do anything to cultural resources."

Despite the’ fact that we were unable to locate any specific genetic and/or direct
cultural descendants of the study areals native~ peoples, many of the Indian people we
contacted expressed the opinion that they were heir to the ~genecal cultural tradition’
associated with the study asea, and that cultumal sesou~ces located in the study area ace
frequently regarded as heritage resources by peoples not directly tied to the study area.
This is analogous to Euco-Amesicans viewing the past cultures of Egypt, Mesopotamia,
l~ucope, or Israel as their heritage resources and being concerned about their ~manage-
ment.~ However, to Eu~0-Americans issues of cultural resource management (as well as
natural resource management) are secular considerations. Not so with Native Americans;
resource management engendecs~religious considerations since resources (cultural and
natural) are by their ve~7 nature, sacred. Where the non-Indian views sites and geo-
graphical loci as secular lthings~ to be managed, without any religious overtones (with
the exception of known loci of religious activities or cemeteries), the Native American
views these same resources as sacsed, and issues involving them ate religious issues.
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When an Indian refers to something as being ~part of our religion,~ or states that a
certain spot has Wreligious significance,’ or that certain objects or places are Wsacred,~
the referent is to world view, not necessarily to particular activities or persons
.associated with the place, thing, or idea, although these will obviously be part of the
world view. For example, where a non-Indian might argue that rechannelization of a
stream is economically unfeasible, the Indian might argue that rechannelization is an
irr.eligious act since it upsets the order of their universe--which is~ by definition, a
religious universe. It is this systematic, functional difference between the Native, Cali-
fornians and their non-native counterparts which affects all interactions between them,
and which-in the past has led to confrontations, misunderstandings, and occasionally, to
violence.

Finally, du~ing the course of interviews, formal and informal, with more than 50
Native Americans, it was possible to gain some insights that were not stated in words.
For example, virtually all of the Indians whom we contacted have been contacted over
and over in the past, and have again and again told the same sto~y. But still the
researchers keep coming. The people with whom we have dealt do not mind answering
questions about their past. Many enjoy discussing their history, and are willlng to talk
with researchers who approach them respectfully and who are genuinely interested.

But in’the course of the interviews, we have noted the presence of a subtle under-
current -- of an unstated feeling -- among many people. There does not seem to be any
one cause for this vague disquiet, but it seems to stem from the nature of the interview
process currently being conducted for most cultural resource management projects. Many
of the Indian people talk to one researcher after another, but see little of what they
give ever come back .to them. They understand that the information may be useful, some-
where, and may help to save parts of their culture or some sites, but these goals often
seem distant.

$o many researchers have come and gone, but there is a feeling among some Indians
that, no matter what they say, it won’t change anything ... that nobody~s really
listening. Also, many Native Americans feel protective of their elders and religious
leaders, and feel uneasy about letting strangers disturb their peace, no matter how
s~ncere they may be, just to ask the questions that have been asked so often before.

These are some of the feelings which appear among Native Americans we have
interviewed, feelings which lie just below the courtesy and respect with which we were
always received.
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