
The lead mines at Austinville spurred the building of what was to become a major 
landmark in Wythe County, the Shot Tower.  Thomas Jackson built the Shot Tower 
between 1815 and 1820 near the public ferry landing he owned across the New River 
(Johnson 1971).  The tower was built about four miles from the lead mines in order to 
avoid involvement in the legal problems surrounding the mines, in which Jackson owned 
an interest (Johnson 1971; Wythe County Historical Review 1978).  By as early as 1839, 
the Shot Tower was probably no longer in use, at least not on any kind of significant 
scale.  No hard evidence exists that links the Shot Tower as a producer of ammunition 
during the Civil War (Coleman 1955).  The tower was constructed of gray limestone and 
was 70 feet high.  In 1981 the American Society of Mechanical Engineers named the 
Shot Tower a National Historic Mechanical Engineering Landmark (Lacy 1988). 

 
 Figure 4 shows a portion of an 1821 map of Wythe County and includes the 
general area covered by the current CBAs.  Many of the structures shown on the map, 
including Toneray’s Mill, were along a road shown as the Old Stage Road on later maps 
and would fall outside CBAs 7 and 10.  Although difficult to determine given the 
imprecise cartography of the map, structures that might fall within the CBAs appear to 
include dwellings and the McGavock Mill.  The latter is located inside the boundaries of 
the NRHP-listed Fort Chiswell site (VDHR# 098-0026).   
    
 Antebellum Period (1830-1860) Context:  By 1836 Evansham had grown to 
about 100 homes with about 600 residents.  The town also had a printing office, a 
Methodist church, nine stores, two tanyards, six blacksmith shops, and four taverns.  
Nearly a third of Evansham was destroyed by a fire set by a slave in December 1838.  
When the town was rebuilt, it was incorporated in 1839 as Wytheville (Chitwood 1978). 

 
What is known as the Fort Chiswell Mansion was built in 1839 by Stephen and 

Cloyd McGavock, grandsons of James McGavock.  The house is located about a mile 
south of what was originally known as Fort Chiswell, but the house was named Fort 
Chiswell in honor of the original Fort Chiswell.  The house remained in the McGavock 
family until 1918, when it was sold to George L. Carter (Herndon 1974).  

 
By the early 1840s, Fort Chiswell was all but finished as a commerce center.  

Upon his death, James McGavock’s belongings were inventoried and some sold.  A large 
number of the items sold related to Fort Chiswell’s commercial ventures, such as the 
blacksmith and carpenter shops.  Fort Chiswell now entered a period during which it 
served primarily as a family home rather than a business.  The McGavock family 
occupied the cabin homestead there until it was destroyed by fire in 1901 (McCartney 
1979). 
 
 The I-77/I-81 overlap follows a portion of the route of the Southwestern Turnpike 
(also referred to as the Southwestern Virginia Turnpike), which was constructed in the 
mid-nineteenth century.  One of the prominent historians of the southwestern Virginia 
region, Lewis Preston Summers, wrote of the Turnpike, “Among the public 
improvements that attracted the attention of the people of Southwest Virginia, and the 
one that was of greater importance than all others combined, was the Southwestern  
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 Figure 4:  Portion of 1821 Map of Wythe County (Wood 1821) Including the Areas of CBAs 7 and 10.   
 

Route Shown as  
Old Stage Road  
on Later Maps 
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Turnpike road” (Summers 1903:506).  In 1846 the Virginia General Assembly passed the 
act incorporating the South Western Turnpike Road.  The road was to be macadamized 
and stretch from Salem westward to the Tennessee line via Christianburg, Wytheville, 
Marion, and Abingdon.  The specifications were for the road to be graded to a width of at 
least 24 feet, of which at least 22 feet were to be macadamized.  The grade of the road 
was not to exceed three percent at any point.  By 1848 the road was constructed as far 
west as Wytheville (Summers 1903). 
 
 The idea for the Turnpike originated at least a decade prior to the start of 
construction.  James Herron conducted a survey for the Turnpike during the early 1830s.  
As part of his survey, Herron prepared sketches that are archived at the Library of 
Virginia.  The sketches for the area east of Wytheville are dated 1833.  The corridor 
surveyed by Herron does not appear to be the same one that was ultimately constructed, 
but some sections of Herron’s survey do include areas through which the historic 
Southwestern Turnpike was constructed.  Near the eastern end of the current study area, 
Herron noted the location of the “Kiesling” house on his sketch.  The location noted 
corresponds to the previously recorded architectural resource, the Keesling Log House 
(VDHR# 098-5051; see Table 2).  To the northwest of the house on Herron’s sketch a 
“Grave Yard” is mapped (Herron 1833).  This cemetery is noted in the same approximate 
location as a cemetery shown on the current USGS topographic map of the area and 
appears to be just north of the assessment APE for CBA 7.   
 
 Another sketch made by Herron shows an area of Reed Creek that eventually 
became a Turnpike crossing.  This crossing location is nearly identical to the current 
CBA 10 crossing of Reed Creek near Kent.  The Herron sketch shows that the area where 
CBA 10 crosses Reed Creek consisted of a cultivated field on the east side (Herron 
1833).  On the west side a “Poor House” is shown.  The Turnpike skirted just to the south 
of the Poor House when it was eventually constructed (Herron 1833; Shaw 1849a).   
 
 The Turnpike company contracted out sections of the road, as well as the bridges 
and toll houses, to be constructed.  To ensure the quality of the road very specific 
construction guidelines were drawn up.  Some of the details concerning specifications for 
construction have already been discussed.  A review of the Turnpike records revealed 
more information on the Turnpike’s construction.  Once the road was graded, it had to be 
beaten down by travel or other means prior to the laying of stones.  The thickness of the 
stones, referred to as “metal,” had to be nine inches.  None of the stones laid could 
exceed two inches in width.  Mileposts were also ordered to be erected at each mile.  The 
posts were to be made of locust wood and be at least seven feet long, eight inches square, 
and set two feet into the ground (Shaw 1849b).  
 
 Specifications for the construction of bridges were very detailed for the 
contractors.  The “foundations for the abutments, wing walls, and piers will be upon rock, 
where that can be obtained” (Shaw 1849c).  Robert Kent was contracted to construct a 
bridge over Reed Creek near Kents Mill.  This bridge would have been located in the 
same approximate location as CBA 10 crossing of Reed Creek near Kent.  Robert Kent 
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was to construct “a Wooden arch bridge, with all the appurtenant works of Stone & Iron” 
(Shaw 1849c).   
 
 A toll house was constructed on the west side of Reed Creek at the same spot 
where Kent constructed his wooden arch bridge.  This toll house is shown as the John 
Allen Toll House on later maps and is the previously recorded John Allen Toll House 
(VDHR# 139-5063) architectural resource (see Table 2). 
 
 Also beginning in the 1840s, railroads were built in southwestern Virginia.  These 
railroads generally brought economic success to the towns through which they ran.  The 
Virginia-Tennessee Railroad passed through the town of Wytheville in December of 
1858, providing a link to outside markets far beyond what roads could establish (Walker 
1985). 
 
 Civil War (1861-1865) Context:  The people of southwestern Virginia as a whole 
did not have firm loyalties for the Union or Confederacy.  Southwestern Virginia was 
very inward looking and voted against secession more as a way to prevent war than as an 
expression of a political philosophy (Walker 1985).  Whatever their feelings about 
secession, Virginia left the Union, and the country was at war.  Wythe County became a 
target of Union forces because of the resources that it could provide the Southern armies. 
 
 The first sign of war in Wythe County was the establishment of Camp Jackson at 
the west end of Wytheville.  Camp Jackson was an induction camp where young recruits 
were mustered into the Confederate Army.  By June 1861, there were at least 22 
companies, numbering almost 2000 troops, stationed in Wytheville (Hoch 1996). 
 
 On July 13, 1863 a Union Cavalry force of about 900 men under the command of 
Colonel John T. Toland started out from Charleston, West Virginia, and headed through 
southwestern Virginia with the goal of destroying the Saltville saltworks in Washington 
County.  In an engagement with a small Confederate cavalry force on July 17, Toland’s 
troopers captured 35 of the 36 Confederates.  Fearing that the escaped Confederate would 
sound the alarm, Toland changed his plans and decided to target the High Bridge of the 
Virginia-Tennessee Railroad at Wytheville.  The bridge crossed Reed Creek to the west 
of Wytheville.  Destruction of the bridge would stop the flow of traffic on the railroad for 
weeks.  Toland was encouraged by the knowledge that there was no permanent 
Confederate force stationed at Wytheville, just a supply depot.  Toland was further 
helped by the fact that when the Confederates did learn of the raid they were convinced 
that Saltville was the target (Walker 1985). 
 
 As the Union force continued their ride through Burkes Garden, the Confederate 
authorities began to realize that Saltville was not the target of the raiders.  When news 
reached Wytheville that the town maybe in danger of attack, the residents sent for Joseph 
Kent.  Kent resided about 3.5 miles east of Wytheville and had served in the Confederate 
army at Manassas.  However after Manassas and his promotion to rank of colonel, Kent 
resigned and returned home.  Kent began to gather a meager force of poorly armed local 
men to repel the raiders.  Kent’s men were reinforced by about 130 men hastily 
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assembled by Major T. M. Bowyer who rushed to Wytheville from Dublin by way of 
train (Walker 1985). 
 
 Toland’s troopers approached Wytheville along the road leading from Big Walker 
Mountain.  As they neared Wytheville the cavalrymen found the town’s defenders in 
position on a ridge to the town’s north.  A quick charge easily routed the Confederates, 
who fled into Wytheville down Tazewell Street.  The Union cavalry advantages were 
negated in the tight streets of town and shots were fired at them from the buildings as 
they rode down the street.  Colonel Toland was killed and his second in command was 
wounded as the Federal advance through the town slowed.  One Federal unit dismounted 
and began to advance down the street resulting in a Confederate rout.  However, the loss 
of the two senior Federal officers caused confusion among the Union raiders.  Some 
homes, public buildings, and businesses in Wytheville were burned and/or looted, but the 
troopers did not press on to accomplish their goal of destroying the rail bridge west of 
town.  A small detachment did move along the railroad to the east of town and destroyed 
a small bridge and a culvert.  Content with this, the Federals left the town and moved 
back towards Big Walker Mountain (Walker 1985).  
 
 Union forces mounted a much larger raid that impacted the current study area 
towards the end of the war.  In December 1864, General George Stoneman had his 
troopers begin their ride from eastern Tennessee to raid southwest Virginia.  Stoneman’s 
force was strong and the Confederates in the Department of Southwest Virginia were 
undermanned.  Only one company was located in the town of Wytheville, but the area 
home guard was ordered mobilized.  The home guard marched off to Saltville where the 
Confederates had decided to concentrate.  Meanwhile it appeared that Wytheville may 
actually be in danger (Walker 1985).  
 
 Correspondence included in the official records of the Union and Confederate 
armies (Graham 1864) indicates that a few Confederate troops may have camped in the 
Fort Chiswell area in December of 1864.  These troops, under Captain Gassaway, were 
partly concerned with establishing telegraphic communication between forces in Max 
Meadows and Wytheville.  There are no specific details on the encampment, and only a 
second-hand account of Captain Gassaway’s intention to camp in the Fort Chiswell area 
is expressed in the letter.         
 
 One officer, Major J. Stoddard Johnston, the area quartermaster, was one of 
almost a dozen Confederate soldiers remaining in Wytheville.  Stoddard busied himself 
with the loading of supplies onto rail cars for evacuation.  Once he heard that the 
possibility of attack on Wytheville was likely, he began the task of having rifle pits 
prepared, though he had no one to man them.  In addition, he placed cannons in defensive 
positions.  These cannons were placed to bluff any potential attackers.  The guns were not 
serviceable and were in Wytheville to be repaired or smelted.  When a Union force did 
approach the town, Johnson’s rifle pits and guns caused some hesitation, but the Union 
cavalry entered the town causing Johnson and his four man garrison to flee.  The Union 
detachment then burned supplies and foundries in Wytheville, as well as two locomotives 
and a number of rail cars (Walker 1985).   
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 When the Federal force left Wytheville, they traveled in the direction of Max 
Meadows along the railroad.  Another Union force that had burned the depot in Max 
Meadows marched west.  The two commands met along the tracks about three miles east 
of Wytheville where they camped for the night (Walker 1985). 
 
 In March of 1865 General Stoneman set out on another raid that would impact 
Wytheville area residents.  On April 6 Union troopers fought Confederate troops outside 
of Wytheville.  The Union troopers appear to have been unable to enter the town, but the 
depot south of town was burned along with a large amount of supplies.  Troopers also 
burned the bridge to the east and west of town (Walker 1985). 
 
 Maps from the Civil War era provide information on roads and structures within 
the CBAs.  Figure 5 shows two maps from ca. 1863 with approximate overlays of CBAs 
7 and 10.  The structures within or adjacent to the CBAs are indicated.  Most appear to be 
dwellings, but the previously recorded John Allen Toll House (VDHR # 139-5063) and a 
church are also shown.  The maps reflect a major change in the area: the construction of 
the Southwestern Virginia Turnpike and the addition of a small number of dwellings, the 
toll house, and the church along its route.      
  
 Reconstruction and Growth (1865-1917) Context:  After the Civil War, Wythe 
County was slow to recover.  Although the war ended in 1865, it was not until the 1880s 
and 1890s that significant changes took place in Wythe County.  Prior to the war, crop 
growing and cattle raising were the economic mainstays of Wythe County.  By 1886, the 
average farm in Wythe County was 400 acres.  Crops grown in Wythe County during this 
period included hemp, corn, wheat, flax, rye, oats, cabbage, potatoes, and apples (Kegley 
1989). Cabbage also became a major crop in the Rural Retreat area of the county.  Cattle, 
sheep, and hogs also became important economically during this period.   
 
 Mills to process corn and other products became important factors in the Wythe 
County economy.  Kent’s Mill, later called Newberry’s, was known for its hat and 
woolen mills, as well as for its gristmills and sawmills (Kegley 1989).  In an 
advertisement in the Wytheville Dispatch in 1869, the mills were called the “Bellefield 
Mills” and were described as “First Class Flouring and Grist Mills,” mentioning 
improvements such as “smutters and Cleaners, Corn Sheller, Cob Crusher, Plaster Mill, 
etc.” (Kegley 1989:283).  The mills processed wheat flour, buckwheat flour, rye flour, 
cornmeal, and chop for horses and cows. 

 
Another important mill in Wythe County was the Orth Mill, located on the south 

fork of Reed Creek in the west end of the county.  This mill was later called the 
Harkrader and Slater Mill and was in operation until the late 1930s.  A number of other 
mills operated in the county during the Reconstruction period.  The only water-powered  
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Dwelling, Church, or Toll House 
Within or Adjacent to CBA 

Figure 5:  Civil War-Era Maps Showing the Southwestern Virginia Turnpike, the Old Stage Road, and Structures Within or Adjacent to CBAs 7 and 10.  Top: Izard (ca. 1863) Map; Bottom: Anonymous (ca. 1863) Map (Hotchkiss 
Collection).  Overlay of CBAs is Approximate; the Positions are Slightly Shifted to the South at the Eastern End of Map.                          



mill still in operation in the county is located south of Wytheville on Reed Creek (Kegley 
1989). 
 

In addition to cattle production and farming, the lead mines at Austinville and the 
saltworks at Saltville provided economic support for the county.  After the war these two 
industries were in shambles, and it was apparent that the best days of operation were over 
(Whisonant 1998).  Although salt and lead production continued after the war, zinc 
manufacture outstripped lead production, and salt production was decreasing.  By 1906, 
all salt production at the mines in Saltville had ceased (Whisonant 1998).   
 
 During this period, however, the iron industry in southwestern Virginia 
experienced a boom that extended from the post-Civil War days into the early 1900s.  
The improved technology of coke (hot blast) furnaces greatly influenced the rise of the 
iron industry.  The old coal furnaces heated up to 2,000 tons of iron ore per year, while 
the new coke furnaces could handle up to 90,000 tons of ore per year.  This new 
technology combined with extensive ore deposits in southwestern Virginia, lower labor 
costs, and the high demand for iron ore propelled the iron industry of Virginia into a 
prominent position in the national market.  
 
 World War I Through the New Dominion (1917-Present) Context:  During the 
first half of the twentieth century, Wythe County remained primarily a rural community.  
Figure 6 shows USGS 15-minute quadrangles from the 1930s and illustrates the limited 
number of structures (primarily residential) along the CBAs during that time.  Agriculture 
and livestock continued to be the mainstays of the economy.  The iron industry declined 
considerably in the 1920s due to competition from Great Lakes ore, unfavorable freight 
rates, and inefficient furnace practices (Whisonant 1998).  Iron production in 
southwestern Virginia ceased around 1930 due to mounting economic obstacles.   
 

However, the growing livestock industry prospered during this period.  The 
Wytheville Livestock Market was incorporated in 1933, and cattle were sold weekly at 
the market.  The market burned in 1946 but was promptly rebuilt (Kegley 1989).  By 
1949, about 75 percent of the livestock (including cows, sheep, and pigs) raised in Wythe 
County were sold through the livestock market and shipped to packing plants in 
Pennsylvania, Maryland, and New Jersey. 

 
In 1932, the Wythe County Farm Bureau was established with 27 members.  The 

organization, an extension of the Virginia Farm Bureau Federation, was concerned with 
improving economic conditions for farming families.  The organization offered group 
auto insurance as well as life, farm, and homeowners insurance.  In 1950, the Wythe 
County Farm Bureau became one of the first in Virginia to establish an office and was 
housed in its own building by 1968 (Kegley 1989).  The bureau is still active in the 
county today.   
 

Another improvement to rural life came with the passage of the Rural 
Electrification Act in 1935 (Kegley 1989).  This piece of legislation brought electricity to  
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Figure 6:  CBA 7 and 10 Locations on the 1939 Speedwell and 1930 Max Meadows, Virginia, 15-Minute Topographic Quadrangles.   



the farms.  Electricity provided farmers with the opportunity to increase production with 
new appliances and equipment like electric milking machines and coolers.    

 
During this period, a number of nonagricultural businesses were also established, 

especially in Wytheville.  Businesses located in Wytheville in the early part of the 
twentieth century included insurance companies, clothing retailers, butcher shops, a 
photography studio, a jeweler, a merchant tailor, a saloon, and stores offering general 
merchandise (Kegley 1989).  In addition to these businesses, several agricultural 
equipment and supply stores were operating in town.   
  
 Through time, Wythe County has remained primarily a rural and agricultural 
community.  In the late 1940s, horses were replaced with tractors and the availability of 
modern conveniences and equipment changed the face of agriculture.  Modern machinery 
has allowed for increased production with less manpower and fewer acres of land 
(Kegely 1989).  In addition to agriculture, business and industry has also become an 
important part of the Wythe County economy and the economy of southwestern Virginia.  
 
 Postcontact Period Potential:  The study area includes 13 previously recorded 
sites from the Postcontact period.  They represent domestic, industrial, or institutional 
activities from the mid-eighteenth to twentieth centuries (n=1), the late eighteenth to 
twentieth centuries (n=1), the nineteenth to twentieth centuries (n=4), the nineteenth 
century (n=3), the twentieth century (n=2), and unknown periods (=2).  The time span of 
the sites begins in the Colony to Nation period in the 1750s; significant settlement of the 
area had only begun in the 1740s. 
 
 The earliest postcontact component occurs within the Fort Chiswell site, which is 
on the NRHP and Virginia Landmarks Register (VDHR #098-0026; VDHR 2008).  The 
NRHP boundary lies immediately adjacent to CBA 7, and it is crossed by CBA 10 and 
it’s related Exit 81 ramp improvements.  The site is located on a ridge and slope area 
between Reed Creek and the existing I-77/I-81 corridor, just east of the locality of Fort 
Chiswell.  The NRHP boundaries, which cover a large square area, are currently bisected 
by the highway access ramp for Exit 81.  This site was recorded and investigated in the 
1970s.  Excavations were conducted prior to construction of the highway ramp (Cleland 
and Funk 1975; Funk 1976; Hazzard and McCartney 1976).  Native American (Middle 
Archaic and possible Woodland) and eighteenth- to twentieth-century components were 
documented.  Fort Chiswell was historically significant as a frontier outpost that became 
a trading post and eventually a center of commerce (Hazzard and McCartney 1976).   
 

The main components of what has been generally known as Fort Chiswell 
represent three successive periods of occupation beginning with the earliest settlement by 
Alexander Sayers (1752-1765).  Salvaged archaeological features from this period 
include brick chimney bases and a brick foundation brace from two log cabin-forts and a 
smokehouse.  The second occupational period relates to the encampment of Colonel 
William Byrd and his troops (1760-1761).  This is represented by the remains of a 
magazine that was placed adjacent to one of the Sayers cabins.  The third occupation of 
Fort Chiswell was by James McGavock (beginning in 1771).  Archaeological features 
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from this occupation include limestone foundation walls from three buildings.  The walls 
appear to represent a courthouse, the original McGavock home, and an ordinary or 
kitchen (constructed in circa 1772).  The remains of at least one other structure outside of 
the salvage project right-of-way were evident, and it is expected that other structures 
associated with the Sayers and McGavock occupations are present within unexcavated 
portions of the site (McCartney 1976).  Hazzard and McCartney (1976) noted the 
presence of stone foundation remnants just north of the current right-of-way, possibly the 
remains of an original springhouse.  The springhouse area, which is shown in Figure 7, 
would fall within the current APE for CBA 10.  A twentieth-century dwelling from the 
Davis family was also erected at the site.  This was demolished in 1968 (McCartney 
1976).    

 
Site 44WY0044 is a brick kiln of unknown age located along Reed Creek near the 

town of Wytheville.  According to the VDHR site form, test pit excavation revealed rows 
of handmade brick surrounded by black soil.  No other artifacts were recovered, but the 
handmade bricks may suggest an early date.  Further work was recommended to 
determine the site’s age and potential significance, but the site is now located within the 
Wytheville sewage treatment plant, and no record of additional work was found.  

 
The Antebellum period Johnson House site, recorded as 44WY0053, is located in 

the study area to the north of Wytheville and includes burned structural remains and a 
standing spring house.  The site was revisited in 2000 for a VDOT project, and shovel 
testing of the site area revealed architectural and domestic artifacts in undisturbed 
contexts (Pullins 2000).  The site was recommended as potentially eligible for the NRHP 
as it might yield important information on rural economy, commerce, and the 
development of Wytheville.   

 
Although now totally destroyed, site 44WY0094 was a nineteenth-century forge 

site.  The site was located in the Grahams Ford vicinity along Reed Creek.  Another 
industrial site, the Annie Lee iron furnace site (44WY0163), dates to the nineteenth and 
twentieth centuries.  The furnace was closed in the 1920s, and when recorded in 1996 
consisted of a stack base, a concrete pad, and slag piles.  The VDHR site form mentions 
possible subsurface integrity, but no specific recommendations are included. 

 
Site 44WY0115 is a nineteenth- to twentieth-century artifact scatter located along 

Reed Creek within CBA 7.  This site, recorded during a VDOT survey (Jones 1987) 
includes a Native American component with indeterminate Woodland ceramics.  The 
historic scatter, including ceramics, glass, cut nails, suggested debris from a tenant house 
or farm outbuilding.  The entire site appeared disturbed from flooding and erosion, 
however, and the site was recommended as not eligible for the NRHP.  The current 
VDHR site form contains no information on NRHP eligibility.   

 
Four nineteenth- to twentieth-century domestic sites, 44WY0189, 44WY0190, 

44WY0191, and 44WY0197, were recorded in the study area during survey for the 
Progress Park industrial park (Barber et al. 1997).  These were encountered on a terrace 
of Reed Creek or in the uplands to the north of the creek.  One, 44WY0189, had been  
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Figure 7:  Map of Previous Excavations at the Fort Chiswell Site (VDHR #098-0026), 
Showing Investigated Areas Within the Current Exit 81 Ramp Area and the 
Spring/Springhouse Area to the North of the Current Right-of-Way (from Hazzard and 
McCartney 1976).  
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recommended as potentially eligible for the NRHP.  This site consisted of a historic 
midden and a small Native American lithic scatter.  Located on a toe slope, the midden 
contained artifacts including bottle glass, earthernware, whiteware, and cut and wire 
nails. The material suggested a late nineteenth to early twentieth century date.  In 2005, 
CCR conducted an evaluation of the site (Scholl et al. 2005).  Additional background 
research suggested the site dated to as early as the late eighteenth century.  Historic 
period artifacts recovered during the excavation supported a ca. 1780 to 1830 date range; 
however, these artifacts were recovered in disturbed or secondary deposits related to 
alluvial processes.  Due to a lack of subsurface integrity, the site appeared unlikely to 
yield significant information on historic settlement and was recommended as not eligible 
for the NRHP (Scholl et al. 2005).   
 

Site 44WY0212, the Wythe County Poor Farm Cemetery, was identified during a 
1998 gas pipeline survey.  The cemetery is located in an upland portion of the current 
study area near Stringtown, and according to the VDHR site form, is marked by one 
tombstone and a series of depressions in rows and columns.  The poor farm used the 
cemetery between 1848 and 1958.  The VDHR site form does not contain a 
recommendation, and a report is not on file.  Nearby is site 44WY0213, the site of the 
Wythe County Poor Farm itself.  According to the VDHR site from, this consists of a 
complex of extant buildings, structural foundations, former privy locations, and intact 
stratified cultural strata.  There is no report on file for the farm site, and no 
recommendations are included on the site form.   

 
 Review of the postcontact sites in the study area suggests that sites of all periods 
of settlement may be encountered within the CBAs.   Some may, despite twentieth-
century growth in the Wytheville area, retain intact strata or features, as was found for the 
eighteenth- to twentieth-century Fort Chiswell site (VDHR# 098-0026) and the 
Antebellum period Johnson House ruins (44WY0053).  The NRHP boundary for the Fort 
Chiswell site lies immediately adjacent to CBA 7 and is crossed by CBA 10.  Given the 
proximity of the APEs to an area of known early settlement, the potential for early 
settlement sites must be considered high.  Two later eighteenth-century architectural 
resources are known within the current CBAs: the Keesling Log House (VDHR# 098-
5051) and Locust Hill (VDHR# 098-5129).  These may have associated archaeological 
components.  The potential for sites from subsequent settlement of the area is also high.  
Potential site types include domestic sites as well as sites of industry.  Sites of Civil War 
military activity, however, are unlikely given the lack of a major battle site in the study 
and the limited extent of troop activity in the area between Wytheville and Fort Chiswell.  
Union forces moved through the area on horseback, camping for a night or two.  There 
was one documented camp site along the Virignia and Tennessee Railroad about three 
miles east of Wytheville.  However, this was likely north of the current CBAs.  
Confederate forces may have established a short-term camp in the Fort Chiswell area in 
the vicinity of the current CBAs.  However, the likelihood of a site related to a brief 
encampment is low.    
 
 The potential for postcontact site types that would affect decision making is low.  
The early settlement sites, though potentially significant, would not necessarily be 
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unusually complex to excavate and would be unlikely to merit preservation-in-place as 
sites.  Examples of postcontact site types that might affect decision making include Civil 
War battlefields or intact industrial sites with extant facilites (e.g., an early forge or 
furnace) meriting preservation in place.  As these sites types are either unlikely in the 
CBAs or unlikely to retain significant above-ground features (see sites 44WY0044, 
44WY0094 and 44WY0163), the low potential rating for postcontact sites that would 
affect decision making is appropriate.     
 
Summary of Potential  
 
 Table 3 presents the potential for sites from different time periods in each of the 
CBAs.  The results are based on consideration of the previously recorded sites and 
structures in the study area, settlement patterns discussed for each period, historic 
background research, and the terrain crossed by the alternatives.  It should be noted that 
the CBAs cross a variety of habitable landforms including terraces and floodplains 
associated with Reed Creek and its tributaries.  Previously recorded site types in the study 
area include Archaic lithic scatters; multicomponent sites with Woodland material and 
evidence for Early, Middle, or Late Archaic occupations; possible Woodland village 
sites; Woodland village sites with reported human burials; multicomponent historic sites 
with eighteenth, and/or nineteenth and twentieth-century domestic components; and sites 
of  nineteenth-century industry.  Paleoindian sites have not been recorded in the study 
area, but are known in the adjacent region.  An understanding of previous research and 
the nature of the terrain covered by the CBAs suggests that additional sites from all major 
time periods have at least some potential of being encountered in unsurveyed areas. 
 
 
Table 3:  Potential for Encountering Sites from Specific Time Periods in CBAs 7 and 10.  
CBA Paleoindian 

Period 
Archaic  
Period 

Woodland 
Period 

Postcontact 
Period 

7 low to moderate high high high 
10 low to moderate high high high 
 
  
 The terraces and floodplains of Reed Creek are particularly significant as they 
may contain large Woodland period village sites with potential for human burials.  
Archaic components may be encountered on these landforms, but may also be 
encountered on upland landforms near smaller tributaries.  Archaic sites would be 
unlikely to affect project decision making or involve costly and time consuming  
excavation, except that some sites with Archaic components also contain Woodland 
components that may represent villages with extensive features and associated human 
burials.   
 
 Both CBAs cross Reed Creek.  One possible village site with Late Woodland 
and/or Protohistoric components is already known on a Reed Creek terrace in the APE 
for CBA 7 (also immediately adjacent to CBA 10).  The site, 44WY0239, has not been 
evaluated.    
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 Sites of all periods of historic settlement may be encountered, and early 
settlement locations are known within the CBAs.   The NRHP boundary for the 
eighteenth- to twentieth-century Fort Chiswell site (VDHR # 098-0026) lies immediately 
adjacent to CBA 7 and is crossed by CBA 10.  Two later eighteenth-century architectural 
resources are known within the current CBAs:  the Keesling Log House (VDHR# 098-
5051) and Locust Hill (VDHR# 098-5129).  These may have associated archaeological 
components and have been recommended as potentially eligible for the NRHP for 
architecture (Stewart et al. 2008).   An early site may also be associated with the 1839 
Fort Chiswell Manor (VDHR# 098-0005), which has NRHP boundaries crossed by CBA 
10.   The ca. 1850 John Allen Toll House (VDHR# 139-5063), within CBA 10, may also 
have an associated archaeological component.  Historic maps and records indicate that 
additional sites of dwellings, and possibly a church, may be present within the CBAs.   
 
 Potentially significant sites of all periods may be encountered within the project 
area, but the only expected intact site type that would have substantial impacts on project 
decision making would be the Woodland or Protohistoric village if it included complex 
features and human burials.  Such a site could require either avoidance or complex and 
costly excavation including identification and removal of all human remains.  Other site 
types that might affect decision making, such as a Civil War battlefield, are unlikely.  
Sites such as the Fort Chiswell site (VDHR# 098-0026), though significant, would not 
necessarily involve avoidance or extraordinarily complex excavation efforts.     
 
 
 



ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL BY  
CANDIDATE BUILD ALTERNATIVE 

 
Introduction 
  
 Four previous archaeological surveys have involved small areas within the CBAs 
under consideration in this assessment.  The other previous investigations within the 
current CBAs were the excavations at the Fort Chiswell site (VDHR# 098-0026), all of 
which occurred within the current NRHP boundaries (Cleland and Funk 1975; Funk 
1976; Hazzard and McCartney 1976).  Figure 8 indicates those areas in CBAs 7 and 10 
that have been previously surveyed.  The earliest archaeological survey was conducted by 
Jones (1987) for the replacement of the bridge over Reed Creek at Route 649.  This 
survey covered a small area, involving only 800 ft for the bridge approaches.  One new 
site recorded during the project, 44WY0115, is within CBA 7.  Another survey involved 
a new alignment for the proposed Lithia Road project (Pullins 2000) near the western 
terminus of CBA 7.  No sites were recorded in CBA 7 during this project.  CCR 
conducted a survey for the proposed Fort Chiswell waterline extension for the Progress 
Park industrial park (Baicy et al. 2005).  This survey crossed Reed Creek and paralleled 
the existing I-77/I-81 alignment in the vicinity of Kent.  No sites were recorded during 
the project, and much of the area along the existing interstate in CBA 10 was disturbed.  
A series of surveys for the Patriot Extension Natural Gas Pipeline (O’Neal 2004) 
involved several narrow corridors crossing the current CBAs near the eastern project 
terminus.  This survey resulted in the recording of 44WY0239, which is within CBA 7.    
      
 A total of three previously recorded archaeological sites are located within the 
CBAs (Table 4; see Figure 8).  Site 44WY0115 has a Native American component with 
indeterminate Woodland period ceramics and a historic component described as a 
nineteenth- to twentieth-century artifact scatter.  The site is located along Reed Creek 
within CBA 7.  Jones (1987) reported that the entire site was disturbed from flooding and 
erosion.  The site was recommended as not eligible for the NRHP, but the current VDHR 
site form contains no information on NRHP eligibility.   
 
 Site 44WY0239, which is located in the APE for CBA 7 and is immediately 
adjacent to CBA 10, is a possible village site and may contain Woodland and 
Protohistoric period components.  The site is situated on a cultivated terrace above a 
broad Reed Creek floodplain area and has dimensions of approximately 125 x 100 m.  
The site also contains an indeterminate Archaic component.  Survey-level investigations 
at the site (O’Neal 2004) resulted in recovery of Dan River Plain and Net/Knot 
Roughened ceramics, a Yadkin projectile point, a Pee Dee projectile point, a Clarksville 
projectile point, an Archaic point blade, and lithic debitage.  The Dan River ceramics 
suggest occupation of the site during the Late Woodland and/or Protohistoric periods.  A 
high density of artifacts was documented, especially at the transition between the plow 
zone and the subsoil.  This suggested potential for undisturbed features below the plow 
zone, and the site was recommended as eligible for the NRHP.   The current site 
information is insufficient to estimate the potential for human burials, but review of the  
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Figure 8:  Locations of CBAs 7 and 10, Previously Surveyed Areas, Previously Recorded Archaeological Sites in the CBAs, and Previously Recorded Architectural Resources Discussed in the Text.   
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Table 4:  Summary of Previously Recorded Resources in CBAs 7 and 10 Including 
Archaeological Sites, Cemeteries, and Architectural Resources with Possible Significant 
Archaeological Components.  
Site/ 
Resource 
 # 

Description Previous 
Recommendation 
or NRHP Status 

Reference CBA 

44WY0115 Native American: lithic scatter;  
Historic: Nineteenth to Twentieth century, 
artifact scatter 

No Further Work Jones (1987) 7 

44WY0239 Native American: Archaic, Woodland, and 
Protohistoric period, camp/village 

Recommended 
Eligible 

O’Neal (2004) 7,  
adjacent to 10 

098-0026 
(includes 
44WY0019, 
44WY0045) 

Native American: Middle Archaic period, 
lithic scatter; possible Woodland period 
lithic scatter;  
Historic: Eighteenth to Twentieth century 
occupations 

Listed on NRHP and 
Virginia Landmarks 
Register 

McCartney 
(1976); 
VDHR (2008) 

10,  
adjacent to 7 

098-0005 Historic: Fort Chiswell Manor, 1839; 
possible archaeological component 

Architecture Listed on 
NRHP and Virginia 
Landmarks Register; 
site not yet defined   

Stewart et al. 
(2008) 

10 

098-0022 Historic: McGavock Cemetery, 1812 Listed on NRHP Stewart et al. 
(2008) 

10 

098-5051 Historic: Keesling Log House ca. 1790; 
possible archaeological component 

Architecture 
Potentially Eligible; 
site not yet defined 

Stewart et al. 
(2008) 

7 

098-5129 Historic: Locust Hill House/Farm, ca. 1784; 
possible archaeological component 

Architecture 
Potentially Eligible; 
site not yet defined 

Stewart et al. 
(2008) 

7, 10 

139-5063 Historic: John Allen Toll House, ca. 1850; 
possible archaeological component 

Architecture Not 
Eligible Due to 
Alterations; site not 
yet defined 

Stewart et al. 
(2008) 

10 

 
 
study area indicates that five previously recorded sites have been described as possible 
Woodland village sites with human burials.  These occur on broad floodplains or terraces 
of Reed Creek.  Human burials within village areas is a documented aspect of Late 
Woodland settlement patterns in southwestern Virginia (Boyd and Boyd 1992).     
 
 The Fort Chiswell site, which is on the NRHP and Virginia Landmarks Register 
(VDHR #098-0026; VDHR 2008), has an NRHP boundary crossed by CBA 10 and lying 
immediately adjacent to CBA 7.  This site was recorded and investigated in the 1970s.  
Salvage excavations were conducted prior to construction of the current Exit 81 highway 
ramp (Cleland and Funk 1975; Funk 1976; Hazzard and McCartney 1976).  Native 
American (Middle Archaic and possible Woodland) and eighteenth- to twentieth-century 
components were documented.  Fort Chiswell was historically significant as a mid-
eighteenth-century frontier outpost that became a trading post and eventually a center of 
commerce (Hazzard and McCartney 1976).  The remains of at least one other structure 
outside of the salvage project right-of-way were evident during the salvage work, and it is 
expected that other structures associated with later eighteenth-century occupations are 
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present within unexcavated portions of the site (McCartney 1976).  Hazzard and 
McCartney (1976) noted the presence of stone foundation remnants just north of the 
current right-of-way, possibly the remains of an original springhouse.  The springhouse 
area, which is shown in Figure 7, would fall within the current APE for CBA 10.   
 

Table 4 includes four previously recorded architectural resources in the current 
CBAs that are notable for their potential to have significant archaeological components.    
Information on these resources appears in the CCR architectural survey report covering 
the current project’s existing alignment (Stewart et al. 2008).  Two eighteenth-century 
dwellings, the Keesling Log House (VDHR# 098-5051) and Locust Hill House/Farm 
(VDHR# 098-5129) are located in CBA 7.  The latter is also in CBA 10.  The NRHP 
boundary of the 1839 Fort Chiswell Manor (VDHR# 098-0005) is crossed by CBA 10.  
Finally, the ca. 1850 John Allen Toll House (VDHR# 139-5063) lies within CBA 10 
along Reed Creek.     

 
Table 4 also lists a previously recorded cemetery, the McGavock Cemetery 

(VDHR# 098-0022).  This NRHP-listed cemetery has a boundary crossed by CBA 10. 
This is the only previously recorded cemetery within the two CBAs, and no additional 
cemeteries are shown in the CBA areas on current topographic maps or historic maps.  
 
 The review of previous research indicates that while sites from any of the 
precontact and postcontact periods could be recorded during systematic archaeological 
survey of the CBAs, only one of the anticipated site categories within these periods 
would have potential for extraordinarily costly excavation or preservation in place.  The 
category, based on review of previously recorded sites and site distribution data, is 
Woodland or Protohistoric villages with potential for complex features and human 
burials.  The potential for sites related to Civil War activity or sites of early industry 
(such as millworks or furnaces) that might merit preservation in place was also 
considered.  However, these site types are either unlikely in the APEs for the CBAs or are 
unlikely to be preserved.   Important sites of early colonial and postcolonial settlement 
may be present, but such sites are unlikely to require extraordinarily complex excavation 
or in-place preservation.  One cemetery has been previously recorded in the current 
CBAs.  Additional historic cemeteries may be recorded, but it is unlikely that any large 
historic cemeteries that would affect decision making will be encountered since none are 
indicated in the APEs on the current USGS quadrangles.  
 
 Although the two CBAs cross similar terrain, and each involves crossings of 
floodplains associated with Reed Creek, the built environment is different, with CBA 7 
following a new alignment and CBA 10 covering areas adjacent to the existing I-77/I-81 
alignment.  Areas within CBA 10 involve some disturbance from frontage roads and 
commercial structures alongside the existing interstate.  The following sections compare 
the areas covered by the CBAs with respect to size, type of terrain present, and 
disturbance.  The assessment of potential for sites in each that would affect decision 
making is then presented.  
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Candidate Build Alternative 7 
  
 CBA 7 is approximately 10 miles in length, and the APE for the 500-foot-wide 
corridor covers a total area of 625.36 acres (Table 5).  This CBA follows a new 
alignment, except where the eastern and western ends taper into existing interstate areas.  
Only a small portion of the CBA 7 APE, less than 10 percent, can be characterized as 
disturbed based on mapping of the Udorthents-Urban Land complex in Gall and 
Edmonds (1992).  Inspection of recent aerial images provided by VHB indicates that 
there is little additional disturbance that is not reflected in the Udorthents-Urban Land 
mapping.  The overall character of land within the APE is rural.  Only a small portion of 
CBA 7 has been previously surveyed for archaeological sites (3.09 acres), as is the case 
for CBA 10.   
 
 The previously recorded sites within this CBA include 44WY0115, the Native 
American and nineteenth to twentieth-century artifact scatter and 44WY0239, the 
possible Late Woodland or Protohistoric period village site with an indeterminate 
Archaic component.  VDHR# 098-0026, the NRHP-listed Fort Chiswell site, is 
immediately adjacent to CBA 7.  All three sites are located in close proximity to Reed 
Creek, with 44WY0239 on a broad, moderately well-drained terrace within one of the 
creek’s bends.  Site 44WY0239 appeared to have potential for intact features below a 
plow zone (O’Neal 2004), and as a possible Late Woodland to Protohistoric village site 
might include human burials as a feature type.  Late eighteenth-century historic 
components may be encountered at the Keesling Log House (VDHR# 098-5051) and 
Locust Hill House/Farm (VDHR# 098-5129) architectural resources.  
 
 In general, researchers expect to locate precontact and historic habitation sites in 
close proximity to a source of water, in areas of adequately drained soils, and on terrain 
that is not excessively sloped.  Many other site types are likely to occur in similar terrain. 
Water sources are frequent along CBA 7 where it crosses drainage heads, small 
tributaries, or Reed Creek.  More than 85 percent of the soils covered by the CBA 7 APE 
are characterized as well drained or moderately well drained (see Table 5).  Excessively 
sloped areas are present within the APE, but there are also many areas with habitable 
floodplains, terraces, terrace toes, ridgetops, and gentle side slopes.  Portions of the 
western end of the APE cover broad upland ridge areas.   Given this alternative’s 
characteristics, and taking account the results of the assessment of site potential by 
period, the potential to record additional precontact and postcontact sites appears high.      
  
 The potential for Woodland or Protohistoric period village sites that may include 
complex features and human burials is high for CBA 7.  First, a possible Late Woodland 
to Protohistoric village site, 44WY0239, has already been recorded within the APE on a 
terrace of Reed Creek.  This site was recommended as eligible for the NRHP based on 
survey-level data, and while there is no specific information on the likelihood of human 
burials, our current understanding of Late Woodland mortuary patterns suggests that the 
potential exists.  Second, CBA 7 includes seven crossings of Reed Creek in areas with 
well-drained or moderately well-drained floodplain or terrace soils that are similar to the 
soils underlying 44WY0239.  The well-drained and moderately well-drained soils, as 
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Table 5:  Characteristics of CBAs 7 and 10 and Potential for Sites Affecting Decision 
Making.  

C
B

A
 

Total 
Corridor 
Length 
(miles) 

Total 
Area of 
APE  
(acres) 

Total 
Disturbed 
Land*  
(acres) 

Well-
Drained  
and  
Moderately 
Well-
Drained 
Soils (acres) 

# of 
Crossings 
of Reed 
Creek 

Reed Creek 
Floodplain or 
Terrace 
Areas with  
Well-Drained 
or 
Moderately 
Well-Drained 
Soils 

Potential for 
Woodland or 
Protohistoric 
Villages That 
May Include 
Complex 
Features and 
Human 
Burials 

 
 7 10.02 625.36 60.68 537.26 7 67.48 high 

 
10 11.45 687.68 175.15 473.47 3 27.72 moderate 

* acreage of disturbed land is based on acreage of Udorthents-Urban land complex (areas covered by cut 
and fill areas, highways, streets, parking lots, and structures), as described in Gall and Edmonds (1992) 
 
 
mapped in the county soil survey (Gall and Edmonds 1992), constitute a total area of 
67.48 acres (see Table 5).  Some of the areas with these soils are extensive and might 
accommodate a large village site.  For example, one area within a large bend of Reed 
Creek involves more than 20 contiguous acres of moderately well-drained and well 
drained soils (Guillon loam, 0-3 percent slopes, occasionally flooded; Nomberville silt 
loam, 0-3 percent slopes, occasionally flooded; Pagebrook silt loam 0-3 percent slopes, 
rarely flooded; and Botetourt silt loam, 2-7 slopes) and appears to have limited 
disturbance from cultivation.  The other Reed Creek crossings, though involving smaller 
areas of well-drained and moderately well-drained soils, also appear to have limited 
disturbance.   
  
Candidate Build Alternative 10 
 
 CBA 10 is nearly 12 miles in length, and the APE for the 500-foot-wide corridor 
(comprised of two 250-foot-wide corridors on either side of the existing interstate 
pavement corridor) covers a total area of 687.68 acres (see Table 5).  This CBA follows 
the existing alignment of the I-77/I-81overlap and the Exit 81 interchange ramp.  Portions 
of the APE are disturbed by frontage roads and commercial development along the 
interstate route.  Approximately 25 percent of CBA 10 can be characterized as disturbed 
based on mapping of the Udorthents-Urban Land complex in Gall and Edmonds (1992).  
Inspection of recent aerial images provided by VHB suggests that there is some 
additional disturbance from commercial structures and parking areas that is not reflected 
in the Udorthents-Urban Land mapping.  The overall character of land within the APE is 
mixed, with both rural land and commercial zones.  Only a small portion of CBA 10 has 
been previously surveyed for archaeological sites (5.02 acres excluding the area of the 
Fort Chiswell site excavations).   
 
 The previously recorded sites within and adjacent to this CBA include 
44WY0239, the possible Late Woodland or Protohistoric period village site with an 
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indeterminate Archaic component and VDHR# 098-0026, the Fort Chiswell site.  Both 
are located in close proximity to Reed Creek, with 44WY0239 on a well-drained terrace 
immediately adjacent to the CBA 10 APE and the Fort Chiswell site NRHP boundaries 
crossed by the APE.   A late eighteenth-century historic component may be encountered 
at the Locust Hill House/Farm (VDHR# 098-5129) architectural resource, and mid-
nineteenth-century components may be encountered in association with the John Allen 
Toll House (VDHR# 139-5063) and the NRHP-listed Fort Chiswell Manor (VDHR# 
098-0005).  The NRHP boundaries for the Fort Chiswell Manor and one cemetery, the 
McGavock Cemetery (VDHR# 098-0022), are crossed by the CBA 10 APE. 
 
 Approximately 69 percent of the soils covered by the APE for CBA 10 are 
characterized as well drained or moderately well drained (see Table 5).  Excessively 
sloped areas are present within the APE, but there are also some areas with habitable 
floodplains, terraces, terrace toes, and gentle side slopes.  Portions of the western end of 
the APE cover broader upland landforms.  Given this alternative’s characteristics, and 
taking account the results of the assessment of site potential by period, the potential to 
record additional precontact and postcontact sites appears high.  As this CBA follows the 
approximate route of the historic Southwestern Virginia Turnpike, built in the mid-
nineteenth century, there is greater potential for postcontact sites than along the route of 
CBA 7.   Mapping from the Civil War era shows a number of structures along the 
Turnpike’s route.  Earlier records from the Southwestern Turnpike company include 
information on structures present along the Turnpike route prior to its construction and 
structures built as part of the Turnpike (e.g., bridges and the John Allen Toll House).   
 
 The potential for Woodland or Protohistoric period village sites that may include 
complex features and human burials is moderate for CBA 10.  Site 44WY0239, the 
possible Late Woodland to Protohistoric village site with potential for human burials, is 
immediately adjacent to the APE on a terrace of Reed Creek.  The APE for CBA 10 skirts 
this terrace along somewhat sloping terrain, effectively avoiding the main site area as 
currently mapped from survey-level data in O’Neal (2004).  CBA 10 crosses Reed Creek 
just to the east of this site and includes two other crossings with well-drained or 
moderately well-drained floodplain or terrace soils.  The total area of such soils is 27.72 
acres (see Table 5).  Areas with these soils are more extensive at the westernmost 
crossing in the vicinity of Kent, and might accommodate a large village site.  The other 
areas, however, involve narrower floodplains or terraces.  Disturbance that would 
diminish the potential for sites at the Reed Creek crossings is not apparent from the 
project aerial mapping.     
 
 



SUMMARY 
 

 The review of previous research indicates that while sites from any of the 
precontact and postcontact periods could be recorded during systematic archaeological 
survey of the CBAs (Table 6), only one of the anticipated categories of intact sites from 
these periods would have potential for extraordinarily costly excavation or preservation 
in place.  The category, based on review of previously recorded sites and site distribution 
data, is Woodland or Protohistoric villages with potential for complex features and 
human burials.  Other types of important precontact sites may be encountered, and 
important sites of early colonial and postcolonial settlement may be present.  However, 
most of these sites would be unlikely to require extraordinarily complex excavation or in-
place preservation.  The NRHP and Virginia Landmarks Register Fort Chiswell site 
(VDHR# 098-0026) is a notable example of an important previously recorded postcontact 
site.  Its NRHP boundary is crossed by the APE for CBA 10 and is immediately adjacent 
to CBA 7.  Salvage excavations have already been conducted for a portion of the site; 
these were conducted in the 1970s in advance of the construction of the Exit 81 interstate 
ramp.  
 
 
Table 6:  Summary of Archaeological Potential by CBA 

Potential for Sites By Period 

 C
B

A
 

Total Area 
Previously 
Surveyed 
(acres)* 

Total Area 
of Disturbed 
Land with 
Little or No 
Site 
Potential 
(acres)** Pa
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Potential for Sites Affecting 
Decision Making:  
Woodland or Protohistoric 
Villages That May Include 
Complex Features and 
Human Burials 

 
 7 3.09 60.68 

low to 
moderate high high high high 

 
10 5.02 175.15 

low to 
moderate high high high moderate 

*excludes excavated areas within the NRHP boundaries of the Fort Chiswell site (VDHR# 098-0026) 
** acreage of disturbed land is based on acreage of Udorthents-Urban land complex (areas covered by cut 
and fill areas, highways, streets, parking lots, and structures), as described in Gall and Edmonds (1992) 
 
 
 The two CBAs cross similar terrain, and each involves crossings of floodplains 
associated with Reed Creek.  This suggests similar potential for site discovery, especially 
since neither has areas with extensive previous archaeological surveys (see Table 6). The 
built environment of each CBA is different, however, with CBA 7 following a new 
alignment and CBA 10 covering areas adjacent to the existing I-77/I-81 alignment that 
involve some disturbance from frontage roads and commercial structures.  Given this, the 
total disturbed area within CBA 10 is significantly greater than in CBA 7 (see Table 6).  
Approximately 175.15 acres (25.47 percent of the total area) within CBA 10 appear to be 
disturbed.   Approximately 60.68 acres (9.70 percent of the total area) within CBA 7 
appear to be disturbed.  The extent of disturbance in CBA 10 diminishes, to some extent, 
the potential for sites.  However, key areas of site potential such as crossings of Reed 
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Creek with well-drained or moderately well-drained floodplain or terrace soils do not 
appear to be entirely disturbed.   
 
 The potential for sites affecting decision making, which would involve Woodland 
or Protohistoric Period villages that may include complex features and human burials, is 
related to the presence of Reed Creek crossings with floodplain or terrace areas 
comprised of well-drained or moderately well-drained soils.  Such areas are present in 
both CBAs, but are more numerous and extensive in CBA 7.  One previously recorded 
site within CBA7 and adjacent to CBA 10, 44WY0239, is a possible village site that may 
contain Woodland and Protohistoric period components.  The site is situated on a 
cultivated terrace above a broad Reed Creek floodplain in an area of moderately well-
drained soils.  The current survey-level site information in O’Neal (2004) is insufficient 
to estimate the potential for human burials, but review of the study area indicates that five 
previously recorded sites have been described as possible Woodland village sites with 
human burials.  These occur on broad floodplains or terraces of Reed Creek.  Human 
burials within village areas is a documented aspect of Late Woodland settlement patterns 
in southwestern Virginia (Boyd and Boyd 1992).  Given the presence of 44WY0239 in 
CBA 7 and the extent of additional well-drained and moderately well-drained floodplain 
and terrace areas in CBA 7, the potential for sites affecting decision making is ranked 
high.  For CBA 10, the potential is only moderate.  CBA 10 skirts the landform with 
44WY0239 and has fewer well-drained or moderately well-drained floodplain or terrace 
areas.         
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