APPENDIX C;

The Groundstone

While groundstone did not ocecur in sufficlent frequency to warrant a
detaziled classificarion for intra-site analyvsis, the sum total of groundstone
eslliscted is substantial, and the classification used for Intra-site
comparison obscures some important variation. Which fallows is a sumnmary of
the morve detailed groundstone analysis that was carvied out, pointing outb some
of rhe major aspects of variation and seme infevences drawn from these.

The main catagories usead are those of metates and manos, with the
addition of mortars and the single doughnut stone. In both the metates and

manos Woodbury {1954) iz used as a gulde.



TYPE 1. METATES

These slabs have an oval grinding surface which with use develops into an
gval deep basin. The grianding motion is primarily rotavy with some pounding,

rhe eross section is a roundish one without vertical sides.

See Woodbury (1954) grinding slabs for coamparative examples.

TYPl I1. UTAH-SEMI TROUGH

This class cliznes into the previocus bui shows evidence of a more back and
forth grinding motion, with a move trough like grinding surface localized at
one end of the grinding slab. These tend to be made on relatively
rectuangular usually relatively thin slabs.

They differ from true troughs:

1. Lack of rectangular cross section
2. Always a2 shelf at one end.

3. Wide areas on both szides of the trough-



Flacter than T but scill
tending to roundness.

Ref. may fit Woodbury's Utabh but does nor fi: trough. Brew mayv illustrats

some, Fig.1l74 abe.

TYPE II1. TROUGH METATES

These grinding slabs show evidence of only back and forth grinding
motions. The edges of the troughs are thin and the "shelf” is usually
absant. The cross section L3 usually quite rectangular and the overall shape
is usually very rectangular and well finished. This class does eline into
"Utah” and some have "rim” so thin that they may have been emplaced in bins

and thus are functionally "flat” matares.



Ref. Woodbury 1954:52 “Troughed Metates Open at One End” 1954:53 “Troughed
Metates Open at Both Ends™ [1954:31 "Troughed Metates With shelf at Closed

End"?j-

TYype IV. FLAT METATES

Thase grinding slabs are flat with the entirve surface being used foy
grinding with a slight bend in the middle. Following Woodbury 1954:59-65

these were placed in bins in a permanent fashion.

Ref. Woodbury 1954:54
"Flat Hetates”



TYPE V. TABULAR GRINDING STONES

These objects ara thin pieces of sandstone showing pecking or grinding.
They differ from IV in that the entire gsurface iz not used and from L in that
the pieces are too thin for a deep basin to ever develop. These typically

show little wear.

Ref.Woodbury's "Tabular Flat
Abraders™ {(1954:983)7 Alsco
possibly Woodbury's “Grinding
Slabs™ {1954:113,114).

TYPE "UNIDENTIFLGED”

If a fragment wag too small £o be placed in any category or any group of
categories but still was apparently a neither grinding surface it was

daesignatad "undecided”.

SYMBOL I/11. DEEP BASIN -— UTAH SEMI-TROUGHS

A few complete metates geemed to fall in between these two categories and
were designated as both by I/IT. It was not uncommon for fragments to be
indeterminate and these wers also desiznated T/II. Probably the fragments came
from either ['s or I1%'s and not 1/11's. Thus using the fragments as a guide,

the aumber of complete metates in this class would be overvestimated.



TYPE TL/LLL/IV/V

A few fragments were clearly not deep basin metabtes, but could have been
anvining else. These were nol as commoen as I/11%s and are not represented in

the followinpg tables.

METATES
METRIC MEASUREMENT SUMMARIES
Because of different measurements resulting from complete metates dnd
from what appear to be “complete” measurements from incomplete metates, thay
are given separately below. First the weasurements for "pura" type then the
"pixed” types and finally a discussion are given.
Overall width measurement is not greatest width, but instead the width

measured midway up the grinding suface.

i

Length greatest length along axis of grinding gurface.

Thickness =  greatest thickness 90° to length width.

I

Length of grinding surface greatest length of grinding surface.

Width of grinding surface =  preatest width of grinding surface.



Grinding surface depth = greatest depth from unground surface.

Depth of grinding surfacs

68 = Griading surface

H]

OA Overall

TYPE L DEEP BASIN COMPLETE

Measurement N Mean Median Low High Interquartile
Length G5 28 34.23 353.5 9 57.6 3 , 412
Width G5 26 22.83 23 & 37 1.4 , 27.5
Depth GS 24 2.32 -9 -3 10 3, 42
Length OA 26 44,20 46.3 19.1 B4 36.2 , 52
Wideh OA 27 33.05 34.4 i8.2 47 .4 26 , #40.6

Thickness 04 29 15.29 19.1 3.4 27 7.6 , 11.5



TYPE I BEEP BASTN INCOMPLETE

Measurement N Mean Hedian Low High Interguartile
Lengrh G5 3 31.3 29.5 29 35.4

Wideh GS 9 18.563 18 13.5 6.1 i5 , 18.9
Bepth GB 12 2.36 L.86 5 5.6 .5, 4.6
Length OA pA 47 &2 37 47

Widrh OA 5 27.60 25.8 24 34.4 25 , 29
Thickness 0A 19 7.61 7.6 3.5 2.9 6.4 , 8.9

TYPE 11 SEMI-UTAH TROUGH COMPLETE

Lengith &GS 19 36.79 35.6 26.5 43 33.7 , £0.5
Wideth GB i9 21.79 22 15.8 27.8 15 , 23.7
Depth G8 i9 3.3 2.5 =5 11 2 , 4.7
Length OA is 55.23 55.3 &7 65.6 43.6 , 59
Wideh OA 16 38.83 38.15 25.8 49.2 34 , 41.6
Thickness 04 16 8.26 8.45 2.9 13 5.4 , 10

TYPE IT SEMI-UTAH TROUGH INCOMPLETE

Length G5 2 36 35 32 490
width GBS &) 18.3 17.8 14,6 23 15.6 , 2%
Depth G8 8 4.13 4.35 2.1 6.2 2.2, 6
Length OA 2 50.5 50.5 42 59
Width 04 2 29 29 28 30

Thickness 0A 17 7.95 7.7 Z.9 16 5 , 9.8



TYPE LIL TRUE TROUGH COMPLETE

Measurement N Mean Median Low High Intergquartile
Leagth G5 2 34.2 34.2 31 7.4

Width GS 2 22.35 22.35 21 23.7

Depth G5 2 1.55 1,55 1.1 2

Length OA z 35.2 35.2 33 37 .4

Width OA 2 25.35 25.35 23.7 27

Thickness 04 2 9.15 9.15 7.9 10.4

TYPE TII METATES IHCOMPLETE

Leangth &8 2 36.5 36.5 33 49

Width G5 4 21.30 21.70 1% 2%.8

Depth GB 11 2.76 3 1 4.3 1.5, 3.6
Length G4 3 36.33 36 33 40

Width OA 3 27 .47 27 6.4 29

Thickness DA 9 7.42 7.6 2.2 14 4.8 , 8

METATE TYPH IV COMPLETE

Length &3 3 33.77 40.5 36 42.7
Wideh GS 3 26 25.6 24 28.4
Depth GBS 3 .5 »5 -5 o3
Lengrh GA 3 34.77 0.6 36 42.7
Widen 0A 3 26 25.6 24 18.4

Thickness 04 3 5.73 & 3.6 7.5



Heasurement
Length G5
Width G8
Depth G5
Length GA
Widsh OA

Thickness GA

Length GS
Width G5
Denth GS
Length QA
Width OA

Thickness 0A

Length G5
Wideh &3
Bepth G8
Leagth 0A
Width 04

Thickness OA

it

]

o 30 -

METATE TYPE IV INCOMPLETE

Mean Median Low High
19.8 19.8
22.23 21.5 17.2 28
o2 -1 0 .53
22.57 21,7 18 28
7.33 7.6 & 2.4

TYPE V METATES COMPLETE

24.4 2404 18 36.48
5.9 15.9 14 7.8
.25 225 g .5
26.4 26.4 22 30.8
18.4 18.4 17.8 19
4 4 2z )

TYPE V HETATES INCOMPLETH

17.5 17.5 15.5 19.5

217 g 0 «3
17.5 i7.5 15%.5 19.5
2.8 1.8 1.3 5.1

Interguartile
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INDETERMINATE "TYPES®
TYPE I/1IL COMPLETE

Measarsment N Mean Median Low High Interquartile
Length &8 2 39.55 3%.55 37.9 41.2
Width G5 P 25.55 25.55 24 27 .3
Depth G5 2 6.9 5.9 6.6 7.2
Length OA Z 53.45 53.45 53 53.9
Width 0A 2 39 39 38.4 39.6
Thickness OA 2 7.6 7.6 f.b 8.5

Length G8 3]

Wideh G3 3 £3.2 14.2 it.1 14.3
Dapth G5 1 2.30 2.30

Length DA 8]

Width QA i 39.9 39.9

Thickness 04 5 9 7.9 Hoh 14.3

TYPE IL/ILL METATES

Ho complete metate, only four measursments Ffrom incomplete ones.

Depth G5 2 2.7 2.7 1.7 3.7

4.7 3.3 5.1

Fos
“
o

Thickness 04 2

No valid measurements for Type TII/IV complete or incomplete, or for type

Iv/¥'s (although two very fragmentary specimens of the latter do exist).



METATE MEASUREMENT SUMMARY

gne of the striking polnts in the metric measurements 18 the general
legser slze of the measurements of the “1npomplete” metates. This is in spite
of the fact that only such measurements that seened Lo be complete were used
in the summaries. Wigh the exceptlon of depthn of grinding gqurfaces this is
rrue for mean and medians for every orher measurement in Type I and Type 11
metates. Acd even in Types LIT, 1Y and V whersa the numbers are very small
this same trend continues, whersa eight of the 12 possible comparisons are
larger for +he complete metates.

While some of these differences do not appear significant, others ara.
For instance comparing width of grinding gurface of the deep wasin of Type 1
merates, we find the difference significant ar .01 by the Wilcoxex rest {0.01

4 98 this @ 35)« And the consistenc of the difference slearly shows 2

mﬂ

gystematic bias. This difference 35 in accord with gmaller and lighter
metates having less of a chance of gurviving "complete” in the archacological
record comparad Lo large and heavier meiates. This systematic difference then

is ons that ghould appear in nost metate studles wharaver.

e
&

When this difference was ¢irst nored and the reason for it suggested T
powers asked whether all guch metric meagurenanis ghould show this and on
examining the different measurement Ciasses Qogtulated ig accord with this
general weavr model that the incomplete nebates would have a greater dapth of
grinding gurfaces. That 18 metates with rheir boifoms nearly worn through aYe
more Likely L0 break than those with thick bottoms. ind this turns out to he
so for metales Type L, 11, and ITL. ¥or Type 1V, flat metates, yegides an
insuffictent gample size, the measurement ig merely & measurenent of

fiatness. FoO¥ Type V grinding gtabs, a similar situgabion OCCuUYS.



The fact that the measurements for depth of ground surface are larger for
incomplete metates also indicates that the other measuvenments for Iincomplete

metates are not small due o nmistaken identification of "incomplete”

7] +

measurenents as valld “complete” ones. 1If this was the situation one would
axpect the depth of ground surface measarement also to be low. Thus in all,
the data are in agreement with the "wear" model.

The question of whether "depth” differences are significant can be
approached in several different ways. 1f we assume as the null hypothesis
that there is no differences in populations and the differences found due ©o
sampling error, the chance for any given comparison to be highaer or lower
would be 50 percent, as in flippiag a coin. ince we aye dealing with three
"independent” sets of measurements {three tvpes of metates) the product model
is appropriate. Thus the chances of obtaining three heads in a row (1/2 x 1/2
x L/2 = 1/8) is alse the probability of the observed situation cccurring by
chance. Thus 1t appears that it unlikely (one chance in eight) that all three
measuremants would be higher in incomplete metates.

Actually the probabilities are not 1/2 for ecach case as the differences
between Incomplete complete in Type II metates seems to be relatively great.
1f we compare the Type LI measurements we find thev are significant at between
10 and .03 according o the Wilcoxen test { 4 for .10 = 87, .05 = 80, this d
= 84). By interpolation this gives a probadility of about .08. Bubstituting
this Ffigure for one of the .50's in the above paragraphs gives an overall
prohability of .02, clearly demonstrating the significance of this
relationship.

It should be borne in mind that these systematic differences suggest that

analyses dealing with only whole metates or only broken ones may well lead to

diffarent results.



COMPARISON WITH OTHER REPORT

Jur Type I, deep basin grinding slabs, appear to be the same as
Woodbury's "griading slabe™ {1954:113~114). The only figares he zives are for
length and these seem to indicate a smaller sgize. Hig medlian length is
batween 20 and 30 centimetars, while his lowsy guariile is batween ten and 20
centimeters and his upper quartile is less than 30 centimeters as comparsed Lo
our of 46.5, 36.2 and 52. However, his show an abundance from P. V contexts
far later than any known from Cedar Mesa.

Ouyr type LI, semi~Urah tvoughs, apparently overlap with Woodbury's
"troughed metates with shelf at closed and” {(1954:51:532). His neans fov
length, width and thickness {overall) are 43 centimeters, 36 centimeters, 13.3
centimeters compared to our complete metate measuresnents of 55.23, 38.83,
8.26, showing fair agreemeni consldering the sample sizes (3 and 16).

Woodbury has only one "troughad metate open at both ends™ (1954:33) that
is complete and two nmore incomplete but partially measurable. This category
overlaps with our Type I1IL froughed wmetates likewiss a small class.

Woodbury's complete one 1s 47 w 33 x 8 centimeters, the twoe incomplete are 22
and 26 centimeters wide and 5 and 11 centimeters thick {(1954:53%. This
suggests this class may be larger than ours with means of (34.2 complste,
36.35 dncomplete) by (25.3, 27.47) by (9.15, 7.6} but of the same general
size.

Woodbury's “troughed metates open at one end” also overlaps with our Type
ITT {1954:52) and he gives means apparently based on ten complate specimens of

48 = 31 w 9 centimeters agaln seemingly larger than those found at Cedar Mesa.
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One of Woodburv's largest classes is that of "flat metates” which is the
same as our “flat metates” {1954:34~58). He gives neans of 39.5 by 27.2 and
3.8 for overall measurements. These are in close agreement with our small
samples of 39.77 for length, 26 for width and 5.73 for thickness {7.33 f[rom
incomplete metates). Even though the great balk of Woodbury’s are from late
Pueblo IV and Pueblo V times, the uniformity of measurement suggests the size

wag standardized far before.

MANOS

While a wide varlety of attributes were measured on manos, the only ones
determined of significance are those listed ia the following tables, length,
widih, thickness, conpleteness, whether one hand, or two haand, and wheiher
made on cobbles or not. The last attribute refers to the material type, that
is 1f it was not sandstone of some sort. These non-sandsione tools were
assumed to have heen nmade from river cobbleg transported to Cedar Mesa from
some locablon such as the San Juan REiver. While many manos were clearly made
from such cobbles, others were modified sufficiently so that the original
shape was impossible to determine. It was assumed that one handed cobble
manos would bhe associated with Basketmaker T1 sites.

The following tables {llustrate the distribution of the above attributes.
Measurenents are:

Length = longest measurement of complete mano. Presumably perpendicular
to line of movement. For fragments, the mano was ovientared in that fashion
and the length existant was measured and given a plus {+) above and to the

right of the nmeasursement.



Width = longest measurement 90° from length fov complete manos, fragments

maeasured after orvientation.

Thickness = longest measurement 20° from width for complete manos,

fragments as before. Hote that a mano can be thicker than it is wide.

MANO METRIC MEASUREMENT

1 HAND MADE MANOS (COBBLES) COMPLETE

Measurement N Hean Hedian Low High Interguartile
Length 43 11.83 12.3 7.9 14.8 10.4, 13.2
Width 40 .16 9.2 7.4 12 7.9, 10.1

Thickuess 49 5.05 4.7 3.2 13.6 4.3, 5.6



Measurement
Length
Width

Thickness

Length
Wideh

Thickness

Length
Width

Thickness

Length
Widih

Thickness

i |

2

14

19

56

59

58

21

33

74

71

72

o 1T -

INCOMPLETE
Mean Median Low High
11 11 9 3.8
#.35 8.35 6.3 10
374 3.8 2.3 5
1 HAND HMANOS (ROT CUBBLES)
COMPLETE
11.8 1.5 5.9 17.1
.78 8.7 5.1 11.6
4,06 3.5 2.3 8
IHCOMPLETE
iz iz
2.19 g 7.2 iZ2.1
2.96 2.8 1.4 5
COMPLETE 2 HAND MANOS (NOT COBRLES)
21.45 26.95 15 3z
£1.32 ii.5 7.5 17.7
4.03 3.7 1.3 10

Intergquartile
T4, 10
3, 4,59

8 , 9.4
1.2, 4.3
8.3, 9.8
24, 3.5
19.2, 24

10,2, 12.1

3.1, 4.9
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IHCOMPLETE

Heasurement N Hean Median Low High Interquartile
Length 4 23.2% 23.25 17.6 29

Width 83 iL.9 11.19 8.3 15 0.1, 12.2
Thickness 37 3.438 3.2 1 13 2.4, 3.9

2 HANDED COBBLES MANOS COMPLATE

Length 23 i7.69 17.2 13.6 24 15.9, 26.2
Width 23 10.33 10.4 7.4 12.4 9.9, 12.4
Thickness 22 5.29 5.05 2 3.8 .1, 6.3

INCOMPLETE 2 HANDED COBBLE MAROS

Length -1 i7.2 17.2
Width 6 ig.92 10.75 8.6 i2.4 0.4, 11.9
Thickness 6 4.73 4.85 3.4 5.7 4.0, 5.6

UNCLASSIFIED INCOMPLETE NON-COBBLE MANOS

Length g
Width 99 9.89 9.8 6.7 18 8.7, 14.6

Thickness 99 3.31 3.2 8 5.5 2.5, 3.8



A

MANOS DISCUSSION

The handstones assoclated with the neither grinding stones come In a wide
variety of sizes and shapes, bat much of this variety is due to amount of wear
rarher than deliberate shaping. The basic division that we, along with other
workers, perceived was short or one handed manos and long or two handed
manos. The one handed wmanos as well as being smaller (three fourths belng less
than 13.2 centimeters long) were vounder in outline and generally had a
longitudinal cross-section ia which both grinding surfaces were aot exactly
flat bub were slightly lens shaped. One hand manos presumably were used with
a slight rotary motlon and thus used with deap basin or semi-troughad metates.

Two handed manos on the other hand have a rectangulay longitudinal cross
section and were presumably used on flat surfaces in a back and forth motion.
Two handed manos also tended to have grips, triangular or wedge cross™
ascrions. About three-~fourths of complete twoe handed manos had lengths
graater than 18 centimeters. While the lengths of two handed manos would seen
to be in accord with the width of grinding surfaces of the semi-trough class
of metates, in fact because of the curvature of these grinding surfaces, few
would actually fit. Thus, only the relatively vare types 111, IV and V
metates are compatible with these manos in spite of the fact we have about as
many two handed manos as one handed {types I and II putnumber types IIL, IV
and ¥ about four to one). A similar situation is noted by Woodbury (1954:80)
for Basketmaker IILL and Pueblo I times.

Within esach of these two broad classes a subdivision was made on the
hasis of whether the mano was made on a pebble or cobble of exotic origia. 1t

was thought that such manos tended to be less modified and in the one hand



mzow

with more convex longtitudinal cross—sections and being typical of Basketmaker
11. These can he seen to he somevwhat wider and thicker than one handed manos
not made on pebblea. 1In the two handed case pebhles wevre much less common and
differed from the non-pebhls case in being shoriter, narrower and much

thicker. These measurements may be somewhat biased in that a well woran cobble
is difficult to identify, but the general trends are probably valid.

The length of both one hand mano types agree very closely with that
reported by Woodbury who lists a mean length of 11.7 centimsters {(1954:79;.
The mean width (8.6) and thickness (4.0} are also close considering that both
these measurements fall close te the non-pebdle manos which apparently was the
only type found by Woodbury.

The length of all two handed manocs found by ¥Woodbury is

@

ignificantly
greater than that found on Cedar Mesa. Only 14 of the 74 complete non-pebble
two handed manos were 25 or more centimeters long which was the mean of all
two handed classes reported by Woeodbury (1954:08-78). The widths on the other
hand of manos with a single grinding surfacs (which most of our two handed
manos £it) ave very close with a mean of 11.2 centimeters compared fo our
11.32 centimeters {1954:69). Manos with more than one grinding surface become
progressively smaller in width and thickness. The thickness or Cedar Mesa two
handed manos is less than that reported by Woodbury (4.08 to 4.6 centimeters)
for manos with a single grinding surface, and even for Lwe opposiie grinding
surfaces (4.4 centimeters) but more than for manos with three or four grinding
gurfaces (3.1 and 3.5 centimaters).

The bigzest difference s thus the 3.5 centimeters or so in length.
Woodbury has a mano category we dld not recognize called "Convex Surface

Manos” which has a mean length of 18 centimeters) intermediate between one and
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two handed manos (1954:567:68). The question arises 1f our two handed mano
category includes this class and 1f that accounts for the difference
obgerved. The answer appears to be no. We did not reacognize many convex
surface manos axcept in the two handed cobble class, and only 14 aof the 74
complete fwo nanded manos were less than 18 centimeters long. Fuarther
Hoodbury reporis this form as being most abundant during Basketmaker {171 and
Pueblo T periods to which few Cedar Mesa manos could be assigned. It appears
then that at Cedar Mesa the two handed manos were ghorter than those from
primarily larer contexts at Antelope Mesa.

On checking our assumption that one hand cobble manos were distinctive of
Basketmaker 1L, we find 1t apparently not so. Iaspecting complete one hand
manos found duving the quadrat survey we find that about as many ware made on
cobbles as not, but that thils was also true of one hand manos found in other
contexis.

TABLE

COMPLETE ONE HAND HMAROS (QUADRATS)

Basketmaker LI

Basketnmaker 11 Pueblo II/LIII
Cobbhle 13 i 25
Non-Lobble 12 i7 29
23 29
534

The frequency of one hand manos wmade on cobbles then doss not seem to
vary between Basketmaker 11 and later times. The same manos were checked to

see how many came from sltes In which a Basketmaker LLL component was found.
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TABLE

COMPLETE ONE HAND MANOS (QUADRATS)

Basketmaker 1L/TII Pueblo TI/IIT

Cobble 15 H 25

Non~Cobble 22 7 29
41 13

54

What the tables do show 1e¢ that most cobble one hand manos ars found on

5]

either Basketmaker L7 or Basketmaker I1I1 sites. This fact plus the absence of
two handed manos on Basketmaker 11 sites gave us the impression that one
handed manos made on cobbles were distinctive of Basket maker 1L. Tt now
appears that the dominance of one handed manos on Basketmaker LI sites 1s what
is distinctive not the presence of one handed manos made on cobbles.

One problem with mano fragments not made on cobbles was they often could
not be assigned to the one handed or the two handed class upon inspectlon.
Dur impression was, however, that most unclassified fragments werse in fact
pieces of two handed manos. 1Tt was hoped that a plot of complete one handed
and two handed manos by width and thickness might help to clarify this matter
{Figure ). Upon ingpection it can be seen that thickness does aot
distinguish these two classes, but that width dees. A line drawn at 9.6
centimeters "misclassifies” 17 manos out of 113 for a rate of 15 percent
{assuming the original classification was "correct”). If we plet the
unclassified frapments that were given length and width we find the

concentration is in Lthe area of overlap (Figure 3.
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If we use the 9.6 centimeter width as a dividing line for unclassified
fragmentary manos we find that 63 out of 99 are one the “"two handed” side,
about two out of three. If we remember that wmost of our measursments for
incomplete ground stone are less than for conmplete ground stone, for the
raeasonsg abhove, this estimate is thus a conservative one. In sumpary, most of
the unclassified fragments are from two handed manos, howsver, the
distinctions batwsen the two classes are not good enough to clasiify menmbers

of thig group as individuals with any cevtainty.
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MORTARS
These appear to be cobble mortars made out of elther sandstone or
quartzite. Woodbury's roughly shaped mortars and bowl-shaped mortars appear

to correspond to these objects. {1954:116~117).

Uverall
# Material Length/Wideh/Height Length/Width/Height
UGG.023.1.2976 Medium 124 16+ 13 &t 9+ G

Sandstone
Bowl 10x10%9 cm., overall 18x18x13 cun.
UGG.C12.2.72 Coarse 19 16 9+ 34 6+ 4t
Quartzite
Bowl may be only Hx6x5 on.
WY 2.2484 Fine 18.5 17 9.5+ 8.5 8.3 4.5
WY 2.2485 Sandatone
Bowl probably 8.5x8.3x 6, overall 18.5x17x 10

UGG.023.1.2976 UGs,.C12.1.72

HMay be fragments of original
top surface.

WI2.2484,2485
The sizes of the three mortars are more in accord with Woodbury's bowl

shaped mortars, although the finlsh and shaping is in more accord with his

roughly shaped mortars.



Doughnut Stone

UGG.9.884 10.5 % 11.5 % 4 o
Depression #1 4 x 3.5 x 1

Depression #2 5 x 3 x 1.5

Thisz pilece of eroded sandstfone may be a concretion.

noted by Woodbury.

Hothing similar was



