


258

sponsible for outlining and directing the
programs of research. Nevertheless they
would still be working on their plans if the
Federal and State relief agencies had not
supplied the labor and material. Neither
could have accomplished the results with-
out the other. The same is true of the proj-
ects elsewhere.

The third most important archeological
contribution during the past decade re-
sulted from concentrated excavations in
southwestern New Mexico and southern
and northern Arizona. From scattered ex-
cavations in southern Arizona prior to 1930
a concerted effort has been made, both by
well-organized programs and confinuous
exeavations, to obtain data necessary to
solve the problems of prehistory in this
section of the Southwest as had been done
in northern New Mexico and northeastern
Arizona, The results of these investigations,
entered into by various privately endowed
organizations, have been published and
provide & resume of the important cultural
manifestations. These results together with
the highly developed dendrochronology
make it possible to observe cultural move-
ments and variations, and enable the spe-
cialist to establish specific dates for the
gites.

As a result of these concentrated pro-
grams the oceurrence of two basie eultures
in the SBouthwest can be postulated: The
Anasazi and Hohokam. The ramifications of
the Anasazi through the various Basket-
maker and Pueblo stages is well known. The
men working in the southern Arizona field
propose that the earliest and most wide-
spread complex, known as the Cochise,
consisted of a simple hunting complex, the
remains of which are found with certain
extinet fauna which they have dated around
8000 B.C. From this hunting and gathering
complex developed a more sedentary group
out of which, about the beginning of the
Christian era, two variations developed, the
Mogollon and the Hohokam.

These people lived in large communities
and made fine undecorated pottery and
artistically carved stone objects—all in all a
rather closely knit, well-developed, seden-
tary culture. During this same period the
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people known as the Basketmakers lived in
caves and shelters in northern New Mexico,
wove beautiful sandals, and made artisti-
cally decorated coiled baskets. These two
centers of cultural influence continued to
expand; then contact and an interchange of
ideas took place between the north and
south. About A.D. 1000 the Hohokam
reached the peak of its cultural influence,
and the now well-established Pueblo eul-
tures in the north began to expand to the
south. About A.D. 1200 this northern
Pueblo culture began a definite southward
movement, foreing its influence through the
Salado group upon the Hohokam and began
the latter’s eventual decline. The Pueblos,
owing to catastrophic droughts were forced
out of the San Juan drainage, and owing
to somewhat similar ecological factors
spread southward. The droughts also
caused a deerease in their area of domina-
tion and resulted in several regional and
somewhat culturally separable groups.
About A.D. 1600 the picture is well known
from historical accounts, with the Hopi in
Arizona, the Zuiii in New Mexico, the Pima
along the Gila and Salt Rivers, while the
Papago were spreading farther south.

Definite cultural influences, coming from
centers farther south in Mexico, have been
found in these southern Arizona sites;
while pottery and other culture material
from the Great Plains area has been found
among the Pueblo cultures in northern New
Mexico. These represent only the highlights
from an area which in 1930 was considered
drained so far as new archeological mani-
festations were concerned.

The fourth outstanding accomplishment
is the application of modern archeological
techniques to recovering, verifying, and
supplementing historical aceounts of early
European settlements in the United States.
This approach differs only in point of time
and cultures involved. Ever since the arche-
ologist emphasized the historical approach
instead of trying to accumulate quantities
of beautiful pottery or arrowheads and
pipes, he became a collaborator with the
student of history and the ethnographer.
Since 1930 this technique has proved its
value in supplementing and verifying the
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limited written accounts dealing with some
of the first European settlements in Amer-
ica.

The best-known example and one of
longest duration is the work at Jamestown
Island, Va. Similar approaches were made
at St. Augustine, Fla., and quite recently
in and around Plymouth, Mass. At James-
town historical and archeological research
are working together to unravel the story
of the years between 1607 and 1699, at
which time Jamestown was the outstanding
community in the colony of Virginia. The
historical records of this first century of
English colonization of America are meagre.
The settlers were naturally too busy trying
to keep body and soul together to do much
recording for the edification of their de-
scendants. Many of the records that were
made have been destroyed or lost. More-
over, even as today, people seldom pre-
served records of their houses, furniture,
dishes, and the like. Many of these, espe-
cially the nonperishable type, such as rum
bottles, spoons, buckles, seals, and china,
are being recovered through econtrolled
archeological excavations. On the other
hand, the existing documents, such as
maps, deeds, and court records, assist in
determining facts that no amount of exca-
vation could produce. The important con-
tribution is that both disciplines, history
and archeology, are working together to-
ward the solution of specific problems. This
type of collaboration at the most recent end
of our time scale is just as important as
collaboration between the Pleistocene geolo-
gist or paleontologist and the archeologist
at the extreme opposite end of our human
history secale, This combination of efforts
or techniques appears to me to cover the
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whole field of anthropology; functional or
applied anthropology bridges a similar gap
between ethnology and sociology. Similar
examples could be cited for geography,
economics, psychology, biology. The new
science seems to be “growing up” and ex-
panding in every direction.

Getting back to archeology, I feel confi-
dent that historieal-archeology' will con-
tinue to play an important part in the res-
toration of sites historieally associated with
our own European cultures and from the
point of view of popular interest will play
a very prominent part in supplementing the
cultural background of our own ancestors.

Many other contributions have been
made in those sections of the country which
have not been stressed. There is the taxo-
nomie classification, the reanalysis of earlier
archeological excavations, the archeological
survey of Kansas, explorations in Maine,
New York and Pennsylvania, the work at
the Kincaid site in southern Illinois, and
the excavation of the Angel Mound group
in southwestern Indiana. To these may be
added dendrochronology in the Mississippi
Valley from which some definite dates have
been determined.

One is always limited in preparing a sum-
mary of this kind. I have endeavored to
select those phases of the work that in the
light of present conditions have contributed
most to our knowledge of prehistoric man
in the United States. At the same time I
have tried to point out the unusual social
conditions that made possible the large-
scale archeological operations,

‘A r name. Perha
would be a better term, although such a collabora-

tion of two disciplines would not necessarily be
limited to the Colonial period.

Colonial-areheology



