ABSTRACT

Archaeological investigations at site 45CL 1, Clark County, Washington, demonstrate that thelocality isavery large
(c 1.5ha), deeply stratified (2-4m) town site with an occupation spanning at least 1000 years (c. AD 1000 to 1840).
Six large, complex depressions have been mapped. Test excavations show that these depressions represent the semi-
subterranean portions of residential structures, probably large plankhouses of the type common on the Lower Co-
lumbia River and the Northwest Coast in aborigina times. The depressions may represent as many as 11 such
dwellings. A seventh depression is deeply buried beneath midden deposits. The cultural deposits contain very high
densities of artifacts, ecofacts (including both faunal and floral remains), debris and features.

Thesiteis near the Columbia River on avery active flood plain, resulting in site stratigraphy produced by a combi-
nation of active cultural and alluvial depositional processes. Site 45CL 1, given its location and size, is the best
candidate to be the site of Cathlapotle, a Middle Chinookan town visited by Lewisand Clark in 1806, as well as by
other early Europeans in the area. The site is extraordinarily well preserved, having undergone only minor alter-
ations since its abandonment, probably in the third or fourth decade of the 19th century AD.
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