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Errata: An Overview and Assessment of Prehistoric Archeological
Resources within Yukon-Charley Rivers National Preserve, Alaska.

The captions were omitted from figures 7, 8 and 9 (pages 142, 143
and 144). The captions should read as follows:

Figure 7. Examples of Core and Blade Technology: 1. Wedge-
shaped microblade core from EAG-167; 2. Microblade core from
CHR-077; 3. (bottom center, identifying number was also omitted)
Microblade from CHR-077; 4. Blade-like flake from CHR-074.

Figure 8. Notched and Stemmed Bifaces: 1. Northern archaic
notched point from CHR-077; 2. Notched point base from CHR-074;
3. "Fish-Tail" shaped projectile point from CHR-074.

Figure 9. Top Row: Bifaces from CHR-077 (left and center) and
CHR-074 (right); Bottom Row: Lanceolate biface/biface base from
CHR-077.



ABSTRACT

This overview and assessment addresses the prehistoric
archeological resources located within Yukon-Charley Rivers
National Preserve. It is intended to provide a review of the
Preserve's known archeological resources and a framework for
interpreting those resources for general management and planning
needs. Information has been included for 89 archeological sites,
most of which were recorded during six reconnaissance level
surveys of the Preserve. The sites range from small, upland
surface lithic deposits to protohistoric Han Athapaskan
settlements along the Yukon River. Discussion has been given to
the Han ethnographic pattern, ethnographic analogy, regional
chronology, forms of survey bias, archeological significance and
contexts for future research. Extensive recommendations have
been made concerning such topics as research designs, future
surveys, data recording, historical archeology and site specific

investigations.
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OVERVIEW



INTRODUCTION

Yukon-Charley Rivers National Preserve constitutes a vast natural
area in east-central Alaska bordering the Yukon River and Canada
(Figures 1 and 2). Originally designated a National Monument,
the area became part of the National Park system through
presidential proclamation in 1978. Eventually the area was
designated a National Preserve through the Alaska National

Interest Lands Act (ANILCA) of 1980.

Concern for the prehistory of Yukon Charley is indicated by its
inclusion as a major management consideration in the original
legislative outline:

The preserve shall be managed for the following
purposes, among others: To maintain the environmental
integrity of the entire Charley River basin, including
streams, lakes and other natural features, in its
undeveloped natural condition for public benefit and
scientific study; to protect habitat for, and
populations of, fish and wildlife, including but not
limited to the Peregrin falcons and other raptorial
birds, caribou, moose, Dall sheep, grizzly bears, and
wolves; and in a manner consistent with the foregoing,
to protect and interpret historical sites and events
associated with the gold rush on the Yukon River and
the geological and paleontological history and cultural
prehistory of the area [ANILCA Title II, Section
201:10].

This overview and assessment is intended to provide information
upon which the Preserve will base a Resource Management Plan

(RMP). As a generalized management document, the overview has

foregone detailed discussion of specific sites in favor of
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providing a broad context for interpreting the prehistory of the
Preserve. This particular overview will focus on the prehistoric
and protohistoric archeological resources of the Preserve.
Historical and ethnohistorical resources have been included only
to the extent they are relevant to the prehistoric and
protohistoric periods. Similarly, background information,
including description of the physical environment, will be
provided only where specifically relevant to archeology.
As stated in NPS-28 (Release No. 3, 1985), the Cultural Resource
Guideline for the National Park Service (U.S. Department of the
Interior 1985), an archeological overview and assessment
describes and assesses the known and potential archeological
resources in an area. The overview reviews and summarizes the
data base, the assessment evaluates it, and the completed
document enables the manager to plan future studies and actions.
Within these guidelines, this review will provide the following:

1. Present a review of the known and potential

prehistoric archeological resources of the Preserve.

2. Provide a context for understanding and evaluating

these resources that is based on existing, regionally

applicable research.

3. Provide a professional assessment of the resources

with respect to their scientific and interpretive

potential.

4. Provide management guidelines that enable the

Preserve staff to make general management decisions and
to plan and evaluate future research.



Previous Archeological Research

To date, the archeological research conducted in Yukon Charley
National Preserve has been overwhelmingly survey oriented with
very little excavation or other attempts at data recovery.
Further, most of the surveys have been preliminary or conducted
at the reconnaissance level which, according to the provisions
set forth in the Secretary of the Interior's Standards and
Guidelines concerning archeology and historic preservation, are
often useful in gathering data to refine a developed historical
(or in this case, prehistoric) context. 1In this respect, a
reconnaissance level survey is often used to "...allow the
formulation of estimates of the necessity, type and cost of
further identification work and the setting of priorities for the
individual tasks involved" (Federal Register, Volume 48, No.190,
1983). In most cases, areas surveyed on this basis will require
resurvey as additional, more detailed information is needed about

specific properties.

The two earliest archeological surveys conducted within Yukon-
Charley predated the establishment of the Preserve. Between 1963
and 1964 Frederick H. West conducted an archeological
investigation of the massive proposed Rampart Dam Impoundment
Area (West 1965). Much of the Yukon River was surveyed by boat,

including the area between the downstream boundary of the
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Preserve and the mouth of the Nation River. This survey also
included limited investigation of the extreme lower Kandik River
which West stated was also known as the Charley River (West
1965:7). It has since been reported that the survey included the
lower Charley River (Bowers and Hoch 1978:15), but examination of
West's survey map indicates that he apparently was referring to
the Kandik, located directly across the Yukon and known less
commonly as Charley Creek (West 1965: Map No. 1, USGS Charley
River Quad. B-3). Although the survey was successful in locating
and documenting 14 archeological and historic sites, none were
located within the Preserve. The most significant of these was
the Twelve Mile Bluff site located north of the Preserve
boundary, on a bluff above the Yukon. On the basis of subsurface
testing, the site is thought to date to 5,000 BP (West 1965:102-

112).

In 1974, a very limited archeological survey focused on the lower
40 miles of the Charley River also failed to locate archeological
sites within the proposed Preserve (Hall 1976). This survey was
conducted by boat and involved cursory inspection of the river
banks and mouth of the lower Charley River as well as the mouths
of the Kandik, Nation and Tatonduk Rivers (Hall 1976:331). The
survey particularly sought to locate the ethnographically
recorded settlement of Charley Village, reported to have occupied
the mouth of either the Charley River or the Kandik River (Hall

1976:330; Schwatka 1885:262, Stuck 1917:82). No evidence of the

11



village was found.

In 1976, a limited archeological survey with subsurface testing
was conducted along the Copper Creek drainage from its headwaters
to its confluence with the Charley River (Bowers and Hoch 1978).
The survey represented the first archeological investigation to
focus on an upland setting in the Preserve. The project research
design was based on an "ecological theoretical framework" (Bowers
and Hoch 1978:3). The Copper Creek drainage was selected for
survey as an environmental unit that contains representatives of
",..nearly every ecosystem known within the Yukon Charley area"
(Bowers and Hoch 1978:6). Thus the survey transect, while not
formally stratified, attempted to provide a sample of ecosystems
within an environmentally diverse area. The survey was conducted
on foot and was restricted to the south side of Copper Creek.

The investigation resulted in the documentation of one historic
site and eleven prehistoric surface lithic deposits. All but one
of the prehistoric sites were located in the drainage headwaters,
representing a fairly high density of sites for most of interior

Alaska.

Craig Davis, a National Park Service archeologist, revisited the
Copper Creek area in 1981, confirming most of Bower's and Hoch's
observations. A three-day reconnaissance resulted in the
documentation of an additional 13 prehistoric surface lithic

deposits. A wedge-shaped core (Figure 7) and microblades were
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among the tools noted (NPS site files, Alaska Regional Office).

In 1982, a more extensive archeological survey initiated by the
National Park Service was conducted within the Preserve, in order
to provide information for the Preserve's General Management Plan
(Reynolds and Jordan 1983). The survey involved investigation of
several sections of the Yukon River corridor and the Charley
River, by boat and on foot, with subsurface testing where
possible. The survey research design was based on an ecological
theoretical framework (Reynolds and Jordan 1983:9) and
supplemented by a geoarcheological predictive model that was
designed for the survey (Thorson 1982). The survey did not
attempt to uniformly examine all possible environments within the
project area and identified several areas that were excluded,
including low lying boggy areas, areas deemed inaccessible and
areas that had been the focus of previous research. Twenty
prehistoric archeological sites were documentéd during the
survey, including Calico Ridge (EAG-172), a large, stratified

site located on a high bluff above the Yukon.

In 1985, an archeological survey intended as a complement to the
1982 Reynolds and Jordan survey was conducted along the Yukon
Corridor and the upper Seventymile River drainage (Alldritt
1985). The survey documented 40 prehistoric sites and five
historic sites. The survey results have been incorporated into

the assessment section of this overview. The research design
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described the project as a reconnaissance level survey with a
stated goal of "...locating and recording as many historic and
prehistoric sites as possible within the Preserve" (Alldritt
1985:18). To achieve this goal, the survey attempted to predict
site location on the basis of the known caribou exploitation
system, as specifically illustrated by communal subsistence
technology, operational sampling (judgmental selection of high
probability areas), knowledge of the Fortymile caribou herd, and
non-systematic sampling of varied environmental zones with the
exclusion of judgementally determined low probability areas,
including low-lying, steep or rugged terrain. Materials
suggestive of several time periods were recorded during the
survey (Alldritt 1985:19-29; NPS site files, Alaska Regional

Office).

One of the sites documented during the 1985 survey, CHR-028, was
extensively tested later that season; in an effort to locate site
boundaries and determine the least destructive placement of a
planned radio repeater installation. Evidence of a blade-core
technology was found at the site (NPS site files; NPS compliance

files, Alaska Regional Office).

During 1987 and again in 1988, National Park Service
archeologists visited and recorded an archeological site in the
upper Seventymile area that was originally reported to the

Preserve staff by USGS geologists Helen Foster and Terry Keith in
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1986. The site has been formally designated CHR-077 but is also
known as the Foster-Keith site. Flaked lithic material has been
identified along much of a two mile long ridge in what may

eventually be determined a district or dense cluster of separate
sites. Basic mapping and recording of the site has not yet been

conducted (NPS site files, Alaska Regional Office).

A 1986 Mining Cultural Resource Inventory program in the Preserve
included field investigation of several Yukon tributaries. The
survey was mainly successful in locating historic sites, but two
prehistoric archeological sites not associated with mining areas
were also documented. One of the sites is located just outside
the Preserve boundaries along upper Birch Creek (CHR-074), and
the other (CHR-076) is located along Eureka Creek (NPS site

files, Alaska Regional Office).

In addition to the above mentioned field investigations conducted
within the Preserve, archeological resources adjacent to the

Preserve have been discussed in the following research works.

Several researchers have made observations concerning the
archeological resources in the Fort Egbert/Eagle Historical
District area, located at the edge of the Preserve, adjacent to
the present day town of Eagle. Fort Egbert lies within the
Fortymile Resource area managed by the Department of the

Interior, Bureau of Land Management.
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An apparently undocumented survey conducted by William Irving in
1951 resulted in identification of a prehistoric archeological
site (EAG-070) that extends inland from the eroding riverbank in
front of the National Park Service headquarters in Eagle
(Shinkwin et al. 1978:20). This site has since been determined
to be of considerable size, although boundaries have not yet been
determined. Several other archeological sites in the area (EAG-
027, EAG-072, EAG-139, EAG-147, and EAG-202) may eventually be
determined to be portions of the same site. An intensive survey
of the site geared toward establishing site boundaries would be

beneficial.

A later, two-day investigation resulted in recommendations
concerning Fort Egbert's historic archeological potential
(Sprague 1975). More intensive investigations were conducted by
the Bureau of Land Management in 1977 and the subsequent report
on archeological and historic research at Fort Egbert discusses
10 prehistoric and protohistoric localities (Shinkwin et al.
1978:238), all of which post-date the 1,400 BP volcanic tephra

known to occur in the area (Workman 1974).

A cultural resource study of Doyon Native Corporation lands
(Andrews 1976, 1977) provides a compilation of historic and
archeological cultural sites as revealed to the author through

informant interviews. The Doyon Region represents a vast section
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of interior Alaska that roughly corresponds with the territory
occupied by Alaska's Athapaskan-speaking peoples. The study is
essentially an inventory with management recommendations and
includes information on the Fort Egbert and Eagle area discussed
above. During the course of her study, Andrews reported the
locations of several prehistoric or protohistoric native sites,
including EAG-139, a previously unrecorded site. EAG-139 was
partially excavated by a University of Alaska Fairbanks
archeology crew in 1976. The site, located along the left bank
of the Yukon between Eagle and Eagle Village, was determined to
be a Han settlement, probably a seasonal winter camp, dating to
the early European contact period. Investigations at the site
revealed eight house depressions representing Athapaskan skin

houses known as Niibaw Zhoo, for which the site was eventually

named (Andrews 1976, 1986, 1987). Several different spellings of

the site name have been used in print, including Niibeeo Zhoo and

Nibaeael Zhoo.

Also during 1976, another University of Alaska Fairbanks
archeology crew conducted excavations at the United States
Courthouse in Eagle, revealing a prehistoric component under the
historic material (EAG-027). The prehistoric component was not
assigned a separate site number and may eventually be determined
to be part of EAG-070, the site at the Preserve headquarters.
The prehistoric material at the courthouse overlaid White River

tephra, indicating that the site is less than 1,400 years old
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