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PREFACE 

The National Survey of Historic Sites and Buildings 

is a resumption of the Historic Sites Survey begun in 1937, 

under the authority of the Historic Sites Act of 1935- Curing 

World War II, and the emergency following, it was necessary to 

suspend these studies. The Survey has now been resumed as part 

of the National Park Service MISSION 66 program. 

The purpose of the Survey, as outlined in the Historic 

Sites Act, is to "make a survey of historic and archeologic 

sites, buildings, and objects for the purpose of determining 

which possess exceptional value as commemorating or illustrating 

the history of the United States." In carrying out this basic 

directive, each site and building considered in the Survey is 

evaluated in terms of the Criteria for Classification listed 

on page red of this report. 

When completed, the Survey will make recommendations 

to the Cirectcr of the National Park Service and the Secretary 

of the Interior as to the sites of "exceptional value." This 

will assist the National Park Service in preparing the National 

Recreation Plan, including sites which may be admdnistared by 

the National Park Service to fill gaps in the historical and 

archeological representation within the National Park System. 

It will also recommend and encourage programs of historical 

and archeological preservation being carried out by state and 

local agencies. 

iii 



Each theme study prepared in the course of the 

Survey consists of two parts: a brief analysis of the theme 

itself, and a discussion of the sites and buildings considered 

in connection with the study. The archeologists who assisted with 

this report made personal visits to the more important sites 

in 1953 and 1959-

The bulk of this study is the result of research by 

Dr. H. M. Wormington, Curator of Archaeology at the Denver 

Museum of Natural History. Dr. Worvlngton prepared the analytical 

narrative which is Part One of the study, and the descriptions 

of the sites considered to have "exceptional value " in this 

theme under contract with the National Park Service. Field 

assistance in preparing the inventory of sites was given by 

Mr. John W. Griffin, Region One Office; Mr. Paul L. Beaubien, 

Region Two Office, Mi-. Albert Sehroeder, Region Three Office; 

Mr. Paul Schumacher, Region Four Office; and Dr. John L. Cotter, 

Region Five Office of the National Park Service. Over sill 

coordination of the study, final editing, and assembly of the 

report was the work of Dr. Wilfred D. Logan, Staff Archeoj.ogist 

of the National Survey of Historic Sites and Buildings in the 

Washington Office of the National Park Service. 

After completion, the study was presented to the 

Consulting Cormittee for the National Survey of Historic Sites 

and Buildings. The Committee consists of Dr. Waldo G. Leland, 

Director Emeritus of the American Council of Learned Societies; 

Dr. S. K. Stevens, Executive Director of the Fennsylvajsia 
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Historical and Museum Commission; Dr. Louis B. Wright, Director 

of the Folger Shakespeare Library; Mr. Earl E. Reed, Chairman 

Emeritus of the Committee cm the Preservation of Historic 

Buildings, American Institute of Architects; Dr. Richard E. 

Howland, President of the Rational Trust for Historic Preservation 

in the United States; Mr. Eric Gugler, Member of the Board of 

Directors of the American Scenic and Historic Preservation 

Society; Dr. J. 0. Brew, Director of the Peabody Museum of 

Archaeology and Ethnology, Harvard University; and Mr. Frederick 

Johnson, Curator, the Robert S. Peabody Foundation for 

Archaeology, Phillips Academy. 

The over-all Survey, as veil as the theme study which 

follows, is under the general direction of John 0:. Littleton, 

Chief, Rational Survey of Historic Sites and Buildings, who 

works under the general supervision of Herbert E. Kahler, Chief 

Historian, Branch of History, and of Daniel B. Beard, Chief, 

Division of Interpretation of the Rational Park Service. 

Conrad L. Wirth 
Director 
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The National Survey of Historic Sites and Buildings 

profits from the experience and knowledge of a great number of 

people and institutions. The Survey staff males an effort to 

solicit the opinion of as many of the most qualified persons 

possible both in gathering the raw data, and in making final 

selections of the most significant sites. In addition to the 

efforts of Dr. E. M. Worrdngton in preparing the original 

manuscript, appreciation is expressed to the Denver Museum of 

Natural History for allowing the use of data contained in the 

manuscripts prepared for publication by the Museum by 

Dr. Wormington "An Introduction to the Archaeology of 

Alberta, Canada," "Evidence from some Palaeolithic Sites in 

Siberia Pertaining to the Peopling of the New World," and 

"Supplement I, Ancient Man in North America." 

In addition, appreciation is expressed to the 

following for data, photographs, or other forms of assistance 

with the pre;jo-:-ation of this paper. 

Mrs. Pat Wheat, Boulder, Colorado; Robert Samples, 

Denver, Colorado; Clement Meighan, University of California 

at Los Angeles; Robert Reiser, University of California, 

Berkeley, California; J. L. C-iddings, Brown University; 

Jesse D. Jennings, University of Utah; Emil Haury, University 

of Arizona; Laboratory of Anthropology, Santa Fa, New Mexico; 

George Agogino, University of Wyoming; Carl H. Chapman, University 

of Missouri; Melvin Fowler, Southern Illinois University; Thorne 
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Deuel, Illinois State Museum, Springfield, Illinois; Warren L. 

Wittry,Illinois State Museum; Antonio J. Waring, Jr., Savannah, 

Georgia; Joffre Coe, University of North Carolina; Douglas 

Schwartz, University of Kentucky; William A. Ritchie, New York 

State Museum; Frank H. H. Roberts, Jr., Smithsonian Institution; 

Waldo R. Wedel, Smithsonian Institution; W. D. Frankforter, 

Sanford Museum, Cherokee, Iowa; Erik K. Reed, Santa Fe, New 

Mexico; Herbert Dick, Trinidad Junior College, Trinidad, 

Colorado; L. S. Cressman, University of Oregon; Richard D.. 

Daugherty, Washington State University; Albert B. Elsasser, 

University of California. 
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I 

PREIilSTORIC FA7HTERS ATTN GATIiERERS 

Introduction 

Raring the hundreds of thousands of years that man was 

developing in the Old World? the New World was uninhabited. 

In the Western Hemisphere evolutionary processes produced no 

higher type of primate than the American monkey, which is 

not in the human line of development. Only during the latter 

part of the Pleistocene Period (sometimes called the Great Ice 

Age) did migrants from Asia enter America by way of Eering 

Strait. Here Asia and North America are separated by only a 

56-mile expanse of sea broken by two islands. This was the 

only route available until watercraft adequate for transoceanic 

travel, or travel through very difficult waterways, had "oeen 

invented. Evidence for an Asiatic origin of America's native 

population is provided by the appearance of the American Indians, 

for they show very close similarities to Asiatics of the Mongoloid 

race. 

No one can say with certainty when the first migrants 

arrived. It ea-sms probable, however, that they came at a time 

when there was a land bridge between Asia and North America. 

If the first Am::ricanc were hunters of grazing animals, it is 

reasonable to assume that they came at a time when the animals 



on which they depended were able to move from one continent to 

the other. If they were gatherers, dependent to a great extent 

on plant foods, it would also be necessary to postdate the 

existence of a land connection. Only hunters of marine life, 

with some form of watercraft, could be expected to cross during 

a period when there was no bridge. 

During glaciations, when vast amounts of sea water were 

withdrawn to feed the ice sheets that covered great portions of 

the land, and ocean floors rose to some extent, shallow s&e*.: 

of oceans became land surfaces. The floor of the Bering Sea lies 

only 120 feet below sea level, and it is estimated that during the 

last glaclatiou the land bridge between Asia and America may have 

been some thousand miles wide north to south (Eopkins, 1959)* 

One might expect that, during -a time when there was major 

glaciaticn over much of the North American continent, such a 

land bridge end Alaska would provide a most inhospitable environ­

ment for men and animals. Due to low precipitation, however, 

glaciers were very limited in extent in this area. In ALaaka they 

formed largely in the mountains, and the land bridge is thought 

to have been essentially ice-free. In the nonmountainous oectieas 

of Alaska, teiesictologists have found animal remains that provide 

evidence of the presence of ample food for hunters, Movement out 

of Alaska, however, could have been accomplished only during an 

interglacial period when the major ice sheets had retreated and 

there were ice-free corridors leading into Canada and the United 

States. 
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To say that man may have crossed into the New World during 

a period of glaciation does not give us a date for his coming, 

for there were several periods of glaciation. Even to provide 

guess dates we must assess evidence from "both the Old World and 

the New. However, it is difficult to make the necessary comparisons 

until the evidence from America, which is of primary concern here, 

has been discussed; therefore, these matters will be considered 

in a later section. It will suffice to state here that there is 

general agreement that man Ins been in America for more than 

10,000 years (8,000 B. C.), and most archeologists would agree 

that a date in excess of 20,000 years (18,000 B. C.) is not 

unreasonable. Seme would accept dates of even greater age. 

In various parts of the United States, evidence of the 

presence of early man has been found; but when we attempt to 

describe the life of these ancient hunters and food gatherers, 

the inadequacy of our knowledge becomes iimediately apparent. 

In general, we know what they ate, and we know the implements 

they used in obtaining and, to some extent, preparing their food. 

Even here, there are difficulties. Most of the earliest sites 

found to date have been "kill" sites rather than occupation 

sites, so we do not know as much as we should like to know about 

other tools associated with projectile points. 

We may also be making mistakes in identification. Uniface 

scrapers that taper to a base from a broad edge, often called 

snub-nosed end scrapers, which were very widely used, have been 

generally thought to represent hide-working tools. However, 
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Norman Tindale (personal communication) has pointed out that 

these are identical with tools used by the Australian Aborigines 

as adzes in woodworking. Rather nondescript flakes chipped on one 

or more edges, usually referred to as side scrapers, are very like 

implements used as saws by the Australians. If the American 

specimens were used in the same way, which seems possible, there 

must have been a great many artifacts of wood which have been lost 

to us. Undoubtedly certain tools were used in the butchering of 

animals and the preparation of hides. Perhaps bifacially flaked 

specimens other than projectile points, specimens made from 

blades with sharp cutting edges, and possibly some implements of 

bone which have not been preserved, served this purpose. 

The chipped implements which are most likely to be correctly 

identified as to function, and which lave the greatest diagnostic 

value, are projectile points. Various early types are recognized, 

but they have some traits in common. Many were bifacially flaked 

and were more or less lanceolate in outline. In most cases basal 

edges were ground, presumably to prevent the cutting of the sinews 

with which they were hafted. Other tools may also have been 

halted in this way, but some, perhaps, were not. Tindale, in 

looking through a collection of Folsom tools, pointed out that 

it appeared unlikely that some of those with multiple worked 

edges would have been satisfactorily used in a permanent haft. 

He suggested that perhaps a technique like that of the Australian 

Aborigines may have been employed. They insert stone tools in 

balls of gum or resin which can be softened when it becomes -.. 

desirable to change the position of the tool. 
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Animal bones found in sites can tell us what some of the 

early people ate. Grinding tools found in some sites indicate 

a dependence on vegetal foods such as seeds and tubers, but there 

are innumerable questions about their life ways for which we 

have no answers. We can make speculations that may be called 

"informed guesses," but they are still not factual answers. 

There are many questions we should like to have answered 

about the earliest hunters and gatherers. A few of these will 

be considered below. For example: 

How did they look? Only one partial human skeleton has 

been found which has been generally accepted as representing a 

very early inhabitant of the area now comprising the United 

States. This is the individual which, although a female, has 

become known as Midland Man (Wendorf, Krieger, Albritton, and 

Stewart, 1955)- We know that the skull was extremely long in 

relation to its breadth and that the teeth were badly worn; that 

is about all. With so fragmentary a specimen it is difficult 

to assign it to any particular physical variety; but according 

to Stewart, some details suggest correlations with the Otamid 

variety as defined by Neunrr; (1952). 

This variety is believed to be one of the earliest in 

America, and one which originally had a very wide distribution 

but was later forced into refuge areas. Virtually nothing is 

known of the physical anthropology of early Siberian peoples, 

but the Otamid skulls do resemble the late Paleolithic skulls 

from the Upper Cave at Choukoutien in China. More skeletal 
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remains have been obtained in .Archaic Stage sites in the eastern 

United States. Some are of the Otamid variety, but many are of 

the Iswanid variety which was also dolichocephalic but not quite 

as markedly so. None of the early people appear to have been very 

. tall or robust. 

What did they wear? With the climate what it was during the 

Pleistocene and the early Recent periods, it seems certain that 

some form of body covering was essential. Animal skins probably 

provided the chief material used even for those who utilized 

primarily small game and plant foods. Fur cloth, produced by 

wrapping cords with strips of fur, then tying these in parallel 

rows, may have a very long history. Radiocarbon dates from a 

western cave site, where normally perishable materials were 

preserved, show that sandals were worn at least 9,000 years ago 

7,000 B. C.). Some twined basketry was also being made then, 

and it is possible that twining techniques were used in producing 

some articles of clothing. Twined breech clouts have been found 

in two Archaic graves. Some Archaic people wore many ornaments. 

Finds of rubbed pieces of pigment suggest that color was used in 

decorating bodies or possessions. 

What sort of shelter did they have? No remains of house 

structures have been found in early sites. This is hardly 

surprising, for hunters and gatherers must move from one area to 

another, and they are not likely to build permanent habitations. 

Climatic conditions, however, must have necessitated the use of 

some shelter. Caves were utilized in seme instances. Animal 
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hides would have provided material for the construction of skin 

tents, and these may have been used; but hides are heavy, and 

transportation without the aid of animals, except perhaps dogs, 

would have been difficult. It seems probable that brush shelters, 

such as were used by later groups in the Great Basin, may have 

provided one solution. Where suitable bark was available, it may 

have been utilized. 

What did they eat? Primarily meat, fish, and vegetables. 

The earliest hunters in the Plains depended chiefly on elephants. 

Later peoples utilized mostly bison. In other areas more small 

game was used, and there was a greater dependence on plant feeds. 

In the eastern United States, shellfish and fish contributed 

a great deal to the diet of some early people. 

How did they hunt? It is difficult to see how primitive 

hunters, armed only with dart throwers or spears, were able to 

kille huge elephants; but there is overwhelming evidence that they 

did so. Many of the finds indicate that females and immature 

individuals were the most common prey, but killing even these 

would present formidable problems. The geology of some sites 

indicates the presence of marshy and swampy deposits, and in some 

cases it seems probable that the animals were mired in the mud 

and unable to move rapidly. The presence in some sites of large 

rocks, which must have been introduced by human agency, suggests 

the possibility that they may have been thrown at the animals in 

an effort to drive them to a spot that would facilitate their 

capture. African pygmies who succeed in hunting elephants with 
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spears use a surround technique and penetrate the animal's body 

from below. 

Even the taking of bison with simple weapons seems a remarkable 

feat, but Mulloy (195$) has recently summarized some of the 

techniques which may have facilitated the hunting of these animals. 

Although buffalo are herd animals, early observers noted that they 

often stood around in small groups and could be approached easily 

(Dodge, 1877)• In some cases they may have been driven into 

swamps or snowdrifts where their movements would be impeded; in 

others they may have been driven over cliffs or confined in stock­

ades, as was so frequently the case in historic times. 

Large quantities of meat would be obtained in such mass 

killings, and doubtless techniques of preservation, such as drying, 

were developed; but prior to the introduction of the horse in the 

l6th century, it must have been impossible to carry reserve supplies 

of meat on any very long trek. 

What was their social organization? We do fclcnr that it t 

is impossible for simple hunters and gatherers to come together 

in large groups for any length of time except in rare areas where 

food is exceptionally abundant. Although the scantiness of 

artifacts in Early Man sites provides confirmation for the presence 

of only small groups in the early period, any hypothesis regarding 

settlement pattern must rest on what is known of hunting and 

gathering groups within historic times. When subsistence depends 

primarily on hunting -and gathering, which make it necessary to 

move from place to place at different seasons of the year, the 
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chief social unit is usually a "band consisting of a number 

of families who camp together. Under such an economy, the hand 

usually consists of less than 50 people and may he comprised of 

as few as two or three nuclear families (father, mother, and 

children). These may sometimes comhine to form an extended 

family consisting of two or more generations of nuclear families 

linked hy a parent-child relationship. On a low cultural level, 

where life is on a migratory hasis, families may live with the 

father's relatives at some times and with the mother's at others 

(hilocal residence). When the man's role in the economy is of 

particular importance, residence tends to he patrilocal, that is, 

with the father's group (Murdoch 19^9)• 

Wcmadic life on this simple level does not lend itself to 

the development of social stratification. Doubtless, though, 

particularly skilled hunters achieved a certain status, and 

individual qualities of leadership or shamanistic skills may 

have led to positions of some dominance for certain men. At 

times hands may have joined together in the pursuit of herds of 

axdmals such as hison, and some leadership and organization 

would have heen essential 

What was their religion? It seems safe to assume that there 

was some belief in supernatural forces, hut there can have heen 

no evolved theology or organized priesthood. Sympathetic magic, 

concerned with animal fertility and success in the hunt, was probably 

important, and there were probably shamans. 
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