
 

  B - 151 

documented for the traditional "Late Archaic", or the time after 3000 BC. The phenomena 
known as Delmarva Adena spans older, traditional breaks between the Early Woodland and 
Middle Woodland periods. In this regard, employing traditional cultural historical periods as 
units of analysis at Hickory Bluff could mask some interesting patterning in the deposits, and 
make inter-site and inter-regional comparisons difficult. 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
The biggest challenge that I see in taking this project forward is integrating all of the specialized 
analyses and rethinking interpretations with multiple data sets. For example, the spatial analysis 
of Fitzell and Knepper would benefit from the use of ceramic cross-mending and vessel lot data 
produced by Robertson, Shields and Stevens. Bupp's consideration of site distributions and 
relationships within the greater St Jones River Basin might be refined by the types of attributes 
and caveats presented in Fitzell and Egghart's evaluation of site types. Petraglia and Meyer 
rightly point out the complex and variable processes related to the formation, use, and reuse of 
features, cautioning against stock interpretations, while Cunningham and Egghart use a relatively 
small data set to overturn the proffered interpretation of literally thousands of pit features 
spanning multiple sites and time periods. Individual papers champion geomorphic, ecological, 
and symbolic reasons for the site to be located where it is. None of these are not fatal flaws; it is 
clear that Hickory Bluff is a work in progress, and that specialists are just now developing 
information that is ready to be shared with their colleagues, and eventually integrated. 
 
This is the typical, bittersweet blessing/curse of cultural resource management archaeology - 
motivation, funds, and resources to mount exciting multidimensional projects involving 
specialists from a variety of disciplines, and difficulties pulling it all together in order to make 
the whole greater than the sum of the parts. It is likewise difficult for any archaeologist, 
CRM-based or otherwise, to have control over the myriad of published and unpublished data and 
thoughts on methodology, a particular topic or time period. The circle of CRM archaeologists, 
agency archaeologists, technical specialists, Native Americans, and all others with a stake in 
archaeology needs to be closed by including academics and regional specialists. All will benefit. 
 
The Hickory Bluff project is a great example of what CRM archaeology can be when the people 
involved have the will to make it more than a compliance effort, or a 9-5 job.  The law 
notwithstanding, everything in CRM is subject to negotiation, from what happens in the local 
municipality through county, state, and federal levels.  Law and procedures have enough built-in 
"wiggle-room" to allow project-specific negotiations to occur; and both good and bad things can 
result. Hickory Bluff is an example of how good outcomes can be. 














