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CHANGING HISTORIES, LANDSCAPES, AND PERSPECTIVES

The 20th Anniversary Southwest Symposinm

MARGARET C. NELSON AND COLLEEN STRAWHACKER

The U.S. Southwest arguably has the highest density of archacologists in the Americas,
with hundreds of surveys and excavations conducted annually. In 1927 the Pecos
Conference was established by A. V. Kidder as the meeting place for Southwest archae-
ologists and has continued as a vital and successful annual gathering, focused on recent
findings from the region. In 1988, two leading archacologists, Paul Minnis and Charles
Redman, introduced a second, regional conference—the Southwest Symposium—to
provide a forum for discussing how insights gained from research in the Southwest
United States and northern Mexico can contribute to methodological, theoretical, and
substantive issues in archaeology. The symposium has resulted in a series of publications
of collected papers on key issues to archaeologists (Cameron 1995; Fish and Reid 1996;
Hegmon 2000; Mills 2004; Minnis and Redman 1990; Schlanger 2002; Spielmann
1995; Villalpando 2002; Wills and Leonard 1994). As a set, they map the changing pri-
orities of the field and the role Southwest archacology has played in its recent history.
The inaugural symposium in 1988 had sessions on the classic themes of hunter-
gatherers, sedentary life, and elites, organized in that order (Minnis and Redman 1990).
Subsequent sessions shifted focus from these “levels of social organization” or “modes
of subsistence” to issues of community organization and dynamics (Wills and Leonard

1994), scale (Fish and Reid 1996; Hegmon 2000), production and exchange (Fish and
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Reid 1996; Hegmon 2000), technology and technological strategies (Fish and Reid
1996; Schlanger 2002), gender (Spielmann 1995), migration (Cameron 1995), regional
interaction and boundaries (Hegmon 2000; Villalpando 2002), agricultural transitions
(Schlanger 2002), identity, affiliation, and feasting (Mills 2004). These topics represent
a broad sweep of the issues of interest to all archaeologists, and the published volumes
have made substantial contributions to the field.

In 2008, the twentieth anniversary of the symposium, scholars took a look back
at the issues raised in the first symposium and tackled three contemporary domains in
archaeology: landscape use and ecological change, movement and ethnogenesis, and
connectivity among social groups through time and space. Although the Southwest
United States and northern Mexico have a rich and fine-grained record of past environ-
ments and climate, the Southwest Symposium had never focused a session entirely on
landscape change from an ecological perspective. This domain of research and explana-
tion offers numerous, current examples of collaboration across disciplines and efforts to
address the relevance of archacology outside our profession, as illustrated in Part IT of
this volume. Movement and ethnogenesis (Part III) are themes that emerge from migra-
tion research in archaeology, which Gilman and Whalen (Part I, this volume) see, and
we agree, is a strong emphasis, perhaps even a fixation, of Southwest archaeology in the
past decade or so, with some of the most varied and innovative approaches to under-
standing human movements. Finally, connectivity is an emerging focus in Southwest
research (Part IV), bringing new ideas about time and space relationships that stimu-
late us to broaden our views from the single period and place of most archacological
research to the connections across broad areas and over long time spans, including into
the present.

These four sections are cross-cut by three themes, which have influenced the
research and interpretations presented here as well as the authors’ calls for changes in
practice: (1) considerations of the relevance and value of archacology, (2) emphasis
on collaboration across disciplines and communities and within the various archaco-
logical subgroups, and (3) valuation of multiple perspectives and diversity of explana-
tions. We first offer an introduction to each of the four sessions in the 2008 Southwest
Symposium that form the four parts in this book. We then examine the themes that
cross-cut the sections and influence much of current research in the Southwest United
States and northern Mexico. The chapters differ in the terminology used to describe the
region encompassed by the four corner states of the southwestern United States and
the northern states of Mexico. Some refer to the region as the Southwest, others as the
Southwest/Northwest, and still others using the modifiers U.S. and American. We have
not standardized this terminology because it reflects different perspectives and ongoing
discussion about the region.

PART I: PAST AND PRESENT ISSUES
How have the priorities of Southwest archaeology changed? How has archacologi-
cal research in the Southwest United States and northern Mexico influenced the field
in general? The Southwest Symposium has served as a forum for new ideas, and this
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volume is no exception. Session organizers and participants from the inaugural 1988
symposium revisited the topics of that first symposium, examining not only changes in
our intellectual contributions but innovative future directions as well. Their key top-
ics—hunter-gatherers, transitions to sedentism, elites and regional systems, and the pre-
historic to historic transition—have been central to archaeological research not only in
the Southwest United States and northern Mexico but throughout the Americas. In the
first section of this book, each topic is addressed in a single chapter. As a set, the chapters
cover a wide temporal range, from the Archaic to the Protohistoric Southwest, while
stressing the need to expand the areal scope of research to include northern Mexico and
the need to take a broad view of historical trends and connections in time and space,
foreshadowing the final section of this volume on connectivity.

In addition, the inaugural symposium had a session on the history of archacology in
the US. Southwest, examining and analyzing the sequence of contributions made up to
the late 1980s. While all the chapters in the first part of this book address historical trends,
the final chapter by Reid focuses explicitly on the contributions of Southwest research.

PART II: LANDSCAPE USE AND ECOLOGICAL CHANGE

The role of environment, especially climate, in the patterns of change across the
Southwest United States and northern Mexico has been a central research theme in
archacology for many decades. The arid to semiarid character of the landscape invites
explanations of change that identify drought, climate variability, and resource declines
as causal. Environmental research has been led by Jeffrey Dean, who has played aleading
role through his dendroclimatological analyses (Dean 1988, 1996; Dean, Doeclle, and
Orcutt 1994; Dean et al. 1985; Dean and Robinson 1978; Dean and Van West 2002;
Force et al. 2003; Van West and Dean 2000). Some carly work on landscapes took a
non-site approach to documenting the organization of human activities (e.g., Rossignol
and Wandsnider 1992). Recently, environment, climate, and landscape have reemerged
as central foci of Southwest research (Cordell et al. 2007; Doyel and Dean 2006; Ingram
2008; Kohler 1992; Kohler and van der Leeuw 2007; Kohler et al. 2000; Nelson and
Schollmeyer 2003; Nelson et al. 2006; Spielmann et al. n.d.; Van West 1996; Van West
and Altschul 1997). But no Southwest Symposium, or session within the symposium,
has specifically focused on the contributions of archacological studies to understanding
human-environment interactions and landscape use.

The chapters in this second part address current trends and insights on landscape
use and ecological change, presented at the 20th Anniversary Southwest Symposium.
Emphasizing the two-way interaction between humans and various aspects of environ-
ments, from soils to fauna to plant communities, this set of research papers touches on
the major themes in ecological research of the prehistoric Southwest and in archaeology
more generally. The chapters also represent current directions in collaborative research
concerned with the dynamic and iterative impacts of human-environment interaction,
the enhancement as well as the depression of resources by humans, and the long-term
consequences of both. The authors call for archacologists’ fuller collaboration and dia-
logue on issues, theory, and methods with ecologists, soil scientists, and other specialists
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who can add their theoretical expertise to that of archacology, enhancing exploration of
the interaction between prehistoric behavior and the environment.

PART Ill: MOVEMENT AND ETHNOGENESIS

The subject of prehistoric movements across the U.S. Southwest and northern Mexico
has been part of the history of archacology in the region for decades (Bernardini 2005;
Cameron 1995; Cordell 1975, 1995; Fewkes 1900; Fish et al. 1994; Gilman 1997;
Hard and Merrill 1992; Haury 1986 [1958]; Lyons 2003; B. Nelson and Anyon 1996;
M. Nelson 1999; Powell 1983; Preucel 1988; Reid and Whittlesey 2007; Rocek 1996;
Schlanger and Wilshusen 1993; Spielmann 1998; Stark, Clark, and Elson 1995; Varien
1999; Whalen and Gilman 1990; Wilshusen and Ortman 1999) and a common theme
in Southwest symposia. The inaugural Southwest Symposium in 1988 included several
papers (Minnis and Redman 1990) on movement that were concerned with adaptive
strategies of hunter-gatherers and transitions to sedentism. In the early to mid-1990s,
discussions of movement at the Southwest Symposium addressed the decoupling of
subsistence and aggregation from mobility (Rocek 1996) and issues of recognizing and
understanding processes of migration (Lekson and Cameron 1995). Scholars working
in the Southwest United States and northern Mexico have been concerned with under-
standing different kinds of movement, from annual cycles to population shifting and
reorganization to migration. We have vacillated about the value of studying migration,
driven by our views about the appropriate methods and explanations of archacological
phenomena (Cameron 1995; Ortman and Cameron, this volume).

At the 20th Anniversary Southwest Symposium, archacologists returned to a com-
parative approach to understanding movement, but with new ideas about the value of
that approach. The goals of the four comparative studies, according to Ortman and
Cameron, are to examine the archacological visibility of migrants, understandings of
how people moved, and social consequences of migrations, especially at destinations.
They emphasize social consequences and the role of movement in identity formation.
While the authors do explore the reasons for migration out of a region, they highlight
the effects of migrating groups into a new region.

Further, Ortman and Cameron, as well as Mills in her discussion of the chapters at
the end of this section, argue that archacology can play a valuable role in the develop-
ment and refinement of migration theory. The comparative case studies in this section
offer insights that can inform migration theory, such as recognizing (1) that the role
of first comers is not necessarily one of dominance over land or ideology (Bernardini
and Fowles), (2) that there are different processes and consequences of standing out
as opposed to blending in to destination communities (Stone and Lipe; Clark and
Laumbach), and (3) that ethnogenesis and new identity formation resulting from
movement deserve attention (Anschuetz and Wilshusen).

PART IV: CONNECTIVITY AND SCALE

Archacologists working in the Southwest United States and northern Mexico have
been concerned with how the scale of phenomena, both spatial and temporal, influ-
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ences explanations of the past. In particular, Southwest scholars have recognized that
social change is influenced to varying degrees by connections that are local, regional,
and pan-regional and by events and processes that reverberate across social landscapes
at various scales (e.g., Lekson 1996; Lekson, this volume; B. Nelson 1995, 2006). From
the second Southwest Symposium, which focused on community dynamics, through
subsequent symposium sessions on geographic and demographic scales (Fish and Reid
1996), regional interactions (Hegmon 2000), and feasting and politics (Mills 2004),
interaction at various scales has been an important focus.

Currently, new ideas are emerging from research explicitly exploring spatial and
temporal connectivity at varying scales. Spatial connectivity refers to the influence of
people, processes, and events in one area on those in another. This connectivity can be
intentionally constructed through movements of people, ideas, and goods, but it may
also be an unintended consequence of events or processes at considerable distance. For
example, the roughly synchronous, dramatic changes that occurred in the Mimbres,
Hohokam, and Chaco regions in the eleventh and twelfth centuries surely were con-
nected, perhaps in many unintentional ways. Temporal connectivity focuses on the ways
referencing the past influences the present and potentially directs the future. Here both
landscapes and ancestral people become important (Anschuetz and Wilhusen, this vol-
ume). Many examples from modern Native people express the value of temporal con-
nectivity. Archaeologists have acknowledged these spatial and temporal connections
but have not systematically examined them as drivers of culture change and continuity.

The chapters in this section represent emerging ideas about constructed and unin-
tentional connectivity. Some examine conscious linking of people to landscapes as well
as to others in past homelands, contributing new ideas to understanding the processes of
interaction and movement of various kinds, including migration, diaspora, and pilgrim-
ages. Lyons, Hill, and Clark address diaspora from the northern Pueblo region to the
Hohokam in southern Arizona. They explore the role of both connectivity and conflict
in regional collapse and depopulation. The temporal connectivity that rests on ancestral
spirits and significant places is explored as a way to understand identity and cultural
landscapes. Van Dyke describes this dynamic for the Pueblo 1 period along the San Juan
River in the northern Southwest, emphasizing the role of highly visible landforms in
the formation of landscapes of memory. Koyiyumptewa and Colwell-Chanthaphonh
examine contemporary Hopi connections to the past, describing how Hopi animate
their landscape and, through these perspectives, connect to the past. Schachner’s view
of connectivity is both temporal and spatial; he discusses connectivity as mediated
through the ceremonial use of unusual natural places on the landscape. Through the
use of these places, people remain connected to their past and have the opportunity to
continually reestablish connections to distant others who they encounter on scheduled
pilgrimages.

The topic of connectivity itself is one of contemporary interest as we look to the
globalization of economies, social practices, and ideologies. While the connectivities
discussed in this set of chapters do not address the global scale, they are concerned with
broad spatial and deep temporal scales of connection. The broadest is Lekson’s call for
attention to continental-scale connections.
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RELEVANCE, COLLABORATION, AND DIVERSITY

Cross-cutting and integrating the various topics, regions, and perspectives brought to
the 2008 Southwest Symposium, the themes of relevance, collaboration, and diversity
are reiterated by many authors. These are not unique to Southwest archaeology, but
the chapters in this volume make a strong contribution to each theme, bringing new
insights to the practice of archaeology.

Relevance

The archacologists represented in this volume challenge those studying in the
Southwest United States and northern Mexico to explore ways to become more rel-
evant to a dynamic, modern world. This shift is in part attributable to the voices of
Native Americans, urging archaeologists to involve them in their thinking about the
past (e.g., Swidler et al. 1997). The call for relevance may also be influenced by increas-
ing collaborations with those in other fields, especially ecology, that have brought into
sharper focus the value of long-term perspectives of archacological research to issues of
social and environmental change, human impacts on environment, and sustainability
(Kirch 2005; Morrison 2006; Redman and Kinzig 2003; van der Lecuw and Redman
2002). Minnis and Redman, in their introduction to Part I, argue that establishing the
relevance or value of Southwest archacology beyond our profession is essential to our
future. They primarily discuss their approaches through human ecology but urge other
efforts toward relevance to non-archaceologists.

Van West, in her introduction to Part II, argues for the essential relevance of
archaeological research to contemporary issues on two bases—first, that humans are an
integral component of ecosystems, and second, that we cannot adequately understand
or manage socio-natural systems without long—term perspectives on human-environ-
ment dynamics. Collaboration among various social and natural scientists is essential to
this understanding. She and co-organizer Spielmann have brought together researchers
from an array of disciplines and specialties to focus on the value of the past for under-
standing anthropogenic environmental change.

Ortman and Cameron, in the introduction to Part III, argue that archacologi-
cal research on migration offers the potential for informing modern policy: “Deeper
understanding of the causes and long-term consequences of migration in the past has
the potential to inform contemporary public policy debates” (Ortman and Cameron,
this volume, p. 233). Their point is illustrated by the insights offered in many of the
chapters regarding land tenure, claims by different waves of migrants, and varied pro-
cesses of integration with host communities.

Finally, Kantner, introducing Part IV, bemoans the myopic nature of much archae-
ological work but asserts that “in recent years the discipline has made a concerted effort
to be more relevant, not only in interpreting the past in human terms but also in making
more direct contributions toward understanding the future” (Kantner, this volume, p.
363). Closing out this section of the book, Duff identifies a variety of ways the authors
writing about connectivity address the call for “broader impacts” of their research. He
identifies the educational value of large-scale databases compiled by dozens of projects
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conducted over decades. In addition, he sees a broader impact in the role of archae-
ology toward enriching the public’s perspective of underrepresented groups—Native
Americans in the Southwest—and encouraging minority participation in science, as
exemplified by the many collaborations with Native American people that support the
work reported in the chapters in this book.

Collaboration

The authors in this volume call for broad collaboration, as well as engagement
with diverse communities of scholars, Native people, and interested citizens. Strong
emphasis on collaboration has changed the perspectives we take and the questions we
address, as well as the way we do archaeology in the Southwest United States and north-
ern Mexico. Minnis and Redman emphasize the strides that have been made through
collaboration with Native Americans, echoed in chapters by McGuire and Doelle.
These collaborations bring into view discussions of the value of archaeological research
to various communities, which Minnis and Redman argue ranges from the intrinsic
value of exploring the past to the assertion that the world cannot be understood with-
out the perspective brought by archacological research. McGuire argues that changes in
approaches to social relations—from an emphasis on power and inequality to relations
among identity, migration, and ritual—are influenced in part by the expanded collabo-
rations between Native people and non-Native archaeologists. This shift, he argues, has
fundamentally changed our debates and our perspectives on explanation. Categorical
explanations are being replaced by a relational approach; we have replaced debate over
how complex a social group is with debate over the relationships among politics, ritual,
migration, and identity that influence social constructions.

The chapters that form Part IIT on movement and ethnogenesis and Part IV on
connectivity illustrate well the advantages of collaborations and consultations with
Native Americans. According to Ortman and Cameron, movement has become a
central theme in research because of “effective and regular communication” between
archacologists and Native Americans. All of the four comparative studies on movement
rely on the perspectives Native Americans bring to movement and identity, especially
Bernardini and Fowless examination of movements and social change among the Hopi
and Tiwa and Anschuetz and Wilshusen’s analysis of ethnogenesis for the Tewa and
Navajo. Bernardini and Fowles point to the difference in the depth of understanding
possible in two cases, one of which benefits from considerable input of Native perspec-
tives and the other that suffers from less input. The contribution by Koyiyumptewa
and Colwell-Chanthaphonh exemplifies the value of collaboration and speaks directly
to the relevance of our work beyond archacology. Their work with Hopi people pro-
vided understanding of the nature of their connections to past people, places, and land-
scapes. They acknowledge the difference between traditionalist Hopi approaches to
this connectivity and those of archaeologists and note the importance of recognizing
this distinction for better addressing heritage issues of preserving traditional cultural
property. They also suggest that beginning with an indigenous perspective—what they
call “reverse archacology”—can enrich archaeological method and theory. In a similar
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vein, Van Dyke argues that physical landscapes are imbued with meaning in the lives of
people that reinforce past and present identifies and can thus inform our understand-
ing of changing identities in the past. Schachner also emphasizes the importance of
understanding contemporary Native peoples’ connections to features of landscapes, as
expressed in songs and prayers: “Collaboration with Native peoples in the study of land-
scape use is likely to provide greater detail for understanding how pilgrimage connects
people, places, and time periods” (Schachner, this volume, p. 428).

Others emphasize collaboration with those in other academic disciplines. The
chapters by Johnson and Spielmann and her colleagues in Part II are from large, inter-
disciplinary research programs. The Village Ecodynamics Project, focused on the Mesa
Verde area in the Four Corners, and the Legacies on the Landscape Project, focused on
Perry Mesa in central Arizona, address the consequences of human action, both short
and long term. They illustrate the call for collaboration and the benefits of research
across varied disciplines.

In addition, some authors acknowledge great strides made through dissolution of
the boundaries between contract and academic archacology, and their chapters illus-
trate that progress. Contract-funded research has contributed larger databases and
larger research teams than were the norm twenty years ago. The chapters in this book
benefit from efforts to engage traditional as well as new collaborators and build com-
mon understanding across histories, philosophies, and disciplinary training. In Part I,
McGuire’s chapter and those of Vierra, Gilman and Whalen, and Doelle benefit from
collaborations between contract-funded and academic research. Doelle notes that most
of the information about the Protohistoric in the southern Southwest has come from
contractually funded research.

Diversity

Diversity of perspectives has been a hallmark of Southwest archacology and is a
major contribution of this volume. The authors bring a diversity of perspectives for a
deeper and fuller understanding of the past. Some also document shifts in the diver-
sity of explanations and greater recognition of the variability in the phenomena to be
explained. As our foundations of information expand with each generation of research,
we recognize more variability and diversity, and as our debates deepen, they drive new
ideas that expand our approaches to understanding the past. In reviewing changes of
perspective since the late 1980s (Part I), Vierra argues that the issues of research on
foraging societies in the Southwest have not changed but that the diversity of data and
variability in the patterning change the explanations, making them more contextual-
ized. Gilman and Whalen, as well as McGuire, note the shift from categorical explana-
tions and debates to a more nuanced consideration of human actions and social con-
texts. Gilman and Whalen, in their review of research on mobility, see a change from a
dichotomized study of sedentism and mobility to a fuller view of the ways humans move
and settle on landscapes and the kinds of factors that influence movement. Emphasis
on environment-based explanations and processual arguments is expanded to include
a variety of social conditions and arguments that consider social action and human
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agency. McGuire documents a shift from debates about levels of complexity to expla-
nations of how social power and inequality are constructed and expressed. Discussion
of power and inequality has shifted to understanding ritual, migration, identity, and
religious practice, and McGuire argues that future research will benefit from examining
the relationships among and around these aspects of human experience.

One set of chapters illustrates the ways diverse ideas brought to a common prob-
lem—understanding anthropogenic change—can enrich understanding. Adams, an
archaeobotanist, Driver, a zooarchaeologist, and Sandor and Homburg, soil agrono-
mists, all examine archaeological data to document both intended and unintended
impacts of human action on the environment. They illustrate the dynamic relationship
of human-environment interactions in which human-induced changes impact ecosys-
tems and those changes then impact human choices.

In line with the tradition of the Southwest Symposium and its initial mission, this
book documents insightful, leading-edge contributions to archacological research. The
authors revisit past themes, introduce new ideas, and continue valuable discussion about
issues essential to our understanding of prehistoric behavior across the Southwest United
States and northern Mexico. Their efforts come together to provide a synthetic volume
on current research and possibilities for future explorations. As the authors stress, it is
essential that archaeologists continue to include researchers from across political and
disciplinary boundaries and enhance collaboration with Native American groups.
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