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I NTIWD -CTION 

F ifty years ago the problem of aborig inal America n cultures was 
little understood. A considerable number of men, it is true, exam
ined the mounds and ea rthworks oi eastern America and speCll
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lated upon them. Even earlier several writers had vvritten long 
trea ti ses attempting to prove that the American Indians were the 
descendants of the T en Lost Tribes of Israel, while others postu
lated a mysterious race called the f\ lound Builders. This was the 
day of the antiquarian. His carelessly acquired specimens were 
calIed relics or a'lltiqnities, and if a qualifying expression were 
needed the word [lid ian was sufficient. 

The excavations of E. G. Squier, A. ;\J., and E. H. Davis, M.D., 
in the early 40's and the subsequent publication 1 by the Smithsonian 
Institution in 1847 of the record of their joint work aroused the 
country to some appreciation of the importance of American arche
ology and its vast poss ibilities. It was many years, however, before 
sufficient work had been done by trained men to make possible 
genuine conclusions. 

For a full century at leas t amateur "antiquarians" have torn up 
Indian graves, destroyed mounds and ca rried away numerous evi
dences of the earlier occupation of the continent. Indian relics 
became a passion and a considerable traffic sprang up. The great 
firm of Tiffany and Company had its small beginnings in the sale 
of Indian implements and became a jewelry company only after 
a partner named Young added a watch repairer's table to the shop 
and began to sell inexpensive jewelry. I ndian relics, as such native 
artifacts were termed, were regarded principally as curiosities. _The 
fact that they might be important links in the study of sc ientific 
problems was entirely subordinate, or not even considered. 

Thus hundreds of tumuli , cave deposits, mounds, village sites, 
burial places and caches were destroyed simply for the relics they 
contained, few or no notes or observations being made. 2 

Today most cOlIectors are better in formed , and the cultural re
mains of the race that formerly occupied thi s continent, are care
fully prese rved, cataloged and labeled . Science has taken the lead 
and asks for facts. Today the pottery pipe and engraved gorget, 
and even the humble arrowhead are rega rded as "archeological 
specimens." Definite scientific problems have arisen and challenge 
us to solve them. Every arti fact left in the so il by the vanished 
red men may be of importance, if the associated facts are properly 

1 S mithsonian Contributions to Knowledge, Vol. I, embracing Ancient 
Monllments of the Mississippi Valley, by E. G. Squier and E. H . Davis, 
W ashington, 1848. (Mss. accepted for publication in 1847.) 

2 Cf. Priest, Jeremiah, "Antiquities," Albany, 1834, page 110. 
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recorded. The position of a bannerstone in a grave may unlock 
some secret; the presence of pottery, even in the form of fragments, 
may shed .important light upon a knotty problem in archeology. A 
conscientious collector observes and records everything for he 
knows that a careless collector is a destroying vandal who merely 
confuses himself and others, and ruins the field of inquiry for the 
better in formed. 

New York State for a full century has been systematically hunted 
for "relics," but only during the past twenty-five years has any 
scientific method been pursued on any considerable scale. Some 
early observations were made by H. R. Schoolcraft, L. H. Morgan, 
E. G. Squier, Franklin B. Hough, Frank H. Cushing and 1'. Apoleon 
Cheney, but some of these authorities did little more than point out 
the fertile field that existed within our borders. Observers at that 
time had not yet recorded the fact that the Iroquois did not use or 
make bannerstones; that stamped patterns characterized Algonkian 
pottery, or that grooved axes were found only on non-IroCJuoian 
sites. It remained for later students such as VI/. 1\[. Beauchamp, 
M. R. Harringtnn. Alanson Skinner, Frederick Houghton, and the 
present writer to differentiate types of occupation. though other 
observers working in other localities had perhaps cleared the way 
for an under"tanding of the New York cultural areas. 

New York archeology owes much to the work of Professor 
Frederic W. Putnam, William H. Holmes, Charles C. A!bbott, 
Cyrus Thomas, William C. Mills and Warren K. Moorehead, and 
in later dayf' to Charles C. \I\lilloughby, Christopher Wren and Col. 
George E. T.aidlaw, all of whom, working in the areas surrounding 
New York. contributed information for a more adequate under
standing nf the New York field. It was Dr. \Villiam M. Beau
champ, however, who did most to draw attention to certain specific 
problems and his pioneer work has borne abundant fruit. His series 
of bullet.ins on New York archeological subjects, published by the 
State Museum, did much to stimulate study. Doctor Beauchamp 
was one of the first to point out evidences of Eskimoan inAuence 
in New York. 

The State of New York presents a peculiarly inviting field for 
archeological investigation. It is not the most prolific, to be sure, 
but among the many areas where specitlc problems may be studied 
our tleld lias at least an important place. In Ohio the mound cul
ture may be studied with great advantage, in Tennessee the stone 
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gra ve ,culture may best be examined, but in New York State the 
prehistory of the I roquois may be in vestigated with greater advan
tage than in any other region we now know. not even excepting the 
provi nce of Onta rio. 

T he I roquois were and are still the mos t recent aborigines to oc
cupy thi s region ; but they are la te comers. Be fore them were other 
peoples. O ur investigations show that long be fore the I roquois 
came, the A lgonkian tri bes occupied at various t imes almost every 
portion of the State. T here were a lso bands of the mound-building 
people, and a t an ea rlier time, wandering tri bes o f people who made 
implements like the Eskimo. 

S O URCES OF I NFORMATION 

In making a systmatic examination of the fi eld, information may 
be expected in certain definite areas and parti cula r places. \IVe 
must go where the evidences a re in order to discover our data. In 
pursuing investigat ions and in making records, the following sources 
should always be kept in mind : 

1. General A reas : 
1. I nhabited areas: 

a . V illage sites . 
b. Camp sites. 
c. Shell heaps. 
d. H unting grounds . 

2. De fensive works : 
a . Fort rmgs. 
b. Fort hill s or points. 

3. P laces o f Industry : 
a . \ I\f orkshop si tes. 
b. Q uarries. 
c. Garden beds. 
d. F ishing places. 

4. P laces fo r di sposing of the dead : 
a. Cemeteries or burial g rounds. 
b. Ossuaries . 


.1 . P laces of conflict: 

a. Battlefie lds. 

6. Routes 0 f traffic and travel : 
a. T rail s. 
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b. St ream beds . t· 
c. Fording places . 

7. Occasional or rare places: 
a . River gravels. 
b. Drift depos its. 
c. S \\·amps. 
d. River and lake bottoms. 
e. River and lake shores. 
f. Ceremonia l c1i st ri c t ~ and areas. 

n. Parti cular places: 
l. S ites of dwellings : 

a. Lodge sites. 
b. Cave and rock shelters. 

2. Refuse deposits: 
a. F ire pits. 
b. Refuse pits. 
c. Refuse heaps. 
d. Shell heaps. 
e. S ignal light ash depos its. 

3. :'IIOnl1111ents : 
a . l\Iounds. 
b. Cairn s. 
c. I nscribed rocks. 
d. Counci l rocks. 

4. Durial s: 
a. Graves. 
b. Ossuaries . 


.1. P laces of Indust ry: 

a. Kilns. 
b. Individual work shops. 
c. Fish weirs. 
d. Clay pits . 

6. P laces for storing or hiding things: 
a. Caches of impl ements fi ni shed, general. 
b. Caches of raw material, general. 
c. Individual caches . 

7. Ceremonial places : 
a. Springs. 
b. Spots. 
c. Rocks. 

I 
~ J 
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EVIDENCES OF Vt\Rro US OCC U PATIONS 

As suitabl e as the ?'\ ew York region is, and in former times was, 
for human occupancy, there is little ev idence that there were any 
human beings here in as remote times as in western E urope. So 
far , no one has produced sa ti factory proofs of man's presence 
during the g lacial periods. We have never known of any imple
ments frol11 this State tha t may be classified as true paleoliths, as 
these things are known in F urope and elsewhere . Rock shelters 
and caves examined up to this time, while yielding some rude flint s, 
do not indicate any remarkable antiquity. 

\ IVe do not wish to imply that man could not have been here, or 
to lay stress upon a mere theory of his recent appearance. \tV hat 
we do wish to state is that up to thi s time competent observers have 
not seen in ancient g ravel depos its or in glacial till any a rticles that 
look as if indubitably made or used by human hands. It may be 
that some time such evidences will be found and that man in this 
region will be shown to have lived here during and immediately 
after the last glacial period. We have no sympathy with a dogmatic 
theory that would seek to hmit in an arbitrary way the time of 
man's first appearance upon the earth. Man certainly was on ea rth 
fifty thousand years ago; he may have an antiquity of five hun
dred thousand or more than a million years, if the evidence pre
sented by the geologists is conclusive. O ur contention is that man 
left no traces here yet discovered by which we may know of his 
occupation in pre-glacial times. VVhere upon thi s continent he was, 
if at all , we do not know. It is apparently true that certain siatic 
tribes in the periods following the last glaciation found their way 
over Bering strait and dividing and subdividing became the parent 
stems that later developed into the great linguistic famili es 0 f the 
two continents. The fir st groups we should expect would push 
southward along the Pacific coas t with comparative rapidity. The 
slower movement would be from west to eastern coast. 

Indeed all the rest of North America north o f lexico had a 
population in aboriginal times scarcely equal to that of the Pacific 
coast states. The densest Indian population follow ed the west coast 
southward through the desert lands of New :'fex ico and A rizona 
into Central T\ I exico, Yucatan and Central America. 

T he pressure sent more into South America. Time, climate and 
food and, of equal if not primary importance, the original racial 
character and mental impulses caused these scattered units of the 
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race to develop along similar physical lines. But while we think 
of the similarity of the branches of the red race we ought not ex
pect them to be any more similar than the various branches of the 
Aryan or white race. 

It is quite probable that many parts of North and South America 
had long been settled and that there were several milli ons of the 
red race before any large number of them crossed the great plains 
to begin a migration by slow stages to the Atlantic coast. The 
earliest comers seem to have had no habits that wrote a record into 
the so il. Perhaps they were nom ad ic and had a few settl ements 
that endl1l'ed longer than a year. 

The oldest evidences of man's presence seem to be on some of 
the upper terraces. In western 1\ew York we have found several 
strange sites where the artifacts were crude and all osseous matter 
completely absent. The presence of carbonized material in the pits. 
however, proved that fire had been used. Along the headwaters of 
the Hudson similar old sites have been found . It would be mere 
guessing to say how old these places are or even that they are 
demonstrably the oldest. 

As occupation becomes more evident , through the relics one finds , 
it is patent that the occupation is more recent. Thus, we may trace 
the historic Algonkian people by their arti facts to their prehistoric 
sites of occupation and these back to very rude sites that fade into 
others that may or may not be Algonkian. 

On some of the sites that may be considered olel the relics are 
greatly weathered. Certain sites nea r Oneida lake and others on 
the upper waters of the H udson yield many crude Aints and hatchet 
heads of stone that have plainly been wea thered for centuries. But 
even in this case we can only say the relics appear to be among 
the oldest. The Algonkian people came to possess most of thi s 
area and in almost every portion of the State one may find Algon
kian arti facts. For a considerable period wave after wave of 
A lgonkian tribes came thi s way, one of the last being the Delaware. 
The Algonkian stock spread eas tward from the Rocky mountains 
along the 55th parallel to the Atlantic coast, and occupied an 
irregular territory as far south as the 35th, even pushing wedges 
above and below these lines. Their east and west range, meas
ured in longitude. sp read from the 55th parallel to the 118th paral
lel , giving them a palmate shaped region many times greater in 
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ex tent than that occupied by any other linguis ti c stock in North 
[\ meri ca. 

T he great orig ina l stocks 0 f thi s perioel seem to have been the 
Athapascan. S hoshonean. S iouan. A lgonkian, anel the }.Iuskhogean, 
Caddoan and I roq uoian . It may be that the last three stocks we re 
origina lly one. T here were fi fty other 1ingui stic stocks. according 
to l'owell ,l north of Mexico . T illle and resea rch may condense 
these to a less number. 

A fter the Algonki an people hael establi shed themselves along the 
Atlantic coas t and the count ry back o f it , some o f the mound-build
ing tri bes o f the O hio region pushed in to :': ew York, and there
a ft er foll owed several wa ves of the I roquois. 

T he Algonkian tri bes lef t traces, espec ially along the coast, but 
within the Sta te their remains. while di stingui shable. a re feeble in 
compa ri son with the more vigorous and culturally ri ch Iroquois. 
The mound-building people d id not occupy so much of thi s region, 
but where they did leave any ev idence o f themselves it is sta rtlingly 
pla in to the a rcheologist . T he I roquois \\·ho came last and who 
li ved here for the shortest period o f a ll , have le ft such abundant 
t races . such thick refuse depos its, and so many reli cs o f their ma
te ri al culture that they appear to have not onl y li\led on the land 
but to have actually used it. In viewing the remai ns of their occu
pa tion no anth ropologist wo,lIld make a mi sta ken estimate o f their 
mental or moral energy. 

:Many un trained obser ve rs have sought to identify a rcheologica l 
specimens found in a g iven locality as the products o f the t ri be that 
last li ved in the region. I n view of the several occupations men
tioned it will be seen how mi staken thi s not ion may be in some 
cases. I n certa in places, such as the Genesee valley, there may be 
as many as fo ur types o f occupation. T hus it would be highly 
erroneous to say that the Seneca were responsible for all the relics 
fo und. A mateurs must avoid such erroneous concl usions, though 
even ce rta in advanced students have made them through lack of 
means to full y identi fy cultures. 

It would be presumption to say that we ha ve named all the peo
ples that have lived within the borders o f our present E mpire 
State. I t is poss ible that some other tribe contemporaneous with 
the ea rly Igonkian peoples li ved here, a lso, and that they were 
simila r to the " red pa int," people best represented in ce rtain {,,[a ine 

1 Powell , J. W ., 7th Repor t, Bureau of Ethnology, (189 1) , pp. 1- 192. 
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sites. It is poss ible that several or many stocks now unknown and 
perhaps imposs ible to know left traces behind. Certainly there a re 
many sites that are puzzling and that suggest an occupation by 
people the cultural stock o f which we now have no means o f cleter
mining. 

T H E ALGONK IA N OCCU PAT IO!\l OF N E: W Y ORK 

P revious to the coming 0 f the Iroquoian tri bes to this region, it 
seems to have been la rgely in the control of the A lgonkian tribes. 
It is quite poss ible, however, that portions were held by tribes not 
o f thi s stock, but it is nevertheless true that an examination o f the 
fi eld shows traces o f A lgonkian occupat ion and inAllence from one 
end of the S ta te to the other and from north to south. \ IVe may 
safely assert that when the Iroquois fir st entered thi s geographica l 
area their chie f opponents, if any, were some o f the Algonkian 
ba nds, though it is probable, also, that there were outpost settle
ments o f tribes o f the mound builder culture. 

T he Algonkian occupation o f New York stretches back into com
paratively remote times. There must ha ve been wave a fter wave 
of these peoples, coming in band after band to hunt over the ter r i: 
tory or to make settl ements. Very likely the inviting regions south 
of Lake E rie and the O nta rio-S t. L awrence basin were as much 
occupied by Algonkian tribes as was New E ngland at the time o f 
the di scovery. 

The Algonkian occupa tion appears to consist o f several periods, 
each of which so merges into the other that we cannot te ll when 
or where one commences and the other lea ves off. E ven when we 
do di stinguish differences in the cultural a rtifacts we fin d it is not 
a lways poss ible to say that the difference is clue to the lapse o f time 
and the change o f pattern , or to the inAuence o f a nother tribe that 
came to supplant an olde r tribe. O ur best clues a re found along 
the la kes and rivers where there have been fis hing camps and set
tl ements . . O n the S t. L awrence, for example, there are sites along 
the banks that are deep with the refuse o f the centuries and where 
one may find ea rly A lgonkian material nea r the bottom and in the 
body of the laye r, and Iroquoia n potsherds on top . As a genera l 
thing , few individuals have had the time or patience to make a 
thorough study of the A lgonkian occupation except along the sea 
coast. For solving the ridd les of mig rati ons and occupations, how
ever, thi s difficult and perhaps un productive work must be done. 



252 ROCHEST ER ,\CADEMY OF SC1ENCE 

T he collecto r who des ires to ge t relics only and the museum that 
only des ires to fi ll its display cases are both neglecting an obliga
tion to science. Resea rch work alone will solve the problem of the 
A lgonkian occupati on. 

Periods of occupation. T he ea rli est type o f occupational ev i
dellCe, that we l11ay assume to be Algonkia n, yields crude imple
ments, la rge, clumsy spea rs, some steatite pottery,l muliers and 
metates, occas ionally a poli shed stone implement , net sinkers, la rge 
fl akes o f chert or stone notched a t the top for choppers, and rude 
celts . O nly in very few sites are any implements o f bone found . 
T he Lamoka Lake s ite, however, y ielded more than 10,000 bone 
a rti facts. being an exception. 

Figure l. TYPICAL GROOVED AXE, ALGONKIAN 

A second or inte rmedi ate pe riod o f the Algonkian occupa tion is 
cha racte ri zed by g rooved axes , roller pestles, a g reater abundance 
of pottery, the surface of which is sc ratched or stamped with fabric 
or cord ma rks, some steatite pottery. by p its fill ed with crumbling 
and almost completely disintegrated refuse and espec ially by the 
g reat abundance o f drill s, o f notched arrowheads and spears o f 
chert and other stone. Many of the fines t ce remonial stones from 
New York belong to thi s intermedi ate pe riod. T he sites are gen
erally along the waterways, on the banks or upon the high level 
fie lds nea r creeks, lakes, and ri vers. To some extent early Algon
kian s ites are found in such places also, but most generall y on the 
slopes and terraces fa r above the present river beel s. 

The third Algonkian occupa t ion is more defini te in character and 
covers almos t the en tire area o f the State. It is characteri zed by 
numerous flints, by clay pottery, notched choppers, g rooved a xes, 
(see fi g. 1), celts, adzes, hoes, some copper implements, go rgets, 

1 Some sil es, as the Il rst laye rs a t Lamoka Lake, a re non-cera mic. 
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birdstones.1 bannerstones,1 cord-marked and pattern-stamped clay 
pottery, (see pI. 91) , mediocre clay pipes. (see fig. 2), roller pestles, 
numerous net sinkers, and a cons iderable amount of bone imple
ments, as awls, ha rpoons, needles and beads. The s ites are gen
erally on lowlands near streams and lakes, none of importance 
being on hilltops. The later \Igonki an peoples were agricultural 
as is proved by the numerous instances in which char red llla ize and 
beans have been found in re ft1 s~ pits. T he later Algonkian tribes 
were more sedentary than their predecessors and thei r se ttlements 
presumably larger. This seems to be indicated by the presence 

Figure 2. ALGONKIAN ELBOW PIPE 

o f the deposits of re fu se. by re fuse pits and 'heaps and by large 
areas o f ground filled with ca rbonized matter , lire-burned stone a nd 
ca lcin ed bone.2 

Graves o f thi s middle periods are found . the skeletons being 
doubled up on one side, ( Hexed). T here are se ld olll any artifacts 
in the graves, the skeletons alone remaining to tell the story. A 
typical village site o f thi s period was found on the outlet of Owasco 
lake, south of Auburn, and was excavated by i\ 1r. E . H. Gohl and 
the writer. The Owasco lake site is s imilar in cuJtnre to that 
excavated a t Lavanna on Cayuga Lake by the Rochester Municipal 

..M useum in 1927. 
The Algonkian peoples o f the tide water a nd Long I sland present 

a slightly different problem, but the culture is un1l1i stakeable. The 
most abundant traces a re found in the refuse laye rs and shell heaps 

lIn cer tain sites on ly. They are not found in the late r sites. 

2 Levanna a nd Owasco are examples. 
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on Long Island. Sta ten I sland, the 'vVe ·tchester coast and the north
ern end of Manhattan I sland. T he coastal A lgonkin differed onl y 
from their inland kinsmen through the immediate influence of en
viron ment. For example, they fr equently sta mped their pottery 
wi th the edge o f a sca llop shell in stead o f a cord-wrapped paddle. 
and they used , hell fi sh to a la rge extent for food. 

Typical coas tal A lgonkian s ites were found and excavated by 
:\ Ir. :\1. Ray mond Harrington. at l'ort J efferson, Oyster Bay, 
:\ Iat inicock and S h innecock, on Long Island : T hrogg's ~ eck, East
cheste r and \ \ . e ·tchester on the \IVestchester coast : and by :\/1 r. 
A lanson B. Sk inner on :\lanhattan and S taten Isla nds .l 

One is led to beli eve that the late r A lgonkin copied to a large 
extent the materi ;)' ] culture of a Illore advanced divi sion of the race 
that came from the south and the \\-es t, but which after a certain 
time was either absorbed or unable to ma inta in itself in the eastern 
section. That the easte rn A lgonkin rece ived a great cultural im
petu s from the intruding strangers cannot be doubted. \Ve have 
some realization of thi s when we note the thinning out of the pol
ished slate objects in easte rn )Jew E ngland, southern New York , 
Pennsylvania and the region north o f the St. Lawrence basin , in
clud ing the E ri e-O ntario slopes, in Canada. O n the contrary, these 
articles appear in the g rea test abundance west o f the Mohawk head
waters . westward into O hio and down the Allegheny to the O hio 
river and southward to T ennessee. T he S t. La\\Tence basin all 
a long the Grea t Lakes also yield the "problcnnti ca l" slates, but there 
the cultural stilllulus in other ways seems to be from the north. 

Defin ite traces of what is recogniza ble as an Algonkian occu
pation occur frOlll the Cenesee valley throughout its length in New 
York. "'yoming and ':\Ionroe counties containing llIany camp sites 
and a cons iderable num ber o f villages of this culture, Evidences 
are found east \\'ard through the F inge r Lakes di strict, southward 
al ong the va ll eys of the Chelllung , S usquehanna and Chenango. 
through vari ous portions o f Chena ngo, O tsego and O neida coun
ti es . In Jefferson county to the north along the St. Lawrence are 
al so abundant traces. Sou tl1\\'ard along the D elawa re river through 
the counties of Dela ware, C lster , S ulli va n. O range and Rockland 
the relics of occupat ion seem almost entirely Algonkian . The H ud
son valley sho \\-s an .-\Igonkian occupat ion as evidenced by the forms 

1 See A nthropologica l Pape rs, American Museum o f Natural H istory, V ol. 
m., 1909. 
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ALGONKIAN POT 

l'ypicai .\lgonkian pottery vesse l of th e 'Third pe ri od. Note the impressed markings ncar 
the rim and th e paddl ed su rface of the body. Note that .\J go nkian pots o f thi s period are 
ovate with th e smaller end dow n. Thi s s pec ime n was res tored from nume rous fragments 
a nd was found cr us hed in a pit a t Levannit, Cayuga County, N. Y. In he ight it is 12 inches 
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of pottery and other artifacts. In some places Algonkian articles 
are found directly beneath Iroquoian deposits, as at the mouth of 
Honeoye creek and along the shores of the St. Lawrence river. 

Methods of identification. In any endeavor to determine the 
cultural significance of any artifact there must be a certain and 
definite means of comparison. To fix the characteristics of a cul
ture we must have before us the results of actual excavations and 
collections made in and on a site. In other words, we must rea
son from the known to the unknown. Once we know the charac
teristics of an Algonkian site we may look elsewhere and say with 
some degree of positiveness what is Algonkian. But to know in 
the beginning what is Algonkian we must find a site actually known 
to have been occupied by some Algonkian tribe and after examina
tion we must find what the objects are, how they look, how they 
are decorated; and, what is equally important, we must determine 
what objects are associated. :1\ot only must we study the ash 
pit and refuse heap, but the house site, the village site, the camp 
site and the fishing grounds. 

Once we know the characteristics of an identified historical site, 
which may have within it European artifacts, we may look for 
older sites in which traces of the white man are absent. Then, 
when the general characteristics of the Algonkian culture are known 
we may say with some degree of assurance that a specimen is or 
is not Algonkian. 

An examination of the numerous Algonkian sites in New York, 
and indeed elsewhere, demonstrates that the Algonkian culture was 
not uni form. This is not strange when we remember that the great 
Algonkian stock embraced many tribes and influenced this geo
graphical area from comparatively remote times. It is natural to 
suppose that certain tribes varied in minor particulars from others 
and that in the process of time tribes may have changed some of 
their customs. There is an abundance of proof that this process of 
cultural change took place among tribes observed since the advent 
of the European. Changes took place, it is reasonable to suppose, 
in the eras before the white man came. 

While it is true that our knowledge of the various occupations 
is incomplete, enough sites have been examined by competent ob
servers to afford some basis for comparison and identification.l 

1 See, Archeological Hi story of New York by A. C. Parker, N. Y. State 
Museum, 1922. 
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TilE ES KfMo-LIKE CU LT t; RE 

In various localities throughout the S tate there are sites that seem 
to have been occupied at a very early period. The implements found 
are few and crude, with now and then the anomaly of some won
derfully fine specimen . The fire pits show little refuse and almost 
no bone, save fragments calcined by heat. In some of these sites 
fire-cracked stones are abundant. Graves are shallow and show 
no trace of osseous substance. 

So far we have mentioned nothing especially characteristic, but 
when we di scover highly polished semilunar knives of slate and 
rubbed slate double-edged knives and projectile points, (see pI. 92) 
we have something as a guide. Associated with these objects are 
found fragm ents o f soapstone pottery. Chert arrowheads are 
broad, large, and have sloping shoulders. Some are almost lozenge
shaped and many have thick, wide necks as if used as lance or 
harpoon heads. Celts and polished stone sc rapers are found on 
these sites as al so are chert scrapers and perforators. On a few 
of these sites bone harpoons have been found in ashy deposits. Dr. 
O. C. Al11'inger found a beautiful walrus ivory dirk in an ash pit 
nea r Troy. \ ssociated with it on the site were crude and much 
weathered flint s. In some sites of this general cultural horizon will 
be found gouges, hemispheres of hematite, figurines, ornaments of 
unusual shapes, and many other unfamiliar artifacts . 

It is evident that sites of thi s character are not Iroquoian, that they 
are not of the later clay pot-using Algonkian tribes, and that there 
is little distinctive in them resembling the mound-building people, 
except possibly for an occasional bird stone. Further study leads 
to the conclusion that sites of this character were once occupied by 
a people influenced by the Eskimo, if not actually by the Eskimo 
themselves. O ur invest igation points out that the influence came 
from tile north , possibly the northeast. 

It would be difficult to indica te any special center in thi s Sta te 
from which thi s culture radiated. The areas showing traces of thi s 
Eskimoan influence are: ( 1) the S t. Lawrence basin to Clayton; 
(2) the east and south shore of Lake Ontario from Clayton to 
Irondequoit Bay; (3) the Genesee valley ; (4) the Finger Lakes 
region, including the entire drainage bas in; (5) the Champlain val
ley; (6) the Hudson valley to Albany. Scattered I'elics are found 
in "Vestern Ne \v York and in the valleys of the Susquehanna and 
Delaware with their tributaries. The culture thins out as it ranges 
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____~____ · l 

ESKIMOAN SLATE KNIVES 
With the exception o f 5 a nd 6 all th ese sp<.::c imetls WCI'C foulld al on g the Seneca River, 

Note the serrat ed necks o f 1 a nd 4. 5 i::. frum C;le ns Fa ll s and G from Hudso n. Sca le: x ~ 






ARTHU R C. PARKER-ABORIGINAL CULT UR ES, GENESEE COUNTRY 257 

south , but it may be expected to appear in Vermont on the east 
and even in Massachusetts. Not much may be expected in ei ther 
Pennsylvania or O hio. 

Many of these so-called Eskimoan s ites appea r to be o f g rea t 
antiquity, while others seem closely to approach the pe riod o f the 
middle Algonkian tribes. Indeed certa in Algonkia n s ites that date 
to the opening 0 f the colonial period seem in some ways to ha ve 
been inAuenced by thi s northern culture. It is quite likely , there
fore, that the period o f inAuence 1 was a lengthy one. \Ne may even 
be permitted to ask several ques tions concerning the people who 
le ft these evidences. these quest ions to constitute the problem set 
forth for solution by stude nts o f a rcheology. F irst, we may ask, 
were the people cha racteri zed by thi s culture true Eskimo? Second, 
if they were not o f Eskimo stock, who were they? \IVere they 
Boethuck or Algonkin ? T hird, did not some undetermined people 
copy certain features o f Eskimoan culture ? Fourth , we re these peo
ple exterminated, dri ven back to the north, or were they absorbed 
by later comers who pe rpetuated some o f their a rts? 

I t is poss ible that some time a painstaking student may discover 
and open up a s ite that will a nswer some if not a ll of these in
qU1l'1 es . "L' ntil then we may only point out the di ffe rences th at we 
observe between these sites and others, and cautiously sta te that 
culturally they resemble those o f the Eskimo. As for chronology 
these people seem to int rude the ea rly second Algonkian occupation. 

T I-I E Mo u D-B u I LDER OCCU P.\ TIO r 

T here was a time when western N ew York was regarded as pecu
liarly the domain o f a mysteri ous P reindian race known as the 
" mound builders." 

O bservers, astonished by the existence o f ea rthwork s a nd other 
prehistoric tumuli, have written elabo ra te desc ri ptions and devoted 
considerable space to more or less melancholy speculation. T he 
term "mould builder" became quite as romantica lly wonderful in 
the new world as that of D ruid d id in the old . T ime and resea rch 
ha ve cha nged thi s view and it is now kn own that " mound builders" 
were I nd ians. T he term is now used only to designate a pa rti cula r 
culture. 

1 Holmes thinks that" . . . Eskimo influence may ha ve, in cases, ex
tended as ia r south as the Na \'ajo coun t ry." A n. Rep. S mith sonian I nstn ., 
1919, p. 430. 
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Evidence o f the mound culture, so-caIl ed, is based not only upon 
the presence of mounds o f ea r th , but upon the presence of cul tural 
a rtif acts tha t a re simila r and frequ ently identi ca l with ob jects kno\\'n 
as "mound builder" implements in the O hi o mound area . 

Most o f the moun d remains in "1\ew York a re found in the west
ern part o f the sta te. being 111 0st numerous in Chauta uqua CO U)l ty 
and thinning out in the :r inger Lakes a rea. T rue mounds a re found 
about Cha utauqua la ke a nd th e adjacent te rri to ry. 1\ Iost have been 
destroyed . bu t one important mound stiIl stands upon the nose o f 
a terrace nea r Poland, not fa r from :ralconer . Excavato rs haye 
approached it frolll the tOj) and holl owed it by a per pendicula r tun
nel, so that \\'hen we last viewed it it looked like a miniature vol
cano. I t is llI enti oned by T. Apoleon Cheney, in one o f the ea rly 
Sta te Museum repo r ts . F urther east nea r Napo li , upon a hill top 
is the ruins o f a mound which had been wa lled up inside with a slab 
cha mber. T hi s was examined by Dr. :r rede ri ck Lark in,l \\'ho re
ported that it had never been adeq ua tely explo red. T he present 
writer vis ited thi s mound in 1905, g uided by D r. La rkin , then a man 
over 90 yea rs o f age. Local informants reported that strange rs had 
torn it dO\\' n , broken into the stoned-up chamber and di scovered 
skeletons and a cache o f Rint spea rs. 

A long the Catta raug us creek, in the confines o f the Catta raugus 
I nd ian rese rvat ion, a t least ten mounds have been reported. Some 
were examined by D r. A. L. Bened ict for the P an- Ameri can Ex
pOSIt IOn. T he va Il ey o f the A Ilegany . a lso has revea led llIollnds. 
some o f them, it was thought by T. K ing J emison. an I ndian exca
vator, resembling anim al effig ies. 

Nea rer the Genesee coun t ry, and indeed almost upon the banks 
of the river, is a se ri es of three mounds upon the J ohn C. vVhi te 
farlll on Sqa wkie hill. I n one of the. e mounds stoned-up g raves 
were found containing skeletons buried in an extended pos it ion. 
\Vith one we re pea rl beads. a copper celt, a platfo rlll pi pe. a c1o uble
cymbal ea r orna ment a nd some broad spears of fine workma nship. 

An examination of the I-egion about the mounds of "1\e w Yo rk 
indicate tha t the fo ll owing artifacts a re associated with the culture : 

P lat form pipes, celts, go rgets, (see pI. 93), birdstones, slate tubes, 
copper implements and ornaments, mica ornaments, shell beads and 
go rge ts, heavy antler spea rs and ha rpoons, hemati te a rticles, d is
co idal stones, some o f them bi-concave, la rge spea r heads and j ava

1 A ncient Man in America, p. 15. M il es Dal' is, prin te r, na ndolph. 1880. 
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TYPICAL GORGETS 

The fir s t th ree are typical t wo- holed tabl et gorgc ts fou nd throughout the Ge nesee Country. 
The three arranged perpe ndic ul ar ly at th e bottom of th e plate are "one-holed" gorgets and 
are ofte n ca ll ed pe ndants. Go rgets of thi s type have the hole drilled at about onc thinl 
the length and th e holes are much larger th a n two or multiple-h oled gorgds. Sca le: x 5 
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lin points and notched arrowpoints of excellent workmanship. 
Much of the flinty material undoubtedly came from I-lint Ridge, 
Ohio, and much of the banded slate is identical with that from the 
O hio river. They made cord marked pottery. 

An examination of the area contiguous to the mounds reveals 
that the people were agricultural, raising corn, beans, squashes, and 
tobacco; that they were village-dwelling and probably sedentary. 

New York mounds are from 30 to 120 feet in diameter and 
seldom more than eight feet high, the vast majority being from 
three to five feet above the ground. 

The mound-building people seem to have disappeared from New 
York at or before the time of the coming of the Iroquois into their 
recognized area of occupation. \ Ve cannot be entirely sure, how
ever , that all were driven out or ex terminated . \ survey of the 
ea rliest Iroquoian sites, especially in western New York, leads us 
to believe that the earliest Iroquoian immigrants were measurably 
influenced by the mound-building culture. This is so appreciabfe 
that one is led to consider three propositions as within the bounds 
of possibility: first , that the Iroquois were originally a part of the 
mQund-building peoples who had separated themselves from the 
main cultural body ; second, that the Iroquois in entering thi s region 
absorbed large numbers 0 f the mound Indians and adopted certain 
of their culture traits and rejected others; third , that the early Iro
quois were merely influenced at thei r ea rly entrance by the mound 
culture. 

The earlier Iroquois sites frequently yield, especially in the graves, 
objects si milar to those found in the mounds, but not gorgets, banner 
stones or related forms. To be explicit , the points of similarity 
between certain Iroquois form s and mound area forms, as between 
those of Ripley, N. Y"l and "Mad isonville, Ohio, a re certain pipes 
and certain pottery vessels. A prehistoric Iroquois site at Rich
mond Mills, N. Y., known as "The O ld Indian Fort," has yielded 
metapodal scrapers, s imilar in every way to those found in O hio 
mound sites. F rom these facts and from an examination of the 
entire field of the ea rlier Iroquoian occupation in New York and 
Ontario, we are led to believe that the Huron-Iroquois were the 
successors of the mound-building people in western Kew York and 
O ntario. Our belief is confirmed by the abundance of polished 

1 Excavations in an Eri e Indian V illage, Bulletin 117, N. Y. State Museum, 
1907; see plate 30 and pI. 22, fig. 4. 



260 ROCHESTER ACADEMY 010 SCI EN CE 

slates in Ontario in close proximity to the later Huron-Neutral 
sites. This fact has con fused some archeologists, and led to the 
statement that the polished slates are Huron or Neutral artifacts, 
but the graves of the two peoples tell different stories . 

The Iroquoi s once established culturally, did not copy mound arti
facts. Indeed, they seem to have deliberately avoided the use of 
the distinguishing badges of their vanquished foes. Just as the 
conquerors of the first mound people of Ohio beat up the mica 
ornaments and hammered into shapeless masses th e copper tools 
and gorgets of their despised victims. so did the Iroquois taboo or 
avoid with deliberateness, the birdstone. the gorget and s imilar arti
facts of polished slate. 

Thus we may account for the difference between the pottery, 
decorative art, implements, and earthworks o f the Iroquois and their 
predecessors. This difference likewise makes it possible for us to 
define the polished slate area and at the sa me time to fix the limits 
of the Iroquoian. 

O ne final observation remains to be made about the mound build
ers as a people. V.,1e are induced to believe that the period during 
which they occupied this region was a longe r one than generally 
est imated . It appears as characterist ic of a certain cultural develop
ment and then sharply and totally disappears. 

I'll E IROQUOIS OCC U PATTON 1 

The onglll of Iroquoian l11aterial culture IS a subj ect of perti
nent interes t to every student o f aboriginal American archeology. 
This particular racial stock, characterized by so many striking 
features, has long held the attention of historian s and archeologists, 
but hitherto no one has attempted an analytical study of Iroquoian 
archeology or sought to correlate its sa lient fact s. l\Luch remains 
to be discovered, it is true, bu t we believe that we may now sa fely 
attempt to define the material culture of the Iroquois, so far as 
we may know it through archeology, and to l1lake some intelligent 
inquiry into the origin of the culture as well as of the stock itself. 
By making thi s start, however faulty it may be, we hope to suggest 
lines of inquiry that may lead others to the di scovery of facts that 
will point out a full solution. 

Most writers have observed that thel:e are a few places where 
Iroquoian artifacts are found unmixed with ev idence of contact 

1 C f. th e autho r's article ill The Americall Anthropologist, V. 18, No. 4, 
Oct.- Dec. 1916. 
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BANNER STONES 

The upper and lower banne r s tones show breaknge. The firs t is a fin e cxamph: of a w inged 
or butte r fly stone, th e lower lips of th e wing-s be ing broken . The middl e object is a 
crccen t ric or hor ned banne r s tone with kn obhed ends. :\t th e bottom is a pa lmate banne r 

s tolle broken a t the cen trum and show ing the dril ling 
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with the E uropean. The few early sites. of precolonial occupation, 
therefore are most instructive to the investigator, but, as a matter 
of fact , the purely aboriginal materi al found in such sites d iffers 
but slightly from those of later date, except those o f a very recent 
period . The archeology of the O uendat ' or H uron is apparently 
quite similar to that of the confederate Iroquois. 

In pursuing our inquiry it is soon discovered that there are definite 
centers in which material known to be, or termed, I roquoian may 
be found. In scattered spots edging these centers are isolated Iro
quoian specimens. as on l\ Ianhattan Island . But the fact remains 
that Iroquoian artifacts are found in numbers only within certain 
definite centralized localities, and that these obj ects are not seem
ingly more than 500 or 600 years old. Many sites show an age of 
less than 250 yea rs. At most, let us say tentatively, that within the 
well-recognized areas, objects recognized as Iroquoian seem only to 
indicate a period of cultural fixedness of less than 700 yea rs. 

The centers of prehistoric Iroquoian occupation,l recognized as 
such by the objects known to a rcheologists as Iroquoian , a re: ( 1) 
the S t. L'l\v rence basin with i\1[ontrea l as a center, (2) the region 
between Georgian Bay and O ntario with Lake Simcoe as a center, 
(3) the Niagara peninsula in Ontario follow ing the Grand river. 
(4) the Genesee river-Finger Lakes region , (5 ) Chautauqua county, 
stretching across the Pennsylvania neck into O hio, (6) the high
lands east of Lake O ntario in Jefferson county, ( 7) Oneida, Madi
son and O nondaga counties, (8) the Susquehanna about E lmira, 
(9) the i\Iohawk valley and highlands to the north , and ( 10) N i
agara, Erie, Chautauqua and Genesee counties. Circles of various 
circ'umference may be drawn from these centers, and intercept 
smaller centers. This plan of approximating the areas is only a 
scheme to fix the localities in our minds, no attempt being made to 
make them independent localiti es with definite boundaries. The 
contour o f the land , st reams, lakes, lines of travel and danger from 
enemies largely determined the ea rly limitations. 

\ll/e wish now to inquire which of these centers are the oldest and 
if there is any poss ible means of determining the causes that made 
Iroquoian mate rial culture differ from the surrounding 19onkian . 
\lVe wish to inquire, as others have done before us, whence the I ro
quois stock came into these centers and what clue may be found 
showing a migrat ion from earli er centers. \Ve wish to inquire just 

1 But compare Skinner, Iroquois Notes, Mu s. Amer. Indian, 1918. 
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how definiteh' valuable Iroquoian objects, as they are now recog
ni zed, are in determining a migration from other regi ons. 

Perhaps, then, we ought first to inquire just how permanent any 
form of material culture is and whether there have been any revo
lutions, not to say modifica tion, in the ma terial culture of a stock. 
\Ve ought to consider that there are \lgonkian tribes, for example. 
that are S iouan in culture alld S iouan tribe·s that are Algonkian, as 
the Blackfeet and Winnebago respectively . 

This leads us to inquire whether beginning about 600 or 700 
yea rs ago, Iroquois art and arti facts might not have been eli fferent ? 
O r, if there then were no Iroquois in thi s region , might not they 
have had differently decorated pottery. for example, when they came 
than that later developed and now known as Iroquoian ? This is a 
question archeology may sOllle day answer. O ur present knowledge 
gives us only the Iroquois potsherd and does not tell us why it is 
as it is. 

There are ce rtain Iroquoian tradi tions that seem to have good 
foundation , relating that at a ce rtain period all the Iroquois were 
one people, living together and speaking the same tongue. Indeed 
so positive were the Iroquois of this that they could point out a 
certain woman and say that she represented the lineal descendent 
o f the first Iroquoian family.l Yet the confederate Iroquois knew 
that she did not belong in the five tribes. She was a Neuter woman. 
"vVhen the bands divided," the tradition runs, " it was found that 
the famil y of Djigonsase (Fat Face or Wild Cat) fell to the Xeuter 
1\ation ." She was called Ye-gowane, The Great \Voman, and she 
was "the mother of the nations. " In the Dekanawida-Hiawatha 
tradition, a woman with thi s titl e is represented as being constantly 
consulted by both H iawatha and Dekanawida. The latter was a 
Wyandot (Ouendat) from the Bay of Quinte, at the head of Lake 
Ontario. This points to an early recognition of bloocl relationship 
and a recollection o f the time when the E rie, Neuter , Huron, Seneca 
and :Mohawk-O nondaga were of one common tribe, a fact that 
archeology and philology, of course, definitely prove. 

In thi s original tribe any culture revolution would definitely in
fluence the various subdivisions and be carried by each as it sep
arated eventually from the parent body. Constant intercourse would 
serve to preserve the culture until it became fixed . Now, assuming 
for the sake of argument that .there was an "original tribe" and 

1 Cf. Parker, Buffalo, H is!. Soc., Vol. XXIII., (191<; ), p. 43 ff. 
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that a revolution did take place in the deco rative art o f the H uron
Iroquois, whence did that tribe come and when did its a rts change? 
T raditions, again , point to a migrati on from the " southwest." E th
nologists a re familiar with the Delaware \Valum O lum, but few 
are famili a r with Iroquois migration myths for the reason that they 
are few and those brief and difficult to recogni ze as such. 1 So 
many o f the Iroquois (confederated ) myths point to the southwes t 
country, however, that we must pause to consider just why they have 
been handed clown. W e must ask why the " tree of the long sword
like lea ves" is mentioned so o ften in the Dekanawida epic, and why 
so learned an Iroquois as D r. Peter \"ril son called it a "paim tree." 
\;\Ie must consider why so many Iroquois expeditions were directed 
against enemies down the O hio and on the ~Ji ss i ssippi . We must 
consider, too, a certain alleged grammatical resemblance between 
the Caddoan languages and the I roquoian. Perhaps all these con
siderations will be te rmed fanci f ul and lacking se rious value, but 
even if thi s is admitted they do have the certa in virtue o f stimu
lating inquiry. 

The older theory tha t the Iroquois orig inated or had their ea rly 
home a long the S t. Lawrence, about Montreal, is not ent irel), with
out se rious fl aws. It is now believed, from a rcheological ev idence, 
that certain Iroquoian tribes never came from the St. Lawrence 
region ; for example, the Seneca . T he Seneca and E rie divisions 
seem to have been as closely a llied in western I\' ew York as the 
O nondaga and 1\ l oha wk were in northern and eastern N ew York. 
The Mohawk (or Laurentian I roquois) never agreed with the 
Senecan divi sion and there indeed seems to have been a long period 
o f separation that made these two dialects more unlike than a ll the 
others o f the five. I t would seem that the ea rl y band o f I roquois 
had divided at the Detroit or the N iagara rivers, one pass ing over 
and coursing the northern shores and the other continuing on the 
southern shores of E rie and O ntario; and that the northern branch 
became the H uron and l\ lo hawk-Onondaga ; tha t those who coursed 
south o f these lakes became the Seneca-E rie, the Cones toga (An
daste ) and the Susquehannock. It also appears that the Cherokee 
and T usca rora separated earlier than the Seneca and H uron-
1\l ohawk di visions and perha ps abso rbed other non- I roquoian bands, 
still further modi fy ing their vocabula ries. 

1 W e place lit t le credence in the Cusick accoun t as embraced in his "Sketches 
o f the A ncient H istory o f th e Six N ations." 
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In the analysis that fo ll ows we shall bri efl y conside r the ma
teri al cu lture of the I roquois. I n the topica l di scuss ion we have 
repeated certain facts mentioned elsewhere, not for . the sake of 
emphas is only but to obta in another view of the same facts, when 
diffe rently correlated . 

OUTl.li\'E OF Til E MATE RIAL CU LT U RE OF T HE !ROQ 'OIS 

T he follow ing arti facts a re associated with the Iroquoian culture 
in the Genesee Country and other port ions of ~ew York : 

Arrowheads. I roquoian arrowpoints are thin isoceles tri angles 
about one inch in length and a half inch broad. T hey a re thinner 
and more skilfully made th an those of the Algonkian people, ex
cept ing perhaps the T hird Period, or later inland \Igonkian tribes. 
O nly a few notched points a re fo und on I roquoian sites, and most 
of these in g raves. 

Polished stone instruments. T he I roquois had fe w stone tools 
that can be class ified as polished implements. O f these the celt or 
ungrooved axe predomina tes. I ncluded with these a re chisels and 
scrape rs. Polished stone pipes a re desc ri bed elsewhere. 

Stone tools. Iroquoian stone tools include hammerstones, mul
Iers, notched-sinkers, sha rpeners and ru bbing stones. 

Pottery. T he pottery of these people in its characteri sti c fo rm 
is easily recogni zed. It is usually well tempered and smooth sur
faced. I n the Mohawk-Onondaga a rea it is usua lly smooth . T he 
ty pical pot is globula r with a constricted neck and overhanging col
lar. T his is most frequently deco rated with incised lines, often in 
tri angular plats of lines, the direction of the lines being reversed 
in each ad jacent plat. T he earli er pottery is frequently cord marked 
or has pseudo-fabric marking, simila r to the Algonkian. In the 
Seneca-E rie a rea o f western New York the vessels a re seldom as 
a rti stically formed as with the Mohawk. T he later pottery in the 
Genesee Country area is o ften globula r, with a slightl y fl aring rim 
which is notched or serrated . 

Bone, antler and shell. N umerous implements o f bone and ant
ler a re found on Jroquoian sites . T he most common a re awls. 
Fi sh hooks a re rather rare and three, four and five toothed combs 
occasionall y found. Shell a rticles become more common on his
toric si tes. 

F ishhooks were o f the simple hook type without a barb and 
resemble in every way the fis hhooks found in the O hio village sites, 
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as at Madisonville. Occasionally bone whistles are found made 
from the long leg bone of some bird or the wing bone of a wild 
turkey. 

Earthworks. No adequate idea of the prehistoric Iroquois can 
be had without some description or mention of their earthworks. 
Scattered through the western and northern portion of the State 
of New York are more than 100 earth embankments, ditches and 
circular inclosures. Most of these were probably not erected in 
any sense as earthworks but simply as the bases for a stockaded 
wall. Tree trunks from 15 to 20 feet high were trimmed off and 
placed from 6 inches to a foot in a shallow ditch in the top of the 
wall and the ea rth was packed in about them. The tops were fur
ther secured by being tied together with bark topes and withes. 
There are good histo ri c descriptions o f the palisaded inclosures. 
The area within them ranges from one-eighth of an acre to more 
than 7 or 8 or even 16, and it is supposed that they contained forti
fied villages or were places of refuge against both human and beast 
enemies. They do not differ in any way from the stockaded in
closures of the province of O ntario, in the Huron-Iroquois area. In 
some insta nces they do not materially differ from the ea trh inclos
ures found throughout Ohio. It may be said, however, that none 
of them are so ex tensive in size as such works as Fort Ancient, 
nor are the embankments more than 3 or 4· feet high , except in 
rare instances. 

There are three general forms of the stockaded inclosure, the 
first being the hilltop stronghold which was naturally fortified on 
all sides and the narrow neck that connected the out-jutting hill 
with the general terrace of which it formed a part shut off with a 
pali saded wall. Deep ravines on either side brought natural pro
tection from the sudden onslaught of enemies and the places were 
rendered further secure by having the neck protected by a stockaded 
wall and perhaps an outer ditch. The ditch served two purposes. 
It afforded the material out of which the wall was erected and it 
made it more difficult for the enemy to climb the stockade or to set 
fire to its base. Typical hilltop strongholds are those at E llington, 
Chautauqua county, the Reed fort near Richmond Mills, O ntario 
county, the fort near Portage in \IVyoming county, and the prehis
toric Mohawk site at Garoga. 

A second form of protected inclosure is irregular in form and 
follow s somewhat the natural line of the ground. It mayor may 
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not be upon a hilltop. Examples of this form are found on Indian 
hill near E llington, the stockade near Livonia, Livingston county, 
known as the Tram site, and near Macomb, St. Lawrence county, 
on the farm of \iVilliam Houghton, near Birch creek, and Fort Hill, 
Auburn. 

A third form is in enclosure more or less circular in form with 
a low wall and shallow outer ditch. Examples of these are such 
inclosures, as are found at Oakfield , Genesee county; 1 at Elbridge, 

nondaga county, where there is a circular inclosure covering about 
three acres of ground; or the circular fort on the Lawrence farm 
in the Clear creek valley, near E llington. 

Usually within these inclosures pits are found in which refuse 
had been deposited or corn stored. The so il shows more or less 
trace of occupation and occasionally graves are found in one por
tion. Besides the choice of the spot as a natural defense there were 
other considerations, such as proximity to good agricultural land 
which, for primitive people with inadequate tool s, must be a light 
sandy loam; a plentiful supply of water, nearness to the proper kind 
of timber and a location near a trail or stream navigable for canoes. 
It is not easy to determine, however, why some localities were 
chosen, for they are overlooked by hills from which the enemy 
could assail the fortification, or are situated in swamp lands. There 
were probably many considerations that attracted the Indians to 
these spots that have been obliterated with the destruction of the 
forests. 

The earlier sites of this character in the Iroquois district in New 
York were upon the hilly lands south 0 f the Great Lakes. It does 
not appear that the Iroquois came down from their hilltop strong
holds except in few remote localities until about the beginning of 
the histor ic period when they began to build their towns on the 
·lowlands nearer the shores of Lakes Erie and O ntario. This obser
vation is especially true in western and central New York, but 
does not full y apply to the Iroquoian area in Jefferson county. It 
is quite likely that the Iroquois did not drive out all their enemies 
or take full possession of this territory until a short period before 
the opening of the colonial epoch. An example of village sites or 
earthworks upon or near the lake shores is that found at Ripley, 

1 These inclose about 10 acres of land and were described by Squier, fi gure 
8, in his plate. 
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Chautauqua county. ~ lost villages, however , were from 2 to 20 
miles back from the shores o f Lakes E rie or O ntario. 

Mortuary customs. ~Iany human rema ins are found buried be
neath the ground. indicating that the body was intact when interred . 
T raditions and hi stori ca l evidence point out also the custom of 
placing the body wrapped in blankets or skins in the branches of 
la rge trees, and there are prese rved in the Seneca tongue the variol1s 
terms employed to desc ribe the details o f thi s type of burial. Burial 
houses were al so erected in which the bod ies of the dead \\'ere placed 
until decay had reduced them to bones. For the disposal o f these 
bones resea rch shows tha t they were gathered up and buried in 
bundles in sepa rate graves. Sometimes several skeletons are founel 
in bundles in a single grave, with or wi thout accompa nying relics, 
as pots, Aints, pipes. etc. 

T he Iroquois. espec ially the Neuter nation , the H uron and per
haps the E rie, also had ossua ries in which from ten to fifty or one 
hundred remains were placed. Few relics are ever founel in os
suari es o f the ea rli er period. In the individual burial. where the 
body was placed intact in the g rave, the position of the rema ins is 
almost inva riably on one side with the knees drawn toward the face 
a nd the hands placed nea r the face. this fixed position being that 
assumed by a sleeping person, drawn up to keep warm. 

In the ea rlier g raves there a re few material objects, but as the 
time ranged into the colonial period more durable relics are found, 
showing the gradual g row th of prosperity. and a greater abundance 
o f ma terial property. T he burial obj ects that have survived the 
elements, are clay pots, clay and stone pipes . Aint obj ects . as knives, 
triangular points, celts, bone obj ects, shell objects. etc. T hese are 
usually found nea r the chest, hands. or head. Among the hundreds 
of Iroquois graves and skeletons found by the writer, not one has 
been found "sitting up." and a mong the thousands or more of all 
cultures discovered none was sitting up, nor did the bones "crumbl e 
upon eposurc to the air." The Iroquois had no defi nite orientat ion 
for the g ra ve, no special side ; the only general rule being the Aexed 
position reclining on one side. 

T he predecessors o f the Iroquois had also thi s rule though the 
makers of the stone graves somet imes placed their dead lying 
st ra ight and on the back. 

Miscellaneous observations. T he Iroquois did not use vessels 
o f steatite. but their carved wooden bowls of the longer type were 
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fashioned like them in the sense o f having handles or lugs at each 
end. 

Iroquois tex tiles have never received a careful study, for they 
are little known, but the people wove nets, bags, belts, and even 
shoes. Their corn-husk footw ear differ from the sandals 01" moc
cas ins found in the caves of i\rissouri only in the fact that they are 
complete moccas ins. Small fragments of cloth and woolen bags 
prove that they ea rly understood weav ing and basketry. 

The Iroquois carved wood and indeed the con federate Iroquois 
law required that the national feast bowl should represent a beaver. 
T he idea of making receptacles resembling animals with their backs 
or heads hollowed out was common. Their wooden spoons had 
bowls shaped like clam shells and at the top of the handle was 
carved a bird or animal st rikingly like those they nlOdeled on pipes. 

The Iroquois were an agricultural people of village dwellers. 
Early Iroquois villages were on hills overlooking valleys and were 
stockaded. The early villages had earth rings about them and some
times an outer ditch . U pon the ring or wall of earth the palisades 
were erected. Later villages were in the valleys besides lakes and 
streams and were not stockaded. The Iroquois towns of the six
teeth and seventeenth centuries were increasingly without such a 
wall. The Iroquois did not build mounds, of the character known 
throughout O hio or' Wisconsin , at least when they used the pottery 
and pipes we have described. 

Iroquoi s houses were of bark and there were large communal 
dwellings. l\lany of them held from five to twelve famili es or more. 
They had either a rounded or pitched roof with openings at the top, 
as vents for each fir e beneath. The Iroquois did not ordinarily em

. ploy the con ical skin tepee. 
The permanency of their village life is indicated in a measure 

by their vast fields of corn and other vegetables. Agriculture exer
cised an immense inAuence over their national life and it was pur
sued with method and on a large scale. There are accounts of 
expeditions sent out to procure new seeds and vegetable foods. Corn 
pits are often found in village sites. 

Iroquois consanguinity was matriarchal. There were various 
clans, having animal symbols and names. The women nominated 
the civil sachems and could veto the acts o f the tribal councel. 

The Iroquoi s cosmogony relates that a pregnant woman fell frol11 
the heaven world . She fell upon the back of a great turtle and 
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gave birth to a female child. This child grew quickly to maturity 
and gave birth to two sons, good minded and evil minded, or more 
properly Light one and Dark one. The Light or shiny one molded 
man after seeing his own reflection in the water. He found his 
father dwelling on the top of a mountain that rose from the sea 
" to the east." and begged certain gifts from him, which were given , 
tied up in bags. Reaching his homelalld again, the Light one opened 
them and found animals and birds of all kinds. trees and plants. 
The mother of the two boys died in giving them birth. killed by 
Dark one or the \Varty (Flinty), who insisted in emerging through 
her armpit. The grandmother nursed the boys and bade them watch 
their mother's grave. The food plants and tobacco sprang from 
her grave. The sun and moon in other versions were made from 
her face. eyes, and limbs. 

Xearly all Iroquois legends relate to incidents of the southwest. 
Many expeditions are told about, that relate to the country down 
the O hio river. Few stories of the north are related. The north 
was only the land of great terrors and savage giants. 

C OMP.\RISO N OF THE IROQL·OI.\N C LTURE 

As has been seen in the foregoing description outlining the ma
terial culture of the Iroquois, there are certain definite things which 
characterize their handiwork. The Algonkian tribes, in some in
stances, erected earthworks or stockaded inclosures, but apparently 
far less in extent than the Iroquois. In thi s respect, the Iroquois 
more greatly resemble the Indians of Ohio and the southern states. 
With the exception of the size and height of the walls, their 
earthen wall inclosures do not greatly depart from certain Ohio 
forms. The Iroquois, however, in no sense erected mounds of the 
character found in Ohio, neither does it appear that they were num
erous enough to require, or to be able to erect, such extensive earth
works. A greater number of these inclosures are found in N"ew 
York, west of the Fingei- Lakes district and on the hilly regions 
.of Chautauqua, Cattaraugus, Erie, \t\fyoming, Genesee, Livingston, 
and O ntario counties. A few are found eastward, as in Jefferson 
county, but a great majority are in the localities we have mentioned. 

The Iroquois were an agricultural people like those of the south , 
as of Virginia and Georgia or in the mound district in Ohio and 
the O hio valley_ Corn cobs and other vegetables are frequently 
found in ash pits and refuse heaps in Iroquois village sites and the 
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use of tobacco may be deduced from the preval ence of numerous 
smoking pipes. 

Lnlikc the Indians of O hio, who built the mounds and fortifi ca
tions, or the southern Indians, as those of Georgia and A labama, 
or the Algonkins east and north of them, the Iroquois did not 
use implements or ornaments o f copper or mica, nor did they 
use ornaments of polished slate as gorgets, stone tubes, bird 
stones, boa t stones, a nd banner stones. They did not use the 
bell-pes tle or cy lindrical pestle nor as a rule did they ornament 
their pottery with fabri c mark s, notwithstanding the fact that they 
wove fabri cs similar to the' impress ions found on baked pottery in 
the Algonkian area. They did not use the grooved axe, common 
among all the peoples about them, nor did they have the monitor 
pipe commonly found in O hio, Kentucky, the southern states, and 
throughout ;\ ew England. O nly in rare instances dicl they use 
Aints having bcll-bs and stemmed necks . The absence of these forms 

,of implemen ts is signi fi cant and is the result of something more than 

mere accident. The IroCJuois had every opportunity for knowing 
o f such objects, and they were fully capable of making them had 
they so des ired. Jt appears from these facts that the Iroquois de
liberately chose not to lise these things, and tabooed them from 
being employed in any way. Apparently there was a direct attempt 
to bani sh such articles beyond the pale of their culture. O n the 
other hand, the Iroquois did use stone tomahawks or celts and 

apparently mounted them in the same manner as contiguous nations . 
They did use the ball-heacled wooden war club such as is widely 
found throughout the continent and their shallow mortars and mul
Iers did not greatly differ from those used by the A lgonkins. 

Their dwellings were houses of bark formed much like an arbor, 
some with round and some with pitched roofs . L nder normal con
ditions these houses were communal dwellings and large in size. 
There were no permanent dwellings circular in form, and mud huts 
or hogans we re not used . It is quite apparent that from the ea rli est 
times they were an agricultural people, and neither archeology nor 
the testimony of ea rly explorers or travelers indicates any wide 
difference in their village life from that of the Indians of Yirginia 
and the Carolina s, for example. They relied very largely upon vege

table fooel s for their sustenance and the cultivation of the ground 

was regulated by certain customs. It appears that the Iroquois were 
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far more like these Indians o f the middl e south in their village life 
than the Indians o f the north. the -:\licl1lac, or the ~ral ec ite . 

Of considerable importance in the study of comparative archeol
ogy. and we believe in the study o f the origin of the Iroquoi s. is 
testimony of illlplements o f pottery and smoking pipes. Iroq uois 
pottery is perhaps the mos t durable and striking material found on 
their village sites or in their g raves. and in both decoration a nd 
form is di stinctive from Illost forl11 s o f pottery used by Algonkins. 
Before di scuss ing thi s subj ect further. it may be well to state th ere 
are two gene ral fo rl11 s of Iroquois pottery. that is to say . there are 
two archeologic di stri cts which yield pottery. which may be COI11
pared . The fir st and westernmost is the H uron-E ri e area and em
braces the I roquoian s ites on the :.1 iaga ra peninsula in O ntario and 
the adjacent land to the west o f it and north of Lake E ri e, includ
ing also the territory in \"ew York alo:lg the southern border 0 f 
Lake Erie to the hilly land south o f it. The second area is the 
·Mohawk-O nondaga. and takes in the region of the S t. Lawrence 
basin. the east shore 0 f Lake O ntari o, the south shore 0 f the Oswego 
river, southward along the Seneca river. southward through the 
S usquehanna valley and eastwa rd th rough the l\1 oha wk valley. In 
the first di strict the outline o f the pot does not show the high collar 
projecting so fa r frolll the neck as is cOl11mon in the second dis
trict. In many cases the collar is a very narrow band and orna
mented by parallel lines or by simple oblique lines, or none at a ll. 
I n another variety the lines a re formed in chevron patterns, but in 
larger plats. (For compar isons see pI. :1.) In thi s form the collar 
does not project very much from the body of the pot. a nd the decora
tion is ca rried down well on to the neck. There are insta nces where 
the triangular patterns and short lines follow a line of oblique lines 

drawn a round the body of the pot below the ri se of the neck . S uch 
patte rn s are found on the vessels from O ntario and figured by 

Doctor Boyle, and by myself fr om R ipley. Chautauqua county. In 
the second district the wide overhanging collar becomes a lmost a 
fixed characteristic. Here it reaches the highest form of its special 

development and a rcheologists usuall y desc ribe one of these pots 
for their idea l lroquoian fo rlll . The pots in the first-named district 

usua lly have the more squat body and bulging sides. A ca reful 
comparison between the pottery vessel s found by the writer at 
Ripley, N. Y, and those pictured by David Boyle as having been 
found by the Laidlaw brothers, in the s ites along Balsam lake, 



272 ROCHEST ER ACADEMY OF SC IENCE 

O nta rio, Canada , will show that while a general outli ne and form 
of the body is s imila r to the pottery o f the l\ rohawk-O nondaga a rea, 
there a re d ifferences enough to warran t placing each di strict in a 
place by itsel f. 

Cer ta in forms o f th e I roq uoian pottery, as in wes tern New York, 
does not g rea tly di ffe r [rom those d iscoverecl in the mounds of 
Ohio , especiall y certa in pottery forms desc ri bed by P ro fessor l\ rill s 
of O hio State C ni versity. T he forms to which we refer a re those 
ha ving a globular body and short neck and a wide Ra ring mouth , 
the entire surface o f the body being decorated with the marks of a 
paddle wrapped with g rass stelll s, or brushed while still plastic, 
with the same materi a l. La rge fragments o f such pottery were 
found by the writer in the prehistoric site at Burning S prings where 
they were intermixed with sherds o f more conventional I roquoian 
types. Some of thi s pottery does not d iffe r materi all y from certain 
forms o f \Igonkian pottery excep t in the ma tter o f shape. 1\one 
of the pointed bottoms is found in the I roq l1oian d istrict in Ne\\' 
York . Many Iroquoia n vessels a re small , conta ining not more than 
two qua rts, whil e others a re la rger and have a ca pacity o f several 
ga llons. Complete vessels o f the large r type a re very ra re but many 
hundreds of sherds o f la rge vessels a re found throughout J effer
son. O ntario. E rie, Montgomery, and Chautauqua counties . 

I n the study of the des ign found on the typ ica lly j\ rohawk pot
te ry it seems apparent tha t the pa rall el lines a rranged in tri a ngles 
represent porcupine quill work such as is found on the rims of b:1rk 
baskets. T here are certa in other features of I roq uoia n pot tery that 
lead one to believe that potter s in maki ng their vessels had in mind 
bark baskets. T he squa re-topped colla r is not diss imila r in form 
to the square top o f the ba rk basket, and the dots placed a round 
the upper edge seem to imita te the binding o f the wooden rim of 
the basket. O ftentimes dots a round the cen ter o f the body, a t the 
beginn ing o f the neck, seem like the st itch marks seen on bark 
basket ry. T hi s idea was firs t advanced by F ra nk Cushing, who 
gives a figure o f an Iroquois basket which he says was copied in 
clay by potte rs. We believe that the idea is correct , bu t the I roquois 
of histori c times did not use bark baskets or vessels of thi s charac
ter. All their baskets that we have seen have had Rat bottoms 
and in outline were more or less oval a t the top. O ther pottery 
patterns, such as those found throughout the Seneca d istri ct and 
wes tern N e\\' York , have a narrow I'Im , on the lower s ide 0 f which 



• 




P
R

O
C

. 
R

O
C

H
. 

A
C

,\
o

. 
S

C
I

E
N

C
E

 
V

O
L

. 
6

, 
P

L
,\T

E
 

95
 

IR
O

Q
U

O
IA

N
 

P
O

T
T

E
R

Y
 

O
B

JE
C

T
S

 

In
 

th
e 

to
p

 
ro

w
 

th
e 

fa
ct

: 
ef

fi
g

y 
is

 
fr

o
m

 
th

e 
co

rn
e

r 
o

f 
a 

p
o

t 
l-i

m
_ 

",-\
11 

o
th

er
 

sp
ec

im
en

s 
ar

c 
co

m
pl

et
e 

o
r 

fr
ag

m
e

n
ta

ry
 

p
ip

es
 o

f 
th

e 
G

e
n

es
ee

 
C

o
u

n
tr

y
 

a
re

a 



ARTHU R C. PAR K ER-ABO RIGINAL CULT U RES, GENESEE COUN TR Y 273 

is a se ri es o f notches or projecting teeth . Sometimes thi s rim is 
devoid o f these proj ections and has oblique parallel lines drawn at 
d istances to the edge o f the rim. This form is simila r to the ordi
nary bark basket simply bound with an ash splint and an elm bark 
tape. It is o f value to note .for compara ti ve pl1l'poses tha t the 
quilled or chevron pattern is fa r more p revalent in the Mohawk
O nondaga d istri ct than it is in \~r.es t e rn J\'ew York , or in the Senec<l
E ri e region. 

It is o f g reat importance to note tha t I roquois pottery never has 
a circula r or scroll-like design such as is found upon the pots of 
the south and upon ce rta in O hio village sites. T he absence o f any 
curved decorations or scroll des igns is significant and is one o f the 
things which points out a deli be ra te a ttempt to a void the di stinctive 
a rt o f certa in other tribes . 

A ll I roquoia n pottery seems to have been built by the coil process, 
tha t is to say, it was formed by co iling ropes of clay upon a base 
and then worked into the des ired shape by continuing the co iling 
process. Very few pots were blackened by pitch smoke. a lthough 
some pipes were trea ted with thi s process . 

Smoking pipes. S moking pipes o f both stone and clay are nu
merous in the H uron- I roquois area. T here are several general 
forms, but a ll bea r striking resenlblance to one another. 

Iroquois pipes seem much different from those found in any 
other a rcheological a rea, and it does not appear at fit;st thought that 
they were deri ved from any other forms except pe rhaps the smaller 
tubular form with its end bent up wa rd at an angle. T here are ce r
ta in features, however, o f Iroquois pipes tha t remind one o f pipes 
o f contiguous tribes . It will be noted that the monitor pipe of the 
mound-builde r region has a bowl which resembles an ova l vase wi th 
a fl a ring rim. T he bowl is se t down into the platform , the whole 
pipe o f course being monolithic. T he Iroquois did not use the pla t
form pipe, as we ha ve p reviously remarked , but they did employ 
every form of the stone bowl used on pla tform pipes. T he bowl. 
however, was built in all its lines much like the monitor type, but 
submerged into the platform stem. T he same remark applies to 
certa in forms o f effigy pipes where the bowl has an animal head 
projecting from it . Certa in form s o f Iroquois clay p ipes ha ve 
simil ar bowls but with a stem o f the same materi a l projecting from 
it. T he I roquois did not have anything identical with the mound 
types with beautifully fo rmed effi gies o f complete birds, toads, 
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frogs, and small mammals, such as are featured by Squier and 
Dav is.1 There is just one important exception to thi s statement, 
and it is that relating to the cruder form of effigies found on plat
form stems. O n early Iroquois sites effigi es of this kind are found 
in the so-called liza rd or panther l? ipes . The platform, however, 
has di sappeared and the bowl and the effigy have a different Ol·ien
tation. T he effigy seems to have clung to a narrow strip of the 
platform which appears in the shape of a small stem, and the stem 
hole is drilled in the back of the effigy, the bowl of the pipe being 
drilled down through the top of the shoulders into the body o f the 
effigy. The drilling shows in most cases a large conical or beveled 
hole. O ther effigy forms show no traces of the platform or rod , 
as in the case of the lizard pipes which perch upon their own tails, 
but are conventionalized forms o f birds, generally an owl, having 
the body at the shoulders drilled for a bowl and the stem hole drilled 
in the lower part o f the back . O ftentimes in the front of the pipe 
a conventionalized proj ection is made to resemble the feet. These 
bear a perforation from which, no doubt, were suspended orna
ments. Other forms of mound pipes used by the Iroquois without 
any alteration are those from the E ri e region resembling animal 
claws and those modeled along cubica l lines with a short stem base 
for the' insertio!l of a reed. Iroquois and mound pipes interpreted 
and compared in the light of these observations show in general 
concept a remarkable similarity. They are more alike than are the 
pipes from the southern states or the Atlantic seaboard. 

The stone owl pipe and the li za rd pipe, which have been described 
best by Colonel George E. Laidlaw of the P rovincial l\fuseum of 
Ontario, are found in the ea rly Iroquois sites in r.;ew York and 
undoubtedly si tes in the same period throughout the entire Iroquois 
area . The P rovince of O nta rio has yielded many, numbers o f them 
have been found in K ew York, still others have been found through 
Maryland, Virginia, a nd the Carolinas. O thers have been found 
elsewhere, but only occas.ional\y. 

T hese effigy pipes of the Iroquoi s in some ways remind one o f 
the Cherokee pipes which have the effigy standing on the front ' 
part of the stem. In the Iroquois pipe, however , the stem has been 

1 I t mu st not be forgotten that I roquois effigy pipes were mostly of modeled 
clay and the mound effigy pipes of can'ed stonc. Compare the effigies of 
these pipes, one with the oth er, and it will be seen how sta rtlingly s imilar 
they are, \\'here the same lif e forms have been imitated. 
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abandoned and the effigy has either sprung upon or grasped the 
bowl, or made it a part of itself. It is not difficult to conceive that 
this type might have been derived either from the Cherokee or 
mound pipes. A single dream of an old woman of the early tribe 
widely recounted among the people as a necessary provision de
manded by the spi rits might cause a modification in any line of 
material culture. \hie have only to examine the history of the 
modern drum dance of Ojibway and middle plains tribe to discover 
how a dream can institute a custom that becomes widely known and 
followed. 

Iroquois pottery pipes are among the most interesting forms of 
their ceramic art and some of the best modeling is found in them. 
They bear upon their bowls the effigies of birds and mammals, ani
mal heads, human heads. and representations of earthen pots and 
other objects. They are far more complex and made with greater 
care than are the Algonkian pipes. Iroquois clay pipes in fact are 
the most carefully made and best modeled clay pipes made by the 
aborigines of "\forth \merica , north of \Lexico. There are certain 
features about them that give a hint of the customs and costumes 
of the people who made them; for example, they show that the 
skin robe with the animal head still upon it was worn as a blanket 
and headpiece; they give an idea of facial decoration; they repre
sent masked figures with their hands to their lips blowing, as in the 
false face ceremony, or they reveal their totemic animals. Some 
of them have numerous human faces modeled upon the stem and 
bo\\'l and both the form of the face anel the concept is st ill carried 
out by some of the Iroquois today, especially the Cayuga , who 
carved these faces upon gnarled roots as charms against witches. 

The most common type of pipe among the Mohawk-Onondaga 
group is that having a Haring trumpet mouth. The Seneca-Erie, 
on the other hand, including the Hurons of the north, commonly 
used pipes having a cylindrical bowl upon which was a long collar 
decorated by parallel rings. 

Early types of both clay and stone pipes made by the Iroquois 
show a type of decoration made by rectangular slots arranged in 
series. These slots, it has been suggested, were inlaid with pieces 
of colored wood or shell. None so arranged, has yet been found, 
so far as we are able to sta te . This slotting is a characteristic 
feature in certain early pipes. 

Certain forms of pipes show how widely prevalent certain con
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cepts prevailed among the H uron-Iroquois. B rieAy. there are the 
owl-faced pipe, the blow ing pipe with the human face, the ring 
collar pipe, the square top pipe with the Aaring colla r , the trumpet 
bowled pipe and others. It appea rs that Iroquois pies are a unique 
pa rt o f their culture. 

It is interesting to note the methods by which the stem holes o f 
Iroquois pi pes were produced. P robably the maj ority have had 
the hole punched through the stem while the clay was yet plastic 
but there a re many specimens that show tha t the clay was rolled 
or modeled over a small reed, straw, o r a wisp of twisted grass . 
\Vhen the clay was burned, the reed or g rass burned out and le ft 
the stem hole. 

The Iroquois as a means of interpreting culture. T he Iroquois 
were in the Genesee Country when it was opened to whi te occupa
tion. K ot only did their ancient sites remain , but in 1650 more 
than 10,000, in all probability, occupied the region from the F inge r 
Lakes to the "\" iagara F rontier and the Chautauqua region. T hese 
include the E rie, the Neutral , the \Venroe, the Seneca and Cayuga. 
Ea rly mi ss ionaries , as the J esuit fa thers ld t valuable accounts o f 
these people in their Relatio1ls. T o these miss iona ry records pres
ent day hi storians owe much. 

Serious study of the culture of the Iroquois did not begin until 
the middle o f the 19th Century, when Squier and Davis, H enry 
, choolcra ft. and finall y Lewis Henry ~dorgan began to make inves
tiga tions. }.l organ 's classic work , "T he League o f the Iroquois," 
di d much to direct attention to the ines timable va lue o f ethnological 
research. H is studies o f the Seneca people li ving in the Genesee 
Country prov ided new incent ive to study the customs o f native 
peoples, and , as a result, an entirely new interpretation of the his
tory o f mankind in general began to unfold. 

Iroquois sites somewhat later lJegan to rece ive attenti on ancl be
ginning about 189.1 it was poss ible to different iate somewhat the 
Algonkian and the I roCJuoian occupations. l\luch more remains to 
be cl one for only the preface o f the history o f our aborigines has 
been read and recorded. l\ Iost of our conclusions are but tenta
tive and as oUler s ites a re excavated, our array o f facts may need 
mod i fi cati on. 

F rom what has been gleaned from the present-day Iroquois o f 
the past 75 yea rs, many customs have been reco rded that throw con
siderable light upon all E astern American archeology . Beginning 
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IROQUOIS POT 

Th is represent s a typical Iroquoian po lt ery vesse l o f th e eastern area. N o te t h~ inci sed 
deco rati on o f the coll ar and the co nstric ted neck o f the vesse l. This specimen was found 
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with the Iroquois we may then reason back from the known to the 
unknown, basing our comparisons upon assured fact s. This re
lieves the archeology of our particular area of much of the guess 
work that characterizes other regions. Even now , with 5,000 Iro
quois still residing in the Empire State, there is ample opportunity 
for lingui stic and ethnological study, and the possibility of finding 
many new facts of value to the study of pre-history. 

THE PROBLEM OF C [JRONOLOGY 

The problel1l of chronology in Al1lerica is a complicated one. 
There does not ex ist in the New \Vo j-)d the same conditions and 
identical examples of cultural evolution which may be found in 
western E urope . It is, there fore, imposs ible to speak of American 
archeology in the same terms employed in the Old Viorld. \Ve have 
no paleolithic age, no Neanderthal skeletal remains , no Chellean 
implements. Only in ·Mexico and Yucatan do we find exact dates 
that may be compared with those of the Christian era. l 

At best we may only differentiate our culture sequences and seek 
to determine which appear older. vVhen we leave the historic or 
contact period dates are only approximations, yet, even so, they 
have the merit of assisting in visualizing the time element. 

The earliest European explorers of the Columbian period, found 
the Atlantic seaboard from the mouth of the St. Lawrence to 
Georgia in the possess ion of a people whom we may definitely recog
nize as Algonkian. Explorers who penetrated the New York area 
and central Pennsylvania found tribes of the Iroquoian linguistic 
stock. Trading began and European cultural influences were soon 
felt by the aborigines. The immediate pre-contact period, there
fore, for both Algonkian and Iroquoian peoples of New York closed 
about the year 1609. 

Taking the Iroquois first, we may inquire into their history and 
traditions for earlier data. It will be found, many believe, that 
for nearly half a century previous to white contact they had under
gone a trans formation that eventually brought about the establish
ment of the Iroquois League in about the year 1570. 

For in formation previous to this time it is necessary to take the 
evidence of archeology. Iroquoian sites that are purely aboriginal 
in culture may be traced fairly well from the recent to the pre
cont~ct, and even further into prehistoric times. This is made 

1 Cf. Wissler, The American Indian, 270. New York, 1917. 
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possible by the fact that the Iroquois changed their village sites 
every ten or twelve years. In some instances, as the O ntario Coun
ty the Richlllond Mills site can be traced in a migration to at least 
two subsequent sites. Its ea rli er locat ion may even be assigned. l 

This se ri es o f Seneca sites, therefore, Illa~ ' be traced back to what 
is probably the pre-con federated period . 

The very definite culture of the Iroquois. the number of their 
location s and their traditions all being considered, it would appear . 
that the date of their coming into thi s area may be fixed somewhere 
about the yea r 1300. This is a bout 300 yea rs be fore the coming 
of the French, E ngli sh, and Dutch expl orers. It is also probable 
that for a t least a full generat ion be fore thi s date advance groups 
of the stock \\'e re looking over the region and planning to dispossess 
the Algonkian peoples who claimed it. 

T he A lgonkian sites into which the ea rli es t Iroquoian settlements 
intrude, a re s imila r in 1110st detail s to known coastal Algonkian sites . 
Inasmuch as no European a rti facts are found on these Genesee 
Country Algonkian s ites, we may safely assign them to the pre
contact period. V.,re may even postulate that with the advent of the 
Iroquois and the ascendency of these people, the Algonkian tribes 
were driven out. 

The story of the earlier A lgonkian peoples is now a matter of 
cultural changes. The later A lgonkians were a people having a 
definite type of pottery. Their culture is easily recognizable by all 
tudents. Because o f the def'inite characteri stics of the immediate 

pre-Iroquoian Algonkian culture it has been tentatively ca lled the 
"third Algonkian period." Coincidental with it and running back 
for at least three centuries ( ?) is the so-called mound culture, a 
culture also definite in character and easil y distingui shable. lloth 
peoples undoubtedly lived in adjacent areas and probably carried 
on a desultory warfare aga inst each other. The third Algonkins 
without 111uch doubt received a great cultural impetus from these 
intruders from O hio. Tentatively we may date them from 1300 
back to the fir st half of the tenth century. say, 9.10. This would 
g ive the mound culture t\\'o hundred fifty yea rs in thi region , an 
estimate which is not intended for allY other a rea. ~Iound culture 
Indians were never numerous in :K ew York and t \\'0 hundred fi fty 

1 Cf. Parker, A P rehi stori c Iroquoian Site a t Richmond ~rills, Resea rches 
and Transactions o f th e N. Y. State A rcheological Associa tion, Vol. 1, No. I. 
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years o f occupation seems sufficient to account fo r the remai ns o f 
these people in the Genesee Country. 

Ilad: o f the la ter Algonkia n peoples were earl ier ances tors who 
seem to have occupied this region for a long per iod of t ime. I t is 
so extensive and wide-spread tha t it may date back at leas t 4 ,000 
yea rs. T his of course is a n a pp rox imation, only, a nd hangs upon 
ve ry slender threads o f actua l ev idence. I t is in to thi s hori zon 
that the Eskimo-lik e people in truded. 

S till more remotely were other Algonkinoid peoples whose simple 
culture seems to ha ve g rad ually evolved until it blends with that of 
the second period. \IVe can onl y conjecture how far back they ex
tend in t ime. Here it is necessa ry to correlate our approxima tions 
with the hypothetical date o f the coming of man to America, con
se r va ti ve ly set by some as at least 10,000 yea rs ago. 1 A study o f 
the di stribution of the Algonki an stock sweeping eastwa rd from 
the Rocky .\Iounta ins nea r the Canadian line would lead to the 
inference that it shoul d not have taken more than three or four 
thousand years for bands o f ea rly people to have reached the t
lant ic seaboard. It would be st range indeed to believe that the wes t 
coas t had a populat ion eight to ten thousand yea rs ago and that the 
eas t coast should have relllained totally unknown to man two or 
three thousand years thereafter. Certa inly many implements and 
s ites o f ea rly characte r appea r in poin t o f antiquity the eq ua l o f 
those in early neolithic E urope. For example the lower strata o f 
the Lamoka Lake site, explored by the Rochester .\ [un icipal 1\ ru
seulll y ielded illlplelllents of bone and stone that compa re in appea r
ance wi th many specimens frolll the ea rl y neolithic sites o f F ra nce. 
\J\le cannot rega rd mere appea rances . hO\" ever, as so li d ev ide nce, 
without additiona l da ta to guide opinion. Geologists Ill ay be o f 
considerable ass istance in dete rmining prohable age and indeed some 
are now beginning to take nll1ch interest in Alllerican a rcheology.2 

Some A merican an thropologists are nO lI' devoting much thought 
to the problem of chronology, notably \\·issler,L-l rdlicka. K roeber, 
l\ lacCurdy. S pinden, Cook. Sapir and Godda rd. I n his a r ticle in 
the A merican A nthro pologist ( \pr .-June, 1927), Godda rd says, " If 
the less ev ident relationships which have been recently pointed out 
by K roeber and Sapir a re actual and some o f them probably a re, 

1 C f. Kroeber, A nthropology, 344. 
2 C f. F iggin s, A ntiqui ty o f ~ra ll in A meri ca . Na tura l H isto ry, Vol. xxvn , 

229; Cook, :--l ew Geologica l E "iclence, I bid. 240. J\" ew Yo rk , 1927. 
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they go far back of this readjustment of peoples and may be due 
to separations of 100,000 or more years ago." Goddard is here 
speaking of linguistical differences between the various American 
groups. 

Spinden seems more conservative and presents a diagram sug
gesting a chronology dating some 10,000 to 15,000 years B. C. He 
bases his graph largely upon culture traits, stressing agriculture. l 

American archeologists for the most part have been conservative, 
and rightly so, perhaps, for theories should be constructed upon the 
logic of evidence. It is only recently that recognized experts have 
been bold enough to argue for an antiquity dating back more than 
two or three thousand years B. C. 

The position assumed by the authorities cited above make it 
easier to project man in the Genesee Country further back than the 
Christian era. At least a thousand aboriginal localities are to be 
found in the Finger Lakes-Genesee Country , four or five hundred 
being li sted in the four counties adjacent to Rochester. The fact 
that in the older sites there is little variation seems to argue for 
a greater antiquity than ordinarily assumed, for as early man pro
gressed but slowly, and for several thousand years his arti facts and 
habits of living underwent little change. It is only as the historic 
age approaches and the great cultures of Mexico and the "Mississippi 
Valley arose that the more primitive people of this region felt the 
influence of a new culture impetus. Only then are rapid changes 
in cultural traits seen. Mexico must have exerted an immense in
fluence upon the people to the north. The rapidity of thi s change 
has possibly blinded some to the long era of culture monotony that 
preceded it. 

SUMMARY 

The Genesee Country and the contiguous area to the east has" 
been occupied from comparatively remote times by various peoples 
having cultural differences that make possible the classification of 
their remains and artifacts. l\ loreover, from the evidence produced 
by M. Raymond Harrington. Alanson B. Skinner, Frederick Hough
ton and the present writer, it is possible to state with some degree 
of certainty the various culture sequences. 

The archaic Algonkian people appear to have been the fir st to 
enter this region, being succeeded by another wave of their stock 

1 Ci. Kroeber, Allthropology, graph facing p. 342. 
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having a richer culture and bringing with them the art of pottery 
making. These people also appear to have practised agriculture 
including the raising of tobacco. A third wave of these people then 
spread their culture over the region and made their occupation easy 
to identi fy because of the excellence of their pottery ware and elbow 
smoking pipes. 

vVhen these Algonkian people were well establi shed an inAuence 
f rom the O hio region seems to have crept in , bringing with it the 
custom of rearing small mounds. M uch of the raw material, as 
Aint (chert) and banded slate seems to have been brought in from 
Ohio localities. 

About three hundred years before the era of the F rench and 
Dutch along the St. Lawrence and Hudson the Iroquois seem to 
have established themselves in this region and to have driven out 
or absorbed the Algonkian tribes and possibly the wandering banks 
of mound culture people. The material culture of the Iroquoian 
people, including the H uron is distinctive and so markedly different 
from the Algonkian that it is easily recognized . The Iroquois peo
ple established a Confederacy about 1570 vestiges of which still 
remain to inAuence about 5,000 Iroquoian people now within the 
E mpire S tate. A t present the I roquois are all but deculturated. 

T he field of Genesee Country archeology is eminen tly worthy of 
detailed study. It should be ca rried on only by qualified experts 
and recognized institutions. The numerous technical problems in
volved and the delicate cultural differences make the work of the 
amateur merely vandalism that leads to the destruction of important 
sources of knowledge. 

So much has already been ruined by the well-meaning but de
structive methods of untrained excavators that the field is limited 
and nearing exhau stion. 

In point of time the occupation of thi s region may well date back 
three or four thousand years before Christ and even more, for it 
is not at all probable that eastern N orth America was unknown to 
man at so late a day as the ri se of the Egypti an and Babylonian 
dynasties. i\Iexico had well established tribes and the beginning of 
a civilization several hundred years before the Chri stia n era. T his 
means an even earlier period of cultural evolution. I t is generally 
believed l that the earliest groups of mankind came into America 
by way of the north Pacific coast at leas t as early as 10,000 yea rs 

1 C f. Ilandbook of A meri can Indians, Vol. I, Antiquity, p. 59. Hrdlicka. 
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ago. That it should have required five thousand years for man to 
cross the continent and find thi s region does not seem po sible. The 
roving nature o f early man coupled with hi s curios ity and daring 
would ha\'e soon led tribes across the continent. Indeed the range 
of the Algonkian people seems to indicate their sweep eastward at 
fairl y remote times. How remote these first comers were in point 
of time we may only conjecture, and if dates are set, these only 
indicate the range of possibility. They constitute the trial stakes 
in a survey, that may be removed agall1 and again until the rea l 
facts are establ ished. 
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