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All Sites (568) 6 7 97 5 79 3 4 8 18 0 0 73All Sites (568) 6.7 97.5 79.3 4.8 18.0 0.73
Prehistoric Sites (502) 6.7 97.6 79.3 5.1 16.7 0.70Prehistoric Sites (502) 6.7 97.6 79.3 5.1 16.7 0.70
Historic Sites (117) 15 6 96 8 80 5 3 2 23 9 0 86Historic Sites (117) 15.6 96.8 80.5 3.2 23.9 0.86
Ground Stone (45) 42.0 96.4 91.6 4.9 40.0 0.88G ou d Sto e ( 5) 0 96 9 6 9 0 0 0 88
Hearth/FAR (243) 12 8 96 8 79 9 3 7 24 3 0 85Hearth/FAR (243) 12.8 96.8 79.9 3.7 24.3 0.85
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