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to extend man's exist.c.nee in the Southeast 
back at least to 10,000 years before the 
Christian Era. On the other hand, the 
chronology of the more sedentary groups, 
those lineal ancestors of the historically 
known Indian tribcs, unquestionably haa 
not only been condenscd, but the cultural 
!'tratification much morc sharply defined. 
Without repeating tho variolls and in­
numerable foci thus far established, one 
can safely assume in a very general way 
that the an:'hcological complexes appearing 
in the Southeast after the beginning of -the 
Christian Era. eBn be divided into three 
main divisions: early, middle, and historic. 

Dy "early" is meant the widespread pre­
agricultural complex characteristically as­
sociated with shell heaps. Throughout the 
Southcast these deposits arc found along 
the coasts and along the banks of the lar~cr 

inlnnd rivers. The complex is characterized 
by mortars and pestles, tubular pil>C8, a 
large variety of shell beads and pc.ndants, 
bone awls and tubes, and stemmed projec­
tile points. The lower strata give no evi­
dcnce of pottery, which would indicate 
preagriculture. This suggests a flimple sed­
enL'lry existence depending on hunting, fisr.­
inK, l\nd root- nnd berrY-Knthering. The 
most important sites containing this com­
plcx are Stallings Island in Georgia, 
Trhefuncte in Loui!'iana, Pickwick Basin 
in Alnbamll, and Indian Knoll in Kcnturky. 
Pottery dO<'S oceur in the later phases in 
nil of these site!! and COllsists uniformly of a 
cnlde fiber-tempered variety, probably the 
enrlieflt. type in the Southeast. ThNe nre 
minor \'ariations from site to sitc, such as 
di!ic beads plastered on bone tubcs with 
Il.'lphalt, from lndian Knoll in Kentllcky; 
and different. decorative treatments on the 
poUrry. N('verthcless, not only arc there 
suffieiCllt diffefrnees betwcc-n the vnriolls 
~itC's to show an adjustment to fhe local 
onvironment, but 0. general uniformity 
C'xir<LR bctwl'<'n the archeological complexes 
in the Southeast nnd the objects from simi­
11\1" l'litC'!'I in New England and the Pacific 
rOfL'lt. Thi~ indira!!'!! a probable hemi~phcric 
Ilimilnrily of n wid('llpread rultuml level. 

So fur nR rhronolo~y of these peoplC' is 
('ol1('erncd it can be flnfely assumcd that. 

they represent the first pottery-using 
people in the Southeast. As to whether they 
represent descendants from the much 
earlier Folsom hunters we have no evidence. 
:\Iy guess is that these scmi-6cdentnry 
people represent a much more recent AI'iatic 
migration of modern American Indians in· 
habiting the COasUl and river valleys some 
time after A.D. 500. From this period up to 
A.D. 1800 archeologists in the Soulhenst 
have developed a most convincing foCries 
of cultuml manifestations. These evolve 
from this early period through the variOIlS 
Ata,l.!;eS which led to the \"ariety of historical 
Indian cultures found in the Southeast at 
the time of European discovery. Numerons 
outRide influences account for the>lC. varic· 
tics. The introduction of maize, allowing 
more leisure and a more or less guaranteed 
staple food economy, permitted the devel­
opment of complex political and religious 
organizations as well as the byproduets of 
large ceremonial centers, sueh as Ocmtllg~, 

Et()\\"Bh, Kolemokce, Moundville, Troy­
ville, nnd Spiro. T~arge tribal migrntion~ 
took pl:1(:e into the area as wcll n.'1 out of the 
Southeast. Even though sonH' !llip;ht influ­
ence is obvious from fartlwr south in Mex­
ico, tbe only l'I'al proof of the~e contact"! 
rests in artistic simiktrihl.'il, und th~(' OCCUI" 

almost at the ('lo~(' of the protohistoric 
pNiod, probably within th(' sixteenth or 
scventeenlh eentury. 

Cultuml BimilantiNi have nl.-lo l)('E'n es­
tablislH'd I)(>l,wccn certain manifestations in 
the Ohio Valley and some of the Upper 
i\Jississippi Valley cultures. Numerous pub­
lications have described in dctnil the rC8ults 
from these W.P.A. archeological explol'fl.· 
tions; more will follow. One cnn safcly M­

sume, I think, that the broad outlines of the 
prehistoric cultures in the SouthelUlt havc 
been more or 1088 establillhed as to their rela­
tive chronology and cultural feint ionfl. 
Many more problems remain, Cf'lpccially th(' 
historical rmteeedell(,(,; in othcl' words, the 
strict application of tile historical method 
to Southeastern prehistory. 

These aceomplishment.'1, \\'hen cOllsidered 
from the point of vicw of what. was known 
prior to J930, sJ)('ak for themselvcs. Cfrdil, 
it seems to mc, must go fil'st to the m{'1l 1'('­
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epousiblc (or outlining and directing the 
programs of research. Nevertheless they 
would still be working on their plans if the 
Federal nnd State relief agencies had not 
supplied the labor and material. Neither 
could have accomplished the l'CSuJt,a with­
out tile other. The same is true of the proj­
ects elsewhere. 

The third most important archeological 
contribution during the pnst decade re­
sulled from concentrated excavations in 
southwestern New Mexico and southcm 
and northern Arizona. From scattered ex­
cavations in sout.hern Ari1.Q1llL prior to 1930 
a concerted effort has been made, both by 
wcll-organized programs and continuous 
excavations, 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 northea.C!tem 
Arizona. The results of these investigation!', 
entered into by various privately endowNl 
orgnn.izations, have been published and 
provide a resume of the important cultural 
manifestations. These results together with 
the highly developed dendrochronology 
make it po ible to obsene cultural mo\"e­
ments and \'aria-tions, and enable tbe spe­
t'inlist to establish specific dates for the 
sites. 

As a result. of thc..."C concentrated pro~ 

~rflms the occurrence of t.wo basic cultures 
in the Southwest. can be l)Ogtulated: The 
Anasazi and Hohokam. The ramificnlions of 
the Ann..<laai through til(' various Basketr 
mnker llnd Pueblo sta~es i~ well known. The 
men working in the ~Otlthel11 Ari7.0na field 
propose that the earlieRt and most wide· 
spread complex, known lUi th<> C{)(hi~. 

consisted of a !'implc hunting complex. the 
remains of whieh nr<> found with c{'rtnin 
extinct fnuna which they have dll.ted around 
8000 B.C. From this hunting and gathering 
complex developed a more sooentnry group 
out of which, about Ule beginning of the 
Christian era, two variations devcJopcd, the 
Mogollon and the Rohokam. 

These people lived in large communities 
and made fine undecorated pottery and 
artistically carved stone object.a--all in tllJ a 
rIlther r10sely knit, well~developed, scden­
tllry culture. Durjng this same period the 

people known as tho BflSkotmakers lived in 
caves and shclters in northcrn New Mexico, 
wove bellutiful sandnls, flnd made artisti­
cally decorated coiled baskets. Thes 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 cultura..l influence, 
and the now ""ell-established Pueblo cul­
tures in the north began to cxpand to the 
south. About A.D. 1200 this northcrn 
Pueblo culture begsn a defillHo southward 
movement, forcing its influence through the 
Salado group upon the Hohokam und began 
the Intter's eventual decline. The ))ueblos, 
owing to cntastropllic droughts were forced 
out of the San Juan drainage, Ilnd owing 
to somewhat simi.lar ecological factors 
spread southward. The droughts also 
caused a decrcnsc in their area of domina­
tion Ilnd resulted in severnl regional and 
IWmewhnt culturally separablc groups. 
About A.D. 1600 the picture is well known 
from hilltol'ical Ilccounts, with the Hopi in 
Arizona, the Zufti in New ~[exico, the Pima 
along the Gila Ilnd Snit Rivers, while the 
Papago wcre spre.ading farther south. 

Definite cultural influences, coming from 
centers farther south in :Mexico, have boon 
found in these southern Ari7.0na sites; 
while pottery and other culture material 
from the Great Plains area has been found 
among the Pucblo cultures in northern New 
l\'lexico. These represent only the hi,::hlights 
from an area which in 1930 WlUI considered 
drained so far as new an:'heologicnl 1Illlni~ 

festlltions were concerned. 
The fourth outstllndin~ accomplishment 

is the application of modern archeological 
techniques to recoverin...:. verifying, and 
supplementing historiC'al accounts or early 
European settlements in the United States. 
This approach differs only in point of time 
and cultures in\'olved. Ever since the arche­
ologist emphasized the historical approach 
instcnd of trying to accumulate quantities 
of beautiful pottery or arrowheads and 
pipcs, he became a collaborator with the 
student of history and the ethnograph<>r. 
Since 1930 this technique hal! proved its 
value in supplementing and "rrifying the 



259 SEPT. 15, 1912 8ETZI.ER: AH IIEOLOGY IN UNITED STATE8 

limited written account.8 dealing with some 
of the first European 8Ctllemen18 in Amer­
ica. 

The bct>~known exnmll!(' and one of 
longest duration is th(' work at. Jamcstow'n 
Island, \'a. Similar approaches were made 
at St. Augustinc, Fla., and quite recently 
ill and around Plymouth, :Mass. At James­
town historical and archeological researcb 
are working together to unravel the story 
of the years bctwl'!{'n 1607 and 1699, at 
which time Jamestown was the outstanding 
rommUllity in the oolony of Virginia. The 
hi~torica1 rec<lrds of thii! first. century of 
English colonization of America are meagre. 
The settlers were naturally too busy trying 
to keep body and 80ul togC'ther to do much 
n'COrding for the edification of their de­
scendants. :Many of the records thaL wcre 
made have been dedroycd or IObl. :More­
over, even as today, JX'01>le seldom pre­
srrn-d records of their howteS, furniture, 
di!'hcs, and the like, Many of thcee, espe.­
cially the nonlX'rishable type, such as rum 
bottles, spoons, bucJu(!8, 8Cslfl, and china, 
art' being mxn-ered through controlled 
archeological exca,·ations. On the other 
hand, the exi:.ting documents, such 88 
maps, deeds, and court recordil, 8.&)i.st in 
determining facts that. no amowlt of exca­
vstion could produce. The iml)()rtant con­
tribution is that boOl disciplin(!8, history 
and archeology, arc working together to­
ward the solution of specific problems. This 
tYI>C of collaboration at the most recent end 
of our time seale is just as important 88 
collaboration between the Pleistocene geolo­
p:ist. or paleontologist and the archeologist 
at the extreme 0PI)()site end of our human 
history scale. This combination of efforts 
or tcchniquCll appears to me to cover the 

whole field of anthrol)()logy; functional or 
applied anthropology bridges n similar gap 
between ethnology aud sociology. Similnr 
examples could be cited for geography, 
economics, psychology, biology. The new 
sciencc &eelll!l to be "growing up" and ex­
panding in e,·cry djrcction. 

Getting back to archeology, l feel confi­
dent that historical-archeology- will eon­
tinue to play an important part in the I't'S­

loration of sites historically &8S()('iatcd with 
our OWII European cultures and from th(' 
point of "iew of popular inlef'C!(t will play 
a "ery prominent part in supplementing the 
cultural background of our own Ancestors. 

~Iany other contributions ba"e been 
made in thOl;C scctions of the country wbicb 
ha"e not been stressed. There is tbc taxo­
nomic classification, the reanal)"lii8 of earlier 
archeological exca"atiorlB, the archeological 
8un'ey of Kansas, explorations in ~laine, 

Ne.' York and Pennsylnnia, the work at 
the Kincaid sile in 80uthem llIinois, and 
the excantion of the Angel Mound group 
in southwestern Indiana. To these may be 
added dendrOC'hronology in the ~I' i ippi 
\'alley from which some definite dateeluwe 
been determined. 

One is always1imited in preparing a sum­
mary of thill kind. I have eudea,'or('(! to 
st'lect thohe pha......'11 of the work that in the 
light of prl',;{'nt condilionillHW{' contributM 
most to our kno\~ Irdl(J' of prl'historic mUll 

in the United States. At the same lime I 
h:we tried to I)()int. out the unusual social 
conditions that. made I)()ssibl(' th<' large­
scale Ilrch<'Ologieal operation". 

• A poor name. Perhl'P8 Colonla\.arfht-ololl)'
would be a bettor term, al~hough lueh a collabor,.,.. 
tion o( two dilldll'lne- would not lIeeelltlnrll)' be 
limited to the Co ollial period. 


