
broad-scale generalizations are applicable at multiple
temporal and geographic scales. Earlier generations of
workers presumed the presence of sociopolitical hier-
archies during Mississippian times, but since the
1990s, a variety of alternative modes of organization
have been proposed. Consequently, Kassabaum’s stark
contrast between hierarchical Mississippian societies
and pre-Mississippian peoples organized by other
modes can sometimes feel contrived or overstated.

The apparent dearth of hierarchy in earlier times
should be tempered with the realization that the mate-
rial correlates of hierarchy may be masked, especially
in locations where resources are abundant, or nonma-
terial things—such as esoteric knowledge—were
highly valued. In these cases, identifying whether
the advantages of birth and inheritance were passed
on or if meritocracy subverted familial ties may require
researching the nature of hierarchy rather than asking
about its existence. It is possible that existing hierar-
chies were simply unmasked during Mississippian
times as technologies changed and the landscape
became more densely populated.

Planned landscapes such as Poverty Point surely
required some form of centralized leadership and
knowledge to execute—certainly more than the less
grandiose platforms. On the one hand, their basic
theme may be similar, but on the other, actualization
through time and across different scales may have
been radically different. As Kassabaum demonstrates,
there is much to learn about platformmounds and their
contexts, especially when we continually question
previous assumptions and typologies. Researchers
should continue in the spirit of this volume by taking
more nuanced, multiscalar approaches and with the
recognition of the tremendous variation that is sub-
sumed in existing categorizations.

The conclusions, findings, and opinions expressed
by the book review author do not necessarily reflect
the official position of the US National Park Service,
the Midwest Regional Office, or the Midwest Archeo-
logical Center.

Falls of the Ohio River: Archaeology of Native
American Settlement. DAVID POLLACK, ANNE
TOBBE BADER, and JUSTIN N. CARLSON,
editors. 2021. University Press of Florida, Gainesville.
xvi + 297 pp. $90.00 (hardcover), ISBN 978-1-6834-
0203-9.

Reviewed by Kevin C. Nolan, Ball State University

This book, stemming from alternative mitigation efforts
related to various infrastructure projects, represents an

ambitious effort to bring color to the “gray” literature
about a pivotal landscape in the Indigenous history of
the Ohio Valley. It is refreshing seeing agencies support
efforts to promulgate the results of publicly funded
investigations, promoting and enhancing preservation
beyond the construction footprint. Therefore, I looked
forward to the opportunity to review—for specialists
and the broader public—a coherent volume of synoptic
and synthetic archaeological presentation.

David Pollack, Ann Tobbe Bader, and Justin
N. Carlson note that archaeological research in the area
of the Falls of theOhioRiver (where theUS states ofKen-
tucky and Indiana meet) has a history of “more than one
hundred years, [yet] no one had ever attempted to prepare
a regional synthesis” (p. xvi), and they go on to lay out
five foci for this volume: (1) land use change over time,
(2) distinguishing characteristics of Falls-area social iden-
tities, (3) the extent of interregional interaction, (4) the
extent to which the Falls was a social boundary, and (5)
connecting developments in this study area to broader
contexts. Bader and colleagues frame historical ecology
as a unifying approach for the volume. Aiming to be a
multifocal descriptive synopsis, and a theoretically driven
analysis, this volume does neither well.

The chapters simply do not cohere. Period over-
view chapters are inconsistently structured. Many
chapters read as summaries of large cultural resource
management (CRM) projects, with minimal support-
ing data and uneven citations. There is a tendency to
state conclusions that, although possibly supported
in the original reports, are not supported by the data
presented (e.g., pp. 34, 56, 129, 180–181). As a
public-facing summary, limited details are somewhat
justified; however, this is more problematic when ci-
tation of references relevant to firmly stated, yet unsub-
stantiated, conclusions are conspicuously avoided.

All period summary chapters present radiocarbon
dates, but they do so inconsistently. C. Russell
Stafford’s chapter about Early Archaic chert usage
and settlement mobility presents a host of problems
in consistency and accuracy in the chronology section.
Stafford presents two figures with dates (Figures 2.2
and 2.4), but there is no composite table. Several
dates in the text do not match the figures, and others
are absent from figures. Most similar chapters (3, 4,
5, 8, 9, 11) have tables, but these are inconsistently
formatted and are missing relevant sample
information. As stand-alone chapters, insufficient
detail is problematic but not atypical. As a coherent
volume, the inconsistency is frustrating.

Most chapters attempt to stretch meager samples to
grand conclusions, often facilitated by an essentialist
perspective (e.g., phases; see p. 98). Jack Rossen and
Jocelyn C. Turner dismiss the idea that Fort Ancient
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is an archaeological construct, and their conclusion
that the formerly strong Fort Ancient–Mississippian
barrier becomes permeable after AD 1300 is really
describing a small sample that reflects distinct sub-
sistence patterns for each site, not stand-ins for cat-
egories. Michael W. French and Pollack avoid
discussing sites in southeastern Indiana and south-
western Ohio relevant to their argument. Both chapters
assiduously avoid citing recent studies (e.g., numerous
by Robert Cook and Aaron Comstock) that bear
directly on the nature of relationships between
Mississippian societies and Fort Ancient groups
between AD 1000 and 1300. This is neither good
scholarship nor good public synopsis.

As a regional synthesis, this volume is incomplete.
The chapters successfully describe changes in land use
(goal 1) and patterns of interaction (goal 3), and they
are partly successful in contextualizing broader trends
(goal 5). Specifically, many chapters address the fluc-
tuating preferences for high-quality toolstone versus
lower-quality local sources over time—and how this
related to changes in residential mobility—and vari-
able participation in regional horizons such as Adena
and Hopewell ceremonialism. Some chapters attempt
to define a distinctive Falls identity, and mentions of
historicity and historical ecology are generally unin-
corporated into the main argument. The discussions
of boundaries and identity generally suffer from a mis-
match between the scope of data included and the scale
of the conclusions desired.

There are formatting errors and inconsistencies
sprinkled throughout the volume (e.g., Table 8.1,
Table 9.1, Figure 9.6). Citations for the sources of
figures and in-text references are periodically missing
or incorrect (e.g., Figure 2.5, Figure 6.3). The
inconsistencies in presentation, lack of coherence,
and smattering of editing and production oversights
(see p. 128) are not expected for a book from an aca-
demic press that costs $90.

Pollack, Bader, and Carlson ambitiously set out to
provide descriptive regional synopsis, public presenta-
tion of “gray” literature along the border between
Kentucky and Indiana, and a theoretically substantive
contribution to the literature of historical ecology.
Although there is immense value in making available
publicly funded archaeological data and interpreta-
tions, the two scholarly objectives are unmet. The
book lacks focus and coherence. A comprehensive
synopsis would be enormously useful. The current
volume moves significantly toward that. A theoreti-
cally informed, nuanced accounting of the historicity
of human–environment relationships in the Falls
region would be an important contribution to archae-
ology. The volume falls short here. Attempts to

append a historical-ecology perspective to several
chapters distract from their descriptive value. That
said, the volume is a valuable and useful guide to find-
ings from CRM archaeology in the area of the Falls of
the Ohio River.

Household Economy at Wall Ridge: A Fourteenth-
Century Central Plains Farmstead in the Missouri
Valley. STEPHEN C. LENSINK, JOSEPH A. TIF-
FANY, and SHIRLEY J. SCHERMER, editors.
2020. University of Utah Press, Salt Lake City. xvi
+ 251 pp. $70.00 (hardcover), ISBN 978-1-060781-
773-4.

Reviewed by Susan C. Vehik, University of Oklahoma

The Wall Ridge site consists of one residential lodge.
The site is assigned to the Glenwood phase of the Ne-
braska variant of the Central Plains Village tradition.
The Nebraska variant dates to AD 1200–1350, and
Wall Ridge was occupied during the later part of that
range. The Glenwood phase is restricted to a small
area of western Iowa overlooking the Missouri River
Valley. The site was excavated in 1984, with analyses
of finds taking place over the next several decades.

Research goals include definition of site paleoecol-
ogy, occupation duration, seasonality, economic and
subsistence strategies, site abandonment, size and
composition of residence group, and cultural interac-
tions. These are integrated into a theoretical theme
common to Central Plains Village tradition research
and many other archaeological studies around the
world: the role of nucleated versus dispersed settle-
ment systems in small-scale farming.

Chapters 2 through 11 cover standard topics such as
site setting, excavation methods, laboratory procedures,
site stratigraphy, features, house architecture, and radio-
carbon dating. Analyses address ceramics, lithics,
pipes, bone and shell tools, archaeobotanical remains,
and zooarchaeological materials. These studies are
descriptive and detailed, and they involve some new
analytical techniques. Most chapters include brief com-
parisons to other Central Plains Village tradition sites,
especially those belonging to the Glenwood phase.

The remainder of the book comprises the primary
contribution to the theoretical theme. The chapter
on lodge architecture (Chapter 12) considers
construction sequence, the role religion may play in
house architecture, site abandonment, and—most
importantly—duration of lodge occupation. The latter
depends partially on ceramic analyses and determin-
ation of ceramic vessel discard rates. There is a
detailed construction of food energy budget as
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