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The Oliver site was first recorded by Charles Peabddy in 1901.
At that time the site was basically in its original fotm with even
the smallest mounds visible (Belmont, 1961:16). In a description
of the site condensed from Peabody (1904), Brown (1926:101) tells

At the time of his story, the
large rectangular mound, referred to by Peabody as the Big Mound,
measured 190 feet in diameter north-south, 180 feet east-west, and
26 feet in height. The Cemetepy Mound measured 5.4 feet in height,
the two mounds nearest the Bif Mound to the northeast were over
three feet, and the one mound farthest south was 2.5 feet in height.
All the remaining mounds were under two feet. Long irregular de-
pressions in the surrounding fields may have been the remnants of
borrow pits used in mound construction.

A year after Peabody's first visit, one of the smaller mounds
was destroyed by cultivation. No cultivation was in evidence before
this, although some amount of deterioration of the Big Mound could
be seen as a result of some 400 years of erosion.

In 1901-1902, Peabody excavated extensively on the Big Mound
and placed a number of test pits in the Cemetery Mound and in the
area surrounding it and the Big Mound. The results of this work
were published in 1904 in the Papers of the Peabody Museum. This
publication contained little useful information by modern archaeo-
logical standards, and, in 1961, Belmont undertook to reassess
Peabody's field notes in the form of a thesis for a B.A. degree
at Harvard University. Belmont goes into much detail on the exca-
vation, the stratigraphy of the mounds, and the interpretation of
the various cultural stages represented. He also speculated on
architectural patterns derived from postmolds found in the excava-
tion, pointing out the apparent presence of rectangular structures
surrounded by circular enclosures.

In 1941, Philip Phillips, James A. Ford, and John B. Griffin
excavated several test pits near Mound A (the Big Mound). They
reported that the site had suffered much from the ravages of agri-
culture since Peabody's time (1951:253). The Big Mound, though
mutilated, and the Cemetery Mound were the only two mounds remaining
of any size. Several smaller mounds were barely visible.

At the present time, the Cemetery Mound remains much as it was
and is grown up in brush. The Big Mound has been in cultivation for
many years, and, as a result, is now only about 6 oxr..Z feet high.
None of the smaller mounds are noticeable. S .
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The primary significance of the Oliver Site lies in the stratigraphy
within the mounds and surrounding area. Belmont (1961) found in his
reassessment of Peabody's 1901-1902 excavations that there was a succgession
of cultural remaing in the site indicating occupations of the Coaﬁgdge
Phase (Baytown Period) and Hushpuckenaégl{;er Phases (Mississippj  Period).
In 1941 Phillips (1951) excavated thre& test cuts near the Big Mound in
an attempt to gather more meaningful information from Peabody's data.

In effect, what he found was two distinct occupations (mentioned above)
with no evidence of transition from one to the other. Even with the
amount of investigation done by Peabody, Belmont, and Phillips, there
are many questions left unanswered concerning the cultural elements of
the site, including its relationship with the historic period. Turquoise
and glass beads have been found with some of the burials and are thought
to belong to the late seventeenth or early eighteenth centuries; brass
bells of a type used by sixteenth century Spaniards have been reported
from the site as well (Brown, 1926:358).

Further excavations at the site could yield the necessary strati-
graphic evidence to answer these questions and could help establish more
firmly the position of the cultural elements represented in the overall
archaeological sequencef
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