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Figures and Plates

Fig. 1.—East view of Monks Mound. Fig. 2.—North view of
Monks Mound.

Fig. 1.—Monks Mound as it appeared at the time of Putnam’s
visit. Fig. 2.—Dr. Patrick’s restoration of Monks Mound.

The Red Mound south of Monks Mound.

View of the Fox Mound and another mound located

south of Monks Mound.

One of the smaller mounds of the group, north of Monks
Mound.

Fig. 1.—A large pond near the Kunnemann Mound. Fig. 2—
The face of the trench of the Kunnemann Mound at a height of
25 feet. Fig. 3.—Trench in the Kunnemann Mound.

The altar of baked clay in the Kunnemann Mound.

Skeleton of Cahokia Indian in the Edwards Mound.

Fragments of pottery, James Ramey Mound, No. 33.

[From 1922 volume] Fragments of pottery from the Cahokia
mounds, collected by Dr. George Higgins.

Fragments of pottery from the village site located on the Wells
and Tippetts farms.

[From 1922 volume] Fig. 21, 22, 23, 24, 25.—Designs on
pottery fragments from Cahokia. Fig. 26.—Head of a bird in
white and red. Fig. 27.—Head of bird. Fig. 28.—Forearm and
hand. Figures 27 and 28 show the beginnings of sculpture in
clay.

Fragments of pottery from village site on the Ramey, Wells, and
Tippetts farms.

[From 1922 volume] Figs. 29, 30, 31, 32.—Designs on pottery
fragments from Cahokia.

The Cahokia type of arrowheads.

Fig. 1.—The hollowed bone awl. Fig. 2.—A slender, broken
drill. Fig. 3.—Cahokia type arrowheads. All found in the field
opposite Monks Mound.

Fig. 1.—Pottery bird effigy. Found south of Monks Mound. Fig.
2.—Agricultural implements found north of the Merrell Mound.
Fig. 1.—Hand and forearm in clay. Fig. 2.—Effigy in clay. Fig.
3.—Ornament in red stone. Fig. 4—Stone pipe. Fig. 5. —Effigy
in clay. Fig. 6.—Engraved stone. Fig. 7.—Stone pipe. Fig. 8.—
Cutting tool (hatchet).

Figs. 1, 2, 3.—Burial pots with skeleton No. 12, Mound No. 20;
2, 3, characteristic Cahokia forms, especially 3. (A363, a, b, c.)
Fig. 4—Small pot with skeleton No. 9, a child (A304). Fig. 5.—
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Small crucible-like pot from burned basin, Sawmill Mound
(A305). Fig. 6.—Burial pot with skeleton No. 11, Sawmill
Mound (A306).

Fig. 1.—A vessel of considerable size, probably a salt pan, Wells-
Tippetts Village Site (A355). Figs. 2-4.—Grooved stones of
quartzite-like sandstone, possibly sinew stones (A356), Ramey
Village Site. Fig. 5.—Grooved stone of quartzite-like sandstone,
from burned basin 100 yards south of Sawmill Mound (A357).
Figs. 1-6.—Types of decorated pottery. Wells-Tippetts Village
Site (A313).

Figs. 1-9.—Fragments of pottery. Wells-Tippetts Village Site, 1
to 3 '/, ft. below surface (A313). Fig. 10.—Peculiarly decorated
pottery fragment, Ramey Village Site (A314). Figs. 5, 6 are
common Cahokia designs.

[From 1923 volume] Monk’s Mound viewed from the southeast,
showing the left foreground the terrace or apron.

Fig. 1.—Pottery fragment, James Ramey Mound, depth of 23
feet (A310). Figs. 2-8.—Ramey Village Site, types of pottery
design (A312).

[From 1923 volume] Map of Cahokia Mound Group. Based on
map of J. J. R. Patrick, 1880. Camp sites and burial sites are
indicated, showing result of 1921-22 field work.

Decorated pottery from the James Ramey Mound. Figs. 1-3.—
Near surface (A307). Fig. 4—Depth of 19ft. (A309). Figs. 5, 6.—
Depth of 15 ft. (A309). Fig. 7.—Depth of 23 ft. (A310). Fig. 2.—
Engraved sandstone (A311).

Fig. 1.—Shell gorget with skeleton No. 11, Sawmill Mound (A321).
Fig. 2.—Shell effigy, Sawmill Mound, made from shell of fresh
water mussel (A322). Fig. 3.—Nose or ear ornament made from
shell of freshwater mussel (Elliptio dilatatus) James Ramey Mound
(A323). Fig. 4.—Clay bird’s-head effigy, Wells-Tippetts Village
Site, 3 ft. deep (A324). Figs. 5, 6.—Clay bird’s-head effigies, James
Ramey Mound, 16-23 feet below surface (A325). Fig. 7.—Clay
mammal-head effigy, Sawmill Mound (A326). Fig. 8.—Portion of
clay pot or ornament (A327). Fig. 9.—Ornament on rim of pot
(A328). Figs. 8, 9.—From James Ramey Mound.

Figs. 2, 4, 9, 12.—Shell beads made from marine conch (Busycon)
(A329). Figs. 5, 6.—Shell beads made from fresh water mussels
(A330). Figs. I, IL.—Shell ornaments from marine Busycon (A331).
Figs. 7, 8, 10, 20.—Shell ornaments made from fresh water mus-
sels (A332). Figs. 13, 15, 17.—Shells and central axis of marine
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conch, Busycon perversa (A333). F ig. 16.—Marine conch, Busycon
carica (A442). Fig. 19.—Ornament made of side of Busycon shell
(A334). Fig. 14.—Marine shell, Strombus Pugilis alatus (A334). Fig.
18.—Marine olive shell, Oliva literata (A336). All from James
Ramey Mound, between 8 and 23 feet below surface.

Figs. 1, 2.—Awl and celt made of deer bone (A337, A338) Wells-
Tippetts Village Site. Figs. 3, 7.—Deer bone awls, James Ramey
Mound, 8 feet deep (A339). Fig. 4—Bone awl with skeleton No.
39, Pittsburg Lake (A340). Figs. 5, 6.—Bone awls (A341, A342).
From Judge Sullivan’s Mound, 10 ft. below surface. Fig. 8.—Bone
knife with skeleton No. 11, Sawmill Mound (A343). Fig. 9.—Part
of breast bone of Virginia deer, Ramey Village Site (A344). Fig.
10.—Aw] made from heel (calceneous bone) of deer (Odocoileus
virginianus) found with skeleton No. 18 (Mounds 19, 20, 21)
(A345). Fig. 11.—Pathologic leg bone of deer, from Ramey Vil-
lage Site (A346). Fig. 12.—Foot bone of Wapiti with deeply in-
cised lines, James Ramey Mound (A347). Fig. 13.—Lower jaw of
Virginia deer used as a chisel or gouge, Sawmill Mound (A348).
Fig. 1.—Flint or chert knife of fine workmanship; James Ramey
Mound, 12 feet deep, near stake 125 (A358). Fig. 3.—Shouldered
hoe. Figs. 2, 4—Spades, of flint or chert, from field southwest of
Monks Mound (A359, A360). Fig. 5.—Spade of flint or chert; James
Ramey Mound, west side, 17 feet deep (A361).

Pottery discs perforated and unperforated, are common in the
mounds and on the surface. Attention is directed to the peculiar
design on Fig. 3. Fragments such as Fig. 1, with a rude circle and
cross lines are frequently found. Fig. 1.—Pottery fragment with
oval design; Sawmill Mound, 3 feet deep (A315). Fig. 2.—Pottery
disc, James Ramey Mound, 15 feet deep (A316). Fig. 3.—Frag-
ment with peculiar design; Stockyards Village Site (A317). Fig.
4.—Pottery disc, James Ramey Mound, 12 feet deep (A318). Fig.
5.—Perforated clay disc, Wells-Tippetts Village Site (A319). Fig.
6.—Perforated disc of fine-grained sandstone, Ramey Village Site
(A320).

Fig. 1.—Flint knife, broken; James Ramey Mound, 8 feet deep
(A349). Fig. 2.—Fine-pointed needle of bone, with skeleton No.
30; Mounds 19, 20, 21 (A350). Figs. 3-5.—Bone awls, Wells-
Tippetts Village Site (A351). Figs. 6-8.—Flint arrow points, James
Ramey Mound, 17 feet deep (A352). Figs. 9, 10.—Flint war arrow
points. Wells-Tippetts Village Site (A353). Fig. 11.—Flint spear-
head, James Ramey Mound, 17 feet deep (A354).
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Fig. 1.—Digging trench in Sawmill Mound. Fig. 2.—Skeleton No.
11, Sawmill Mound (A302).

Fig. 1.—Skeleton No. 12, from Mound No. 20 (A485). Fig. 2.—
Circle in James Ramey Mound.

Fig. 1.—Trench in James Ramey Mound (No. 33). Note altar in
center foreground at trowel. Fig. 2.—Skeletons in position, Mound
No. 20. Fig. 3.—General view of circles in James Ramey Mound.
Fig. 1.—Bone awls and needles. Figs. 2-6.—Mussel shells (Lampsilis
ventricosa); W. J. Seever collection. (/, natural size.) Fig. 7.—
Hematite axe. Fig. 8. —Grooved axe; Monticello Seminary collec-
tion. Fig. 9—Celt of porphyritic rock, Wells-Tippetts Village Site
(A362).

Figs. 1-5.—Five pipes, several of them effigies, from the Monticello
Seminary collection. Figs. 6, 7.—Stone effigies; Monticello Semi-
nary collection. Fig. 8.—Large effigy pipe; W. J. Seever collec-
tion.

Fig. 1.—string of shell beads cut from busycon conch. Fig. 2.—
Marine conch shell, Busycon carica. Fig. 3.—Marine conch shell,
Busycon perversa. (*/, natural size.) Monticello Seminary collection.
Fig. 4—Arrowhead of quartz, unusual workmanship. Found on
the surface of Monks Mound.

Characteristic Cahokia motifs from the James Ramey Mound.
The discoidal, or chunkee stone, found on the face of a skeleton in
Section 15-C of Mound No. 66.

Mound No. 66. Property of the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Com-
pany.

Cross section of Mound No. 66 at Station 35, major axis.

The Powell Mound, from Taylor’s photograph.

Jar with serpent motif. Mound No. 6, Neteler.

Jar from the Neteler Mound, No. 6.

Four copper hatchets.

Ilustrating six bear tusks, two of which are split; three small cop-
per hatchets and spearhead of agate-like flint from the Neteler
Mound.

Necklace of split bear tusks, Skeleton 6, Mound No. 6, Neteler.
Copper head-band and portions of two human jaws cut into orna-
ments, Mound No. 6, Neteler.

View of some skeletons iz situ in the mound owned by Dr. Don F.
Dickson, Lewistown, Illinois, also accompanying objects.
Skeleton and objects in position.

Objects from the log tombs near Liverpool.
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XLIX Bone knife inserted in a grizzly bear tusk. Found in the long tomb,
Liverpool, Illinois.
L Field map of Dickson’s Cemetery.
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Note on This Edition

This edition reproduces the 1922, 1923, and 1929 University of
Illinois Bulletins on the Cahokia Mounds by Warren K.
Moorehead, without the bibliographies from the 1922 and 1923 vol-
umes.

The plates in the original 1922, 1923, and 1929 bulletins were placed
at the end of each volume. The 1929 volume included the plates from
the previous two volumes, plus some new plates. To avoid duplication,
this edition reproduces the plates from the 1929 volume, along with a
tew plates that were included in the 1922 and 1923 volumes but omit-
ted in the 1929 volume.

"The captions in the 1922 and 1923 volumes differ slightly from the
captions reproduced herein from the 1929 volume. Also, the plate and
figure numbers differ in the three volumes; for example, a photograph
of Fox Mound is Plate V in the 1929 volume, Plate XIX in the 1923
volume, and Plate VI (Figure 8) in the 1922 volume. Because this edi-
tion uses the 1929 numbering, a “Key to Plate and Figure Numbers” is
included at the front of the plates section and can be used to find the
plates referred to in the text for the 1922 and 1923 volumes. In the
1922 volume, the text refers only to figure numbers.

The line drawings within text (intratext, numbered figures in the
1923 and 1929 volumes) are reproduced as they were in the original
volumes.

The 1929 volume originally contained six foldout figures (figs. 1, 8,
9, 19, 20, 21) which have been included herein, but not all of them as
foldouts.
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Introduction
Jobn E. Kelly

Nearly one hundred mounds distributed over a five-square-mile
area of the Mississippi floodplain constitute the large Mississip-
pian site complex of Cahokia. Although located within eight miles of
metropolitan St. Louis, Missouri, the Cahokia site has managed to sur-
vive much of the ravages of modern development. Within the last two
hundred years Cahokia has attracted much attention from travelers,
archaeologists, and other scientists. One of the many individuals at-
tracted to the Cahokia Mounds in the early part of the twentieth cen-
tury was Warren King Moorehead. The results of his investigations at
Cahokia and a number of nearby sites were published in a series of
three reports through the University of Illinois. In later correspon-
dence with Frank C. Baker, Moorehead (1936) indicated that the notes
were left at the University of Illinois.

The first two Moorehead volumes published in 1922 and 1923 suc-
cinctly summarized his fieldwork and his efforts to demonstrate the
human construction of the mounds that form part of the large Cahokia
site. The results of a third season at a number of sites outside Cahokia
were not published until after the fourth and final season was com-
pleted in 1927. The last of three volumes, published in 1929 (in the
September 25, 1928, bulletin), included the work of the first two sea-
sons along with a description of the 1923 and 1927 field seasons. The
reports contain a description of each mound, site, or location exam-
ined. Occasional maps show some of the more relevant profiles, and
each report contains a map of Cahokia with the various mounds num-
bered following John J. R. Patrick’s initial numbering sequence.

At the end of each report is a set of plates that show the various
excavations and some of the artifacts recovered. Occasionally
Moorehead relied on specialists such as zoologists, chemists, and ge-
ologists for the analysis of certain materials. Of particular importance
was the work of Morris Leighton, a geologist with the Illinois Geo-
logical Survey at the University of Illinois. His field study of the mound



profiles described in the 1923 and 1929 reports laid to rest any notion
that the mounds were natural features. Once Leighton’s initial results
were known, it was then possible for the state to purchase a portion of
the Cahokia site.

Moorehead’s reports were not only a source documenting the pre-
historic construction of the Cahokia Mounds by Native Americans but
also the only substantive publication on the site for over four decades.
More important, they are a tribute to his participation in the successful
preservation of a small section of Cahokia as a state park in 1925 (Fig-
ure 2). As a result of his initial efforts and those of the local citizens, the
Cahokia Mounds State Historic Site presently contains nearly 50 per-
cent of the site. Today Cahokia has achieved the prestigious status as a
UNESCO World Heritage Site, something no one probably could have
envisioned 75 years ago. It was then a very different time and place.
Nonetheless, the concerns of those involved in the preservation en-
deavor were no less important than the challenges that face us today.

This introduction essentially provides the context behind
Moorehead’s work, especially the purchase of the mounds at Cahokia.
His reports, as with many of his earlier publications, are largely de-
scriptive and not analytic. Although Moorehead understood the con-
cepts of stratigraphy, his interest, as with many others before him, was
the artifacts. Thus, although more rigorous and systematic techniques
were being employed at the time, Moorehead continued to use large
horse-drawn scrapers and human labor to remove mound fill.

The techniques Moorehead used at Cahokia in 1921 were the same
ones he used 30 years earlier in the excavations at the Hopewell group
in Ohio. Although some profile and plan maps of his Cahokia excava-
tions were completed, most of the work was not mapped. In looking at
the broader picture of the Eastern Woodlands, the differences observed
in the cultural materials recovered were more apt to be related to ge-
ography than stratigraphy. A decade later others had begun to estab-
lish a chronology that placed much of what was being discovered in
some type of culture-historical framework.

The following introductory discussion is divided into several parts:
The first part describes Moorehead and his background in archaeol-
ogy. Then I discuss the antecedents to the preservation of Cahokia and
the inidal efforts. Next, I examine the context of the four seasons of
excavation at Cahokia and the surrounding environs with respect to
the three reports reprinted herein. Finally, I conclude with an epilogue
discussing other work done at Cahokia and a summary.

2 Classics in Southeastern Archaeology



