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PREFACE

Under the Accelerated Public Works Program authorized in 1963 the National
Park Service directed some of the funds toward archaeological investigation in selected
parks. The Mound City Group National Monument was one of the beneficiaries of this
attention. Uninvestigated since 1922 professional archaeologists were uncertain as to
what remained to be recovered after the Ohio Archaeological and Historical Society
concluded their project. Given this low expectation the investment in field research
at the site more than paid off by divulging an intact archaeological record in many
locations. Tangible evidence of occupation during the Hopewellian period was expected
to be unenlightening and far less revelatory as it proved to be. Little was expected to
have remained after a military training camp was constructed there and the remains of
the mounds were salvaged by the archaeological project of Mills and Shetrone in 1920-2.
Within a month that preconception was completely overturned. Much remained behind
because subsurface destruction had been superficial in the construction of the camp.
For instance, a copper headdress burial was found in situ a couple of centimeters beneath
the surface of one of the military streets. All of the details of sub-surface disturbances
and building foundations were untouched even where Shetrone labored. Above all, the
opportunity for detailed reinvestigation was superlative because of the optimal soil
conditions for the recovery of features.

Under the direction of Raymond S. Baby of the Ohio State Museum with the
support of John L. Cotter of the National Park Service a field project was initiated
with specific goals. One was to institute some on-site interpretation with an in-situ
restoration of the great mica grave in the corner of the structure floor of Mound 13.
An in-place exhibit was planned and later carried out; only to be backfilled after many
years as the exhibit rapidly aged. A second goal was to uncover evidence that would
allow a new restoration of the earthworks more in accord with the map published by
Squier and Davis. This objective focused on the proper alignment of the south wall
of the embankment to remedy the expedient use of a training camp roadbed in the
original restoration. With the discovery of much untapped archaeology within the
park subsequent years subsequent seasons were used to undertake downscaled field
operations pursued on small budgets.

This report conveys the research on the investigations at the Mound City
mound group, near Chillicothe, Ohio, conducted between 1963 to 1972, with details
provided from firsthand investigation between May 1 to October 12, 1963 on Mound
10 and the Mound 13, the south and southeast embankment and the southeast corner
embankment and the southeast borrow pit (Brown and Baby 1966). The work conducted
by McCullough on Mound 12 was included with Mound 13, its mate. Although decades
have passed since this work was conducted, the results are nonetheless as important as
ever. The basic format was conceived for the initial report (Brown and Baby 1966) and
was amplified in the subsequent draft of the present work (Brown 1994).

These relatively recent research projects do not easily stand alone because of
the high degree of variability in mounds and mound contents. This fact necessitated
a chapter that reviews each of the mounds in a standardized format so as to achieve



the comparative goal irrespective of the degree of sophistication in excavation. The
observations of Squier and Davis, Mills and Shetrone were integrated with those made
by Raymond S. Baby and associates of the Ohio Historical Society (see Table 3-1). This
research was put into a format that allowed comparison between all the mounds. To
achieve this limited goal the author drew upon the numerous reports that were issued
in compliance with the grants to the Ohio Historical Society for field research. One field
report with good comparative detail was incorporated in the detailed review. The
chapter on the local environment by Martha Potter Otto is incorporated with
little change.

The same approach was adopted in other data categories and to the Squier and
Davis inventory in the British Museum. As a result numerous contradictions could be
resolved, including which mound and which burial certain key items were recovered.
In hindsight the goal of integration of old data with new turned out to be a massive task,
one that delayed this report, but without an attempt at integration the significance of the
recent work would not emerge clearly.

A note is required concerning field methods (see Chapter 3). Screens were not
used consistently between 1963 and 1975. Although features were troweled and surface
shovel-scraped, the consequence is a certain degree of non-comparability. Perhaps more
disorienting will be the report in both English and metric measurements in fieldwork.
The author judged that an across-the-board conversion to metric measurements would
impose false accuracy. The perceptive reader will notice that feet were measured into
tenths, which is equivalent to 3 cm. Such an interval is much too coarse by contemporary
standards. Although some attempt was made to judge where a tenth could be halved, this
tactic is obviously only partially successful.

The project was fortunate to have the contributions of several specialists who
devoted their investigatory skills and expertise on critical data classes. They have my
gratitude for their efforts in raising the analytical standards of this report. Robert J.
Jeske has worked up the lithics from a technological perspective. Three others have
contributed stand-alone appendices. They are James B. Stoltman's thin-section analysis
of sherds representing each of pottery category classified by macro criteria. The late
Kent D. Vickory supplied lithic raw material identifications, and the late James N.
Gundersen analyzed samples of 28 pipe fragments from the Mound 8 cache by X-ray
diffraction analysis.

Mark Lynott has my heart-felt appreciation for his willingness to go along with
my pace of analysis. The painstaking process of putting this volume together owes
everything to his efforts. He has always gone out of his way to facilitate the research,
down to trying to complete Jim Gundersen's manuscript. Jim had an important
contribution to make on the effect of extreme heat on the stones carved into pipes. He
found that rather than a mere destructive practice the intense heat they were subjected
to led to dramatic explosions as minerals went through phase transformation.

Jonathan King, Keeper of the Department of Africa, Indian Ocean and
Americas at the British Museum, graciously allowed broad access to the Squier and
Davis collections on a number of occasions. A copious set of documents respecting this



collection has allowed the author to settle many misconceptions that have arisen over
time. The fruit of that research is the catalogue raisonné of the Davis collection acquired
from the Blackmore Museum. Aside from the identifying catalogue number mix-ups the
principal benefit has been to negotiate the confusion around the use of S in the Davis'
catalogue system to signify the sequence of stone objects and the British Museum system
that numbered all of the Davis Collection with the prefix S circled, presumably standing
for Squier. The substitute convention used here is an S underlined. Note that many
objects from the Davis Collection are currently searchable through the British Museum
web site: http://www.britishmuseum.org/research/search_the_collection_database

I wish to express my gratitude to Raymond S. Baby and Martha Potter Otto for
the support they provided in the field and over the years while collection study was
underway. Line drawings and photographs were generously by the Ohio Historical
Society and the American Antiquarian Society. Many individuals have contributed in
ways both large and small: to all of them my hearty thanks including those not mentioned
by name. Many individuals have provided specific data to fill gaps in the record. Nancy
Asch, Jerrod Burks, N‘'omi Greber, James Marshall, Jennifer Pederson, Michael Wayman
among many others have contributed important information appearing in the text.
Frieda Odell-Vereecken drew the lithic tools. The map was prepared. The Park Service
staff has been generous of their time to supply information and photographs.

October 2011
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Chapter 1
SUMMARY AND REVIEW OF WORK ACCOMPLISHED
EXPLORATION HISTORY

HISTORY OF EXPLORATIONS
Introduction

In order to understand the importance of Mound City, a review of its history
as a source of knowledge about the prehistory of the eastern United States is essential.
The site started its “career” as a testament to an ancient unknown culture with a level
of artistic accomplishment that invited comparison with the civilizations of Peru. Other
evidence of southern connections was hinted at by early discoveries at other mound
sites. They appeared to form a solid argument for a high culture called Mound Builders
who were distinct from, and historically unconnected to, contemporary Indians.
Although most of these “non-Indian” indicators now have been dismissed as evidence of
foreign intrusions into the east, one has taken on new life, actually a succession of lives,
in an attempt by archaeologists to come to grips with what makes Hopewell tick as a
culture. Beneath many mounds at Mound City, the early excavations of Squier and Davis
revealed the presence of carefully prepared clay basins, their so-called “altars,” which to
them hinted at a sacrificial use comparable to the notorious rites of the Aztecs. Once
these distinctive facilities were found more widely in Ohio Hopewell mounds, they were
conceived of as key to the functions of the use-areas that preceded mound construction.
Sometimes conceived of as crematory basins, other times as less specific “fire basins,”
whole scenarios and sweeping theses have been erected on one or another functional
interpretation (Brown 1979; Greber 1983; Mills 1916; Seeman 1979b; Shetrone 1930;
Webb and Snow 1945). Much of the depiction of Ohio Hopewell as a culture focused
on death and mortuary rituals spring from these basins among the mound architecture.
Not only have these basins been the basis for much interpretative critique in the past,
the incompleteness of our knowledge about these famous facilities is bound to provide
continued discussion in the future.

During the period of American archaeological focus on culture-historical
connections, Mound City provided evidence of significant cultural ties with the lower
Appalachians and the Florida peninsula (Greenman 1938; Griffin 1946; Sears 1962).
From the days of Squier and Davis (1848) to the present, grave goods and ritual offerings
from the mounds at Mound City have suggested long-distance connections. Our
knowledge of the strength of these connections has increased with in-depth research
on specific goods (Hale 1976; Prufer 1968). The analysis of obsidian sourcing is just one
example of a new focus on materials research (Griffin, Gordus and Wright 1969; Hatch
1986). However, unlike earlier interpretations, connections between far-distant sites
along the Appalachian mountain chain and elsewhere are now viewed as evidence of
inter-group trade and long distance exchange (Bender 1985; Braun 1986; Seeman 1979a).



MOUND CITY

Locally, the distinctly different Adena culture has dominated the subject of
cultural connections. Adenasites are very much a part of the Ross County archaeological
landscape. An Adena site was investigated by Squier and Davis within a few hundred
meters of Mound City. Although this culture is clearly earlier than the Scioto
Hopewellian component at Mound City and in the Ross County area (Griffin 1946),
south of the Ohio River the relationship between the two is more complicated (Webb
and Snow 1945). One of the major interests behind the early application of radiocarbon
dating in the Midwest was to assess the chronological relationship between the Adena
and Hopewell, particularly in south-central Ohio where a rich body of information
already existed (Griffin 1958). Expectations about the relative order of excavated
mound centers were well established. William Webb (Webb and Snow 1945) argued
that Mound City represented a bridge between Adena and Hopewell. Less specifically,
the mound group was widely regarded as having been built early in the development of
Ohio Hopewell (Griffin 1945; Prufer 1964a). The key data sets that led to this assessment
are the nearly identical effigy pipes that can be found in the caches from Mound 8 at
Mound City and the Tremper mound. These early pipe forms place the Mound City
Mound 8 collection relatively early in the Ohio Hopewell sequence (Mills 1916; Prufer
1964a). Recent research has confirmed this age assignment through more detailed
comparisons of artifacts from radiocarbon-dated contexts (Greber 1983; Ruhl 1986;
Seeman 1977; see below).

Mound City is central to another research theme: the problem of where the
support population lived. Considering the large size of some of the nearby earthworks, a
comparably large population has been sought in local archaeological sites (Prufer 1964b,
1967b). A substantial population of villagers occupying settlements similar in scale to
those in the lower lllinois River Valley has not been found (Seeman 1979a). Mound City
began its career as a “city” in name, which over time has only proven to be metaphorical
at best. Although it contains the densest concentration of mounds within an enclosure,
any notion of permanent settlement implied by the name has been shown to be baseless.
As aresult of excavations conducted since 1963, the rather fanciful reconstructions of the
embankments as pueblo-like foundations can be dismissed (Morgan 1881). Habitation
settle