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1EYLATD EZad3 STATS SOCIATY

.ayne B. lleylanj, presently one of our directors, was elected
president of the Texas Archeclogical Scciety at the annual meeting
hgld at Uallas in lovember, 1¢5l. Jayne will preside until WNoveuber,

'1620

ThasE EUITORIAL SUGGSTIONS

The senior and r0ost decrepit :iember of the editorial committee
herewith takes the liberty of offering three suzzestions to members
of the Society:

1) .e could iuprove this iewsletter no little if we could
obtain and publish occasional brief progress reports on major work
undertaken by the Society, such as the digging in Liberty County
and austin County. Really, our busiest and most accomplished
excavators have been our most bashful and backward contributors.
+hat our members can do when they finally make up their minds to
comne across was well illustrated by 5. B. #orthington's article in
the last Uewsletter. That vas perhaps the most interestinz comment
on Texas arcraeolozy since J. F. ipstein published his notes on
burins.

2) Since ‘iayne Yeyland of this Society is now president of
the Texas arcreolozical Society, our memoers mizht well be reminded
that “eylana may need some help, since there is only one of him and
the duties of the office---even thouzh partly ceremonial---are
nurmerous.

3) Tie revised edition of the T,4a.3. Handbook will be nublished
shortly in a ner looseleaf for: (84 x 11) so new nazes can be added.
bend your $#6.00 to iLardith K. Schuetz, Texas archeological 3ociety,
4itte ..usewi, 3an Antonio 9, Texas. . .
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A BitIIF SLIMPSE AT POVIRTY POINT
Damon C. Dunn

In west Carroll Parish near fipos, La., stand the remains of an
Indian city built more than 2,000 years ago.

Unique in its shape, the Poverty Point Mound towers some 70 feet
to overlook a vast earthwork of concentric swells or ridsges that form
an octagonal pattern.,

Tons of small clay objects believed to be cooking balls because
of their frequent occurrence in fire pits or kitchen middens are still
Jound tkroughout most of the site.

Clay earthenware is almost non-existent, excent for &an oczcacional
€21l sherd of fiber-temvered vware. The many fragments cr steatite
2nd sandstone indicate a people who used stone for containers and
Te3sels.

scattered over the site are artifacts indicative of a nizhiy
snecialized microblade develooment. These blades are found in
nuuernus steges of wear, the unmodified and perforator types being
most rrequent,

duriace finds include projectile points, bolas weizhts of
reratite and magnetite, adzes, flake scrapers, hafted blades, knives,
crhopners, unusual clay objects, clay cookinz balls, beads, celts,
zcr>2ts, hammerstones, gravers, drills, microflints and cores.

Classifiable projectile points include Gary, Pontchartrain,
©llis, l‘otley, Delni, lacon, Kent, Epps, Carrollton, Desmuke, dale
and ‘Yebb. A number of other types anpear with less frequency.

The artistic achievements of Poverty Point man are best
genorutrated by the many small beads, pendants and ornaments on cis-
ciay 2t wuseums and in private collections throughout the country.

0ae of the finest objects I have seen in a private collection
iz s oird eifigy pendant found by Bertha Hale and now in the
collection of Carl Alexander of Epps, La. The pendant is three
centlneiers hizh and is drilled longitudinally for stringing.

wy own collection contains a small owl effizy bead one and a
nalf centinetasrs high ~ith a small transverse hole through the neck.

Perhaps one of the most interesting asvects of the Poverty Point
culture is the diversity of material used for tools and weapons.
seztite frow the Southern Apoalachians, flint from Ohio, galena
Jrou ..issouri, sandstone from ‘iessissippi and macsnetite from Arkansas
are only a few of the lithic materials found at the site. They show
the roveirty Point man as a traveler and a selective trader.

Lave made an attempt to give you a glimpse at Poverty Point.
For a fine, detailed study of the site, get a copy of "Poverty Point,
A Lzte Archaic Site In Louisiana" by James A. Ford and Clarence =,
"'ebb.

rURPOS8T IN ARCHAZOLOGY
L. &, Aten

Fractically everyone interested in archaeolozy has at some time
won.ered, either silently or aloud, what purnose there is in
archasolozy. +#hat 300d is it? Perhans the most common answ-er heard
1., that the object of our efforts is as complete and detailed recon-
8.7 ction of wan's unrecorded history as is possible. But, is this
~-~ally the object? Dr. James A, Ford, in the introcduction to his
psoer, Measurements of Some Prehistoric Design Develonments in the
Southeastern 5: s¥ discusses wrat may be in store for this art
wrick is developing into a science.

.6 are incected to Dr, For:i, who is associate curator of North
American Archaeolozy at the American Luseum of Natural History in
New York, for ziving the Houston Archeological Society permission to
reorint part of his »aver. It is honed that his words will help
create a oetter understandin~ of wiat -e are about.

* See footnotes.
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Pazes 317 and 318 from the Introduction to leasurements of Some
rrepistoric Design Develooments in the Southeastern States, by
ames . FOI‘d.

The study of archaeology has changec considersbly from a rather
esthetic beginninz as an activity devoted to collectines curios and
guarding them in cabinets to be admired for their rarity, beauty, or
simple woncer. Students are no longer satisfied with the delights of
the collector and are now primarily interested in reconstructing
culture history. In recent years methods and techniques have pro-
gressed rapidly, and there are indications which suszest that some
phases of the study may develop into a truly scientific concern with
general principles. This trend seems to be due more to the kinds of
evidence that past human history of fers than to any planned develop-
ment. For centuries the perspective of the study of history was
narrowed to a listinz of battles, kings, political situations, and
escapades of great men, an activity which is analogous to collecting
curios and arranginzg them in cabinets. Such collections are
fascinating to those who have developed a taste for them, but they
contribute 1little towards the discovery of processes which are always
the foremost interest of a science. The evidence that survives in
archaeolozical situvations has made it impossible to study prehistory
in terms of individual men, or even in termes of man as an acculturated
animal. When the archaeologist progresses beyond the single snecimen
he is studying the phenomena of culture.

In a recent monograph, Walter Taylor has clearly defined the
diffarence between the interests of history and cultural anthropology,
etating that arfhaeological activity, if successful, is, at best,
historiography. This definition apoears to have predetermined his
wajor conclusion, which will be found embraced in a plea for a more
vivid reconstruction of cultural history on the basis of archaeological
evidence. I have no guarrel with either Taylor's definition or his
cornclusion; they seem to follow one another logically, and there is
little profit in arguing definitions. If an archaeologist becomes a
cultural anthropologist when he begins to inquire into the uniformities
in his data, the change in classification has no great si-nificance.

I do question whether improvement in technique and a more adequate
salvaging of lost history shoulc be the ultimate goal of the
erchaeolozist. It seews to be axiomatic that the final objective hes
a marked directive and selective effect on all research. If a clear
and complete reconstruction of all possible details of man's
unrecorded history in all parte of the world is the primary goal of
modern archaeology, then we have merely refined the ancient curio and
fact-collecting activities of our predecessors and still can only beg
that our studies be tolerated for esthetic pur oses. In addition,
students in the field wust realize that many of us are in a trap which
the recent culture history of this specialized discipline has sprung
on us and can only meke every possible effort to escape while there
are still soue years of 1life left to enjoy. If our meticulous
scrutiny of constructions, bone awls, baskets, potsherds, sotol cuds,
and otker bits of encient wreckage will serve no better purrpose than
to contribute to the nleasure of similarly conditioned savants, and
later, in outline for, to plague long-suffering youth in high schoolse
and colleges as an.elevating but not particularly useful subject, we
are westinz time and effort. We can have more fun, entertain rather
than bore a much larger sesgment of the public, and certainly make more
money by traveling to exotic places, having adventures, and then
lecturing and writing popular books and sprichtly articles for
masazines, To have abandoned the techniques of Layard, Squier,
tephens, and iloorehead mas a major mistake.

If we were to poll the practicing American archaeologzists we
crocably would find that, at the moment, the majority do consider
trat the reconstruction of history, to the fullest extent permitted by
modern techniques, is the primary aim of the discipline. In so far
as Taylor's "A Study of Archaeolo=y" is intended to be a historical
document, he seems to be entirely correct. FHowever, archaeolocist
have perhacs less excuse thah students in any other field to be blind
to the fact that not only the methods but the ultimete objectives of
their discipline are slowly but inevitably changing. One of the
present less-pooular concepts of the purposes of archaeological study
will become the objective of the majority and then historiography
pursued for its own sake will be old-fashioned. Of course, any new
objective will in turn be superseded, but we probably cannot now
imagine in what way; neither can we be too concerned with this
nebulous cultural type that will evolve from a stege of this discipline
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}"fhat is not yet fully develoned. It is sufficient to recognize that

our study is merely another example of cultural phenowena and to
align our activities in the direction of the historicel trend., To
enceavor to exceed the linits iwposed by sound methodology and in-
formation is quite as unrealistic ze to laz behind. Dissipatinz
effort in some divergent by-peth destined to be abandoned is a waste
of time. The wost productive position is one slightly in advance of
the majority.

I join a number of contemvoraries in believing that archaeology
is movinz in the direction of its establishment as a more important
segment of the developins science of culture than it has been in the
vast. This does not mean that such objectives as discovering
chronological sequences and more complete and vivid historical
reconstructions will be abandoned; rather these present aims will
become necessary stens in the process of arrivinz at the new goal.

| Archaeology has two princinal roles in "culturology" as it
matures into a useful science. First, it must oe relied upon to pro-
vide most of the background for existing cultures, our own as well as
the more primitive cultures, ZHvery living culture is composed of

| elements inherited from the past and modified. To attempt to describe

. and analyze any culture without this background resembles the

; description of a mountain range without reference to historical

- geolozy; it ie art, not science. The second role is to provide basic

. data for a closer examination of general principles, of causes, speed,

| inevitability, and quantitative asnects of culture change over long
oeriods of time. History does not entirely serve this purpose, for

; cultural phenomena have both qualitative and quantitative aspects.

- Varieties of customs and attitudes have been recorded in a hephazard

' fashion, but the pronortions of the competing cultural items were

[ never set down. The task of providing the basic materials for the

| clear and accurate visualization of lonz time span cultural change

! seens to have been left to the prehistorian.

NOTa8
| * usasurements of Sowe Prehistoric Design Developuents in the

. Southeastern States, by James A, Ford. Volume 44; Part &
. anthropoloxical Papers of the american iiuseum of Natural History.

iew York: 1952

- 1. A Study of Archeology by ’alter .., Taylor. Iemoirs, American
' anthronologzical Association, Number 69. 1948,
|

NEWS ITEVS

! Or. Frank Hole will join the staff of the Department of

. Anthronology and Sociology at Rice University in February, 1962.

' Dr, Fole is an archeologist (Ph.D., 'niversity of Chicasgo, 1960),
*ith field experience in the southwestern United States and in the
Near mast, Juring the sumuer and fall of 1961, he served as field
%irector of a joint Rice University-Oriental Institute expedition to

ran.

Plans are being made at Rice University to conduct in the fall of
/19682 an archeologzical symposium provisionally entitled "Rarly Man and
© Civilization in the New .orld". Approximately twelve distinzuished
. archeologists will present original papers on zboriginal oeoples and
{ cultures of North and South America.

Lawrence Aten, one of our H.a.S. editors has had a paper titled
"ixcavation and Salvaze at Starks Hamaock, Volusia Co., florida",
published in the .arch - June 1961 issue of "The Florica aAnthropologist®.
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E. E. Ochsner - wurtland, XKentucky
Kiss Anne ucohr - 5303 Sugar Hill Rd., Houston
Mrs. im. B, iohr "



