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For Gator, Charles, Harry, and Jim
And archaeologists too numerous to mention here
Thanks for bringing the past back to life on Fort Polk



Preface

l n compliance with federal mandates, cultural resource investigations have
been undertaken on Fort Polk in western Louisiana since the early 1970s.
An extensive program of archaeological survey, testing, and large-scale data-
recovery excavations has occurred, as well as extensive historic and archi-
val research. More than 125,000 acres of accessible terrain on the installa-
tion have been intensively surveyed, and almost 5,000 sites and isolated finds
have been recorded. More than 600 of these sites have been intensively
tested to evaluate their significance for placement on the National Register
of Historic Places. Large-scale archaeological data-recovery excavations
have also been undertaken at five sites on the installation: 16VN18, 16VN24
(Big Brushy), 16SA50 (Eagle Hill II), I6VN791, and 16VN794. This re-
search is documented in more than 100 cultural resource management (CRM)
reports, which are available for inspection and use at the installation and in a
number of libraries.

This volume provides a synthesis of this primary material and includes
summaries of local environmental conditions, previous cultural resource in-
vestigations, base military history and architecture, pre-1940 history of the
area, the prehistoric and historic cultural sequence, predictive models of pre-
historic and historic site location, and patterns of historic and prehistoric settle-
ment. The research undertaken at Fort Polk is among the most extensive
undertaken in any part of the Southeast, and it shows how archaeologists
working in a CRM environment explore the past and offer directions for
future research.
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