Archaeological Survey and Evaluation
Franklin (Lake Emory) Hydroelectric Project
Macon County, North Carolina

INTRODUCTION

This technical report has been prepared for Duke Power in Charlotte, North Carolina, by Legacy Research
Associates, Inc. (Legacy) located in Durham, North Carolina. It describes the results of a Phase 1
archaeological survey completed along the shoreline of Lake Emory on the Little Tennessee River in
Macon County, North Carolina (Figure 1).

This work was conducted in support of Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) relicensing of
the Franklin (Lake Emory) hydroelectric plant. Nantahala Power & Light (NP&L), a Division of Duke
Energy Corporation, isthe FERC licensee for this project.

An archaeological survey of the project area was conducted by Deborah Joy, Warren Carruth, Amy
Carruth, and Andrew Hill of Legacy on February 9-10, 2001. Survey work consisted of surface
reconnaissance and systematic shovel testing of exposed areas within the survey area. The Study Plan for
this project appearsin Appendix A.

The primary goal of the archaeological survey wasto discover, inventory, and evaluate the significance of
archaeological sites located along the shoreline of Lake Emory. The inventory of archaeological sites was
structured to provide an assessment of current site conditions, a determination of ongoing factors
affecting site conditions, and an evaluation of the preservation potential of particular sites.

Specific goals of the archaeological study that were stipulated in the scope of work include the following.

1. Assessthe effects of erosion resulting from wave action and annua drawdowns on any
sites identified during the survey.

2. Provide apreliminary assessment for the potential of sites |ocated within the floodpool
and recommendations for surveysin the floodpools during planned drawdowns.

Lake Emory is arun-of-the-river reservoir that consists of areservoir, dam, and powerhouse that were
constructed in 1925. The full pool contour encompasses 196 acres. The project boundary above the dam
encompasses 0.5 mile of the Cullasgja River and up to river mile 117.8 on the Little Tennessee River.
Historically the dam protected the lower river by holding back silt deposits. It continuesto do so at a
lesser degree today. Evidence of the high silt depositsin Lake Emory was apparent along the river during
the shoreline survey. At one section of the riverbank that had a high probability for archaeological sites—
the confluence of the Cullasgja River and the Little Tennessee River/Lake Emory — sediment-dredging
equipment was in operation. Although prehistoric and historic materials (Site 31Ma554+31MA554* *)
were recovered from this location, it was apparent that they were redeposited from dredging activities.

PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT

Macon County is located in the southwestern part of North Carolina. It is bordered in North Carolinaon
the north by Graham and Swain counties, on the east by Jackson County and on the west by Clay and
Cherokee counties. Rabun County, Georgia bordersit on the south. Elevations across the county range
from 1,800 feet to 5,500 feet above mean sealevel (AMSL).
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Figure 4. Gideon Morris 1817 Flat
(Clherokes Collection , Unw emntﬁ il Tenmesses
Manuscript Divislon Accession Mumber 1787.)




Nikwasi Mound and Village (31Mal and 31Ma2) are located at the project terminus just above Mile 117.
The mound and village were listed on the National Register of Historic Placesin 1972 (The
NRHP boundaries for Nikwas are indicated on Figure 2). The village of Nikwasi was a major
settlement among the Cherokee Middle Towns. The Cherokee town of Nikwasi is believed to
have covered one hundred acres in the floodplain of the Little Tennessee River. The mound,
which has not been excavated, was located in the center of the village. The village boundaries
have been defined by the area of fill that was used to raise the level of the floodplain to bring it
above the normal flood levels of the river (Coe 1972).

PREHISTORIC BACKGROUND

The Paleo-Indian period is the term used to describe the earliest human occupation of North America for
which we have firm evidence. Paleo-Indian culture consisted of small nomadic bands, subsisting viaa
generalized hunting and gathering regime (Purrington 1983). Clovis or Clovis-like projectile points,
characteristic of this early period, have been recorded in many upland locations in North Carolina,
including Macon County (Perkinson 1971, 1973). These fluted projectile points are known only from
surface finds in this area, but by comparison with similar materials from other regions of the country, they
are assumed to date to 8,000 BC and earlier.

Although archaeological evidence for the Paleo-Indian period is sparse, it has been postulated that an
increasingly sedentary culture probably based upon seasonal exploitation of different environmental

zones within broad territories gradually replaced the former nomadic, hunter-gatherer existence. This
lengthy transition occurred between 8,000 BC and 500 BC and is termed the Archaic period. Between the
Early and Late Archaic periods there are some indications of a shift in settlement from upland sites to
floodplain locations (Bass 1977).

Hardaway and Dalton projectile points are associated with late Paleo-Indian and Early Archaic periods
(Coe 1964). Aswith the Paleo-Indian period, no stratified Early Archaic sites have yet been found in the
mountain region of North Carolina, but such sites are known from the uplands of adjacent eastern
Tennessee (Chapman 1977).

A number of different projectile point forms are associated with the Archaic period in the mountain
region. Kirk and LeCroy Phases have been defined for the Early Archaic. Stanly and Morrow Mountain
Phases represent the Middle Archaic, and the Savannah River Phase marks the Late Archaic (Purrington
1983).

The introduction of ceramics is the commonly used marker for the beginning of the Woodland period
(700 BC to 1000 AD). The Swannanoa Phase (700-300 BC) was the initial Woodland occupation of the
Appalachian Mountains. Sites are often found in the fertile bottomland, but also occur in upland
situations. Although the data is spotty, there is good evidence that the focus of settlement moved
increasingly to the bottomland during the succeeding Pigeon (300 BC-AD 200) and Connestee (AD 200 -
1000) Phases (Keel 1976). Presumably this reflects the growing dependence upon horticulture that
continued throughout the Woodland period. By the Late Woodland and early Mississippian larger sites
are found, indicating the use of villages that were occupied and abandoned repeatedly over along
duration (Dickens 1976; Purrington 1983).

The Mississippian period (1000-1650 AD) defines the Late Prehistoric Era. Increasing dependence on
corn agriculture supplemented by hunting and gathering provided arelatively stable and plentiful food
supply that supported an increased population. Thisin turn led to increasing social complexity and large
centrally organized chiefdoms. Although the Mississippian culture had its greatest expression el sewhere,
evidence suggests that the late prehistoric inhabitants of Macon County belonged to this cultural tradition.

1 Note that the mile numbers refer to distances along the Little Tennessee/Lake Emory as identified on the USGS
topographic quadrangles (Franklin and Corbin Knob).



LATE PREHISTORIC/PROTOHISTORIC BACKGROUND

After AD 1450 native people who are historically known as the Cherokee (Hudson 1986) populated the
North Carolina Appalachian Summit region. Their culture is known as Qualla. Present-day Macon
County islocated in the Middle Town region of the Cherokee. Cherokee towns along the Little
Tennessee River include Cowee, Joree, and Nequasee.

The most diagnostic attribute of the Qualla culture istheir ceramic tradition. Rectangular complicated
stamped, check stamped and plain surface treatments and burnished vessdl interiors characterize Qualla
ceramics. The lithic technology consists of small triangular projectile points, flake scrapers, side scrapers,
stone drills, and gunflints. Ground stone celts, pipes, discs, and chunky stones are also part of the Qualla
culture. The cultural material assemblage of the late Qualla includes European trade goods, typically
metal and glass.

The Native American population of western North Carolina was severely impacted by the arrival of
Europeans. Exposure to Old World diseases decimated the population and settlement by whites
continually encroached upon Indian territories. Finaly, the Indian removals of the 1830s cleared all but a
fraction of the remaining indigenous population (Hudson 1986; Purrington 1983).

HISTORIC BACKGROUND

The areathat is now Macon County is thought to have been visited by the earliest known European
explorers to reach the mountain region of North Carolina. The expeditions of Hernando de Soto in 1540
and Juan Pardo in 1566 are believed to have passed through the region (DePratter et al. 1985; Hudson et
al. 1984). It was not until the 1700s that settlement of western North Carolina by Europeans began.

Present-day Franklin (Nikwasi) was the site of a meeting between the Cherokee and the British Royal
Crown in 1730. At that meeting the Cherokee and British formed an alliance that remained in effect until
the end of British rule in America with the exception of a short period of time during the French and
Indian War when British troops destroyed Nikwas along with other Lower and Middle Cherokee towns.
This marks the end of the Cherokee occupation of Nikwasi (Coe 1972).

A description of the events surrounding the destruction of Nikwasi (Corkran 1962) follows:

Grant marched against Tassee and Nequasee. He burned deserted Tassee and took an old
woman prisoner. Then crossing the Cullasgja and the Little Tennessee, the troops
marched through the dark to empty Nequasee. ... The British remained at Nequasee
three days. They tore down the houses and from the wreckage constructed rough shelters
for themselves. The town house, “alarge dome surrounded with resting places of cane
and pretty enough,” in which 31 years before Alexander Cuming had induced the
Cherokees to seek the great alliance, they converted into a hospital. When a wounded
officer died, they buried him beneath the house and burned it to conceal the grave.
Detachments destroyed the young corn in the fields. They pulled peas and beans and | eft
the vines on the ground to wither. They turned their horse herd loose to crop the knee-
high corn. They cut down peach trees brought into the Cherokee economy from
Caralina

The only visible remains of the town is the mound, which is considered to be the best preserved town
house mound in the state.

Macon County was formed from Haywood County in 1828. The county was named after Nathaniel
Macon, a native of Warren County, NC, and member of the House of Representatives from 1791 to 1815



and later senator from North Carolina (Powell 1989:251). At that time the county encompassed half of
present-day Jackson County and most of Swain County. Jackson County separated from Macon County
in 1851 and Swain in 1880. Until 1835 the western border of Macon County was a line drawn aong the
ridge of the Nantahala Mountains. From that line to the boundary of Tennessee was Cherokee Territory.
As of 1880 Macon has had a land area of 520 square miles.

Most of the town of Nikwas has been totally destroyed by the growth of present-day Franklin.
Commercial development of the floodplain required filling of the low ground to bring it up above the
normal flood levels of theriver. Approximately 18 acres surrounding Nikwasi Mound have been covered
with eight feet of fill prior to commercial development of the floodplain area. 1t has been speculated (Coe
1972) that there is a possibility that intact deposits from prehistoric and early historic occupations lie
beneath the fill.

In 1925 The Franklin Press published the “History of Macon County” that describes the early settlement.
The first white men to permanently settle in Macon County (probably around 1819) were Jacob Siler and
William Britton. 1n 1820, Jesse Franklin and James Meabin came to the newly formed Macon County
and organized aland survey. The settlement of the Town of Franklin began immediately. The first home
was built by Joshua Roberts. It isdescribed asasmall round log cabin. The article mentions that the first
“house-proper” was built of hewn logs by Irad Hightower. The house was transferred to Capt. N. S.
Jarrett and then to Gideon F. Morris.

Aswith much of the region, settlersin Macon County were predominantly of Scotch-Irish descent. The
river valleys and its tributaries provided fertile agricultural land and the forested uplands were a plentiful
source of timber. Nonetheless population growth was very slow until the beginning of the nineteenth
century.

Macon County inhabitants can be placed into three distinctive groups (Thomas 1996). The first group
consists of those descended from the original white settlers. The second group is comprised of people
who immigrated to the county after 1965 for retirement or who are engaged in retirement and tourism

serviceindustries. The third group consists of people who migrate to Florida for the cold months and

return to Macon County in the warm season.

Prior to the construction of Lake Emory, the first successful effort to produce electricity for resale cameto
Macon County in 1908, when Henry O. Cozard put a small plant into operation on Cartoogechaye Creek.
The small facility, later supplemented by a kerosene generator, supplied all available power to the Town
of Franklin for many years. Cozard and his associates, J.S. Conley and M.E. Cozard, operated the facility
known as the Franklin Light and Power Company, which was incorporated in 1909.

In 1923 the Lake Emory Company organized with the intention of building a generating plant on Rabbit
Creek. They soon realized that the small stream would not be able to generate enough power and the
project was abandoned. The company reorganized when they determined that the Little Tennessee River
would be a better location for a hydroelectric plant.

The Town of Franklin voted a $300,000 bond for the project. Construction was completed in the fall of
1925. An advertisement for contractors stipulated the following work needed to construct the lake
(Franklin Town Records, March 10, 1925):

The work includes approximately 6600 cu yds of earth excavation, 3800 cu yds rock
excavation; 410 cu yds of cyclopean masonry, 700 cu yds of mass concrete; 250 cu yds
of rubble masonry; 1000 cu yds of reinforced concrete; and also the hauling and placing
of certain metal work, all completed in place according to plans and specifications.
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On March 27" the five bidders were interviewed and the contract was awarded to Electrical Constructors
Company (ECC) of Charlotte (NC). The contract for constructing and building the dam was for
$126,400.00, which was about $4,000 less than ECC’s original bid. Work began on April 13" By May
8" The Franklin Press announced that the cofferdam reached halfway across the river and blasting of the
solid rock river bed for the foundation of the dam had begun. Rock had been quarried from the west bank
and moved across the river to crushers on the east bank where it was mixed with cement and carried to its
place in the dam by immense derricks. Large numbers of local men were hired to remove the earth from
the spillway and to grade the site for the powerhouse. October 8" work was completed and the waterway
was closed (Figure 5).

The Lake Emory Company was limited to developing the land around the new reservoir; they began
promoting sale of land aong the lake in mid August 1925. It was described as an “ideal division that
commands magnificent views, surrounded by ranges of mountains containing the highest peaksin
Western North Carolina and faces the enormous | ake whose Mountain blueness mirrors the surrounding
home sites and mountain peaks.”

On November 17" the Mayor of Franklin, S. H. Lyle, Jr., turned on the switch to send power to “every
nook and corner of Franklin.” The Franklin Press reported that is was “undoubtedly the most significant
day in the history of Franklin.” That night “Franklin presented a gala appearance with all the street lights
burning and with the stores and banks ablaze with lights.”

The Lake Emory Company sold the lake and hydroelectric plant to the Town of Franklin in February
1928 (Macon County Deed Book J4, page 439). By the end of September that same year, the Town of
Franklin sold the power plant along with land and flowage rights to Jupollo Public Service Company
(Franklin Town Records, September 28, 1928). A year later, Jupollo Company conveyed the Lake Emory
properties to Blowing Rock Light & Power. Soon afterward, Blowing Rock sold the properties to
Northwest Carolina Utilities, Inc.

During the Depression, Franklin’s hydroelectric plant fell into disrepair. The Franklin Press reported that
“Voltage in recent months has declined to such alow ebb that it has frequently been insufficient for the
operation of machinery and electric stoves.” By 1933, Northwest Carolina Utilities was unable to make
payment of $8,100 that was due on April 1¥. After months of legal disputes, the company allowed the
Lake Emory plant to revert to the town. By May 1933 an agreement was announced between Nantahaa
Power and Light Company (NP&L) and the Town of Franklin. Part of the agreement was an increase in
the amount of horsepower that would be available to the town customers. The additional power would
result from linking the local plant to NP&L’smain line.

11
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SURVEY AREA DESCRIPTION

Lake Emory is located on the Franklin and Corbin Knob NC USGS topographic quadrangle maps (see
Figure 1). Because Lake Emory does not have a drawdown and Duke Power only owns a small fraction
of land above the full pool elevation, the archaeological study areais defined as follows:

The water’ s edge of the entire Lake Emory shoreline.
Land along Lake Emory that is currently owned or is being acquired by Duke Power.

Lake Emory Shore€line

There are approximately six miles of shoreline along Lake Emory. The project boundary above the dam
encompasses 0.5 mile of the Cullasgja River and up to river mile 117.8 on the Little Tennessee River.

Much of the Lake Emory shoreline has been modified by fill events. Near the confluence of the Little
Tennessee River and the Cullasgja River local industrial pursuits have modified the landform to the extent
that the original land surface is below more than two meters of fill. Large amounts of refuse have been
tossed down this steep dope toward the river. Northward towards the NC 441 bridge crossing of the
Little Tennessee River the fill thins considerably. North of the bridge the erosion along the west bank
reveals approximately 75 cm of fill. In this areathe materia has been brought in for road stabilization.
This holds true for the west bank for about 2.5 km. The next 0.75 km the west bank becomes quite low in
elevation. This marshy area exists at the foot of several upslope draws. For the next 1.5 km the west
bank is steep and forested with no exposure al the way to the dam. The east bank of Lake Emory from
the dam to Rabbit Creek is much more gradual in slope. South of Rabbit Creek for about 0.5 km a paved
road skirts the lakeshore across some high ground at the terminus of afinger ridge. South of this point the
eastern bank was a series of low terraces separated by marshy areas. These landforms were rarely more
than a meter and a half above the pool elevation. The areas which afforded visibility showed a buried
land surface covered by 15-20 cm of dredge spoil.

L and Above Full-Pool Elevation

Duke Power currently owns three tracts of land along Lake Emory and is in the process of acquiring a
fourth tract. The four tracts of land within the study area are identified as the Conner Tract (3.0 acres),
Tract 3 To Be Acquired (3.155 acres), the Hays Tract (2.41 acres), and the Substation/Powerhouse tract.
A description of this land follows.

The Conner Tract and Tract 3 lie adjacent on east bank of the Lake Emory/Little Tennessee
River at Mile 116 (Figure 6). They are both narrow strips of land situated between the road
and theriver. At thetime of our field investigation, these parcels were undevel oped, grassy
lowlands with wetland areas (Figures 7-8).

The Hays Tract is located near Mile 117 on the west bank of Lake Emory (Figure 9). Its
northern boundary is the southern extent of Nikwasi Mound and Village National Register
Historic District (see Figure 2). Thistract of land was not in use, although old spoail piles
were noted aong the riverbank (Figure 10). The property to the west is alumberyard.

The Substation/Powerhouse tract is located at the northern limits of Lake Emory (Figure 11).
A visual inspection of thistract of land found that it is unlikely to contain archaeol ogical
sites. The land on the west bank is extremely steep and was highly modified during
construction (Figure 12). The land between the lake, dam, and powerhouse and the road is
very narrow and also altered with development (Figure 13).

13
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Figure 8. Shovel testing on Tract 3, view west.
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Figure 9.
Location of Tract 2 on the Corbin Knob USGS topographes map, 7.5 minite series.
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Figure 10. Photograph of Tract 2, view north, showing spoil piles aong
the riverbank and lumberyard to the west.
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Figure 12. Lake Emory Powerhouse and Dam, view west.

Figure 13. Lake Emory and Powerhouse, view northwest.
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SURVEY METHODOLOGY

The methods employed for this archaeological study involved intensive background research and field
survey. Background research was conducted at the Office of State Archaeology and the State Division of
Archives and History in Raleigh. The aim of this research wasto identify any previously recorded
archaeological sites or historic structures within the study area and to note any significant persons or
events associated with the area.

Background research was also conducted at the archives at Duke Power’ s Franklin office. Thiswork
included locating historic property maps and land acquisition records. Background research in Franklin
also included avisit to the Macon County courthouse, the Franklin Town Hall, and the Franklin Library
to search for additional information on Lake Emory. This resulted in locating newspaper articles about
the history of the construction of lake; however, detailed plat maps were found to be missing from the
legal records. We also inquired at the Macon County Soil Survey office to seeif they had old aeria
photographs of the Lake Emory area; unfortunately these historic records had been discarded recently as
being considered to be of no value.

Consultation with James Bird, Tribal Historic Preservation Officer, of the Eastern Band of the Cherokee
Indians (EBCI) was conducted on January 23, 2001, prior to the initiation of field studies. This meeting
provided an opportunity for the EBCI to provide any comments regarding the study design, identify areas
of particular significance within the study area and the Nantahala area overall, and voice their concerns
about the study. Consultation letters appear in Appendix B.

Anintensive field survey was conducted on February 9-10, 2001, by Deborah Joy, Warren Carruth, Amy
Carruth, and Andrew Hill of Legacy. The purpose of the survey wasto locate archaeological sites or
structures not previously recorded and to assess the significance of any known archaeological sites within
the study area. For this study an archaeological site was defined as alocation that provides physical
evidence of a sufficient quantity and association to suggest that information about past human behavior is
present. A site was defined as two or more artifacts within 25 m (80 ft) of each other.

The survey consisted of two components.

A visual reconnaissance survey conducted aong the water’ s edge by boat.
Systematic close-interval shovel testing on land along Lake Emory that is currently owned or
is being acquired by Duke Power.

The shoreline survey was conducted at low speed for the entire lake margin to look for artifacts eroding
out of the riverbank and architectural ruins.

The tracts of land owned or being acquired by Duke Power above the full-pool elevation of Lake Emory
were inspected with close interval shovel testing. Shovel tests were excavated at 15-m (50-ft) intervals on
those parcels, except in areas with modern development or wetland soils. Shovel tests measured
approximately 50 cm (1.5 ft) x 50 cm (1.5 ft) in size. Shovel tests on one tract, parcel 2 (Hays Tract)
were supplemented by excavation of one 1 x 1 m test unit. All shovel testsand the 1 x 1 m unit were
excavated to sterile subsoil or bedrock. Shovel testing on the floodplain was supplemented with a four-
inch diameter bucket auger that allowed testing to depths of two meters (6.5 ft) below surface. All
excavated soil was sifted through ¥#inch hardware mesh. The soil color and texture was recorded for all
shovel tests and the test unit. All shovel tests and the test unit were backfilled. The total amount of field
time for this survey was 64 person-hours.
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SURVEY RESULTS

The primary goal of the archaeological survey was to discover, inventory, and evaluate the significance of
archaeological sites located along the shoreline of Lake Emory. The inventory of archaeological sites was
structured to provide an assessment of current site conditions, a determination of ongoing factors
affecting site conditions, and an evaluation of the preservation potential of particular sites.

The survey resulted in locating two archaeological sites within the study area.

SIGNIFICANCE EVALUATION

The archaeological survey of the Lake Emory shoreline and of four parcels of land along the shoreline
that are presently owned or are being acquired by Duke Power identified two archaeological sites.

A recommendation on the significance of these sitesis based on the National Register of Historic Places
eligibility criteria described in 36 CFR 60.4. Sites, objects, districts, structures, and buildings are
determined as worthy of inclusion on the National Register of “ The quality of significance in American
history, architecture, engineering and cultureis present” in these resources and if they “possess integrity
of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association and

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

b. that are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or

C. that embody the distinctive characteristics of atype, period, or method of construction

that represents the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that represent
asignificant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual
distinction; or

d. that have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or
history.”

The majority of archaeological sites that are deemed significant and thus digible for inclusion on the
National Register fall under the last criterion (d). In order to assess that potential of a resource for
contributing new or collaborative information to the theoretical and substantive knowledge of
archaeology its significance must be determined (Butler 1987:822-823, 828; see also Townsend et al.
1993). Consequently, researchers must consider how each site does or does not help address the
guestions within the archaeological research design and within the framework of other regional research
questions (Butler 1987:822-823).

Research questions that pertain to the North Carolina Mountain Region summarized below.

Refining the prehistoric and historic cultural sequence.

Identifying prehistoric and historic activities.

Understanding lithic procurement and technology.

Contributing to our knowledge about prehistoric and historic settlement locations
and the exploitation of natural resources for subsistence.

Understanding environmental diversity and adaptation and change of prehistoric
and historic groups.

PN PE

o

The potential of any discovered site to help address these research areas is based on determining the
intactness of cultural deposits (integrity), the variety and quantity of artifacts, the clarity of site
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stratigraphy and the discreteness of site boundaries, and on the environmental context of each site
(following Glassow 1977).

Both sites recorded during this survey were found to contain limited information about the prehistory or
history of the region. Neither is considered digible for the National Register of Historic Places.

ASSESSMENT OF PROJECT EFFECTS

Aside from identifying and assessing archaeological sites within the study area, this investigation had two
specific goals described below.

1. Assessthe effects of erosion resulting from wave action and annua drawdowns on
any sites identified during the survey.

2. Provide apreliminary assessment for the potential of sites located within the
floodpool and recommendations for surveysin the floodpools during planned
drawdowns.

The assessment of the effects of erosion on the two sites identified during the survey found that only one
site extends to the edge of the riverbank. Sediment spoil piles that contain artifacts dredged from Lake
Emory are situated along the riverbank. It isvery likely that some dredged sediments and artifacts wash
back into the lake.

The other site appears to be protected from erosion and wave action along the lake edge. The riverbank
was closely examined and was found to be composed of fill. There was no evidence that the old
marshland extends to the water’ s edge near the site. The siteis also buried underneath 40 cm (1.3 ft) of
sand.

Since there is no annual drawdown of Lake Emory, there was no assessment of sites within the floodpool.
However, should the water of Lake Emory be lowered in the future or should there be any destruction of
the lake, either situation providing access to land below the floodpool, then the impact of these actions on
presently submerged archaeol ogical resources should be assessed. Based upon the presence of two
significant archaeological sites along the Lake Emory shoreline, Nikwasi Mound and Village as well as
another site, it is probable that there are additiona sites located within the floodpool.

RECOMMENDATIONS
In summary, two archaeological sites were documented during this survey.

One site consists of historic and prehistoric material that has been dredged from Lake Emory. The
disturbed-context site is located on private property. It does not contain significant archaeological
information and thusis not considered eligible for the National Register. No further archaeological work
is recommended.

The second site consists of prehistoric material that appears to have been redeposited on old wetlands that
have subsequently been buried under dredged sediments. The siteis small and very few artifacts were
recovered. It isconsidered to contain little information about the prehistory of the areaand is therefore
not considered to be eligible for National Register of Historic Places. No further work is recommended
for this Site.
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Since Lake Emory is a run-of-the river reservoir that has no drawdown, there was no exposed land below
the full pool elevation that could be inspected during this archaeological survey. However, should the
water of Lake Emory be lowered in the future or should there be any destruction of the lake, either
situation providing access to land below the floodpool, then the impact of these actions on presently
submerged archaeol ogical resources must be assessed.
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