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Archaeological Assessment of the Post Point Wastewater Treatment Plant 
Improvements, Bellingham, Whatcom County, Washington 
 
Authors: Meredith A. Moreno 
Date:  April 7, 2011 
Location: Fairhaven Neighborhood, Bellingham, Whatcom County Washington 
USGS Quad: Eliza Island, WA (1995) 7.5’ 
Legal:  Township 37 N, Range 2 E, Section 2 and 11, Willamette Meridian 

Summary 

This report describes the results of an archaeological assessment for the proposed Post Point 
Wastewater Treatment Plant (WWTP) Improvements project (the Project) located in the historic 
Fairhaven neighborhood of Bellingham, Whatcom County, Washington. Drayton Archaeological 
Research (DAR) contracted with the City of Bellingham Public Works to conduct this assessment to 
partially fulfill compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA). 
 
The present survey is a compliance measure to meet the mandates of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
(the Corps) for wetland impacts and mitigation regarding construction activities during Post Point WWTP 
improvements. The project area is an approximately 1.2 ha (3 ac) site and includes the development of 
two new buildings and three process structures (secondary clarifier, activated sludge basins (2), blower 
building, and a chemical treatment facility), as well as associated yard piping and staging/laydown areas,  
wetland mitigation and enhancement areas, and a heron habitat enhancement area. A portion of the 
proposed development will impact delineated wetlands on the property; therefore a Department of the 
Army Wetland Permit must be issued by the Corps to complete the project. 
 
This study is offered as a contribution to the overall requirements of Section 106 and was undertaken to 
identify any historic properties in the project area. As part of the overall effort, DAR conducted 
background research, fieldwork, and production of this report. A site file search at the Department of 
Archaeology and Historic Preservation (DAHP) was conducted and local historic sources were researched 
for available data on the project area’s historical context. The field investigation included a 100% visual 
survey, excavation of 21 shovel probes and 16 backhoe trenches. No cultural materials, sites or remains 
were located in the Area of Potential Effect (APE) during the survey and there are no structures within 
the permit area recommended eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). DAR 
recommends the Corps assert a Determination of No Historic Properties Affected to the State Historic 
Preservation Officer (SHPO) and any other consulting or affected parties for the proposed undertaking. 

Regulatory Context 

The investigation was conducted to satisfy regulatory requirements for obtaining a Corps 404 permit to 
impact wetlands during the development project. The Corps is a United States federal agency and must 
comply with the regulations of Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA or Section 
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106), as amended, and its implementing regulations 36 CFR Part 800. Under Section 106, all federal 
agencies involved in an undertaking with the potential to affect historic properties must consider the 
effects of those actions and consult with affected parties. A historic property is defined at 36 CFR part 
800.16(l)(1), as follows, 
 

Historic property means any prehistoric or historic district, site, building, structure, 
or object included in, or eligible for inclusion in, the National Register of Historic 
Places maintained by the Secretary of the Interior. This term includes artifacts, 
records, and remains that are related to and located within such properties. The 
term includes properties of traditional religious and cultural importance to an Indian 
tribe or Native Hawaiian organization and that meet the National Register criteria. 

 
Minimally, the agency must consult with, and seek comment from, the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO) and/or the Tribal Historic Preservation Officer (THPO), as applicable, and consult with any 
affected or potentially affected Native American Tribe(s). In the case of the Post Point WWTP 
Improvements project there were no known historic properties within the APE. However, the Corps is 
obligated to carry out a good faith effort to identify historic properties (36 CFR part 800.04). The 
pedestrian survey and subsurface testing was, in our opinion, a good faith effort to identify surface 
and/or buried historic properties in the permit area. 

Project Location and Area of Potential Effect 

The Post Point Wastewater Treatment Plant Area of Potential Effects is approximately 1.2 ha (3 ac), in 
Section 2 and 11 of Township 37 North, Range 2 East, Willamette Meridian, Whatcom County, 
Bellingham, Washington (Figure 1). The area is bounded by McKenzie Avenue to the north, portions of 
the Lower Padden Creek and Larrabee Trail to the east, south and west, and Post Point lagoon to the 
northwest. In order to meet the growing influx of Biochemical Oxygen Demand (what arrives to the 
plant in wastewater), The City of Bellingham intends to expand and enhance the existing Post Point 
WWTP to satisfy wastewater permit requirements and protect public health and the environment. The 
proposed project consists of the construction of a secondary clarifier, two sludge basin facilities, a 
chemical treatment facility and a blower building, as well as associated yard piping and staging and 
laydown areas. In addition, two odor control facilities may be constructed in previously disturbed areas 
if they are determined to be necessary. Two existing structures, the splitter box and primary effluent 
pump station, will require additional components. Finally, an area to the west of the facility will be 
utilized for wetland mitigation and heron habitat enhancements and an area adjacent to the secondary 
clarifier will be utilized for wetland enhancement (Figure 2). The APE for the Post Point Wastewater 
Treatment Plant Improvements project includes all areas of ground disturbance including any activities 
associated with clearing of the land, excavation of the water management facilities, and construction of 
the above mentioned structures. 
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Figure 1. Post Point Wastewater Treatment Plant Improvements project APE illustrated on a portion of the 
Eliza Island USGS 7.5 minute quadrangle 
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Figure 2. Aerial overview of the Post Point Wastewater Treatment Plant Improvements project APE illustrating archaeologically assessed areas. 
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Environmental Setting 

The greater landform the APE is within the Tsuga heterophylla vegetation zone (Franklin and Dyrness 
1973:44-45). This vegetation zone includes most of the Puget Sound and consists of an over story 
dominated by Western hemlock, Douglas fir, Western red cedar, and Big Leaf maple. Large areas would 
have differed from the broader regional pattern, however, with areas of prairie, oak woodland, and pine 
forest being distributed throughout the southern Puget Sound basin (Franklin and Dyrness 1973:88). Within 
the APE, vegetation would have included, but not been limited to Douglas fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii), 
Western red cedar (Thuja plicata), Western hemlock (heterophylla), salal (Gaultheria shallon) and Vine 
maple (Acer circinatum). Other locally important and available vegetative species would have included 
bracken fern (Pteridium aquilinum), blackcap (Rubus occidentalis), currants (Ribes spp.), deer fern 
(Blechnum spicant), gooseberries (Ribes spp.), huckleberries (Vaccinium spp.), Indian plum (Oemleriace), 
oceanspray (Holodiscus discolor), Red elderberry (Sambucus racemosa), snowberry (Symphoricarpos albus), 
sword fern (Polystichum munitum) and trailing blackberry (Rubus ursinus) (Pojar and MacKinnin 1994).  
 
Presently, the vegetation within the APE is a mixture of manicured lawn, coastal meadow, estuary and 
upland forest. The area within the Post Point WWTP consists of manicured lawn, while native vegetation 
including aspens (Populus spp.), nootka rose (Rosa nutkana), salal (Gaultheria shallon) and trailing 
blackberry (Rubus ursinus) were planted at the fence separating the plant from the adjacent dog park. The 
coastal meadow to the south of the project area consists primarily of introduced and native grasses and 
sedges. The proposed wetland mitigation area abuts the Post Point Lagoon Pocket Estuary and vegetation 
includes eel grass (Zostera marina), newly planted pines (Pinus spp.), and wild roses (Rosa ssp.). Vegetation 
in the heron habitat enhancement area includes red alder (Alnus rubra), Douglas fir (Pseudotsuga 
menziesii), Himalayan blackberry (Rubus discolor), big leaf maple (Acer macrophyllum), and paper birch 
(Betula papyrifera). 

Geologic Context 

The Post Point Wastewater Treatment Plant Improvements project APE is located in western Whatcom 
County at the northern end of a geological and physiographic province designated as the Puget Lowland 
(PL). Starting in the early Pleistocene, the PL was subject to at least four periods of extensive glaciation, 
which scoured out the land as each glacier advanced and retreated (Easterbrook 2003; Lasmanis 1991). 
Sediments were deposited and often reworked as the glaciers advanced and retreated. A thick mantle of 
glacial drift and outwash deposits were left across much of Whatcom County at the end of the last of these 
glacial periods: the Fraser Glaciation (Easterbrook 2003). Some areas within Whatcom County also contain 
older bedrock outcrops dating to the Tertiary. 
 
The Vashon Stade of the Fraser Glaciation began around 18,000 B.P. with an advance of the Cordilleran ice 
sheet into the lowlands (Porter and Swanson 1998). The Puget Lobe of the ice sheet flowed down into the 
Puget Lowland and reached its terminus just south of Olympia between 14,500 and 14,000 BP (Clague and 
James 2002; Easterbrook 2003; Waitt and Thorson 1983). The Puget Lobe was thicker towards the north 
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and thinned towards its terminus. The depth of the ice near Bellingham is estimated to have been about 
1800 meters (Easterbrook 2003).  
 
The Puget Lobe began to retreat shortly after reaching its terminus. Marine waters entered the lowlands 
that had been carved out by the glacier and filled Puget Sound. The remaining ice was floated and wasted 
away rapidly. Everson glaciomarine drift deposits dating between 12,500 and 11,500 BP were released from 
the melting glacial ice and deposited on the sea floor across the northern and central Puget Lowland 
(Easterbrook 2003). The enormous weight of the ice had depressed the land but as the crust rebounded 
relative sea levels fell and exposed some of the drift deposits (Clague and James 2002; Easterbrook 2003). 
The Cordilleran ice sheet advanced once again during the Sumas Stade of the Fraser Glaciation from ca. 
11,600 to 10,000 BP, leaving glacial till and outwash deposits in northwestern Washington (Kovanen and 
Easterbrook 2002). 
 
Approximately 10,000 years ago, the Cordilleran ice sheet disappeared, bringing an end to the Ice Age in 
this region. As a result of the melted ice, all of the rocks, sand, dirt and debris that were being scoured out 
and carried by the glacier were deposited as “great lowland fill” (Booth and Goldstein 1994). Throughout 
the next 10,000 years rivers and streams altered the landscape by down-cutting through this glacial till and 
outwash. The thousands of Puget Lowland rivers and streams have carved out valleys, created deltas, filled 
in bays, buried low-lying shorelines thereby creating the modern landscape that we see today. 
 
The surficial geology within the project area consists of Tertiary sedimentary rocks (Lapen 2000). The 
bedrock is the Padden member of the Chuckanut Formation. The Padden Member consists of sandstone 
and conglomerate alternating with mudstone and minor amounts of coal that dates to the late Eocene 
(Lapen 2000). These sedimentary rocks formed in a broad river floodplain prior to the formation of the 
Cascade Mountains (Mustoe et al. 2007).  
 
In 1992, the United States Department of Agriculture, Natural Resource Conservation District (Goldin 1992) 
performed a study of the soils in Whatcom County, Washington, in an effort to delineate each distinct soil 
unit and to map the unit boundaries. The project was carried out in an effort to aid with land use practices 
planning. Soils within the project area have been mapped as Urban land and Everett-Urban land complex 
(Goldin 1992). Urban lands are covered with pavement or structures, therefore the soils are not visible. The 
Everett soil forms on outwash terraces in volcanic ash and alluvium over glacial outwash and glacial till 
deposits and is well drained. The typical profile consists of a surface layer of dark yellowish brown gravelly 
sandy loam from 0-6 inches; a subsoil of dark brown gravelly sandy loam from 6-13 inches and strong 
brown gravelly sandy loam from 13-25 inches; and a substratum of dark brown very gravelly loamy sand 
from 25-41 inches overlying dense glacial till (Goldin 1992:171-172).  

Cultural Context 

In any investigation of the history of an area a discussion of the past inhabitants is necessary to appreciate 
the full spectrum of possible occupational remnants. It is also important to broadly discuss land use in 
relation to the setting specifically and the general occupation of the area along the northwest coast, 
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Bellingham Bay and Padden Creek (including its tributaries). This area is located within traditional use area 
shared by the Lummi and Nooksack who have used the lands surrounding Padden Creek, Padden Lake and 
Bellingham Bay for millennia (Suttles 1990:454-456; Suttles and Lane 1990:486, Indian Claims Commission 
1974:149, 269, 297).  
 
The Lummi are a Straits Salish speaking group with close affinal ties to the Nooksack tribe whose lands lay 
primarily to the east and north of Bellingham Bay (Stern 1934; Suttles 1951). Previous studies provide a 
more comprehensive background applicable to the project area (Boxberger 1986; Ruby and Brown 1986; 
Stern 1934; Suttles 1951, 1990; Tremaine 1975). According to Ruby and Brown (1992:111) the Lummi 
language is the same Straits, or Lkungen, dialect as the Vancouver Island Songish. According to Matthew 
Warbus (personal communication 2003), Smack e ah, a teacher of the Lummi language, their dialect is 
correctly referred to as, “Xwlemi Chosen”. The Lummi traditionally resided in the southern Gulf Islands and 
the San Juan Islands in the late eighteenth century (Suttles 1990). The present day Lummi Reservation 
covers the areas of some former mainland villages (Stern 1934). Prehistorically there were numerous 
Lummi settlements throughout the inland waterways of the sound as well. 
 
Pre-contact Lummi had established nucleated settlements at the northwestern extremities of San Juan and 
Lopez Islands, the east and west sounds of Orcas Island and on the mainland near the southwestern portion 
of the Nooksack River lowlands (Tremaine 1975:10). Lummi territory included the shores of Whatcom 
County from Point Whitehorn or Cherry Point to Chuckanut Bay and inland as far as Lake Terrell in the 
northeast, to the outlet of Lake Whatcom in the southeast and up the Nooksack River to near the present 
town of Ferndale (Suttles 1951). 
 
The Lummi relied heavily upon the abundant coastal resources. Subsistence was oriented toward the rich 
marine, littoral and estuarine environments, extensively exploiting the abundant fish and shellfish available 
throughout the area (Tremaine 1975). The frequently hunted inland and it was likely that they and the 
Nooksack had area of overlap and mutual use. 
 
The Nooksack Tribe whose members may have traversed or utilized resources within the project area, are a 
well documented group of amalgamated individual groups who occupied the interior of northern Whatcom 
County and southern British Columbia (Ruby and Brown 1986; Reid 1987; Spear 1977; Suttles 1990; 
Tremaine 1975). The name Nooksack most likely originated from the indigenous word for the bracken fern 
root that was important to the diet of the people (Ruby and Brown 1986:153). The name was probably 
originally applied by European settlers to all those Native people living in the Nooksack River Valley (Ruby 
and Brown 1986:152). However, the origin of the name ‘Nooksack’, as presently spelled and applied, has 
been presented in many forms and as having a multitude of origins (Amos 1972:13; Hawley 1945:35; 
Jeffcott 1949:25, 54; Smith 1950; Suttles 1990:474). 
 
The Nooksack once lived as semi-sedentary people throughout the larger interior Fraser River Valley of 
which the Nooksack River watershed is a part. The late pre-contact Nooksack were associated with at least 
three and as many as nine reported village locations where they relied on lacustrine resources related to 
root gathering, hunting, and fishing (Jeffcott 1949:11-15; Smith 1950; Suttles 1990:454-455; Tremaine 
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1975:43-71). In the early European settlement period (1860’s-1870’s) as many as 50 different pit house 
locations were known with 10-15 houses at each of the sites (Tremaine 1975:54-55). This form of house 
was very dissimilar to the tradition of large wooden structures like their coastal neighbors as well as to the 
later house forms adopted after contact with Euro-Americans. The house forms and language of the 
Nooksack clearly demonstrate that they are a distinct cultural group than that of the Coast Salish (Indian 
Claims Commission 1974:151). 
 
Like all Native groups in the Pacific Northwest salmon was important to the Nooksack. Additionally their 
ancestral homelands were populated with abundant terrestrial mammals like wapiti (Cervus elaphus), deer 
(Odocoileus hemionus), and black bear (Ursus americanus). Another significant contributor to subsistence 
was gathering and cultivating vegetable foods. The Nooksack utilized root crops, such as camas (Camassia 
quamash), various ‘wild onions’, and Sagittaria as well as the white potato or wapato at later times(Amos 
1972: 12-13; Hawley 1945:35; Suttles 1987:142; Tremaine 1975:51-52). They also made use of the great 
number of different berries found in the area. The variety of berries locally available includes blackberries 
(Rubus vitifolia), blackcaps (Rubus leucodermis), elderberry (Sambucus racemosa ssp. pubens), 
huckleberries (Vaccinium spp.), salal (Gautheria shallon), salmon berries (Rubus spectabilis), and Rubus 
parviflorus) (Amos 1972: 12-13; Pojar and Mackinnon 1994; Suttles 1951:63).  

Historic Background 

Euroamerican exploration of the waters of the Sound began in the late 1700s. While traversing the inland 
waters of Washington in 1791, the Spanish explorer Captain Francisco Elisa named what is now Bellingham 
Bay, Seno de Gaston (Roth 1926). The following year, English explorer Captain George Vancouver sent 
Joseph Whidbey to survey the region and renamed the bay in honor of Sir William Bellingham (Roth 1926). 
Little is documented as to the relationship between these early explores and native population; however, 
an account of a battle on Padden Creek between Spanish soldiers and Puget Sound tribes was told to the 
early Euroamerican settlers of Bellingham Bay (Edson 1968). According to the narrative, several years 
before Vancouver passed through, Spanish marauders had made themselves unwelcome by mistreating the 
native residents. A confederation of Puget Sound tribes ambushed 400 Spaniards as they explored up 
Padden Creek from the bay (approximately 1300 feet northeast of the current APE). The locals routed the 
Spaniards, killing most of them; the two galleons that carried away the survivors were sunk by a squall in 
the straights (Bellingham Herald 1936). Early encounters, violent and amicable, revealed to the rest of the 
world the abundance of monetarily valuable resources in the Puget Sound. It did not take long for 
Euroamerican entrepreneurs to arrive and stay for good, first to extract furs, then to harvest lumber, coal, 
and marine resources. 
 
Between the late 1790’s and early 1850’s the only Euroamerican presence in the Bellingham Bay area were 
fur trappers and traders predominately commissioned by the Hudson Bay Company (Edson 1968). 
Industrialization of the area began in the mid 1800s when high demand for lumber and coal in Seattle and 
San Francisco prompted several early entrepreneurs to migrate to western Whatcom County. One of the 
first pioneers to reach the shores of Bellingham Bay, in 1852 William R. Pattle discovered coal outcroppings 
between the towns of Fairhaven and Sehome, in the area that would become Bellingham. Pattle operated 
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the mill without profit until its sale in 1855 (Edson 1968). The year following Pattle’s discovery, Russell 
Peabody and Henry Roeder built a lumber mill on the waterfall at the mouth of Whatcom Creek. While the 
mill never proved to be a very profitable enterprise, two of Roeder’s employees discovered coal under the 
roots of a fallen tree along the shores of Bellingham Bay (Edson 1968). Several investors from California 
bought the coal vein and established the Bellingham Bay Coal Company, which for a time became the area’s 
largest employer. The location of associated mining camps, company stores and saloons eventually known 
as the town of Sehome are roughly a mile and a half from the project area. Numerous fires and floods led 
to the closure of the mine in 1878 (Edson 1968). 
 
The discovery of gold on the Fraser River in 1858 brought settlers to the Bellingham Bay area and the towns 
of Whatcom and Fairhaven boomed. It is estimated that 10,000 prospectors and camp followers crowded 
the Bay by the end of the year (Edson 1968). By 1860, the stampede had subsided and populations declined 
in the following decades when several local mines failed and the Whatcom Creek Mill burned down. By 
1878 fewer than 20 families lived in the area. In 1881 a large group from Kansas called the “Washington 
Colony” re-established the Whatcom Creek mill renaming it the Colony Mill (Roth 1926). Throughout the 
Bellingham Bay, Whatcom Creek, and Lake Whatcom areas other lumber mills and coal mines, such as the 
Foster and Blue Canyon mines, were established between 1878 and 1898. 
 
Maps of Fairhaven from the late 1800s reveal a steadily developing community, with roads, retail areas, 
residential neighborhoods and industrial structures expanding across the landscape. Fairhaven would 
remain an independent town until its consolidation, along with Sehome and Whatcom, with Bellingham in 
1903 (Figure 3). A guide map from 1889 is the first to show the Fairhaven & Southern Railroad Company 
line (Great Northern Railroad) originating in the northern portion of Fairhaven (Campbell 1889). Though a 
number of lines had been built to serve the residents of Bellingham Bay, this line ran to the east of the APE; 
its grade incorporated into what is now Old Fairhaven Parkway. The Inner Harbor Line, which created the 
Post Point Lagoon and borders the APE to west, was not constructed until the early 1920’s. Local population 
increased slowly until at the turn of the 20th century when new industries such as iron and brick works, 
salmon canneries, and shipyards were established and drew settlers from all parts of the world. A review of 
the 1891 Sanborn insurance maps places the Fairhaven Foundry and Machine Company on Bennett Avenue 
(currently 4th Street) between Harris and McKenzie Avenues, approximately 900 ft (275 m) northeast of the 
current project area. Developed area closest to the APE (400 ft [122 m] north) consisted of Industrial Iron 
Works, located on 2nd Street between McKenzie and Larrabee Avenues (Sanborn 1904). By 1913, the 
building had been converted to the Coast Clay Company Brick Works (Sanborn 1913). 
 
The leading industry in Fairhaven, The Pacific American Fisheries (PAF) was constructed in 1899, 1200 ft 
(365 m) north of the project area, which for a time was the largest canning company in the world (Koert 
and Biery 1980). Fishing had always an important part of the native economy in Whatcom County and PAF 
operators utilized these techniques to catch high quantities of salmon (Scott and Turbeville 1980). Traps 
were situated along salmon migration routes and consisted of wire netting that funneled salmon into an 
underwater holding pen. Thousands of fish could be lifted out through an adjacent compartment separated 
from the pen by a gate and easily transported to the cannery (Scott and Turbeville 1980).  
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The high production volume of the Pacific American Fisheries correlated to increased employment 
opportunities in the Bellingham Bay area. In addition to Euro-American employees, Chinese laborers were 
contracted to perform the unsavory task of cleaning each fish by hand (Scott and Turbeville 1980). Living 
quarters for the approximately 200 Chinese PAF contractors, commonly referred to as the ‘China House’, 
was constructed in 1901 (Figure 4) (Koert and Biery 1980). In 1905, Edmund Smith invented a mechanical 
salmon butchering apparatus in hopes of replacing the Chinese workforce. This machine could butcher 65 
salmon a minute and quickly became known as the ‘Iron Chink’ (Koert and Biery 1980).  
 

 

Figure 3. Map adapted from Campbell (1889) illustrating the towns surrounding Bellingham Bay in 1889. 
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Figure 4. Photograph ca. 1920 from the northeast corner of 5th Street and Harris Avenue (adapted from Galen 
Biery). The ‘China House’ can be seen in the center right, the machine shop is located in the center of the 
photograph, and the greenhouses are located just east of the PAF offices (out of frame). 

Mechanical innovations and improvements in canning efficiency caused the PAF to flourish in the early 20th 
century, and in turn promoted the development of additional industries on Fairhaven’s waterfront. Pacific 
Sheet Metal Works operated on Bennett Avenue (4th Street) manufacturing salmon tin cans (Koert and 
Biery 1980). The Pacific American Fisheries established their own shipyard in 1916 and constructed seven 
boats to troll the Bay (Figure 5) (Koert and Biery 1980). The decline of Fairhaven’s salmon industry occurred 
in 1934 as U.S. Courts outlawed the fish traps that had proved so profitable for the PAF. The industry was 
forced to resort to vessel based fishing, shifting the base of operations to Alaska (Scott and Turbeville 
1980). Pacific American Fisheries remained in business until 1965; however, at a fraction of the scale seen 
in the early 20th century.  
 
During World War II, factories that once served the canning industry produced rudders and valves for the 
Navy (Koert and Biery 1980). By the mid-1950s the canneries, shipyards, lumberyards, and sawmills that 
had once dominated the economy of Fairhaven had closed taking with them their employees and families 
(Lieb 2006). The structures that housed these facilities lay abandoned and in disrepair until the late 1970s 
when community activists began to preserve and reuse the historic buildings (Lieb 2006). Today, the 
neighborhood of Fairhaven is a thriving community of 600 residents centered around shops and restaurants 
located in structures built during the peak of Fairhaven’s commercial boom of the late 1800s (City of 
Bellingham 2011).   
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Figure 5. Photograph of downtown Fairhaven ca. 1918, east view of Harris Avenue. The PAF cannery and 
shipyards are located to the back right, and the Post Point WWTP APE is illustrated in the back left 
(adapted from Galen Biery).  

Previous Archaeology 

Archaeological interest in the Northwest Coast region began as early as the late 1800s. Initial studies of this 
area were conducted by Charles Hill-Tout in the 1890s and were followed by Harlan I. Smith and Charles 
Fowkes in the early 20th century (Smith 1901, 1903, 1907; Smith and Fowkes 1901). Regionally, Borden 
(1950, 1968, and 1970) demonstrates that Native groups occupied the Fraser Valley for at least the last 
10,000 years. There has been little corroborating evidence to support this work as most investigations have 
focused on the coast and islands of the Pacific Northwest rather than the interior.  
 
Archaeological investigations on Bellingham Bay began in the early 1900s when Albert Reagan identified 
several prehistoric shell midden sites on the Lummi Peninsula and a village at the mouth of the Nooksack 
River (Reagan 1917). Since Reagan’s investigations, archaeological research in the area has been limited to 
sites along the shores of Bellingham Bay, where over 20 precontact archaeological sites have been 
recorded, including one at the mouth of Padden Creek. Dugas and Larson (1999) completed an 
investigation of over 16 miles of shoreline along Bellingham Bay to determine high, moderate, and low 
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probability areas for encountering cultural resources. Stilson et al. (2002) completed a similar cultural 
resource evaluation of the Lake Whatcom watershed that focused on the identification of all known cultural 
resource within the watershed. No fieldwork was conducted for either project and no new cultural 
resources were identified. 
 
Independent research archaeology is absent from the immediate area surrounding the project site, but 
development related cultural resource management has been undertaken. A sample of recent 
investigations conducted within 1.6 km (1 mi) of the project area includes project-specific surveys for 
development (Wessen 2005, 2009a, Bush 2005, Bush and Ferry 2006, Reid et al. 2006, Shong and Miss 
2004, 2005, 2006, Baldwin and Bialas 2009, and Meidinger et al. 2010), erosion control (Croes et al. 1996), 
waste water treatment (DeJoseph and Hicks 2006), and environmental restoration (Gilpin 2007a, 2007b). 
 
Over 320 historic structures are located within 1.6 km (1 mi) of the project area. The majority of these 
buildings are related to the National Register listed Fairhaven and South Hill Historic Districts.  The 
Fairhaven Historical District is located approximately 700 m (2297 ft) northeast of the current APE and 
covers 2.3 ha (5.7 ac) along Harris Avenue between 12th and 10th Streets.  The district encompasses sixteen 
buildings dating from the surge in population of 1889-1890 to the First World War (Potter 1976). The South 
Hill Historic District represents a residential neighborhood first settled in the 1880s. The district is situated 1 
km (.62 mi) northeast of the project area and is bounded by Knox Ave, 11th, State, Cedar, and 17th Streets 
(Pinyerd and Felber 2009). The South Hill Historic District incorporates 644 structures that contribute the 
area’s period of significance (1886-1945).  
 
Two documented archaeological sites (45WH732 and 45WH846) also date to the historic period. Site 
45WH732 represents the remains of the Menning & Co. Saloon in Fairhaven that operated from 1890 to 
1913 (Shong and Miss 2004). Artifacts recovered from the saloon included coins, boards, pipe stems, 
buttons, shot glass fragments, bottle neck fragments, and various construction materials (Shong and Miss 
2004). Site 45WH846 consists of the Pattle Point Railroad trestle pilings (Wessen 2009b). This site contains 
207 log pilings and two concrete blocks associated with the Bellingham Bay and Eastern Railroad, built in 
1901 (Wessen 2009b). 
 
Five prehistoric archaeological sites (45WH41, 45WH56, 45WH60, 45WH71 and 45WH769) and one multi-
component archaeological site (45WH47) have been documented within 1.6 km (1 mi) of the project area. 
Site 45WH41 was recorded by Grabert (1972) as shell midden and fire-broken rocks overlain by fill. Another 
shell midden near the project area, site 45WH56 is described as a slight rise with crushed shell and a few 
cobble choppers (Gaston and Swanson 1974). Site 45WH60 is a sparse scatter of shell and fire modified 
rock north of downtown on what used to be the shoreline. The original tidal mud flats have been filled and 
built upon. No formed tools were located and very little information is available about the site (Grabert 
1975). Site 45WH71 is located on a terrace near Post Point and characterized by three cobble choppers 
(Edris and Walker 1970). Recorded most recently, site 45WH769 is a precontact shell midden containing 
fish, bird and small mammal bones associated with fire modified rock (Gilpin 2007b). This site abuts the 
eastern edge of the wetland and heron enhancement APE, but will not be affected by the current 
undertaking. 
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Finally, site 45WH47 is a prehistoric deposit with historic components, situated just south of the mouth of 
Padden Creek. The site was initially recorded by Grabert in 1973 as a thin shell midden with associated 
artifacts. That summer, Dr. Grabert conducted an archaeological field school at the site and excavated a 1 x 
18 meter-long trench. They located four features of fire modified rock, determined that the stratified shell 
midden was 75 cm thick, and collected over 100 artifacts of formed stone and bone tools. Swanson, Jenna 
Gaston, and Bloget excavated an additional unit in 1975 and located 11 more artifacts (Reed and Campbell 
2008). A site boundary delineation study conducted by Kelly Bush located a large berm of historic artifacts, 
likely associated with the development of Fairhaven (Bush and Ferry 2005). Dr. Sarah Campbell and 
students at Western Washington University have analyzed the collection and determined that the artifacts 
date to the Locarno Beach phase (3200-2400 before present) (Reed and Campbell 2008).  

Expectations 

Historical and archaeological work from the immediate area and the region suggest the survey location has 
a high probability of containing archaeological resources. The project area is located less than 100 m (328 
ft) from Bellingham Bay, a shoreline intensively occupied in prehistoric and historic times. The APE is within 
resource gathering range of several precontact archaeological sites and settlement locations. A small shell 
deposit, resource acquisition and processing remains, lithic reduction sites, and historic materials were all 
considered potential artifact assemblages to be located on the property. 

Assessment Methodology 

Archaeological assessment was conducted through visual reconnaissance of the project area, examination 
of existing ground disturbances, shovel probe excavations, and mechanically excavated trenches. The 
investigation began with a thorough and systematic surface survey of the parcel to locate and examine 
surface exposures. Subsurface testing involved a regiment of mechanically excavated trenches and 
manually excavated shovel probes (SPs). The trenches were dug using a backhoe with an 18 inch bucket 
within five areas of proposed disturbance closest to the Post Point WWTP (Figure 6). Trench excavation was 
utilized to confirm the presence of fill and characterize the interface between the fill and alluvium or glacial 
drift deposits. All mechanical excavation was undertaken in shallow increments to depths between 1.4 m 
(4.6 ft) and 2.7 m (8.9 ft).  
 
Shovel probe excavation was employed within the proposed wetland and heron habitat enhancement areas 
due to the shallow native sediments and lack of fill. SPs were systematically placed at 15 m (49.2 ft) 
intervals to assess subsurface soil conditions and determine the potential for buried archaeological 
deposits. Standard SPs consist of cylindrical pits 50 cm (20 in) in diameter. The predetermined target depth 
for SPs is a minimal 100 cm (~3 ft); however, individual depths of the SPs are ultimately determined by the 
conditions present in each hole. Sediment excavated from probes is screened through ¼” hardware screen. 
Details regarding the location, depth, sediments encountered and general setting are recorded for each 
trench and shovel probe. All excavations were completely backfilled and their locations marked on project 
maps (Figures 7 and 8). 
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Figure 6. Overall site plan of the Post Point WWTP Improvements Project (adapted from Carollo Engineers).  
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Figure 7. Map of the Post Point WWTP APE indicating the location of excavated trenches (T) within the proposed areas of disturbance. 
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Figure 8. Map of the proposed Wetland and Heron Habitat Enhancement APE indicating the location shovel probes (SP). 
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Results 

The archaeological assessment of the Post Point Waste Water Treatment Plant Improvements Project APE 
was conducted on March 21, 22, and 23 by DAR Field Director Meredith Moreno, and Archaeologists Robert 
Warbus and Justin Preston. Weather conditions varied from warm and clear to cold and rainy. Due to the 
presence of deep fill deposits within the areas immediately surrounding the treatment plant, a total of 16 
trenches were mechanically excavated in the proposed new chemical treatment facility, secondary clarifier, 
sludge basin no. 1 and no. 4, and the blower building. Terminal depths of excavated trenches were based 
on detailed geotechnical engineering reports provided by the client (Appendix B). A total of 21 shovel 
probes were excavated within the wetland mitigation and heron habitat enhancement areas. Each area is 
discussed separately in the following subsections. A complete summary of the subsurface conditions 
encountered in each trench and probe is presented in Appendix A. Photographs of trench soil profiles are 
presented in Appendix C. 

Chemical Treatment Facility 

A total of two trenches (T1 and T2) were excavated within the proposed chemical treatment facility (Figure 
9). Numerous buried utilities hampered the placement of the trenches; however, trench 1 was excavated 
on the northernmost edge and trench 2 was excavated on the southernmost edge of the building APE. Prior 
geotechnical engineering tests of the area indicated fill was located at approximately 1.2 mbs (below 
surface [4 ftbs]). Trenches 1 and 2 were excavated to depths of 165 cmbs (65 inbs) and 140 cmbs (55 inbs) 
upon reaching native sediments.  
 

 

Figure 9. South view of the proposed chemical treatment facility location. 



Drayton Archaeology Technical Report DAR0211J Page 22 of 52 

Sludge Basin No. 1 

A total of four trenches (T3-T6) were excavated within the proposed sludge basin no. 1 APE (Figure 10). The 
trenches were placed judgmentally throughout the sludge basin no. 1 footprint in areas that best 
represented an overview of the area of impact and avoided buried utilities. According to the geotechnical 
soil test, fill was identified between depths of 1.2-2.4 mbs (4-8 ftbs) overlying glacial drift deposits. During 
the excavation of the trenches the fill was observed to be gray clay located to depths of 200 cmbs (78.7 
inbs) on the west side and 250 cmbs (98.4 inbs) on the east side of the sludge basin footprint. The deposits 
glacial drift were typically described as yellowish brown sandy clay with lenses of clayey silt and sand. 
Terminal excavation depth was reached from 250-270 cmbs (98.4-106.3 inbs). 

Secondary Clarifier 

A total of four trenches (T7-T10) were excavated within the footprint of the proposed secondary clarifier 
(Figure 11). This location is on the southwest side of the Post Point Waste Water Treatment Plant; the 
northeast half of the tested area is situated within the current boundary of the facility and the southwest 
half is located outside of the plant. Two trenches (T7 and T8) were excavated within the border of the 
facility and two trenches (T9 and T10) were excavated on the other side of the fence line. Soil tests placed 
in this area described fill deposits overlying sections of peat and glacial drift. During excavation, fill was 
observed to be very dense and stiff lenses of gray clay. Trench 7 consisted of fill until a depth of 180 cmbs 
(70.8 inbs) at which point an impenetrable layer of hard pan was reached. Native sediment was observed in 
Trenches 8, 9, and 10 between depths of 120-160 cmbs (47.2-63 inbs). 

Sludge Basin No. 4 

A total of three trenches (T11-T13) were excavated within the proposed sludge basin no. 4 APE (Figure 12). 
Trench 11 was placed on the westernmost side of the footprint, Trench 12 was situated in the central 
portion, and Trench 13 was located on the easternmost side of the proposed sludge basin. Fill deposits in 
this area were sparse if present at all. Trench 11 consisted of fill to a depth of 130 cmbs (51.2 inbs) 
overlying a 50 cm (19.7 in) thick buried A horizon. Native sediments were observed within T12 and T13 at 
approximately 90 cmbs (35.4 inbs); however, excavation was terminated due to the influx of groundwater 
between 200-250 cmbs (78.7-98.4 inbs).  

Blower Building 

The final three trenches (T14-T16) were excavated within the footprint of the proposed blower building 
(Figure 13). The trenches were placed judgmentally in areas that best represented an overview of the APE. 
The first stratum, 35-50 cmbs (13.8-20 inbs), of these trenches were comprised of fill overlying native 
alluvium deposits. Excavation of T14 was terminated upon reaching native shoreline deposits. Excavation in 
T15 and T16 was terminated due to the influx of groundwater between 190-200 cmbs (74.8-78.7 inbs).  
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Figure 10. East view of the proposed sludge basin no. 1 location. 

 

Figure 11. North view of the proposed secondary clarifier location. 
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Figure 12. North view of the proposed sludge basin no. 4 location. 

 

Figure 13. Northwest view of the proposed blower building location. 
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Wetland and Heron Habitat Enhancement Area 

Shovel probe excavation was employed within the proposed wetland and heron habitat enhancement areas 
due to the shallow native sediments and lack of fill. A total of 21 shovel probes were excavated during this 
portion of the assessment (Figure 14). Typically, shovel probes were excavated at approximately 15 m (49.2 
ft) intervals along both sides of the existing paved trail; however, the interval was reduced to approximately 
7.5 m (24.6 ft) in the western portion of the proposed wetland/heron enhancement footprint due to the 
presence of shell in SP 1 and SP 13. After closer examination, the shell was determined to be clean and 
wave-washed proving to be natural beach deposits. Soil profiles were varied across the project area due to 
previous disturbance. A typical soil profile consisted of a surface layer of dark brown gravely sandy loam 
from 0-20 cmbs (0-7.9 inbs); followed by a substratum of yellowish brown gravely sandy loam from 20-40 
cmbs (7.9-15.8 inbs); overlying a subsoil of olive brown sand (Figure 15). 
 

 

Figure 14. Northwest view of the proposed wetland and heron habitat enhancement area. 
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Figure 15. Shovel probe 13 illustrating they typical soil profile. Lens of native beach deposit can be seen overlying 
the subsoil. 

 
Pedestrian Survey 

Due to the presence of numerous buried cables, sewer lines, pavement, or proximity to existing buildings 
the proposed footprints for the 2 possible odor control facilities, yard piping, the splitter box, and primary 
effluent pump station could not be tested through subsurface investigations (Figures 16).  The proposed 
wetland enhancement and staging and laydown areas have a very low potential for containing 
archaeological materials and very little to no ground disturbance is planned (Figure 17). These locations are 
characterized by containing previously disturbed soils, and as such were visually examined for cultural 
resources. No archaeological materials were observed as a result of this survey. 
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Figure 16. Southwest view of the proposed primary effluent pump station location. 

 

Figure 17. Southeast view of the proposed staging and laydown area.  



Drayton Archaeology Technical Report DAR0211J Page 28 of 52 

Conclusions and Recommendations 

The archaeological assessment of the proposed Post Point Waste Water Treatment Plant Improvements 
project is subject to permitting by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and as mandated, was supervised by an 
archaeologist meeting the standards for a professional archaeologist issued by the Secretary of the Interior 
and the Washington State Historic Preservation Officer. Pedestrian survey, subsurface explorations and 
background research indicate there are no archaeological materials, features or above–ground historic 
structural features or debris in the Post Point WWTP APE. Proximity to site 45WH769 suggested that there 
was a potential for locating FCR, shell or bone; however, no indications of precontact or historic occupation 
or land use were identified during the course of this project. DAR recommends the Corps assert a 
determination of No Historic Properties Affected for the proposed undertaking. 
 
In the unlikely event that intact archaeological deposits are encountered during construction activities, all 
work in the vicinity of the discovery area must stop immediately and contact made with the Washington 
DAHP and the proper authorities. If archaeological materials are located all work should stop and a 
professional archaeologist should be retained to evaluate the extent of the material and site delineation 
can be made. In the event that skeletal material or features of burial/interment situation are encountered 
during development, all work should stop immediately and efforts to contact the DAHP and the proper 
authorities should be initiated.  
 
DAR recommends that the project proponents be familiar with the provisions of Washington State laws, 
Revised Code of Washington (RCW) Chapter 27.53.060 and RCW 27.44.040. The RCW 27.53.060, 
Archaeological Sites and Resources, protects known prehistoric and historic archaeological sites within the 
state that are located on public and private lands and makes it a crime to intentionally destroy an 
archaeological site. In the unlikely event that archaeological materials are encountered during the 
development of the property, an archaeologist should immediately be notified and work halted in the 
vicinity of the finds until they can be inspected and assessed. RCW Chapter 27.44.040, Indian Graves and 
Records, protects Native American graves within the state that are located on public or private lands. These 
laws specifically state that the willful removal, mutilation, defacing, and/or destruction of Indian burials 
constitute a Class C felony. 
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Appendix A: Shovel Probe and Trench Index 

DEPTH BELOW 
SURFACE (CM) 

SEDIMENTS/CONTENTS COMMENTS 

SHOVEL PROBE 1 
0-15 Dark Brown 10YR 3/3 gravely sandy loam. No cultural materials. 

15-30 Light yellowish brown 10YR 6/4 gravely sandy loam 
mottled with dark brown 10YR 3/3 gravely sandy 

loam. 

No cultural materials. 

30-40 Reddish brown 10YR 3/3 gravely sandy loam. No cultural materials. 
40-70 Natural beach deposits. No cultural materials. 

SHOVEL PROBE 2 
0-30 Dark Brown 10YR 3/3 gravely sandy loam. Modern glass fragments. 

30-80 Yellowish brown 10YR 5/6 gravely sandy loam 
mottled with dark grayish brown 10YR 4/2 sandy 

clay. 

Modern glass fragments. 

SHOVEL PROBE 3 
0-15 Dark Brown 10YR 3/3 gravely sandy loam. No cultural materials. 

15-40 Light yellowish brown 10YR 6/4 gravely sand. No cultural materials. 
40 Water table. No cultural materials. 

SHOVEL PROBE 4 
0-10 Burned wood. No cultural materials. 

10-40 Yellowish brown 10YR 5/6 gravely sandy loam. No cultural materials. 
40 Water table. No cultural materials. 

SHOVEL PROBE 5 
0-20 Dark Brown 10YR 3/3 gravely sandy loam. No cultural materials. 

20-60 Light yellowish brown 10YR 6/4 gravely sandy loam 
mottled with dark brown 10YR 3/3 gravely sandy 

loam. 

Railroad tie at bottom of shovel 
probe. 

SHOVEL PROBE 6 
0-10 Dark Brown 10YR 3/3 gravely sandy loam. No cultural materials. 

10-40 Olive Brown 2.5YR 4/6 sand and gravel. No cultural materials. 
SHOVEL PROBE 7 

0-50 Dark Brown 10YR 3/3 gravely sandy loam. Iron and glass fragments. 
50-80 Natural beach deposits. Iron and glass fragments. 

SHOVEL PROBE 8 
0-20 Dark Brown 10YR 3/3 gravely sandy loam. No cultural materials. 

20-40 Olive Brown 2.5YR 4/6 sand and gravel. No cultural materials. 
SHOVEL PROBE 9 

0-20 Dark Brown 10YR 3/3 gravely sandy loam. No cultural materials. 
20-40 Olive Brown 2.5YR 4/6 sand and gravel. No cultural materials. 

SHOVEL PROBE 10 
0-20 Dark Brown 10YR 3/3 gravely sandy loam. No cultural materials. 

20-40 Olive Brown 2.5YR 4/6 sand and gravel. No cultural materials. 
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DEPTH BELOW 
SURFACE (CM) 

SEDIMENTS/CONTENTS COMMENTS 

SHOVEL PROBE 11 
0-10 Dark Brown 10YR 3/3 gravely sandy loam. No cultural materials. 

10-40 Olive Brown 2.5YR 4/6 sand and gravel. No cultural materials. 
SHOVEL PROBE 12 

0-100 Dark Brown 10YR 3/3 gravely sandy loam. Iron, glass and brick fragments. 
SHOVEL PROBE 13 

0-25 Dark Brown 10YR 3/3 gravely sandy loam. No cultural materials. 
25-35 Natural beach deposits. No cultural materials. 
35-60 Olive Brown 2.5YR 4/6 sand and gravel. No cultural materials. 

SHOVEL PROBE 14 
0-15 Dark Brown 10YR 3/3 gravely sandy loam. No cultural materials. 

15-45 Yellowish brown 10YR 5/6 gravely sandy loam. No cultural materials. 
45-60 Black 10YR 2/1 sandy loam. Plastic, glass and brick fragments. 

SHOVEL PROBE 15 
0-30 Dark Brown 10YR 3/3 gravely sandy loam. No cultural materials. 

30-40 Olive Brown 2.5YR 4/6 sand and gravel. No cultural materials. 
SHOVEL PROBE 16 

0-25 Dark Brown 10YR 3/3 gravely sandy loam. No cultural materials. 
25-35 Olive Brown 2.5YR 4/6 sand and gravel. No cultural materials. 

SHOVEL PROBE 17 
0-10 Dark Brown 10YR 3/3 gravely sandy loam. No cultural materials. 

10-25 Olive Brown 2.5YR 4/6 sand and gravel. No cultural materials. 
SHOVEL PROBE 18 

0-10 Dark Brown 10YR 3/3 gravely sandy loam. No cultural materials. 
10-25 Olive Brown 2.5YR 4/6 sand and gravel. No cultural materials. 

SHOVEL PROBE 19 
0-10 Dark Brown 10YR 3/3 gravely sandy loam. No cultural materials. 

10-30 Olive Brown 2.5YR 4/6 sand and gravel. No cultural materials. 
SHOVEL PROBE 20 

0-10 Dark Brown 10YR 3/3 gravely sandy loam. No cultural materials. 
10-40 Olive Brown 2.5YR 4/6 sand and gravel. No cultural materials. 

SHOVEL PROBE 21 
0-10 Dark Brown 10YR 3/3 gravely sandy loam. No cultural materials. 

10-40 Olive Brown 2.5YR 4/6 sand and gravel. No cultural materials. 
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DEPTH BELOW 
SURFACE (CM) 

SEDIMENTS/CONTENTS COMMENTS 

Trench 1 
0-40 Dark yellowish brown sandy loam No cultural materials 

40-150 Grayish brown sandy clay Plastic, concrete, asphalt 
150-165 Yellowish brown sandy clay mottled with reddish 

yellow sandy clay mottled with gray clay 
No cultural materials 

Trench 2 
0-35 Dark yellowish brown sandy loam No cultural materials 

35-90 Grayish brown sandy clay No cultural materials 
90-125 Gray clay mottled with yellowish brown sandy clay  No cultural materials 

125-140 Brown gravelly sand  No cultural materials 
Trench 3 

0-60 Dark yellowish brown sandy loam No cultural materials 
60-200 Gray clay  No cultural materials 

200-250 Gray sandy clay mottled with yellowish brown 
sandy loam  

No cultural materials 

250-270 Yellowish brown gravelly sand  No cultural materials 
Trench 4 

0-40 Dark yellowish brown sandy loam No cultural materials 
40-180 Gray clay  No cultural materials 

180-250 Yellowish brown sand mottled with gray clay  No cultural materials 
Trench 5 

0-35 Dark yellowish brown sandy loam No cultural materials 
35-80 Grayish brown sandy clay  No cultural materials 

80-250 Gray clay  No cultural materials 
250-260 Yellowish brown sandy clay No cultural materials 

Trench 6 
0-55 Dark yellowish brown sandy loam No cultural materials 

55-85 Gray clay mottled with yellowish brown clay  No cultural materials 
85-210 Gray clay No cultural materials 

210-250 Pale brown sand  No cultural materials 
Trench 7 

0-30 Dark yellowish brown sandy loam No cultural materials 
30-60 Grayish brown sandy loam  No cultural materials 

60-170 Gray clay No cultural materials 
170-180 Grayish brown gravelly sand No cultural materials 

180 Hard Pan No cultural materials 
Trench 8 

0-60 Grayish brown sandy loam No cultural materials 
60-160 Gray clay No cultural materials 

160-180 Yellowish brown sandy clay mottled with grayish 
brown sandy clay 

No cultural materials 
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DEPTH BELOW 
SURFACE (CM) 

SEDIMENTS/CONTENTS COMMENTS 

Trench 9 
0-40 Dark yellowish brown sandy loam No cultural materials 

40-190 Gray clay No cultural materials 
190-230 Gray sandy clay mottled with yellowish brown 

sandy clay 
No cultural materials 

Trench 10 
0-40 Dark yellowish brown sandy loam No cultural materials 

40-70 Yellowish brown sandy clay No cultural materials 
70-120 Gray clay No cultural materials 

120-200 Gray sandy clay mottled with yellowish brown 
sandy clay 

No cultural materials 

Trench 11 
0-80 Dark yellowish brown sandy loam No cultural materials 

80-130 Gray clay No cultural materials 
130-180 Very dark brown to black sandy loam Buried A horizon 
180-200 Dark yellowish brown gravelly sand No cultural materials 

Trench 12 
0-30 Very dark brown sandy loam No cultural materials 

30-90 Yellowish brown gravelly sandy loam No cultural materials 
90-200 Yellowish brown clay mottled with gray clay No cultural materials 

200-250 Yellowish brown sand Water 
Trench 13 

0-50 Very dark brown sandy loam No cultural materials 
50-90 Grayish brown mottled with yellowish brown sandy 

clay 
No cultural materials 

90-130 Yellowish brown gravelly sandy clay No cultural materials 
130-200 Yellowish brown sand Water 

Trench 14 
0-20 Very dark brown sandy loam No cultural materials 

20-50 Grayish brown sandy loam No cultural materials 
50-75 Yellowish brown sandy clay No cultural materials 

75-130 Yellowish brown sand No cultural materials 
Trench 15 

0-20 Very dark brown sandy loam No cultural materials 
20-50 Grayish brown sandy clay Asphalt, concrete 

50-110 Yellowish brown sandy clay No cultural materials 
110-200 Yellowish brown mottled with gray clay Water 

Trench 16 
0-35 Grayish brown sandy loam No cultural materials 

35-105 Grayish brown mottled with yellowish brown clay No cultural materials 
105-190 Grayish brown mottled with yellowish brown sandy 

clay 
Water 
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Appendix B: Geotechnical Data 

 
Location of geotechnical cross-sections. 



Drayton Archaeology Technical Report DAR0211J Page 40 of 52 

 
Geotechnical cross-section of the proposed secondary clarifier. 
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Geotechnical cross-section of the proposed activated sludge basin no. 4. 
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Geotechnical cross-section of the proposed activated sludge basin no. 4. 
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Geotechnical cross-section of the proposed chemical treatment facility, activated sludge basin no. 1, and the blower building. 
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Appendix C: Trench Excavation Photographs 

 

East view of Trench 1, excavated within the proposed chemical treatment facility. 

 

East view of Trench 2, excavated within the proposed chemical treatment facility. 
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South view of Trench 3, excavated within the proposed sludge basin no. 1. 

 

West view of Trench 4, excavated within the proposed sludge basin no. 1. 
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East view of Trench 5, excavated within the proposed sludge basin no. 1. 

 

North view of Trench 6, excavated within the proposed sludge basin no. 1. 
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North view of Trench 7, excavated within the proposed secondary clarifier. 

 

North view of Trench 8, excavated within the proposed secondary clarifier. 
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North view of Trench 9, excavated within the proposed secondary clarifier. 

 

North view of Trench 10, excavated within the proposed secondary clarifier. 
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East view of Trench 11, excavated within the proposed sludge basin no. 4. 

 

East view of Trench 12, excavated within the proposed sludge basin no. 4. 
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East view of Trench 13, excavated within the proposed sludge basin no. 4. 

 

South view of Trench 14, excavated within the proposed blower building. 
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West view of Trench 15, excavated within the proposed blower building. 

 

West view of Trench 16, excavated within the proposed blower building.  



Drayton Archaeology Technical Report DAR0211J Page 52 of 52 

CULTURAL RESOURCES REPORT COVER SHEET 

 

Author: Meredith A. Moreno 
  
Title of Report: Archaeological Assessment of the Post Point Wastewater Treatment 
Plant Improvements, Bellingham, Whatcom County, Washington 
 
Date of Report:  April 13, 2011 
 
County(ies): Whatcom  Section: 2, 11 Township: 37N Range: 2E  

 
Quad:    Eliza Island, WA (1995) 7.5’      Acres: 3 

 
PDF of report submitted (REQUIRED)       Yes 
 
Historic Property Export Files submitted?   Yes   No 
 
Archaeological Site(s)/Isolate(s) Found or Amended?  Yes  No 
 
TCP(s) found?  Yes  No 
 
Replace a draft?  Yes  No 
 
Satisfy a DAHP Archaeological Excavation Permit requirement?  Yes #          No 
 
 
DAHP Archaeological Site #:        
      
      
      


	Summary
	Regulatory Context
	Project Location and Area of Potential Effect
	Environmental Setting
	Geologic Context
	Cultural Context
	Historic Background
	/
	Previous Archaeology
	Expectations
	Assessment Methodology
	Results
	Chemical Treatment Facility
	Sludge Basin No. 1
	Secondary Clarifier
	Sludge Basin No. 4
	Blower Building
	Wetland and Heron Habitat Enhancement Area
	Pedestrian Survey

	0211J Post Point Report_sm2.pdf
	/
	Conclusions and Recommendations
	Works Cited
	Appendix A: Shovel Probe and Trench Index
	Appendix B: Geotechnical Data
	Appendix C: Trench Excavation Photographs
	CULTURAL RESOURCES REPORT COVER SHEET




