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Dr. Dena Dincauze has written of this
site and others in the near vicinity (Dincauze 1973, 1975). The miniature pot was
found in the side of the eroding bank in
close association with Vinette I pottery,
Squibnocket stemmed and triangular projectile points, and Atlantic, Dudley
notched, Wading River, and Orient fishtail points. I believe the pot dates to the
Late Archaic or Early Woodland period.
The pot itself is made out of a scrap
lcm
piece of steatite, or soapstone. It appears
to be a probable toy made by a father for
Figure 14.
his daughter. The lugs are well made and
Steatite Miniature Pot from Watertown.
the inside appears to have been scraped
out. Some form of nodule in the soapstone has fallen out, leaving the pot pitted (Figure
14). It is very crude and does not seem to be a paint pot.
I would welcome any remarks that members might have.
similar to it.

I have not seen anything
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THE CHARLES H. READ ARCHAEOLOGICAL COLLECTION
SEEKONK, MASSACHUSETTS
Eric S. Johnson and Thomas F. Mahlstedt
This report on the Charles Read collection represents the fourth Bulletin article
dealing with the results of the statewide inventory of cultural resources which has been
sponsored by the Massachusetts Historical Commission since 1979 (MHC 1981; Johnson and
Mahlstedt 1984a, 1984b). The goals and methods of the statewide inventory have been
outlined in the previous articles and will therefore not be repeated here.
The Charles H. Read archaeological collection, located at the Seekonk Public Library,
represents the result of twenty five years of surface collecting by Charles Read on his
ancestral farm in southern Seekonk. Between 1915 and 1940 an impressive array of artifacts representing over 9,000 years of human activity was collected from a number of
discrete loci within the boundaries of the Read Farm.
Copyright 1985 by Eric S. Johnson and Thomas F. Mahlstedt
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The Read Farm property, as it existed when Mr. Read was assembling his collection,
occupied approximately 110 acres (44.5 ha) of land. This consisted primarily of level
terraces overlooking extensive salt marshes to the south and east, near the confluence of
the Runnins River and the Barrington River estuary, which empties into Narragansett Bay.
Within the limits of his farm Mr. Read discovered a number of sites. Unfortunately no
written records were kept, so the exact locations from which specific specimens were collected cannot be determined.
Mr. Read's principal and most productive collecting area was located near the family
house on School Street. Here, an eroding sandy bank continuously yielded prehistoric
artifacts after heavy rains and under the footfall of dairy cattle that traversed the steep
slope. Adjacent to the slope is a flat area which was excavated between 1969 and 1974 by
members of the Massachusetts Archaeological Society, archaeology students from Rhode
Island College and Providence College, and local residents. This small area proved to be
remarkably complex with a maze of features lying superimposed on one another. Although
complete results of these excavations have not yet been published, a preliminary paper
indicates that over 20 features were encountered in the 1974 season alone (Barnes n.d.).
Two radiocarbon dates secured at that time indicated that at least. some of the activity at
this location could be attributed to the end of the Late Archaic Period. Copies of the site'
records, field notes, maps, and photographs were being assembled and photographed at
the Bronson Museum at the time of writing (T. Lux: personal communication).
The exposed bank and excavated area represent but a small portion of a larger site
or series of sites which extended along the edge of the terrace overlooking the confluence
of the Runnins and Barrington rivers. Read collected from these sites and from other
locations on his family's property. His collection, therefore, represents a mixture of
several assemblages from a number of prehistoric sites which were once located within the
Read property. Although the sites occupy essentially the same environment, and some are
likely to be related to one another in time as well as in space, we cannot fully appreciate
the relationships at this time. The nature of the occupations at several of these sites will,
in fact, never be known, owing to extensive recent subsurface disturbances.

COLLECTION ANALYSIS
The Charles Read archaeological collection contains a total of 756 artifacts. The
assemblage is comprised of six different classes of lithic artifacts, including projectile points,
perforators, bifacial implement blades, cores, chipping waste, and pestles (Table 5).
Projective points are the most numerous class of artifact in the collection. Over 95%
(721 specimens) of the collection is made up of projectile points and projectile point fragments. Four hundred forty-one of these are diagnostic or "typable" and can be used to
determine the range of cultural and temporal occupation at the Read Farm. The high proportion of typable points in relation to "untypable" (441: 144) enhances the significance of
the collection.
While projectile points do provide a means for determining the approximate dates of
a site, the preponderance of this form of artifact illustrates a major bias of the collection.
The Read collection is obviously not a representative sample of artifacts from these sites
and it cannot accurately reflect the full range or nature of the prehistoric activities that
occurred at the various loci. Owing to these limitations, the remainder of the report will
briefly focus on certain cultural/temporal periods that are represented in the collection by
specific projectile point forms, and patterns of lithic resource utilization shown by these
points.
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TABLE 5
CHARLES READ COLLECTION:
Type

GENERAL ARTIFACT CATEGORIES
Number

%Total
Collection

P!'ojectile Points
Typed
Untyped
Point Tips
Point Midsections

441
144
89

Total

721

47
95.4

Other Chipped Stone Tools
Bifacial Implement Blades
Perforators
Chipping Waste
Cores

11
10
10
2

Total

33

4.4

2

0.3

756

100.0

Ground Stone Tools
Pestles
Total Artifacts

The 441 typed points inventoried in the Read collection document nearly the entire
chronological range of human occupation in New England, spanning over 9,000 years. The
only period not represented in the collection is the Paleoindian Period (ca. 12,000- 9,000
B.P.), during which the first hunter-gatherers entered New England shortly after the
glacial retreat.
Bifurcate base projectile points, considered diagnostic of the Early Archaic Period
(ca. 9,000- 8,000 B. P .) constitute the earliest evidence of human activity at the Read Farm.
Points of this type have been reported from a number of other sites in Eastern Massachusetts;
however, they are rarely found in numbers. To date, the largest concentration of Bifurcate
base points in the region has been reported from the upper Taunton River in the vicinity
of the Titicut site (Taylor 1976).
The Read collection contains eight Bifurcate base projectile points, a relatively large
sample from an area the size of the Read Farm. The majority, if not all of these points were
manufactured from lithic materials that were probably regionally available either at outcrops
or in glacial drift. Six specimens were made from varieties of felsite, including a red felsite
similar to "Attleboro" felsite, which is believed to outcrop in southeastern Massachusetts.
A maroon felsite similar to that which occurs in the Lynn Volcanics outcrop at Marblehead
was also used. Black argillite and milky quartz were also utilized; generally these two
materials were rarely used for Bifurcate base points in Eastern Massachusetts.
During the Early Archaic period sea levels were considerably lower than today because
of the quantities of water still locked up in the retreating ice mass. During this time the
Read Farm site would have been much farther inland, the adjacent marshes would have been
fresh water and the -head of Narragansett Bay would have been several miles further south.
It is likely that many Early Archaic sites were located in areas that have since been inun-
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dated by rising sea levels. An inability to investigate a significant number of Early Archaic
sites is one reason why, at present, our knowledge of Early Archaic settlement patterns,
subsistence and social organization remains poor. Early Archaic components are rarely encountered and very few have been excavated. However, it is possible that intact Early
Archaic components may yet remain at the Read Farm site. For this reason, the Read Farm
site may hold much potential for future research into the Early Archaic Period.
Later prehistoric activity is also indicated in the Read collection. The Middle Archaic
Period (ca.8,000-6,000 B.P.) is represented by 54 points, including Neville-like, Nevillevariant, Archaic Stemmed and Stark-like varieties (Table 6). Patterns of lithic raw material
utilization among Middle Archaic point types conform to the general patterns observed in
previous collections analyses. Stark-like points were made exclusively of green and blue
gray argillites. Neville-variant materials include argillite as well as hornfels, Attleboro felsite and a felsite simihlr in· color and texture to material from the Blue Hill River Quarry
site in Braintree.· Four specimens were made of a tan quartzite. Tan quartzite was also
used for eight Neville-like points. Four Neville-like points were made from the Attleboro
red felsite.

TABLE 6
CHARLES READ COLLECTION:
Type

PROJECTILE POINTS
Number

Bifurcate base
Archaic stemmed
Neville-like
Neville-variant
Stark-like
Archaic notched
Broad eared
Small stemmed
Small triangle
Atlantic-like
Susquehanna broad-like
Wayland notched -like
Orient fishtail
Small pentagonal
Meadowood
Rossville
Woodland stemmed
Woodland lanceolate
Large triangle

17
6
144
142
9
5
3
5
2
4
3
6
5
34

Total Typed
Untyped
Point Tips
Point Midsections

441
144
89
47

Total Projectile Points

721

8
19
13
11
11

%Total
Collection
1.8
4.3
2.9
2.5
2.5
3.9
1.4
32.7
32.2
2.0
1.1
0.7
1.1
0.5
0.9
0.7
1.4
1.1
7.7
100.0
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A total of 325 Late Archaic (ca. 6,000- 3,000 B . P .) points were inventoried, including
examples of each of the three traditions attributed to the Late Archaic (Table 6). The
Laurentian Tradition is represented by eleven Archaic notched and six Broad Eared points.
The Small Stemmed Tradition, which may include both Late Archaic and Woodland period
components, is represented by 142 Small triangles and 144 Small stemmed points. The
Susquehanna Tradition is evidenced by three Wayland notched-like, five Susquehanna
Broadlike and nine Atlantic-like points. In addition, five Orient fishtails, associated
with the Terminal Archaic, are contained in the collection. . Virtually every type of useful local stone was used by the various traditions of the Late Archaic. Argillites, hornfels,
quartzites and a wide variety of felsites are present in various quantities. Eighty-four
percent of the Small stemmed points and 81% of the Small triangles were manufactured on
quartz, indicating a strong preference for this locally or regionally available material, a
trend also recognized in other collections.
Projectile points associated with the Early and Middle Woodland periods (ca. 3,0001,300 B. P .) are not numerous in the Read collection, with the possible exception of an
unknown portion of the Small stemmed component. Four Meadowood points were inventoried, three of which were manufactured on gray chert, probably from New York State.
The fourth specimen was made of felsite. Three quartz Rossville-like points complete the
Early Woodland component of the Read collection. Two Middle Woodland point types are
present in the collection; six Woodland stemmed and five Woodland lanceolate points were
inventoried. Raw materials include Attleboro red felsite, other felsites, quartzites, and
argillites.
Thirty-four Large triangles (Levanna) provide evidence of Late Woodland (ca.1, 300400 B.P.) activity at the Read Farm site. Thirty of these were manufactured on quartz;
of the remaining four specimens, three were made of felsites and one of hornfels. This
pattern of lithic utilization is similar to that observed for Large trianbles in the Roy
Athearn collection in the lower Taunton River basin (Johnson and Mahlstedt 1984a).

CONCLUSION
The Charles H. Read archaeological collection represents a valuable cultural resource
for the citizens of Seekonk. Fortunately, its value has been recognized and the Seekonk
Public Library has undertaken to curate the collection and to develop an informative display. In addition to their educational value, archaeological collections can be valuable
sources of information to archaeologists, supplying important information for cultural resource management and providing a data base for addressing research questions. The
usefulness of an archaeological collection to both the archaeological community and the
general public is largely dependent on the condition of the collection and the presence
or absence of contextual information. Collections such as Mr. Read's are only useful to
the extent that the artifacts can be provenienced and placed in context; therefore, some
minimal provenience information is essential. A catalogue listing artifact proveniences
and containing maps and other notes greatly enhances the research value of even very
small collections. It is equally important that collectors make arrangements to insure
proper curation of their collections. During the past century, several large and well
provenienced collections have been lost or separated from their notes after the collector
has passed away. By retaining contextual information and arranging for future curation
of their collections, amateur collectors can contribute a valuable cultural resource and
educational tool to their communities.
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THERMOLUMINESCENT DATING ANALYSIS OF A CAPE COD POTSHERD
Marie O. Eteson
Elizabeth Couglin of the Center for Archaeological Research and Development at Harvard
University has performed thermoluminescent (TL) dating analysis on a single potsherd from
the Hayward's Portanimicutt Site (19-BN-324), South Orleans, Massachusetts. Her letter
reports the results of her analysis as follows:
"Sample #:

HC 18

TL Date: 434.7 ± 43 Years B.P. (1982) or 1547.3 ± 154 Years A.D.
The standard error for equivalent-dose/fine grain technique is 10%
(See ± years)."
No further discussion of the analytical procedures or results was provided.
The potsherd concerned is part of Vessel F reported in Eteson (1982). It was a grittempered and dentate stamped sherd illustrated in Figure 6 and described in Table 7 of that
article. The complete assemblage from Hayward's Portanimicutt included predominantly Late
Woodland lithic artifacts, some Middle Woodland lithic types, and a large number of ceramic
sherds thought to be predominantly Middle Woodland in age. The writer had hoped that the
TL date might shed light on the reported provenience of most of the assemblage (18 inches
down under sterile shell midden, according to Hayward, personal communication) which
seemed to hint of a single occupation. If that had been the case we might have then been
able to interpret the site as one where overlapping styles were co-existing.
However, the TL date would appear to confirm only the late Late Woodland occupation
described in the ethnographic record for this area within a century of the date. This
date for Vessel F thus suggests that smooth-bodied grit-tempered pottery, impressed by
an object with regular projections, may have been used by Late Woodland people, and that
cord -wrapped stick impressed decoration did not have an exclusive hold on the manufacturing efforts of the Late Woodland potter.
Copyright 1985 by Marie O. Eteson

