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ABSTRACT

This report presents the results of the TUZI 86A archeological
project, whose main objective was the inventory of cultural resources
within Tuzigoot National Monument and a proposed land acquisition area
adjacent to the monument. It states the results of the survey, presents
a summary of previous work in the project area, and discusses the
cultural history and natural setting of the region. This is followed by
site descriptions, artifact analyses and results, interpretations of the
subsistence patterns and external relationships of the sites, and the
chronology of the area. The archeological survey of the monument and
adjacent land identified eight sites, all of which are Southern Sinagua
sites (A.D. 1100-1450). This includes the Tuzigoot pueblo and one
additional site within Tuzigoot National Monument. A discussion of two
nearby pueblos not in the survey area but important to the archeology of
the valley is also included.

In addition to the Tuzigoot survey, three additional small,
unrelated archeological projects in the middle Verde Valley are reported
on. These are two projects carried out during TUZI 86A, and a third
project completed in 1983 but never published. During the Tuzigoot
survey, the author and two other archeologists also excavated a child
burial which had been on display in Montezuma Castle (MOCA 86B--Chapter
7), and surveyed a small section of 1land near Montezuma Well which
identified three additional Southern Sinagua sites (MOCA 86A--Chapter
8). In 1983, A. Trinkle Jones monitored installation of drains in the
Tuzigoot pueblo; this resulted in the recovery of an infant burial below
a room floor (TUZI 83A--Chapter 6). This report is included here since
it also deals with the archeology of the Verde Valley and was previously
unpublished. The environmental and background information in the first
part of this report applies also to these three small projects and is
not repeated.
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Part 1

THE TUZIGOOT SURVEY




THE TUZIGOOT NATIONAL MONUMENT
AND ADJACENT LANDS ACQUISITION SURVEY

Chapter 1

INTRODUCTION

An archeological survey of Tuzigoot National Monument and a
section of privately owned land surrounding the monument was undertaken
in March 1986 by archeologists from the Western Archeological and
Conservation Center (WACC). The objective was to locate, record, and
evaluate all archeologically significant cultural resources within the
boundaries of the project area (Tagg 1986). Tuzigoot National Monument
was placed on the National Register of Historic Places with the signing
of the Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as were all other known
historic areas in the National Park Service system, even though the area
had never been totally surveyed and a National Register form is only now
being prepared. Previous archeological work in the monument focused
almost exclusively on the excavation and stabilization of the Tuzigoot
pueblo. Recently, the National Park Service has proposed acquiring
privately owned 1land adjoining the monument, to help preserve the
historical and interpretive integrity of the monument by creating a
buffer zone against future development (National Park Service 1975a:9).
Only a small portion of the area of this proposed land acquisition had
been surveyed, and records for this work were incomplete. The Natural
and Cultural Resources Management Plan for Tuzigoot National Monument
(National Park Service 1975b:1) recognizes the need for an archeological
survey of the monument and surrounding area and the development of an
archeological base map.

The archeological survey of Tuzigoot National Monument and
adjacent lands (Pkg. 113) (Fig. 1.1) was wundertaken to provide the
monument with a current inventory of cultural resources for wuse in
future management planning, and to assess the archeological significance
of 1land that may be acquired in the near future. An updated
archeological base map will be a useful management tool for
archeologists and monument personnel, providing a cost-effective means
of assessing the impact of future projects and making it possible to
plan ground alteration projects so that they will avoid sites and
receive clearance unless subsurface material is found. The survey
addresses the congressional mandates and fulfills the inventory
requirements of Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act as
amended in 1980, which asks for cultural resource inventories of all
federal properties for management purposes. The survey also provides
complete records useful for compiling the National Register of Historic
Places form for Tuzigoot National Monument.
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Figure 1.1 The TUZI 86A project area and vicinity.
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Research Topics

Although the purpose of this project was an inventory of
cultural resources, the fieldwork was approached from the perspective of
several research topics of significance to the Tuzigoot pueblo and Verde
Valley archeology. These topics relate to suggestions made by Fish and
Fish (1977:27-29) for future research 1in Verde Valley national
monuments. The research topics, although quite general, were addressed
in both the survey and in this report.

1. What is the nature of the archeological resource base at
Tuzigoot National Monument and the surrounding project
area, and how does this compare to what is known of the
Verde Valley?

2. Can the discovery of the location of different site types
provide us with Tand use or resource exploitation patterns?
Also, can relationships be established between small
outlying sites and the 1large Tuzigoot pueblo with respect
to these activities?

3 Is there any temporal difference 1in the various site
types? Can demographic events, such as population growth,
be identified through time using this site information?

4. Is there evidence of influence from cultures centered in
other regions such as the Salado, Hohokam, or Anasazi? In
what form is this influence seen?

e Does evidence of agriculture such as canals or checkdams
remain, and can this help interpret prehistoric
agricultural practices in the Verde Valley and the
utilization of the surrounding lowlands by the inhabitants
of the Tuzigoot pueblo?

The application of the recovered survey data to a consideration
of these topics, and the examination and evaluation of previous work in
the Verde Valley, allows discussion of the prehistoric use of Tuzigoot
National Monument and vicinity, and illustrates the role and importance
of the resources to our understanding of Verde Valley prehistory.

Previous Research

Archeological work within the project area has been sporadic at
best, focusing almost exclusively on the excavation and stabilization of
the Tuzigoot pueblo. Archeological remains in the Verde Valley were
mentioned as early as 1583 by Espejo (Hammond and Rey 1929:106); again
in the mid-1800s by Sitgreaves, Palmer, Whipple and others; and later in
the Wheeler survey (Fewkes 1912:186; Schroeder 1960:12). However, the

3






