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in Ripley Engraved Bowls among the Titus Phase
Caddo of Northeastern Texas and Communities of
Identity,” by Ross C. Fields, considers pottery along-
side other artifacts from the Pine Tree Mound site
(41HS15) in northeastern Texas. Eloise Francis
Gadus writes about iconography and symbolism of
Caddo pottery in Chapter 11, “Origin and Develop-
ment of the Caddo Scroll Motif.” Robert Z. Selden
applies network analysis toward studying historic
Caddo ceramics in Texas in Chapter 12 and then
uses 3D visualization to study the Caddo bottle
shape in Louisiana in Chapter 13.

Section III is much shorter than I and II, but it
may be the most significant because it includes
Caddo insights into what Caddo pottery means to
them. Jeri Redcorn, the author of Chapter 14, was
the first Caddo potter to resurrect traditional
Caddo pottery in recent decades. She learned
from archaeologist James E. Corbin in 1992, but
she has added much to her particular style. She
speaks of Chase Kahwinhut Earles, the author of
Chapter 15, as an “artist, a shooting star, with
immense potential” (p. 289). Earles also sees mak-
ing Caddo pottery as a way to connect with his
ancestors. Both Redcorn and Earles write about
much more, but I will focus here on Redcorn’s
struggles with the “typology” system of Caddo pot-
tery. In the past, she has advocated changing pot-
tery names to Caddo names so that they would
have more meaning to Caddo people and potters
themselves. She was told that pottery type names
were pretty much carved in stone (or in clay, as it
were). Perhaps she has gained some influence. As
an example, an old pottery type was recently
given a new name—*“Spiro Engraved” was changed
to “Iwi (Caddo for “eagle”) Engraved” (Shawn
Lambert, Jeri Redcorn, Chase Earles, and Timothy
Perttula, “Decolonizing in Practice: Renaming of
an Ancestral Caddo Ceramic Vessel Type,”
Caddo Archaeology Journal 32:5-10, 2022).

Ancestral Caddo Ceramic Traditions therefore
thoughtfully brings Caddo pottery and pottery studies
of the past into the present.

Two Caddo Mound Sites in Arkansas. MARY BETH
TRUBITT. 2021. Research Series 70. Arkansas
Archeological Survey, Fayetteville. x+205 pp.
$25.00 (paperback), ISBN 978-1-56349-112-2.

Reviewed by David J. Watt, Tulane University

Two Caddo Mound Sites in Arkansas is an excellent
study of two contemporaneous mound sites on the
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periphery of the Caddo cultural area and the Mississip-
pian sphere in west-central Arkansas. The two mound
centers that are the focus of the manuscript, Hughes
(3SA11) and Hedges (3HS60), are situated in adja-
cent drainages of the Saline and Ouachita Rivers,
respectively, with similar near-mound timber-frame
buildings that were burned and covered in midden
deposits. This book will be a fantastic addition to
the libraries and shelves of professional archaeolo-
gists, students, and those interested in the history
of Caddoan and Mississippian peoples of Arkansas,
Louisiana, Missouri, Oklahoma, and Texas. Mary Beth
Trubitt’s goals for this research report are establishing
a temporal framework for these and similar sites
nearby, generating better understandings of activity
patterns, and recognizing patterns of community iden-
tities in borderlands of Mississippian and Caddoan
areas during the Middle Caddo (AD 1200-1400) and
Late Caddo (AD 1400-1600) periods.

The monograph is organized into seven chapters
that are richly detailed with photographs of fieldwork,
artifacts, and maps from excavations conducted at the
Hughes and Hedges sites during 1973-1974 and in
2002 by the Arkansas Archeological Survey (AAS)
research station at Henderson State University. The
first chapter summarizes the environmental and
archaeological backgrounds to the investigations at
the Hughes and Hedges sites. This chapter serves as
the basis for the following discussions of the recovered
data and their implications for interpretation of the
Caddo/Mississippian borderland. These contemporan-
eous sites, located in adjacent drainages, have similar
site plans, similar zooarchaeological assemblages,
and similar pottery assemblages. Chapter 1 empha-
sizes the implications of materials from these sites as
clues about life and community identity in settings
near the edges of Mississippian (to the north and
east) and Caddoan (to the south and west) culture
areas.

In Chapters 2 and 3, Trubitt discusses details about
the background to investigations of these sites; proce-
dures and processes of survey, mapping, and excava-
tions; and descriptions and discussions of site
stratigraphy and radiocarbon dates. Hughes (3SA11)
is a two-stage mound site investigated since the late
1880s and added to the National Register of Historic
Places (NRHP) in 1985. The site’s location on the
margin of the Caddo area offered opportunities to
explore the social identity and ethnicity of the people
who inhabited the site as well as interactions between
the periphery of the Caddo area and the Mississippian
sphere. The Hedges site includes two low mounds and
associated burned structures offering a point of com-
parison with Hughes. These structures appear to
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have been burned intentionally, probably as a means of
“closing” the structures themselves, which were then
covered with midden.

Chapter 4 is a comparative consideration of
pottery from both sites. The chapter discusses the
methods of analysis, temper and decorative motif
comparisons, and vessel form and function. These
analyses are intriguing given the similarities in tem-
per (predominantly shell), but they are distinguished
from one another in surface decorations and motifs.
Chapter 5 discusses the lithic artifacts uncovered at
the sites. The richly detailed discussion of lithic raw
materials, processes of pottery manufacture and pro-
cess, projectile point typologies, ground stone, and
ornaments elaborates on their use within these
Caddo communities. Additionally, these artifacts
place the sites in temporal and cultural frameworks,
allowing for better understandings of activity pat-
terns in near-mound areas of these sites as a point
of comparison with other regional sites from the
heartlands of Caddo and Mississippian cultural
areas.

Chapter 6 details the organic materials from
Hughes and Hedges and was written by Lucretia
S. Kelly and Mary Beth Trubitt. The faunal anal-
ysis was conducted exclusively at Hughes, and I
look forward to a comparative analysis between
these sites in the future. Chapter 7, which con-
cludes the book, compares the spatial layouts and
architecture and activity areas at these sites, and it
provides some discussion of the broader implica-
tions of this study. It discusses the spatial layout
of the two communities, interprets the timing and
patterning of activities that took place there, and
infers cultural connections between them and
with neighboring regions.

This book is another valuable contribution from
the AAS report series by the Arkansas Archeo-
logical Survey (AAS). Excavations at Hughes and
Hedges, and analyses of materials from those sites,
broadly speak to the importance of food preparation,
construction practices, and crafting activities that
were so important to the peoples who lived there
during the 1500s-1600s. Linking the activities of
the ancestral Caddo peoples to Caddo peoples of
the present are the ornaments, paints, dyes, and
rattles that are integral to modern Caddo gatherings.
By linking these places to contemporary Caddo peo-
ples, descendants of those who lived there in the past
—and during what archaeologists refer to as the
Middle Caddo and Late Caddo periods—Trubitt
makes for a compelling link between the past and
present. Her monograph leaves us looking forward
to exciting future contributions from these sites for
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understanding past foodways and other aspects of
ancestral Caddo ways of life.

The Archaeology of Native Americans in Pennsylva-
nia. KURT W. CARR, CHRISTOPHER A. BERG-
MAN, CHRISTINA B. RIETH, BERNARD
K. MEANS, and ROGER W. MOELLER, editors,
and ELIZABETH WAGNER, associate editor. 2020.
University of Pennsylvania Press, Philadelphia. 3
volumes, viii +894 pp. $145.00 (hardcover), ISBN
978-0-8122-5078-7.

Reviewed by Dean R. Snow, Pennsylvania State
University

This beautifully produced three-volume boxed set on
the Indigenous Americans of Pennsylvania is a mile-
stone in North American regional archaeology. A six-
member team of editors organized, solicited, acquired,
reviewed, and edited chapters written by 21 leading pro-
fessionals in the field—one of whom, the late Barry
Kent, died while the volumes were in preparation, and
the volume set is dedicated to him. Together, they
synthesized and summarized Pennsylvania archaeology
from early settlement by the first Indigenous peoples
through the era of European colonization. The work
is encyclopedic, foundational in nature, and character-
ized by internal consistencies that are the mark of close
collaboration and good editing. This will be a standard
reference for regional professionals, advanced stu-
dents, and serious lay readers for years to come.

Modern state boundaries are relevant to the con-
duct of archaeology but largely irrelevant to its sub-
jects. The team that wrote and edited the volumes
sensibly defined archaeological boundaries by three
major river basins: Ohio, Susquehanna, and Delaware.
Up to 20 sub-basins were broken out as needed.
Although coverage largely concentrates on Pennsylva-
nia, the use of drainages expands the relevance of their
work to its six surrounding states and beyond.

Frank Vento, Anthony Vega, and Harold Rollins
set the scene in a lead chapter on environments from
the Late Pleistocene through the Holocene in Part
I. Chapters about the earliest peoples of Pennsylvania
by Kurt Carr, James Adovasio, and Christopher Berg-
man cover periods prior to 6000 cal RCYBP and con-
sider the region as a whole, including the famous
Meadowcroft Rockshelter site, which was excavated
and dated with such care and precision that it has
withstood repeated criticisms by skeptics better than
other pre-Clovis candidates. Later Paleoindian
sites, including Shoop, Shawnee-Minisink, Wallis,
Nesquehoning, and several others, provide for a
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