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markers of domestication. Intensive cultivation
became widespread in some areas of the midcontinent
after 1000 BC, but the EAC remained a minor supple-
ment to hunting and gathering in other areas of the
Eastern Woodlands.

The next chapters track the adoption of maize by
people in the U.S. Southwest and Eastern Woodlands.
Groups in the Southwest acquired maize from Meso-
america by 2000 BC. Maize first arrived in the Eastern
Woodlands in small quantities through unknown pro-
cesses of exchange by 300 BC. Societies with and with-
out preexisting cultivation traditions adopted maize
gradually and differentially in both regions, possibly
facilitating population growth in some cases. Native
farmers developed varieties of maize suited to new
environments, and they incorporated them into diverse
cropping systems over the course of ensuing millennia.

Gremillion then describes practices of nonagricul-
tural intensification documented in the Pacific North-
west and Great Basin. Diverse cultures used controlled
burns, coppicing, estuarine modifications, large-scale
irrigation, and other practices to encourage particular
species, maintaining high-yield systems without trigger-
ing recognizable morphological differentiation in plants
or animals. This chapter lacks the chronological reso-
lution of the others, reflecting limits of available data
and the need for frameworks that explain change
through time in nonagricultural systems.

Drawing from early European accounts and ethno-
histories in addition to the archaeological record of
the contact period, the final case study summarizes
the incorporation (or rejection) of Old World domesti-
cates across the continent before mass land theft and
displacement. Native farming and nonfarming commu-
nities adopted European crops and animals strategically
according to variables of culture, environment, and
colonial encounter. Some Old World imports similar
to endemic species spread rapidly along Native
exchange routes, preceding Europeans inland.

Gremillion concludes by comparing the processes
described above, highlighting variability, adaptation,
and risk assessment. In so doing, she contends that
evolutionary ecology offers a viable framework for
understanding change in Native North America
through time. This attribute sets Gremillion’s synthe-
sis apart from comparable projects influenced by his-
torical ecology, a program of research in which
anthropogenic effects on natural systems are consid-
ered primarily the result of contingent social histories.
Reflecting the paradigm shift mentioned above, how-
ever, interpretations based in evolutionary ecology
and historical ecology both reject the hunter-
gatherer/farmer dichotomy in favor of a continuum
of practices.
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Describing this new consensus from the perspective
of evolutionary ecology opens the continuum model to
particular critiques. What is the obverse of food pro-
duction? Gremillion refers to its initial forms, positing
that societies of nonfood producers preceded processes
of intensification. Reexamining archaeological and
ethnographic studies of hunter-gatherer societies, can
we identify any that rely on practices not encompassed
by the broad category of intensification? If not, are we
left with an empty set, and consequently, a theory with
limited explanatory power? Furthermore, and drawing
from ethnographic work and Indigenous knowledge
holders, are the social assumptions of evolutionary
ecology—especially the emphasis on individual
behavior—compatible with non-Western ontologies,
or in fact applicable to any contexts outside of capital-
ism and modernity?

In facilitating such questions, Gremillion’s synthe-
sis is a generous resource for students and early career
researchers seeking to identify meaningful points of
engagement in the archaeology of food production,
as well as for nonspecialists interested in the current
state of research and knowledge on these topics in
North American archaeology.

The Mazique Site (22Ad502): A Balmoral Phase Coles
Creek Mound and Plaza Center in the Natchez Bluffs
Region of Mississippi. DANIEL A. LADU. 2018.
Research Series 69. Arkansas Archeological Survey,
Fayetteville. ix + 233 pp. $25.00 (paperback), ISBN
978-1-56349-108-5.

Reviewed by Richard A. Weinstein, Coastal Environ-
ments Inc., Baton Rouge, Louisiana

Straightforward site reports, framed within research
designs and encompassing detailed cataloging and anal-
yses of data, are always welcome additions to the archae-
ological literature of the southeastern United States and
the Lower Mississippi Valley (LMV). This is particu-
larly true for sites that have been known for some
time, but for which very little detailed information is
widely available. The Mazique site, located on Second
Creek some 16 km south of Natchez, Mississippi,
is just such a locale. Although the first map of
Mazique was produced in 1852 by Benjamin
L. C. Wailes, and although professional archaeolo-
gists have visited the site since the 1930s, it was
not until the efforts of Daniel LaDu and other
archaeologists affiliated with the University of Ala-
bama’s Gulf Coast Survey (GCS) in 2012 and 2013
that the true nature of the site was revealed. This
publication is a revised version of LaDu’s 2016
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PhD dissertation at the University of Alabama, and it
is based on those GCS investigations.

Mazique once consisted of three mounds situated
around a central plaza ringed by a circular living/activity
area. The site was known to contain both a Coles Creek
culture occupation of the Coles Creek period (AD 750~
1200) and a later Plaquemine culture occupation of the
Mississippi period (AD 1200-1700). It has long been
unclear, however, which of the two cultural manifesta-
tions was more prevalent at the site, what the precise
dates of those occupations are, and whether or not
there is evidence of a direct transition from Coles
Creek culture to Plaquemine culture. Such a transition
had been postulated previously due either to influences
of southward-spreading Mississippian culture on resi-
dent Coles Creek populations (the “External Stimulus
Model”) or to gradual localized development, with Pla-
quemine culture representing the “logical outgrowth” of
Coles Creek culture (the “Internal Development
Model”; pp. 10-11). Consequently, recent GCS inves-
tigations were designed to not only learn about Mazique
proper but also attempt to determine if either of those
two models applied to Mazique and to other Coles
Creek and Plaquemine sites in the surrounding Natchez
Bluffs area of southwestern Mississippi.

LaDu and the GCS excavated shovel tests across
the entire site, and they placed 1 x2m and 2x2m
excavation units and trenches in and near Mounds A
and B. These excavations produced 8,932 plain and
935 decorated potsherds, plus a very small number
of diagnostic stone tools (six arrowheads and one
dart point). The vast majority of the pottery, both deco-
rated and plain, indicated a major occupation of the
Balmoral phase of the late Coles Creek period
(AD 1000-1100). Excavations demonstrated that
both extant mounds as well as a low terrace north of
Mound A were built entirely during the Balmoral
phase. As noted by LaDu, “Mazique’s engineers
seem to have had a clear vision in mind regarding
what a proper Coles Creek mound and plaza complex
should look like and they adhered to this architectural
vision implicitly” (p. 209). These findings also indi-
cate that there was no architectural input from those
few people who may have lived at the site during the
succeeding Gordon phase (terminal Coles Creek)
and Anna phase (early Plaquemine) occupations.

As it turns out, Mazique was not the place to
resolve questions about the Coles Creek—Plaquemine
transition, given that its main occupation was too
early and its later occupations only marginally repre-
sented. LaDu therefore examined other sites in the
Natchez Bluffs area, mainly Smith Creek
(22WK526) and Feltus (22JE500), as well as addi-
tional locales in the Yazoo Basin of Mississippi and
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the Tensas Basin of Louisiana. LaDu concludes that
the transition was the result of both internal change
and external influences. In the Lower Yazoo Basin
and the Upper Tensas Basin, there is evidence of direct
contact with Mississippian culture during late Coles
Creek times. In the Lower Tensas Basin and the
Natchez Bluffs, such evidence is lacking. Accord-
ingly, “Neither the External Stimulus nor the Internal
Development model offers a unifying explanation of
Plaquemine origins at Mazique, in the Natchez Bluffs
region, or within the LMV as a whole . . . I [LaDu]
believe External Stimulus and Internal Development
actually denote complementary forces at work within
a broader network of contact and communication”
(p- 213). This reviewer agrees with the dual explanation
for the development of Plaquemine culture but would
add that external stimulus is clearly reflected at sites
in nearby southeastern Louisiana and along the Missis-
sippi Gulf Coast, having derived from the Mobile Bay
region and Mississippian settlements such as Bottle
Creek (1BA2), the major Pensacola-culture mound cen-
ter in southern Alabama (Ian W. Brown, ed., Bottle
Creek, University of Alabama Press, 2003).

If this reviewer has any concern about the report’s
interpretations, it is LaDu’s argument that Mazique
could be considered a “single-component Balmoral
phase mound and plaza complex” (p. 214) with only
very minor evidence of a subsequent Gordon phase
occupation. Although there is no doubt that Mazique
had a major Balmoral component, three of the six
chipped stone arrowheads and potentially some of
the pottery found during recent GCS excavations at
the site, as well as one radiocarbon date from Mound
A, suggest a slightly more substantial Gordon phase
occupation (AD 1100-1200). Additionally, although
most of the report’s illustrations are of excellent qual-
ity, it is extremely difficult to read the lettering on the
profile illustrations. Larger lettering would have
served the publication well.

Overall, this important study should be on the
bookshelf of anyone interested in the prehistory of
Mississippi and Louisiana, and it is a welcome contri-
bution to LMV archaeology.

Contact, Colonialism, and Native Communities of
the Southeastern United States. EDMOND A.
BOUDREAUX III, MAUREEN MEYERS, and
JAY K. JOHNSON, editors. 2020. University Press
of Florida, Gainesville. xi+ 306 pp. $90.00 (hard-
cover), ISBN 978-1-68340-117-9.
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