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ABSTRACT

This study is concerned with the archeological situation
in Southeast Liissouri during late prehistoric times. It embodies
data which were obtained from a surface survey of the aresa,
some museum studies, and a major excavation at one site, Crosno,
in ILiississippi County, llissouri.

The results of this excavation and the survey are first
pfesented, followed with a description of the kinds of artifacts
which are typical cf the period and area under consideration.

A brief summary of the types of sites encountsred and their
location with regard to some physiographic features follows.

This cultural data is then integrated into four major
cultural phases within the ‘ississippian Tradition. These are
the Cairo Lowland, Pemiscot Bayou, :lalden Plain, and Nodena
phases. This four-fold classification represents & new order-—
ing of the archeological materials from this area during the

time period considered.



PREFACE

& Definition 32 Terms

One of the words in the title of this work must be de-
fined for the structure of the whole study is based on it,
That word is "Mississippian." By this is not meant the cul-
ture of the State of Mississippi nor the geological period
of the Carboniferous system. Rather, the study concerns the
archeological remains of an extinct group of American Indians
who once occupied Southeast Missouri in late prehistoric
times and who are called Mississippian,

Tnese Indians were sedentary agriculturalists who livad
in villages, near lakes or rivers, Their religious or politi-
cal systems required the raising of impcrtant structures such
as chiefs' residences or temnles upon the tops of earthen
mounds; nence the common name "Mound Builder"--a term which
has been avoplied to other cultural groups besides the one
under considera{ion. They generally buried their dead in an
extended position accompanied by ciay vessels,

They lived for the most part in clay-walled houses with
thatched roofs. These structures wer2 generally clustered in
villages surrounded by a palisaded wall and ditch, Land out-

side the village walls was planted in corn, beans and squash,
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Misslissippian pottery is well-made and often of esthetic
interest. Their pots, aside from simple utilitarian cooking
ware, show a variety of shapes unsurpassed by any przhisteric
contemporaries north ol Mexico. This pottery is characteris-
tically tempered with crushed shell, A few art forms also
persist in copper and shell, Apart from the above the cul-
tural invéntory seen in the archeological récord is not im-
pressive. They wove textiles and worked in wood toc, but no
tangible record remains. They appear, therefore, to have spe-
cialized in the ceramic craft, In fact the Mississippian tra-
dition was originally defined by these ceramic remains; and this
definition was based, to a certain extent, on the material from
Scutheast Missouri.

Mississippian, meaning a way of life which is rzcognized
archeologically, in this area can not be equatzd with any His-
teéric Indian groups, but thzre are many reasons for believing
that the Mississippian peoplz and their descendants inhabited
the area from about 110C A.D. till as iate as the zarly 1600's,

This definition of Mississippian culture is likewise valid
for other parts of the greater South:astern area with some
local variation, since in terms of over-all cultural history
most of the area received a similar diffusion of the Mississip-
oian tradition, A notabl: examole of the impact of this tra-
dition is the widespread occurrznce of tzmole mounds (flat-
topped pyramids, rectangular in plan) and shell tempering in
the pottery over most of Scutheastern United States on the same

Jenzral time horizon,
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A cultural configuration antedating the Mississippian is
the Woodland patterr, generally called the Baytown iradition
in this study and briefly characterized by conical burial
mounds and clay tempered, ccrd marked pottery. The szattlement
pattern is less well-d»fined but centered around groups of
thesez mounds. The villages were probably fairly stable as
agriculiture was presumably practiced,

¥ithin Southeast Missouri, as elsewhere in the Lower Mis-
sissippi Valley, these two ma]jor traditions come intc contact,
There can be little doubt as to the temporal priority of Bay-
town over Mississippian, but the question of the nature of cul-
tural interaction between the two when contact occurs, If it
occurs, will be diécussed later. 1t suffices to say at this
point, that most of the Baytown culture antedates the Missis-
sippian. The amount of data on the period of cdlture contact
is so limited that few hypotheses can be validated.

One final note con the word "Mississipoian," It is used
in this study as a modifier for a number of terms as follows:
Mississippian Complex, Mississippian Period, Mississippian
Tradition, A definition of these tzrms, likewise, seems in
order. Mississippian Complex refers to a series of traits,
cften types of potterv, identifiable as products of Missis-
siooian opeople, The Mississipoian‘beriod is the segment of
time during which this culture had its rise, flowzring and
decline, while the Mississippian Tradition is the centinuity

in space, time, and form of the complex just defined.
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A Definition 2£ Aims

This study is an attempt to take an inclusive aporoach
to the research of a rather small area. This is no claim
that another V;ru Valley Study has been undertaken, but mere-
ly that a broad view—in th=z selection of ultimate objectives
has been 2mployed, I have tried, therefore, to give each sec-
tion of the study its due without overemphasizing any vartic-
ular phase of research., The rzader will, no doubt, find more
words devoted to potsherds than to anything else. This is a
result of the nature of the evidence, 1 have also attempnted
to integrate a numb>r of techniques and to collect data from
various scientific fields, In pursuance of this aim I have
taken into account as many as possible of the various factors
which must have affected the living people who lefit these odd
bits and pieces of their 1life behind,

If there are defects in this study, consider the opinion

of Steinbeck who wrote:

There 1s a curious idea among unscientific men
that in scientific writing there is a common »Dlateau
of perfectionism, Nothing could be more untrue. The
repcrts of biclogists [archeologists, too] are the
measure, not of the science, but of the men them-

selves, (The LOT from the SEA OF CORTEZ, 1951: 73).
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A Note on Hypotnesis

A great deal of what follows in this study is hypothesis,
Persons who require certainties in life may find archeclogy
hesjitant to state matters in definite terms. This unsureness
can be carried to extremes when the archeologist is so cautious
that he avoids making any flat statement of fact.

I have tried to keep hypothesis and fact separated and
to avoid denendence upon any single hypothesis. On this point

Steinbeck has written:

There is one great difficalty with a good hy-
pothesis. VWhen {t is completed and rounded, the cor-
ners smoothed and the content cohesive and coherent, it
is 1likely to become a thing in itself, a work of art.
It is then like a finished sonnet or a painting comnlet-
ed., One hates to disturb it. Even if subsequent in-
formation should shoot a hole in it, one hates to tear
it down because it once was beautiful and wholz. One
of our leading scientists, having reasoned a reef in
the Pacific, was unable for a long time to reconcile
the lack of a reef, indicated by soundings, with the
reef his mind told him was there.... This is not set
down in criticism; it is no light matter to make up
one's mind about anything,...and once made up, it is
even harder to abandon the position., When a hypoth-
esis is deeply acceoted it becomes a growth which only
a kind of surgery can amputate, (The LOG from the SEA

OF CORTEZ, 1G51: 180)
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A Note on Understanding

1 need only look back over what I have written during the
past six yzars in my study of archeology tc note an unconscion-
able amount of criticism of workers in the field. Statements
1 made in the past now szem naive,. Further, 1 can better un-
derstand some of the problems which bafflad my predecessors
and which have now in their turn taken their toll of me,

1t seems the fashion in a number of dissertations 1 have
read for the author to assume the pose of a knight-errant
ready and willing to slay the dragons of Academic Mistarkes or
Old Theory with gusto. I have no such lance in hand,

For the academic tolerance and understanding to which I
have been exposed I must acknowledge my debt to Irving Rouse,
His championing of intellectual fair play has bezn an insocira-

tion which ] shall always try to emulate,.

A Note on Training

1t sezems appropriate at this time to review the training

in archeology which 1 have had, 1 did my first field archeology
.during the month of July, 1947, in my home state, Minnesota,
under the guidance of Dr. Lloyd A, Wilford of the University

of Minnesota. This work was not preceded by a long period of
arrowheaa collecting which is a part of some archeologist:'s
youthful background, 1 helped excavatz a number of mounds and
learned a few of the rudiments of excavation. Exceot for a

few rare burials, little was found, nct even sherds, so it was



mainly practice in moving dirt.

After visiting and making a s&rface collection at a site
in Southeast Missouri (on my own initiative) in December, 1348,
I wrote an undergraduate thesis based almost entirely on a
museum study. To continue my training in field archeology, 1
attended the University of Arizonats Field School at Point of
Pines, Arizona, in the summ2r of 194%. As a result it was un-
der Dr., Emil W, Haury and his staff that ]I made first contact
with organized excavation on a major scale, Here 1 learned
something of the intricacies of pottery typology and ﬁethods
for excavating Mogollon pit houses, besides a general picture
of Southwestern przhistory.

My formal introduction to the archeology of the Missis-
sippi Valley took place in the summer of 1950 when I began the
field work embodied in this study. Throughout the three sea-
sons that followed I had aid from Dr. James 3., Griffin in
over-all directlion in much of the field and laboratory re-
search. However, it was not till last November that 1 visited
a site in the Lower Mississippni Valley in the company of a
trained archeologist,

In my academic work I have long had the helpful counsel
of Irving Rouse., For the past six years he has shown me what
archeology is, how it should bz done, and why it is done, He
has, as well, introduced me to countless details of archeo-
logical fact, The late Wendell C, Bennett set for me goals of
industry, honesty and clarity which 1 shall strive to attain,.

Further he emphasized the imoortance of ethnology and arche-
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ology going hand in hand because of the time perspective {n the
archeological record and also taught me‘something of the broad
sweep of archeology in the Andes.

The late Ralpnh Linton helped me reach a better understand-
ing of how ethnological data could be applied to archeological
problems and showed me the importance of looking at the pattern
of everyday life of the people under consideration. He also
taught me an appreciation and und2rstanding of Primitive Art
which has been very useful in gvaluating the archeological
material that falls into this category. Dr., Phillip Phillips,
whose enthusiasm for the archeology of the Mississippi Valley
is, indeed, contagious, has been a source of help in many wgys,
His ideas on environment, channel correlation, site designa-
tion and cultural history have been used or modified by me in
a number of ways, but he is, of course, not responsible for
my interpretations,

Dr. Griffin has led me through some of the wasteland of
ceramic typology, and the groupings used in Section S had their
inception with his analysis in 135C. Wwhat has hapoened to thzm
since then is my rzsponsibility, H:> has also been of great aid
in chronolocical problems as they were esnceuntered in this
study.

The debt 1 owe to Edward G. Scully, my associate in the
field for two yezars and consultant on problems of all sorts,
is great. I learned a lot of practical things about field
archigology from him, and his knowledge of geology has bezn a

source of countlzss mineralogical det>rminations for inter-
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ested amateurs, while I stood by unknowing, He alsc has served
as a check on some of my more elaborate interpretations of the
archeological data which we shared. My only regret is that,
due to circumstances nct wholly within his control, his part
of our research together is not ready for release at this time.
My discussion of the time pz2riods which he was to have covered
is a very poor substitute for th: thesis he has partly complet-
ed.

Although the schooling described above has been varied and
I will gratefully admit that I have had the benefit of acquain-
tance with some of the finest minds that have beesn turned to
New World arcineology, 1 havez had relatively little training in
the techniques of field archeology. As a rasult I am very glad
I didn't have any expert sitting on the levez above Crosno watch-
ing my first attemnts at large scale excavation but experience
is a teacher of sorts, I learned a lot of things I'1l n2ver do
again, but there is a d2finite limit to this approach. I1f 1
had it to do all over again, 1 would use the same general methods
described herein for I'm convinced thzse techniques were best
suited to the tyoe of data I was most interested in. But there
were many little technical points that would have bzzn easy to
improve, I have felt the need for the teaching of these tech-

niques, and 1 do not bzlizve that I am alone in this feeling,
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valuable. His contribution to this study has bezn immense,
and I can not imaginz a more cooperative colleague,
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H. Nickerson (formerlv Washington University, St. lLouis), De-
partment of Botany, University of Massachusetts, analyzed car-
bonized maize remairs; Dr. Arthur Koehlar, Yale Department of
Forestry, determined the spzcies of charred timbers; Mr, Rich-
ard Adams, Laboratory of Comparativz Osteology, Bloomington,
Indiana, made identifications on the fish bones; and finally,
Mr. Robert M. Goslin, Oh'o State Museum, iientified al!l mam-
mal, bird, and turtle remains, In doing this, Mr. Goslin
spent some three to four months going over nearly S000 frag-
mentary'osteological sp2cimens and madz an jdentification in
the great majority of cases, In doing this piece of work, he
compiled the first ext2nsive list of identified faunal remains
from an archeological site for the LoWer Mississipopi Valley,
My debt to him for this research and for the use of this data
is great.

The drawings of most of the artifacts, including the
frontisoiece in coior, were carefilly prepared by Miss Shirley
ilaser of the Yale Peabody Museum, Most of the maps, charts,
and other miscellaneous drafting work was ably and speedily
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done by Bill Barton. Both are undergraduates at Yalz. The
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