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Agent and chiefs returned. The Indians gathering at Ute Mountain on the
Rescrvation was directed by the agent for defence and is not offensively
hostile. Major Perry rcports the Indians will not depridi : further unless
further provoked by lawless whites. He saw the Indian dead and covroberates
the Indian story. Eleven Indians were in two tepees--threce bucks, a child
and two squaws were killed and three hucks and two squaws escaped. One of
cach sex wounded. They were inoffensive. Some very aged, and the massacreg
at one P.M. the 19th instant was most barberous. The white vioman wounded
when husband was killed at 11 P.M. the 20th instant was interviewed by

fajor Perry also. Sie o6& but two Indians and could identify neither. Major
Perry, acting under my instructions is now en-route to the Blue Mountain
Country where nowever it is reported all is quiet.
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i< not rentioned.  Accounts <#nie place the massacre "15 miles south of the settlement
‘ﬂf tolores” (Mchitt 1957: 19); "at the head of Deaver Creek, 8 miles from the Fish
“ork of the West Dolores" (Dolores MNews, Jure 25, 1885); and the mouth of Beaver
Creek whre it flows into the Dolores River (Baker and Smith 1979: 36).
Lv’f\J\TLi\)b‘,r\ o TOC ST yenVica .
The \USFS; Records have the site of the Beaver Creek Massacre recorded both in the

valley ncar where the town of McPhee was located and "one-half mile southwest of

“ridie crossing Beaver Creoek on road from Dolores to Norwood" (USFS 1979).

This latter location is similar to that reported in the Dolores News quoted
shove.  The Durango ITdea for June 27, 1885 also stated that the "scene of this was
st the head of Beaver Creck, about 8 miles from the Fish Fork of the west Dolores"
[USYS n.d.). The Dolores Star on June 20, 1930 published an article discussing the

stteck.  This account also recorded the incident as taking place on Beaver Creck

telow where the Dolores-Norwood Road now crasses (USFS n.d.).

Major Navid Perry of the 6th Cavalry, was sent from Fort Lewis on June 22nd
t0 investigate this incident as well as another which occured on the Mitche |
“arch, a wile or two south of present day Cortez.(Freeman 1958: 127-128). On
Jure 26th, Major Perry sent a report from his camp on the Big Bend of Dolores River,
the report was filed on June 29th and listed in his command troops "B" and "C" of

5
the € calvary (H§:é6$t. 1885: 11Y).

My, Genther was killed and his wife wounded on Sunday, June 20th. This attack
was probably in retaliation of the Utes killed the previous day. The five Genther
chifdron managed to escape unharmed. The Gentﬁer place was located near the Lake
View Scrool, north of the present Totten Lake.(é§:§ZZ}114$334 Freeman 1958: 138;
Dolrres Hews June 27, 18853 USFS n.d.).

AT .
The k ing of Mr.-Getner- and the wounding of his wife added fuel to the

D

settler's and for the renoval of the Utes. The Utes were equally agitated,
including ef lgnacio, as the Utes that were killed were his cousins (US Govt.

1823: 62; Dolores News July 4, 1885) .



By midsurner, the unrest had setteled in the Montezuma Valley area. This was

."ue in large part to the way the military handled the cmergency. They tried hard

'(\7

to dispell the rumor that the troops we%ékjﬂst to protect the Indians. The officers
were directed to let “"the people know that they are there for their protection and
interest" (US Govt. 1883: 68).

In mid-July the unrest in Montezuma Valley arca receded and attention was

Tocused to the San Juan Basin as trouble between the Navajos and settlers there had

srupled
- — .
L By the ¢nd of the year, the conflict between the settlers and Utes recicved
little public attention.
'P_'\l‘r-‘§¢)

On November 25, 1885 the Montezuma Valley Water Supply Company was formed. By
- o TENCANA
Pebruary 1886, work had begun of a tunnel-which would bring water form the Dolores
“iver through the divide that separates the river from the Montezuma Valley. The

) Severn  HINE . (,\5\‘(4 . i
tunnel s 5,400 feet long, 7 to g feet in diameter. “Water carrying capacity was
sredicted to be sufficient enough to irrigate 200,000 acres of land. Elevén
lzteral canals were to be constructed to carry water south of the San Juan and
. .. o

nolores River divide to McElmo Canyon, southéast ofCortez.(Freeman; Montezuma Journal
fyril 28, 1888). Mater was first diverted through the tunnel in 1888, "but it was
1888 before it was completed to carry a fu'  head of water" (Freceman 1958: 96).

James W. Hanna, manager and part owner of the MVWSC and main proponent of the
irrigation system, owned the land on which the town of Cortez was plotted in 1386.
With construction of the tunnel and canab\vork'was assured for many people. !orkers
care, some cven filed for homnestead.around the town. Not only did the workers arrive
bhut merchants who established businesses to cater toihis workforce. By 1902, Cortez
was incorporated and was complete with a post office, school, courthouse, newspaper,
chiurches as well as restaurants, livery stables and stores.(Hemingway 1961: 149;
freeman 15958: 66).

Althoush the tunnel had been completed in 1889, work on the canals went slowly.

In Aprilg 1587 work had started on Main Canal No. 2 which was constructed by the
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Sumber Two Land and Canal Co. The canal begins at thesdam on the Dolores River
".'m'ch diverts the water to the tunnel. The canal flows through the swampy area

of Sagehen Flats and exits the River Valley into the San Juan Basin through "the

ireat Cut Divide" . The canal at this point consisted partly of the Morton Flume

(1 mile Tong, 18 ft. wide and 7 ft. decp) and partly of a trench which was over

2,000 feet Tong and up to 40 feet deep. Main Canal No. 2 was completed in 1907

J0"Rourke 1979: 159; Hemingway 1961: 149-1980; Frecman 1958: 99).
[ A‘C‘\l Cenm —-lr'uJLf I’Y

In 1890 the Montezuma Valley UAter Supply Co%y ¢tegsor, the Colorado Mater
s

upply Co.  merged with the Doltores Mo. 2 Canal Co. to form the Colorado Consolidated
and and Water Co.‘ By 1907,\$:;;:§L:é;;or, the Montezuma Water and Land Co., was in
rodLJJership. In 1920 the existing Montezuma Valley Irrigation Co. was incorported
‘0 administer the canal system (Freeman 1958: 98, 99, 101).
Although the various irrigation companies had difficulty controlling and co]]ect1n3,
Lcater shares the district still attractad ma;y settlers. In 1839 Montezuma County
.as Tormed from La Plata County.ary Cortez, only 3 years in existence, was designated
"1s county seat.
That same year, Otto Mears incorporated the Rio Grande Southern Railroad and
cean work on the Silverton to Ivonton Railroad. In March 18320, engineering parties
cuan dual phase construction of the Ridgeway-Durango Line.
Years earlier, the Denver and Rio Grande Railroad had conducted several surveys
‘o locate new routes. In 1381 Thomas Wiggleworth surveyed a route for the Denver and
nio Grende " from Rico down the Dolores River to Dolores, through Lost Canyon to
“Mancos, across Cima Fnﬁ‘tqjq%rango (Crum 1942: 170). This was the route used by the
1o Grande SOULle]I“j One work party began at Ridgeway and laid track along Otto
Mears' toll road across the Dallas Divide and reached Telluride, on December 1, 1890.
The rough terrain between Telluride and the Dolores Valley slowed construction, Rico
was not reached until Septewber 31, 1891,
B Higg1eswdth was construction and survey supervisor for the south portion of the

A

track from Duranco to Rico. On Thanksaiving Day, 1891, track was lagd across the site
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' of Tolores, having entered the valley down Lost Canyon from Mancos. The 162 mile

T

track was completed on December 17, 1891 when the two;tegﬁs met eleven miles south
of Rico (Crum 1942: 170-71; Searcy 1942: 35).

Shortly after the railroad was completed the town of Dolores was established.
John and Andrew Harris, who started the J. J. Harris and Co. bank and store at Big
Jend in 1886, and Judge Adair Wilson aquired the Sherman Phelps homestead which was
retented in May 7, 1890. “Since Adair Wilson was attorney for the railroad &nd had
shares of siock in the company, there was no opposition to the location of the
townsite and no other site was proposed" (Frecman 1958: 59). The townsitg was called
“olores . The Harris brothers built a large brick building for their nurcan—tite rrexconry
L usiness §bd bank. Soon the rest of Big Bend followed, including the post office,
~hich had always Leen called Do]ores.(Q'Rourke 1979: 94; Freeman 1958: 59;

Anonymous 19610 1455 Dolores Star March 28, 1890).






Occupation in the'valley continucd with Dolores as the center of trade rather

. then Big Bend. With the railroad at Dolores, the cattlemen could now ship direct
-ather than having to drivefthem to the old railroad head at Durango, which was

.wtablished in 1881 (Anonyrous 1961:145),

Petween 1885 and 1894, 19 patents were issued to sett1ers who had homesteaded

(i T
ke river hottom, within the DAP project area?” At 1rast 20 others had applied for

satents but these applications were either canceled or relinquished (National Archives)
- 3 13 . N ! Pt
A few of the settlers still have descendants residing in the Dolores area. These Soffier

irnclude Charles Johnson, Calvin House and the Kuhlman brouher;\ Charles—lohs Ef”~ﬂa5

- k3 i \("'—' e

el] known as a breeder of race horsesi Johnson m1grated flom the Pine River in 1881
o (ll\{
with 2000 head of cattle and some hOISEi;}Afﬂ\SOﬂ was xﬂo‘“ =as "Racehorse Johnson" or
L He [ Tonted 160 aeats omtta 7 A0 (L )
Grandpa Charley Johnson] His most famous r2ce horse was Jim Douglas who was raised ~

an the valley. Jim Douglas, whowas never beaten in a race, is rumored to be buried

5 a e 3@(
near the Johnson family cemetery (5MT5074) under a large rock on the 01d Sugar P]agg/
AL
now owned by the Speers (5M75173) (Freeman 1958: 50-51). T— \DY %%l
(’01(’\
Calvin House's claim (5MT5078) was located in Section 30" according to the suvey
AP atze— el

conducted by W.M. May in 1877 (Survey Report, BLM 1976). His grandaughter, Mildred

Went;y, recalls crossing a ford to reach his log cabin (Conversation of 12 November 79).

B

s survey report also mentions Ryman's ranch and Geaorge May's cabin in Section 31

et

Township 368 Range 15W. Neither of these men recfieved a patent on their claims and
no visible remains of any htuildings have been found. Residents today claim that some

of the older houses had becen swept away in f]oods or when the river changed course

——

Sumner T. Bangs interview of 7 Hovermber 1879; Dale Wi11%anks, no date). This was a
frequent occurance. An old schoolhouse which was located at the junction of County

- A
CiK
Road 27 and 28 during the 1920's was washed away in a later flood (Homa Louise Cline

‘nterview of 18 August 1979).
The Kuhlman brothers were from Hamburg, Germany and had lived for many years in

St. Louis, Missouri. Their ranch on the Dolores River (5MT4566)X becatcz the show-

L .l.1llbll.. B I I b e . III' B ’IIII | N N .
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2Jace of the valley. In 1908 Auqust,completed construction on a molded concrete brick

“wouse. When his daughter Frieda was married, newspaper accounts stated that August
YubAman wes one of the richest ranchers in the area. August and his brother William
acquired a total of 240 acres under the regulations of the Homestead Act in 1890. In
1901 fugust obtained an additional 80 acres on the cliff rim overlooking the ranch

v, S

o, > N . . .
ouse buildings (Federal Archives, Uchvew; Ina C11ne}1ntervwew 11 September 1979).

When the Kuhlman's brobiors first arrived in the valley around 1882, they had built a
log cabin on the east drainage that flows down the c1iff across their claim. They
could rot sleep in the cabin during 5ummer§ for fear that Indians would burn them out.
fvery winter the brothers would work the mines at Telluride and Rico and when they
returned in the Spring their cabin would have been burnt (Ima C]ine)interview of

11 September 1979).

etween 1895 and 1209 only four patents were issued for land within the project

< pigeP
During this period the more numerous cattlemen began to

area (?@dera1 Archives)?“
resent the presence of the sheepmen who had grazed their sheep in the area for years.
“Cattlemen pretend to think that the cattle and horse indusf} was endangered and that
«neep ruined the grazing for other animals. Cattle was held to be far more important
tian cheep" (Freeman 1958: 304).

However the differences between cattlemen and shecpmen were settled between 1910 and

RPN §4.:\:~L}L(
1974, During this—Sma.frawe 30 patents were issued for land within the project area.

a

One of these homesteadéds was owned by Harry Morgan who obtained 640 acres on Cline

N

Crest on the west rim of the valley. Morgaé}ﬁad Tived in the vawlzy area for several
vears at SMT5078, which had previously heen’owned by Calvin House. _ Mergamrwas—a—
sbeepman.  His son-in-law fred A. Cline and grandsons continued to obtain land within
Saachen Flats, on Cline Crest and in the river valley. The Cline family sfi]] owned
most of this land when purchased by ﬁpg WPRS in 1979.

Freeman in his History of Montezuma County noted the arrival of a train Joad of

immigrants on February 7, 19105 March,1, 1912 and again on March 13, 1913. "All
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.)located in some part of Montezuma Valley" (Freeman 1958: 310-11). A rural telephone

line went up the river in 1914 (Freeman 1958: 312).
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In 1924 the New Mexico Lumber Company obtained the rights to 70,000,000
toard feet of timber in the Montezuma National Forest. The stand of véstern XE110W
iﬁne was Tocated on 118,391 acres north of Dolores. The parent company, McPhee
and McGinnity, located the sawmill approximately four miles downstream from
Dolores on land obtained from Charles Johnson. The town which the company built
for its caployees was called McPhee (5MT4571).

As early as 1901 Edgar Biggs of the New Mexico Lumber Co. began obtaining
cutting rights for timber around Dolores. 1In 1905 Arthur Ridgeway surveyed Bigg's
holding and estimated that there was 210 square miles or 134,000 acres of'déstern
yellow pine. After 1907, D.C. McPhee and J.J. McGinnity expanded Biggs' holdings

by filing on alternate sections of land north and west of Dolores. This checker-

board effect isolated intcrmediate sections of land making them inaccesible to

other lumbering operations (Frecman 1958: 3143 O0'Rourke 1979: 153; McClellan 1970:1).

A post office for McPhee, Colorado was established in September, 1924 with
Charlie Artz as the first postmaster (Delauney n.d.; Charlie Lobatg interview
26 July 1979). The post office was located in the commissary building along with
a picture show and pool room {Freeman 1958: 315).

On HWovember 15, 1924 the lumber mill began operations. Within a year McPhee”
had 25 houses for its salaried employees and 50 smaller rough cut houses for the
workers. These smaller three room homes were grouped near the river, and rented
forTZ.OO a month. This arca became kﬁown as "Mexican Town", "Chili Town" or
"Chituahua" as most of the residents had Séanish surnames (McClellan 1970: 33;
Bi11 Hamilton, interview of 11 December 1979; Newell'#eriman/interview of 18
October 1979; Charlie Lobato, interview of 26 July 1979). |

Other buildings in town consisied of Dr. Speck's house and officg} a two—

story frame house occupied by the superintéﬁent, Thomas J. Orr and his fami]{j

ot
%,
H

and the Johnson house used as a boarding house (Robert G. Orr Tetter of 24 July 1979;

Freeman 1958: 315). »






piniaalalale & Al

~e

L
g
N

The sawmnill consisted of a three-story building which housed the clean-up
room which collected sawdust from the mill and finishing roomsabove. Within
the plant complex there were a power house (which provided electricity for the
town), fuel house, shop$ warehouse, sheds, loading platform and skgeacre pond
to store the logs (FMreeman 1958: 3155 Bill Hamilton,interview of 11 December 1979;
Charlie Lobato interview of 26 July 1979).

The operations at McPhee peaked in 1927. That year it was known as one of
the largest sawnill in the region,/éﬁp]oyed 500 men and accounted for over half
of the state's sixty million foot production for that year (O0'Rourke 1979: 154),

The success of the mill failed during the 1930's, the era of the Great
Depression. Fivrst a fire on September

<t oy g

(Delaney n.d.: 2)./ On March 19,

1$ 1934 destroyed part of the mill
i937'M;}héé af]lbut closed its operations,
forcing a large numbher of area residents\out of work (Freeman 1958: 316).

The 1940's did not improve McPhee's luck. Fires stick again in 1941,
destroying the sawmill and the machine shop. The June 30th fire in 1941 was
estimated to cause aHZS,OOO 10§£,for the Montezuma Lumber Companzjwhich had
purchased the operations in the late 1930's (Delaney n.d.: 2; Freeman 1958: 317).

In January 1948 fire struck McPhee for the last time. The rebui]fmi]] and
shop building were con&ete]y destroyed. In July the post office was discontinued.
The town holdings were Yiquidated and all buildings sold.and moved. By this time
McPhee included 422 houses, a school, church and cemetery. Most of the houses,

were sold for 75 to 200 dollars and moved to Cortez of Dolores (Delaney n.d.: 3;

McClellan 1970: 30.
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Willey and Phillips (1858 described this parasitic relationship as
T
archaeology being in a dependent relationship to anthropology, especially

in so far as theory is concernedgxi¥€g ggét use of ethnograph™ analogy in
archaeology also was a causal factor in this relationship. As this ap-
proach has changed in the paséﬁcw years towards a more préé%suﬁa], environ-
mental oriented one, the attitude towards anthropology by archaeologists
has also altered.
James Deetz has clearly stated this position:
-§3That part ofénthropo]ogy known as archaecology is concerned
with cu]turé in the past--the extinct lifeways of former
pcoples, how and why they changed and developed, and the sig-
nificance of this developmentmental process and to our under-
standing of culture. In short, archaeology adds a vital time
dimension to the study of man. As tuch if it is to achieve the
ends which we claim for it, archaeology must remain as closely
and intimately bound up with general ethnology as possible and
constantly contribute to understanding of social man (1972:108).
Flannery simplified the above statement: "A dominant characteristic of

American archaeology has been its Tong history of reaction to American et

nology" (1972:102).

The divergence between ehxnology and archaeology is not in their
approach (descriptive and comparative) but in their definition of problems
and methodological techniques. 1In spite of this difference, theoritically
ethrology and archaeology individually utilize cross-cultural comparisons and
the study of cultural process (Voget 1973: 1). <
In a historical perspective of this relationship, "the anthropology
practiced by the evolutionists split into two parts. Prehistory increasingly
became the province of archaeologists, who gradually developed a refined methodology
for reconstructing the past, while living proimitive people became the subjact
matter of social anthropologists. (Hudson 1973: 114).

o Archaeology is the study of the cultural processes of past

societies. Archaeology is not only concerned with the material remains of a

Nf '\Ki culture, but how the elements may reflect the articulation of society
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expanded to include the expansion and colonization of European Society and

the response by native cultures to this invasion.

The methological approach used by the historic survey crew is based on
the alove assumptions as well as the peecessural system approach g? the study
of cultural process. h

This approach combines the data collected in such a way that it may be
possible to show the interrelationships between the technology, econom% social
system, and éé?éiiéﬁ resources available to the culture under study. The
historic research design was fédmulated in such a way that a description of
these‘processes may be written. Culture process has been deffned as viewing
"human behavior as a point of overlap (oa”articu]ation”LFetween a vast number
of systems, each of which encompasses both cultural and non-cultural
phenomena,”" (Flannery 1972:104),

By the use of this systemic approach, archaeologists are able to focus
their research on the interrelationships between many variables in the systems.
These variables may function independently or in varying combinations within
each system. A minor variation in these&ariab1es or the system can result in
culture change (Flannery 1972:104; Binford 1972:199; Sabloff and Lamberg-
Karlousky 1974:2).

The sepgrate analysis of the technology, economy, social structure, politics
and religion of a culture may isolate causal factors which form a relationship
between these systems.

The actual operations which will formulate the basis of this study are
included in the Historic Research Design (Appendix A). This operation is
divided into five steps:

1. survey and intensive recording of historic sites

2. archival search and informant interviews

3. excavations

4. anald s

5. synthesis
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These steps will result in the data collection 1 descril fithe following
systems outlined for study in the research éesign:

1. environmentalconstraints

2. settlement patterns

3. Demographic patterns

4. technology

5. economic

é. social patterns
The data collection and analysis of the above systems will be synthesized.
This synthesis will adhere to the processuyal framework and culture change
will be a central concern.

The senseless debates of several years ago over semantics in Historic
Archaeclogy between historians and archaeologists have dissolved into a spirit
of cooperation and exchange between the two fields. Historic archaeology may
still be regarded as a tool by many, but it has progressed to being a recog-
nized discipline in the social sciences (Hume ﬁé&&:B and Rouse 197%9a:801).

The present failings of this new field is that there is still some dis-
sention among anthropologists and historians regarding their respective
approach to historic archaeology. They still tend to be rather egocentric
in their belief that their way is the only right way[’§<\u71<& \WWQ{Uq)~

For example, in a review of Stanley South's Method and Theory in Historical

Archaeology, it is pointed out that "the point is made that the two spheres

of historical archaeology and history do not much overlap, that they are two

different sets of information. This is partly because South abhors site-

specific information,...He takes historical research for grantedﬂ“(CW\aucu'\177f'2?>~
On the historic side, Ivor Noel Hume's antipath%tic stand on the use of

anthropologically trained archaeologists on historic sites is well known

b
(1925113). However in Historical Archaeology, Hume does go on to state







The te« niques being developed in the subfield of ethnoarchacology are
likewise applying a multidisciplinary approach.

The theoretical base of ethnoarchaeology 1is the comparison of data
collected ethnographically to that uncovered during archacological ex-
cavations. One technique cmployed is termed the "direct historical ap-
proachtf\ This approach uses documents or cthnohistorical data to form
analogies between past cultures and present ones. Ethnohistorical data is
the record of a culture's traditions and history in the words of its par-
ticipants.(32AL2A/ 19731/ /112/4nd/Yodét/19731//281/ This ethnic history in-
cludes the writrings of early explorers and missionaries as well as the
oral traditions that persist today (Hudson 1973:112 and Voget 1973:2).

These analogies are then used to form a postulate between archaeo-
logical materials and their "behavioral context in the past" (Binford 1972f53),
o

ﬁp :"‘4#( X
N

& Frgnarchacologist has been defined as: "an anthropologist conduct-
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ing ethnographic research for and archaeological purpose, linking material
remains to the human behavior from which they resulted" (Gould 1978:111).

Similarly,the theoretical basis of ethnoarchaeclogy is: "the use of
analogies derived from observations to aid interpretation of past events
and processes....The reason... is to provide ourselves with as many and as
varied interpretive hypothesis as possible to help us understand (explain
and predictkarchaeo]ogica] remains" (Watson 1979:2?7).

In order to adequately deal with the cultural processes during the
historic period of the Dolores area, the multidisciplinary approach will

be utilized.
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METHODOLOGICAL APPROACH

The methodological approach used on the Dolores Archaecological Program

will result in such a synthesis of anthropological, archaeological and

historical research.

\

Historic documentation of the time period under study is not only being
sought in the city and county records, but at the regional and national Tevels
as well. For example, most of the original records on homestead entries and
g;glg;gigiééE>E210rado are on file at the National Archives in Denver and

Washington D.C. On a smaller scale, personal memorabilia and records are also

being collected and studied for théiApotentia] contribution _and material past

f
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of this area. COLTURA,

Whenever possible, original materials are being collected. Published
remenbgrances of the Dolores Region are also being noted as secondary sources.
In conjunction with this research, informant interviews are also being

recorded as part of the Dolores Archaeological Program's oral history program.

Biographical information, as well as specific data regarding historic sites

¢

in the project area are being collected. The proccdures used in this pro-

| v

gram have been detailed elsewhere (Duranceau 1980).

The data assembled through historical research will supp]emeht the in-
formation derived through archaeological survey. The methodology employed
in the survey and intensive recording of historic sites is detailed in the
Historic Field Manual (Append1§§). The major emphasis of this field manual
is the detaiW? recording of all historic sites and isolated finds within the
project area. After a locus of historic activity has been defined, overall
fkhotographs and measurements of all features are taken. A site report
(Figure ) or isolated find sheet (Figure ) is filled out in"as much
detail as possible, from field notes and research evidence. The detailed

survey techniques utilized on the Dolores Progpam are those established in the
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fields of archaeology and historical archaeology by Heizer and Graham (1967),
Hume (1969} and South (various).

Field operations began June 1, 1979. The research design and goals of
fieldwork were defined during several meetings between the DAP principal
investigators and the Eistoric archaeologist. The philosophy of the field
year 1979 crew differed from that of the 1978 historic operations (Baker 1979)
in that all physical remains from the historic period were recorded. These
loci were designated as site or isolated finds (unassociated activity re-
mains). Several components were disregarded entirely as they were discovered
to be reflections of the "end of roadjpehavior patterns of locals, as well as
of the DAP . crews.

The designation between a ite and an isolated find were judged sub-
jectively. A site is the physical remains of human activity. An isoloated
find was defined as the independent remains of unassociated activity. For
example, ogg gg; be considered a site while another would be considered an
isolated find based on the bridge's age and local significance. Local
significance in this instance would be whether it is the original bridge at
that location, who constructed it, and in what year. Another example would
be an isolated dump. Several dumps were designatéd as isolated finds until
it was pointed out in an informant interview that these areas were actually
residences at one time. Buildings ahd been razed or removed and any de-
pressions left were subsequently used as dumping areas by local residents.

) ) ' {NTRODUCTHRY

The definition of a site appears in many journals and +nte—dicticmary
text books. Willey and Phillips in their classic monogiraph state that
"a site is the smallest unit of space dealt with by the archaeologist and

the most difficult to define" (1958:18). This difficulty is obvious be-

cause the subject has proliferated academic writings for years. In historic






3--- -,JF-

This multi-discilinary approach is the most exedient procet r available
to elicite the data from various sources.

This multi-disciplinary approach has been used succe§sfu11y by Binford
in his Nunamiut Eskimo study (1989), Deetz and Deth]efsen}gheir now classic
gravestone study in New England (1972% and Adams et. al. at Waverly Ferry,
Clay County, Mississippi (1979).

Binford undertook on ethnoarchacological approach to the discard

\
practices of the Nunamiut. His approach combined ethnographic analogy,

archaeology and

Deetz and Dethlefsen combgned historic records with an analysis of change
in designs on headstones in several New England cemeteries. These stylistic
changes were a reaction to the more liberal religious outlook adopted
gradug ly by the staunch Massachussetts people.

At Waverly Ferry, the author's basic stratigy, as developed in their
research design, was a "conjunctive and synergistic approach combining
archaeology with both history and oral history" (Adamsiig79:18). The settle-
ment patterns, economic systems and social systems of Waverly were in-
vestigated by this methodological approach.

The Dolores Archaeological Program Research Design approaches the study
of the historic inhabitants in a similar manner. The emphasis is on arch-
acological survey with historical research and oral history to supplement
the data. This methodology combines these distinct, but complementary,

approaches in the study of the historic occupation of the Doiores Valley.
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ATALOGUE# :

MATERTAL:
COLOR:
DIMENSIONS:

DISGNOSTICS:

DATE:
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glass
clear ' °
base diameter 2“7 (5.2cm)
Soda pop bottle. Colored applied Tabel (ACL) in white.(front):
MISSION
TRADEMARK REG.
BEVERAGES
NATURALLY GOOD
In circle around label: - :
BOTTLED BY QUALITY BOTTLERS EVERYWHERE . UNDER LICENSE OF
MISSION DRY COPORATION
ACL in white on back: <
NATURALLY GOOD

MISSTON ORANGE BOTTLING CO.
DURANGO, COLORADO . °

On base: )
MISSTON DRY CORP.
NET CONTENTS 7 07S.
G 287 6
15 1 56, "
.7 . ’
1956
Toulouse (1971:403) identif ; tI 1 :tle maker as Ow 5 I11inois Glass Co.,

Toledo, Ohio. The I has been used to denote their bottles since 1954.

Leta Sauer, LaPlata County Clerk, remembers drinking orange soda from

this type of bottle in the laté 1940's and 1950's. David Watkins, General
Manager of the Pepsi-Cola Bottling Co., of Durango, Colorado stated that °
Pepsi bottles this brand from circa 1945 to circa 1960. The Owens I1linois
mark may mean the 7th month (July), 15th day of the year 56 (1956).
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