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In May of 1982, in the course of an archaeological reconnaissance survey of the 
Vieques Naval Reservation, conducted by Ecology and Environment, Inc., J. Brion 
Morissette noted a small surface concentration of shell on the ground surface of a

Upon closer examination in July of 1982, Morissette in collaboration with 
Carmine A. Tronolone and Michael A. Cinquino, of Ecology and Environment, Inc., returned 
to the site of the original surface find to determine if, in fact, the surface shell 
originally noted represented an archaeological, rather than a natural deposit. At this 
time an inspection of the ground surface in the immediate area of the surface find 
was undertaken, and a test pit 30 X 30 cm in size was conducted to examine the deposit 
beneath the ground surface. These investigations indicated that the spot was indeed 
an archaeological site, most likely from preceramic times as evidenced by the molluscan 
remains encountered, and contained a deposit of both surface and subsurface remains. 
The site was designated as 12VPr2-220, Yanuel 9, and added to the list of sites in 
the area. These preliminary investigations recommended that Yanuel 9 be examined 
further to identify the nature of its deposits.

In November of 1983, further examinations were performed. Tronolone and Cinquino 
returned to the site with a small team of investigators, and conducted a systematic 
surface inspection of the vicinity of the site to determine the horizontal extent of 
the refuse, making collections where necessary. Also, ten excavation units were dug, 
ranging in size from 30 X 30 cm to 50 X 50 cm to ascertain the vertical extent of 
the site. The investigations indicated a surface scatter of prehistoric refuse 
(consisting maiinly of ecofactual remains) and intact subsurface midden deposits at 
depths ranging between 2 cm and 45 cm, where bedrock was encountered. The testing 
served to suggest that the deposits were indeed preceramic, and covered an area of 
about 200mS and that the area of the knoll top had not been subjected to any signifi 
cant past disturbances (e.g. agriculture, military activities, or the like).

The investigations yielded numerous artifacts and items of subsistence remains. 
Stone artifacts include hammerstones, flakes of igneous rock and quartz, and chunks 
of ochre. Two shell gouges (gubia) were also recovered at the site. The flakes and 
other debitage, including one possible bipolar core, predominate at the site. There 
is one hammerstone, indicating that the flakes werevprobably produced on-site. Only 
a few of the flakes show possible use-wear and most' are thumbnail size or smaller. 
Generally, other Archaic Age sites have fairly large flakes. Local quartz and 
igneous rock are the predominate raw materials selected for use, although there is 
some fine-grained mudstone and/or chert. One of the flakes is>white. Many of the 
flakes may in fact be of non-local origin.
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a few preceramic aboriginal sites to be found
Deposits at the site were found to maintain a

\erynTgrdegre(TneTrorignal integrity, and are virtually undisturbed except 
for the minor effects of weather. They have produced, and are likely to product 
numerous aboriginal ecofacts representative of a single preceramic cultural tradition, 
and as such are of substantial scientific interest to the study of the prehistory of 
the region. Consequently, the archaeologists who Jiave investigated the deposits at 
Yanuel 9, believe it should definitely be listed in the National Register.
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The ocher (two shades) and a fragment of an ocher-stained pebble possibly 
processed on-site indicate that ocher was probably used as a body pigment. The 
ocher may be of local origin, since some additional .ocher fragments were noted during 
excavations at the site. Ocher is typical of Archatfc Age sites in Puerto Rico 
(Alegria et al. 1955).

A metallic pebble fragment, probably a manuport, found at the site is an 
anomaly. It is too hard to easily show use-wear, but could have been used as a tool. 
It is a natural stone of unknown origin. In addition, a fragment of coarse sandstone, 
possibly local, may be from a larger abrading tool, although the fragments surfaces 
show no evidence of utilization.

In summary, the lithic artifacts found at Yanuel 9, with the exception of the 
ocher and ocher processor, do not unequivocally indicate that this is an Archaic Age 
(preceramic) site. However, although there are no diagnostic lithic Archaic Age tool 
types, the absence of celts, adzes, zemis, and other ground and polished stone tools, 
and the presence of the two shell gouges strongly suggests that it is an Archaic 
Age site. Finally, there is a relatively low incidence at the site of pounding, 
grinding, and chopping tools compared to the number of flaked stone artifacts 
recovered. This may indicate that 12VPr2-220 was a special activity (limited-use) 
site.

The shell assemblage at the site consists of numerous species, which are found 
commonly on the prop roots of mangroves, but may also be found in the ecozone surrounding 
the site. A form summarizing cultural material remains by provenience is included 
with this nomination form and identifies the mollusk species represented in the deposits 
at Yanuel 9.

a very rich deposit of subsistence rerr!aTr!s^Twos£mipTe^o^ln^various species of 
marine mollusks which were submitted for radiocarbon dating, (predominantly shells 
recovered from the intact midden deposit at a depth of 5 to 10 cm and 25 to 27 cm) 
yielded dates of 200 + 70 B.C. and 340 +60 BC (BETA 8849 and 8850). These dates 
place the deposits at the site in the late Banwaroid tradition (Periods 3C and 3C c 
700B.C.-100 A.D.). The remains at the site are indicative of a regularly occupied 
campsite where the primary subsistance activity consisted of shell gleaning.


