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1. Name

historic - Shady Grove Site (22-Qu-525) \ ,

and or common N/A

2. Location

city, towng X __ vicinity of

state

- - -
3. Classification
Category Ownership Status Present Use
____ district — public —__ occupied X __ agriculture —- museum
— building(s) _X_ private _X_ unoccupied —_ commercial — park
__ structure _____both — work in progress - educational — private residence
X__ site Public Acquisition Accessible ____ entertainment —religious
___ object N?"Am process X _ yes: restricted ____government —_ scientific
- ____"being considered- . yes: unrestricted — industrial —transportation
—_—no — military . other:

4. Owner of Property

ame  Self & Co.
street & number N/A
city, town  18TkS N/A vicinity of state 11ississippi 38646

5. Location of Legal Description

UOfrice or the Chancery Clerk
courthouse, registry of deeds, etc. Quitman County Courthouse

street&numbet P O Box 100, Pecan Street
Marks

city, town state Mississippi

6. Representation in Existing Surveys

titleLower Miss.Valley Survey has this property been determined eligible? ___yes _X no

date 1940-1947 X private — federal __ state . __county ___ local

depository for survey records Peabody Museum, Harvard University

city, town Cambridge state . lassachusetts




7. Description

Condition Check one Check one

—_excellent ____deteriorated ____ unaltered _X_originat site

X _good —_ruins X _altered —__moved  date N/A
— ftair — unexposed

Describe the present and original (if known) physical appearance

The Shady Grove site is situated

In their 1940-1947 survey of the Lower Mississippi Alliuvial vValley,
Phillips, Ford, and Griffin (1951:54) recorded Shady Grove as a "large
village site with large rectangular platform mound and small mound." The
mound was 18 feet high (Photo #1: at left) and faced upon a 180 foot long

plaza, just to the northeast of this was
a small conica

about 5 feet high (phillips, Ford, and Griffin 19! ips, et.al.
placed this site in their E-B time range, or Middle Baytown through Missis-
sippi periods.

In the Peabody Museum's 1941 survey record for Shady Grove, Griffin des-
cribes the site as follows:

This is one of the most prolific village sites I have ever seen.

We collected four large sacks in a very short time. Worked only one

section of the si in _that short time and hardly made a scratch.
B M B is covered with pottery and
broken mussel shells which are more or less concentrated into small
localized areas. Hwhere they are visible also
show this village site debris. Most of the stuff in location A is
Baytown and at least one Marksville Stamped sherd was picked up.
There is some shell tempered stuff, but not as much as is found over
near the large mound. The small mound (B) is a typical Baytown mound
and the fields there are in grass. It is 1% m. high and 18 m. in di-
ameter,

Mound A is a large, probably rectangular mound with a flat top
about 20 x 25 m. square., It is around 6 m, high and has a basal di-
mension of 35 x 50 m. Many of the sherds closer to the mound are M.
Miss, although Baytown is also found there. A thorough exploration
of the area would probably show a very large village site. The wealth
of material and suggestion of cultural depth afforded by the Marks-
ville specimen strongly suggests that this site would repay strata cuts.

Phillips (1970:Figures 445, 447) indicates on his distribution maps that
there were site occupations during the Coahoma phase of the Baytown periodﬂ
and the Quitman phase of the Mississippi period.ZHe defines the Coahoma phase
as "the main representative of Baytown culture in the Upper Sunflower region,
beginning sometime before the end of the Marksville period and carrying on
through the entire Baytown period"(1970:905). A sketch map of the site by
Jeffrey P. Brain (Peabody Museum sit; file) shows three collection areas
(Figure 2). Indicated are Deasonville (Baytown) and Early Mississippian oc-
cupations in the area around Mound A; a Deasonville (Baytown) occupation
around Mound B; a Tchefuncte (Tchulaﬁ occupation along the natural levee nort
of Mound B. Collections by a local amateur conclude that the largest and majo
occupation at Shady Grove is a Baytown component, refuting Phillips' state-
ment that the major occupation was in the Twin Lakes phase (1970:940).51n
fact, there is only a minor Marksville period component presently known in
evidence there. As for the validity of the Coahoma phase at the site, com-
parative studies of local collections are in order before definite conclusior
can be reached.

(see continuation sheet)



8. Significance

Period Areas of Significance—Check and justify below

X __ prehistoric _ X archeology-prehistoric _._ community planning ___ landscape architecture.___ religion

____1400-1499 ____ archeology-historic _.._ conservation law —__ science

—1500-1599 ___ agricuiture - economics __._literature - sculpture

—__1600-1699 _____ architecture @ ____ education - military ____ social/

___1700-1799 _ _ art ... engineering ____ music humanitarian

___1800-1899 ___ commerce . exploration/settiement ____ philosophy — theater

— - 1900~ .. communications = ____ industry —_ politics/government ___ transportation
__.._ invention . —___ other (specify)

1

Specific dates see descr iption Builder/Architect American Indian

Statement of Significance (in one paragraph)

There are several research problems revealed in the preceding descrip-
tion section to which future investigations at Shady Grove would provide
significant answers. First, as pointed out, the major occupation was Baytown,
and was assigned to the Coahoma phase of this period. The placement of Shady
Grove within the defined sphere of Coahoma phase influence and the relation-
ship between this and similar sites in the local area within this cultural
time frame present gaps to be filled in the regional Baytown data base.
Intra-site and inter-site research centered around adequate stratigraphic
testing and controlled surface collections could easily answer many of these
questions. Another important objective would be an analysis of the associated
shell middens with regard to subsistence strategies and riverine environment

utilization, a subject about which little is known for this period. Although
numerous shell middens exiM
adequate excavations and p 1cation of data syntheses have not been ¢ ied

out on such sites. Also, as pointed out in Phillips' statement with regard to
the tentativeness of the later Quitman phase, further studies at Shady Grove
and related Mississippian sites could better define the phase and its place
in Mississippian culture. Starr (1984:206-207) has stated that ''the Coldwater
River area in perticular deserves more study, as the recorded sites assigned
to the present archaeological phases seem to grade from Parchman to Quitman,
with no distinct breaks, either in the ceramics or in the geographical loca-
tions.'" The whole array of cultural data on the Quitman phase, such as burial
customs, site structure, settlement pattern, and subsistence practices, to
name a few, is severely lacking. The importance of the Shady Grove site, then,
lies in its potential, as a major Quitman phase site and a primary Coahoma
phase occupation with intact midden and mound, to fill in these gaps in the
data base. This potential also includes the earlier minor occupations of the

Late Archaic, Tchula, and Marksville periods, about which little or nothing
is known for this area,




9. Major Bibliographical References

Connaway, John M.
1981 Archaeological investigations in Mississippi 1969-1977. Mississippi
Dept. of Archives & History, Archaeological Report 6.

(see continuation sheet)
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(see continuation sheet)

List all states and counties for properties overlapping state or county boundaries

state N/A code county code

state N/A code county . code

11. Form Prepared By

namedtitie John Connaway

organization Miss.Dept.Archives & History date February 1986
street & number Box 571 telephone  601-354-7326
city or town Jackson state Mississippi

12. State Historic Preservation Officer Certification

The evaluated significance of this property within the state is:

—___ national _X__ state —__local

As the designated State Historic Preservation Officer for the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (Public Law 89—
665), | hereby nominate this property for inclusion in the National Register and certify that it has been evaluated
according to the criteria and procedures set torth by the National Park Service.

State Historic Preservation Officer signature M l-l . @ Q/z&

title Deputv State Historic Preservation Officex date August 8, 1986
For NPS use only

| hereby certify that this property is included in the National Register

e N date & -

C"" of the National Register
/

Attest: date
Chief of Registration

GPRO 911-399
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With respect to the Quitman phase occupation, Phillips (1970:940) adnits
that the only excuse for this phase "is to fill out the distribution of Mis-
sissippian culture in this part of the area." Here again the tentativeness
of this phase and the assignment of Shady Grove to it reveals the need for
more adequate data. A Mississippian component is quite apparent at the site,
the large rectangular mound being the most obvious vestige, along with a
few apparent house sites (clusters of plowed up burned daub)_
d Discoveries by amateurs and excavations, described below, also attest
to the presence of a Mississippian component with associated mortuary acti-
vities,

With regard to general sherd counts and intra-site distribution of sherds
and other artifacts, local collections suggest the following. The site was
essentially occupied continuously from Late Archaic through at least the
Early, possibly Middle, Mississippi periods, with the predominant component
during the Baytown. The earlier occupations were minor, then greatly enlarged
during the Baytown, finally diminishing in the Mississippi period, with very
little evidence of anything beyond Middle Mississippian.

In 197 e small conical Mound B
] , which Phillips, Ford, and Griffin (1951:3 escribed only as
eing 5 feet high, was leveled with a bulldozer. It was said by local resident:

to have been about 70 feet in diameter, and it had a small Historic period
cemetery with gravestones on top. About 3 feet of undisturbed shell midden
remained beneath the mound site, and in this Mississippi Department of Archive:
and History archaeologists placed two 5~-foot and one 2-foot square test units
(Figure 3). This excavation is described in more detail by Connaway (1981:
27-31). A midden sample of mussel shells and other debris was obtained from
the small unit. Identification revealed 22 mussel species characteristic of
lotic habitats, with most no longer occurring MPaul Hart-
field, Miss. Museum of Natural Science, pérsonal communication), lhese test
units revealed midden to a depth of about 3 feet, with numerous Baytown sherds
throughout.,

In another test pit, at the northern edge of the mound site, a mass burial
was located, including a primary cremation and numerous other bones in dis-
array, a sandstone pipe, and a discoidal. On the periphery of the central
burial area were several secondary burials, all apparently intrusive and of
Mississippian origin. All the skulls and most of the bones were crushed or
broken. The burial pit contained no shell, but was resting on and intrusive
into thick shell midden.

Other evidence of Mississippian occupation includes several whole, plain
vessels, a large-neck water bottle, a frog effigy bowl, and a bowl with a
bird head effigy rim adorno. These were variously collected by amateurs along
the roadside in the vicinity of the mounds, all revealed by ditch grading or
deep plowing. In 1980, roadside grading revealed a mass of 9 human skulls
directly associated with the frog effigy and two plain bowls mentioned above
(see Figure 1 for location). This was a secondary burial, the mass all tightly
packed together in a small pit, with a few other post-cranial bones present
just to the south of the skulls. Other fragments of animal-like rim adornos
and a fish-effigy vessel have been found .scattered on the surface.

The site covers approximately 22 acres, mostly Baytown occupation as
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revealed by surface scatter. The Mississippian area centers around the large
Mound A and covers approximately 12 to 14 acres, as suggested by surface
distribution of sherds and daub concentrations. The heaviest concentrations
of this are on the slightly elevated ridge upon which the two mounds are si-
tuated at opposite ends (see Figure 1). The large mound has in recent years
had some grading on it, so that now it has a more rounded appearance (Photo
#1). This was apparently done to facilitate access to mowing machines to
keep the mound clear of brush. Both the large mound and the Mound B site are
present yvered with grass and are not cultivated.,

, but this does not necessarily reflect the presence of a ramp.
The mound now stands ca. 16 feet (4.9 m) high, with basal measurements of

ca. 150 feet (45.7 m) The flattened top,
though somewhat sloping | , 1S approximately 45 feet square
(13.7 m). There is thus a large proportion of the mound remaining intact and

undisturbed. Figure 4 shows an estimation of the changes in Mound A configu-
ration from its appeargnce in 1941 (dotted line), as suggested by the measure-
ments given on the Peabody Museum's survey file, to its present appearance
(solid line). Its east-west length appears to have been shortened somewhat,
while its width has become greater, a result of grading the upper portion

to the sides to lessen their steepness. The south face shown in Figure 4
roughly corresponds to the view in Photo #1.

Boreholes were placed around the hi her_elevationm
M, as indicated on accom-
panyln ketch map (Figure s 1n order to test for midden depth., The follow-
ing table summarizes the borehole findings.

Borehole
Number Midden Depth Shell Depth Elevation
3 ft.

2% ft. 18 in.

3 ft. layer at 2 ft.
3 ft. layer at 2 ft.
16 in.

18 in.

2% ft.

2L ft.

3 ft.

3 ft.

Qwo~NOUPWNE

—

The shallow midden in the lower area (bh5 & bh6) is likely consistent
over most of the northwest portion of the site above the 160 foot contour
(Figure 1), where some dirt moving has taken place. In this area, there may
still be numerous sub-plowzone features, such as pits, house patterns, and
burials, either partially disturbed or intrusive into sterile soil. Large
areas of scattered shell on the surface indicate shell middens or circle rem-
nants similar to the two on the elevation northeast of Mound A.

The deeper midden seen in the remainder of the boreholes on the higher
elevation indicates sub-plowzone levels of undisturbed dark midden, and in
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some cases, layers of shell midden. Features in this area should be rela-
tively intact below the plowzone, thus affording the more rewarding area
for further excavation and research,

AD 400 - AD 850
AD 1200 - AD 1650
AD 350 - AD 600
600 BC - O

600 BC - O

vt &S~ W
®

.
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The boundary for this site was determined primarily by the extent
of midden debri here 4 ome scatter beyond
but local informants state that most of
1s is the result of land forming, where midden soil was hauled into
this area from the site.

] oundary are deli-
neated by an estima ination of surface midden scatter where some
leveling and dirt hauling has taken place. This is based on experience

of local amateur familiar with the site before dirt moving took place,

is delineated by the ter 1 surface midden debris.



