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Abstract SN e Results
The AAL conducted three data enhancement projects for ¥ e G R In total approximately 2,691.2 acres (1,089.1 hectares) of agricultural land in Newton County underwent pedestrian survey, with 7,781 artifacts
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2 chacological resources ) ewton bounty, Inclania Fundec b [ Newton Count e recovered, and 275 archaeological sites recorded. Over the course of the FY2014 HPF grant approximately 902.8 acres were surveyed In the
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FY2014, FY2015, and FY 2016 Historic Preservation Fund Grants. y J=mi e southern half of the county, with 1,329 artifacts collected, and 89 new archaeological sites recorded. Of the 89 sites, 25 had a Prehistoric component
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These projects covered all townships in Newton County. A total of BHIeyTan 1 Wi and 74 contained a Historic component. Primarily the Prehistoric site components were of an unidentified time period (n=23), and two sites
2,691 acres of agricultural land was surveyed, identifying 275 new Survey Area 2 E-!L & | contained diagnostic projectile points, both from the Late Archaic.
archaeological sites. The survey recovered 683 prehistoric artifacts [ ] survey Area 3 At | T During the FY2015 HPF grant approximately 849.1 acres of agricultural land were pedestrian surveyed in the northern half of the county with 7.1
and 7,638 historic artifacts. Cultural periods represented in the Survey Area 4 acres being a resurvey located within an area that was once Beaver Lake (see map to left). Within the survey areas, 2,286 artifacts were recovered
artifact assemblage include precontact era Middle, Early, and Late [ ] Survey Area 5 | B T and 76 new archaeological sites recorded. Of the 76 archaeological sites, 20 had a Prehistoric component and 63 sites had Historic components.
Archaic, Middle and Late Woodland, and Late Prehistoric, In [ ] surveyArea 6 A Fourteen sites contained unidentified Prehistoric components. One Early Archaic site, three Late Archaic sites, one Late Prehistoric site, and one
addition to Historic components. Sixteen sites were recommended istoric si i
11 P _ >S | S e |_ate Woodland/Late Prehistoric site were discovered. N | | |
for additional research and are potentially eligible for the National [ ] surveyArea 8 N e v The final FY2016 Newton County HPF grant surveyed 932.27 acres within the central townships of the county, with 4,172 artifacts collected, and
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Register of Historic Places. y zgﬂﬂm ﬁg : 4 1110 new archaeological sites recorded. Of the 110 archaeological sites identified during the FY2016 project, 41 had Prehistoric components and 72
[_] surveyArea 9 1 !aﬂ"-ﬂlfﬁiﬂ % |had Historic components. Thirty-five had unidentified Prehistoric components. The identified precontact components consisted of one Middle
5 e g RS iZEinre R .| |Archaic site, one Middle-Late Archaic site, three Late Archaic sites, and one Late Woodland site. Out of the 275 new archaeological sites added to
e S om0t sy ey, = ndicates poiis added rom FYR0TS suriey, = indiates pomt R R R ﬁ‘:?‘!& -‘:‘ i T | |the archaeological record over three years, 15 were determined potentially eligible for listing on the Indiana Register of Historic Sites and Structures
Cultural Period Projectile Point Types T — i Ta )1 : = |and the National Register of Historic Places based on the results of this work.
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Plains and 729.9 89 158 1 site per 8.2 acres Sites cover 2.16% of surface area M ethod S

Till Plains

Lake Plains o Over the course of the FY2014, FY2015, and FY2016 Historic Preservation

or Lake 219.3 20 ' 1 site per 10.67 acres  Sites cover 3.58% of surface area . . -
Beds Fund Grant projects pedestrian transects at 10 meter intervals were used for
Voraines 1‘;‘“:; 1;15 213:; 1:‘?‘*‘”‘"1:;? ;”ﬁ 1;2:}{:2 archaeological reconnaissance in Newton County of over 2,600 acres. In
Plains . . site per 7.94 acres ites cover 10.98% of surface area . . . . . . .
Floodplains 113.6 20 .64 1 site per 5.68 acres Sites cover .56% of surface area addltlon’ tWO relnveStlgatlonS were CondUCted tOtaIIng apprOXImater 1373
acres. Areas were selected for survey using topographic maps, aerial maps,
soil information, historic sources and reconnaissance information. The
survey was constructed to sample different regions within the project area,
Landform ~ #OfFY2014  #0fFY2015 i ofFY2016 Total % of Artifacts with a different emphasis within the county each year. Cultivated fields with
Outwash optimal visibility were sought for survey. Any potential new archaeological &
Plains and 0 361 733 1,094 14% - - . . A
Lake Plains sites encountered were recorded using handheld GPS units. The artifacts
Clokepeds O 1184 0 1,184 15.1% encountered were collected and brought to the AAL for identification and
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Discussion/Conclusion
Aok - Legend - Newton County displayed a lack of artifacts as compared to similar county surveys in Indiana. It is very likely that the presence of Beaver Lake
N c " 4 at rg]:;roun indiana bordered by th [ Newton Count I TincoIn wetland and the Kankakee Marsh during prehistoric times and into the mid- 1800s heavily influenced the habitability of the area. The variably
KEWQOE cl)_\?_nty Its tc;]cate tlr? no(;t r\]/ve_stern 4 |tana bordere 'tzt € y L Lake] L extensive wetlands would have dramatically restricted both livable land and resources in the area for the incoming Euro-American settlers during the
) Ia_m a eE | |vetr t?\ € tnhor ana:s a“tﬂg d WES 9228(” Er WII - P/S e historic period. This constraint would have concentrated those individuals who were there to select upland and well drained features in order to avoid
. tlnoclls. rlortod - esNe rtee sgrve);s, Iere ot b comna 03 ItCEJ1 B 0.00 | the marshlands that were so prevalent throughout the county. The surveys conducted in Newton County are unable to be compared to those of other
;'] °S ocumde_n cd t_ew O'Iljh ounty, i (icwer number c;]omplare_ :) ' McClellan | Colfax Indiana counties whose results show a greater evidence of land use in upland areas because of the disproportionate survey of upland features in
€ T(urrounl 'P%Qoul\r; 'ei' Ce arrtloun 0 [?rf_vloluslarc aeg E)hglca 0.01-0.17 | ' Newton County. Newton County would benefit from further archaeological investigations, especially those focusing on the procurement of
WOrK completed In INewton L.ounty was relativety 10w, and the '0.18 -0.25 diagnostic prehistoric materials and systematization of landform use prehistorically.
results of those surveys show that sites were encountered in about - -
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