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ABSTRACT

The Partridge Creek site (44AH193) represents the
remains of Late Woodland occupations on the
James River floodplain in the western Piedmont.
Overbank flooding of the James River in 1985
scoured the site’s surface, exposing 48 pitfeatures
that were systematically excavated under Perry
Tourtellotte’s (1990) direction. Temporal patterns
in ceramic style, lithic tool use, and feature
construction became apparent with the benefit of an
occupational chronology for the site based on eight
radiocarbon-dated features and an application of
Michael Klein’s (1994) absolute seriation method.

ii

Justine McKnight’s paleobotanical study of
Partridge Creek site material (Appendix) identified
domesticates in a substantial percentage of the
analyzed features. Maize, bean, and squash were
identified within a feature which returned a
radiocarbon date of 980 +/- 50 bp (uncalibrated),
the earliest dated context containing these three
domesticates in the region. The site generally
reflects the dynamic nature of Piedmont floodplain
settlement subsequent to the adoption of maize-
based horticulture and prior to the appearance of
large village communities in the region.
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1 Introduction

In 1985, high magnitude overbank flooding
of the James River scoured a 3,500 square meter
portion of the floodplain downstream of the
confluence of Partridge Creek and the James River.
The flooding not only stripped plow zone soils from
the area to uncover the previously unrecorded
Partridge Creek site (44AH193), but also removed
subsoil surrounding many of the pit features present
at the site. This process created a bizarre landscape
of cylindrical, tree stump-like features, several of
which protruded 20 - 40 centimeters above the
scoured ground surface (Figure 1). As outlined in
Perry Tourtellotte’s (1990) report, salvage
excavations involving Archeological Society of
Virginia volunteers, Virginia Research Center for
Archaeology (VRCA) staff, and Sweet Briar
College students identified the remains of 48 pit
features and midden deposits.

Despite the destructive flooding of the site

and the rather unorthodox means of its discovery,
the Partridge Creek site produced a critical data set
for understanding Late Woodland settlement on the
Piedmont floodplain. Ushered in by the sporadic
appearance of maize throughout the region, the Late
Woodland (A.D. 900 - 1500) represents a period of
rapid cultural transformation throughout the
Chesapeake. Despite the recent intensification of
archaeological analysis within the central Virginia
Piedmont (e.g., Hantman 1990; Klein 1994;
Dunham 1994; Gold 1998), important questions
remain concerning the culture and history of the
region that was home to the Monacans during the
Contact period. The Partridge Creek site offers
insights related to chronological changes in
Piedmont material culture, settlement structure, and
subsistence. The purpose of this report is to
establish a site chronology and to summarize
analyses of the artifacts, features, paleobotanical

Figure 1. Partridge Creek Site Following Flooding of the James River in 1985.
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Figure 2. Partridge Creek Site Location

remains, and faunal materials.

Located near Stapleton, Virginia, the
Partridge Creek site is in Amherst County along the
James River floodplain immediately east of
Partridge Creek’s confluence with the James
(Figure 2). The site is approximately 25 miles east
of the Blue Ridge and 30 miles north of the
Roanoke River. Features at the site were scattered

along the south (river) side of a floodplain levee
running northeast to southwest, parallel to the
course of the James (Figure 3). More intense
scouring of soils occurred on the north side of the
levee, resulting in nearly 1 meter of soil removed
from some areas (Tourtellotte 1990:1). To the
south, 10 - 15 centimeters of soil were removed
from the site surface.
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Figure 3. Partridge Creek Site Features.










































































































































































