
about biases in research questions and theoretical
approaches, and more comprehensive in the geographic
and temporal questions about Chinese individuals and
communities posed by archaeologists and historians.

Archaeological Perspectives on the Southern Appala-
chians: A Multiscalar Approach. RAMIE A. GOU-
GEON and MAUREEN S. MEYERS, editors. 2015.
University of Tennessee Press, Knoxville. xiv + 280
pp. $84.95 (hardcover), ISBN 978-1-62190-102-0.

Reviewed by Jay D. Franklin, EcoPlan Associates Inc.,
Tucson, Arizona

This volume includes 10 chapters focused on the Mis-
sissippi period of northern Georgia and the coastal
plain, one on mountainous areas of western North
Carolina (Christopher Rodning, Chapter 5), and one
on southwestern Virginia (Meyers, Chapter 9). It is
less a volume on the southern Appalachians than it is
on Mississippian societies of the Piedmont and coastal
plain areas of Georgia and South Carolina, and the
book is dedicated to the career and influence of
David Hally, professor emeritus at the University of
Georgia. Although Hally’s career has been focused
principally on sites in northern Georgia, his work
has far broader influence. The chapters deal with
three long-standing contributions of Hally’s work:
Hally circles (that is, Hally’s well-known model of
the geographical extent and spacing of Mississippian
chiefdoms), social archaeology (which Hally has char-
acterized as a form of “paleoethnography”), and multi-
scalar approaches to archaeological inquiry.

The preface by Jim Langford and Marvin Smith
gives a biographical narrative of Hally’s archaeo-
logical career and details his far-reaching influences
on archaeology of the U.S. Southeast in terms of for-
mer students as well as colleagues whom he mentored
and influenced. Hally circles also describe well his
own spheres of influence in the world of Southeastern
archaeology. An afterword by Robbie Ethridge pro-
vides an overview of Hally’s career and influence,
and it offers some comments on chapter contributions.

In the Introduction, Meyers and Gougeon discuss
scales of analysis reflected in Hally’s career and influ-
ence: pottery, households, and community and
regional survey. Ceramics are the ground floor of com-
munity organization. The study of households (archae-
ologically, domestic structures) connect to larger
processes at the community and regional scale. Vol-
ume authors address these different scales.

Julie Markin (Chapter 1) discusses spatial cluster-
ing of sites dating to Woodland and Mississippian

periods, with emphasis on population growth and the
rise of inequality. She argues for in-place development
of chiefdoms based on continuities in stamped ceramics.

JohnWorth (Chapter 2) uses a design type analysis
of Lamar Bold Incised ceramics to examine whether
they more closely reflect social interaction (passive)
or information exchange (emblematic). He argues
that the assemblages reflect the former, with no evi-
dence of the latter essentially reflecting the habitus
of individual potters. He suggests a need for addressing
subtypological dimensions of stylistic variation in pot-
tery as a way to examine individual potters and their
navigation of increasing complex social landscapes.

Smith (Chapter 3) wonders if it is possible to deter-
mine which seventeenth-century sites reflect remnants
of specific, historically known sixteenth-century chief-
doms by examining ceramic decorative motifs. Like
Worth, he examines emblematic styles vis-à-vis social
interaction. Although there are some temporal changes
in incised decoration, there are none in incised motifs.
There is some clustering but with overlap. In the same
way that Worth does, Smith sees little evidence for
emblematic style but more evidence for social
interaction.

Gougeon (Chapter 4) addresses classifying spaces
based in pattern language as opposed to architectural
grammar to examine social norms. He argues that this
approach is more dynamic than trait list comparisons,
and it is better suited for connecting patterns when shift-
ing from scale to scale—a central theme of this volume.

Rodning (Chapter 5) examines social relations
through the built environment, principally through
considering public structures known as “townhouses”
at the Coweeta Creek site. He argues that the shift away
from platform mounds to large townhouses was not a
de-emphasis of monumentality, but in fact, different
combinations of aspects of monumentality at different
scales to accommodate more people. This was likely
due, in part, to European contact and colonialism.

M. Jared Wood (Chapter 6) examines the spacing
of mound centers in light of Hally’s model and alter-
native models, such as fission/fusion and alternating
occupations. He argues that the models are not mutu-
ally exclusive, and that differences reflect different
sociopolitical processes.

Keith Stephenson and colleagues (Chapter 7)
maintain that Coastal Plain sites are different from
Piedmont/fall-line sites because they were corporately
structured. They use a sequential analysis of ceramic
seriations and radiocarbon dates to show general
agreement with sequential occupations at Coastal
Plain sites rather than contemporaneity.

John Chamblee and Mark Williams (Chapter 8) try
to extend the social archaeology approach from Late
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Mississippian Lamar to the Middle Mississippian
Savannah period. They find that some changes were
driven by trade and exchange, but others probably
driven by processes of social interaction.

Meyers (Chapter 9) addresses the concepts of fron-
tiers, paths to power, and the differential nature of what
it means to be “Mississippian.” It appears that Meyers
is making a case for a chiefdom, but it seems plausible
that power at Carter-Robinson was more corporately
structured like Coastal Plain sites (also, arguably, on
frontiers or peripheries).

Patrick Livingood (Chapter 10) addresses Hally
circles—the spacing of chiefdoms in straight-line dis-
tances. He augments Hally’s model with travel-time
analyses and linguistic evidence from the Choctaw
language about chiefdom territories and the spacing
of settlements within them. Chiefdoms and subordin-
ate centers were typically separated by no more than
one half-day’s travel time, enabling chiefs to move
between chiefdom centers and subordinate settlements
in one day.

This book is an important contribution to
archaeology of the U.S. Southeast, in keeping with
Hally’s own pioneering and rigorous work in the
field. Contributors have not simply applied Hally’s
models and approaches, but they have expanded
them to other areas of southern Appalachia, examined
them more closely with new data, and/or augmented
them with new analyses and lines of evidence. This
volume is essential reading for those working in the
Mississippian Southeast, and it is a useful frame of ref-
erence for those working with stratified agricultural
societies in other areas of the world.

Continuity and Change in the Native American Vil-
lage: Multicultural Origins and Descendants of the
Fort Ancient Culture. ROBERT A. COOK. 2017.
Cambridge University Press, New York. xx + 284
pp. $103.99 (hardcover), ISBN 978-1-107-04379-4.
$84.00 (e-book), ISBN 978-1-108-51469-9.

Reviewed by Robert A. Genheimer, Cincinnati
Museum Center

Robert Cook blends various forms of archaeological
and ethnohistoric data in this insightful book on the
descendants of Fort Ancient, a long-recognized
archaeological manifestation in the Ohio River Val-
ley of eastern North America dating from AD 1000
to 1650. This work comes at an important time in
consultations between archaeologists/anthropolo-
gists and Indigenous groups. For many reasons,
there were few Native Americans living in areas near

Cincinnati, Ohio, by the time of European settlement
in the eighteenth century, and connections between
precontact groups such as the Fort Ancient and
currently federally recognized tribes were either lost
or not maintained. Although it does not identify
specific tribes as descendants, Cook’s book provides
some guidance about the complexities of connections
between Fort Ancient sites and contemporary de-
scendant communities.

Cook presents his arguments in eight chapters. In
Chapter 1, he reviews archaeological scholarship on
Fort Ancient culture as well as extant data on connec-
tions between Fort Ancient and Mississippian groups;
he outlines some potential historical connections
between Fort Ancient culture and historically known
Indigenous groups; and he provides some insights on
getting past approaches to affiliation that have not
worked. He sees Fort Ancient and Mississippian as
part of a cultural continuum—one that began with
the arrival of Mississippians to the central Ohio Valley
during the early eleventh century AD. Cook positions
Mississippians as likely Dhegihan Siouan groups, and
he identifies the already resident populations of the
central Ohio Valley as Central Algonquians.

In Chapters 2 and 3, Cook summarizes major char-
acteristics of Fort Ancient culture and outlines the
anthropological framework for his “direct macro-
historic approach,” a variant of the “direct historic
approach” (p. 2). He prefers a broader framework
with more closely examined social contexts in an
attempt to identify “macro groupings of shared tradi-
tions” (p. 2) that connect the living to the archaeo-
logical record. Fort Ancient culture is defined
through characteristics of material culture, burial
form, housing, and site structure. Not surprisingly,
given temporal and spatial variation in these character-
istics at Fort Ancient sites, Cook argues “that it is
clearly not a homogenous entity” (p. 32).

The region of interest here, as discussed inChapter 4,
encompasses areas from the Little and Great Miami
Rivers in southwest Ohio to southeast Indiana.
Through a variety of climatic data, Cook argues that
this region was the only part of the Ohio Valley that
maintained above-average moisture conditions
throughout much of the Fort Ancient period, thereby
providing a “pull” for Mississippians to come.

In Chapter 5, Cook provides most of his bioar-
chaeological data connecting Mississippians to Fort
Ancient and discussing biodistance between and
among groups. His data indicate that connections
between Mississippians and Fort Ancient villages are
clear and that the earliest Fort Ancient sites in the
study region are among the largest villages. These
early villages demonstrate evidence of some of the
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