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Interim Descriptive Report of Research at Goodman Point
Pueblo (Site 5MT604), Montezuma County, Colorado,
2005 1 2008

On December 15, 2008, the Crow Canyon Archaeological Center completed fieldwork at
GoodmanPoint Pueblo. This research constituBdthse | of the Goodman Point Archaeological
Project: Community Center and Cultural Landscape Study,-gesix project designeid study

the Goodman Point Ruins Group Unit of Hovenweep National Monument (Kuckelman et al.
2004). Phase | of the project, Goodman Point Pueblo Excavations, consisted of four seasons of
fieldwork at Goodman Point Pueblo (Site 5MT604), the largest siteeitcoodman Point Unit.
Summaries of fieldwork conducted at this site by Crow Canyon in 2005 and 2006 can be found
in annual reportsGoffey and Kuckelran 2006 Kuckelman and Coffey 200.7Phag Il of the
project (20082010), titled Goodman Point Community Testiogmprises research at a variety

of other locations in the Goodman Point Unit, including smaller habitations, a great kiva, ancient
roads, and possible agricultural fiel@offey 2009.

This interim reporprovides a concise summary of all four field seag@085 2008)of research

at Goodman Point Pueblo and alserves asnnual reports for fieldwork conductatithe siten

2007 and 2008Although the research desi{fduckelman et al2004) sipulated three seasons of
research at the Pueblo, the grediananticipated depth of many of the structures, and the
considerable extra time and labor required for the exposure, removal, and stacking of
multitudinous rubble stoneturing excavabn necessitated an additional season of fieldwork for
staff and interns to complete documentation and backfilling. Thus, 2008 was both the final
season of Phase | and the initial season of Phasehé project

This report also contains discussoof research goals and strategies, human remains found,
public involvement, American Indian involvement, video documentation, a listing of personnel
who participated in the field paoh of this projecta site mapmany color phais of artifacts and
exposedstructures and treering dates from samples collectt@dm 2005 through 2007; dates
from treering samples collected in 2008 are not yet available at the time of this wiiteg.

final report on Goodman Point Pueblo, which will include detailed desaifigld and analytic
information in a usefriendly database, numerous interpretive text chapters, 200 AutoCAD
maps, and more than 3200 color i mages, wil/|l
future date.
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Introduction

Goodman Point Puebl&ite 5MT604) is the remains of a large, terminal Pueblo 11l village in the
central Mesa Verde region (Figure 1). The site is located near the eastern edge of a concentration
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Figure 1. The location of Goodman Point Pueblo within the central Mesa Yegibn.

of Pueblo 11l (A.D. 11501300) village sites bounded by Hovenweep National Monument to the
west and Yellow Jacket and Castle Rock pueblos to the north and south, respectively. Goodman
Point Pueblo wraps around the head of a small tributarpalya along the western rim of
Goodman Canyompproximately six kilometergastnortheast of Sand Canyon Pueblo. This
drainage ultimately flows south into McElmo Creek. In this carlyead setting, the village
occupied pinyon and juniper uplands, canyon ledges of sandstone bedrock, and steep,
sagebrusitovered slopes northeast of the spring at the head of the canyon. The water from this
perennial source, called Juarez Spring, issued from two locations 25 m apart south of
Architectural Block 700 (Figur@) and flowed southeastward through the saathtral portion

of the village. The spring was the primary source of domestic water for residents of Goodman
Point Puebilo.
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Figure 2. Site plan showing excavated areas, Goodman Point Pueblo.
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The site is located within the Goodman Point Unit of Hovenweep National Monument,-a 142
acre parcel that has been protected by the federal government since1889. Hovenweep is managed
by the Southeast Utah Group of the National Park Service (SERE. Crow Caponds wor k
in the Goodman Point Unit is conducted in partnership with the SEBS (ARPA permits 05

HOVE-01 and O0SHOVE-Ol-extl). Instrumental in this partnership are Corky Hays
(Superintendent, Natural Bridges National Monument and Hovenweep Nationaiidot)iand

Chris Goetze (Cultural Resource Program Manager, SEUG, Hovenweep National Monument).
Our appreciation for the unwavering enthusiasm of Corky and Chris for this project during the
four years of research at Goodman Point Pueblo cannot be overstatptbject would not have

been possible without their full support.

The Goodman Point Unit lies within the central Mesa Verde region (Lipe 1995; Varien 2000;
Varien and Wilshusen 2002) which was the most densely settled portion of the northerrnSan Jua
region. Goodman Point Pueblo and the other sites in the Goodman Point Unit are also within the
Sand Canyon localitywhere Crow Canyon has conducted field research for more than 20 years
(Lipe ed. 1992; Varien and Wilshusen 2002).

Goodman Point Puebloontains 13 roomblocks, a minimum of 114 kivas, one great kiva,
multiple birwall complexes, numerous sections of villagelosing wall, and an estimated 450
rooms. Many other habitation sites and cultural features also cluster around this-lcaagon
locaion. The majority of the roomblocks include midtory structures. The presence of a
minimum of 114 kiva8 with five to seven residents represented by &aslggests that 570 to
800 people occupied the village at its zenith. dmeg dates yielded thus faand field
assessment of pottery typgsesent at the siténdicate that Goodman Point Pueblo was
constructed and occupied during the terminal portion of the Pueblo Il period, from about A.D.
1260 until regional depopulation about 1280.

History of the U nit

The Goodman Point Unit contains the first archaeological resources protected by the federal
government. In 1889, Section 4, Township 36 North, Range 17 West, within which lies the
presertday Goodman Point Unit, was reserved from homesteading.atkion resulted from a
recommendation by WD. Harlan, the U.S. Surveyor General in Denver. In 1951, President
Harry Truman reduced the size of the protected parcel to 62 acres within Section 4 and
designated this area part of Hovenweep National Montumenadditional proclamation in 1952

added acreage to that parcel and brought the protected area to its present size of 142 acres. The
unit is now managed by SEUSPS, Hovenweep National Monument.

The wuse of AGoodmano i n plreacan bentacac te promment h e F
historic figure Henry Goodman, oftiene foreman of the LacZoleman Cattle Company.
Goodman brought many thousands of cattle through the Cortez area in the late 1800s, although



he never lived in southwestern Colorado. Beseathe land on which Goodman Point Pueblo is
located has been protected since 1889, sites within the Goodman Point Unit are in nearly pristine
condition (Connolly 1992), having suffered but little damage from nonprofessional excavation in
historic times.

During the past 50 years, NPS archaeologists have visited the Unit to monitor the condition of its
cultural resources; however, despite its obvious research potential, no systematic subsurface
testing had been conducted within this parcel before 200®aR#sin the Unit had been limited

to surface collections at Goodman Point Pueblo, including collections by Pinkley in 1951, by
McLellan and Hallisey in 1967, and by an unnamed individual in1969 (Kuckelman et al. 2004).

Archaeologists from Crow Canyon rducted noncollection pottery tallies at Goodman Point
Pueblo in 1986. The results of these tallies and of previous NPS collections were interpreted as
indicating limited habitation at the canyon head during the Pueblo Il period and a major
occupation dung the Pueblo Ill period (Adler 1986). One of the primary goals of Crow
Canyonbdbs research was to more precisely date
As part of a larger survey of the Sand Canyon locality (Adler 1988, 1990, 1992), GrowrC
archaeologists mapped Goodman Point Pueblo in 1987 using an alidade and plane table. In that
same year, they conducted a pedestrian survey of the entire Goodman Point Unit. This survey
focused on residential sites dating from the Pueblo Il and Puiélpleriods; 17 such sites were
recorded during that survey.

In 2003, Crow Canyon and the SEUNIS conducted a Class Ill pedestrian survey of the entire
142 acres of the Goodman Point Unit and recorded a total of 42 sites with 56 temporal
components (Hoezak et al. 2004)The site density within the unit is thus one site per 3.4 acres,

or 189 sites per square mile, which is one of the highest recorded site densities in the northern
San Juan regio.he 56 temporal components identified during the sumelade four that date

from the Basketmaker Il period, 15 that are of Pueblo Il affiliation, and 23 that date from the
Pueblo 11l period (Hovezak et al. 2004; Kuckelman et al. 2004). In 2005, Crow Canyon began
six years of fieldwork at the unit. Prelimilyaresults of the four seasons of fieldwork conducted

at Goodman Point Pueb{8005 2008)are reported here.

Research Goals and Strategies

The goals of our research at Go od mafatete o i nt
approach to historicagnthropological, and methodological issues, as well as our commitment to
pursue topics of stated American Indian interest. The following paragraph provides an overview
of some of the broader questions in the research design that guided the fieldwork of the
Goodman Point Pueblo Excavations (Kuckelman et al. 2004).

Our historical research goals include assessing the occupational history of the pueblo and
determining when, how, and why the village was depopulated. Anthropological research
objectives includexamining the settlement ecology of Pueblo farmers in the Mesa Verde region
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and analyzing how aggregation affects the internal and external organization of communities.
Research goals designed to provide information relevant to American Indian interksts inc
assessing the appropriate methods for studying relationships between archaeological cultures and
modern groups and examining the processes that led to migrations from the Mesa Verde region.
Methodological research issues include lasgale goals suctas producing fingrained
chronologies and more specific goals such as using petrographic analysis to produce detailed
models of intercommunity exchange.

In the process of achieving these goals, Crow Canyon researchers incorporate field methods and
procedures that stress a conservation approach to archaeology. The specific methods we used in
the field at Goodman Point Pueblo are described in the Crow Canyon Archaeological Center
Field Manual (2001) and were guided by the principles of conservation aleppeas outlined

by Lipe (19749 namely, that most of the deposits on a site will be left intact for the future. In
accordance with this philosophy, the only artifacts on the modern ground surface collected at
Goodman Point Pueblo were those within exdawatnits, and other artifacts on the modern
ground surface were left in place.

Our excavation strategies were designed to yield data that both address our research goals and
adhere to the precepts of conservation archaeology. By design, excavatioexpoged only

key portions of individual structures or middens and were locadealsto glean the maximum

amount of information about the specific cultural phenonmeost pertinent to our research.

The characteristics of specific remains we were investigand the types of information we
wished to collect from particular contexts also guided our decisions regarding the size and
placement of test units (Figure 2, Table 1). For example, to facilitate comparisons of
architectural blocks we need statistigglomparable data from midden contexts. Therefore, we
placed randomly selectedxtl- m test units (a minimum of five per architectural block) within
areas that appeared, from modern ground surface, to contidemdeposits. In a few cases, we
excavatea unit adjacent to a unit already excavated in order to gather crucial additional data.

For numerous reasons, we excavated larger units in structural areas, and we placed them
judgmernally. To test kivas, we placedach 2x-2-m unit in the southern pdon of the
observable depression in order to expose and document architectural features typically found in
the southern part of a kiva (i.e., pilasters, southern recess, ventilator tunnel, deflector, and hearth)
and to sample the contents of the heartlthEax-2-m unit was excavated to collapsed roofing
material, thenonly the half of the unit that appeared most likely to contain the hearth was
excavated to the kiva floor. By placing excavation units in these locations, we were able to
collect data releva to site architectural patterns, subsistence strategiesretatad activities,

and structure abandonment style.

We excavated judgmentatxt2-m unitsto test surface structuresprth walls of roomblocks,
and villageenclosing walls. These test pitevealed a variety of architectural elements and
cultural deposits. The primary purpose of exposing sections of the north walls of roomblocks and



sections of villagesnclosing walls was to document architectural styles and patterns and to
define any preious occupations of this canysim location; excavations in surface structures
yielded important information concerning structure use and abandonment practices and events.

All cultural materials and records from the Goodman Point Archaeological Prejdbe

housed at the research laboratory on the Crow Canyon campus until analyses and report
preparation have been completed. These materials will then be stored in perpetuity at the Anasazi
Heritage Center, Dolores, Colo@d federal curation facility.

Fieldwork 2005 7 2008

A total of 32 months of fieldwork was conducted at Goodman Point Pueblo over the course of
four field seasons: April iZNovember 21, 2005; April iNovember 29, 2006; March P6
December 3, 2007; and April 2Becember 15, 2008. Eacations with Crow Canyon
participantsoccurred at thsite from 2005 through 2007. In April, 2008, as Phase Il excavations
with participants began at the smaller habitations elsewhere in the Goodman Point Unit under the
direction of Grant D. Coffey, ark on the remainingechnical excavation, documentation, and
backfilling at Goodman Point Pueblo comted under the supervision of Projedtdator Kristin

A. Kuckelman.

Before excavationat the puebl@aommenced ithe spring 02005, we created thaostaccurate
mapof the siteto dateusing a Topcon G-BO3 electronic total station surveying instrument and
AutoCAD software. During the 2006 and 2007 field seasons, we refined the site map, adding
natural landscape features, boundaries of previously uneéteadddens, and a more precise
outline of a Dshaped bivall structure in Block 700Computer modelsgive a general

i mpression of tchaoupAIle2F00o6s appear an

Excavation units were added to the map as locations sedeeted and units were laid oWte
numbered each architectural block; Crow Canyon defines an architectural block as a roomblock
and its associated kivas, middens, and othdéramural areas. This procedure facilitates and
organizes the documentation of the site and the resulting analytic data. At Goodman Point
Pueblo, we numbered blocks from north to soatid generally from west to edsthe
northernmost block is ArchitecturBlock 100 andhe southernmost is Block 1300

At the endof field seasons 2005, 2006, a@d07, we protected ongoing excavation pits with
plywood covered with plastic sheeting. Each unit was then encircled with flagging tape affixed
to nearby vegetatioriThese measures ensured the safety e$adfon visitors to the Goodman
Point Unit and protected the excavation pits from damage by the elements.


http://www.crowcanyon.org/research/project_archive/goodman_point/3_d_models/3_d_models.asp

Before backfilling excavation gt we placed a layer of moisturand vapoipermeable Geotek
fabric agaist all exposed architectural surfaces. We gently placed rocks against exposed
masonry walls and filled each unit with rocks and sediment removed from that particular unit.
We tamped the fill to minimize future settling and returned the top of the filloselg as
possible to the original appearance ofuné at modern ground surface.

Using rubblevolume data collected during excavatiomidit estimates for tested rooms and
sectionf village-enclosing wall have beearalculated using the following fowla:

R@v @ = v,

whereRis the length of the exposed wall plus the length of any concealed walls in proxindity

that arethought to have contributed mass to the rubble excavated; w is the average width of the
exposed wall or walls; x is thenknown height of the missing portion of the wall; and v is the
volume of rubble removed during excavation. Solving for x yields the amount of wall height of
the appropriate width indicated by the volume of rubble. The height as indicated by the value of
x is then added to the average extant height of the wall or walls exposed. The resulting height
estimates are considered minimum possible heights because in no instance was all rubble
associated with a wall excavated and thus included in the estimatdsarmeause the amount

of height from mortar beds was not included in the estimatebeight of 1.8 to 2.0 m
(approximately 5 ft 11 in to 6 ft 5 iner story is assumed ftire purposes dhis report.

In order to obtain dateelevant to our researcloals from each spatially distinct portion of the

site we excavated test pits in every architectural block as defined. Tébts, by architectural

block, the 197 units in which excavation and documentation occurred during all four seasons of
fieldwork at Goodman Point Pueblo. &, 304 m? was excavated at the siteyhich is 0.9
percent othe 35,270 i (8.7 acres) site

The following text summarizes preliminary findings from all fieldwork conducted at the site. To
aid the reader, the first pparance in text of a major category of excavation (kiva, room, north
wall, village-enclosing wall, and midden) under each architectbi@k subheading has been
bolded. Photographic imageseferred to in textare grouped at the end of the text fbat
subheading.



Architectural Block 100

Architectural Block 100 is the northernmost block at Goodman Point Pueblo. The roomblock
included both oneand twastory structures, and is approximat&y m long eastvest. The
block contains nine kiva depressions.

The diameter oKiva 107 appears to have been larger than typicaasuringapproximately

4.80 m bencHaceto-benchface, as extrapolated from the section of bench face exposed in our
excavation unit Figure 3. This was a subterranean kivethe depth lad been created or
augmented by an eartindrubble berm. With the aid of a few lightbharred beams recovered
from structure fill, we dated the construction of Kiva 107 to A.D. 1265 or shortly thereafter.
Numerous features were completely or partly eredoduring excavations: two pilasters, the
southern recess, the south bench face, the attilunnel opening, a verticalab deflector, a
hearth, a mound of refuse, and a large triangular stone.

The hearth in Kiva 107 was remodeled twice. Three distind slender finger impressions had
been preserved in adobe that had been applied to the wall of the hearth during the first
remodeling episodeF(gure 4. These impressiansparked imaginations, set ttigital cameras

and cell phones of middiechool students and other visitorschcking, and in general put a
human face on this village in a way few other discoveries could.

A large, thick, triangular stone was found leaning against the south bench face of Kiva 107
(Figure 3). The use of this massigject is not known, but it is clear that the stone had been
intentionally placed in that location by the residents of the kiva. Other artifacts found on the kiva
floor included three manos, two metates, a projectile point, a puki, an axe head, an unfired
vessel, and numerous sherds and nonhuman bones. Several additional projectile points were
found in the fill and near the floor of the structure.

A mound of refuse 55 cm tall had been depositedhe kiva floorwest and southwest of the
hearth and southfdhe deflector. The mound contained a considerable quantity of nonhuman
bone including the complete skeleton of a cottontail rabbit. This refuse had probably been
allowed to accumulate on the floor after the decision to migrate had been reached buhbefore
kiva was abandoned duringllage depopulabn. The contents of this feature, along with the
contents of the ash from the hearth, will thus reveal important information about the diet and
behavior of the residents late in the occupation of the village

Kiva 107 was the only kiva at Goodman Point Pueblo in which we excavated our exren2

pit to the kiva floor. This exception to our research design was granted by the NPS to facilitate
the creation of highmesolution, threelimensional digital scan of the architecture and
stratigraphy of Kiva 107; these images were recorded by James Holmlund of Western Mapping
Company, Tucson. The resulting images amdmationswill be used for research and
educational purposes by Crow Canyon
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Room 105was the bottom story of a mubltory structureKigure 5. This room is nearly square

and measures 1.8 m nodbuth. The complete east wall and portions ef tlorthand south

walls were exposed. The average standing height of the walls is 1.15 m; the volume of rubble
indicates that the structure originally stood a minimum of 3.17 m, or two stories, tall. Doorways

in the east and the south walls of this roomvated access to an adjacent room to the east and to

a courtyard and the roof of Kiva 107 to the south, respectively. Notable in the fill of Room 105
were three axe heads found at various elevations that suggest they might have been left on the
floor or the roof of an upper story room. Many artifacts rested on the floor of Room 105,
including a partly reconstructible corrugated jar, two partial ladles, and several burned corncobs,
groundstone tools, and lithic cores.

Thenorth-wall excavations in Block XDexposed a section of the exterior face of the north wall

of Room 105. This wall stood on approximatelyc30of fill, which rested on bedrock. A gap in
thenorth village-enclosing wallmeasuring about 2 m long was exposed at the east &idabf

100. This constructed opening would have permitted passage into, and out of, the village from
the north and northeast. Tmeidden deposits in Block 100, located south of the roomblock,
were shallow and sparse, and included primarily sherds and lithic flakesygiitia small axe

and afew projectile pointswere found, and one area contained abundant animal bone. The
paucity of refuse suggests that this architectural block was occupied for only a short time before
occupation of the village ended.

Pilaster
_ Bench face

- Ventilator tunnel opening

~T Large triangular stone

=1 Vertical slab deflector

— Hearth

Figure 3. Kiva 107.
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Finger impressions

Figure 4. Finger impressions, hearth wall, Kiva 107.

East wall
Doorway

Adobe floor
South wall

Figure 5. Room 105.
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Archi tectural Block 200

Architectural Block 200 formed the northeast edge of the pueblo, was constructedsbérgne
structures, and contains an estimated five kiva depressions. This block measures amgbyoximat
45 m eastvest and comprisednorediscree clusters of structures than dichost other
architectural blockg the settlement

Kiva 207 was a subterranean kiva that had probably been bermed. It had not been burned, and no
treering samples were recovered from this structure. Excavations exposed saraliyniong
coursedmasonry deflector, a hearth, and sawsi of a bench face, ventilatiomnel opening, and
pilaster Figure §. The surface of the southern recess and the kiva floor between the deflector
and the bench face were not exposed in this kiva.

Room 205was built atopRoom 208,an earlier, lagely dismantled room that had containe
subfloor metate bm Portions of the east and south walls of both rooms were exposed during
excavationsKigure 3. The walls of Room 205 stand an average of 66 cm tall; the volume of
rubble suggests an original minimum height of 1.16 m, or one stoall likelihood, Room 208
does not represent an earlier occupation; rather, the resiofetite roomblock remodeled these
structuresduring the one known occupation of the village (approximately A.D. 12ZRD).

Excavations along theorth wall of thisroomblock yielded burned beari8haseolus vulgar)s

and one of only two obsidian projectile points found at the site. Also revealed were the only
known preoccupational deposits encountered during testing at Goodman Point Pueblo; aeolian
loess and sparsdaked lithic debitage continued to a depth of 1 m below the base of the
roomblock wall. The lithic debris apparently predates this village and could reflect Archaic use
of the area.

Themidden in Block 200, located primarily souttt the roomblock, was sitiow andcontaired

only moderate quantities of artifacts. The paucity of refuse suggests that this architectural block
was occupied for only a short time before the village was depopulated.

13



- Pilaster

Bench face
—— Ventilator tunnel opening

- Coursed masonry deflector

—— Hearth

Figure 6. Kiva 207.

East wall, Room 205

South wall, Room 208

Dismantled metate bins

Figure 7. Rooms 205 and 208.
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Architectural Block 300

Architectural Block 300 isituated in the western portion of the site, just north of the NPS trail
that bisects the site easest. The block measures about 42 m -egestt, contains four kiva
depressions, and included both oaed multistory structures.

Approximately 40 charredreering samples were collected froliva 307 (Figure §; the
resulting dates indicate that this building was constructed in A.D. 1265 or shortly thereafter.
This was a subterranean kiva whose depth had been augmented by-amearkile berm and
possbly by a coursed masonry wall. Our excavations exposed a hearth that had beene@model
a deflector of horizontallyroursed maswoy, a ventilatortunnel opening, two pilasters, aiad
southern receésthe westwall of which contained a small niche. Artitacin the structure fill
included the tip of an obsidian projectile point, a cylindrical stone bead, a loom anchor, a
polishing stone, a twband mano, a metate, and multiple b&#scA bone tool and an axe head
were associated with the southern recess adlarge portion of a blaek-white bowl was found

on the floor.

Room 308was the bottom story of a multory structure. The exposed sections of the north and
south walls stood an average of 1.10 m tall; the volume of rubble removed during excavation
indicates that the structure was originally a minimum of 2.76 m, or two stories, tall. The south
wall contained a well constructed doorwdsigure 9 that opened onto a courtyaatid a kiva

roof. Various shefs were found on the floor.ri@ face of a verta slab that appeared to be the
end of a metate bin was exposed in the east profile face of the excavatioh lange pit that
contained multiple twdhand manos and fragmentary animal bone occupied the center of the
floor. This room might have been uded processing vegetal foods.

Our excavations exposed a sectiomaith wall at the northwest corner of the roomblock where

a portion of thewest villageenclosing wallabutted thisolock (Figure 2). The abuttingeveals

that the roomblock was built b@k the enclosing wall. This section of enclosing wall, which is
about 45cm wide, extends from the northwest corner of this roomblock northward to the
southwest corner of the roomblock in Block 100. The roombiod@iock 300rests on bedrock,

and the erlosing wall rests on a thin layer of fill. The enclosing wall stands an average of 60 cm
tall today; the volume of rubble indicates that this wall originally stood a minimum of 1.32 m
tall, although the westward lean of the extant portion of the wall stegtpat much of the rubble
from this wall fell outside our area of excavatidie roomblock wall stands 1.05 m tall today,
and the rubble volume indicates that this room originally stood at least 1.77 m, or one story, tall.

Midden was deposited south @nvest of the roomblock. This refuse is ashier and contains more
artifacts than that in Blocks 100 and 200, suggesting that this block was occupied for a longer
span of time. In addition to abundant pottery and flaked lithic dghitartifacts recovered
includea metatean argillite pendant, a bone awl, and a chalcedony projectile point. Midden
excavations also revealed that spoil dirt andokeidirom the constructionf the kivas in this
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block was used was used to create a berm around the downslomas drthe kivas, thus
creating additional and needed depth for the construction of these structures.

West wall, southern recess

— Surface, southern recess

— Pilaster

— Ventilator tunnel opening

- Bench face

—+ Coursed masonry deflector

Figure 8. Kiva 307.
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Figure 9. Room 308.
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Architectural Block 400

Architectural Block 400 is located in the wesintral portion othe site just south of the NPS
trail that bisects the site eagest. This block is part of a larger architectural unit that extended
nearly the entire width of the village; our division of this block into two bldc480 and 500

was largely arbitrary and designéal ensure that this unusually long block was adequately
sampled. Block 400 included both ersd multistory structures, contains 12 kiva depressions,
and extends 68 m east of the west villagelosingwall; this may be the only location the
village wherea section of enclosing wall was constructed sepftateandparallel to the end of

a roomblock.

Kiva 405 (Figure 10, a shallow, abovwground kiva built on bedrock within a rectangular,
coursedmasonry structure, yielded 31 charred trieg sampés. The latest treeng date is A.D.
1234++vv; the suffix indicates that this tree died long after that date, and thaa0&Gwaas built

later still. Thus, the roofing beams appear to have been reused, and the dates do not accurately
reflectthe year ofconstruction. Several grourgdone tools, a chalcedony projectile point, and a
complete bone awl were among the notable artifacts recovered from collapsed roofing material.
Features exposed during excavation consistea shallow hearth, a coursathsonrydeflector

with three niches in its north facBigure 1), two shallow pitssouth of the deflector inferred to

be ladder rests, and a tiny portion of a pilastggosed in the southeast corner of the excavation
unit. The floor of this kiva had been replesed once, and a layer of ashd been preserved
between theéwo layers of adobe. Floor artifacts included a quartzite projectile point, part of a
corrugated jar, a twhand mano, part of a kiva jar, and three bone tools.

Room 404 had been constructed Bn unusual plaéeabutting the exterior face of a north
roomblock wall Figure 13. We exposed portions of the west and south walls during excavation,
and they stand an average of 1.23 m tall; the rubble removed indicates a minimum original
height of 2.13n (either one or two stories). The fill contained numerous grstonk tools and

a sidenotched projectile point. No features were exposed, but many artifacts were associated
with the floor including two manos, burned corncobs, animal bones,-blaakite bowl sherds;

a concentration of flaked lithic debitage was recovered near the southwest corner of the room.

We were able to document only a limited section ofrtbgh wall of this roomblock Figure

13); our excavation unit unexpectedly came down @nttp of a nortksouth trending wall that
prevented excavation to bedrock. Thus, the extant height of the north wall of the roomblock and
the foundation details remain unknown. The height of the rubble mound suggests that the rooms
south of the north wallvere two stories tall. Shallow exploratory excavations into a low mound

of rubble between the roomblock in Block 400 and that in Block 600 revealqudbence of

Room 416 Only the top of the south wall of this eary room was exposed. Abundant refuse
was collected from thenidden in Block 400, which was located south of the roomblock.
Artifacts recovered from this ashy refuse include seven projectile points, three bone awls, three
bone beads, three peckingstones, a partly reconstructible cantdea tiakier, and a sandstone

duck effigy Figure 14.
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