CHAPTER VII

CONCLUSION

As a part of multi-disciplinary research of The Highland Archaeology

Project, “Geoarchaeology of Tham Lod rogck shelter, Changwat Mae Hong Son, Northern

rth science methodology in the
interpretation of archaeological data : ites with two major objectives.
The first was to study : yraphy, sedimentology and
archaeological record (i ayers from excavation). The

second was to examine in the past. The result of

from 3 series of geologiCitin
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7.1.1 Older than Late

ﬂ u'ﬁ;’a}tsngﬂaq %‘JWGE] I]hﬂﬁm of all excavated

areas which is rep%sented by a latentp soil. None of archaeologlcavmam has been
o) MR SN FE NN 1S VIR o oo
deposited Hverlymg unit A with granule — pebble — cobble particles grain size grading
upwards into 2 sequences. It can be assumed that an old stream has once passed

through the rock shelter.
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7.1.2 Late Pleistocene Period

Unit B2 appears in only area 1 overlying‘ Unit A and A1. The
characteristic of the unit B2 was represented by a layer of calcrete found in full of
excavated floor. TL dating suggested that the unit has been deposited approximately
32,380 + 292 years BP. Unit B is a high density of occupation layers of Prehistoric
eological remains including stone tools,
animal remains, shell and skeletons’ we reserved. Three samples of the
sediment were dated by TL @ i ) ' &sample from the middle layer

he age of 14,000 years BP,

which contains a lot of ani
whereas two samples fr. the contact boundaries
between unit B and uni BP and 10,500 years BP,
respectively. Unit B1 ap i J ’ < LA d,2 es almost of limestone rock
fall. None of dating has be gvery ge o g unit, overlying unit B which
was dated from organic sedime b# ng'and overlaid by calcrete layer which
was dated by TL dating, cangbe, ?} .5 ock fall might have been occurred
sometimes between 13,000 years | L ). years BP . Unit B3 appears only in

area 1 overlying unit BT} Th : dominated er that was dated by TL

'xl
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7.1.3 Holocerie-RPeriod

ﬂﬂﬂ?ﬂﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂi

Unit C1 shows .clearly geolo&cal process as severe flooding
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unconformdble deposition between unit B and unit C and reworked or mixed

dating and given the age

archaeological remains which also made the difficulty in classifying of cultural layers. TL
dating in sediment from the top and lower parts of this unit, which is the contact
boundaries between unit C and unit D in area 3, suggested that the deposition started
sometimes between 9,980 years BP to 2,933 years BP. Unit C appears in only area 1

overlying on unit B. New archaeological records such as potsherds and beads was
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recognized. Stone tools and animal remains were also preserved but decreased in their
amounts. New archaeological remains can be relatively determined the age by relative
dating from artifacts and result indicated that most of them was late Holocene artifacts.
Unit D comprises unconsolidated topsoil. The disturbance from recent activities was
observed. A few artifacts such as flake, animal bones, potsherd and beads has been

discovered mixing with of recent material.

7.2 The cultural chronology sequenc

The cultural-chrenelogy atsthe ﬁockshelter was analysed on

the basis of stratigraphy, i ) and arc gical context that can be

G .\
La . w Period I, Early to Middle
Holocene and Late Holo ively ’ \\

(32,000 = 13,000 years BP). Results of

\

AMS and TL dating in this ared show-ifie- eas tural layer were begun at 32,380 +

classified into 2 periods a cene. It was classified into 4

292 years BP. The dating in high-Gepsit : jons based on AMS technique is
given the age 22,190:%E 160 v P-and 16 760-+=-70 Jyears BP (dated by shell
remains). TL dating of $ed s the age of deposition

occurred approximately 14,055 + 47 years BP. Archaeologi al remains indicate that the
¢ o

prehistoric peopl jjtflup;r Wg{ﬁj’ ?q ccﬂ m ck shelter was used
by them for multl-w tion activities s s processing food, stone tools manufacture,
. ¢ e/ "
IOV RO TR N (M )
late Plei:tie e'ag ic p a f hunte h a ensively for

producing stone tools as the main tools.

7.2.2 Late Pleistocene Period Il (13,000 - 10,000 years BP). Change of
functional culture of the shelter was suggested by the occurrence of 2 burials. Based on
the result of AMS dating from organic sediment nearby the both burials, burial | was

given 12,100 + 60 years BP and burial Il was given 13,640 + 80 years BP.
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Archaeological remains as stone tools has been found in association with both burials.
This rock shelter was used for temporary camp and then was changed to burial site from

the late Paleolithic in late Pleistocene Period.

7.2.3 Early Holocene to Middle Holocene. The culture during early to
middle Holocene was unclear to classify using only the archaeological remains because
archaeological remains were mixed by flooding event. Base on TL dating in the upper

part of unit B in area 3, two sediment samples were dated as 9,980 + 120 years BP and

is unit C was dated and given the

age as 2,933 + 83 years BP. : > e@h as potsherds, beads and

polish stone were found i 5=1qfe] Tham Lod rockshelter was

occupied by people who

7.2.4 Lat e 1 - nt). During early to middle
' S, and beads were found
continuously throughout str: (il ea'l. e analysis in characteristic of
potsherds and beads indicate hey were inlate Holocene epoch.

7.2 Landuse pattern and

]

The mam site function of human use%his rock shelter can be

classified mainly %tf 4 functions.as follows.

UEANENINEINS

Temporary Habitation camp:glhe pattern @fs archaeological
remains ’ﬂ-li mr]ta q ﬂgmsid m r}p:gt% &rl Iasapgaratlon and
consumptlon Small to large size animals and shell remains were also confirmed hunting
and collecting activities.

Manufacture and maintenance stone tools site: Stone tools
manufacturing and maintenance activities were occurred at the site. The lithic
assemblages especially from area 1 to area 3 represent the entire production sequence

since the beginning until finishing products such as utilized core, wasted core, broken
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cores, hammer stones, primary wasted flakes, secondary wasted flakes and tertiary
wasted flakes.

Refuse Site: Numerous parts of animals bone fragment, shells,
wasted cores, primary wasted flakes and secondary wasted flakes have become un-
used material and remained there in the rock shelter. This is suggested that this rock
shelter has been a refuse area. Animal bone fragments were tossed near the southern
wall.

re preserved indicating that the site

used to be a burial site. ‘/‘/’
- ———

o .ted in open doline suitable

i 0d fockShE
to use as a good settin itati x er is a dry, well protected
"N nfortable site transitional zone

AN

resources. The main nat Wl \\

cess abundant to natural
and river. The resources

from the mountain comprise shel an to live and a lot wild animals

\

ly full of shells, fishes and gravels.

Gravel is the main raw material for-human s¢ g and collecting to make the stone

tools. R,

T Y

1

an Lod is one of very important#grehistoric sites in Thailand

and becomes a ﬂiﬁ?ﬂfﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁlid Thailand.  This
geoarchaeoloqued e ng other iplines | that¥can provide a brief
quideline in analysing history of the THam Lod rockhelter. At the verous stages, the

scaron i Memb X bk bbb oo bbb Bl cesroa

detail as the expectation to help archaeologists make easy to further their research.

Finally, T

Hereinafter is a summary of what problems and quentions found apart from this

research.
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1. Stratified cultural deposits from the Late Pleistocene to Middle
Holocene in this site are rare and the evidence is difficult to recognize particularly in

Early Holocene to Middle Holocene because of mixing cultural remains by flooding.

2. There are some questions remained in some parts. The overwhelming
impression left in the mind of the discerning reader that it is surely the urgent need for

more excavation in area 1. The duration of investigation needs to extend. The more

0 integrate more precise history of
highland archaeology in the area. EsSpeciall hich can not excavate cover all
the area because the Highlapd AlChaeolog @short time for excavated and

found about numerous of( h‘l'-!‘.,; of stratigraphy. Up to now

\\!\ e for correlation. However, a
NN,

long term research needto gonti Y the s , der to establish a history of

, between area 1 and arez
the site.

3. The analysi$ of'@ ' 1S Was primarily carried out in this
research. The more detailed™ apalysis . fron will make the more reliable

interpretation of cultural development Ho e complete analysis will complete in

the future, this site wo -_, one of the most significant arghaeological site not only
h?w
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for Thailand but Southeast A
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