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1. Name 

historic ELY MXlW MIAEOI1Y;ICAL SITE (44U12) 

andlor common ELY MOUND (Prefmed) (VHU 52-18) 

2. Location 
street & number r 

- - - 

X - not for ~ubHcatlon 

c~ty, town - - x vicinity of 

state Virginia code 51  county h e  code 
23 

3. Classification 
- 

Category Ownership 
- district - publlc 
- buildlng(s) prlvate - structure - both 
X site Public AcquisiUocr 
- object - in process 

- belng conaldered 

- - - - - - - 

status 
- occupled 
X unoccupbd 
w o r k  In progreso 
Acc~ssible 
X yes: restrlctd 
--_ yea: unrestricted 

- -  -- . - - - - 

P n u n t  Use 
_X_ agriculture - museum - commercial - park 
- educational - prlvate r e ~ l d c f ~  
- entertolnment - rellglous - government - clcientlflc 
- lndushlal - transporletlon 

N/A - no - mllltary - other: 

4. Owner of Property 
name Mr. S.C. Hobbs 

street & number N/A 

CRY, town Rose Ell - X vlclnlty of state Virginia 24281 

5. Location of Legal Description 
courthouse, registry of deeds, etc. Iee County Caurthause 

street & number N/A . . - 
clty, town Jonesdlle state Virginia 24263 

6. Representation in Existing Surveys 
Virginia Histaric Landnark Carmission 
tltl* Site Survey Form 44U12 has thls property been determined ellglble? - yes - x no 

data July 1963 - federal X state - county - local 

depository tor rurvey records P . 0 . BOX 368 

clty, town Y o r k t m  sbtCVirginia 23690 



'I. ~ e s c r i ~ t i o n  

Condition Check one Check one 
3L excellent - deteriorated 2 unaltered 2- miglnal slte 
- good - ruins - altered - moved date a- 
- fair & unexposed 

Describe the prosant and original (if known) physical appoaranc. 

The Ely Mound Archaeological S i te  
It dates to  the Late Woodland/Mississippian Period (ca. AD 

800 to AD 1750). Approximately one-sixth of the mxlnd was excavated in the 1870s by the 
late h i e n  Carr , Assistant Curator of the Peabody Museum of Archaeolw and Ethnology, 
Harvard University. Since then, no further excamtion has occurred. Recent inspections 
of the s i t e  by archaeologists fran the Virginia Historic Landmarks Carmission's Research 
Center for Archaeology indicate that the m d  and associated occupation areas are in 
excellent state of preservation. 

-1CAL ANALYSIS 

clover. barn has been colnsfited to the north of- the mud. 

In the early 1870s the mud was tested by Lucien Carr , Assistant Curator of the 
Peabody Muem of Archaeology and E h l o g y  a t  Harvard University, dm narned it after 
its owner, b b e r t  Ely . Carr , in a report written in 1877, described the urnmd, &ich 
had been in cultivation for many years, as a "truncated wal . .  .about three W e d  feet 
in circunference a t  the base, and nineteen feet in height, as measured in the excavation 
or shaft, sunk through the centre. Ch the top there was a level space, oval in shape, 
the diameters being respectively about: fifteen and forty feet. A t  a distance of eight 
to ten feet fran the brow of the mud, on the slope, rhere were f d ,  'buried in the 
earth, the decaying stunps of a series of cedar posts which I was informed by Mr. Ely 
a t  one time canpletely encircled it" (Carr , 1877: 75) . Fran the posts Carr surmised 
"that the sunnit of the maund had a t  o m  the been occupied by scrne sort of a building- 
possibly a rotunda or council chamber" (Can, 1877 : 76) . 

According to Carr's report, his test- of the Ely Nnmd consisted of sinking a shaft, 
6' x 4 ' ,  fran the center to the circumference. k graves were encountered during the 
f i r s t  day of excavation. Grave rnrnber me, ten feet deep in the m e a l  shaft, contained 
the ranains of two children. Associated with the chil&en were a black bear canine 
tooth, mo quarts of shell beads of various sizes and shapes, two shell ear pw, and a 
shell gorget with a weeping eye m t i f .  Grave number mo, 'six feet deep in the side 
trench, held the remains of an adult wcmm and contained shell beads. I 

While Carr' s excavation was in progress, Professor Lucius H. Cheney , a student in 
the Harvaxd flmner School of Geology, and M r .  Charles B. Johnson, of Gibson's Station, 
Virginia, who were excavating these hman ranains, were inundated by falling earth 
frcm the collapsimg soi l  profiles, which descended when a discuvery caused spectators 
to rush suddenly to the edge of the excavation. Althuugh the men were rescued, Mr. 
Johnson was smerely bruised and Professor Chmey was dead, for apparently the might 
of the cave-in had broken his  back or neck. 

(See CantFnuation Sheet: $4) 



8. Sianif icance 

Period 
-X- prehistoric 
-x- 1400-1499 
2 1500-1 599 
-x- 1 600-1 699 
-x- 1700-1799 
- 1800-1 899 
- 1900- 

Amas of Slgniticancs--Check and Justify b l o w  
archeology-prehlstorIc - community planning - landscape a r c h l t e c t u m  religion 
archeoiogy-hlstoric - conservation - law - rcbnce 

- agriculture - cn;onomlcs - Ilterature - uculpture - architecture - education - military - soclall 
- art - engineering - music humanitarian 
- commerce - exploratlon/settlement - philosophy - theater 
- communications - industry - poiitics$overnment - tranrportatlon 

- invention - other (specify) 

Speclflc dates AD 800 - AD 1750 BullderlArchItect NIA 

Statement of Significance (in one paragraph) 

STA-JT OF SIGNIFICANCE 

The Ely Mound Archaeokgical Site, 44LE12, in Ice County, d i c h  dates to  the h t e  
Woodland/Mississippian Period (ca. AD 800 to AD 1750) represents the only example of a 
clearly identified substructure or  town hause m d  in Virginia. As such, the umnmd 
and associated occupation areas have great potential for archaeological research on the 
developmt of increasingly ccrnplex societies in southwestern Virginia during the Late 
Woodland/Mississippian Period and the interactions of those societies w i t h  the more 
camplex societal groups in the adjacent statesof North Carolina and Tennessee. &reaver, 
hmm refrains present a t  the s i t e  provide direct da t a  for studies in hunan oste~logy . 
The Ely b u d  is also significant in the history of archaeology, for based upon h is  
excavations in the 1870s, Zucien C a r r  emphatically rejected the so-called "lost race" 
hypothesis for rnound builders in eastern North America, a papular themy as~long 19th- 
century American archedogis  ts . 

The Ely k m d  is the only positively identified substructure or town hause mound 
in  Viqin ia  despite the docunented occurrence of numxous mxaads of this type in the 
adjacent sta tes  of Terznessee and North CaroUna. Si te  b e n t a r y  f i l e s  at: the Virginia 
Historic Iadmarks Carmission's Research Center for Archaeology note the existence of 
only one other possible q l e ,  a l t h g h  it is smaller'in size and has wer been 
verified through archaeological testing. The Ely Mound, which dates to  the Late Woodland1 
Mssissippian Period, is probably attributable t o  people either closely related to  or 
in direct contact with the ancestors of the Cherokees. Being in an excellent s ta te  of 
preservation and as the only archaeologically identified aanple in Virginia of the 
secular/sacred utilization of a t a m  house center, the Ely %md and associated occupation 
areas htnre exceptional archaeological significance. 

The acreage naninated is particularly ~ignificant for archaeological investigations 
d o m t i n g  the spread of Mississippian chieftain cultures up the Powell, Clhch,and 
Holstcm rivers and their interface with the typically less ccmplex .societies in south- 
western Virginia. Such studies are especially c r i t ica l  to  mderstandhg the develapnent 
of the increasingly ccmplex socio-cultural .Institutions in southwestern Virginia which 
Cu-ted dtrwing the Late Woodland/Mississippian Period. Further, the structural and 
spatial plan of the Ely h d  and surrounding occupational features p&& invaluable 
ccmparative data relating to  the Cherokee town home centers investigated in Tennessee 
& North Carolina. Human reanaim at the s i t e  also offer direct data for studies on 
human ckmgraphy, nutrition, heredity, and cultural/pathological alterations - 

(See Continuation Sheet #2) 



9. ~ a j o r  ~ibliographical References (see contimation Sheet i12) 
. - -- 

Car r  , mien. Report on the Exploration of a t ~ - i n  Lee County, V i r g i n i a .  Tenth Annual 
Report, Peabody Museum of Archaeolcgy and Ethnology. Canbridge: Harvard University, 
(1877). 

~oll&, C: G . An Archaeolo&al Survey of SouttxJes tern Virginia. Smithscmian Contributions 
to An*ap01op;v. No. IZ. 

10. Geo~ra~h ica l  Data 
Acreage of nominated propert l4 acres 
Quadrangle name '-VA 
UT M References 

Zone Easting Northing 

1 : 24000 Quadrangle scale - 

" m ~ ~  Zone Easting 
Northing 

state N/A code county N/A code 

# 

state N/ A code county N/A code 

11. Form Premared BY 
name/tltle Virginia Historic Lamharks Carmission Staff 

organization Virginia Historic Lambarks Carmission date March 1983 

street & number 221 Governor Street telephone (804) 7%-3l43 

c ~ t v  or town Richnmd ntnta Virginia 23219 -. . ' -~ - -  - - ~ -  

12, State Historic Preservation Officer Certification 
The evaluated slgnitlcsnce of this property wlthln the state is: 

- national 2 date - local 

As the mlgnated State Historic Preservation OWicer lor the National Hlstorlc Preservation Act of 1966 (Public Law 89- 
665), I hereby nominate this property tor lncl has been evaluated 
according to the Criteria and procedures set 

State Historic P re~wat ion  Officer signature 
H. Bryan Mitchell, Executive Director 

tltte Virninia Histaric Landnarks CcrimLssion date APR 1 9  1983 
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DESCRLPTI01~- -Archaeological Analysis 

Excavations were resumed one week Later. TKO days of steady digging actended the 
central shaft and trench down to  original soil. For the sake of safety, profiles w e  
stepped up, opening a larger portion of the mound than had been o r ~ l l y  intended, or 
approximtely one sixth. During this work, grave mmiber three was encountered, which 
held the ranains of an adult male. Associated with these remains were two large pro- 
jec t i le  points; a d l  pi le  of white quartz pebbles the size of peas, believed to  be 
the contents of a tu r t l e  shell ra t t le ;  and a large, polished, sandstone bi-amcave 
discoidal used t o  play the Indian game of "-." Carr noted that  the 1- half 
of the nmrnd was almost void of all evidence of taman occupation, whereas the upper 
half contained beds of ash, bumt m h ,  shell beads, small garoing disks of stone or 
pottery, and fragnents of pottery, animal bones, and charred corn and cob. 31 order to 
interpret the use and age of the maund, Carr drew heavily on historical accounts of 
Indian culture, directly linking the s u b s m x m e  mumi, shell  gorget, and "chungke" 
stone to  historic period Indians, specifically the Cherokees. 

h 1963 C.G. Holland conducted a survey of southwestern Virginia under the auspices 
of the Smithsonian Institution, a t  which time he referenced the existence of the Ely 
h m d .  Holland was unable t o  locate Lucien Carr's excavated material a t  the Peabody 
b e u m  and mistakenly associated the mound with the Adena-Hope11 cultures of the Midwest 

In 1979 Alan Crockett fran Rose H i l l ,  Virginia, an anthropology student a t  the 
University of Termessee, Knoxville, conducted a surface survey of bo six111 cultivated 
fields directly southwest and narthwest of the mound, the f i r s t  time those fields had 
been plowed in mre than f i f ty  years. In the small f ie ld to  the southwest of the d, 
he recorded a heavy concentration of cultural material dating £run the Early Archaic 
through the Late WoodLand/Mississippian Period. Artifact densit_v in the snall  f ie ld  
t o  the northwest was considerably lighter, consisting principally df l i fn ic  flakes. Based 
0x1 art i facts  recovered by Carr , the rcmnd i t se l f  dates to the Late WoodlandMssisslppian 
Period. Crockett reported that neither the uamd nor the fields to  the east and south 
have been plowed by the present lmdamer, whereas the f ie ld  to the wes t  is occasionally 
cultivated. 

Archaeologists f r a n  the Virginia Historic Lendmarks Ccsrmission's Research Center for 
Archaeology visited Ely b d  in 1982. A t  the top of the mxlnd they observed a slight 
depression which extended northwest to its edge, probable surface evidence of Carr ' s 
excavations during the 19th century. Ely Mound has retained much of its nineteen feet 
height. It has an apron of so i l  f i l l  that extends to the southeast, likely evidence of 
a rsnqp or series of steps ascending the southeast side of the W. During the 1982 
Virginia Historic 'ladmrks &mission v i s i t ,  the landowner reported finding subsurface 
cultural features during maintenance work around the barn located imnediately to the 
north. Based upon the Crockett survey, the principal occupation area associated w i t h  
the IIvxnxl likely encarpasses the area directly to its south. Given minimal. previous 
disturbances within this southerly area, there is a high probability that intact cultural 
features would also be present there. 

(See Continuation Sheet 82) 
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7. DES-ION--hchaeological Analysis 

m e r  has never permitted excavatiois of any type in the mud oT:the area adjacent to  it. 

8. SIGNIFICANCE--His torical e m d  

?he Ely h d  Archaeological Site is also historically significant as a resul t  of 
Lucien C m ' s  19th-century excavation. During the 19th century there was substantial 
controversy regarding whether mmds in the eastern United States were  built by a "lost 
race" of moundbuilders or  whether they had been constructed by the ancestors of Native 
hr icans .  By the examination of m o u s  historical references, Iucien Car r ,  in 
reporting on his excavatians a t  the Ely Mound, was me of the f i r s t  individuals to  
definitively link the Native Americans at the time of ~~ contact with the mud 
centers and the art i facts  associated with them. It was mt. h(x~wer.  unt i l  1894 when 
Cynts Thanas published his rmrnmental Rgort of the Fbmd E&plorati& of the b e a u  of 
Ethnology that the "lost race" hypothesis was tinally viewed as invalid by most archaeo - 

9. MAJOR BLBLIOGRAF'HICAt REFERENCES 

Ih-, Cyrus. Report of the Mamd lkplorations of the Bureau of E t h n o l o ~ ~ .  Washington: 
Bureau of Ethnology, Snrithsonian Institution, L1894 J. 

10. GEXEWHICAL DATA--Verbal Boundary Description and Justification 

thence extending approximately 700' WSW approx3wtely 50' N of Louisville and Nashville 
Railroad track; thence extending approx&nately 800' W to S side of fence line, the 
point of origin. 

l3amdary Justification: The bounds have been drawn to  include the mund i t se l f  and f r ~  
available data, the principal portion of the associated inhabited area which encompasses 
fourteen acres. 


